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' ' I .... ::: ' ':t . ' 
C0212.24-t:: 

FILl November 30, 1970 

M. J. Mason 
IJIIIligration Ex:uiner 

John Winston Lennon, A17 5~77 321 

1 Q1 Bovember 27, 1970, Mr. DeGrace, ViM ott'ice, 101--21896, ad'I'1M4 
• of' the receipt of a cable tr0111 the Allltriean Bllllusr LoDdcm reeca- · 
· 111end1111 that the subject 11 entcy be authorized under Heticm 21.2 
, (d)(3)(A). • 1'be subject is 1uadm1Nible under eection 21.2(a)(23). 

Mr. deGrace statA<l that the subJect dealrea entey u a B-1 tor 30 
da;ye to dlacuaa 11114 cCIIdw:t bua1Deae v1 th bla ~&ent, Allea ltleila 
and the AlltCO IDdultriea, 17 Bre».dllllif, lev York Cit, u:l Cap11ial 
Jlecorde in Los AD&e1u, Calitorata. 'Die aubJect v1al:ae4 to lla]lan 
London for m, lev York on Kov•ber 26, but 111U1 ir.tor.ecl tld.a 
•• illpose1ble u:l therefore he 4ea1rea to 4epart aOCXIellt ••• 
Mr. deGrace re~Dds that the aubJect•e adlllieston be autborlHCl 
and requested it be authorbe4 by telephoDe. 

<.a November 30, 1970, Mr. tem.m stated that the au~Ject.1a e.bd.uioa 
under aect1011 21.2(d)(3)(A) vu autborhe4 and ltx:;_l!edraee\ .. ao ln• 
fol'llled. He 1IU told tbt aubJect1e authorizaticm ._. tor ao. edr.J 
during 1fowmber or Deeaber 1970 f'ltt' 30 clap lild.ted to tbt IICti't'lUu 
aa indicated above u:l tbat there 1a to be DO exteaalon ot •• 01' 
change of i tineracy V1 thc:nat the Prior approval of tbt Dlatriet. llll:Neto:l" 
Wubington, D. C. 

A~121 
CC: MR. , PlJliL1C IHNIMA'l'ICir OPPICBR 

'm:NJN:bt 

. '' 

-' 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUST- E 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 

FILE: Al7 5 97 DATE: November 30, 1970 

IN RE: John Winston LillNNON 

APPLICATION: Temporary admi-;sion to the United StHtcH; pursuant to 
sc,r;tton 2l~(dl 1,1) A.), lmwigratlon anJ Nationality Act 

The applicnnt(s) hns (have) hPv•: fu1.wd hy a \XX] consubr offic.N 

D immigration offi('vr to l11:c inul)g;blv to re,:~eiw a nonimmigrant 

visa under the foll · ving j}'lf't• ·· H ·)'I' tlw Act Sedion(s) 21"(al (2~) "' 'g:.,,. h ·' . -
Nationality: !Date and Counl ry of Birth: 

' I 
9-10-40 En~nd British subje~.!_ ______ ___j 

Occupation: .. J F.mp~:-::_employed Musician 
-·· 

Purpose in seeking entry into t:nited Btatel'l and destination: 

Country of Residence: 

Et:w:land 

To discuss and conduct business with his agent, Allen Klein and AEKCO 
Industries in New York City and with Capital Records in Los Angeles. 

Plans regarding travel to United Stutes and period of temporary stay: 

One entry during November or December 1970 for 30 days. 

Basis for favorable action: 

To promote American Business Interests, 

ORDER: It is ordered that the application be graoted for the above indicated purpose, subject to revocation 
at any time, valid as set forth below. 

ENTRY: One at New York during November or December 1970. 

PERIOD OF TEMPORARY STAY: 30 days on condition that the activities and 
itinerary of the applicant shall be limited to those set forth above 
and that no extension of stay or change in activities or deviation of 
itinerary shall be authorized wi thou4)0prt§I'ttJIProva1 of the Distric.~ 
Director, Washington, D. c. /.. 5f . 

Copies to: : 
1 

'J,O.w.ll:=- 'll'tlT.. .•. . / • 
'MW.'>wJM:kmt · -~~~ 

~c:·~- --·-· __ (;,,,,,nt •- AHSISM CCMMISSIONER, ADJUDICATIONS 
' ~V"·------.. 1/- .Jl)- 10 V,O, Noti, ··'fA _ 

File Cop~Name c" "--Jl0 · de/~ 
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... J. MAS<IJ 
:r-tpatiCG IIIMI:ner 

J'oim Vitultoa r ..... l AJ.7 5'11 321 

co 703·857 
Jlo• 11iber 30, 1970 

011 Jlof htr 271 19701 Nln Dlaleb, Cl:illp'e.-a •Pii> r•r ott:lee, 
J.80..Ii.llll, .... ~ ICIIiOU'Id.JIII tbe rtatur ot" a MCtlOII 212(4) 
(3)(A) MI'Uiotil7t101l tar tile .u.Ject. 1 Q 
8be .. abiH4 'Uiat 1- w ~ 4-iitW. wl.qbclaic nc · sau011 
trca state bitten ..,. 011 len ter 27, 1970 111111 'Uiat.jlt. WUIIl4 aot be 
4ec14ed 'lileto.re 1101111&7 lo~ J), 1970 'lllletber !WI ""'dH1011 'IIICIQl4 
be au.tWS.se4. .L . 
A aillilar .U .. recei.....ctJtir~. AJ..len Xle1D1 tM IAibJeet'r buri:nen 
aootaet 111111 ·~ lr In lOdl C:S.tJ. lie rtaW be bill!. OCI:Itacte4 
~ • ..,_ llllll U.t. tbe IU)Jeet'r pre..._ 1D tbe Uld.te« Statu 
.. IIJPiltl7 ••dell •- a l'ft01'il b,r lWI .. a. tw rel.eiiiM • 
o.e.Mr u, 1'}70. Ar a reRlt allout tlo or 1hrM ....U '110ft :lr re
taf,re4 or tofiiiiiCa 1a Wr cnrncU011. lleton :ltr re:t..ae. llr· l1e1a 
.. Pftll tbe - :lat'c:llw.U011. fvld.W. eoDp1r n • ...,... •• ottJ.oe. 

011 len bv 30, 19'(0, Nlrr Daalelr .. 1~ tbe.t Jlr, Iltlllll0ft 11 

eatey' would be 5\1t.bor1M4. 

--~0!} 597 321 

'M:IU'N:~ 

12 



~ 1a -. 11o JOUI' le'* of s.,--.r u~ 
1970 to.~~ at ..... - CiDrlpU· 
•1GIIItl RelaU.. ~ 1ille utJ7 of Jolm v. I nlt"M. 

All ,. ...... ild'ot.-4 • tbl .AHittUt. Stcreta.rr of 
State trw Ollltjp ••~ Ba&&U., Mr. 111 m .. all• 
~ .... eatla' .. ard.te4 Sta• ~ w CIOII\oo 
dun wsliMM .- tiM ~ ot t111a Jllpl.r'tlleJit 
ot state. Ia .. adlrlttect 4\a'illl • l&'"- pll1"t. ot 
April 1970 u4 I i lll3f W'ltll tbit Jd.441e J'iP't of septa.. 
ber 1970. 

~ ........... J. 0\u'Jiq 
tll'11tect saw a-.te 
~~ »· e. 20510 

CC: CO 212.24-C 

\ CC: Al7 597 321 
~-----;;-,.;;.----------··---· 

\cc: w1 ~ • John w. U!IIII01II 

l 
) 
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JOHN WINSTCN LENNON 

-

( 

/ 

1. Admitted April 24, 19'70 under section 212(d)(3)(A) waiv•ing 
212(a)(23) for thirty day:s. Stay extended to July 16, 1970. 'Then 
given voluntary departure to September 15, 1970. He departed on 
September 15, 1970. 

2. News stories in S.F. Jl:xaminer, S.F. Chronicle and Washington 
News on May 22 and 23 reported Lennon was subject of unfavorable 
attention. He was reportEld to be rude and unpleasant to San 
Francisco Hilton Hotel employees and permanently banned from 
San Francisco limousines because he left a woman employee in 
tears after swearing at hElr and a driver who recognized him. 

3. Following Lennon 1 s entry two adverse letters were received 
from the public and one favorable letter. 

4. In additioMl to telephone communication with Cong,Bingham1 s 
office concerning extension of stay for Lennon, a letter advising 
of facts of admission was sent to Senator Gurney. 

14 
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RPtatn this permit In rour poBSest~ton • 
You are P"rmJt.trd to telQaJ.u tn tbe n·.e . tor the tlmc 1nctJcated, 

To N'tnt\ln pMt thla pertod, w.ttbout Pt'r" 
rnl!'lslon trotn JmmJgratton autborttlea, 11 
t\ vlolatton of law. 
WHSN YOU L!i:AVE THill UNITEO 8TATJI:8 

.By sea or nlr, surrencter tbls pennft ·to transportation line. 

Over Canadian border, surrender tbll 
permit to Canftdtao ZmmtgratJon Otttoer. 
O•er MeJ:tcan border, surrender thte Pll'"' 
mtt to United States lrnmlgrattou Otttoelt'. 

8ECORO OP IXTZN8ION8 

To ····~---.. -- Otno& ---------

-··--····------ Odloe ------.. 

.......... _____ ... ___ Ollkle ------. 

OBPAR~ RRCOAO 

Port: 

Oat.: 

v - ~ i ~ 1970 
to: ·; '/I(\•·; \'/WilD 

', "·' q ... (\ 
rcount,., ot ctfmta:ba.rkatton) · · 
UNITED 8TATII8 DEPARTMENT OP JU8l'ICI 

Irurnl~~ratJon and NftturattzAtJon Servtae 
l"'nrm AllfHOVf'd flUrlf.!flt DUI'f'IIU No, 43·R:Ut,, 

"'""V~r. - HP-rAn'roaK nmcosn 
Porm I·H (Ro•. ?•I·MI 

• 
- . 

·• 

.. 
(b )(6),. • 

.• 
• 

I 

16 



• 

. . 
f ___._:,·, ' 

., . .,.. ·., 
. · ~.···.~ .}GtfF-1-6: 0 . 

. PLN i5'13 0 AGT 5 .... 

. f. II ¥. 5g K 

\ jl 

· LAXTL , 
. ·. .l.AXRR. 151500 

· PI L. 760/ 15SC:P ,, 
., ' 

· HLJl6. 

·'· ' 

'' 
" 1 ,I 

. ' 

'. ... '·. 

.. . . ~ 

' . 
I. 

'(' 'I \' 
, ..>II 

' ·' 

,.< • 
. , ., .. 

; ,. 
. '· ·. ;" •' 

., 

' . 

·.. ·•'QlJOJ'F JQIIIJJ.L 

• 

UP C. I:U.la/'I'I&SJ --

'fOIIOI'rS ... I Jli....-.a..--..,.J!'~----

·IIALS ~· 11._ __ _..,~~.-__ ...,...._ . 

' ·fif;J'i . 
;"C-t- I l)t.Ab 
, ''!;:?J), !6 ~/--11:~ 

~.· 

-
6 
3 

. I 

,./ 

) 

' .• "•. I L.J :i' ' ' 

') s 
v 

17 



.bailtaat ea.iH10Der 
Adjud.ieatiou 

M. J. Mihan 
t.i«r& tion lbM:1ner 

Mr. and Mn. Jobn LellllOII 

co 212.2~-c 

Septaber 16, 1;170 

Mr. Jack Griffln, SII SWRO, ld'rihd tbat the ubjeet. ciQarted flUI 
tbe thi ted State• tor I cadoct Gil. Septiellber 15, 1970 via '!'VA tll&bt 
nuaber 76o trc. 'Leis Anselell. He 1tated tbat both JAmaon aad bie 
attorney exprened gratitud.t' over tbe treat.ut accorded tha by tbi1 
Sernce. 

CC: W/F • John lennon 

TC:MJM:wfs 
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~ 1i.'·~i~ ·n1~ r·m'!il: tn f/J~ ~-~~~~L~-
f : · .: .. ·~rrc:•, •1 ' "wr:u !n tll~ U.S 
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L'.YJ ANGELES 
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: TRANS WORLD 
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MEMORANDUM 
OF CALL 

0 WILL CALL AGAIN 

0 RETURNED YOUR CALl. 

0 YOU WERE VISITED BY-

0 IS WAITING TO SEE YOU 

0 WISHES AN APPOINTMENT 

22 



LOS/.Uphi/Dep. ~ 
Al7 S97 321 

Mr. John W. L llliiCID 
lira. Yoko Otlo Lelalcm 
841 lriaes load 
JWl Air, Califonaia 

AIIII\IBt 20, 1970 

Den Mr. alld Mrs. l.ftlloD: 

18feNI!ft is JUd4t to the deaiab Oft Al:apst 3, 1910, upea teCODII.den
tiOft of your appU.catioaa fOl' attadoa of .....,.,.IY nay ta the 
uatted stae.., l8d to li'OU:I' nf~Uftts of ••t 14, 1970, for n
eaaatdftaU• of auch clcd.de 11 wll 11 appUeatt«'tt fot: stay of 
the dlplrtare date, Aupat 15, 1970, .. t ta your eaaea. 

Yaur nf~Ufttl W.ll b4t c:Oftlidered q appltcatiou for atay of you-r 
departtant date. la COIUJidftatioa of the evi .... e ad repHUiltltiOI'II 
IIIJ!Ctted W.th ,... .. nquata,tbl date W.thta wlltch you are required 
to deput f._ the Uldl:ed State• t• twJteby at~ to hpt.._l' lS, 
1970. You ••t DOtl.ty tbl.a office lMtf..,. that date of the •rtalll ... 
... u you haw Mde to effact YGUr ~nt. tuluclf.JII the dae.t, 
place, ad- of dtparttare. At the the of 7Wr departun, do 
'ftOt fall to arradft' l'OIIIlt 1•94, Arri.val•Dipal'baft IHOI'd, ill 
aeecmlallce with l.utwc~tlou 011 that £0111. 

ec: Harold Seider, Esquir·e 
1700 Breadway 
Hew York, Hew York 10019 

GKR/CHW/gj 

Your• truly, 

Geoqe J:, Marrbeq 
Dlatrict Dl.nctor 

33 
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1(. J ..... 
~ ... ~-
J'olm IIIBDI aJid \ilite 

a. 8/Vro * .. ,.,. ,.. .,. ... aa 6/15/70 ~date, • * 
D.f.aVin ~. J:. A 1 1•, witll Cellta1 ottJ.ee II.JIIIIii'OII', Jwtt.W 
U.t 1t tt.z AdlM to tl.opn ca _. 'bet'Dn tllat tate, aa mlill' to..._ 
.... ..U. t. ill a:. 'Die~·· a\tGI:-., JlalllillltttW a .UO. 
\o r••••• a.......,_. elate ead stYa• em1 lte or •· !Jie 
lliAdA ~, kll ...... , p!l\lp'lll 11111 8I'RO ..,..... tbat 1lllt* 
of MIIJ\IQI the •'S.. to l"'CCppB, it t. 1el;umecl aD1 the 1~11 
~~ .. ~to 9/l.'Jtro. 

*'· Gr11'f.t.ll .. MriM4 that we woa1d IIOt.1f:r ld.w u to the actiGA to 
.... talrell. 
Pursuant to instructions from Mr, Bernsen following a discussion of this 
matter with Mr. Lehmann, Mr. Griffin was informed that the Central Office 
agreed with the action proposed by the District Director, Los Angeles,to 
extend the subjects' voluntary departure to 9/15/70, 

'=:..., cc: Al7 597 321 
........... --·-·---·~·········· . 

'-
CC: V/r • John lAmDDI1 
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(b )(6) 

(b )(6) 

(b )(6) 

TO 

OP'TlONAL I"'~M NO. 10 
MAY 1ll'!t EDITION 
O$A f"PMR h1 CFR) 101·11·· 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
J\ssistant Com:rr.issioner 
Au,judicn t:iom; 

DATE: August 3, 1970 

FROM r~1. J. !-:Jason 
I:Dmigrr,tion l':xaminer 

SUBJECT: John LENNON MID HIFE 

Hr. Griffin, T.c. SI.JRO, furnished the following information on August 3, 
1970 concerning the subjectn. He stated that about 4:15 p.m. Los 
Angeles time the subject's attorney presented a letter from the ,:;nh

.iect in ;1hich were attached letters from doctors.1 

'-----------------------·',aThe attorney 
indicated that Capital Records also wanted Lennon to stay in the United 
States. ,,\n extension of 90 days was requested. 

The subjects were previously given an extension of stay which expired 
,July 16, 1')70 and were given voluntary departure until August 1, 1970. 
~1r. Griffin said that Mr. Greerehad earlier told the District Director 
in Los Angeles that he would go along with whatever evaluation the 
District Director and ADD for T.r,. \Hthers placed upon the material 
presented by Lennon. 

As a result, the requested extension of sta was denied unless it was 
indicated that 

ttr. Griffin then contacted Mr. Greene who indicated that he concurred 
with the action of the District Director, Los Angeles. No claim that 
I I 

Miss Altman of congr. Bingru~m's office, ext. 4411, was advised of the 
above. 

CC: Al7 597 32l 
.::::::.~--·.--.- ............. ,_ ... . 

ccr--w.tl_ - John lmmOI:I 
··-., 

Bu'Y U.S. Savinr,s Bonds R~vularl'Y on the Pa,yroll S.winf,s Plan 
. . . 

I 

I 

~ 
i .· 
i : 

' 

36 



(b)( ) 

(b) 6) 

(b )(6) 

-· S, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION & NATURALIZATION SERVICE 
300 NORTH LOS ANG%ES STREET 
LOS ANGEGES, CALIFORNIA 90012 

AlJ. 5,9), l2.l. , ..... , 
J..OI..Alpha/Dip. 

•• t 3, 1970 

Mr. Jolm w. Leanon 
c/o Hllrold Seider, Attomey 
1700 lto~~dv&y 
New York, New York 90019 

Dur lb'. lAmtoll: 

Yaul' -.tiOil, dated Jldy 31, 1970, for l'MaiUildaratial\ of the 
deaial dated July 16, 1970, of 71Ut appllaatia for •teliea of 
taqorary atay, b tftllttd, aa4 IIY •tlce of clelal b wltl:ulraw. 

I 

_j 

The naord ladicatea 71U wen paated a valver uadtr S.Ctloe 
212(d)(3) of tba :r..ipaU.- lad Mld.eultty Act, of ,... .. iaadlll ... 
aiblllty uadar hatla 21ll(a)(23) of the Act, aad that ycau wen 
adld.tted to the Ulllted Statea at J.oll .... lea, Caltfonla, on 
AprU 23, 1970, •• a u,.,...ry vbitGI' for bual••• (lol) Ulltll 
May 16, 1970; that you _.. pated BteulGU of taperary stay 
to July 16, 1970; that a appllcatlOil for ful'ther BteaaiOil of 
tlllipol'ary stay WI daallll'l July 16, 1970, 011 the JftU1ld that you 
•n adlllttecl lllldeY a vaho of your iudld.•tbUity for a llllited 
ped.od oely; a.d that 70U •n &lWII Ulltf.l_Aupat 1, 1970, within 
vhteh to depart the Uaf.tet:l State~. 1 
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(b)( ) 

(b) 6) 

(b) 6) 

• 2 • 

\ y.., ......... Z"" ... ,..., ·-·"' ~ ... ..,. .. , ,_ •· I 

Upon reeOltatderaticm I'r IS ORDIUD THAT your appl1eattcm for 
axtenstoa of temporary stay be denied for the reaiOlt that you have 
failed to eatabliah that the li.tted purpoae for which you were 
adaitted baa not been acCOfllllhhed or that then exhta oy c(lllloo 
pelUq nftd foJ: you to readn 1n the !1B1ted States. 

It will be neeeenry fc•r you to depart fi'OIII the 11Bited States 
not later that Ausust 15, 1970. You sat notify thb office befon 
that date of the a:rrana81Mnts you have 11111de to effe<:t your departure, 
1nclud1na the date, place and ~~SJ~~Mr of departure. At the t'- of your 
departure, do not fail to surreader Form I·94, Arrlval•Dtparture Beeord, 
in accordance with instructions on that form, 

ec: Mr. John W. Lelmon 
841 N1aes Road 
Bel Air, CalUornia 

Jnc, z .. 94 

Yours truly, 

Geoqe K. Roeenbe-q, District Dine tor 
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UIIJT!D STATES DJii>ARTMIINT OP JUST!Ck 
Bo•d ot lmmlll'ltlon Appuh 

.. d 
lmrntcrauon •4 Naturlll••tlan StfVtee 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF APPEARANCE AS ATTORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE 

FILE NO.:------------

I hereby enter my appearance as attorney for (or representative of) the person whose name appears immediately 
below, and my appearance is made at his (her) request. 

NAME 
~I+N 

{Apt. No.) 
G 

(N~ber and Street) 
/(..() 0 iS{ ( 

(City) (Zip Code) 

b;L 
Check applicable item(s) below. 

G_:f"l. I am an attorney and a member in good "tanding of the bar of the Supreme Court of the United States or of 
the i heztco ~ JC, Collowing State, tE>rritory, insular possession, or District of Columbia-----
.,..f.;;!:!-!.-~;:;.,-+-'<2-=::......-----·------ and am not under a court or administrative agency 

order suspending, enjoining, restraining, disbarring, or otherwise restricting me in practicing law. 

0 2. I am an accredited representative of the· following named religious, charitable, social service, or similar 
organization established in the United States and which is so recognized by the Board: ------

0 3. I am associated with,-------:-·----------------------
the attorney of record who previously filed a notice of appearance in this case and my appearance is at his 
request. (If you check this item, also check item 1 or 2, whichever is appropriate. ) 

[] 4. Others (Explain fully.) 

Fqrm G-28 
(Rev. 3-10-67) 

----------------------------------------------------

Complete Address 

J:t>lephone n!!AAer 
:.; I.:J- '-l ~a. -

40 



(b)($) 
'! 

I 

II• lftiHil 
Antatat c-taaf.Ollft, AdjludicatioM 

Willi• ... --
Deputy AHUitat Cl Snf.•IU 
AlljwitcatiOM .. W..t 

CXJ 212.24-C 
July 22. 1970 

Joaa ...... .U7 597 321; 1111 ,........._of Jlllyl7, 1970, a- hllject 
&ad rue l'r tIll' .. latea. 

I• c.o11111etiola IJith the aubject'a appU.eaU.. fu qtMif.ea of hU atay 
... tht of ld.e IJife, wW.cll Willi ~17 tnl ........ fAte Cll lnioaer 
Opedtt.Ha J- r. Qrnar ._ IMII11'M 

I• IIC::Ofl'ltPM IJitll 1Dthct..._ f.- *• Lrln a 1 telepltaaicelly ti'IIM• 
llit~ tile hl•t• iaf....Cioa to l..,_..iHJ'J l....,..aat: 1Mp4tCtor 
J-* ftiffiR, -· to pw ~ lDthetiiiM to tile 1M ..... lu 
Dietric:t llnctor whHll tae:l.., tiPthctioD te tehpll• tcAlly -.l.tae 
tllu ofU• 111 to tile Mtan of tiM..,,,. .. ....._tt•• llefon •ctiac on 
tile IIIC..J.oa of ably appU.oliltin, 

TC: WAH: 1 Clll 
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(b )(6) 

(b )(6) 

July 22, 1970 

Re: JOHN LENNON and wife 

Miss Altman, Congr, Bingh<~'s office, Ext, 4411, said subjects 
requested another extension on July 15 until August 31, and it was turned 
down in Los Angeles, and they were given to August 1. 

Also, male alien has not completed lis business here. 

I cleared with Mr, Greene, then told her that the request was turned 
upon information that aliep merely wanted tp s0ndpst fpfther 

~ 
M.A.Ruzicka 
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Slllll ll!!m!JGn 
Aniotaut CW!?Iiasioner, Adjudieaticm~ 

lfil Hm A. l!og.m 
Vcptii!:Y Ae,!J:Ulto:lt COl:lllliU:lonl'il!' 
L0lJ•.diea'l:!cma • uc::~ll:. 

Jolm I.ill:ll.ID!I, A17 597 321 

c.:, 212.24-c 
July 17, 1970 

l!!:!ligret1on Ex.S.ner Jasm!ll .IUC<l, t'lrave!. Control, tli7i!.O. teleiJium!cally 
a!lvbled Auo!Dtant Co:menionC!l~ ttardta, emn rofemred tho c;(Jtter to r::t1 

that the eulilject and his wife bed ~i>U!!!d forr an e::te:nll.o~ of otay to 
Mgu:5t 31, 1970, "to ttlko cere of t;on.e b-.l811'ali'. t::~. f(ie.J ale<> etlviscd 
t!wt tJ!lil pl:'eneL>:S exteuilon r,r.m::ted ttl<m:l e,x!>lrca ~Ztro·:~ ~d that f.n 
nc.-:~.~>r<.krtt;l) uit:b CO !tmUuetllc,r,'l (00 2U.ZI';oo<: of Jurc3 J.6, J.P10) lllw::h 
e~te!l..'l1.en t.1lll:l epadUeaUy l!cs18J:!.:ltGd £3 being "f!a!'l1". 

Di!puty Allsocbte comrd.!UI1.oner L~!lw:a:m col!!lulted t:.'leh Jlseooiete Co;::::nissione:r 
Greena t$hO :l.o'l!tl!'tleted thnt: Kr:'!l'? !'t!,:rthc'l' e'));tte1:~ion ~ <!!:ll.!ed. 

ln th~ al:.$ellCe of J!!'. 1U.r13 I ~~tJte:t P:11. J~ Griffin, su,eniee::y 
!md.gl'il!llt lnS~e!:C1', m,mn. to t!O f.(!llll:!i'Uct tlll(t L<m m:,olC$ D!o!tdct 
llircct{~r. 

cc: A17 597 321 

CC: ti/F • John Lennon 

'lC:IIAll: lem 
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Teleo~:~ • 1lutte:r1'1eld, tiJfJ • 1Cing, fi!\..110: 

*· :Bllttell'f1eld telieplli:'irled s;t about 9130 llolllo 1.111. th11 date 8lld atatltd 
that Jolll ~ oao of tbt ~ vbo 1e 1n the Ull1ted States 
1n a A ltiWi,(a W'(d)(3) vaiver lwllleen ~"*-of a 
nareotka eoaviet.ion) ie m•ai'UJ ea liP»"'eeat tor • ~of ~· 
His pnteut author111ad stay 1n tlle UD.tted Statea 11111 expill: 1TI97o. 
R1s appUcat:km lltdkaue tht.t he w.nu an exteaai.Oil ell Aupst 31E, mo 
to tw care of 11011111 'bunaea,a. He 1e :ruil11ng at 841 JiDiea 'ROad, l!tr 1 
cauramia. Ml'· lmttertield Uld:t.eated that the- co, Vbe ~ t lJ:'let 
e:n.eion ot S"taf1 indicate(l that ~ .. fi.U't.btr ex.tauiou WOl4d be *PJ!Oved. 
'.t'his ~ion \11118 dite'llD!Kl. 'With Mr. G11llall anci he fttlUI8te{! that I 
tebtphone the CO • 

Mr· Ha:rdin ll&6 ~e 1D ·tbe oo aac gJ.Tem tbe !'lbOYe intOnlat:lon. Re 
lltated that be ~uld eheek i·t out aar.i. e.dv1ae tbie ot:f'iee later lW to tbe 
decision on the ]iltMt'Ag app1:loat1cm for exteuioa of atay. 

•-•-•---• •-•--•-•u••"• 1 •••·•--.,.....• ,. ... .....,. . ...,..,.,._'*_•·'-' •-··-------•••• ....... ......__ 

Hot18n, CO .. Griffin, !M10 • :L P•lll•l 

Ou tbis: date Mr· ltOglm te:t.piilOUC. f:rl:ll! the CO IIDi ll'te.ted ttat Mr. Jim 
Cll"'lttll1 COOPn, had l!l8de a dedaion the:t no furtbft exttms1osse wuld be 
~ 1n th111 case. 

-·--·--··-·-··-··-··----··-·-·'·-·---·-·-·-···-· ---.. ·--· .. ·-· -------·-···· 
Teleon - 1:20 P•((l• ... Xilli • 1?111J.aulr;, Depl.l1;:y :Difirict D1JIII«tor1 toe Allgelitat 

The akw llltol'lllllltii.'ID wae COl~ to M:r· v.Ull••r in tbe ablk.'flft o:r Mr. 
Jutterl'1•1d fiW1d Mr. Withers.. - " -""·~ 

JHtJJ 

cet ROOJ!Ifl 
1IQ1JIP 

.· W, LOS -..... , ... 

. ... 
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UNIT~D )TATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

IMr.'IGRI\TIOn AND NAIURALIZA:IOh SERviCE 

Form approved 
1.\tJdget Bllreau No. 43 · R0068 

APPLICATION TO EXTEND 
TIME OF TEMPORARY STAY 

--- .,....,---~---

1-------~---~--~-----------1 

I HEREBY APPLY TO EXTEND MY TEMPORARY STAY IN 
THE UNITED STATES 

1 I'AMILY NAME" (Capital Lel/1>rs) FIRST NAME MIDDlE NAME I FILE NUMBER 7 DATE TO WHICH EXTENSION IS REQUESTED 

Lennon John W. Ono 8/31/70 
2. OTHER NAMES(lnclude all past and present names,- married woman must f(ive her maiden namt>) 8 REASON FOR COMING TO THE UNITED STATES 

none 
3 MAILING ADDRESS IN US (Number and Street) (City) (Slate) (Zip Code) business 

841 Nimes Road, Bel Air, Cal:lfornia 

July 16, 1970 
10 DATE OF INTENDED DEPARTURE FROM U.S 

8/31/70 
FOR GOVERNMENT USE ONLY 

D EXTENSIOf~ GRANTED 10 

/ 

(Date) DATE 
OF 

ACTION 

II NAME OF VESSEL. AIRLINE OR OTHER INTENDED 
ME~:J~ DEPARTURE FROM U.S 

d EXT;~siON DE1~ED v.o 

~ /tt!C/1 /jjtJ 

DO ( . ' 'l/ f,j _ _/-_,. 
TO (Date) g,'c ....._,, A' f) 

~'if OFFICE d iJ.; u 

12 PORT OF INTENDED DEPARTURE FROM U.S 

L.A. or N,Y,C, 
13 I ___ ~AM CJAMNOT IN 

POSSESSION OF A TRANSPORT A· 
iiON TICKET FOR MY 0£PARTURE 

"iaz:6g'3"t'" I ,.ss~~~l~~·d rt,..,,1 
I '~~oi~Ex'2'os ,0" J.9.7z '~it~~~h~~~~~,;P~~k·: "~'~d'~~.,R~~d'"'"' 

16. I 1tX1 AM D AM NOT married. If you wiJh to apply for ex!OIUion for any Sunningdale' Berkshire' England 
of your nonimmigrant children, give the following; (See Instruction #1) 

NAMES OF CHILDREN DATE OF BIRTH COUNTRY Of BIRTH PASSPORT ISSUED BY (Country) AND EXPIRES ON (Dale) 

, ___ _.,N-"'o_...t _.A~l o~o :l,i_,._ca"'b"'-'1"-'e"-'---=-~-~-~--~· ·-~---~-~-~-~-~--~-~-~-~-+---~-~-~-~-_-~------ . -:::::.::-_:.:::: :::..:_:::-::::-=--+-------1 

If SPOUSE HAS ALSO SUBMITTED APPLICATION FOR EXTENSiON GIVI:: NAME OF SPOUSE NOTE: If children for whom you ore seeking extension do 
not re>ide with you, give their <omplete addren on o 
separate attachment to this application. Yokq:::()no Lennon 

17 OCCUPATI~· 

Musfcian 
lB. SOCIAl SECURITY NUMSER iff nune. .~111/f "lloiH:") 

none 
19. (ln11crt "f[m;c'' u1·"Jlarr Not'·') t... ----

L' 1 __ -'ll~i:iel!.:Vt:l~--------------BEEN EMPLOYED OR ENGAGED IN BUSINESS 
IN THE UNt;Eo SlATES. IF YOU HAVE BEEN EMPLOYED OR ENGAGED IN BUStNESS IN THE UNITED STATES. COMPLETE THE RJ;ST Of THE BlOCK. 

NAME ANc, ccREss oF EMPLom oR '"""m I am an officer of Apple Records, Inc, 
and Aoole Films. Inc 1700 :Broadwav New York N Y 

KIND,~ EMPLOYMENl OR: BUSINESS INCOME PER WEEK h DATES SUCH .P'f~Oi1NT OR :fSiNESSJEGAN ~NO {(f~D 

entei-tainment none o~~~nf~~ ~r £ndHn ~griio~gds Mry 
10. MEANS ANIU'f>OURCE OF SUPPORT WHilE IN THE UNITED STATES 

Own f~s as well as reimburs~nent 
21. I AM VISITjr:G THE FOLlOWING PERSONS IN THE UNITEO STATES 

~hi~h I am a directgr and officer 
ot=living and traveling expenses, 

NAME RELATIONSHIP ADDRESS 

.t~.·-~~.;o J.nuus~::ues, .Lnc, man13:~er l.1 vv .oroaaway, New yorK, N.Y. 

• ' "0 ., 

22. I ATTACH ~nEN STATEMENT fROM DATEO<~--------,-----IN SUPPORT 
OF THIS APP·rfcATION. I BELIEVE SUCH STATEMENT TO BE TRUE AND I MAKE IY I'ART Of THIS APPLICATION. (1\r;c Insl.ntcfion tl.) 

.I l::ERTIFY THAT THE ABOVE IS TRUE AND CORRECT SIGNA lURE OF PERSON PREPARING FORM IF OTH AI'Pt!CANT 
SIC,NAT~E OF ~LICANT 

iii (") 
DATE I,.... 

~ July 15, 1970 CW'D STATE 

. Los Angeles, California 
FORM 1·539 (REV. l·L·70) 

I DECLARE THAT M'fli'lf'IS DOCUMENT WAS PREPARED BY ME AT TkE I!EQUEST OF 
THE APPLICANT ri'JJ IS SA.S,!'D ON ALL INFORMATION OF WHICH- I HAVE ANY 
KNOWLEDGE. , 1 

ADDRESS I DATE 

-·-



DO NOT WRITE BELOW THIS LINE· FOR GOVERNMENT USE ONLY. 

REMARKS: 

.. 

' ~ •. 

' . 
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I 

Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

~ ""RAIIIDUM 

~~CA~l~l----·-----------------------
/Z1 c.-

~--------- -----------------
0 =;:::l~D~~:::::r-
OF (Or&'•llizatlon> 

~-· _.]J.J2~P~---
~u:~sE CALL- ~~g~E~0· __ _ 

0 WILL CALL AGAIN 0 IS WAITING TO SEE YOU 

0 RETURNED YOUR CAL'L 0 WISHES AN APPOINTMENT 

MESSAGE -------

., 

' / ' . 
~ ,..--: ;r<-<" ..,-: n~ . .r-

::: :RM : h ,.l~~Jlfi---'-'1 }'--', ~~~: 
REVISED AUGUST !967 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) !Ol-11.6 
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L 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

Lo• Aapla, C..Utol'D:1a 

Jtr, Jolla V. \\ro LA '*' 
~ .... a.cl 
ltl Air, Calitan!a 

_j 

File No.: A4'iba 

Doto: Jul.~' 161 1V(O 

PLEASE NOTE THE DECISION INDICATED BELOW WHICH HAS BEEN MADE ON YOUR APPLICATION: 

liJ Upon consideration, it is ordered that your application for extension of temporary stay be DENIED for 
the reason checked~ below. It will be neceasary for you to depart from the United States not later 
than AlltJO. . You must notify this office before that date of the arrancemeata you 
have made to effect your departure, includin& the date, place and milliner of departiue;•htl the time of 
our de arture do not fall to surrender Form I·94 Arrival·D lrture Record in accordancl'wlth In· 

structiona on th m. 

D You have failed to establish that you·lntend to depart from the United States within a definite 
time, · 

D You have filled to eatabllsb that you have a residence abroad to which you intend to return. 

D You have failed to establish that you can financially maintain yourself as a bona fide nonlmmi· 
grant. 

D You have failed to eatablish lhat the purpose for which you were admitted has not been accom· 
pUshed and that your requested extension is not merely an attempt to prolong your stay indefl· 
nltely. · 

D You have violated your nonimmigrant status by accepting unauthorized employment In the United 
States. 

D Upon consideration, it Is ordered that your application as a nonimmigrant student for permission to 
accept or continue employment be denied for the following reasons: 

Enclosures: 

Form 1·541 
Jatev (Rev, 7•4-67) 

D Form 1-94 D Your Passport D 
Very truly yours, 

DISTRICT DIRECTOR 
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JUN 2:\ 1970 

Be:fueDee U ..... I to 'l/(JQr J.ett.r till Milt.7 26, l$170 to 
tbe Attm:'IIIIJ GIAttal CCIIlCer!Wie; liiiiMl'S. Jotla Lermol1 aad 
Geoq.e ~. 

YCJ\1 1fUl lie »l•nll to laaru. tat Mr. I-wu 
N~ tellpor&rll)' aa.itted to \M uaitl4 State8, 

TC:MJM:anp 

JeM~J F. ar .... 
MIIOciate eo.iAli'IM'J' 

Opid'&U-. 

v, ., 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

......... 

.U.IIhat C..lllllft ........ teatS.. 

,.........., ....... , 
....... c , .............. , ..... 

..... loll nn • AU Jtf S21 

GllU.I4< 
... 16, 1970 

IIJUd_,' 'II t 11111Utu, ,..IIUfia, -· -.u.& hle• ....... u, .............................. u .. - • ,. ..,. 
11twt• .r 1&17 fw -.... .. 1 ttn••· *· llt.flla alle.......,. 
diM .......................................... ...,.. 

4ftu ••••• wl.tll tile .......... Ctllll..a.-, IJI&ItU., 1 
.................. "-' , .. tt.lilllrkt ....................... h 
p111t • ttflllal ,.,.,,_. t1 MJ J.f, 1970. 

\ CC: A17 597 321 
\ 

CC: Jeha Le .... • W/r 

tc:ftlhls 

5 



'.,'NIT'::') STATES DE~ARTME~T OF JUSTICE 

lt.'VIGRA'i,ON M~'D NAIURA~:Z/Ili·JN SEfiVICE ,-:. --. 
APPLICATION TO EXTENu 

TIME OF TEMPORARY STAY 

I HEREBY APPLY TO EXTEND MY TEMPORARY STAY IN 
THE UNITED STATES 

Form approved 
Budge~ Bureau No. 43 · R0068 

. . FEE -i:..AMP 

I f-:-:-~cc-::--:::-:-:-;-····-·---::-----c-o-:---:-rc~-c:=---r:-;:=::~~=~=~----! 
1 FAMILY NAMF (Capual Lellrrs) FIRS! NAME /I.IIQ)lE NAME I FILE ~WMBE~ 7 DAlE TO WHICH EXTENSION IS PEOUESTW 

Lennon John W. Ono J.. 7/16/70 
~·,-0-TH_E_R _N_A_M"'"ts'"'r"'"In-c'lu--,de a{{ past and present names, mauud wom(vl nwsl g·~"-,-b:-,-,-m-a-,.•d7en-n-am-c)-/-8 -:-,-:c,A-:Sc:O'-N":F-:cO-c-R -::CO:,.M..:IccN-:G-:T-::O-:cTH:cE-:IJ-,N-,IT=Eo ST AI£S 

none 
3 MAiliNG ADDRESS IN -u·-s----(cN:c,-,-nb'""e-c-an-d7S::-.,-,-,,-) ---(:::C,-it} .. 7)----(:-;8::-/a"'CrcC")---,(zip Code) business 

841 Nimes Road, Bel Air California 
~------~~~~~~~··~~--------~ 

4 DATE OF 81RTH (Mo. -Day Yr) ~·COUNTRY OF BIRHi --r(OUNlRY OF CITIZENSHIP 9 REASON FOR REQUESTING EXTENSION 

10/9/40 England ___ _LEngland To complete my business 
1---, _N_O_N.:.IM_:M:_I:._G_RA-N-:T-C-LA--:S-51-FI .. C ·--:, T"'CIO_N __ .L_ _ __:~D:-A"':TE:-0-cN:-:-W:-H:l:C:cH-:A-...,:U THO Rll ED S I A Y E.XPI RES 

B-1 June 16,1970 
6 DATE AND PORI OF LAST ARRIVAl IN UNIIED SUTES NAME QF VE-SSEl, AIRliNE OR OTHER MEANS OF 10. DATE OF INTENDED DEPARTURE FROM U.S 

4/ /70 L I t LAST OIIITI~~L 1-St' # 761 23 - .A. n • L.A. TW.H. J:I.L July 16,1970 
. FOR GOVeRNMENT USE ONly 11. NAME OF VESSEl,, AIRLINE OR OTHER INTENDED 

.,... l. MEANS 0~ Df_NfjtiRE FROM U.S 

· rt:YExrENs~~ jlRANJED ro roa;} A ~~0~1,I0EN / I.... 1,/J 
I L.:J- 7//6/JO ,vet w// J/7v 12. PoRroFINTENoEooEPAinuREFRoMu.s 

k-#~'lf?-..2;.L~"---j~ ,...-!fJr J /''/.[ LJ~-~ L.A. or N. Y, C. 

D EXTE~SlON of:l"fiEO V.D. TO (bate) ~g~,'C~,---'-:.~'f-,~/,(:_fj_ ,f/l-'----.lliJJ"il~~~{gil~,A;;:M;-:tO':JAAMM"j;N~O~f~INl-------~ 
OFFICE U J /l ~.;;. POSSESSION OF A TRANSPORT A· 

;<-v:,~ TION TICKET FOR MY DEPARTURE. 

1.4, PASSPORT NUMBER PASSPORT ISSUED BY (Country)\ PASSPORT EJtPIRES ON (Dale) 

82-935 England 1 July 20,1972 
1-6. 1~ AM c::J AM NOT married. If you wish to apply for extension for any 

of your nonimmigrant children, glve the following1 (See IMiruttion #l) 

15. Number, StrE!et, City, Province (Sidle) and Country of Permanent Re$]dence 

Tittenhurst Park,London Road 
Sunningdale,Berkshire,Ebgland 

NAMES Of CHilDREN DATE Of BIRTH COUNTRY OF BIRTH PASSPORT ISSUED BY (Cormtry) AND FXPIJ!ES ON (Date) 
t----··___::::::::..:::_:::.::.::::::.::.__ ___ l__:::.::.:..:::-=:.:..::.:.--+-=.:..:.::.__.:._:__-1--------l------l 

"uv ~~~~~uau~~-------r----------
IF SPOUSE HAS AlSO SUBMITlED APPLICATION FOR EXTENSION GIVE NAME OF SP_olJSE 

Yoko Ono Lennon 
17. OCCUPATION 

------------- ----
NOTE: II thildren for whom you ore s~~king extension do 
not reside wHIJ you, give their complete addreu on a 
sepattJI~;~ a!lochmAtit to !hit applkation. 

,- Musician none 
19. (ins;~lf11-t:t"o1·"/fa·re Not'') haVe 

Q '--------·~----------BEEN EMPLOYED OR ENGAGED IN BUSINESS 
IN THEANITED STATES. IF YOU HAVE BEEN EMPlOYED OR ENC;AGED IN BUSINESS IN THE UNITED STATES, COMPLETE THE REST OF THE BLOCK 

NAME ~-o ADDREss oF EMPLom oR '""""s .L am an off'icer or Apple Records, Inc. and Apple 
Films~nc., 1700 Broadway, New York, New York 

Kl~ OF EMPLOYMENT OR BUSIN£55 INCOME PER WEEK "l"OeSfl'Tili:Nl" fa! lftre'(l'ES8,1'}!!t<Ng.tfblili<JEt'Jiary 
entE!rtainment none companies of Engl. companies of whicl 

20. MEANS~D SOURCE OF SUPPORT WHILE IN THE UNITED STAm .L am a OlreCtOr ana 01T1Cer, 
own::.runds as well as reimbursement of certain .living and traveling expen e, 

21. I AM V'ejfiNG THE fOLLOWING PERSONS IN HiE UNITED STAlE!• 

l~ NAME RELATIONSHIP ADDRESS 

~Oi<.CO -1tfUUSvrJ.eS, .LnC, manager l"{uv .l:lroaaway, NY<; 
, ~,;ap.1. vO.L necoras, .1.nc. rpcora alsvr ~.;apltol 'l'ower,ttollywoo<l, Calif'. 
;]\n~A~,A~Pw1,<;l,~"o,:rmrl.:P~I;IF~;1ons proaucer ;tljV ..,unsev iMYa. rtoLLywooa ,cal~~""'o" 

OF THr s APPliCATr ON. 1 BElt EVE sucH sr N.Q.'lNr,_ ..:.~::.::....:~=pc..a;;;.c:;~:_l:.:li\=A<c:':,:."..:.'..:''c:'.co:.:F_r..:.H.c":._A..:.'-':.:"c..:.A..:.T..:.'o:._":._· ..:'..:."_'_:'" ..:.' '..:."'..:."'..:.~"~..:.'"..:."..:."'::._' ..:"..:..! _________ 
1 >---- p ···-

1 CERTIFY THAT iHE ABOVE IS TRUE AND CORRECT . SIGNATURE OF PERSON PREPARING FORM IF OTHER THAN APPliCANT 

~~nS;;-;I;:G;cNA:-;T;c;UI:;;RRKJU'=:;"'t:FP;:;P:;-;~:;cA;;N:;;Tc--· I DECLARE THAT THIS DOCUMENT WAS PREPARED BY ME AT THE REQUEST OF 
, ( ~- THE APPLICANT AND IS BASED ON All INFORMATION OF WHICH I HAVE: ANY 

KNOWLEDGE. n 1 . , 

DATE o SIGNATURE n , \ ~" ., 
June

0
15,1970 

f=:::--c=--~'!--'----··-------------t V" , Y\ 
CITY AND STATE Aoo'RES'5""""" " 

Los Angeles, California 
I DATE 

··----



TO: 

'IEMOib\NOUM 
OF CALL 

-
X-:4 . ~~-zu~/ 

0 YOU WERE clLm BY- · ~....,-----

t:11fl_ . I - YOU WERE ........ VISITED BY-

OF (0/./~ 
7
b:J}/ ____ _ 

0 PLEASE CALL - .. -~ .. :-;P~HiOOf.iNEE r;N;;;0--------

0 
CODE/EXT.· 

WILL CALL AGAIN 0 RETURNED YOUR CIILL 0 IS WAITING TO SEE y~~- -

MESSAGE ,, 0 WISHES AN APPOINTM1.,t! 

'7~ 4"-'-'~ , pP~ I f 
ytit!t' --

(!_t', r 
~uy/ 

~·"'; 0-.J 
ij7Z,..!lk"'"-' ~ ~0e 

__w.Le4t ;,'').~_{-/ ~~ 
,, 

RECEIVED BY 

m~~<G4.F1usr~9~ ----~~ __ I:IME-

CFR) 101-11.6 63-108 
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BELLINGHAM, WASH. (AP) • Orders were is
sued by the State Department Friday barring 
Canadian demonstrators from entering the 
u.s. at Blaine, Through its probe, the 
State Department said it learned that the 
Border Patrol and INS had been instructed 
to let students cross unimpeded on May 9. 
Those orders have clearly been chattged, 
Representative Lloyd Meeds reported!. Mr. 
Meeds said a plan has been worked o•ut be· 
tween State Department, Border Patrol, 
Washington State Patrol, the sheriff, 
and RCMP to prevent a repetition. The 
State Department has ordered the Border 
Patrol to refuse entry to known demonstra
tor:s. INS has been instr:ucted to check 
all known Canadian agitators attempting 
to cross the border. Immigration officers 
also have been ordered to turn away Cana
dians if they suspect they ar:e memb~!rs of 
dissenting groups. 
(BELLINGHAM HERALD 5/22, SEAm£ TDIES, 
POST INTELLIGENCER 5/24 and others) 

It is repor:ted that this story bas been 
given widespread coverage in canadian news 
media. 

DES MOINES, IOWA • Edward L. Woods, 30, 
of Ghana who is in the U.S. illegally was 
questioned by the u.S. Immigration S•!rvice 
Friday. He is being held in jail in Des 
Moines after being arrested at Mercy Hos
pital for allegedly attempting to obtain 
narcotic drugs by fraud, deceit, and subter
fuge. Police learned that Woods had ob· 
tained drugs in five Iowa hospitals. He 
has admitted to being questioned by INS of· 
ficers at Buffalo, N.Y., Jacksonville, Fla., 
and Providence, R.I., in recent months, but 
was released. (DES MOINES TRIBUNE 5/2:2) 

DD 00 states All 442 617 (BUF) relates, 
MIA verified Woods' birth at MacClenny,Fla, 
Woods handed Guyanan passport, #29615,. to 
INS investigator which is being sent to 
Guyana Embassy, Washington, 

i . ').I d,1 .J.I/J {. 

LOS ANGELES - The New York Council of 
Actors Equity has denied permission 
for Rachel Roberts to appear in the 
play "Rosebloom" in Los Angeles, be· 
cause she does not have permanent resi
dence. The Actors' Union requires 
alien performers to have a "green card" 
as a means of protecting Americans out 
of work in the legitimate theatre. 
Miss Roberts had previously worked un
der the screen actors guild's more 
flexible provision for alien profes
sionals of "distinguished ability". 
Despite strong efforts to obtain Miss 
Robert's services for the play, the 
union will not grant her permission to 
appear on stage until she has her card, 
(LOS ANGELES TIMES 5/25) 

DD LOS advises that l-140 application 
for third preference as an actress has 
been filed for Rachel Roberts Harrison 
aka Rachel Roberts, Al3 602 207, As 
of 5/15/70 LOS is awaiting documentation 
to support the application. 

I SAN FRANCISCO - The conduct of Jlutle 
John Winston Lennon has been drawing un
favorable attention. He is reported to 
have been rude and unpleasant to em
ployees at the San Francisco Hilton 
Hotel and he has been permanently ban
ned from airport limousines in San Fran
dsco because he left a woman employee 
l.n tears after swearing at her and a 
driver who recognized him. 
(S,F. EXAMINER 5/22, S,F. CHRONICLE, 
WASH. NEWS 5/23) 

DD SFO advises that temporary admis
sion was authorized under section 
212(d)(3)(a). Lennon was admitted at., 
Los Angeles on 4/24/70 for 30 days, ' 
and was granted an extension of another 
30 days. 
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INS DIGEST • TUESDAY • MAY 26, 1970 

OAKLAND • Alameda County Judges have de· 
clared that the Santa Rita Rehabilitation 
Center is such a disgrace they are reluc• 
tant to sentence convicted lawbreakers to 
the institution. They say there are in· 
adequate supervision, inadequate medical 
facilities, reports of beatings of prisoners 
and homosexuality. 
(OAKLAND TRIBUNE 5/21. and S. F. CHRONICLE 
5/22) 

MIAMI (UPI) ~ Six FBI agents, ar~~~t.d with 
search warrants, raided the headquarters 
of ALPHA 66 shortly after 10 AM Monday 
morning, apparently looking mainly for 
weapons and ammunition. They found none, 
according to Diego Medina, ALPHA 66 in• 
formation officer, but confiscated .some 
military web belts and water cantee1~s. He 
said the agents also took away photc,graphs, 
letters, receipts for donations, and vari· 
ous documents. No arrests were mad1!, 
(N.Y. TIMES, WASH. POST 5/26) 

ANCHORAGE • Attempts are being made· to 
discourage hordes of job seekers from 
coming to Alaska. Anchorage Mayor George 
Sullivan is asking that state offices be 
established at Sea-Tac Airport near Seattle 
and at border-crossing points at Bla.l.ne 
and Sumas, Washington, to advise job 
seekers. Alaska's oil boom has given rise 
to the widely held idea that high pa~1 for 
unskilled labor is available. Actual.ly 
Anchorage's joblessness is already t~'ice 
the national rate, and Fairbanks' is three 
times the national rate. Unless some,thing 
is done, thousands more would-be workers 
are expected this summer. 
(NATIONAL OBSERVER 5/25) 

page 2 

A MIAMI HERALD editorial, 5/22, sup~ 
ports the proposal by Representative 
William Clay of Missouri (See DIGEST 
5/21) to halt the Cuban Airlift, 
"For taxpayers to shell out another 
$112 million this year for a special 
federal umbrella that not only gives 
better coordinated care to refugees 
than to needy Americans • • hardly 
makes sense. The costs have risen 
each year. In all, $400 million has 
gone into the program. High prices, 
tight money, rising taxes and a new 
deficit in the federal budget are 
not comfortable bedfellows with a 
program that has clearly outlived its 
time," 

MIAMI • A Miami television station 
has shown pictures, reportedly taken 
in Cuba, of missles which it says have 
enough power to reach the Uni ted 
States, According to the station, 
WTVJ, the pictures were taken from the 
Spanish magazine, Gaceta Illustrada. 
(MIAMI HERALD 5/24) 

SEATTLE - Alaska Airlines reports a 
sellout on its June 6 flight to 
Khabarovsk, Russia, which will inau
gurate a series of 10 tour flights it 
will operate to Siberia. About 65 
percent of the seats on the remainder 
of the tours have been sold. TI1e 
tours which vary from 8 to 15 days sod 
cost from about $850 to $1,250, begin 
and end in Anchorage, 
(NATIONAL OBSERVER 5/25) 
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Ull AJaii'.IS --It DIJrRIC'l' D:tRIC!OJS: 10 J'IUCISCO 
...wLtl 

RIDIOIAL COI«<SSI0111M: SWRO I!Wd NERO 

721 

co 21.2.24-c 1o.o 
M !JY 20 1970 

J0111 W,O. t_., JMR 9/lO/II.o III'JWU), .U7 5&7 321, WJlOSI '!'IMJ'01IARl' 

ADOJSIOI WAS AU!iiJiUi.liil ~ SW:UOI 2U!(d)(3)(A) .AD WJI) WAS ADa'.I!D 

4/2'4/70 roo 30 au, • .. AU&IR:tt.Jm AJII'lf:x.L 30 DUB '!0 IXIMPf.al 

IUIII1111S8 ACnVl.'.l!.t8 D Ull gp!Tl!!S, IIIW tmiX. IAI J'IIA1ICl'SCO I 1I'JWtU:IW. 

D' Bl A1'PL.ml J'Ol ~ 01' 8'l'AY OR um:A'.l'lO.I t1l 1!lJIICRARf I llftR 

Ae.mlll AJm !III'!R iJ.'O (lCI!'M, IIID LOS AJilii,M I - '!O!K, IWf J'RAJiCISOO, 

!IJII)WW, Blll:rlL :ROCOM SWR0 AIID' BRO, 

~CC: Al7 5tf 321 
--~,. ·--

'~,...., 

........ 
NOO.'E: Mr. Bernsen telephonically adViaed Mr. Daa Williams of the Loa Anpl 

district o:f:N.ee o:f the above on *Y 18, 1970. Mr. Ler.won submitted :' 
request to the Los Anseles office tor an extension of stay to 8/15/70. 

TC:r.QM:anp 

59 



May 14,1970 

Re: "Beetle" John Lennon 

Stephanie Takis, Congr. Bingham's office, Ext. 4411, 
said they had a call from subject's agent indicating he is 
in California "undergoing therapy"; that his visa expires 
May 16; that he was going to apply for extension to see if 
he could finish the therapy. Miss Takis said she was asked 
whether Mr. Lennon would have any difficulty getting an 
extension. She understood they planned to go into Los Angeles 
today, 

I told Miss Takis subject was admitted for business 
discussions in Los Angeles and New York, and that if he 
applied for an extension it would be considered, but I 
could not forecast what the decision might be, 

I also told her if the request for extension was received, 
we would advise her of disposition. 

K 
M,A.Ruzicka 
Office of Commissioner 
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J. '·il.EIOn 

DIGTIUCT DinEC'l'ORS: LOS AI."'IGELES 
lEW YORK Cl!t 

721 

co 212.24.-c 10.0 

~PR 2~ ~970 

FEiaK. A17 587 32l...roD 1l.Q, IZR!niORI 9/lJJ/ItiJ Wl'lAJI). AlB .523 007...cJOJm: 

(b)(6) HARRISON BORN 2/23/43 l!liLAliDll I 
(b)(6) I I 11' mr Am:t Nt eaa__,. ar.., -.m AO!riOI AID Rll"'R 

TO OOl'RA • BENFID LOS ABLES !IDI 'fORI. 
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TRAVEL CONTROL 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

A&eiltn..'t ec.iaaiooer 
AdJudicatica 

De,ptrtr Au11't.!mt Cora1a•1onao, 
I,Q,JmicaUaaa - Eut 

, 
i • ~ 

0 _;\ J 
--\ r11~~ '/J.J,\ . \/ u 

C02l2~ 
Aprll 22, 1910 

JTQ ;:,q, I-, All 587 WI Oil p ~ AJ8 S23 OC1T a 
(~~ \ I 

(b )(6) 

(b)(6) 

!>ir. iol'tlliM 41Gl'Me, Vila O:l'l'UI, I i r1 PSi til tiCIIitlt~l•~J M 
~cally ~he I*-........ -..., , f':lW .. 
~ at IDfl3oll 4ate4 April II, l$101 'llldAia NIIIIM fttl' I I 

"1. f1As Jala r..emoe, au • ...s. \ ~" 1? IE 
2. ~ Jat.tun M-.'lllf'Sfd J rdjla liSA In'• 
~. AF"U33 • ftt. 1Q ~ s. n a l• 19U 
h:1t:rs local tiaf, T 4 i'tlttl ' f- C2lt ••• 
e!XI( 

1 
I 7Sf.nt4 ... - • ltd • 

3. wu£ l 1a IAlll AJIII)M W 11\r' flllo t f I liM I 1M 
· vith Olpital J!iteoNI 841 otlaml. An1w .. 'Ibn -7 
tar f'uJ1:Mr 'haliMM 41•:•••- ..a £01 Fl ta' ·• • 
01" abolrt. - 16. 

4. While Wftl' pute4 tao CrJ M 'Dft ..t•a 
aeD•S cut tor e:rrt'l'l&l X. 1.11 '• • •&Ill ,. U• al 
rmoa.., il1'tada w. 'liAI -.. • 

I ad:t'ileCl Mr. deCnee Ulat. 10 ~ - I Old) 't II M a IWI1t fit tall 
ln\bjeet.s• U"rlrtlc at 1M~ rattler tllla ... 1M&, al tllw~ *1M 
A., .. office 1IOUld 1M alerted ~·•·n~. 
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'Great incentive to meet pt'ime minister~ 
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, 

Canadian Press 
OTTAWA ~ Beatie John Lennon 

artd his wife Yoko Ono had an hour
long chat with Pierre Trudeau today 
and found the prime minister a '·beau
tiful" person. 

"If all politicians were like Trudeau, 
there would be world peace," Mr. Len
nori told reporters after the interview 
in the Liberal leader's parliamentary 
office. 

"You don't know how lucky you are 
in Canada." 

The meeting, he said, was also 
"beautifuL" 

Mr. Lennon, on a mission to pro
mote peace, said the three of them 
talked about things in general - "our· 
selves, himself and youth." 

"l think he's a beautiful person." 
Mr. Lennon said, standing outside the 
PM's office with hi~ tiny 11ife at his 
side, both clad in black, floppy hats 
and black floor-length cloaks. 

To Yoko, Mr. Trudeau was '·more 
beautiful than we expected." 

Asked whether the prime minister 
shared his views, ~Jr. Lennon said they 
both want hope for the future and in 
that respect their Yiew; are similar. 

"ft was a great incentive just meet· 
ing him," Yoko added. 

The three were a study in black -
Mr. Trudeau had on a black suit as 
they P•lsed for pictures by about 20 
photographers in :l!r. Truaeau's office 
before the start of the private session. 

Mr. Trudeau, smiling, told the cou. 
,r!c :,.~ ~i-~ .~it!? +h "'Y dre•.v mort: photo~· 
raphers than he usually gets for visit
ing ambassadors. 

Mr. Trudeau put his arm for a mo
ment only around Yoko, then withdrew 
it. Ail the photographers left, they 
wished the couple a merry Christmas. 
• . ''The same to yoti," Mr. Lennon re· 
pfied through his beard, f!Ojlpy like the 
hat. 

After the Trudeau 1i;it, the Lcnnons 
\\ith thelt sn~all entour.:t~:~~ went to st~c 
Hea~~11 ~.:::.; :r.:r John 11Linro to discuss 
the "health a,pect;'' of a July peace 
festi1al planr1ed for illosport, near To
rvoto. '!he aim is to ''keep it healthy." - . yu 
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UNITED STATIO:S DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Immigratic,n and Naturalization Service 

FILE: (See attached list) DATE:February 20, 1970 

INRE: Three British subjects (see attached list) 

APPLICATION: Temporary admission to the United States pursuant to 
section 212(d) (3) !Al, Immigration and Nationality Act 

The applicant( s) has (have) been found by a ~~consular officer 

D immi ation officer to be ineligible to receive a nonimmigrant 

JWI-~A-
/)"-74:~~~ I 
~.('~~~-· 

/'~· 
visa under the parn~raph( s) of the Act: Sed.ion( s) 212(a) ( 23) 

Nationality. Date and Country of Birth: Country of Residence : 

(See attached list) England 

Occupation: 

(See attached list) ~
•'mplover: 

-:--C"-:---:---:'.-:--:-~--~---· ---·---------+---------1 
Purpose in seeking entry into U ·ted States and deHtlnation! 

To tape a television :pnuzra.m for the Ed Sullivan Show and o hold business 
discussions with United ists in New York and capital ecords in Los Angeles. 

Plans regarding travel to United States and period or t mporary stny: 

One entry during February or March 1 70 for enty-one days. 

In the :public interest 
\ 

ORDER: It is ordered that the app ·cation be granted for the above indicated urpose, subject to revocation 
at uny time, valid as se forth below. 

ENTRY: One a New York du:ring February or March 1970. 

PERIOD OFT PORARY STAY: Twl!nty-one days on the condition t the activity· 
of the :plicants is lim:lted to such performances, promo on or exploita
tion o their radio, tel1wision, movie and recording inte ts as the 

orm 1· 194 
(Rev. 5 ·1-69) 

Immi tion Service specifically authorizes including the j;a: ng of an 
Ed llivan television show and 

ness discussions in l~ew York 
Los Angeles • ASSISTAM COMMISSIONER, ADJUDICATIONS 

File Copy 
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DATE OF COUNTRY OF 
FILE NAME BIRTH BIRTH OCCUPATION --·-·----- -----
Al7 587 321 John Ttl.O. LENNON 10-9-40 England Member of the Beatles 

musical group 

Al8 523 007 George HARRISON 2-23-43 England !~ember of the Beatles 
musical group 

(b )(6) I I 
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TO 

}'ROM 

SUBJECT: 

(b )(6) 

OP110NAL I"'RM NO. 10 
MAY itR !!DITION 
GSA PPMA (41 ~) IOl~U.I 

UNITED STATES v·~ <ERNMENT 

Memorandunz ;: .. ~£L) 
•.; ,_ 

W.lU..Z3-C t/ . 
File DATE: February 17, 1970 

Assistant Commissioner, Adjudications 

H•l visa petition by Sullivan Productions for the "Beatles". 

Mr. Bill deGrace, of the Visa Office, Department of State, advised 
that according to a cable from the American Embassy, London, the 
beneficiaries desire tc' come to the United States on February 23, 
1970, The beneficiariE!S wish to be accompanied by their wives, 

..., ___ •• The Visa Office has requested additional information 
from the Embassy so tha.t it can decide what position to take, 

Call•up: February 23, 1970 

CC: W/F • John LENNON 

TC:SB:lcm 

Btty U.S. Savinf.s BondsRwtlarly on the Payroll Savinf_sPlan 
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SANORA G. LEVITT 
ALLEN E;, KAYE 

ARLEEN D. GiNGOLD 

COUNSEL. 

LLOYD RICHARD FORSTER 

WILLIAM P. VOLIN 

Mr. John Lehmann 

ELMER FRIED 
Al"TORNEY AT LAW 

October 21, 1969 

Immigration & Naturalization Service 
119 "D" St. N.E. 
Washington, D. c. 

515 MAOISON AVENUE 

NEW YORK, N, Y. 10022 

MURRAY HIL.L. B·8!!U55 

Re: Waiver Application of John Lennon 

Dear Mr. Lehmann: 

I assume that by now the London Embassy has responded to the inquiry 
of the Visa Office, and that that office has answered your questions. 
For some reason, it had not been made clear to me until very recently, 
that the Embassy's ability to answer the questions depended upon a 
renewal of Mr. Lennon's visa application, since I had assumed that 
the one made at Montreal was still subsisting. 

However, with the renewal now made, and a current application in 
existence, you are able to pass upon the merits of the case. Apart 
from the material previously furnished by me, I would add only the 
current article from the New York Times, which indicates that the 
Administration has now decided that perhaps a first offense in 
dealing with drugs should be handled more flexibly than was formerly 
considered appropriate; and that the possession for use of marijuana, 
ought not to be considered in the same light with possession for 
sale; and that the attitude towards marijuana can properly be more 
temperate than that towards other drugs. 

It may be, therefore, that this delay will have served a beneficial 
purpose, in bringing Mr. Lennon's case to you at a time when the 
Administration policy would seem to be less hostile to reformed 
marijuana users than had been the case previously. In a press 
conference on October 20th, the President said about the Senate, 
that it is a body in which time and discussion work on the side of 
fairness of judgment. I am certain he intended that remark to be 
equally applicable to his executive agencies. 

EF/als 
Enc. 
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THE NEW YORK TIMES, MONDA. Y, OCTOBER 20, 1969 

Administration Asks Softer Penalty for Drug Use 
WASHINGTON Oct 19 (AP) ing marijuana can get a jail prison term, a maximum $20,· the Administration's new, 

-The Nixon Administration sentence of two to IO year.;, 000 fine or both, softer penalties. He said that 
wlll &l!ek Congressional approv- with a second offense calling Mr. Mitchell said in propos· they were in keeping with the 
al tomorrow for changes in its for a mandatory live to 20 ing the bill to Congress Sept. "overwhelming testimony of 
drug-control bill that would years in jail. 15: "I personally believe in sen· legal and medical experts be· 
substantially reduce the penal· LSD, considered more dan· tences which are reasonably fo:e Congressional committees 
ties for first·time offenders gerous than marijuana, now en· calculated to be deterrents to th1s year.'' 
possessing any narcotic for tails only a maximum of on•' crime and which also give --------
persh~nal use. f' h year in jail with no mandatory judges sufficient flexibility to GreekOrthodoxleaderPians 

T •s was con ~rmed by Jo n minimum · · · h T 
E. Ingersoll director of the · ta1lor the sentences to the re· South America PariS our 
Justice Dep;rtment's Bureau of A Special Regulation quirements of the drug violator 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs. Under the proposed change:; or narcotics addict." Archbishop lakovos, Primate 
He will appear tomorrow before in the drug-control legislation, Dr. Stanley F. Yo lies, direc· ol the Greek Orthodox Church 
the Senate's Subcommittee on a special first-offender regula· tor of the National Institute of of North and South America, 
Juvenile Delinquency. tion would allow drug users to Mental Health, said two days will leave Kennedy Airport Fri· 

The penalties for drug traf· escape without a criminal rec· later that he vigorously dis· day night on the first leg of a 
tickers would be made higher ord If they got through a pro· agreed with the penalties set month·long tour of Greek Or· 
than the penalties for users. bation period. out for marijuana. thodox parishes in South Amer· 

As a misdemeanor, for in- Senator Charles McC. Math!.. Sidney Cohen, director of lea. There are an estimated 
stance, the crime of marijuana as, Republican of Maryland, the Division of Narcotic Addie· 100,000 Greek Orthodox com· 
possession would bring a first said that the proposed chan~e!l lion and Drug Abuse, told the municants on that continent. 
offender a maximum penalty of would provide the courts Wltb subcommittee that more strin· Last night, the prelate was 
one year in jail or a $5,000 fine "much·needed flexibility to gent laws and penalties for guest of honor at a dinner in 
or both. deal with youthful offenders.''' simple possession of marijuana the Waldorf. Astoria Hotel 

The second offense would be. ' Under Attorney General John have not been effective. marking his name day as well 
come a felony, with as much N. Mitchell's original proposal,. He described the proposed as the lOth anniversary of his 
as two ;years in jail and a marijuana would be classed penalties for marijuana as ex· enthronement as spiritual lead· 
$10.000 f1ne. . with h~roln and other hard ceS<ively horsh. er of two million Greek Or· 

llnrltor pr£'.<;::('nt lnw ..... :t fm•t drur.'1: for which possession Senator M.1thi:u: $:'1.icl fn t~ thodox church~o~rs in th~ 
' 1 ,,, i ·· ·' .!.--1.,· n 11''(~ f.,.tn ""'1T-<,t~f,,.~, "d t<. J.,, .. ,,- ······'"'l' ~.,,.,,> 

. 
' 
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AUG 4 :3S~' co 212.24-<: .,... ... ,----~-·· .... ~..;;;.;.;.,._, -·-· 

Mr. Georse B. OVen 
Director 1 ViM Office 
llepart.Jll.en t or state 
washiqton, :o. c. 20520 

Dear M:r • Olfea 1 

I received ,our letter 111t Jul.T 291 1969 GOIICtnda& Jlr, John 
w. Lennon. I b&ve read Y.l tJI. 1ntereat tl:ut attAaelllleatl to JOUl' 
letter, eop1ea or sQM of 'llbich ve Ud alraq received. It 11 
noted tb&t Mr. Fried placet auoh emphUb oa the paeetul D&ture 
of Mr. LeDDOA Ct.Dd his VieYII coacendq •n 1a a;CIIleral. We are 
not aware tb&t h11 politi1:tal neva bave beea a balb tor bil 
11ll1dmill1b111ty. 

I believe yau are aware hcmlver1 tbat Jlr, tea101l11 requeat 
tor a waiver was diaeusaecl by tho Uader Secretary ot State With 
the Dltput)" Attorney General. Ina8111Uch aa the latter 1adicated 
that th11 department wulJl not e.uthorit:e the waiver, thia S.rnce 
C&lUIOt act Y.l thout further conaul tstion Vi th the Dltput)' Attoraey 
General. 

So that I might appr:Lae hilll of the current tit\lllUon, it 11 
requested tb&t you t'urniell e.navera to the t'ol.loviag queatiODa: 

1. lloel Ml'• Lennon l:l.ave an application tor a aoa1JW!1 • 
gl'&llt via& pending v1 th the llllbu17 ill Loll401:17 

2. If he hall illdicat.ed ht dea1ree to cme to th11 
00\llltry, vbat is the purpoae or hi• 'fili t? 

3· Wbat 11 hia propl)led itillenry? 

4. For vbat period l)f t1llle does he detire to ca. 
to th11 country? 

n 
• .! : 
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We should also like to lmow whether your J:lapartunt is re0011• 
mending a w.iver of iMilmlsl1b1l1ty in Mr. Lelllloa'• case since 
apparently the purpote of hit viti t 11 not the .... as 1 t was 
when you llllde your earlier recoaelldation. 

Siaeere~, 

li 

J s r. .. 
Asaoc ate ColsdlliODer 

Operaticma 

CC: W/F John Lennon • Al7 597 321 

t, 
<J. 

eM 
(jti'cJ~-
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SANDRA G. LEVITT 

At.~EN E. KAYE 

COUNIIL 

~OYD RICHARD F'ORST!II 
WI~LIAM P. VOLIN 

--~ ,,·'f, '·'""''"""''• ,~··,'' ·~-,~--,-~~·,,,,,"""-··"- ' 

July 15, 1969. 

~, 
1 

111!5 MADISON AVENUE 

NEW YORK. f\1. Y. 10022 

OFFICE Oll' 7HE J>I~TOR 
VI.SA OFFICE 

JUL 22 'i969 

George owen, Esq. D!lP/,ll"i'J.IU OP SXArE •· 
Director, Visa Office, 
Department of State.· 
515 22nd st. N.W •. 
Washington, D.C •. 

• Re: Nonimmigrant Visa Application of 
John Lennon 

Dear Mr. OWen: 

In a recent automobile a•ccident, Mr. and Mrs. Lennon each suffered 
injuries sufficiently se:rious to hospitalize them briefly, and to 
require their being at h1:>me under medical care for an additional 
period of time, which of course made impossible a trip to the 
United States by July 9 1~ven if your office had approved issuance 
of a visa. However, the:r are expected to be well enough to accept 
the early-September invitation of the National Institute of Mental 
Health. · 

· Following our last conveJrsation, Mr. Lennon's London representative, 
Peter Brown, visited the Embassy and spoke to Mr. Kiley, advising 

· him of Mr. Lennon's definite wish, intention, hope and plan to come 
to-the United States, anc'l. requesting that the visa application be 
considered as revived,· rEmewed or whatever was necessary. Mr. Kiley 
apparently suggested to l?eter Brown that for the time being it was 

· · · ·· not necessary that any m~w formal application be filed but that, 
' .,, .~ince Mr. Lennon's attorney was in communication with the Visa 
.... Office, it •. was sufficien1: just to let matters develop on the American 
. :• sid~ of the Atlantic. 

,.!.' 'J;' .·1 • ' . ' ' " ' ' ' ' • ,, 
•I ' .,, ' 

l thinkw~.are ready to approach the heart of this case,·which is, 
~k~.:~hl,!~her or not the State Department will recommend, and whether or 
,r!,•)lOI;, the Justica Department will grant a waiver of the marijuana 
~\. (:I®Viotion •. After all, Mr. Lennon is entitled to be able to set 
·t:,:o-.tlll'/an itiperar~ ot schedule juat as we. all like to do, particularly 
~,,,.,,·v··''· " · 1 , 

,·,.·:'.,:J;~.~~·:.,},·r' ·~·· ~ .. ~ , ., r 
); ~·~. '···~.:.:l*·~· !! '\·'- .'. ,\,' i 

,:.'·.·· ' : 'j ' .'_·;', 

·"'·' ,. ' 
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George owen, Esq. - 2 July 15, 1969 •. 

>' '' ' • 

since he would be travelling with his family and with at least a 
few of the entourage whi·ch seems to be part· of the travel equipage 
of well-known people. It seems to me that if he is, for example, . 
to be at NIMH on September 8th, he ought to know as long in advance 
as possible, whethi:u:: or not he is going to be able to obtain a visa 
to be there. '. 
I am adding to' this lett.:er two enclosures: (a) on the subject of 
his opposition to violence, and (b)on the subject of his rejection 
of any interest in)narijuana. This material is recapitulative of 
material previously 'furnished, but sets it forth a little more 
concisely and, .I hope, impressively. It is particularly important 
in the light of President Nixon's public declarations .against 
violent disobedien'ce to law, and his message to Congress on July 
14, 1969 ~elating\to drug abuse -- and particularly .. that portion 
relating to the nE!e'd t.o !:S!_ucate young people with x-espect to drug 
abuse, so .thatt}l~y:@ not yield to the lure of drugs. 

' ', •.. 'il . 

Concerning violence·; £had sent you .a copy of the words of the 
song "Revolution", .Which he wrote with Mr. McCartney. 'l'his song 
(words again enclo~ed for.ready reference) criticizes revolutionists, 
and deplores destruction. It specifically, incidentally, refers to 
Chairman Mao with c.ritical import. Now, you will see from the 
additionale"'closeC\.letter (dated July 9, 1969. from Official Beatles 
Fan Club) that. there were six million one hundred and thirteen 
thousand three hundred (6,113,300) records sold which contained the 
song 11 Revol ut!on" • ; .. I had,. incidentally, . asked for. separate 
statistics on ,the number of times "Revolution" was played publicly 
other than .thz::odgh the sale of records · (on the ai;t: .or at concerts 
or to audiences. generally, for which a royalty fee !is. paid) ; I 
)lave been orally 'advised that that total exceeds'32,000 --which 
of course .mc;lans over 32, ooo playings to large audiences. 

' ' < ' ,b, ( , I , ', , ,1' .:' ·, I t ' ' 
Now I.· over. fj .million people purchased the . song ."RElVOluti<m" i. millions 
mo:c:e heard the, song as publicly .played by othe;s ~' ·lf~, is anyone 
in.;lny Goverll!llent'agency going to take the·position that this man's 
anti ... vi()lenc.(\1 view~ have not been, or wi,U. not be, beneficial to the 

, l?!'la,c:e and se~tlrity·. 'of the UnHed States? 4 Indeed, l hope you will 
· not tlJ.injc it prestlll\ptuous pf me to say 1 ·that John Lennon's singing 

.. ,· o~ .. talki':l5Jlflgainst. "Revolu:t,ioni" ,·. or ,expiressing his· thoughts against 
. c .. am. p. u. •.·.· .. V .. l.o ... el!-ce! ;:at.e.,f· a ...... r ~ra nflue. nt al wi.th yo. uni people, than 

. ··· ~1).; ~e pra~10ns, :,oJ:i ~pege pres.i:dents or public Of . icials •. 
. :: .'~,'· .. ·.:.\: .. ::·>/~··· ... ::,'·.· ,l. . .- :.;)t, .:'''' _-_,'' }' ~~-_:'/:t~ -~-' ~':_'·,_( .... •" /,. '. -. ·<- .; '' ' .'. '' .. ~-··'" . ' 
,' t COf'C":~~nq :t:he l!lid;i~na con'iriQtion: ··. l enclose' photo$tat.lc copies 
.. . '\ ; of ·'W.~ QQntemporary newspaper reports concerning his ponViction, 

~'; 1 , }'lnd ··YOt.l will see cleax;ly set. forth evidence of his C()lltrj. teness, 
'.~ ;'~f:ci~•gret, and s~naeJ:e .9.t.~avowal of t;be,.UI!Ie of mariju&lla~.,. . . 

l] ··;"·· ~.~\~:<~·~········ .. ··· .·, .. ·;~.··t·~~.;,:~:·~;~ .. · .. ;t ..... <~·:.: .. :;: . : ~ ", ... ·. ',; ;:, 
,.. f "1" ,.,_ ~-- ;~J'' .-
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George owen·, Esq. - 3 - July 15, 1969, 

I 

You will find it of intE~rest that someone with the American 
Psychologic Association called me on Monday, July 14, to ask 
whether Mr. Lennon couldparticipatein a for\Ull on Drug Abuse 
to be held by the Association in Washington, D.C. on September 
3, 1969, Surely all thE!Se psychiatrists and psychologists . 
cannot be entirely wrongriin thinking that Mr. Lennon has something 
positive to. contribute t:o this prqblem in America. Now, I am not 
Mr. Lennon's manager ancl have no idea how much of his time he would 
be willing to devote to .free appearances, but I mention this to 
show that.,perfectly respectable behavioral. scientists actively 
believe that he. could bE~ helpful in a problem that the President 
has declared'.is mushrooming alarmingly. · ... · • 

. "· ' ' :j. 

It seems tt? me that.even if ,I were to look' at it from the point of 
view of an adjudica'tor, I' would find that t.he reasons for grantinq 
the waiver far out\Y'eiqh any reasons for not.qrantinq it. I would 
feel that. public policy is more served by .granting the visa than 
by refusing it •. I would see no chance. of. harm to the United 
States, and somebenefit:, from· granting the vis·a( whereas I can 
see only a loss of diqn:i.ty in the denial of this ·application under 
all the attendant circumstances, · 

' ' I~ " ( ) 

Upon the 'whqle., and in j:he ·~resent. climate~ 'Mi•\LeJlnorrs views, 
however odd the;Ynlay se&.mto some of.us pld-timers, are certainly 
not revolutionary; and t:hose.of his views which exe""acceptable" 
(or even, helpful) outwE!iqh in importance .those. to which we miqht 
object. Add to. this the1 fact that Mr. Lennon wan.ts only to make 
a Qrief vitdt: as a non-illllliqrant, and :the . pendUlum: ov.qht to swinq 
in his favor. , · · · · ·· .. 

' ~ '• ' 

t; ., ' ' 

'·~ .. ' 
' ·, ·, 

EF/el .. 
Enc. A ,, , 

,··;, 

J• t ·:··'> 

0;'.{' 
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A Division of Apple Music Publishing Co. Inc. 
1700 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10019 ' 

8£ATl.l8 FAN Ct..UB 

, OY,.CiAL HEADQUA~TENI 

Elmer Fried; Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York,' New York 

Dear Mr. 'Fried: 

July 9, 1969 

',-·?f 

In regard to your letter 'of July 2 and our telephone 
conversation of July 7, please be advised that the number 
of records sold concerning the song 11Revolution11 up until 
Apri I 10, 1969 on. a single ~5 disc (#2276) Is ),802,100. 
The number of records sold up until June 12, 1969 on the 
LP entitled ''The Beatles 11 (SWBO 101), and featurl's 11Revolutlon' . _ 
Number One 11 (which .Is .. th;a same song as the; single '11Revohttion11 

but a slower version), ha$ sold 2,)11,200. c;c ' • 

. .~. ~ r 
. ' ' ' ' i 

I have contacted Bob Casper of Maclen Music Co., who Is 
'fl)l~..&...!responsible for copyrighting all Lennon·M~Cartney material, 

egarding yqur inquiry o·F the separate statistics on the number 
f separate times "Revolution" was played publicly (be It through· 

receipt of roya It ies, et•:.). Mr. Casper has I nfonned me that thl s 
·information Is confidential and will be back to,. tomorrow morn'" 

ing with a 11. possible in1~ormatlon to aid you In procuring John 
Lennon 1 s visa. · · · ' · · . .. 

~''if·-ttif-;'- . 

~'' " 

. ' 
, ~ . I ,, <. , , 

1,; 

': ()· 

i 
I, 

. ·,I 

; ' 

'',,!' 

'. 
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A Division of Apple Music Publishing Co. Inc. 
1700 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10019 

REVOLUTION 

" 

' ' ' ~ 

', ,.;,, ' ,' :' ' l , .... ' ' ' 

. fYo\i·say you want a revolution · · 
'<"eJ..l., yp;l know we all want , to_' change the world 

• :~.:''You tell rae that it's evolution 
.. ~- / W'ell; y01l_ know we. all want to change the world 
, .·•. But, ;;when you taJ.k about destruction, 
· .. ,;Don'~ yo11 klilow tha_t you can ',count me out, 
. , •.'····"Don' t y~11 know it.' s going to ~e. aldght, 

't' . t Al;ig-ht, alright; alright. : . . 
'l~ ' ' .',,. 1:·· 'i' ,' ,., j ' :· '!' ' ~ :,1- ' ' ,. " 

You say you'll change a con~titution . 
. . Well, you know we all want to c;:hange your head, 

• \· You tell me :it • s the inl:ltitution, • 

(212) 582-

, .. :,!, Well, you know you better · ftee yow: p!ind instead, 
.i. 1 t.~J!·:~~ ·; ~t if y<>u go carrying pic:tu:tes pf ,:Chaitman Mao, 

·, ' ;,.\\~"{') , .' Yo,l. ain' 1: going to make it with cmy0ne anyhow 
,. ~~· . (.'i, ~~~ t• you kn~ .• ,it--s going to .~··~~;igbt, · . 

.. · . "~, .~~ \Al;l~t, al.J:J.gl}~•.•". r·• .. , ., . . • .., . •: :, , · 
' c " ~ \ ' ~ 'f(, :~ ,~l ''t, ~ · . , :\t, '':_' :;: :), .~· I .,, , ,-,> 3 

P ' ~· '.·.;, 
! ,... '" +~ 

'Ji I ~· 
. ' .•.;· 

. ''•.", i 
,'!J_ I '' 

'. 
,.: ,· 

1~ •• 

'·.;· . 
,,_ t 

:"·· ;. 
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The hearing is over , •• Beotle John Lennon ond his Joponese-born girT friend Yoke 
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l)EATLE John Len·' 
· nor1 once resolved 
to "cleanse himself of 
drugs," a court heard 
yesterday. 

He hM becmne Involved 
with Eastern philosophy. 
And It occured to him that 
this and dru&s wert • no~ 
compatible." 1 

H(' wrnt thrnudl l1i~ hrl()n!!''~ 
ill!~." nnrl tn"d to ri~',JJtJ.<:r. n! anv 
drill~~- hll'> I'OIII1Si'J ~i!!d. 

And nn the rl:n· B-:otlnnd 
YrmJ clrn!!f, .o.flu:ld nnir.rr" raldt.'f\ 
h!!i flat h1: n~a!Lv t>r.lin·cd ht 
wa:-. "cl••;11t" 

nut lhr mrn founrl rann:thls, 
ll '"'~ <,aid Vl"·lf'l'fla:- \1 h~n 
1-rnnon and hh; ,;:irl fri~nd Y oko 
Oun :tJJIH'<trt•cl in ('ourt :&t 
4\Jan·1rhllllr, London. 

Lennon. 2ft piN\dN1 ~mltv t.o 
DO~~-.:tnr; tnnnnhis. Be wu 
llned £150. "'Jth £21 CO''''· 

He ~aid nft.c_orv;arci:;: "I'm 
Vf'l)' happy to be fn~" a~A.in 1 , . , it. rrnll:v is n;ce to bt 

l ablro to r~h:n:." 

.. ·-· 

........ 

-' ·< , ..... ~., 

,· 
I 

.t 
f 

; 

./ 

'. 

J;wanr . .;.r-born Yoko. 34, l hac! aim been chnrgod wlth 
.~ po.<::..sr~l'iinc: the dt·ur:. Her. 

.. :.: "not. ~uilty" plr.a \'ro3 
. '·' acrrut~"d ancl no rvidenoe 

. >>·:::f was ofrerrcl ''~airu:t her. 

'·'' Saby 

l. The c;,;;;;-;;-,ded nol 
cuilt.v to ob.'>trurt.in~ police 
in. t.lle exer.u tirm of a 
scnrch w a r r a n t. · · The 
pro,...rrution did not pro-

1 ceed on lhe charge, 
·1 Both Lcnnott ond Yoko 

Ono held handJ en tiler 
J went inN• the dod lor • 

· ''=~:~\:, hcorinq that woJ to tot~ch 
~it;;<, .. ~ on their lrien,Jship • , • th• 

1 baby !hey last • • . and 
·•· Lcnnon'J marital dillicufti~'· 'j Eul~· in the l1cn.rin~. the 

I 
court dealt with ob5truc~ 
tion ch:'lr~f'!'. 

It conrcrnrd ft drln.v of 
~cvrn or f'i1)ht min u·t p s 
lX'fnre the drUgs .f4Had 
wrrp AdmiLt.!'d to th~ tlat, 
!in:d Mr. Roger Fr:sby, 
prnsf"'r\ltlllg. 

L:"l~rr infornu\~.ion. h~ 
SH!rlrd. indtratcd thn· thrr!!' 
m:t\' h:.\re hrcn a rra.~on 
fr''" 1 11.(' dr:r.:; ~!o;,t i .. -..~ 
1":1! trr-1_,. unronnpc(ed with 
dru·~~. 

At t!1l~ noint. Mr. l\f'"lrtln 
Poldrn. for tJle drof('nce, 
o.<ked If Yoko Ono could 
!'tf'IY in tht' dock with 
Lrnnnn, Tile ma~i.c:trnte 
rrrq,ed and •he krt the 
dock. 

Thrn Mr. !'rl<by told o! 
the mtdday r11id la.st Octo~ 
bcr on Lennon's fht in 
Mmnagu- 1-'Quare, Maryle-
bone. 

Whrn asked I! h• had 
any c.an·n:lbi$, Lennon 
shook hl< hrnd. 

Hl• sollcilnr anivrd, A 
~ .. ~~cl!r ".'!:! .. ~nllde "i.th the 1 

• 

--·~---1\h--
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BE.-\ TLE .J o h n Lennon 
said yesterday after being 
fined £150 on a drugs 
charge : 'The whole drugs 

. ' seen e 1s over. 
lie t;dkcd of the police raid on 

hi-; lbt in i\lontagu Square. Marylc
bonc. and of the court hearing at 
11hich he >lood in the dock with his 
·H·ycar-old fapancsc girl friend, 
Yoko Ono. . 

l.cnn•>n, 2~. said at the Sal'iiC Row 
~flkc> of Apple. the !lcatlcs·owncd com· 
pany: ·r ~upp,,se all this was to he. 
~~peeled. The P<>li.:c who raided our fla~ 
rmu~l IMvC thou~ht I was courtin~ prose· 
cuttCln. 

All over' 
· 'llut •llth,rl ;, ''"'r. It 11a~ c'rlained 

111 t..:r1urt .. mtll ~ay it a~tlin no\.,.·--thc wht11e 
dru·.~" '..:en~·,.., O\'l.'r. It was an cxr~rienCc, 
·'" c\pmcn~c th.•t has now been left 
rc·h•nd 

'."\-. L~~ ., ... I ,1n1 \..l,,h·~·rn.:d tirUr. ... are a 
tl\:n::. ,,: :;~·· i"·'"t ftw;.•.lth.'l\ · only tht: 
(t'llll '·"'~· i .• n•'\' I J'T\ \',•ry rclic\·cd it is 
o\'L' r.' 
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t:nn•'" .u,,l 'o~~" 0"11> 
·.~o,,;:J f>AO t,;jl.llitt"' o~! \to~·,:~ 
)<JOC (;<)Urt·- h.t\:n..: l·"',f'.oh, 

~ t;H! fl..1t and (lh l:n.· :1~ 
ltHl•cth·e·SI!r;u;lnt :\ormJil 
>11\.:hcr. 

Yoko told: Lennon and Yoko yesterda: 

The ~h.1r~c' a:!,lin .. ! \1 .,., 
)no \\·ere dntppcd. Thr
IU:!i\tr;tlc. Mr fnhn Ph·N'•· 

d.! h~·~ : 'th•"l" ~~ ('\& 
\liJ-&~ ''" \'· 1.!;\" ,-( fh( 
~lli>«><>··<'~·>r-..~1· ~\'"'· 

You're 
cleared 
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1 h t: G LJ\.H D L i\2\ 1-rl..Ud._'y" i'lUVCWber .l...Y, l':JU() 

ing tJ.;;,-bi~nt 
a sharp decli 
sters taking u. 

The drop 
smokers in tl: 
-49 million despite 1Tlcreases 1n tne pvpuu~-- . 
tion, according to Roy L. Davis, a· spokes
man for the survey group. 

Amon" 17-ycar-olds questioned during 
1961-68, 25.6 percent of the boys said they 
s:11okcd cigarettes and 15.7 percent of the 
girls said they are smokers . 

A 1957 survey of the same age group re-. 
ported 34.7 percent of the boys and 25.5 per
cent of the girls said they smoked. 

- ---·-- "Y the National Clear
~ .and Health was pre
iblic Health Service. 

.t of those queried an

C!Je t:;urning ~tur 
ked: "Would you say 
to health?" 

!d no reasons for the 
.g but, in an interview, 
ion programs about 
1rettes. 

\'iASHI;<GTON. D. C. 
D. 318.026 Silt!. 3G2,408 

ti.AY 2 7 1959 4_.!:.£~ »a >KING 
:e 4Z 

Lennon Shifts From Marijuana ___ ._ 
---~·--~-- .. ":' ~"\~ T" -~ 1 .J 'I- T _..- ~ tJ _ .• ,_...~ .o.;.;:...-..J , •• ~, - ~.:-_,c:'! o .. n _ __.cnP'}n, re-cen y" 

cr.:-.·.-;c:~c-d c[ r.!"Js::~ssing mariju~na, says he's through with 
L--.e :.~ -.::£ b-!2C2.t;5C it "in~crfc-rcs with my mind!' . 

'"1 C.e::~.'t regret <'~nythlnr, I've done." he told newsmen. : 
•'It's j·.::;;t that 1 get my best high now on brown rice." Rice ! 
\'.;~;-j f:---"2 !'.'JUs on is brown. 

Unr.vn ar.d his \':ifc, Yo}:o, v:erc rrr.1ntcd a 10-day stay 
ln Cc.~cda by irnmit;rdtion offici;:Jls yesterday and a hearing 
'"'-''> l-/:~:.:n in Toronto to weigh their rcqu-c:~t for a longer_ 
~:~y. Tf.e ;r,:.,_rijuz.r,a conviction was the issue. 

?.:r. c.::d :-.irs. L>::nnon p];:m a one WC(·k "lie-inn demon-·! ~ • 
~:r:,:ir_.,n fur pc:-:cc while ;iv.-<JitiL;~ tLe verdict. They have ~ln V~ ted 

J oh.li1 
~~lfj t::(;t 

lL "~..., .,...., 0~1\ 1'..:::: .1Uull.i. · lu. 
'. . ,..~ :.u.:racu. 

cJ...; Luv 
~ .f"..J_eT .. .. " ., ~ ., 
d:. .!L \!.; ' ll 'pcrsoiaal 

experiellce' vviti1 11 

Gl"tlg 
Beatie John Lennon was fined £150 at ;'liarylebone, 

London, yesterday after adm illing possessing the drug 
' cannabis. His .Japanese friend, illrs Yoko Ono Cox, was 

cleared of two charges-of having cannabis and of obstruct
ing the police-after the prosecution had offered no 
evidence against her. 

A charge against Lennon, who is 28, of obstructing 
police in the execution of a search warrant, to which he 

· pleaded not guilty, was dis- . 
1 missed after Lhc prosecution 

had offered no evidence on 
this. l\lrs Cox had pleaded not 
guilty to both charges. 

1\tr Roger Frish~·. prosf'ctttin~. 
sajd that on October lS:. when. 
police W<'nl to a flat jointly occu
pied by Lennon and :.Irs Cox .at 
;~4 .llont.a;:uc Square. ).tarylchon~. 
Lennon had already tf"lrphoned 
his solicitors. \\'hen a-skul if he 
had any unauthorised drugs. 
Lennon shonk his head. · 

Flat S<'arched 
.:\ftcr the :;olk!tnr had arrived. 

policemen wilh do~s seardu·d the 
flat. They di!iCO\'erpd a cigarctte
ruHing machine, later found to 
ha\"C tr;~:ces of cannabls : a suit
case containing ~n en\'dope with 
27.3 grains of cannabis: a 
cigarette case which hMI traces 
of the drug ; and a binocular -case 
inside which were 191.8 grains of 
cannabis, cnoug:h for about 40 
dgarctles on the black market. 

After- caution. Lennon sairl that 
on]y he. not }.1r.s Cox wJs in,·ofved 
in the maHer. saul Mr Frisby. 

Mr. Martin Pohlen. defending. 
scud J...cnnon and !\its Cox h.<...:i. 
moved to the flat about three 

months before the poliC't!- Search 
after Mr Lcnnon·s H mall·imonial" 
difficulties. • 

ll was clear Lennon had can
nabis, but it was a .. personal 
experience:• He had not tried to 
get other people to take them. 

•• Karly this year. when he 
b<'came invol\"ed with r:astem 
phllosophy. it occurred to him 
that that and drugs were not 
enmpatiblc.'' said Mr Polden. He 
went through his hdongings try.--.. -
in~ to dispose of any rlrugs, and 
had no idea that cannabis was 
still in the artid{"s in the flat. 

On th-e d;;y of the po!it:e raid., 
Lennon had just finished con• 
ccntratctl work on a record and 
he and Mrs Cox were then trying 
to ,slart life! afresh. •· He is a.n 
a:·tist of note and inlr-gritya He 
has brought some pleasure to 
millions. He- has stood by his 
vif'ws,'' said Mr Pol den. &o He il 
entitled to some compassion of 
the court.~• 

The magistrate told LennOD 
that he could have imposed a 
fine of £250 and a ~cntcnce of 
12 months, but he- was not going 

. to do so since it was Lennon~s 
first offence. 

Tv,·enty t;uineas "'osts- wera 
awarded against Lennon. 
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Prime Minister' Pierre Elliott Trudeau to join 1them. 
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r ... ry OW BeatIe John 
,. " " Lennon "cleansed" 
himself of drugs. 

This \\'as the thcmc of a 
l.i-111inule deJ'encc plea 
w~lcrd~,. \\'hen the 28· 
~·,•:Jr·old 'pop idol \\'as fined 
£1.10 wilh £21 costs for 
ha,·ing cann;~hi.s resin. 

LENNON 
FINED 
OVER 

tTRACES 

· FROJJ. 
' PAST' 

I 
.... 

\' I r, " ; . .; . \ , : .. :;·,;~ 
r-;~~1.0 L,A_T_C_H_A_M_,I \ '-~c::,;l4~· . 
~ \: ............ '' . ..'~ ... :":'~.--

Lennon, .said solicitor Mr. 
~Inrtin Poldcn, cnt himself oiT 
from drngs at the bc~innlng ot 
this yc:1r because he 
rc<tliscd they were incom
patible with the tcnchin~s 
of Eastern philoMphy with 

. . .... ·~· 
which he had become 
involved. ·~-~-.....---~--

\V hen detectives I rom ; 
Scotland Yard's Dru~s Squad 
r~lclccl his Oat In Montague 
S q narc, Mnrylrbone, In 
Octollcr, the Beatie said: "I 
am clean,,. 

I 
Anct he believed he was, 

~lr. Poldcn told Mnry!ebonc • 
1 m n ~ I s t r a t e Mr. John 
I Phipp.,, 

The dru~• found In his Ont-
210 ~r.11ns. cnou1=h to make 40 
rcclor ci~nrrttcs nnd worth £10 
on the blnck markel - were 
!rom his past. 

1 DELAY 

I 
H~ I"~ rorr.of.lcn all nbout 

tllr111, It Wt'IS Ci:li!l\('(i. . 
s.1ld :'\lr. Po;drn to the 

m.11:i,lr:1tc: '' l Jwpc thnt by 
nrrf"ptm~ that he did m:tk" 
rHor~'i to clrrlll'\C himself YOU 
wlll ~cc the char;:;e Jll pcr.!ipec
tivt"'." 

Lennon, dreued in a 
blnck velvet Reg«"ncy .. 
,;tyle •uit, plnin white 
,hirt and matching tie, 
~ppeared in the dock 

: with hit 34 .. yeAr- old 
! Jilpi'H'IC"~C cirl friend, Mr•. 

I 
Y oko Ono Cox, " 

T:ny Yoko, who ll'ft hos;nltat 
l:l~t \\'C'f"k :tft('r :\ rni~carringc, 

: 'l'r,rc a white Cossack blouse nnd 
: bi."H:k trousers. 

Sht" was :n th"' .::v.:k for m~:.v 
:'.\'() m:Z'IU!f'.~t h"'for~· t11ro two 
du:-;::t'.o; ;ll.!;t.n.~~ hr:·-hnvin:: 

1 
<lrlli.'!'i and nh~\1'1:d\r,1; OPlC'ctlvc

: Sl'l .. ;r:ln:, Norm,ln Pii<'IH'I' in lltn 
rx~"r·ut;on of 1\ .... rarch wn1·rnm

, wc:·l" (lrcnn.•·.~i'd. 
I Of lh1' <•~hl'r rh:\1'~1"--thf\ 
' fliJ.\:;·uct;I•U (JI'J;~!n;,);\' nllrt.:rd , w,~,., a ~!Piav c,f .-.~·vrn to C'i1!h~ 
~ lllillliV'."i ll!'(OI'p tiH' I)OliCP Wc'l'C' 
; -.d.~-~·.i:l,..:.l to lh<" 1\at-hr lio\ld :
, ln!ormawm hn.c; .-uncc eomo 

to l<•nt to lndlr..,to lh•ro m~v be 
1

. 
1 • rt1111on lor lho dolat uncon-
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SANDRA G. LEViTT 

ALLEN E. KAYE 

COUNS(l. 

LLOYD R!CHARO FORSTER 

WILLIAM P. VoLIN 

Mr. George Owen 
Director, Visa Office 
Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 

ELMER FRIED 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

·• •'""'9 ., \,', "'\ '~ !. ! ·,,,, 
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}~ ~ ...... 
• --·,. t 

515 MADISON AVENUE I 
NEW YORK. N. Y. 10022 

MU~RAY HILL A-85!55 

\ /.:1 
1

\ .. , /( .. ~. 
\,l: l ,(./.)"" I 

v I 
~LC j/_ 

r,, !. JC-' p/lj t_
1
> 

it;v(f~<} .!{ [" r:/ 
Re: Visa Application of John Le~~onf~~~~;vv 

{tt); t>"' CP"' j4 Dear Mr. Owen: 

I enclose a transcript 
Lennon which was shown 
was from the broadcast 
call your attention to 

of the television interview with John · 
in your city June 29, 1969. The transcript 
in New York on June 22. I specifically 
pages 2, 5, 7, B, 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 am 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, 

~ A nonimmigrant visa application was filed by Mr. Lennon at the 
~r ~nsulate 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 his staff. Mr. Lennon would be willing to 

106 " 



Mr. George Owen 
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, 

tand who has many business interests to occupy him outside the Unit€ 
(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 corning for and his publicly expresse~ 
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 '•'anted 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 beyon9 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. 

EF:jrn. 
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~~ !';EI!ORANDUM IN SlJPPOR':l' OP SECTION 212 (d) ( 3) l•7AIVER 
I, 

, INTRODUC'l'ION 
'I 
'I ,, 
11 

!I John Lennon is a m~~mber of the most popular and successful 
II 
ji musical group since 1\'orld War II, The Beatles. He has applied to 

!i ,, the American Consulate in Nontreal for a· visa to enter the United ,, 
I 

States for a short business visit. He appears ineligible for a 

visa under Section 212 (a) (23) of the Mt, by reason of a 
' 

I! conviction in England for possession of marijuana. The record 

II 
[I 
II 

I 
I 
I 

!I 

II 
II I. 
II 
il 
'I 

is clear that at the time of such conviction, he had already 

turned away from this type of activity, and expressed publicly 

his anti-marijuana atthudes -- 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 the 

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 

i I States would suffer from granting this waiver; that it would be 

ti contrary to the interests of the United States to deny this 

II application. 

I To the extent that there are questions unanswered by this 

I, memoranduin, it is only through inability to anticipate those 
!I 
jj questions; and we stand ready at any time to supplement this bried 

I' Ji; ,I 
--------~----·---·-------------------r------1 .... 0.,...8" .. 
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A. Le~non a~d th~_Question o~ Marijuana 

Mr. Lennon re?udiated artificial mind-stimul~nts like 
II 
fi marijuana when he encountered the '1aharishi, and despite the 
:I 
if 
II ., ,, 
i! 
,I 
ij 
[j 
i) 

II 
j! 
·' :i ,, 
il 
II 

I' ,I 

il 
/I 
II 
ii 
lr 

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 

somehow 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 indirectly a proponent of abstinence, While it is 

true that he declines 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 

I 

I Mental Health has invited him to appear at a symposium or meeting,! 

I 

i 

I 
II 
If 

'I 
I· 
I 

I 

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 ~ 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. 
ti~ 'MC:1 ~\'-'<><W-\ \J S. \.,. 

Since Mr. Lennon's views on the undesirability to him have ,... 
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 I 
I issue, both emotionally and with respect to whatever effect he;}~ I. 

----.. -·~·~· .. !(, miNht. h.4VA non li~t<::'ii~rc: nnf--p..:t-,,~1-..,'!"1dir.,.... t...t."' ...... .:,...t... ......... __ .:....,J . .._ · j tog-· 
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' ' I 

It CGnnot b~ i~ tl1C intc~C!~ts of the United s~at~s to b~r 
·, 
;. 
I' 0, 

Of th.G U.SG of a~tifici~l mind-stimulants occupies so 

important a role in ti1ei~ thinking. 

)3. Lennon and the r,ues tion of Violence 
' 

:i One of the most important problems of the day is campus 
ii 
>I 
11 violence and street violence. ~he President of the United States 
:I 
1.1 . f f · [,as expressed his concern, and no area of America 1s .ree rom 
!• ., ,, 
·I such turbulence and the effect of such turbulence. 
if 

" l'i 
\i 

II 
II 
I· 
il 
I 

II 
II 

I 
II 
I 
I 
il ., 

!I 
il: 
1: 
li 

'I !I 
I 
I 

I 
I, 

The record is crystal 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 

1vi th the older generation and not to turn away from them. 

During the last Memorial Day weekend it is well-known that there 

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 dispe~;se peacefully. 

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

influence for peaceful behavior. Surely it cannot be in the 

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

ii 
II 

" ,[ 

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

side of peaceful actions. 
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:,1 

/ 
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. ' 
~~-- r.~~~ .• o11's nub:~c strict~res ~ave been far more gent~c 

;, ...,;. ._ I .'.l. • ~"-'.ll -

ccrtai~l~ ~ore so than that o~ m~n:' 

At no time has Mr. ~ennon attacked the United States with 

respect to the Vietna~ war, any ~ore than he has held all the 

~ations responsible for wars generally. To the extent that he is 
li 
11 against the Vietna" 'dar, he is not against the American role 1 

. 
:: any more than he is ag~inst participation by any other nation 
'I 
:1 including those against vlhom United States forces are fighting. 

;: His public utterances theJ:efore are in no way anti-American; 
:i 
1. they are simply pro-peace. 

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

i! 
11 bar an individual who adheres so closely to the injunction of 
': 
u 
t! 

'I I. ,, 
ii 
11 

the !i.oermon on the Mount, "'Love ye one another". 

C. Lennon and the Congressional Intent. 

.Clearly there are two Congressional policies affecting 
i[ 
[I persons co;wicted of drug or marijuana charges. 
,. 
,I 
i 

There is the 

II 
stern policy of excluding immigrants in this category; and there 

li is t:1.e realistic policy of allowing the executive officials to 
'I 
fi 
I• .. ,, 
i! 

il 
'i 

waive the bar in favor of r.on-i~~igrants. The executive branch, 

being thus allowed to use its owr. j udgrnent as to non-immigrants 1 

has in the past been disposed to grant waivers whenever there is a~ 
ii il bona fide purpose to the visit, the individual is no longer 

'I engaged in the reprehensible activity, and no harm can be 

!I 
il 

II 
II 

!I 
fi 
H ,, 

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

considerations clearly apply in favor of John Lennon's application 

Indeed, as has been shown above, and as will 
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8. ~c~~on·:~· ?~r;1osc• in 'lisitinq 

,, 

I 

~or business purposes. r.•.:!W 

:, 
he and his wife have 

.. u~der contract w~th a ~Gw Yorlc publisher (not of a sensational 
!: 
I nature, I have been told), On this visit, Mrs. Lennon wants to 

li 
I 
I 0::-i:ig her Ar.1erican dauc;hter (by a prior marriage) to visit the 

i ~ 

c~ild's grandparents on Long Island. 
1: 

Hr. Lennon has accepted 

II 
I 

:! 
a:1 invitation by the Na·~ional Institute of Mental Health to 

1
, appear at a meeting of psychiatrists and other behavioral 
' il 

:
1 scientists, in Washington, D.C., which they feel will help to 

ii 
!: , o:fer insight into attitudes of the young. (The great problem ,: 
'I 

1
1 of today is said to be the ''gene.ra,tion gap~·: The physicia,r,s. o~ 

II 
II 
11 the NIXH obviously feel that Lennon can offer insight which might 
ii 
II 
II help to lessen the gap.) 
II 
I• 
11 
I' 
!i !i that Lennon migh.t come ::1ere and appear before NIMH scientists, 

so important is th•'a latter purpose that when word was out 

'II other requests have come from behavioral scientists in other 

li 11 parts of the country, !l.oping that Mr, Lennon might appec.:r there. 
II 
II • 
11 To illustrate: The undersigned on June 14 1 spoke \~ith Dr. Robert 

II 
1
1 J. Gaukler, a leading psychiatrist and teacher 1 located in 

I' !I Villanova 1 Pennsylvania. 
II 

Dr. Gaukler expressed the hope that if 

Ill Hr. Lennon came to the United States he would be willing to a;_Jpear 1 

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

,,il J ,, behavioral scientists of this portion of the country would wish 
i 

I 1, to appear and meet with Lennon. 

II 

The object, as Dr. Gaukler 

:r 

li 
It 

li 
il 
II 

explained it 1 was precisely that desired by Dr. Tamar kin, \vho 

was so pleased wi.th the· possibility of Mr. Lennon's appearance 

at the request of NI~~' It is guite plain that these two 

psychiatrists 1 unknown to one another 1 saw the same problems )\ 

rrr· 



II 
' 

,, views of ~r. Len~on; bo 0~li~vcd that he had very great 
!! 
,I 

' ' ,, inilucncc amongst you~~; ~oth bciicvc that the influence is more 

" ' ,, advantageous to soc~cty t:1an not; both believe that he can offer 
!' 
i; insight into the ;:~ttitudcs and bc:1c;vior of young people and thus 
II 
1: 

;; hel? them (the scienCists) to understand why the ''generation gap" 
1/ 

I' exists, and hol_)e:'ully, how it can be narrowed. 
]: 
I 

There is no c;ues tion that ltr. Lennon's interest in youijh 
i ~ 
'I ii would lead him, at his mvn expense, to meet with these groups 
II 
i' il 

of doctors for whatever i)enefi t they might obtain from such 

It is clear that Hr. Lennon's purposES in coming to the 
I 
11 I! United States are legitimate, businesslike, socially useful, 

'I 
1
1 

and orthodox and proper. 
I~ 

To deny him the possibility ~f carrying 

I[ out such perfectly legitimate objectives would'be to wield power 

II without compassion and ~~ithout justice. 
I. 
li 
I 

II 
II 

I 

' 
I 
I 

E. Lennon and our Visa Policies. 

. There is a serious question whether it is even dignified for 

the United States of America to refuse a visa to a gifted and 

popular musician for an act that he does not justify and which, 

on the contrary, he now deplores. The possession of marijuana 

I was his sin: he has publicly renounced it. If he were coming 

11 to advocate the use of marijuana, there would be justification 

I
I 

the use of marijuana. 

for trying to keep him out, in support of a policy to discourage 

But when Mr. Lennon himself discourages by 

1

1 

his example, the use of marijuana, what policy is served by his 
I, 
11 exclusion? 1 

II I 

II
, !I If the exclusion of such a person is morally groundless, 

'I 1!! would not the dignity of the Government suffer· from ·excluding I 

~~.. ~u, 
... __ n_l.!!l} . ......cs:.:u:;:c::.:.h:....;:r:.:e:.;-f:..:u~s;.:a;:l::.,...:c::..:a::,:n~n:.:.:o:;.t~~· ..;r:;,;e:;m~a;:.:.i n:.:_:;.s e:.:.::;c::,r;:e.::t..:.: ...::.w,::o~u:,:l,::d~t:.:;h~efe:::x~p~l~a~n~a::t:.:i~o~n.:.._...,......, 
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l'. 'rhc I' rio;:- ?avort,bh; ll.ccom;~·.cnda tion by the St.o tc 
Dcnnrtmcnt a.nd IJ~nial })V ·the Justice Dcnnrtment. 
---' -----------

i·\r. Lennons Lor.clon l\cpresc>1ta'd vc 1 Peter 13ro•.m 1 was called 

the London Embassy on June 10, 1969 and advised that the 
' ' Justice Department had denied a waiver of the visa application 

ii 
'· 
ii made at London. 
i! 

It is clear, therefore,' that State recom;l\ended 

I 
II 
I• 

'I 1, 

and Justice disapproved. It is to be hoped that State will not 

fail to recommend again, merely out of discouragement that 
ij 
!i 
!I 
II 

Justice might not agree. Certainly State's independent functioninf 

as contemplated by Section 212(d} (3) 1 would be frustrated if its 1 

I' 

II 
II 
,I 

II 

I 

!I 
I 

I 

actions were governed by its concern that the Justice Depart~ent 

might disagree, 

We hope that the State De?~rtment will be as favorably 

inclined on the !llont.real application as it was with respect to 

th~ London application, We hope that the Justice Department 

will reconsider the matter afresh 1 and that this memorandum 

will help to dispel some adverse impressions it might have had 

of Mr. Lennon. 

SUMMARY 

!1any press stories of Mr .. Lennon have been pure sensationalism 
' I i' 

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

I 

I 

II 
I. 
II 

Director at New York can complain he was misquoted. by the press-~ 

as he has -~ how much more can the more-often-interviewed and 

more loquacious Mr. Lennon make the same complaint, For the 

State Department or the Justice Department to draw adverse 

infe:~~:s from such reports would certainly not be justified, 
\i 

' I 

I 
114 . 
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'_.,.,. 

' . ,, ' 
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~rc 0ntitled to have 3ns\~cr to their questions from ~r~ L(~nnon~-

' ,.. ' ··~· 

~~;-.J i ~· ·:·.~· . .:; the dutv to c:xp:.:css ::~;:;·doubts to Mr. Lennon or his· -· ' .. 
legal representative so that groundless suspicions or inferences 

can be clarified and corrected, 

In view of ~!r. 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, 

!:is personal views on marijuana, and on peaceful expression of 

dissent1 are entirely consistent with our Government's views; 

and the influence of his ideas on young people could be 

salutary, Indeed, at the start of the now-dreaded "long hot 

sw~~er", his position against violence might well serve to 

"cool" those portions of our youthful populace 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 sense of 

fair play requires it. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ELit.ER FRIED 
Attorney for John Lennon 
515 Hadison Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 10022 
212-688 .. 8555 . 
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! .,j!_> co 703.131 

lefe~.ao• il .ad~ to your r ... nt latter Wlth eacloaure 
raaarding ~h• Beatl••· 

Your eonelpODdut: 1pp41rantly 11 nfen1111 to the recent 
1ppUuti.cm of Kr, Jolm w. 0. Le&UIDa, a --.r of the Butlee 
J~U~lul F"P• for thAt 1llll&llet of a vtu. We bave been ad· 
vf.IIH that be •• nflatad a YiN bJ the Daptrt:Mnt of State 
IMcavH of a eoavlction oa No...-.r 28, 1968, for poaaau1on 
of caOMbil redn. You uy whh to ftfl\Mit •n infor .. tf.OII 
fro• that Depart•nt. 

lloftorable Warren G. k'laJUUion 
Ullitad State• S.aeta 
Walhinaton, D. c. 

Eneloaure 

SiMllraly, 

' ,,.if" •. ?"' ,:<'' ,I, • ./.,/ 
¥' ' _, •••• ·.:t:; .,::.. ·"-~- ..... -

Ja,.ond F. Farrell 
eo-.t .. ioaer 

__ _,C::<.C,_: t-"~~=~~~C.!:TO::!R~!!.NEt!:W::....:Y~O::;RK~C:!l4-_;_· Copy of letter under 
acknowled ment and its enclosu attached for your in· 
formatio . A17 597 321 relat 

J 

121 



,,·· 
.( 

.. 1·., 

·.,· 

Resp·>ct.:ully refaJ,:.red to 

U.S. Imr:1ig.ration and'~a:tu)rii~ii~Mon 
--se~~·\rice 

ron<p::7si"nal ~son~fice 
---------M----~; :o·---- , li:J -~-------l31 
with than~,'§"for such favorable consideratik 

as the communica t:.on hereWl th submit ted wa;'-

rants, and for a report thereon, to accompany 

. -'-' . 

~NUSON, 
x ::L .••. ___ u. s. s. 
(,::) 

'-.;) 

Encl • I 
(b )(6) 

.· 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

Sol Jfatra, Dlputq D11Viot D.t.:r8ctol' 
llnY.-k,Bwtcll'k 

Jalla IDa, M ] II of tba lilaUel 

IlliiiCONSU Witll .,._ Wllll' lo Ill Fl ....,., I ..... ld.th
JJu1 !J:bllrll, Pl'i'f'U ...... t lt.UJI o.r:n.o., UJd.ttd SWell JIISidGD 
to u. 'Uid.W JGJ ••· a. •••• au ..t.w'lllth UIICII' _. lla'lled 
tlt&\ a!fr. VII•:• ottllllld.Md 8kd r c..I.U. fir IIIICD', a .... 
II•• 111 •a IMtiGD ~ sa ~ U. 1111\1'1:1.\itll of 
llilCU'. hid l'lllllWid • call t:r. lfr. A1le IJAd.D of Alb TJ:d trill 
r.-s., u tlliiCIF ..u 11e ~ sa ftlllllTiJll the JWGG~•Ia r:r. 
a -..tit a...r. 11 1lr' lde I w at. the Mt ,_ 1a "'-"SMI 
..... Ocdlfo.. ... ,.. • tebl ... IJAda *' hla •: , .... ~cl 
... t.t. \o ••< ..... it ............ , u 117 - ..u ftad it 
~·· le c1atr _. _. 1 tf=d to lllr. llluw IDil 110 tl*lt1o 
.-1.1 IU _.. llllile. It - "'li1Pl7 • •4§PCuet• IDil llilltb'DC _... 

w. ban a1M l......S _. ct.Hvc sntll(lr ..,,n;r 'ld.th U. ..,...., &pvt 
Oc'llla Qsa)dliltda totrat. ~·• •a '"• a 1!1.chut Sc , hid 1DpdNd 
u to tile t811d.ldllfi7 ot JWMvc IPIIDII sa toM M.t. ,__ 'ld.th a nw 
to ~Gil a._. 1a llld.elllella I 1111 ..:td 4J!IU'a UIICRf 
-- -"lCIIled ... ,...,...,.., fartbao- .u ...... . 
It illli*IZ• obrl.lall that L1 •• w: ~ S:a Jd.a ,.,...,, _.. at.t.¢
q to riC t.ld'lp 10 that a Mare 'IJIIIl.J.ed.iell ftlr II J..SGD'Idll 
...... pMl•ji;Jpopic Clll.arat.iGD. 

SM:fs 
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OPTION~l FORM i;O. 10 
~1(>-1'13 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
TO : District Director 

New York, N, Y. 

FROM : Joseoh H, Kadlec 
Acting Officer in Charge 
Frankfurt, Ge rrnan y 

... ,. 
' t'" 

·:·.,\' i 

SUBJECT: Your A17 597 321, · I'ecember 14 and 31, 1968, John Winston LEIDJON 

-~s reouested,¥there are forwarded herewith a true cony of 
subject's record of conviction for nosression of cannabis 
resin as certified by a consular officer and contents of 
our work folder. A photostatic cony 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 sane, no file number 
indicated, 

Enclo 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

lf;?,rt j32/ 

MAR 3 1969 

• 70J.W. 

... 1117111 ., b£11 

1111 1 1 u _.. • ,_ 1111111 :a.eter ._ 11rlaau• 
...... ._ '111111 a Itt ••••- ., •• .llllllll. 
It I I • 

•• If •· It u a .. &a • •dut ••u• tur111 * t1 -·- ••u•&r ldiRif 1Jr • 'ndaa 
II ldltl iallltllllt 1 I' I C tlllllla ldl II r' OJ • 9la ltiMt 
.._ 1 .abt. tnelll II•• 1111 u• ,..,...,..._ .. 
Ill II .... I' d ............ Ill 1 It• Ia ..... .. - .......... ,,If ...... t ........ ., ... 
' ,I I Ill Itt. efftlll idll II fw ... Ill IIIII .. I-..... 

.. IU I II ......... U ... ., t f et• .. ll•hae 
nunla • _... llrrul..._ IIIII JMtl.._., • 
IIJ r IJ • el ..... 'llunlau, w .._ ..._ ... Ullllt 
tl fl .... ..., .. ,... ......... I tu• ...... .. ,,,, ................. . 

.,..;;t:'7 
7z:?~;. 

ft I IIIJro 

//m a 1P1; '·"'•ldl 
1 5 111111 

n nne\ QJt 1. •a ••• 
lrltnF flJUf tot I 
•u I' •• I. C. 

CC: .-:1£1 ~ UA •• __. f1l •11 • C., e! 
lettft .... · wttll it:1 diiS..III att:n'tad 
fer ,.w athatift, 

<;;; 
c:n 
I.e ,; 

--
.!: 

::&: ,, 
:::::0 
::lJ ("~ . ;r: 

I 3: ! ·-Ul ::: 
__ , 

! 
r~· 

c:: ... 
'Z 

!-'? -< ·::: 
'· 

CJ 
c;:n 
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. . 
.. , . 

b ..$£aws 3Jen~ie 
l9b9 

Respectfully referred to 

Office for Congr<"nional Relations 
U.S. Department of Justice 
Irnrni-g!.'a:ti:&n· 0:nd· ·Ne.im1'e.-1i:l!aili<:m· &!-l''Y'-i.Ct!'-·--····· · ........ . 

Washington,D.C. C-d /cJ 3./3/ 
tor ~ ~1'!:fat.ion a:c the communication 

·~ -• '<i 

here~ :etm1~;~ may W!lrrant, and for a report 
.> c ~;:: (FJ 

thel)t!C!n, iW d1~tlf.l.ja1&, to accompany return of 
4 • .U 0') w '!!r-

...J 
incll!S>J.re. o: -

w ~ ~~ 
,...,.. Cl:l 0 

....._ J::.:fl. . :' By d.ir."t!on ot. 

fLl L ltiJ'11t ~·lil 
J ,}\F,E::C:: rj! ;,1.A G. GSON, 

P'J'to-lltt'l-1 . ~ u. s. s. 

\.; 
W GM: N~c. s s ';:_"\ -..;,..---il (b)(G) 
~'nd. -rt _______ ..... _ 
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Chief', Visa Section 
American Ellb.ua;r 
London, England 
CecU PeteraCIIl, Off'i,oor in Charge 
I&NS, Alerican Contnilate General 
Frankfurt 1 0ermal'l1 
John Winston LE!mJN 

AJ. I > 't I Jd-l eJIIP 
Februar7 7, 1969 

Please refer to our :Letter dated Deceaber 3, 1968, requeatillg 
a copy or subject's l:<eccrd of conviction. 

Arq action you 11ight tale toward an e arl.y CClllpliance, will be 
greatly appreciated. 

Encl. 
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OPTIONAl. FORM NO. 10 
'WH03 

UNITED STATES G01 t:RNMENT 

Memorandum 
TO : Officer in Char~, 

Frankfurt, Germafl1 

Al7 597 321 
f (' ~n ~·· ,1

1 

' ,, : \( ul \ li )'DATE: December 31, 1968 

·'· 
FROM : T, c. Gimey, Deputy li.stiiiet Director' :.','i 

New York, N. Y. 

SUBJECT: John Winston LENNON; your Al7 '97 321 temp of December 19, 1968. (b)(2) 

As stated in our letter of December 14, 1968, I ; I (b)(?)( c) 
has been posted by this office and it would there ore Be ap-
preciated if you would furnish us, for the completion of our 
file, copies of ariJ records you rnay obtain for the Chicago (b)(7)(e) 
office, 

CJ 
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Otticer in Cbar,e, 
Franktu.rt, Gervlatq 

T, c. Gil:ney, Deputy IH.strict Director, 
New York, N. Y. 

Al7 597 .321. 
Decem!Mr 31, 1968 

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

As stated in our letter of December 14, 1968, J I 
has been posted by this offic• and it 1IOUld th Nibf!Q 08 ap:: (b)(l)( ) 
preciated it you would tu.mbh us, for the completion of' our e 
tile, copi•s of M1 :records you mlJ':f obtain for the Chicago 
o!tice. 

...--
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District Director 
New York, New York 

Dec. 19, 1968 
Al7 597 321 temp 

Joseph ll. Kadlec, Acting Officer in Charge 
Frankfurt, Germany 

Your Al7 597 321 Decemher 14, 1968; John Winston LENNON 

Attn: Deputy District Director Gihney-CJ 

Attached find copies of previous correspondence conducted 
with Chicago concerning the subject. Please advise whether 
the court record you d.esire, in view of Chicago's interest 
in the case, is still needed. 

Encl. 

lUK/mJ 

135 



O~liONAl JOIW. NO, 10 
.., , MAY 1P62101TlOK 

GSA 11'Ml (.41 (;f!Q 101-11., 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
IMM. & NAT. SERVICE 

N.Y. C. MAIL UNIT 

DEcZ6 g so MPGI 
TO District Director 

New York, New York 
DATE: Dec. 19, 1968 

Al7 597 321 temp 

FROM Joseph H. Kadlec, Acting Officer in Charge 
Frankfurt, Germany 

SUBJECT: Your A17 597 321 December 14, 1968; Iohn Winston LENNON 

Attn: Deputy District Director Gibney-CI 

Attached find copies of previous correspondence conducted 
with Chicago concerning the subject. Please advise whether 
the court record you desire, in view of Chicago's interest 
in the case, is still needed. 

Encl. 

Buy U.S. Savings Bona's Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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District Directort 
Chicago, Illinois 
Cecil Peterson, O:ffice:r in C~:rgo, I&:-rs, 
Fran!: f u:rt, Germany 

December 17, 1958 

John Lennon of the Beatles1 your teleor~~ of December 21 1968 

On this date I was informod telephonically by the Visa Section of the 
Ancrican Embassy in london, England, that under British hw it is not 
possible to obtain a record of subject's conviction on nov~ber 28, 1968, 
for illegal possession of marijuana from the authorities. Hotrovcr, 
the Visa Section has been in touch \vith subject and he has ~greed to 
furnich that office a·copy of the record of his conviction, probably 
within a r:eek or so. \/hen h~ does so, t.'lo Visa S'lction will fort•ard 
this office a copy of same f,)r transmittal to you. For your fu:rthor 
info:rm;:tion, the Visa SoctiM advised that swject• s nonimrrdgrMt visa 
has boan cancelled and thnt ·they do not propose to entertain an 
~pplication for another such visa for at least one year. 

'-,.. 
0 

CGP:so 

,. :· p.· 

\ 
~~ 
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December 3 t 1968 

Chief, Visa Secti<,n 
American Embassy 
London, En~land. 

Dear Sir= 

It would be. appreciated if you could obtain for this 
Service a certifiod record of the conviction of John Lennon 
of the Beatles in London on November 29, 1968 for illegal 
possession of marlljuana. It would also be appreciated 
if you would furnish this office a copy of any visa records 
that you may have relating to John Lennon. 

Your cooperation l~n this matter is appreciated. 

~ 
CGP:so 

.• ,, ' t. 

Very truly yours, 

.J. 
Cecil Paterson 
Officer in Charge 
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VG FHN815 
YKB 753 
.FUAB92 
'RR RUrHFT 
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FMAIII~05Z~I~D"9B 
RR RUf'MC 
DF RUCHLAC 1J3g 337~~~~ 
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') .. ~)~.;~:~ ~ir~ r.r 
\ I ~. ··• •..1 . •· •· ' 

··s 

Yj; 
. ·)·pI /t ,I ), 

F~ HUnNFY ~~~~G~ATION ~ QAT~R~LIZATIO~ Sf2VICr rHtrAGO ILL 
TO DISniCT DIRECTOq tM)1IG~ATI0'' ·~ I,'A! 1 'RALIZATI0~1 SERVIr.E FRANKFURT 

GF.~MANY 
BT 

. ·· PBTAIN r.ERTIFIED 1ECORD Or COI!IJICTI0\1 JOHN LUlNCN Or THE BF.ATL!S II 
. ~ WiST LO~JDON, E'lGLAND COU~T II/2Y6R FOR ILLEGAL POSSESSION MA~ItJUAIA~ 

ALSO OBTAHl COPIES OF ~NY VISA. ~FrQqDs tJ, S, CO~'SULATE, LONDON, 
ATZIT I I 
or ' J 
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0~ 
(!ln. 12·7-17) 

To 

Necessary acttou 

Per tf.llepbone 
conver~Ja,tlou 

Remarks 

Note & RettU1l See m., 

Note & File 0 All requtlted. 

0 Slgna.ture 0 For your lnformatloD 

0 Call me E:r.t. -----~----

? /~:!IS E / /'/ -.!/,.c./.: .,;;-' /~e.k.:/ 
j;t/ 1PtlA'' r~( # /? .-'F/7 <.~P-1 

Jo ),.; !t/;~>· ;;.._.~ L .:-.-</ ,<:-'.:' ;rJ 

/) !L / From .. ...L;_ZZ_t_ _______ _ ·------Room ------
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(b)(7)(c) 

Form G-25 
(Rev. 6-16-M) 

D Approvall' J j:_J l:l,ote 8i k"(turn 
0 Comment [].s'oS" & t.file 

0 Necessary action [] Sig~t6# ~~~ 
D Per telephone 

conversation C::~ Call me Ext. 

Remarks 

12/19/6~-· -

Room 

OSee me 

0 As requested 

~~or your informa-
tton 

At+.n: Jnvcs+.i.gp.torj., _____ .. l 

Your fUr unkn01m; 
1?/?./6~ +o:lC?gram re: ,Tohn lFlifNON 

B,. advise(j that NYC ha.s oprmcd a 
file on t,he sub· Winston 

LENNOrR 1NV.1sRAMCH 
I ' DEPT. OF JUSTICE 
t 

2 1969 

;~~Kr,~,~~K%~~~~~~L~~~· From:-:- • oom 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE GPO 908.617 
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THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
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' . 

TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 

5010-101 

~~v . ~~~~~~ ~:o~: 10 _. 
Q$A fi'Ml Wl (:fit) 101";\1,. 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum (b)(7)(c) 

District Director, 
Chicago, Illinois 

DATE: De~--------------.. 

Cecil Peterson, Officer in Charge, I&NS, 
Frankfurt, Germany 

John Lennon of the Beat1es1 your telegram of December 2, 1968 

On this date I was informed telephonically by the Visa Section of the 
American Embassy in London, En9land, that under British law it is not 
possible to obtain a record of subject's conviction on November 28, 1968, 
for illegal possession of marijuana from the authorities, However, 
the Vi sa Section has been in t·~uch with subject and he has agreed to 
furnish that office a copy of the record of his conviction, probably 
within a week or so. When he does so, the Visa Section will forward 
this office a copy of same for transmittal to you. For your further 
information, the Visa Section advised that subject's nonimmigrant visa 
has been cancelled and that they do not propose to entertain an 
application for another such visa for at least one year. 

DEC ;i 1 1968 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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Name' (Last 1n CAPS) 

. ; \I;; /J/!/A! -~-< !· 
- <J '-) ',,. 

Ali•• / 

Date o! Birth 

.:) . .3 {.. ~ /.l._f>; ;_~-

Pbce of Efitry 

;t/ t/ /'' 
1. FURNiSH COPY OF: 

~·-········ c l-95··----

0 t-too..---

2. FlTRNISH: 

CJVISA 

rlREGlSTRY 

' 1-103------

0 REENTRY PERMIT 

t-'tr•t: - Middle I File No~ 

·-· 1/) /7 •· 
-~ 

. .. . • . 

1 Country of B~h . / Nationality -
R !'(/ ~'?/A.- I I jC:: IV£., //::>- _._, •· 

/ Date of Entry 

. 

D t-174-:---- D 1-190----

0 Other Docum_ent: -------:.-------------------------
j rC .. (Sj>oolfy) _pc ~, --$ ---

/A/ i/ ... ---. --
Reque•Ung Office 

c'J//c. ~· <? r; 

GPO 906.798 
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(b)(7)(c) ~L· •t•i~'--e·II)--"""'!!"'R•O•JJ•T•E-S•; .. l'i~~-~~--
0 Comment 0 Note & File 0 As reque1>tect 

D Necessary action 0 Signature 0 For your informnti::m 

0 Per telephone 
conversation Call me Ext ... 

Remarks 
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~·· 

-

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 

OFFICIAL BUSINESS 

U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATUR.".L!ZAT!ON SERVICE 
c/o AMERICAN CONSULATE GENERAL-BOX 12 

APO, NEW YORK, fYY75l 

District Director 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
Courthouse & Federal Office Bldg., 
219 South Dearborn Street 
Chicago, Illinois 60604 

~- ... ----/ 
,.A'Y-

AGE AND' FEES PAID 

~IQ440N AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

PAR AVION 



· p)(7)(c) 

IMMIGRATION & NATURALIZATION SERVICE 
CHICAGO, ILLINOIS 

50.0 

DISTRICT DIRECTOR 
IMMIGRATION & NATURALIZATION SERVICE 
FRANKFURT, GERMANY 

X 

CHI 50/3 (INV. #25) 

OBTAIN CERTIFIED RECORD 9F CONVICTION JOHN LENNON OF THE BEA.TLES IN 

WEST LONDON, ENGLAND COURT 11/28/68 FOR ILLEGAL POSSESSION MARIJUANA. 

ALSO OBTAIN COFIES OF ANY VISA mx::oRDS, U. S. CONSULATE, LONDON1 

ATZITI I 

SLD/vab 
Investigati6ns 

1 1 
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(b)(7)(c) 

G·~S 
(Rillvo 12 .. 7-U) 

ROUTE SL. (L '7h "'p-,--"'·va · · Date }t. .... -!.. ......... _. ____ ,. 

····-··-·······-······-··········-········Room ...................... .. 

0 Approval 

Ocooameoc 
0 Necessary action 

0 Por tolop~ooe 
conveuauoa 

= 

Fro 

0 Noce & ftecurn 
0 Note a File 

0 Signature 

OSee me 
0 A• reque11ed 
0 F 01 your iaformadoa 

Call ,. E••· .......... - ....... .. 

62:0052 
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Ntmt (Lu~ tn CAPS) 

L,ijJ/JO~I 
AU11 • 

Date of Birth 

J7 

I. rUIN K COPY OF: 

.J"t·94""" 0 1·100.·· ... 

0 l-9s...... D I· lOa. ..... 
l. F\IRNISK: 

QVIIA 

t'trat Middle \Flit No, 

0_011 

Country ol %h / 
,j.) 'ltlic. 

Natlot)Jur ,9 ;J err; 1 
Date of Entry 

152 



26 • ktion '' '" '1-

LENION GIVEN 

$360 FINE ON 
DRUG CHARGE 

Case Against His 6irl 1 

Friend Dismissed ' 
I 
i 

BY ROBERT MERRY < 

[Chl~ge' TriUne Press Service] ; 

LONDON, Nov. 23 - John i 
Lennon oftbe Beatles was fined ' 
$360 today in west London court , 
after be P.leaded guilty to pos- : 
sessing .lllarljuana when police 1 

-and two dogs-r a i d e d his . 
apartment; • 

HandJn·hand with him in ' 
court WI!S his Japanese girl- I 

friend, Mrs. Yoko Ono Cox,l 
who faced a similar charge. , 
She was acquitted. Lennon also 
was ordered to pay $50.40 in 
prosecutl011 legal costs. 

The Beatie listened intently 
when the magistrate, J. C. ' 
Phipps, warned him he would : 
face a jail sentence if convicted • 
of a drug offense again. 

Girl fans of the beat group 
crowded the courtroom but re
mained silent thruout the hear
ing. 

Dogs Sniff Out Drugs 
The proseeutor, Roger Fris

by, told how police, using the 
dogs as l!lliffers, found quan- ' ' 
tities of the drug in the raid .

1

· · 

six weeks ago. He said they 
discovel'fli an envelope con
taining 27;S' grains in a suit
case. A binocular case con
tained 191.8 grains, enough to I: 
make 40 clgarets, he said, and 

1 
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traces of the drug also were 
discovered on a cigaret ma
chine and in a can. Frisby said • 
Lennon claimed full responsi
bility for the marijuana. 

Frisby explained that the 
Beatie's first marriage had 
bi'Oken down and that Lennon 
bad moved into the apartment 
with Mrs. Cox three months 
eerlier from his mansion in 
Wevbridge Surrey. When asked 
by the police how the drug had 
arrived at the apartment, Len
non replied, "It carne with us-" 
Fl"isby explained Lennon was 
referrin~ to the move from 
Weybridge. 

The Beatie's lawyer, Martin 
Polden, told the court, "This 
young singer's experience with 
drugs was a personal one which 
at the time seemed of value, 
but this experience has long 
since ·passed." Polden said 

· Lennon's h~blt of -~cribbling 
songs on scraps ot ol9 paper 
and saving them led to his ar
rest. He said Lennon refused 
to throw anything away for 
lear that they might contain · 
music or lyrics. I 

Respett for Law ' 
Lennon has abandoned drugs j 

for a deep involvement in east- i 

ern philosophy and "has come . 
!o accept that the law should I 

be respected," Polden said. · 
Polden said the arrest had a 

serious emotional effect on ' 
Lennon and Mrs. Cox, who was i 

then expecting a baby by Len- '· 
non. Mrs. Cox had a miscar- i 1 
riage in a London nursing home · 1 

a week ago. I 

Polden described Lennon as ' 
an ''artist of note and integrity 1 • 

-one who has brought some j , 
pleasure to millions. . . . He . ' 
has not urged any special treat· I. r 
ment for himself." : 

Lennon, 27, was divorced by •' 
his wife, Cynthia, three weeks ~ 
ago. She received custody of ik 
their young son. 
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" 
, 'r : 
I 

' ' ' ' ' 4 

: When maintenance and 
8 repairs begin to wipe out 
'/ profits, then it is time to 
: get a better truck. Why not 
; select a good truck from 
1 those offerer! in the want 
: ad section of the Tribune? 
l You have the best op
' portunity to get the type of 
:I truck you want when you 

' ,

1

, shop the want ads in. the 
Tribun•. The Tribune 
brings ~ nu a bigger selec, 'I tion of offers of trucks, 

1 4 tractors, and trailers than 
1 7 

appear in any other Chi
: t/ cag-o news paper, That 
1 s means many trucks that 
i : 1 would interest you are 
1 l advertised only in the 
l 4 Tribune. 
l · ~ To get the better truck 
l l that will increase your 
' ' business and profits, read 
' 

2 
the Trucks, Trailers, Trac-
tors columns in the want 
ad section in today's Chi-

, ' T 'b ~ t
1 cago n une. 

' 1 
' 5 ' ' 
I 3 
; ' I 3 

. ' • 
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(b)(2) 

(b )(7)( c) 

(b )(7)( e) 

OPTIONAL FORM NO. 10 
001~10! 

UNITED STATES GOvERII11VIENT 

Memorandum Rtcr1vEu 
Al7 597 321 

DATE: December 14, 1968 TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT: John Winston Lennon 

Subject, born Liverpool, England, October 9, 1940, a member of 
"The Beatles" was convicted in London, England recently for pos-
sessim of mariluana, His name is being included inJ / 
\ I 
The Central Office has directed that a record of conviction be 
obtained for use in exclusion proceedings should Subject be 
intercepted. 

Please comply, forwarding the pertinent record to this office 
referring to the above file. 

CJ 
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214509 C 13013 M.J:EV:,vt ,30 
. ' ~. . ·~ - ' 

t\A~IJAZ 'RUEVOEBOOS6 3402033·tltJOO .... ROOJ(;CH • 
"! '' 

JI8C . ~:, Md'l! . lc I 8 
FM HA!iDIN Ct JINUqHI~TQN Be ~~--. .. .. , ', 

N ALL DI~ICT OFFICE~~ JIN~ • EXC!erc OV·A~!l~ pmnlUl 
Itf9 ALL ~EGI~NS; • JINS,~ \ r·)!~{~~~ b~l . 

er. ~iTit ' 

BETIL ALL REGION~. 

BT 
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SPECIAL 

I . 

GPO 861·830 
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Asst Comnr, jNspec'lons 

(b)(2) 
! 

(b)(7)(c) 
! 

(bj(7)(e) 

Nlkstel tis 711 

)()()( 

)()( 

ROOPR. OIDIR. BAXEX H--9 JOHN WIN$TOH LENNON, Al7 !597 321 CNYCl, BORN lo-9-40, 

lii'GLANO. BENED ALL DISlRICTS EXCEPT OVERSEAS. tiiTIL ALL REGIONS. 

HARDIN 

CC: 1 DISTRICT DIRECIIOR1 NEW YORK CITY, N, Y.- File A17 597 321 relates, 
Subject repor e y was conv1c e n on on for possession of marl uana. 
Please arran e to have sub'ect's name 'nclud d 'n the 
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(b )(7)( c) 

VG FHN815 
FKB753 
FUA892 
RR RUFHFT 
ZIR UUUUU ZOV RUF~ 
FNAIII515ZCIID898 
RR RUFNC 
DE RUCHLAC 1138 3372228 
ZIR UUUUU 
JIIV 
R 122221 DEC 6 8 

'j• .r : 1 
• 11j 

' -' : I ~ i! fi1 [ 

FM HUIIEY IMNIGIATIOI & IATURALIZATIOI SERVICE CHICAGO ILL 
TO DISTRICT DIRECTOR IMMIGRATION & NATURALIZATIOI S!RVIC! FRAIXFU!T 

GERNAIY 
BT 
OBTAII CERTIFIED RECORD OF CONVICTION JOHI L!IIOI OF THE BEATL!S II 
VEST LOIDON, ENGLAND COURT 11/28/68 FOR ILLEGAL POSS!SSIOI NARIIJUAIA. 
ALSO O~OF ANY VISA RECORDS Jl. s. COISULAT!, LOIDOI. 
ATZIT -
BT 

NNNN 

' · ... 
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December 3, 1968 

Chief, Visa Section 
American Embassy 
London, England. 

Oear Sir: 

It would be appreciated if you could obtain for this 
Service a certified record of the conviction of John Lennon 
of the Beatles in London on November 28 1 1968 for illegal 
po$Session of marijuana, It would also be appreciated 
if you would furnish this office a copy of any visa records 
that you may have relating to John Lennon. 

Your cooperation in 'this matter is appreciated, 

·\or 
CGP: so 

Very truly yours, 

_ _;. 
Cecil Peterson 
Officer in Charge 
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INVESTIGA Tlvi·"l.;, 
REG:· .. 

OCT241968 

8!<,;:... 
liw York, N.Y. HWlF: 
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I 

Narn~ (Least in CAPS) 

LENNON. - .. 

All~s 

LENNON, John 
Date of Birth 

10/9/40 
Plec~ of Entt>y 

NYC 
l. FlJFi:NlSH COPY OF: 

fXXI~~4----- D 1-HI0------

1 'I-95--~--- 0 I-103------
2. FURNISH~ 

Firet Middle File No. 

3~ John - Winston A17 597 

w. -
Country .o! Birth Nationality 

land English 
Date o! Entry 

5/11/68 

D I-15 7------ 0 r-190-------

0 Other Docume-nt~-------------·----------------~-------
(Specify) 

C]VISA Arrival & Departure Info. Reque=r>tlntit Offic 
\ I REGISTRY A 
; i REENTRY PERMITL/ 

REMARKS: 

}'4 R-lnv. NYC 
Date. 

W5t6s <mr> 
Form G-180 
(Rev. S-15-66} REQUEST FOR SEARCH OF CEHTRAL OFFICE !HOEK GPO 9M-394 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT 6F JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURAI.JZATIOH .l!lftYICI 

20 Weat lr'ol4ft7 
- Yo.rkt H. Y., 10007 

,_., ...... d 
s .... ot a ..... ""' 43-11403,1 

File No.· Al7 A'iDJh R-IUV 

JJohrl. w. X..rmors 
"lieJIVOOCI" 
St. Georpl Hill 
w.rBr14p 
aamr. llfClldld 

Date: Jww 17, 1968 lP 

Tbe rttcord• of this office show that ---- c:~:.::~{ ~ -.!:!:!..:..... .. ~ 
('l'ere)('Htl)~-d) (paroled) to the Uuited ~-;;-;!'mporary period. Tbi~t office 
haiaa.rilb:l · arture from the United States. 

and 
To assist in completing our records will you please fill in the back of ~his form 

J., .... h lo "" "'""' Hlf "''''""' '"dop•. No ,.. .... io ~ ...... d II 
mailed anywhere in the United States. 

[] Mail or tske it to the office of the nearest American Consul and ask him to 
rerum it to this office. 

O . Since~. ly, 
(!_. {/. 0 •!7-?6 

.., WAS liC:aN IN . ca 
:-'. .. '1'IIB Uii;;;l!111ilr."'iifi1111--~il="": ---._A__; -ii&l '1'0 W ·------

Form G-146 
(Rev. 5-2G-60) 

. .. ~ 
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CIIECK APPLICABLE ITEM AND INSERT REQUIRED INFORMATION 

The person inquired about: 

[] Departed from the United Statu at ------n;;::=r:r::=::-r----- on (i'iOi Ofdopllltlft) 

-----==,..-:--------office of the la11niaration and Natura• 
(Loudon) • 

'II'·'' 'tll'-.'i'•)l': ,' I.'f¢/f.l)>' -,,;,~r. 
lization SerYice. !!: • , ;·t • ~ ;il(' '.: . ;'1~ ~~:t r 

[] Applied for adjustment of statue at the ___ _.~o:::~-;--\.,;:,_,.;·:;;;;\ir,aJ;::\,·,'_":_\.._,·"': ..... .,......~·-·"' ... ·;~7 ...... ·· 
''· ., office of the Jmmigratioa and Naturalization Ser•ice. 

[] Can be contacted at the following addre81: 

(lllt .. l) (C tr) 

!iii·•·., Pr ....... , (c.-,., 

[] Has the followina friends or relatiYu in che United States who may haYe informa· 
don concerning his. whereabouca: 

nn., cltr &toto 

nn .. cltr .... 
cliJ' ltoto 

[] Ha•e ao iaformati011. · None of rhe llho•c ltCIIIII are applicable. (If this block is 
checked please fllmi!h .y illfomlarion under REMARKS below, which may help co 
ascertain the subject'• whereabout~). 

REMARKS: 

iii~Utftl 
0~0 11&11t 
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- • 

Viso lssved o• 

Flr5of Nome Mkldle lnltiol 

A17 597 321 
NYC-N 24441 N3C 
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•Re.\Oin lhis perrr: r.rr \ I.J: ;Jr·~>iSfll.r . 

t You ore' .perrii,\!Ld ·\ cr:riJi~ rr1 li·: U. 1., lor ·1he 
1~ inai(alec : ' 

1 l.o'. remdin pc; thl· l'~:rJd willrout ~erm'r~.on 
l1011\ im~rgiii 1·1UI lllihurrli•IS, is •I VrO)olion oi \ow . . · . '· ' . ,. , . ' ,, 

WHEN YLrv IJ/, '/[.II iliJI~IIfl! :!IllES ·, ' · 

' • By seo or [1~: ·.ur rrdr· I ill ' ,kljrlil lo tronspor' : 
loiton lrne . . 

• o~r Conod.r;ll bwrlcr. Stlllend;r lhrs pernril IO ,,. 

Conodion lmrMrrulron Orli•:or .• 
' 

t Over Me, icon birder, surlend~il this ·-permit to · 
Ul\lled Slates lrlltnrg•alir.:n Ol!icer ~·· . ' 

'' 

~' . 
~ . 

',• ' 
••. ~ ! 

~orl: '· 

'I 

''· I .... 

Do\e: : · :l 
.·~C 1 i i , 

.~ i .,} \'\• : •• 'w l."~· 1 

• . , I ( ! t~' . . . 
I 'I I ., ./ ' . ' I. I i 

Carrier: ~~~I~ •· ,, I 

§);~/ $ 
1o: ~~~~~ 

1 (Counlry of disemh~ ) 
UNITED STAlES PARlMENT OF JUSTICE 

Immigration and Naturalization Serv'rce 
Form Approved Budget Sureau No. 43-R31 1.7 

ARRIVAl- DEPARTURE RECORD 
FORM I -94(REV 7-1641 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
1 

s~RIIlCE 
...... &. 111> "·uut Immigration and Naturalization Service lr";''l, c. F.' ' · · 

20 West Broadway • W, 't\ 
Ne~i York, New York ,10007· ~~1 l \ \\ 11.1 tl 

FUe No.: A17 597 J21 

Dote: May 14, 1968 

\ John w. Lennon 
St. Regis Hotel 
55th Street & 5th Avenu~ 
New York, N.Y. 

L _j 
Please note- the paragraphs checked below. They contain information of concern to you, or instructions for you to 
follow. 

1. Insufficient information was given for the items circled in red on your application, which is attached. 
Please fumish full information ar1d retum your application to this offic:e. 

2. Your authorized stay has been extended (See endorsement on attached Fonn 1~94). 

3. Your authorized stay expired on (date): 

4. Complete and submit the attached Fonn 1·539, "Application to J;xtend Time of Temporary :stay 
~- •ubmll a current •·onn DSP·b6 ex<>cuted by your program sponsor. 

6. Subtnit your passport, which must be valid for at least six months beyond the period of requested 
extension. 

7. This office understands that you nre no longer attending school. Please inlonn this office lmnediately 
of the date, place, and i'nanner of :~our intended departure from the Unlted States. 

8. This office understands you are no longer an authorized participant in an exchange visitor program. 
Please inform this office immediately of the date, place, and manner of your intended d~arture from 
the United States. 

9. Your school or exchange visitor program is located in an area within the jurisdiction o( the Immigration 

and Naturalization Service office nt: 

Your correspondence has been forwarded to that office, AU future correspondence should be directed to 

that office. Always refer to your file number (shown above). 
10. Your request for permission to transfer to another school is approved. 

11. Yow- request for permission to transfer to another exchange viSltor program is approved. 

12. Furnish Fol'ft\ 1~20 from the school to which you desire to transfer. 

13. In connection with your desire to effect an exchange program transfer, please furnish Form DSP~66 
executed in accordance with the in1;tructions on the form. 

14. Your application for permission to lilccept employment is approved, subject to the following conditions 
(if any): 

15. Complete and submit the attached Form Jw538, "Application for Permission to Accept Employment'•. 

X 16. lour present sta't.us nas oeen enangerr l'l'Olll :1-1 vo n-..: 

GPO 958·861 

Fonn 1·542 
(Rev. 2·20.67) 
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NONIMMIGRAHT WORKl3HEET 

TYPE OF CASE C~j . /:!;? -/ t;; /""- nLE liO. A IZ_j--rz $,5 z / 'L ' I v 
_ _ 1-'- 7 r'f 1 

CORRESPORD WITH ·l~tf;c,r CC TO----------
7 

GRAll'!' m'BRSION TO[f~''£-(( /~ 1/t f SA!l'ISFAC'l'ORY lBPAR'l'URE TO----
/1 I 

GRAll'!' PEnMISSION TO _ ENGAGE Ill PART TIME l!MPLOlMENT TO ---------

EIIGAGE Ill .PRACTICAL 'l'RAiliiliG TO ----------

TRAlfSFER '110 ---------------

- /..., I-9/<. lllllXliSB I-94 "' SIDI "Y~ "''' ....... & .,.. V1o& to .....,ter tbi• , 
· cOWltry in your present status." 'I!)Ju 1f II <>-""-. I IV 1' t- - /1./ , '{).'f o.f '.f 1 -;u~....:-

_Low I-94A and liEW I-94B to C,O, ~I-20 TO SCHOOL. 

_I-542. CHECK BUJCKS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 ll l2 13 14 SEE R1!J4ARKS 

_I-541 and ME-400. CHECK BIOOKS 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 SEE R1!J4ARKS 

_ME-399 and ME-400. CHECK BUlCKS 1 2 3& 3b, _1·2900· SEE R1!J4ARKS 

_I-292. A'l',rACH +I-29QA. I·290B 

RETURN _PASSPORT _LI-94 __ DSP-66 -------------

FORWARD _NE-387. _I-156 or _I-161 TO Dm.P, nLE TO -------

BOlD ACTION CANCEL BREACH _CamliUE _lla:t'E I-393 

PREPARE _I-323. SEE Rl!JCARKS, _I-391. __ FORWARD TO _____ _ 

ROORKS: 

APPROVED BY 

11·165 
Rev. 2-67(10) GPO 956·667 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Immigration 811d Naturalization Service 
20 West Breadway 

New York, New York 10007 

I Jotm v. Luaoa 
St. llqi1 Hotel .. 
SSth Stnet i Sth 1YeD1Jt 
lev Ion, II.Y. 

L _j 

File No.: 117 S97 321 

Dote: lfaJ 14, 1968 

Please note the paragraphs checked below. They contflin information of concern to you, or b'lstructions for you to 
follow. 

1. Insufficient information was given for the items circled in red on your application, which is nttached. 
Please furnish full information and retum your application to this office. 

2. Your authorized stay has been extended (See endoraetnent on attached Form 1~94). 

3. Your authorized stay expired on (dste): 

4. Complete and submit the attachec1 Form 1-539, "Application to "•tend lime of Temporary stay". 

•· ouom1t a current r orm U>>'·oo execute a oy your program aponsor. 

6. Subtnit your passport, which must be valid for at least six months beyond the period of requested 

extension. 

7. This office understands that you are no longer attending school. Please inform thi$ office inmediately 
of the date, place, and manner of your intended departure from the United Statli!S· 

8. This office understands you are no longer an authorb;ed participant in an exchange visitor prog:ram. 
Please inform this office immediately of the date, place, and manner of your intended departure from 
the United States. 

9. Your school or exchange visitor program is located in an area within the jurisdiction of the Immigration 

and Naturalization Service office at: 

Your correspond~:mce has been forwarded to that office. AU future correspondence should be directed to 

that office. Always refer to your file number (shown above). 
10. Your request for permission to transfer to another school is approved. 

11. Your request for permission to transfer to another exchange visitor program is apptoved. 

12. Furnish Form 1~20 from the school to which you desire to transfer. 

13. In connection with your desire to effect an exchange program transfer, please fumish Form DSP~66 
executeJ in accordance with the instructions on the form. 

14. Your application for permission to accept employment is approved, subject to the following conditions 
(if any): 

15. Complete and submit the attached Form 1~538, "Application for Permission to Accept Employment". 

I t6. ·Iov pre ... t ••• Ill.• IIMI1 o ~ ll'OII IS•I 1iO ~~-

GPO 958-861 

Fonn 1-$42 
(Rev. 2-20-67) I 

175 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NAWRALIZATION SERVICE 

APPLICATION FOR CHANGE. 
OF NONIMMIGRANT STATUS 

(Under Section 248 of the Immigration and Nationality Act) 
.... Please read the lnstructlon• on the laat pqe 

FILL IN wtTH TYPEWAITEFI OR PAINT IN BL"tlCK LETTEI:U IN INK 

Form Approved 
.J~deet Bureau No. 43-.R342.3 

File No. 

I hereby apply to have my status in the United States changed to that of a nonimmigrant 

I wish to remain in the United States in that new status until --------------------------
(month; day, yea.r) 

This application is submitted together with the required documents which are hereby made a part hereof, and the fee in sum of S2S. 

1. MV NAME IS 

S. I WAS BORN IN: (Clty, Town) 

t...t t/Cf' R. y;o o L, 
4• I 

FIAST NAME 

(Street and No,) 

c,o;t- <:-;f:., 
d·od - I-""-

(County, Dllttlet, Provlnc:e ot State) 

fJ- IV Cri.AIII o 

7. PORT A.T WHICH I ARAIVEO IN THE UNITE!;) STATES WAS: Town, Stf!te) 

.. 

10. I 

1\, 

NUMBER: 

MIDDLE NAME 

(County, District, Province ot State), (Country) 

11'6 G:/v(,..L.4AIIj 

13, SINCE MY ENTR:Y INTO THE UNITED $TATE$ I HAV~~ t'ESIOEO A.T THE FOLLOWING PLACES: 
. ' 

(Street and No.) (City, Town, State) TO: (Month, Day, Ye8~) 

Present Time 

' 
daTeL 

) 

14• I DESIRE TO HAVE MY NONIMMIGRANT STATUS CHA.NGEO FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONs; 

I~· I SUBMIT THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTARY li:VIOEN1:E TO ESTABLISH THAT I WIL.L. MAINTI<IN THE NONIMMIGRANT CI..ASSIFIC,t.. 
TION TO WHICH I WISH TO 8E CHANG EDt 

(OVER) 
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------------·· 
ltl, MV OCCUPATION IS: 

/IIUSte'.tAAJ 
17. I 0 HAV~~~~AV!$: NOT BEEN EMPLOYED OR ENGAGED IN BUSINESS SINCE ENTERING THE UNITED STATES. IF ANSWER lS IN 

AFFIRMATIVE, C:DMPL ETE THE FOLLOWU•H.;; 

NATURE OF OCCUPATION OR 8UISINEU IN WHICH I DAM D w.u EMPLOYED 

NAME OF EMPLOYER OR 8USIN1UiS FIRM 

1 

ADORE .. 

MY EMPt..0Ytr.1ENT OR ENGAGEMENT IN BUSINESS 8EGAN ONt (lloa.th, Day, Year) ro EN CEO ON: (Month, Day, Year) 

MY MONTHLY INCOME FROM EMPLOYMENT OR BUSINESS(] II 0WAII $ 

•· IF NOT EMPLOYED OR ENGAGED IN BUIINIUIIN Tt1E UNITED STAT II. DS:SC:RIBE FULl-Y THE *OURCE AND AMOUNT OF YOUR 
INCOME ABROAD A.ND HOW SUPPORTED WHILE IN THill: UNITED STATES; 

.+IJI)Eyi!!J Dt:;IJ ;- F1AJ ~tNe; ll L ..Jct1 ee1:5 

'19, I p!Sl AM 0 AM NOT MARRIED 

N•m.e of Spou.ae P"sent addte11 CitJ.nUblp (CoUJJlry) 

(Yn/114 f-.,;; NtV ON 1\t;;!ll /.11 vi'() S 1-: A.:~K irliiJ l-1/ (..<.. s.· IIIU6 >' Lc:.U_ .... (/ 1\ 

20. I HAVE I (Number) 0 F CHI\. OREN: (LJ•t ehUdren below) 
Name ~ Place of Birth pr .. em A<klre .. 

.:...t6HlJ JUL.;t:IA.) Lt:AJAIAA.} 7 If" 111 a uw n S7. &Ire." "tJ, /£ J.i lLL 
IUsd g.l' Ju:.£ ,') ,J J:I;;J ;:./ 

Ettft::: - I 

\ 

j 

21. I HAVE SECURED THE FOLLOWING NUMBER OF EXTENSIONS OF hdV TEMPORARY STAY IN THE UNITED STATES: ).JoiJ£ 
Number MY LAST EXTE:.HIION WILL EXPIRE ON: (Month, Day, YOIII') 

liZ. I HAVE REGISTERED UNDI!R THE ALIEN FU~:GI.TRATION ACT. lt<tQ, OR SECTION 202 OF THS I~IGRATION ANO NATIONAI,.ITY 
ACT, OR IN CONtUS:CTIOtt .. TH MY APPLICATION FOR A VISA, ANOMY At.. IEN REGISTRATION NUMBER I !I ,; 

2$. I 0 H.A.VE 0HAVIE NOT 'SUBMITTED THE AODRES$ REPORTS REQUIRED BY THE ALIEN REGISTRATION ACT OF 1940, AS 
AMEN OED AND BY .SEt:Tio.t 265 OF THE l!r14MIQRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT, 

24. I __ 9_ HAVE ~"~VI: to40T BEEN ARRESTED OR CONVICTED OF ANY CRIMINAL 0 P'FENSE IN THII! UNI T£0 IT ATES OA IN ANY 

FOREIGN COUNTRY., IF AH'.SWER IS IN THE AFFIRMATIVE. Gl VE DET AI LSI 

ze, I 0 HAVE~ HA'YE NOT CLAIM£0 EXEMPTION FROM UNIT lEI;) S1'ATESMILITARY SERVICL IF YOU HAVE GIVE DETAILS; 

20. I 0 DtD C8l DID NOT REGISTER FOR SELECTIVE SERVICE. (If )1'01.1 have resi•tered give the following): 

DATE REGISTERED ~ SELECTIVE: $ERV. NO,, NUMBER AND ADDfUU$ OF L.OCAL 80 ARD 

21. I certify that tM abaowe i•ft'Ut and CGiftCt to the hat of my lcnowiHge cnf hellef. (lt tonn prepared by other th.-a appliCMtt, tMI pet«mt 1'•" 
-~w. ( 

~nature of app~- J2 
- ' - On A .......... I Oote 11~ n. rl/c.rt' 

SIGNATURE OF PERSON PREPARING FORM, IF OTHER THAN APPLICAifT 

28. I dec lore that this docuMnt wo• pNpGred by me at the requeat of the applicant and is based on all information of which I 
have any knowl ..... 

(lil.,aturo) (Ad .... ) lOotol 
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UNITED STATES GO\ t.k.~MENT 

Memorandum 
TO :. AsSiStant District Direetar 1 Investigations DATE: June l2 I 1968 

New York, leY York 

FROM : W. H. Cook, Chief 
Applications Section, Dew York 

.SUBJECT: John Wl.nston Lennont Al7 597 321 

Efforts to locate subJect tbrough correspooience mve failed, 
tmretare 1 file is forwarded to yw: section far necessary 
action. 

178 



- '' ,lo ' ' ' '· ,, __ ., .. ...__.. • ·~~--.' ' 

I~?/ 

179 



.. 

Form Approved 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

Budget Bureau No. 43~ROJ42 

APPLICATION FOR CHANGE 
OF NONIMMIGRANT STATUS 

(Under Section 248 of the Immigration and Nationality Act) 
__,. Pleas~ read the instructions on the last page 

Fee Stamp 

I hereby apply to have my status in the United States changed to that of a noninunigrant Temporary Worker 
t , , (Student, visitor, etc,) 

I wish to 'i<main in the United States in that new status nntil December 16 1 19 71 
(Mooth, Day, Year) 

This application is submitted together with the required documents which are hereby made a part hereof, and the fee in sum of $25 '. 
!. FAMILY NAME (Capital Letters) FIRST NAME .MIDDLE NAME riLE NUMBER •. l AM IN POiJSESSION OF PASSPORT 

LENNON, John Ono NUMBER• 182-035 
2. MAiliNG ADORt::SS IN U.S. (Number and Street) (Cily') (Stale) (Zlp Code) JSSUED BY (Country) 

ABKCO INDUSTRIESI1700 Broadwav New York Cit England 
3. DATE OF BIRTH (mooth, day, Y"l') I cOUNTRY OF BIRTH rUNTRYOF CITIZEN$HI WHICH IUCPIRES ON: (Month, Day, Year) 

· October 9, 1940 England England July 20, 1972 
4. PRESENT NONIMMIGRANT CLASSIFICATION DATE ON WHICH AUTHORIZED STAY EXPIRE.S 7. I AM An' ACHING MY TEMPORARY ElN"rRY 

B-1 January 31, 1972 PERMIT FORM 1-94 

5 DATE AND PORT OF LASf ARRIVAL. !N UNITED AME OF r~iiRLINE OR OTHER M ~ / l EtNTERED WITH PASSPORT VISA NO. 

STATES 8113171 I New York A$T ARRIVA: .s. TWA 701 704155 
f;!edassificotion to FOR GO VERA,/~~ r v ./ .. MY NONJMMIGRA:NT STATUS IN THE UNITED 

-'~~~v# ~ 
STATES 0 HAB KJ HAS NOT B~EIN CHANG~D 

[] STAY 

SINCE MY ENTRY (If changed, give details) 

GRANTED ro 
~· ·~ ~ o Application DENIED v.o. ro '7'VI~c J (Y' e, rtJ ,/ 

" 
OFFICE I 

10. MY P£RMANENT ADDRESS OUTSIDE THE UNITED sTATES 18: ( treet, {City 1\ Town) (Cm.wty, District, Providence or State), (Country) 

Tittenhurst Park I Ascot I Berkshire, England 
11. I RESIDED AT THE ADDRESS IN ITEM 10 FROM: (Month, ll)ay, Year) ITO: (Mooth, Day, Year) . ~ 

( 

12. SINCE MY ENTRY INTO THE UNITED STATES I HAVE RESIDED AT THE FOLLOWING PLACES: 
( 

(Street and No.) (City, Town, State) FROM: (Mooth, Day, Year) TO: (Month, Day, Year) 

'"' 105 Bank Street 11/1/71 Present Time 

St Re~?:is Hotel 8/13/71 10/31171 I 

\C· 
13. I OE91RE TO HAVE MY NONIMMIGRANT STATUS CHANGED FOR THE FOL.L.OWING REASONS: 

L'l 
To enable me to appear on the David Frost Show, December 16, 1971 

'. 
' 

[ 

' 
14, I SUBMIT THE FOLLOWING DoCUMI!NTARY tYIDENCE TO ltSTAJJL.ISH THAT I WILL MAINITAIN :t"HE NONIMMIGRANT t 

CLASSIFICATION TO WHICH I WISH TO BE CHANGED: 

' f 
' 

1

15, MY OCCUPATION IS• 

and artist Singer, musician 
Form 1506 {Rev. 4-1~70)t~ ~U. 5. GOVErtNNENT PRINTING OFFICE; 191Q-382·BO!l 
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. 
16. I:[) HAVE 0 HAVE NOT BEEN EMPLOYED OR ENGAGED IN BUSINESS SINCE ENTERING THE UNITF!D STATES, IF ANSWER IS IN 

Af'FIR'MATIVE. COMPLETE THE FOL.L.OWING: 
NATURE OF OCCUPATiON OR BUSINESS IN WHICH! 0 AM ~WAS EMPLOYED: . 

ENTERTAINMENT 
NAME OF ~PLOVER OR BUSINESS FIRM 

DICK C VETT SHOW IAO'i~$0 Broadway, New York, New York' 
MY EMPLOYMENT OR ENGAGEMENT IN BUSINESS BEGAN ON: (:\otonth, Day, Year) AND ENDED ON: (Month, Day, Year) 

September 14, 1971 September 14, 1971 
MY MONTHLY I-NCOME FROM EMPLOYMENT OR BUSINESS 0 IS }9 WAS: ' .::u .uu 

17. IF NOT EMPLOYED OR ENGAGED IN BUSINESS IN THE UNITED $TATE!;i. DESCRIBE FULLY THE SOURCE AND AMOUNT OF YOUR 
INCOME ABROAD AND HOW SUPPORTED WHILE IN THE UNI'rED S1 ATES: ; 

Officer of Apple Corps, Ltd, Reimbursement of expenses. -
-·- ···-, .. I IK) AM 0 AM NOT MA~RIED . 

:\"anw qf Spouse Present arl:lress Citizenship (Country) 

Vnlrn.Onn T "· "'-"- .I- -- Tan an 
19. I HAVe:_Qn_e____(Numhcr) OF CHILDREN: (Ust children below) 

~-!!.me ~ Place of Birth Present Address 

l 
k 

N 0 T APPLTCAB.LR 

' ~-HAVF. SECUREO THE FOLLOWING NUMBER OF EXTENSIONS OF MY TEMPORARY STAY IN THE UNITED STA1ES: 

(:"~bf•r.1 MY LAST EXTENSION WILL EXPIRE: ON! P-\onth, Day, Year) ·' . 
21. 1 HAVE REGISTERED UNDER THE ALIEN REGISTRATION ACT. 1940, OR SECTION 262 OF THE IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY 

ACT. OR IN CONNECTION WITH MY APPLICATION FOR A VISA, AND MY ALIEN REGISTRATION NUMBER IS: NA 
22. I _q. HAV~-~- HAVE NOT SUBMITTED THE ADDRESS REPORTS REQUIRED BY THE ALIEN REGISTRATION ACT OF 1940, 

AS AMENDED AND eY SECTION 26$ OF THE IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT. 

23. 1 IJ HAVE D HAVE NOT BEEN ARRESTED OR CONVICTED OF' ANY CRIMINAL OFFENSE IN THE UNITED STATES OR IN ANY 

FOREIGN COUNTRY. IF ANSWER IS IN THE AFFIRM.\TIVE. GIVE DETAILS: 

See attachment 
24. I 0· HAVE iJ HAVE NOi CLAIMED EXEMPTION ·FROM UNITED STATES MILITARY SERVICE. IF YOU HA\lE Gll/E DETAILS: 

••• I D CIO ~ DID NOT REGISTER FOR SELECTIVE SERVICE . (If you ba1->e registered give the following): 

OATE IUGlSTE:A.ED ISEL.ECTIVE SERV. NO: I NUMBER A_ND AD_DRESS OF LOCAL BOARD 

2f!. I certify thot the obove is true und correct to the best of my knowledge ond belief. (If form prepared by other thano applic-ant. that pt"nml must 
eucute 11em 27.). 

s;9na1ure 'of ~',J. J Jj 
Date 

December 14, 1971 

SIGNATURE OF PERSON: PREPARING FORM, IF OTHER THAN APPliCANT . 

21.1 de7lore t ot thi~~vm~nt was preporf')d by rnt' at the request of tht> owlkont ond is b.od on oil information of which I 
hovetan ; k ow ~· \ 

~ 
; 

\\ Uza '• ') ~1:: 1700 Broadway. N.Y. " 
_,_ 

\I" ll.. 1 Q71 
($i~pliltute) \ {Addreu) (0. .. ) 

.. 
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JD.I 

Deputy Auociate ce-ini01111r 
Travel Coatrol 

John Lemloll end Wife. A17 597 321 

co 212 • 24--C 
Deceaber 16, 1971 

0. Decftber 16, 1971, Mr. Orville 1. Conley, Jr, , Cbiaf of tbe JoaiM1JI'IIIIt 
hetioa, Travel Coatrol, lew tort City, tel•,.._.. ad ateted he Uri n
ceived an a-1 petttioa for llr. ad •n. Jlha a.-- to appear oa tiMI 
Diek Cavett 1'- whieh will IIMt caped at 6 P... teclay. Be alao Uri nceived 
POllll 1·506, with f•a, flNII both of the~. 

After diacuaaioa, it na .. reed n voulcl appwa the petltioa but we would 
uot nquin a dtallp-of•atatua application fw ODe a.,..~. The. PJi!Ople 
wen to be told, howver, that lhoulcl t'bey aptu 1•1• for petaiaatoa to 
accept auch e.ple;•at, they will lulve to cbaap their atet.a to "B• 1114 
then beck apin to "'", 

j cc: AlZ 597 321 

cc: w /r - Job.n I.IJIW 
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co 212 .2'4-c 
wcw .... r 29' 1971 

A .. tataat Ca..itaioaer 
Ad judicatioaa 

John r.e- and Wife, A17 597 321 

On lovr hr 29, 1971, Nr. Orville 1, CoBley, Jr., Cbief of the IMdaiP'eat 
S.cttoa, luvel CGBtnl, ._ Ym City, tale .. uaf COII!IIel'llDs tulljecb, 
Je alated that tbey laall 111WtW eptlicati• fer ateuiea of tlllpO'rary 
etay. teko ...._ it Hill tryt .. to olttata Cdtody of blr ebtld awl 
hop.- to YM the ca• •t fw trial Ia fl:ha flqia late.lll ill fl:ha eady 
part of J~~~~~ary. 'lbe 111bject.l Died the lllkiU:ieaal tiM to coa~alt with 
their attoi'Jlllye in pnpaftlt:lon for the trial. 

1 •thoriaed exteuioa of t..ponry etay atil J-..ry 31, 1972. 

j CC: A17 597 321 

CC: vtr. Ja .,_ 
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AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF .1. 129B 
SUBMITTED ON BEHALF OF JOHN ONO 

LENNON AND YOKO ONO LENNON 

STATE OF NEW YORK 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK 

) ) ss.: 

JOHN ONO LENNON and YOKO ONO LENNON, each being 

severally sworn do depose and say: 

1. That they are the non-immigrants on whose behalf a 

I 129B Petition has been submitted by the Mike Douglas Show 

and that each make t:his affidavit 'in support thereof. 

2. JOHN ONO LENNON is a citizen of the United Kingdom 

and YOKO ONO LENNON is a citizen of Japan, both of whom entered 

the United States on August 13, 1971 and have been here con-

tinually since that date. 

3. There is attached hereto, made a part hereof and 

incorporated by reference, the affidavit on one Allen Klein, 

President of ABKCO Industries, Inc., previously submitted to 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, sworn to in September, 

1971, in support of .a prior application to extend the time of 

our temporary stay in the United States. We and each of us 

subscribe to each of the statements contained in Mr. Klein 1 s 

affidavit and swear 1to the accuracy thereof· as though same 

were fully and at length set forth herein. 

4. Since the date of said affidavit, the custody action 

in the Federal District Court of the Virgin Islands has pro-

ceeded to the point where there is presently pending an Appeal 

in the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the 3rd 

1 Circuit, with regard to an order made and entered in the United 

I 
I 

States District Court:, among other things, awarding custody of 
-" 

Mrs. Lennon 1 s daughter, Kyoko, to Mrs. Lennon. Said Appeal is 

'I 
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I 

I 
ll 
'I 
I 
I 

scheduled to be argued in the Court of Appeals on January 24, 

1972. 

5. An order awarding temporary custody of the infant 

Kyoko, to her natural father Anthony Cox, was entered in the 

action pending in the Court of ~omestic Relations No 4 of Harris 

County, Houston, Texas. Such order further provided for 

Mrs. Lennon to have certain defined visitation with the child. 

6. Notwithstanding the provisions of the Texas Court 

Order, Anthony Cox has deliberately withheld such visitation 

and as a matter'of fact, was found to be in contempt of such 

order and sentenced to a term of imprisonment for five days. 

Mrs. Lennon, by virtue of Mr. Cox's actions has been denied 

the visitation awarded to her by the Court. 

1. Attached hereto and made a part hereof is a letter 

dated January 5, 19"72, from our Texas attorney indicating that 

our appearance in Court on February 10, 1972, is essential to 

the custody action referred to herein and again at: a later 

date for the trial. 

8. Notwithstanding the significance of the custody 

proceeding, and their deep concern and invo~vement therein, the 

deponents being somewhat in the category of "worldwide celeb-

rities", have found it necessary to continue some semblance of 

normal activity. Accordingly, from time to time, deponents 

have been requested and invited to make appearances and to 

the best or their re:collection, the following is a table of 

such appearances: 
• NAME OF SHOW 

DATE PLACE DEPONENT REMUNERATION 

9/21/71 N.Y. Dick Cavett John Ono Lennon 
Yoko Ono Lennon 

$290.00 
' . 
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II 
I 

DATE PLACE 

12/16/71 N.Y. 

NAME OF 
SHOW DEPONENT 

David Frost John Ono Lennon 
Yoko Ono Lennon 

REMUNERATION 

$290.00 
$290.00 

9. The following schedule, to the best of their recollec-

tion sets forth those: occasions at which the public attendance 

of either orie or both of the deponents was demanded·. or required 

due to their reputation and status 
NAME OF 

in the entertainment field: 

DATE PLACE SHOW DEPONENT 

12/10/71 

12/17/71 

10/14/71 

12/9/71 

Ann Arbor, Ann Arbor 
Michigan Concert 

John Ono Lennon 
Yoko Ono Lennon 

N.Y. Aretha John Ono Lennon 

N.Y. 

N.Y. 

Franklin Show Yoko Ono Lennon 

"Free Time" 
Educational 

TV 

"On Women" 

John Ono Lennon 
Yoko Ono Lennon 

Yoko Ono Lennon 

REMUNERATION 

None 
None 

None 
None 

None 
None 

10. Due to our acceptance by the public at large as 

accomplished musicians, authors and entertainers, we have also 

been requested from time to time to appear and be interviewed as 

being news-worthy material in which the public would be intereste~. 

We have also been intE!rviewed in conjunction with the promo- I 
tion of books and records and other works.of'art. The following 

schedule enumerates, t:o the best of our recollection those 

dates: 
NAME OF 

I DATE PLACE SHOW DEPONENT REMUNERATION 

I N.Y. Alex Bennett Yoko Ono Lennon None 
(WPW) 

9/29/71 

10/4/71 N.Y. Joanna 
Ginsberg Yoko Ono Lennon None 

N.Y. Howard Smith Yoko Ono Lennon None 
12/14/71 N.Y. Joanna 

Ginsberg Yoko Ono Lennon None 

N. y • Joe Franklin 
(TV & Radio) Yoko Ono Lennon None 

N.Y. Earl Dowd Yoko Ono Lennon 
John Ono Lennon 

.. 
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11. As indicat:ed in the foregoing schedules, most of the 

appearances set fort:h above were non-remunerative and constitute 

either of interviews of the deponents or either of them, and 

dates for the promotion of certain literary works written by 

each of the deponents. 

12. The files of the Immigration and Naturalization 

service will reflect that in many of the instances referred to 

above, no 129 Petitions were filed·by the "employer-sponsors". I 
We were advise.d by these "employer-sponsors", that no application I 
for H-1 status was necessary, since the unions which exercise ! 

I 

jurisdiction over such matters required no payment for them, 

by virtue of the fact that they fell into the categories of 

personal interviews for news value or promotion of literary 

works, of which deponents were authors, and thus, were not 

deemed to be per~ormances. 

13. Deponents intended in compliance with the expiration 

of their visas to leave this Country on or prior to January 31, 

1972. Regretably, the current status of the two pending custody l 
I 

I 

proceedings will necessitate an application within the next few 

days,for an exten·sion of our respective visas to permit us to 

be present in Court for the actions and hopefully, at the 

conclusion of the litigations, obtain custody of our daughter. 

14. Other than as set forth above, we have no present 

plans for any future activities other than the defense of the 

I 
! 

custody actions during our continued stay in the United States. 

15. We would hope to continue to reside in the New York 

area during the remaining period of our visa and any extention 

thereof which immigration may grant to us. 
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WHEREFORE, deponents respectfully request the United 

States Department of Justice, Immigration and Naturalization 

to grant the 129B Petitions in connection with the-appearances 

of the deponents on the Mike Douglas Show. 

Sworn to before me this 

/ 3~day of January, 1972. 
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TO 

\ 
' 

L'\.FFI D .. \\7JT I~ 0]-~??0R~ ... ~ OF !-.. PPLI CATTO~ 
EXLC:l'(D 'i'D:E o:~ TEY, '"·")~A:lY STAY 0~ , BEHALF 

JOHN 0~0 LENNON AND YOKO ONO LENNON 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 
) ss.: 

CO~~y OF ~~ YORK) 

v 

OF 

Allen Klein, being duly sworn, deposes 

and says: 

1. I am President of ABI{CO INDUSTRIES, INC. 

of 1700 Broadway, New York, New York, a publicly held 

corporation, which acts as the exclusive business manager 

for JOH!."l ONO LENNON, YOKO ONO LENNON, GEORGE P.ARRISON and 

RICHARD STARKEY, as well as the Apple group of companies. 

I submit this"affidavit in support of the application of 

i: John and Yoko Lennon .to extend their temporary stay until 

. , 
!, 

•' 

.. , 
I• ,. 
.! 

•; 

li 
~! 

' ·: 
!• 
!' 

,. 
I' 

November 30th, 1971 • ' . 
2. Mr. and Mrs. Lennon have been in this 

country since August 13th, 1g71 for the purpose of obtain

ing custody of Mrs. Lennon's daughter, Kyoko~ from 

Mr. Anthony Cox~ the child's father and Mrs; Lennon's 

former .husband.· 

3. On September 16th, 1971, a hearing was 
. 

held in the Federal District Court of the Virgin.Islands, 

the court which had granted Mr. Cox and Mrs. Lennon a 

~; divorce· in January 1969, with respect to th~ question o£ 

permanent custody of t:heir child. The judge has rescl."ved 

his decision on this actio::l. A copy ·of a newspaper article 

concerning this hearing is attached hereto, marked 

Exhibit: "A", and is made a. part: hereof. 

- l -
' .. 

' ; . 
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i ·, <!.,.,- \••' • 

4. Nc1twithstanding the Virgin ·Islands. pro-

Gi1 .July l§t • > 19/1 Nr. Cox brought an acCL(W 

,, . against Mrs. Lenne>n in the Court ot: Domesr.ic Relations 

.Number Four of Harris County, Houston, Texas to obtain 

:; 
p~rmanent ·custody of their child ~nd to enjoin Mrs. Lennon. 

,· 

. , 
" ;I 

i ., 

" 

. 
from seeking legal. redress in other jurisdictions. A copy 

of the legal papers served upon Mrs. Lennon is attached 

hereto and marked Exhibit "B", and is made a part .hereo'f • 

Mrs. 'Lennon has interposed an answer, a copy of which is 

hereto annexed, ma·1='ked Exhibit "C" and is made a part 

hereof. Mrs. Lennon's attorney in Houston, Mr. Edward G. 

M.urr, Citizens Bank Building, Suite 700, Houston, Texas, 

has informed ~e that this action may come to trial during 

any day after October 15th, 1971 as the proceedings are 

i; · noticed for trial. 
f! 

Mr. Murr anticipates such notice. 
,. 
:! 
'! 

~: 

•' ,, 

5. In addition, on September 7th, 1971, 

Mr. Cox obtained a show cause order seeking temporary cus-
. . 

tody scheduled for hearing September 27th, 1971. A copy 

of.this order is attached hereto, marked Exhibit "D" and 

:/ is made a part'. hereof. Mrs. Lennon's presence will be 

·' 

., 
; ~ 

" 

necessary if she is to successfully contest Mr. Cox's 

application. 

6.· It is respectfully submitted that 

Mrs. Lennon's presence is absolutely vital fo~ the 

successfu~ defense .:.£ Mrs. Cox's appl.i.cat:i.on .and for 

Mrs. Lennon to"obta:i.n custody of her child. She will be 
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required to attend Court hearings and pre-trial discovery 

proceedings'; the dates of which other than the September 27 _....... .. 

hearing cannot now be ascertained,with ~ny certainty. She 

,will also be required to meet from time to time with her 

Texas counsel to review various .aspects of the proceeding.s 

and t:o prepare properly for the Texas proceedings. 

7. It i's also respectfully submitted that in 

view·of the complexity of thecustody proceedings as ou.::-

lined·above, it would be economically onerous, physically 

straining and emotionally draining to require Mrs. Lennon 

to leave and return t:o the United States between now and 

November 30th .• 1971, the date requested in Mr,. and 

Mrs. Lennon's application. Mrs. Lennon has not seen her· 

child since May 1971 and prior to that time she had not 

seen her chil.d since August 1970. Mr. Cox, the child's 

father. has refusE!d to divulge the whereabouts of the 

child and has kept: the child away from Mrs. Lennon despite 

her pl.~as to him. This s'ituation has resulted in severe 

emotional distress upon Mrs. Lennon. 

B. It is also respectfully submitted that 

;t .. Mr. Lennon's p~esence will. be equally vital in .either ., 
I! I; proceedings. Texas cou.."'lse.l· has informed me that Mr. Lennon 
j; 

H 
1, would be required to testify on behalf of Mrs., Lennon in 
·' li ., order to establish, among other things, the ~itness o£ 

Mrs. Lennon as a P'coper custod:i.a.n, t:he Cype of homelife 

and his feelings t:mvard the, child. }toreover, because of 
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• 
the emotional s;train of these custody proceedings upon 

Mrs. Lennon, Mr. Lennon's physical presence ·wit.hMrs. Lennon· 

at all times is obviously necessary. 

9·. · For all. of .the foregoing reasons • it is 
l i· i 

resvectfully requested that the Immigration and Naturali-· 

zation Service approve the applications of Mr. John Ono 

Lennon and Mrs. Yoko Ono Lennon for extensions of their 

visa until'November 30th, 1971, or alternatively to delay 

Sworn to before me this 
day of Septemb1~r • 

1971.. 

. \ \ 
0~-----~Q_ Q...:, NQ~'-' 

Notary Public 
ALAN Ell1S W~';.O'N}.Tl ~ 

OTARY pua:..:c. r• ... "l.~t ilf ... ,..ew Y«i< 
t4 · No. 2·"".-C~65U15 

c.uaHfi~d in Kinqs {"A).t.:nty ~ 
Commi•slon Expiros to:arcb SO, 1 li7~ 
·'-
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Al.len Klein 
President 
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Re: Cox Vs. Lennon 

Mr. Al Kahn 
Abkco Industries, Inc. 
1700 Broadway 
New York, New York 10019 

Dear Mr. Kahn: 

- •. 

EDWARD G. MURR 
ATTORNEY-AT-LAW 

CITIZENS BANIC BLDG. 

SUITE 700 

HOUSTON. TEXAS 77002 

January 5, l97Z 

. . 

As you know, the hearin9 for the change of temporary custody 
in the above styled cause is set for February 10, 1972 in the Court 
of Domestic Relations #4 of Harris County, Texas. 

It is essential that both Mr. and Mrs. lennon be here at that 
time in order that we may put on testimony to show that Mr. and Mrs. 
Lennon are qualified to act ·in the suit for temporary custody. As 
you know, this is only a temporary hearing and the final hearing on 
the merits will be held at a later date. Nevertheless, I think we 
should have.Mr. and Mrs. Lennon here a couple of day~ prior to 
February lOth, in order tha.t we may discuss this matter with them 
and go into great detail concerning their qualifications in the tem
llorary custody matter. 

As yet we have not been able to take deposttions and interroga
tories concerning both Mr. and Mrs. Lennon and Mr. Cox. The lawyers 
for Mr. Cox have indicated to us that they desire-to take these 
interrogatories and depositions in April or May of this year so that 
we can perpetuate testimony for the final trial on the merits of this 
matter. · 

Again, I stress the importance -of having both Mr. and Mrs. Lennon 
here for the hearing set for February 10, 1972, or a couple of days 
prior to that date so we may discuss this matter with them. 

Very_ truly yours, u /-.-
(;;.;:r ?-- 0-Z / - J- /9 ?·:!-{_ 
E:ow~-rd'- G. Murr 

EGM:bk 

.-
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AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF CF.ANGE 
OF STATUS APPLICATION 

STAT<:: OF NEt-~ YORK ) ss.: COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) 

MICHAEI. B. KRAMER, being duly sworn, deposes and 

says: 

1. I have prepared Form I-506 ~nd I make this affidavit 

in connection with item 23 for a change of non-immigrant st~tus 

of JOHN LENNON. I have been informed by APPLE CORPS LTD., I 
~c .. 

England, that the following are the facts surrounding Mr. 

conviction, referred to in item 23. 

I 
Lennon'tt 

I 
I 

a. Mr. Lennon was tried in Marylebone, Magistrate 

Court, London. 

b. He was convicted on November 28, 1968 of 

possession of cannabis, contrary to the Dangerous Drugs Act of 

1965. 

c. He was fined e150 plus costs of &21. 

Sworn to before me this 

AlJ\N ELUS HC.",r..\'!~TZ 
NOTARY Pli3LlG. St:>tl! of N~w York 

Uo. 2.f-{l9(L315 
Qualiftc-d In Eir~'1 rwnty . 

r.nmMt!:~J.r-n ('!':~'res. l.":sc~t 30, 1D/.&)-

~~ 
c MICHAEL :B • KRAMER t-, 

l 

I 
' 

! 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURAUZATION SERVICE 

APPLICATION FOR CHANGE 
OF NONIMMIGRANT STATUS 

(Under Section 248 of the Immigration and Nationality Ad) 
__., Please read the instntctiOO$ on the last pqe 

I hereby apply to have my status in the United States changed to tha 

I wish to remain in the United States in that new status until 

This 

Reclcmiflcation to 

D STAY 

I HAVE 'RESIDED AT 

13. I DESIRE TO HAVE MY NONIMMIGRANT 

FROM: 

To appear on the Dick Ca,rett 3how 

author, actor 

• 
( 

Form Approved 
Budget Bureau No. 43-R034Z 

Fee Stamp 

l' I "I.:; < i 

{J-( 
(Studen~ vmw, etc.) 

(Month, D•y, Year) 

VISA 

$TATES 0 HAS JXl HAS NOT BEI~Ji.-EHAN<OED 

SINCE. MY ENTRY (If clwlged, give 

or State), (Country) 

TO: (Month, Day, Year) 

REASONS: 

and John Lennon to appear 

" ( . 

tn 

( 

S. COVERIUIIONT PRUtTINC. Of'FICE: 197G-3U·$05 
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t6. ! 0 HAVE 0 HAVE NOT BEEN EMPLOYEO OR ENGAGED IN BUSINESS SINCE ENTERING THE UNITED STATES. IF ANSWER IS IN 

AFFIRMATIVE. COMPLE:l'E THE FOLLOWING: 

NATURE OF OCCUPATION OR BUSINESS IN WHICH I 0 AM 0 WAS EMPLOYED: 

-
NAME OF EMPLOYER OR BUSINESS FIRM ll(llfiRESS 

........ -
( 

r 
MY EMPL.OYMENT OR ENGAGEMENT IN BUSINESS BEGAN ON: (Month, Day. Year) I AND •Nc•c ON' (Month, Day, Yea<) 

f 

f 
MY MONTHLY INCOME FROM EMPLOYMENT OR BUSI;.;.·E:ss 0 lS 0 WAS; $ ' 

17 IF NOT EMPLOYED OR ENGAGED IN BUSINESS IN THE UNITED STATE'S, DESCRIBE FULLY THE SOURCE AND AMOUNT OF YOUR 

INCOME ABROAD AND HOW SUPPORTED WHILE IN THE UNIT£0 STATES: 

I am an officer and director of Apple Recoros & Apple Films who 
t 

ar'e paying my -
~;F~ses while in the United States. 

[}i1 ,I,.M D AM NOT MARRIED 

Nanll' of Spouse Present address Citizenship (Country.! 

Yo~e> Ui'\o "'ir.. """-~ ...IC...r:l~ If· 
19, I HAVE I (Number) OF CHILDREN: (List children below) 

, . 
~ Present Address Name Place of Birth 

.l (..(.., I. (""""' f (;:;- "'""" \ c.........A ~::. ........ \"--d , 
~· 

1(. 

(, 

( 

20 I HAVE SECURED THE FOLlOWING NUMBER OF EXTENSIONS OF MY TEMPORARY STAY IN THE UNITED STATES: 'J" 

(Xumher) U_ot'twJ'~ MY LAST EXTENSION WILL EXPIRE ON: 
(Month, Day, Year) " 

21 I HAVE REGISTERED UNDER THE ALIEN REGISTRATION ACT. 1940. OR SECTION 262 OF THE IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY 

ACI. OR JN CONNECTION WITH MY APPLICATION FOR A VISA, AND MY ALIEN REGISTRAYION NUMBER IS: bl.i~• 

22, I 0 HAVE: 0 HAVE NOT SUBMITTED THE ADDRESS REPORTS REQUIRED BY THE ALIEN REGISTRATION ACT OF !940, 
AS AMENDED ANO BY SECTION 265 OF THE: IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT. 

.~ 
23. I c! HAVE 0 HAVE: NOT BEEN ARRESTED OR CONVICTED OF ANY CRIMINAL OFFifN~E ;r THE UNITED STATES OR IN ANY 

F REIGN t;OUNTR~ IF ANSWER IS IN THE AFFIRMATIVE. GIVE DETAILS: Cc,'W\'f'IC.. & OY\ ~0\(. :J.!J \C[fc,~~ of 
?<'te9S.''t. 0 ~~..,;,lo..._s '-"'"+.-...rt it> "\k ~roo.s "\)~7. f\c...i o~ IH$"". C..,"v1c.-fo.J ~~ 

t" yle.. "'<2- "51S~s Ccu.r't > l-o~o"- _2_ £.1\5~. 11\.lii: ISO i. ~lOA$ CG~u.ri.:osil;, .;;l.l 

24, I D HAVE D HAVE NOT CLAIMED EXEMPTION FROM UNITED STAT£S hULITARY SERVICE. IF YOU HAVE GIVE DETAILS: 

tJof Apti,U..ble 

••• I D DID t&l DID NOT REGISTE:R FOR SELECTIVE SERVICE. (If you haVe register~ give the following): 

DATE REGISTERED 1 SELECTIVE sERv. NO.J NuM!ntR"AND-ADDRDS o,:- LOCAL aoARD 

26. I certify that the obove is true and comx:t to the bet~t of my knowledge and belief, (If £qrq. prepared by other than applicant, that person must 

e)~eute 1tem 27.). .. r\ 

~s~ 
:J ./fl\ AA Ll. !\ I Dare 

SIGNATURE OF PERSON PREPARING FORM, IF OTHER THAN APPLICANT 
27.1 dedore that this document was prepared by me at the request of the applicant and is bosed on all inforrnation of which r 

hove ony knowledge, 

(Sig11.1tnre) (Addres.) (Date) 

198 



FILE 
CO 212.24-C 
September 28, 1971 

Maail J. Muon 
tm.igration EKiminer 

John Lennon, Al7 587 321 

On Septlllllber 24, 1971., Mr. Abe Spivack, AaaiSt:ant Diatrict 
Director, Travel Cont:I:'Ol, Jllew York Cf. ty ldviaed Mr, Bernaen 
that the subject and hie Wife bed requested additional 
extenaions of stay for the purpose of pureuing Mr1. Lennon's 
lawsuit for custody of her Mild on which a bearill,l is ex
pected November 15, 1971. 

Mr. Spivack was advised that Mr. and Mrs. Lennon could be 
given extensions of stay until Nov.mber 30, 1971 for the 
purpose of purauing thia l~euit. 

~C: Al7 597 321 

""""' TC:MIM:lmg 
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[.· ~a ....... __ ..._ 

STANDARD AFTRA ENGAGEMENT CONTRACT FOR SINCjLE TELEVISION BROADCAST 
AND FOR MULTIPLE TELEVISION BROADCASTS WITliN ONE CALENDAR WEEK 

' 

\ 

Dated: . I· :'-~~ . .3~. . . . 197 1 

Between .~o~ -~~o;tr_ ... '-/. .. Aff\:1. )(.~~~- -~ •. 
11®. -~Y .1• • ~~Y~ ............ / ........ hereinaftercalltd"Petformer", 

and 

DAPHNE PRODUCTIONS, INC., 1650 Broadway, N.Y.C., hereinafulr called "Producer". 
I 

• i 

Performer shall render artistic aetvices in con.nection with the reh ... and broadcast of the program(s) designated below 
and preparation in connection with the. part or part1; to be played: 

mLE OF PROORAM: "TilE DICK CA 1/ETI SHOW" 

TYPE OF PROGRAM: Sustaining ( ) Cornmercial ( X ) Closed Circuit ( ) 

SPONSOR (if commereial): . Participating 

NUMBI!R OF GUARANTEED DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT: Not ~plicable 
(if Par. 19 of the AFTRA Code is applicable) 

PLACE OF PERFORMANCE*: ABC TELEVISION.rmiDI.O 15, 202 West 58th Street, N.Y.C. . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 
SCHIIDULED FINAL PERFORMANCE DAY: -m.· '""" .. .4l;R.•. -~· ....... . 
AFTRA CLASSIFICATION: PRDI'CD.&L . . . . . . . . . . . 
PART(S) TO BB PLAYED: 

COMPENSATION: ... ~~,.QO ......... . 

MAXIMUM REHEARSAL HOURS INCLUDED IN ABOVE tUIPENSATION: 
(if Par. S6(b) of the AFTRA Code is applicable) 

Execution of thls agreement lignifies accep!lmce by Producer· and Performer of all of. !he above terms and coodltioas and 
thOle on the mme hereof and attached hereto, if 1111y. 

DAI'I:INE PRODUCTIONS, INC • 

By . . ..... ~ ........ 
. . . . . . . . . . . . ' ........ 1-~.t;,i.o~~ ·N~,;,j,;.: ............. · · · · • · · · 

.......... ~ .................................. ' .......... . 
Social Soourity Number 

203 



STANDARD AFTRA EN<,;AGEMENT CONTRACT FOR SINGLE TELiVIIIolll ~OADCAST 
AND FOR MULTIPLETELEVL'liON BROADCASTS WITHIN ONE CALENDAR WEEK 

Dated: . . J.gpat. :so. . . . . 197 t 

Between •. :mo .ol'O .. ~~~ \. A~fk· .i....~J~ ~<:.. · · · 
.J]ISJ .. ~J..w ·Y'· .. ~ :\t ... ~ .. ~• ........... hereinaftercalled''Perfonner", 

and 
\, q! 

· . . , 
·' .I 

I 
t 
I 

DAPHNE PRODUCTIONS, INC., 1650 Broellway, N.Y.C., hereinafter called "Producer". J(" 

Performer shall render 11!11stic se.rvices in c~~tion with the rehearsal and broadcast of the program(s) designa ... :tlllllnr\ f , 
and preparation in connection With the part or puu\to be played: ' · · 

TITLE OF PROGRAM: "mE DICK CAV~TT SHOW" . . . . . . . . . . . .. . . . . . . .... ,• ... 

'1'\'PE OF PROGRAM: Sustaining ( ) Comsll~fial ( X ) Closed Circuit ( ) 

SPONSOR (if commercial): . Participating 

NUMBER OF. GUARANTEED DAYS OF EMPLOY~: Not Applicable 
· (if Par. 19 of the AFTRA Code is applicable) 1 • 

PLACE OF PERFORMANCE*: .... ~.T~~~~9~ ~~'? l.S •. 2~2.~es! ~S!b.St,re~t..N;Y:C: .• 
!ICHI!DULEDFINALPERFORMANCEDAY: .. ns Pll/71 . J.IRa. .TIIJ. . 

AFTRA CLASSIFICATION: 

PART(S)TOBEPLAYED:. 

COMPENSATION: . . . 

. PRDICDJ.L. 

.~IJfQ~~ 

···~·.~ ..... 
MAXIMUM lU!HEARSAL HOURS INCLUDED IN ABOVE COMPENSATION: 

(If Par. S6{b) of the AFTRA Code is applicable) 

•. 

Execution of this agreement signif~es accepta.nce by Producer and Perfonner of all of the above tenns and conditions and 
those on the revene hereof and attached hereto, if any. 

DAPHNE PRODUCTIONS, INC. 

C'_ k-- .. ~ .. ~ .......................... . 
Petform.or 

......................................................... 
Telephone Number 

.......................................................... 
Soclol Security Number 

204 
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~. 
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' ' 

Date: 

Carrie<: 

I 
.. }1' 

i 
. I 

I.., 1..,.,< ' 
I " , •. 
I ' r'> 

,. 
' l : ', /\~' ,_. ' .. 

~· 
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IMPORTANT NOTICE 

'· 

.. 
e Retain this pennlt In your possession. • ·- "' · ·.·~ ;~: '1:.·.;.~· ·.·.~. e You are permiued to rc:nWn iD the U.S. for . ~·.' .. ··~· ~ the time indicated. 
• To rem<~in oast this period, without permission 

from immlgra!ftln au1horities, is a violation 
of law. f 
WHEN YOU LEAVE THE UNITED STATES · ~. 

e 8y sea or air, surrender this permit to .''.·.!·:.~.'' .. ·. 
transportation line. ;,, 4'1! 

e Over Canadian border, surrender this pernltt •',};· .'.:1' •• 
to Canadian immigration Officer. ~ ,:ft 

e Over Me~lcan border, surrender this permit fo · · 
Unit'd States Immiaratlon OJfu:er. :~ ~ 

1\ECOJUl OF EXTI!NSIONS 'l·rJ..'/• 7/ ! .. ; , 

: J1~.r~Y~ }t 
,. ~ ...... - ...................... Offic.e ................. lp~ ii 

.. ~Jtj.9.7.fb Office ........ ~ 1 
... ~ T/ ,: .~ 

., ~ 1.!.-~RTURE RECORD .. l 
' ·~ . i .Port: 

Date: 

'Carrier: 

To: 

(C014ntry <tf distmbarkatlon' , 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICB 

Immigration ·and. Naturalization Service 
Fonn Approved budget Bureau No . .43-R311.7 

. ARRIVAL- DEPARTURE RECORD 
Form I-94 (Rev. 7wl-64) 

· ..• ;;.; .... ,. 
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__ ... ,. 1/ 
MAY I. IIDI'I'KIN ' 
UA PI'MR (41 CPR) tol•1tol \...... )· 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
TO DATB: July 21, 1971 

PROM. M. J, Mason 
Immigration Examiner 

SUBJECT: Mr. and Mrs • John Lennon 

( 

Miss Gilchrist, Visa Office (101·22900) advises that a tel.e!Jl'8111 from 
the London Embassy states the subjects have applied for B·l/2 visas to 
consult with business associates in NYO ll2'ld to attend custody hearing 

\. in st. Thomas, Virgin Is1112'lds on JuJ.;y 26, 1971. 

(

1 
'fb.ey plan to arrive NYO T/21 ll2'ld rema.in for four weeks ll2'ld state } 
recommends 212(d)(3)(A) be authorized, 

At:'Mr. Bernsen's/direotion,{Miss Gi1ohr:l.stlwas asked to verify that 
the LenDons had departed the u. s. Also i~ view of item in washington 
Star about July 16, 1971 which indicated Mrs. Lennon intended to make 
her home in the u. S. to find out in the light of this item what their 
plans are. ~· 

On J'uly 26, 1971/Miss e1a.t.ltn ~ notified that Section 2l2(d)(3)(A) 
authorization had been granted, /(See CO order of July 26, 1971.). 1 

'fC :KIM: hem 

:&y U.S. Savings Bondr Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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CO 214b-C 

FILE .tutr t9, t971 

M. J. Mason 

John Lennon 

Mr. Sol Marks, District Director Hew York City advised Mr. Bernson 
July 19 , 19 71 that Kr. Johll l..eJIDm wou 14 DOt appear at the Pekis tan 
Benefit iD Mldiaon Square Olrdea, lew York City in Au£ust, 1971. 
He advillea, however, that Mr. l.iogo Starr aod Mr. George Harrison 
would still appear. 

TC: :tdr 
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.. . . .•... k' ' 
INDUSTRIES, INC. . CD 1700 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10019/TEL. (212) 582·5533 

June 14, 1971 

Department of Immigration 
30 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

Attention: Mr. Sol Marks 

& Naturalization 

Re; John and Yoko Lennon 

Gentlemen: 

I ~ 

./ .v.-.)'\ 't 'l \ 
~ &Y S>: vl: ~ ,)Jc· 

V" ~~ ·J'~ VI 

This letter is being submitted in connection with the appli
cation of John and Yoko Lennon to extend their visas for a period 
of 30 days for a visit to the United States, which visas are due 
to expire June 14, 1971. The undersigned is employed by ABRCO 
Industries, Inc., a publicly held corporation, who acts as the 
exclusive business manager of the Apple Group of companies and 
John and Yoko Lennon. The statements made herein are based upon 
information known to the undersigned or supplied by the applicants. 

Mr. and Mrs. Lennon arrived in the United States on June 1, 
1971 in connection with certain proposed proceedings by Mrs. Lennon 
to obtain custody of her child,Kyoko, age 8. When Mrs. Lennon was 
divorced in January 1969 from the child's father, Anthony D. Cox, 
the is-sue o£ custody was "left open for future determina~ion by a 
Court of competent jurisdiction," Since the divorce, Mr. Cox has 
had possession of the child and has travelled throughout various 
parts of the world with the child, and, except for limited occa
sions, he has not permitted Mrs. Lennon access or visitation with 
the child. Efforts to resolve the custody issue without litigation 
have been fruitless. 

In mid May it was learned that Mr. Cox and the child had.left 
Spain where they were residing and had come to Bellport, New York, 
Mrs. Lennon was advised, in view of the unsuccessful non-legal 
attempts at resolving the issue of custody, that her best recourse 
would be a habeas corpus proceeding in New York. In this connec
tion, the law firm of Siben & Siben, located at 90 East Main Street, 
Bayshore, New York, were contacted to prepare the papers for these 
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ilbllco 
Department of Immigration & Naturalization 
June 14, 1971 
page 2. 

proceedings,and the Lennons were requested to come to New York. 
When the Lennons arrived in New York, they learned that the child 
was no longer at the Bellport address and her whereabouts were 
unknown. Mrs. Lennon has just learned that the child has been 
found at another address in Bellport; and the Siben law firm has 
been retained to draw up the necessary legal papers and commence 
forthwith the custody proceedings. I am informed by Roy J. Litwin, 
Esq. of the Siben law firm that these proceedings will be insti
tuted sometime this week. He further informs me that Mr. Lennon's 
presence in the custody proceedings will be necessary and material. 
Mr. Litwin added that he could not be certain how long these pro
ceedings will last, although habeas corpus actions are summary 
proceedings. 

Should you have any questions concerning this letter, please 
feel free to communicate with the undersigned, 

Very truly yours, 

HS:ln 
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TO 

OPTIONAL F'ORM t<,) :0 
MAY 1siJ2 EDI'tiON 
GSA FPMR (~I C!=t1) ttt,\\,6 

ITNITF:Tl ST.\TES LOVERNME!\T 

Menzorandum 
MEHOP.ANDUM FOH FILE 

CO 214b-C ~/ 
DATE: June 14, 1971 

FROM Deputy Assod.1te CommisAioner 
Trnvel Control 

SUBJECT: John LeMon 

/ 

Last Friday District Director Marks, New York, called and stated he 
has learned that John Lennon will apply for a 30 day extension of 
stay, The application was to be supported by evidence which was 
supposed would be submitted today, I suggested Mr. Marks call me 
after he had the evidence, 

Today Mr, Harks called again and stated the evidence he has shows 
that John Lennon and his wife have been searching for a long time 
for hi.s wife's ~hild, The child has now been located and she 
intends to file a habeas corpus action and a custody suit. So that 
Hr. Lennon might be here during these proceedings the request for a 
30 day extension of stay has been filed, 

After. discussing the matter v7ith Hr, Greene I told Hr, Harks that 
subject's application should be denied but that he should be given 3tHI<J1 
voluntary departure time, Hr, Harks was not in agreement with this 
suggestion and desired to grant the applic11tion, I told him in view 
of our previous experience with Lennon we wished to hAve the action 
taken that we had directed, 

CC: I·J/i' • LENNON, John 

CC: Al7 597 321 

JML:iwh 

i 
~ Buy U.S. Sa11ings Bonds Regt~larly on the Payroll Savitlgs Plan 
·~-·-··- ···········-·· ···---- --·--·-··-·T·. 



.TED STATE£ D~~RTMENT OF ,TIC. 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

IL'o ....... II IF& 
...... t.lnlllk 
elfl.._t·eu ..... .... 
, ..... ,,. e .......... , ..... 

FileN~ 
Date: ... W,ltft 

PLEASE NOTE THE ITEM OR ITEMS CHECKED lKJ BELOW WITH REGARD TO YOUR APPLICATION. 

J.ljJ Upon consideration, it is ordered that y~ur application for extension of temporary stay be denied for 
the following reason: 

a.[] You have failed to establish that you intend to depart from the United States within a definite 
time. 

b.[] You have failed to establish that you have a residence abroad to which you intend to return. 

c.[] You have failed to establish that you can financially maintain yourself as a bona fide nonimmi· 
grant. 

d.[] You have failed to establish that the purpose for which you were admitted has not been accom· 
plished and that your requested extension is not merely an attempt to prolong your stay indefinitely. 

e.[] You have violated your nonimmigrant status by accepting unauthorized employment in the United 
States. 

1-1 .. ~Jt tn~ ,_.--; tl • J•a&lf • 1: I ••m••· 11 111•• 
f. <a-' ,.. ••• . ...... ~- ....... - ..... ,.., "· 11ft • 

..... ,. • ••t&tlll ••• ., ... 0 1'111 .... - ............... . 
2. 0 It will be necessary for you to depart from the United States not later than . 

You must notify this office before that date' of the arrangements you have made to effect your 1eparture, 
including the date, place and manner of departure. USE THE ENCLOSED SELF-ADDRESSED C'ARD 
TO NOTIFY THIS OFFICE REGARDING DEPARTURE ARRANGEMENTS. POSTAGE IS NOT 
REQUIRED. At the time of your departure, do not fail to surrender Form 1·94, ARRIVAL-DEPARTURE 
RECORD, in accordance with instructions on that fo~. 

3. [] Upon consideration, it is ordered that your application as a nonimmigrant student for permission to 
engage in employment be denied for the following reason: 

F,nclosures: 

F..., 1•541 
(lhv. 1•1•70) 

.-J Fonn 1·94 (I) 
CJ Your Passport 
0 

GPO Be&• 782 
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........ tl ••• 

I. ... TEP STATE.S QEPARTMENT OF .TlCo. 
IMMIGRATION ANO NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

IN. tlllllltt. I 1111 ttl•--. 1:1111 •• .... 
, ......... f 
....... •• t._a.&t 

Date: .... lo&,llft 

PLEASE NOTE THE ITEM OR ITEMS CHECKED fK] BELOW WITH REGARD TO YOUR APPLICATION. 

1. liJ Upon consideration, it is ordered that your application for extension of temporary stay be denied for 
the following reason: 

a. [] You have failed to establish that you intend to depart from the United States within a definite 
time. 

b.[] You have failed to establish that you have a residence abroad to which you intend to return. 

c.[] You have failed to establish that you can financially maintain yourself as a bona fide nonimmi
grant. 

d. [] You have failed to establish that the purpose for which you were admitted has not been accom
plished and that your requested extension is not merely an attempt to prolong your stay indefinitely. 

e. [] You have violated your nonimmigrant status hy accepting unauthorized e!llployment in the United 
States • 

.. ••a 112.111 k,...- • •......., • In PI •tnrt•· linea, 
'· 1iJ ,.. ••• rt••IIU • ... ••u •• • • .,. • ..u ,., u, am • 

..... ,.. tit~· I Y1 1 .. llilllUI P' 17 lll ........ ,... Wlll'l tlllW. 
2. 0 It will be necessary for you to depart from the United States not later than ". _ . 

You must notify this office before that date of the arrangements you have made to effect your 'eparture, 
incl11ding the date, place and manner of departure. USE THE ENCLOSED SELF· ADDRESSED ':ARD 
TO NOTIFY THIS OFFICE REGARDING DEPARTURE ARRANGEMENTS. POSTAGE IS NOT 
REQUIRED. At the time of your departure, do not fail to surrender Form 1·94, ARRIVAL· DEPARTURE 
RECORD, in accordance with lnstruct.ions on that lo!!!!. 

3. [] Upnn consideration, it is ordered that your application as a nonimmigrant student for permission to 
engage in employment be denied for the following reason: 

Enclosures: 

,_,.,., 
(R~v. 1-1·70) 

\;] Form 1-94 Cl) 
0 Your Passport 
0 Very truly yours, 

<'--· ~ ~ICT ~CTOR ~· 
GPO 1988· ?82 
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UNITED STAii!S IJE'I"ARTMe:NT OJ::' JUSTICE 
IMMJGI'?ATJON AND IIIA'rURALll:ATION ~E:RVICE 

APPLICATION TO EXTE. 
TIME OF TEMPORARY STAY 

1-~- -~-· 

I HEREBY APPLY TO EXTEND MY TEMPORARY STAY IN 
THE UNITED STATES 

RBAD T'i~'~'Rt'<:TTCf\':" CA ll":!'f]LL Y. 
FEE \\ILL \'OT Bf: REFII'iPJ• D. 

----~--·· 

I 

1------~-._sp._o-_us_e and chifd;;n f;r~;;;horn you ~e seeki~~~iot1 do r~!_ef1de wi.t~~~;~ 

Forfl\ approved 
Budget Bureau Nt>, 43 • RG06S 

17. (!MNt "llrwt•" r>r ''lfal'l! Not") 0 ~, 
I EEN EMPLOYED OR ENGAGED IN BUSINESS IN THE UNITED STATES. 

If YOU HAVE BEEN EM.PLOY~D OR EN AGEl) "~~S.~NES~_I_~! ~~ITE.~~ ~~~~ES. COMPLETE .~HE REST OF THE BL.Q..C!:_ ············-~---
NAM( AND AORRESS OF EMPLOYER OR BUSINESS 

I RECEIVE _____ _ 

i 19. I AM VISITING THE FOLLOWING PERS~O-N·S··~I·N-TH_E_····+---n::::::;:::.:;;::.::.~--\--=.-----.,~-,-~~--==""-~----------~ 

120. I ATTACH WRITIEN STATEMENT FROM 

I 

L_.._ ___ ..:.__..=........_~~~,..:,..=~c~!:-.~-:.__ff?<?t.!} ___ ,_....c'-'"~'" 
FORM 1·94 OR SW 434 

FORM 1·539 (REV. 11-1-70) 

IC 
I[ 

ll 

c 
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DO NOT WRITE BI<:LOW THIS LIXE . FOR GOVERNMENT IJSE ONLY. 
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.......... v •• .,. 
1.597 Meh .,.. 
Laqe. Jlodde 33540 

..... *• . ..,., 

eo an.w 

t.ef!mlaoe 11 _.. •,..... fwl!ar.u leUft., J•uur 26, ltn · .,...,.illa .. Yift.t of lCl'. J• 1' , .. a till llllW ftdu. 

M J11U ... fiWU.lJ ...,.., Mr. lot I '1 U lfiiUJ 'fUiU 
to 1M Uat.W lt._ for ......... 111t11 .,. ~ .,_ 
.. I'ICJ r ddiAMl ef tN 111 1 flit eC • ._. afte:l all of the 
fact.en ill laS. All W ..._ cefthlly ..,.h ..... 

Jou.-., 11111 ....,1•1 1rln to Afdl lt70, 111'. lru• ••uw 
fn. 11111 II !17 VS.t.Uit 11M pldoil ............. t.'IMin ,_ .. 
badt.Mttoa 1111 1ae1 •: td 1M ._ of Ilia • • I..._ • t:11t1t alp. 
Aocadf.llely, liMe .... WU & l&sitfndt .... M td.ll a. Yltlt 
w.. Cl Jtltl'J ...... for ........... M ................ fw .... Qt£111 
,...w .. .. , ltlt 1. 1970. 

s--.1,., 

cY~r-~ 
() J- '· GllUIC 

Auoct ... c......,.. 
O,.ntte£1 
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(b )(6) 

.I . 

I . 

Del - u, 19"12 

o.r Mr. Wlldllll 

Al101lll:uw, tbe .pd...s.lafl ot lllt.l.\t4rtc llriltt. pr1c" to tbe 
..........., ot a ciMlld.oa of tt. ~ Iaq,aUJ Otft.cle 11 
tattnll4f.laoa\i01111'J wltlt llat; .m. ..... atpnl4a Cl1l b1l 
nw ot tbt u=;mtr IDl DO'fll\Y' of tbe 11111111&'f01ftld 11*1 
...... to • bt t.tll tbat. ~ lfttfl., .. 
llelpf\&1.. 

AGWdlftlll' ,. ... .,..S.\tecl to- 1114 adlrd.\ .. bd.t.1.&1 
'brW' ot ~ 1ac11. 'ftlt ,.,. at IIIMI':f.DI britt 
.. flllt.tlllleri dlllllllll it 414 lOt .. to nqu1llt. NJ~ll, 
I blfs..-. at. U. ._ ot tt. ~ tllat. ,_ VDU1ct 'l:lt ciwa 
epswtaal tr tor Npl,y. 

,_ PD'1o4 ot tbnt ...._ t• lllll:lh NPlJ .. _.. taaM et• v•t. 
at t1a1t potat. 11111 x OMI.tder tM •"- ..,. ape r .. cSeetld.oa. 
Iolar ftlqM\ tor Alrliber U. ia &Ndt4. 

verr tnlJ.roura, 

~-::-~.~ 
IRA F.tii.D8'1UL 
8peoill. Iaqn!17 om .. 

\ 
\ 
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Bet I IUOil, John Willlton Ono 
A.l.1,., )21 
LP'. Ipp Opp 

I I (b)(6) 
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District Director, 
U.S.Immigration & Naturalization Service, 
20 West Broadway, 
New York, N Y 10007 

Gentlemen:-

Note attached: 

Box 304 Murrells Inlet sc 
29576 

Oct. 18, 1972. 

I would like to know the present status of the 
move to deport John Lennon and his wife Yoko Ono. 

John Lindsay and others intervened, for reasons 
not clear. 

One wonders if such int~rvention, which clearly 
was INTENDED to influence official action, succeeded in doing 
so. 

Please bring me up to date, and oblige~ 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AHD NA1VUUZATION SIRYICI 

1280 w. Peachtree Street, N.w. 
Atlanta, Georgia 30309 

--·---

October ll, 1972 

Mr. E. P. Thornton 
P. 0. Box 304 
Murrells Inlet, S. c. 29576 

Dear Mr. Thornton: 

Reference is made to your letter of inquiry concerning 
Mr. and Mrs. John Lennon which was forwarded to this office. 

I have taken the liberty of forwarding your letter to our 
New York office, which office has jurisdiction over the 
matter referred to in your letter. In the event you desire 
to further communicate with this Service concerning Mr. and 
Mrs. Lennon, the following address is furnished for your 
information: 

District Director 
u. S. Immigration & Naturalization Service 
20 West Broa~way 
New York, New York 10007 

Sincerely, 

District Director 



~ 

f. P.-TON 
P. 0. Box 304 

MURREUS INLET, S. C. 2957& 

~ 

• 

District Director 
U.S.Immigration & Naturalization Serv 

20 West Broadway 
New York, N Y 10007 

( 

" 



(b )(6) 

..... co F01111U (Rev• we-71) ' · .. -·--~---·I- ... ~. · 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMEMT OF' }UmCE 

• llrMIGRATION AND NATURAL''""riON SERVICE 
? "' INVESTIGATIONS Oil& 

WASHINGT~~~%~ 
·,,1 · , .: MML UN\11 

~~.~ ,<.,. ~20 ~~ \\', Q1 D11o 10/17/72 

To: i.CI']l Qti . 
0 ao,tanat c......Hi onw NO COPY RETAIINED IB 00. 

0 Bli'llni!OO 

0 Rlch11ond 

0St· Pt~~l 
0 S• Pldro 

Anon lion: Anlot•r Roalonal Co.teol_, IAnollaetlollt 

IE Dtotrtct Olueror Nell! York 1 Nell! Ym:k 
Atttnllon: Anllll•t Dbtrlet DINttll, )lrrelltt,ollllll 

0 

••: John and Yoko Lennon, Al7 597 321 and 

I I 

[!) P11 JOii'lafiiUtioa. 0 ,ot MCIIIIIJ ICtiolo 0 ~unit Npott, 

The attached correspondence concerning the subjects 
is for your information and inclusion in the relating 
files, No reply was made or is contemplated. No 
copy of the letter was retained by this office, 
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. JOHN LENNON and YOfmlmtJ 
go to it~1mense ~trouble to be 

involved in •. atf1 irs against the 
Establishment. J.itd then proceed 
to bleat when authority turns it 
back on them. 

Their latest little venture is 
hardly likely to win friends and 
Influence people. For they have 
just produced an album in the 
States that includes a song 
"The Pope Smokes Dope." 

Part of the song goes: 
"God is high on mescaline 
Satan's high on smack 
Popes in Rome get stoned on 

grass 
Jesus freaks are back." 
The excuse is that it's a fun 

record and no one is supposed 
to take it seriously. Rubbish ! It's 
good to hear that no regular 
American broadcasting station has 
been willing to play it. 

* * * CHARLES BRONSON and his 
British-born wife JILL IRE

LAND (remember her in 
"Shane"?) are a husband-and-wife 
team that enjoy working together. 
They are presently filming "The 
Meehanlc" on the pioturesque 
shores of Lake Amalfi in Southern 
Italy, Jill ·turned down an offer to 
appear In her husband's next film, 
"Valaclll", in which she would 
have played a lesbian. In "The 
Mechanic" she portrays a prosti
tute. Says Jill: "Enough is 
enough". 

* * * BURT LANCASTER, filming 
'Vlzana's Raldtt in Arizona, 

says he will be making his debut 
as a director on his next picture, 
a mystery called "Slade''. Burt 
joins the ever-growing list of 
stars who are turning from acting 
to directing because of the chal
lenge it affords. • 

ILLUSTRATED LIFE RHODESIA, lst June, 1'972 
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ISS 
tlism? (4, 2, 3·~): 8. Lov~ a chap in 
speak clearly (lC);.lO. tag the first 
ling cat woman"! (5·4); 14. Lovable 
1g (7); 17. Fruity object of serpent's 
:oken crate (5); 19. Faithfulness (7); 
12. An appeal to clear air? (9); 24 . 
.eting (5); 27. Drunk finally but not 
1 (4); 29. City container did better 

WN 
ruction (4·2); 2. Tire out the group 
II into dog's home I hear (5); 4. Ao 
1 (9); 5. Madly spotty? (5); 6. Nero 
tworthy stone (4); 10. Irascible in 
· (6-6); 12. Composer sounds inclined 
Aoglican folly I see awry (4, 2, 3); 
21. Result of burning weight in 

vaggon, lover (5); 23. An additional 
m (4); 26. Bubbles (4). 

tt's Solution 
>se; 10. Writhe; 12. Eleano-r; 13. Leveret; 

CeMure: 23. Ireland: 24. Inmate; 25. 

~; 4. Gastrophiles; 6. Caravel; 7 and 20. 
ood-thirsty; 15. Ejection; 16, Transmit; 

Across 
l. Eye-catcbln~(ll); 7. One may hit it 
to get drunk ( ; 8. Gas measure (5}; 9. 
Po as Oliver oes @; 12. Concur (5); 
13. Ob runs (anag.) (6); US. It's in tbe 
middle (6); 16. The rogue in the pack 
(5); 17. An object one may take (3); 20. 
trove (anag,) (!S); 21. Devonshire city 
(6): 22. Appear In bodily form (11). 

Down 
I. A bird (4): 2. Eton (anag.) (4): 3. 
Address like a ctersyman (6}; 4. A small 
house (7): 5. Set too btgh a value on 
(8); 6. Smiled affectedly (8); 10. An avid 
reader (8); 11. An adornment (8); 14. 
An article ot clothing (7); 15. A machine 
for snapping (6); 18. Half (4); 19. Not 
there (4). 

It's Sofutlon 
rse; 9. Ton; 10. Envy; 11. Lantern: 14 . 
.. Lamb; 22. Opt: 23, Tenon: 24, Plum: 

4, Outing; 5. Generous; 6. Province: 12. 
18, Optic; 19. Tango; 20. Ranch . 

. LUSTRA TED LIFE RHODESIA, 1st June, 1972 
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LONG DISTANCE TELEPHONE CALL REPORT 
DATC: TIME ACTIVITY f'ACILIJ: AMOUNT {00 NOT fll.\.. IN THIS BI..OCI( WHEN CAI.L IS f'ILE NO. 

s / zs/ )1J Fi$, "-

HANOLEO THROUGH A SERVICE SWITCH BOARD OR WHEN 

&-Frs 1s usco.J .-
72 A 

•coMMerciAL-p 

FROM: tNAM£1 (OFFICE! TELEPHONE NUMBER CHARGED 

Ben Lambert, Assistant District Direc:tor for \ 264-582t-J 
Investigations \ 

TO: tNAME) (Of'f'lCEl TELEPHONE NUMBE;:R CALLC:D 

Mr. Nickstatis, Central Office r 8-202-626-14 31 1 
CERTIFICATIOt-1: f:.TIPY ··~'f'"9;AL TELEPHON< <:ALL 

APPROVAL: 

WAS NECESSARY x£S~£RN : . ./_ 

SIGNATURE OF' Eti~YEE MAKING THE CALL, 
Sll'iNATVRE Of APF'ItOVING Off"ICEA, (REOUIR£0 ON COPY ONLY,) 

JUSTifiCATIOJ'l: WAS THIS CALL MADE AT THE REQVE:;T OF THE CENTRAL OFFICE OR REGIONAL OFFICE' 
;.YES 0 NO 

IF "NO" IS C H~CKED, ENTER JUST I Fl CATION. 

*COMMERCIAL TELEPHOI-IE SERVICE WAS USED BECAUSE: 

(b )(5) 

sr~ 
rV 

A E.. oZe -

FORM G•40 (REV, 10•1 .. 70)Y UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE Immigration and Naturalization ~orvlce 
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UtviED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JI>.STICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE A11 H' :m. FILE NO,:, _____ .,._ __ 

DATE: 

MEDICAL EXAMINATION AND IMMIGRATION INTERVIEW :··~::t~;: ~ll'lli'1Wl ...c··· J 

..-.... , .. 
lCIIIIIIIIIII ltlwt 
.. 'lift, ... Twt 

,, 

C:C:..LIQI WU..,IItq:-
515 lltdiaoa Aqaue 
... Yoll'll,lw York 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR MEDICAL EXAMINATION 
A MEDICAL EXAMINATION IS NECESSARY AS PART OF YOUR APPLICATION FOR ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS TO THAJ OF A PER. 

MANENT RESIDENT. WHEN YOU APPEAR FOR THE MEDICAL EXAMINATION BRING WITH YOU THIS LETTER, THE TJJ!;lTTACHED 
.COPIES, AND THE FOLLOWING• 
.lt J. X·RAY FILM (14" , 17") OF YOUR CHEST, UNLESS YOU ARE UNDER 11 YEARS OF AGE, AND A REPORT BY A LICENSED 
PHYSICIAN INTERPRETING IT. FILM MUST NOT BE MORE THAN 30 DAYS OLD. 

I 2. SEROLOGY REPORT, UNLESS YOU ARE UNDER 15 YEARS OF AGE. SEROLOGIC TEST FOR SYPHILIS MUST NOT BE MORE 
THAN 30 DAYS OLD. 

THIS X·RAY AND TEST MUST BE ACCOMPLISHED BY A LICENSED PHYSICIAN OR A STATE OR LOCAL HEALTH DEPARTMENT 
APPROVED LABORATORY. IF YOU DO NOT HAVE A PERSONAL PHYSICIAN, YOU MAY WISH TO TELEPHONE YOUR STATE OR LOCAL 
HEALTH DEPARTMENT FOR THE NAME OF AN APPROVED LABORATORY THAT MAY BE ABLE TO PERFORM THE X·RAYAND 
TEST REQUIRED. 
PLEASE NOTE THE BOX CHECKED (!] BELOW WITH REGARD TO YOUR MEDICAL EXAMINATION. 

0 AN APPOINTMENT HAS BEEN MADE FOR YOU TO BE EXAMINED BY A PHYSICIAN OF THE U.S. PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE 
AT, USPHS Outpatient Cllnic 

ADDREss, 24!7 West Houston Street 
ll~w Ya:r:k.L N!lw ~~Ji ~fol.ii.~ 

DATE: 

TiME' 10:00 •••• 

0 PLEASE ARRANGE FOR YOUR MEDICAL EXAMINATION WITH THE BELOW LISTED PHYSICIAN AT THE ADDRESS SHOWN, 
THE EXAMINATION SHOULD BE COMPLETED BEFORE ------PHYSICIAN'S NAME AND ADDRESS, 

PLEASE SHOW THE COPIES OF THIS LETTER TO YOUR PHYSIOAN (OR LABORATORY) PERFORMING THE EXAMINATION AND 
FURNISH HIM WITH YOUR SIGNATURE, WRITTEN IN HIS PRE~;ENCE FOR INCLUSION WITH HIS REPORT. _J 

I~STB!.!CTIONS FOR IMMIGRATION INTERV lEW 
AN APPOINTMENT HAS ALSO BEEN MADE FOR AN INTERVIEW BEFORE AN IMMIGRATION OFFICER AT> 

ADDRESS: DATE, 

TIME' 

BRING WITH YOU AT THE TIME OF INTERVIEW THE ITEMS CHt:CKED @ BELOW: 

:il_ THE SEALED ENVELOPE FURNISHED TO YOU BY THE PHYSICIAN WHO PERFORMED THE MEDICAL EXAMINATION. 

Aft• IU PIPiiC at t1111t M:Uc .. lt .... 1'*•"-- Ntllft 
t:) a. ....... to "" ~·- -.~,"!~l:latt• lillrri• ., • Wlllllt ... Ia ... ,. 

Mn -Y&T 'A· -. .... .6. .. W ,. 

NOTE: 

FORM 1·486 

iRfV_ 9·1·71) 'I' 

. 
IF YOU 00 NOT SPEAK I':NGLISH, A PERSON CIF YOUR OWN SEX WHO CAN ACT AS INTERPRETER 
SHOULD ACCOMPANY YOU TO THE MEDICAL EXAMINATION AND IMMIGRATION INTERVIEW. 

~ FAILURE TO KEEP THESE APPOINTMENTS AND TO BRING THE REPORTs ANO "U 
DOCUMENTS REQUIRED WILL DELAY YOUR CASE. 

DISTRICT DIRECTOR 
FILE COPY 

j 
) 
I 

I 
l 
i 
I 
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To 

0 Appro•ol 0 Note olr Retuta 

0 Com...,nt 0 Note olr File 

0 Nece••"'Y action 0 Si&Dat'Qre 

0 Per telepbooe 
eoa•eraation 0 ~:all me Ext. 

Reauukl 

Room 

OSee me 
OA• req•ested 

0 For your inform&• 
tioo 

F crPto. rom ________ ~-erc __________ _ Room ___ _ 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURA~IZATION SERVIC~ GPO 9<6·075 
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• 2 .. 

• ......... ~ Wora a .,.lal illlplf.IJ olftnl' 
ortat.allf .......... I• ....,. 16, ltn, _. atiJ 1 :•f • ..,. 
oral •••••lllttl,,... .... w • *' 17, 1912. • .,..hl 
,........., llliac , ..... Ida ..u.a. 1a tM .. ,ta' ...... 
llr. 111 lt'a at-., •CU JlllJ l, ltn, to fila a ...W • 
• ... uu. ftl .. , ...... 1a .............. , ., .... all t:llla 
~ 11M .._ c 1 11 fft .. , _. wtD c_,lota ,...,... f• that.r 
rlfjllt to ... ,.... ... 

CC: District Director, New York, New York 
Attention: Assistant District DirectOr, Investigations 

Letter under acknowled~Dent for your information and 
incluaion in Al7 597 321, 

DC:WCN:dlw:mjh 

' \ ' 
\ 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

llr ...... J. tillt•• ............... 
la ..... , ••• l ........... ., "···· .. 
........... 11 I 
11 • ....u, *11 tl ISlOS ...... ....... 

C:O lti.I..C 

.. •• ...., ........................... ,.. &a&• 
of ..,... 2, ltn. •nrtlldllt Jlr, .fDIIIl L sa.__ u &..a.. 
....... vtdr&a ... ,tldeMetl.•., .............. 

llr. IIIII U 1a tMU .. t.le tee I VieJ .. I lilA• .... De .. , .. .....,.__., •• ..,. •• .,, .... ,,.._.r,utu 
......... .u.. ................ ,.u • .., .......... . ... •• ••• ••• ......... ...... ldt..,.., .... ....... 
.... • .,.w pclldttAild a. fw. 1 1 •• ,.,.uti. 

llr. I a•a ..... ~c to &lie llllhil ..... 1MII ....... . 
iaet ............... ,....,.... ., ........ .._ .. ..... ... • ..._. • ••••IJ ....... Ia _. Jl••ll' 17 ta 11111111• 

U.. "'* lllrJ, I ••'• .W.W 1rr a ..,_... _....,, lh ....,. ...... ,..... .. .... ....... ... ... .... , ....... " ... ................. 
...... llr.IJ 111 tit ...... ,&. &MMW ltalelwUW.a ... - .................................... '-" ..... 

••1Mt II&'M • IUt pr 1f. I 'UIJIRI to .._ t.U..U. of JllrO• 
ruttr•r.· tU .... , 111 Ill ...._ itlllf • W.. aaiU*U. • 
ld.l ... lf ...................... JMrd ..... tlatM .. ..... ..,.,.., 
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' 

INtEFUJ·ATfON-~ ... BR~T.HERHOQD QF ~eAMSTERS _ . ./ 
' CHAUFF-EURS • WAR£HOUS£M£N 8c:: H£LP£RS _}j((f' 

OF AMERICA 
MAIN AND PRINCIPAL OFFICE, 28111 TRUMBULL AVENUE • 

HAROLD J. GIBBONS 
VIet Pre•ldent 

300 S. GRAND AVENUE 
ST. LOUIS, MO. 63103 

,_ 

June 2, 1972 

'"lit. Riona.rd A. 1Ueilidltmst 
A~ting Attorney General 
Justice Department 
The White House 
1600 Pennsylvania. Avenue, N.W. 
8lshington, D.C. 20500 

attempting to deport an eminent artist such 

as John Lennon. 

HJG/cm 

..... 

ll'ile in: co 
. WF ----------~ --- ,_ __ .__, ___________ _ 

Au~h~-n--~·------~~-~-
D y -~-~-------~~ 
ate ----------- -Filed • --------by, ______________ _ 
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N 
'-1 
0 

INTERNATIONAL BROTHERHOOD OF TEAMSTERS 
CHAUFFEURS • WAREHOUSEMEN & HELPERS 

Of AMERICA I I I I 
~~ 

HAROLD J. GlaBONS 
Vice President 

300 S. GRAND AVENUE 
ST. lOUIS, MO. 63103 

Mr. Richard A. K~eindienst 
Acting Attorney Genera1 
Justice Department 
The White House 
1600 Pennsy1vania Avenue, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20500 

, $~r <--~~:~- .~~-~_::T"-- ;'o' ~ 

(

' '-")-- ~/:<,v.vYlLC:I\. uci• 
Jl!N-&~72 ¥., _.... · l ;:-

- ,,- J->i' !.,., -~~n! :::;>--- c g :: 
'-..!J_I.} .// p~ ~c;E-\~ ~! ,: 

. ·•·-'·-· .. ·- _.., 



•,' r ',', ".'·,"- \ . ,'. 

lflalrabl4 llowrd B. llak4lr 
Uld.t:M statea S...te 
l~Uht.J~itou, D.C. 20Sl0 

II!IIIUm&n 

Sinc.rely, 

cc: District Director, New York. New York 
Attention: Assistant District Director, Investigattlons 

Copy of letter under acknowledgment for your informstion 
and inclusion in Al7 597 321, 

DC:WCN:dlw 

I\ 
\ 'J . 

' 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 
STC11'S!l r. nu :, HLEJ) 

..,.,.... f.t ... 10 Jli*l' letqr of .JuDe 12, 1972, wtth 

uol.OI'tlft, --• Ml'. Jolaa ~ • 

•• l.eiii'OA ... f.llaU.pble Jew • Vie& - .... lOA .... tbt 
\Jailed l~tea tlttiWMI of a ...,...tl.oa of ,.. ... ,illl •••"" netn, 
An alta .....-toted of tudl aa off .... 1111 ..,. lie .._,_. for per• 
1111111mt ........... 1111111"1111'• bu etry •Y 'be aatllori_. l.llldllw a 
IJIRUl piO'ritf.on of ltv fow a ttllpOnry vltU. 

Jk, I.tllllh'a , ...... , nail to tl:le Uat.W au•• ., authow• 
lMd. 1.lll6rr tlait II*Ul ptontf.OII of law for bullftul P\II'POMI 
t.r111 to athlld a .. ..,. hearf.Da til te~o~l't pnonditlll ta ...,..uon 
wllth lfn, ~··• thUd by a pN'¥f.ou Mn'fAI•· lit ent1.'1 -.. 
•borl-.t fol' tilde J)III'POeU UpOa l1ae 'Ill taodaUan of the 
n.,.r• tilt of BUtt. 

SiMI Ml', 14DIIon 41ld aot ........ flrCIII the VldW Stdea wtthla 
11M tiM~-~ clllpol'tatf.OA llHTIId•t•l Wlft lDitf.hlefl 
ap:J.Ut Ida on llaet aftlllld. hlllt:fDtnt to llhe bdf.llUtf.Oil of IUCh 
pn11udi.Dp, tht ~of Llbol' f.IIMd a lAW •rtUt.utiOA 
an Jll', Lu~:~cm'• behalf ad hAl wu ....,.... a tld.rd P"f••
oJaulU .. CI.oa by Wa S.nloe to 1:le uead ln app11i"8 fo'l.' aa 
~l'lnt ma. 

'l'be d~putatf.OD heaq bdon a .,..lal l...P.I'Y offto.r 
or:l&lM117 ,.._.ltld for Harth 16, 1972, ucl adjountd Oil ...,.nl 
OIICIUtAma,., oonelwlad oa M&y17, 1972 •. '1\e .,..u1 f.llqul.ry 
offlau .,.......,..., hll ..,..lent b 11M •thl' &ad _... *'• ,.......,,, 
attoftiiY uattl July 1, 1972, to fill a brief. '1'be .s..itlon wtll 
bt l'tdlftd in hit o.,. only afht aU cN ~ hat liMn 
CIOMlditncl, &lid with CO!Iplttt rtaUd for hit riaht to due pne ... , 
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I 
I 
I 

I 

.. 
. . 

JOHN O •. AAS'fOFI'Ir, H,l, 
VANCE HArtt~!;:, 1Nf), 
PHILIP A, HART, MICH.• 
HOV'IAFIO J/'1, CANNON, N£11. 

RUSSELl- B. LONG, lA• 
FRANK r.,, MOSS, UTAH 
ERNEST F, HOLL.ING$, S.C. 
DANIEL K. INOOYE, HAWAII 
WJU.IAM 13, e;pONG, JR., V/o, 

NORRIS COTTON, N.~. 
JAMES a. F'fA~SOt<l, KA!"I9, 
ROBERT F', Gfltf'FlN, MICH. 
HOWARD H. aAKER, JR'., tCNN. 
MARLOW W. cooK, K'l'. 
'fr:O sn:VENS, At...ASKA 
J, G!..ENN e£At.L, JFI,, MD, 
LOWEI..l. P~ WELCKER, JR., CONN. 

FRF.PI:FilCK J, LOROA.N, $TAFF DIREQTOA 
MICHAE:L PERTSCHUK, CHI~P COUNS!i:L 

June 12, 19 72 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE 

WASHINGTON. D.C. 20510 

Honorable Raymond Farre 11 
Commissioner 
Immigration and Naturalization 

Service 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D. c. 
Dear Mr. Commissioner: 

I have enclosed correspondence from a constituent 
which, I believe, is self-explanatory. I will be 
grateful for any information you might provide 
that will assist me in responding to this inquiry. 

tf~ 
Howard H. Baker, Jr. 

HHBJr:cw 

Enclosure 

!" 

------·-273 ---· 



co 703,9~2 

a.feNJ~Ct~ il _. to your letter of .tun. 12, 1972, with 
anclo.,.n. c~rnine Nr, aad Mn, John Litmlllrh 

Mr. Ltnnon ia intli&ible for a Viii aad ~laton into tbe 
Unf.tlld Statu blctWN olE a eonvictton of poeMIIing euna\>18 reetn. 
An alien COllYteted of 11Mih an offOftll may nOt be admltt.-d for per• 
maae11t Nat.daiiiN, ~~.... hl1 ll.l'lt:ry 11111 be authoritled \11'113r 
a ~p~Cial pro.t.1t.on of l.aw for a tlllpOr&tY via:tt. 

Mr. Lenrlon'a prue1~t vbit to the Un1tad sw .. WI autbortucl 
U'lll.lttt' th11 .,_tal pnwbi.Dn of lew for !NNMal purpoHI and to 
attend a cuatotty b.larllll! in court proGINi1181 ia COJIIIIICti.Dn with 
Mr1. L•mv:m•t ehlld by • pnvtou •rrtaap. Hie e11try '1111 autbor• 
tad for thltu purpoau up40. the NC~OII rDdatloa of tlla Department 
of State, S.ftiee IIIOI'U lbow that Mr. aad Nn, loUMNt Wlft l&at 
66U.tt.d into thta eowltry on Auaat U, 1971. 

Since t.bay dld 1101: depart fl:'OIII the Unf.tlld Statll withtn the 
ttme autbonud. Ap.onaUon pl'OMI411181 wn tnetituttd qatn1t 
t.t. on that gNUI\d, Sllhtque~~t to tbe inet:l.tlation of euch pro• 
CMCIJ.l\il • the llepart&~Mtnt of Labor ii81Md a labor c.rtUII.cation on 
Mr. Lennon'• ~lf end he vu ac10rdri a tbtrcl put.nnM clua1• 
ff.cation by ttl.ia Service to be und in ,tpplytna for: an t.S.gnt~t 
vtaa. 

The dllportat1on hMdng before a epeotal inquiry off1c.r 
originally Mlle4uled for: Man:b 16, 1972, and acljwned on aewral 
ocul:l.o111, •• eoacludeod on May 17, 1972. The apec:ial inquiry 
officer ruei'Ve4 hie dle1e1on in tbe •tt•r and save M:r. Lanm:m's 
attor111y until July 1, 1972, to file a h¥-uf. '1'ba Mc:tdon will 
be nmderecl in tl\etr C!BHI only after all the mdenAe baa been 
couidllft6, and with coaplete nprd for their: ri1Jht to due 
plOC .... 
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• 2 • 

The enc1oaure to your latter ta returned berevtth. 

Sinurely, 

Raymond F, Ferrall 
Colllllliaaioner 

llonorable Lee H. lfall1.1ton 
llouae of R.epraaantaUvea 
Waahington. D.C. 20515 

cc: District Director, New York, New York 
Attention: Assistemt District Director, Investigations 

Copy of letter under acknowledgment for your information 
and inclusion in Al7 597 321, 

DC:WCN:dlw 

I 

I 
I 

I 

I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

2717 



. / ' 

,f 

... 

.,. ·., 

.. 

I 

.. ~ 

I 

I 
I 

.,. , . I 

. I 
I 

. I 

•,·, 

• 0 , l I~ ' • ' 

'Ali ' .. ,. 

• 

, ,-"'"". r,J.• 
• :ll.trJ' ~· ,· 

}~·'·~« ' 

-.,·:t ;~~crJ~E7.D.svc . 
. \1. & tlA:J • 

«:ongrtjjjj of tf)~q~nJ{r~ ma~~ s; 37 
~OUI!e Of 1\ pte~fa\cbtjof i\if. 

•~~Jtnuton.1;~:r1 is SIOHE.R 

June 12, 1972 19 

Congressional Liaision . i 
Immigration and Natur~l1z~tio~ 

Serv1ce 
119 D. Street N,E, 

Sir: 

The attached communication 

is sent for your consideration. 

Please investigate the statements 

contained therein and forward me 

the necessary information for re-

ply, returning the enclosed corre-

spondence with your answer • 

Yours truly, 

M. C. 

bf 

' : ,' ~· 

". !·,·' 

'' 
. ...... . I 
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! ,,1 
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' ~-. 

' 
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· .. d.' ~~;~·i :~'1ru!t''kh;h···· 

1 

• h ·<· .. ' 
,.....,;_--~---··--

', 

'.; _,:·' 
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M!:, Ira F1eldate&l 
Special Inquiry Officer 
20 west Broadway 
Nlw York, New York 

• 

Dear Mr, F1eldate.l1 

,Tuly 10, 19'72 

Re 1 John Lennon and 
Yoko Ono Leonon 

Al. 7 591 )21. 

I I 

I have perused the 'brief eu.bm1 tted by couMel. It contain.~ 
eertain repreuntations tha.t 1n lilY opinion are at variance 
11'1 th atatemonta aade on record. 

In order to aubalt an an.s1fllr1ng bdet al'ld relate Pl'Operly to 
the record, I requeat a eO]'Y of the 'b:'al'Uiorlpt. 'lbereafter 
I aball neld O!Uy a1n1mUII time to aubldt the Goverllllent'a 
brief, 

Vary truly youn, 

Vincent '· Schiano 
Chief Mal A.tt8'ney 
Jew York D1at.r1ct 
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Lea 'lltllt .... 
SU""IIIII ....... 
1w t.1ti:, I. I. 10022 

'ld.l u to lllhUe ,. ta .... , ... wth • w~· ••••• u.. •• ,... It til elate .. , ,_ ...... of - 21. 1972 
tor tbe !M s • ot mt1""" 1br tbe ath I n of I'ULU to 
vitllllllllh411dlll. 

h '"" •• ,_ llllllb ~al V11l t1e •t. r,... 1a ., 4ealtd• oa 
the .n.• ot ..... 

'2!U 18 w Md• ,.. allo *• !A ... ot ... 1M\ tile\ JalT 1ft 
~ ea a late; I h 1f/ll4 wUl hllfe l8tll tile e1Mt t1 b rSnt• 
"'l1 , 1972 - • f'llrtblii to :ru. 1flllllr ....., 1a tid• -·-· 
Oil 1111 hIt ••• 

Utile 
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Best "Reproducible'~ Copy Available 
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(b )(6) 

LIMa 181111, .... 
51S .... Ill Au r 
IWiork, I. 1. 10022 

Die IJ.Jot 

!b1a 1a to lltriiiJM la ....... 7'. 'ld.th ... -~ ........ 
tlla 'ld.th,.. of ld.t ........ 1fllll!l ....... •f ~- 71, 11'J"12 
tf/1' .. 111 , •• ot ....., .... ,.. ............ ot ..... lilt. 

c•••••• s.a tt~nt.a • 
... 1"111111 ,. - dtalAl v1U bt •t t.rth !a ... 4Nllioo .. 
tbe.-.1-ottht-. 

21d.a.la • tlwUI ,. fl.- tut 1a ... ot .. tan .... , l'Ulll.ft 111111•.• ......... ,... wJJ.l ... .t4l .. e1ole ot ,.., •• 
1111 '• 19'12 at • ,.._ • me .,.... w a tb1a .,., 
aaUl_.. 

'-' tn1,r ,..., 
,--· 

~"='-~ 
liA l'liLDI'II& 
SpMt•l Iaqldr,r Oft'S.orl;r 
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(b )(6) 

To: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTW T OF jUmCE 
\MMIGfiATfON AND NATURAL ~ATION SERVICE 

INIIESTIGATIONS DIVISION 
WASH IN(> I Ui'i , 0. C. Z0536 

o... 6/28/72 

[] Realetnal Com.tu!ulon., 

0 llurUntton 

O Rlrhmond 

0 St. Pout 

O S.n Pedro 

Anen tlon: At•l•tant R•alonal Coa:a.lnJ.._..,, lft•••tlc•tlon• 

liU o ...... , o'""., N<ilw 'lork, New Ym:k 
A.tt•ntlon: Auhtant Dl•ttlctt DlNetot, ,_. .. tl1•t1•• 

D 

Uo John and Yoko Lennon, Al7 597 321 and 

I I 

o•-... ,.... 

The attached correspondence concerning the subjects 
is for your information and inclusion in the relating 
files, No replies were made or are contemplated. 
Copies of the letters were not retained by this office. 

299 



300 



~~-

~~~ 
~ "'<.. <-/ ::2 0 /7<- . 

303 



UNITED STATES DEPAR1Ml!BT OF JUSTICE 
Immigration and Naturalization Semce 

-------------
In the utter of 

I 

Deportation Proceed1ncs1 
I 

against : 

JOHH WIHS1'0N LI!DON 
and 

YOKD ORO LIRlfOli 

Respondents 

. .. -- --- --- - - -· 

File: Alz wz ''A - IJey Ypr} I _ (b)(6) 

In behalf o! Beapendentsl Leon Wildes, Esq. 

In behalf of Service: 

515 Madison Avenue 
Nev York, H. Y. 10022 

Vincent A. Schiano, Esq. 
Trial Attorney 

The respondents are aliens, related aa husballd and wife, and are the subjects 

ot deportation proceedings c011118nced by semce of an order to ehov oause on 

March 7, 1972 ola~ming that the respondents are subject to deportation because 

they have re111dned in the Uni 1;ed States for a longer time than perm! tted and 

becauee they have failed to oompl,y with the condi tiona of their status as 

villi tors. 

The hearing in deportation proceedings was conducted at some length and was 

finally concluded on May 17, 1972. 

In the couree of such proceedi.ngs the respondents were not requested to desig

nate a country to which they vould prefer to be sent in the event deportation 

became necessary nor wre any !alternate countries o£ deportation directed. 

Since no countries had been dnignated, the question of possible persecution 

under Section 24.3(h) of the Immigration and Nationality Act was not explored. 

- 1-
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On May 18, lCf/2 the Special Inquiry Officer ad:nsed counsel that this element 

of the case remained unconred 8Jld that unless he preferred to cover these 

elements by letter or formal 11tipulation, the proceedings vould have to be 

reopened tor that purpose. C<,un&el assu.red me that he preferred a procedure 

which did not involve reopeniiLg of the proceedings 8Jld that he vould get the 

information frem his clients and subait a stipulation. On June 5, lCf/2 I 

:reminded counsel that the maUer heel not yet been resolved and counsel ad

vised that he was having some difficulty due to the fact that hie clients 

were out of town. On June 1.31, 1972 I spoke to counsel again but he still 

had been unable to reach his <slients. 

Under the circumstances there appears to be no other way of resolTir~« this 

issue other than by reopening these proceedings. 

Accordingly the proceedings wi.ll be ordered reopened tor hearing on the 

issue outlined above on June ~\3, lCf/2 at 9:00 A.M. at 20 West Broadway, 

New York, N. I., unless prior to that date counsel for the respondents 

has subai tted a stipulation re'solving these issues in a manner which does 

not require a further hearing. 

ORDER: IT IS ORDERED that the proceedings herein be reopened in accordance 

with the above. 

IRA FIELDSTEEL 
Special Inquiry Officer 

- 2-
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Ulfl'fiD ft1'118 DJPAI!DI'f Of JUI!lCI 
twspation 1114 ia-.Uu\i.on Simi• 

-------··-··-• 
In the uttu- o£ 

againet 
I 

.TOJII W'Dfi1QW LBJI!IO» I 

and 
YOm 010 LIIUf01i 

S.lpOIIden tl 

- -- - --- --- .. -· 

Fi:Lec !17 5W }N , ley Ygrls 
I I 

In behalf ot lleiPODdental Leon Wi.l.dtt1, laq. 
515 Madi11011 Ayenua 
lktw York, N. I. 10022 

V:J.noent. A. Sohiano, i#q. 
Trial Attol'lley 

'1'be reiPOfldel:lta a.N aliena, rttlated ae huablmd and vif'e, and are the eubjecta 

ot deportation prooeedinaa CO!IIIIIIDoed by Mniflll ot an Ol'dtr to allow 0&1118 on 

Mareh 7, 1972 clai'll'~lll that tll.e re~pendenta are subjeot to •rtation beoauee 

they haft 111 '1Md 1n tbe 1ln1 ted state• tor a lonpr t1lle thl.n pe1'lli tted IUid 

beoauae they haft tailed to ooiiiJ)lJ' with the OODditlona ot 1-Mir etata• as 

1'he belll'ini 1n deportation p:r&OHdinp wu ooncllloW at 10111a length and vas 

tinall;y oo110ludlcl on Mat 17, 1'972. 

In the oour1e o£ such proCIMdiltlga the l'tlapenanta wre et rerp»lte4 to de~ic= 

nate a oour.rtry to which the;v 'loll)llld Pl"f:iV to be 11nt 1n the event deportation 

beoi.1IMI n~aeau.ry nor ware any llltarnate counlriea ot d41p01'tation directed. 

Since no oountrlee had been dellignated, the queetion ot poeai.ble per1eout1on 

unar Section u.J(h) of the hlllligration aDd Nationality Act was net explored. 

- l, 
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On MallS• 1972 tu iplcial Inquiry Oi'fioer ad.Yieed ocl.mael that 1ihia ele~~~~mt 

of the •• ~ \llleovend and that Ulll111 he preferred to cover t.ll.HII 

elt11118nW by llltw o:r forul stipulation, the proceedings would have to be 

reopenad for that purpoH, Q,,uniiCil aeeured 1118 that he pre!'er.red a procedure 

llhiab did not in'rolve reopen.illlC of the pl't'oeed:lnga and that he would pt the 

infOl"ll&tion 1'.1:0111 hb elienw 1md ta!Jni t a stipulation. On June 5 t 1972 I 

reminded. ocun•l that the mat11ier bul nat yet been neolved and ocunnl a.d

vieed that he we havillg IIOllll dit'tieult,y due to the tact that hia clients 

wr. out of town. On June 1.'3 1, 1972 I spoke to counael again but he still 

had been unable to reaeh hie c:liants. 

Under the eirol.lllllltimoel then appeera to be no other way of n110l1ing tbie 

iiiiUe othllr than by reopening the• prooeedinga, 

Aoool"d111il.Y the pro~• Will be ordel't<i reopened fo:r hearillC on the 

iaaue outlined above on June 2:3, 1972 at 9100 A.M. at 20 Weat Broadway, 

New York, N, Y., un.ltell prior ·to that date oounael i'o:r the re11p0ndent1 

has eubmitta.d a stipulation re110lving theae iasuee in a llllll!Uir whiab does 

not requirl a further hearing. 

ORDE!h IT IS O.IU"li!Ul:D that the prooeedinge herein be :reopened in accordance 

with the above. 

------·· 

~-i;~ 
Special Inquiry Ottieer 

- 2-
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LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

515 MADISON AVENUf:: 

NEW YORK. NEW YORK 10022 

<212l 7530.::3468 

STEVEN l... WEtNSER!G 

CABLE: ADORESS 

"LEONWILOES," N.Y. 

"• (' 
,' '_; ' 

l:!crL In'! F'ieldsteel, Spr::cial rncuiry Cfficer 
lmrnigration & Naturali.zation ''erv\;~e 
:,:0 '.'est Rroadw<'ly 
NteW York, N'"" Yc·rk 1::1007 

Re: LENNCN, John 'inston Cno 
l\.17 597 321 

I 
LENN(;N, Yoke Cno 

I 
!Jear Sir: 

t'!y cLients, the above named, respectfpll~ decline 
tc designate a country of deportation under slection 243(a) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, as amended, at this 
time. They have requested permission to designate a country 
at a later date, should the matter become anything more 
than academic. 

There is no claim of persecution in England or 
Japan by either respondent at this time. 

It is agreed that my clients would have so testified, 
had they been requested to do so at the hearing. 

The endorsement of this letter by the government's 
Trial Attorney, Vincent A. Schiano, shall constitute the 
acceptance by the government of the above. 

AGREED: 

Ll'o1ba 

Very truly yours, 

q/fl~ 
Vincent A. Schiano, Esq., Trial Attorney 
Immigration & Naturalization Service 
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.JON HOL.DG:N ADAMS 

LEON WIL.OES 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

515 MAO!SON AVENUE 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 100:22 

May 1, 1972 

Hon. Ira Fieldstael, Esq., 
Special Inquiry Officer 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
New York, New York 

CABLE ADQRE!!SJ!I 

"LEONWIL.OES:," N.Y • 

(b)(6) 

Re: LENNON, John Al7 597 321 
LENNON, Yoke\ 7 

Dear Sir: 

In accordance with the provisions of 8 c.F.R. 287.4, 
I respectfully request, in behalf of my clients, the above 
named respondents, that subpoenas requiring the attendance 
of witaesses issue to the persons listed below. 

I intend to submi.t the testimony of the witnesses on 
the attached list in support of the applications for ad
justment of status under section 245 of the Immigration 
and Nationality Act, in support of the alternative appli
cation for permission to depart voluntarily, and further in 
support of any relevant issue upon which ,he exercise of the 
discretion of the Special Inquiry Officer is properly invoked, 
incluc;iing the renewal <>f my motion to terminate the deport
ation proceedings in ej,ther or both cases. 

My clients have made diligent effort without success to 
produce the said witneues but have been unsuccessful. In 
the cases of the first 3 witnesses, who are overseas, it 
would suffice that the subpoena shall provide for the wit
nesses' appearance to respond to oral or written interroga
tories, if the service 1:>bjects to their personal appearance 
in the United States. 
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LEON WILDES 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

515 M4.tJ!!i.e>N AVENUE 

NI!:W YORK. NEW YORK 10022 

JoN Ho1-ooN ..:ll:bank you for your CC1U.r L<:::>y h;,·r ein. 
CABLE ADDRESS 

"LEONWIL.OES." N.Y. 

LI'J/ba 
enc. 
Delivered by hand 

'Jery truly yours, 

LEON ;;ILDES, ESt~, I 

~ttorney for Respondents 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
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Hon. Raymond F. Farrell 
Commissioner 

THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 

Ne:w YORK, N.Y. 10007 

April 27, 1972 

Immigration and Naturalizaticm Service 
United States Department of ,Justice 
119 D Street 
N.E., Washington, D.C. 2053<6 

Dear Commissioner Farrell: 

I am writing this letter to you on behalf of John Lennon and 
Yoko Ono who are currently f,acing deportation proceedings ini ti tated 
by your Department. 

I consider it to be very much in the public interest, from the 
point of view of the citizens of New York as well as the citizens of 
the Country, that artists of their distinction be granted residence 
status. 

They have personally told me of their love for New York City 
and that they wish to make i·t their horne. They have made me familiar 
with the tragic hardship involved in their desperate effort to find 
Yoko's 8 year old child, Kyoko. I believe this is the type of hard
ship that our Immigration laws must recognize and the removal of the 
Lennons from this Country WOilld be contrary both to the principles of 
our Country as well as the humanitarian practices which should be im
plemented by the Department of Immigration. 

The only question which is raised against these people is that 
they do speak out with stronc~ and critical voices on major issues of 
the day. If this is the motive underlying the unusual and harsh action 
taken by the Immigration and Naturalization Service, then it is an at
tempt to silence Constitutionally protected lst Amendment rights of 
free speech and association and a denial of the civil liberties of 
these two people. 
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Hon. Raymond F. Farrell - 2 - April 27 1 1972 

In light of their uniqUE! past and present contribution in the 
fields of music and the arts,, and considering their talent to be so 
outstanding as to be ranked c~ong the greatest of our time in these 
fields, a grave injustice is being perpetuated by the continuance of 
the deportation proceeding. 

Very truly 

hn v. Lindsay 
M A Y 0 R 

cc: Attorney General Richard G. Kleindienst 
Commissioner Sol Marks 
Senator Jacob Javits 
Senator James Buckley 
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MEMORANDUM FOR FILE 

In re: John LENNON 
Yoko Ono LENNON 

Al7 597 321 
I I 

April 26, 1972 

Attorney Millard Ring appeared today and stated that 
the Lennons have been offered an appearance on the 
Dick Cavett show for Wednesday, May 3, 1972. He 
wanted to know whether he could file an t-129B for 
them or whether they could appear without the filing 
of the petition. Attorney Ring is aware of the present 
deportation proceedings pending against the Lennons, 

I informed Mr. Ring that we would not at this time 
entertain an I-129B since both subjects are under 
deportation proc•eedings. I also told him that l t 
would be highly improper for them to appear on the 
Dick Cavett show or any other show during the pendency 
of the deportation proceedings. Mr. Ring pointed out 
that any other alien who is under deportation proceedings 
is permitted to ilccept or continue his employm<'nt until 
a final decision is reach~d. He saw no reason why the 
same principle does not apply to the Lennons. Without 
acknowledging the correctness of his statements, I merely 
repeated again that it would be most improper for them 
to accept the offer on the Dick Cavett show or any other 
offer. 

' l 

( ' ' . ' 1.){ [A(\ [/( 

A, sP{y~K 
Assistant District Director 
for Travel Control 

; 

r 

( 

) 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy J\vailable 

ME!IlRANDUU ~R !'ILESa 

Re: John Ll!llllO?I • Al7 $97 32l (Orm.f.) 
Yolro Ono WOOl! ·I #) 

Mr. Greene 1'l1rUser .tated t.Mt 1lllder DO td.:t: ••• • :GJ .... 
ottice approve t.be 1•1.40 tUtd )V t..,.. '1'Jda 11 • e.r•rm 
ot ec..tea:l.lxler Far.rell ~· ,...._. ld4• • till 
petition vUl the:ntlore DOt be tala~!. w•• ~ 11r • 
Wlderld;ned with Hr. G:t'MIIe. 

lfr. Spi'\'8.0k baa bllel:l advi..t • 

. 
' 
cc: Mr, Spivack 

.I 
. . 
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f. 
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' '• ,,f-!' ., 

' ... 

\ Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

,. 
: ..• .'!;... ! . . • .• w II jt. . 

tiotii~ U50l5 MSC~48-l81 ., · . '.. · .. (i~~;~i.r~~~~ .... , ~ 
·.··~a.JA& RIIIVDEB0076 0568045•UUUV••RUGSGCH• .'!,~'.'"/~;·I.· ·· 

;,,..... .':•:•'{,<<'~·*• ·':· "" ~~ ' . 
'.:,1 i· ,· 

. ' . ·, ; i 

' ' --~ '. . . ' ' 

;a esto4s& rEB 111· 

·, ,.. LlliMARN CO JINS WASHINGTON DC ' ' ., ' . ' ' -,, . -~· ' 

TO'BU8SGCH/ALL DISTRICT AND REGIONAL OFrlCESCEXC!Pf FORIIGI) 

·. TO aUwLSBT/1/DO JlNS KONOLUI.U HAVAll 

' : ;o iW!IAs.BiiiDO USlNS 143 PG•CGURTKOUSE BLDG ANCHORAGE ALASKA : 
~~-;.~'a ,, ' • • ' • ' ' . , . ';· '·:· ·,·~·-,·,, :_ 

' 'TO IMM'CG/1/DO USUIS PAN AM BLDG HATO R!Y PUERTO ~ICO.' ,;:,~ 

.. · '1J1U!U•U P•3 Al7 595 311• IF JOHN WINSTON L!NtiOII BORN 

' ........ AIJUTT!D S•13,.1l AT NYC B•a PURSUANT S!CTION 818CDH3 
-~.:~ ,. ' 

•· AJIPI.IIt roa IUIHSJOI or STAY• ADJUSTHPT OF STATus. 

.~J'"T!rl.!)N '.!:,L~~ ! If HIS B£HAJ.r O!llll ACT l GN AlfO ~o;:t~~i~,; 
' IMAI• IIIOTlP'I AlJ. O,lCES 4110 PORTS VlTHIN YOUR .JURISDictiOtl • 

:::::.::.:::: ~ . ,. ' 

IIBO AIJIJDI CAT£ IXtDSlOIIS or STAY m:tlivrtr"' or 'StATUS AID_ J Slllftl • 

. BINID ~IDJIS• B~Tll. ROCOMS•I · ; . )!;.. . 

. . • I ., FEB. 28 • i: : :QI lU . . 
. 

' ' 

'"'" ., ·~ ' .... , 

I , . ' \ ,, . 

·~·· . 

(L: ... 
~ .. /; ; 

/~rr· .... ·> ....... ,.~ 
. 1' 

' ·'. 
I • :· 

. . 



j-l( 8' ~- 10l; 
~ ;;j I (1 '-- -.~ 5 p/J l
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Leon Wildes, Bsq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 

Dear Mr. Wildes! 

April 24, 1972 

I 

Res John Lennon 
Yoko Ono Lennon 

.U? 597 321 

Your letter of March 15, 1972 contains the request that 
deportation proceedings relating to the above-named aliens 
cancelled pursuant to tne authority of S CFR 242.7. 

The information you submitted as well as other relevant 
material has been oarefli!J.ly reviewed. You have been aware 
that it is the Gove~~t•s position that the male responde~ 
is not eligible to adJu.st his status to that of a permanent 
resident in view of his conviction 1n England. The arguments 
that you have presented both in your communications and at 
the deportation prooeed:l.ngs are not sufficiently persuasive 
in view of the male respondent's conviction and other circua-. 
stances in this case. Jlecordingly, your request is denied. 

or course' you have alrtlady been advised of this decision 
orally and this merely e~onstitutes written confirmation or 
the decision already f\u~shed to you. 

Very truly yours, 

SOL MARKS 
DISTRICT DIRECTOR 
NEW' YORK DISTRICT 

/ 
I 
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Dear Mr. Terry: 

hferenee 11 made to your latter of Apl'il 11, 19 72 with 
encloture fros Mrs. J. It, Heard CODeet'lling Mr. John Leua011. 

co 703.1080 

Mr. Leu110n 11 ineligible for a viaa aad adaiadO'Il into the 
United States baeauae of a CODvietion of J)OIIMaing urijiUIII.a, 
An alien convicted of such an off-• may l!.Ot be admitted for 
patlllanant residnca. liowaTar, hie entry ~~~ay be autaorbad Ulillier 
a special provision of law for a t8111p0raty Viltit. 

Mr. Le1111011'a present Yidt to the l&dtad Statllll wu au
thorized 1111der this special pro'f'iaion of law for businaa pur
poau aud to attnd a cuatody bearing in court proeaedlng in 
COM&CtiOD With Mrs. Llum011 11 mild by a pre't'ioua IIUll'l'iap, 
His entTy wu authertud for thMa putpoeM upoa the ruotRIIlda
tion of the Departllll11t of State after all of the faeton in his 
caae had been carefully a.aluated. 

Since Mr. Lem\011 did 110t depart fr0111 the United Statu 
within the time authoriled, be ia prMatly the nbjact of 
deportation proceeciings. 

Honorable Jobn H. Tarry 
l:louae of Repreaa11tatift8 
WMhingt:on, D. C. 20515 

EnclOtJure 

Sincerely, 

Raymond F. Farrell 
Comlllialionar 

~: Al7 597 321 (NYC) 
' --;:::;::;;;;;~-..... 

CCi W/F - John Lenoon .1 ________ ...,.1> 

TC:MJM:anb 
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... 

. h.;IJSE OF RE~Jj{.6T~,;~yes, U.S. 
WI~'D!"M• f)~ 

\~~\. 1J. ~~ \\~ \~ t\\ 
........ •\'\1,tt\ii~?\f-\~\19. 7? ... 
The Honorae~i\~~Q~~ F. Farrell 
Commission~\'\~' 
Immigration & Naturalization 

Service u 
119 D Street,NE 
Washington, D. C. 1 

The attached communicatio IS b· 

that the request made therein be c pi" 
with, if possible. 

If you will advise me of your action in 
this matter and have the letter returned to 
me with your reply, I will appreciate it. 

RE attached from 

I I 

Very truly yours, 

?/~ ~-- ;£ ' /"_ _ _J,?/. 
v-"[,1.;,---. ; . . " . . . . . " . . . ·. . . . . . ~·- ~ -- :_ ... : :. . . . . . . 

J oM-tt; ""T"erry, · · 
. ~ ~.t.h, . N e:w . York ......... District. 

. . 

-.................... .., $1 :;to •• 

\ 
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LEON WILDES 
ATIORNEY AT LAW 

5f5~~ 
A:;,_ ~ JII?J/. 1'(}(},.!./! 

CABLE ADDRESS 
''LEONWILDE::S." N, V. 

Pl.Az."' 3·i3468 

Immigration & NaturaLization 
20 West Broadway 

Service 

New York, N.Y. 10007 

Re: Ll~NNON, John 
A17 597 321 
LgNNON, Yoko 

I I 

April 20, 1972 

Attention: Hon. Sol Marks, District Director 

Dear Sir: 

This will ccmfirm our telephone conversation of 
March 17, 1972 in which you informed me that you were 
denying my motion to cancel the above deportation pro
ceedings. The denial was reiterated by the trial attorney, 
who indicated that he would be pleased to furnish me with 
a written decision sta.ting the basis for the denial of the 
motion. I requested the written decision on the 18th and 
again on April 19th and have not yet received the favor 
of such a decision. 

I have also requested permission to read my 
clients' administrative files to secure information necessary 
with respect to the pending third preference petitions and 
the forthcoming applications for permanent residence. A 
review of the file is also necessary for the purpose of 
considering appropriate review of the negative determination 
of my motion to cancel the order to show cause in deportation 
proceedings, which I assume is based upon evidence of record 
in the file. As you know, I have represented these aliens 
only for the past several months and I would therefore wish 
to familiarize myself with their prior immigration records. 

In view of the fact that time is of the essence, 
I shall again telephone your office to see whether I can 
secure the written deto~rmination and inspection of the file 
before the end of the week. 
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Page TWo. 

This request is made pursuant to the terms of 
8 C.F.R. 292.4 (b) •. Ma,ny thanks for your cooperation. 

LW:de 
P.S. 

yours, 

This will confirm our phone conversation of this 
morning in which you agreed to make the files 
available for my inspection through the Trial At
torney and to furnish a written decision on our 
motion promptly. Thank you for your courtesy. 

P.P.S.I note that the tmird preference petition was 
filed on March 3rd and that you indicated it was 
"under consider<~tion" while the I-140 unit has 
no knowledge of the petition whatsoever. Perhaps 
you could advise me specifically as to the status 
of the petitions. 
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LEON WILDES 

,t,TTORNEY AT LAW 

51!5 MADISON AVENUE 

NEW YORK. NEW YORK 10022 

(212) 753-3466 

STEVEN L. WEINEIERG 

CABLE ADDRESS 

"LEONWH.,.OES" N.Y. 

April 20, 1972 · 

Immigration • Haturalisation 
20 weat aroaclway 

service 

H~ York, R,Y. 10007 

Rea LllftiOR, John 
Al'7 597 321 
LBNIIOR, Yoko 

' I 
Attention• Bon. Sol M.trks, District Direc:tor 

Dear Sira 

Thia will co1nfim our telephone conversation of 
March l 7, 1972 in which you infor111e<l me that you were 
denyinv my 1110tion to c.ancel the above deportation pro
ceedings. The denial ·was reiterate<! by the trial attorney, 
Who indicated that he ·would be pleased to furnish me with 
a written decision statint the basis for the denial of the 
motion. I requested the written decision on the 18th and 
again on April 19th and have not yet received the favor 
of such a decision. 

I have also requeated permiaaion to read my 
clients' adainiatrative filea to secure information neceasary 
with respect to the pendin; third preference petition• and 
the forthcoming application• for permanent reaidence. A 
review of the file ia alao neceaaary for the purpoae of 
c:onaiderinq appropriat.e revi~ of the negative determination 
of ~ motion to cancel the order to show cauae in deportation 
proceec!inta, which I aaaUIIIe 11 baaed upon evi4enc:e of record 
in the file. Aa you Jc.now, I have repreaented theae aliena 
only for the put aeve,ral monthe and I would therefore wbb 
to familiarile myself with their prior immigration recorda. 

In view of t.he fact that time ia of the eaaenc:e, 
I shall again telephollte your office to see whether I can 
aecure the written det:ermination and inapection of the file 
before the end of the week. 

l) 
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Paqe TWo, 

Tbis request {s made pursuant to the terms of 
8 C.F.R. 292.4 (b). MlltlY thanks for your cooperation. 

Very truly yours, 

LEON WILDES 
Li':de 

P .s, 'l'his will confirm our phone conversation of this 
morning in which you agreed to make the files 
available for my inspection through the Tria.l ht
torney and to furnish a written decision on our 
motion promptly, Thank you for your courtesy. 

P.l?.S . .I note that the tlilird preference petition was 
filed on March 3rd and that you indicated it was 
"under consideration" while the I-ltcO unit. has 
no knowledge of the petition whatsoever. Perhaps 
you could advis•• me specifically as to the status 
c f the petition:s. 
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It is consonant with the aforementioned 
purpose of Congress to include a provision 
relating to possession alone to obviate the 
burden of ·proving possession for a specific 
purpose. h1y disposable narcotic in the 
possession of anyone is potentially in the 
narcotic tr<~ffic. The object was to accomplish 
by the best means possible the .elimination of 
the illicit traffic" (emphasis supplied). 

In substance therefore, what the court was saying was that Congress. was 

trying to reach the traffic in drugs, that it facilitate.d such object 

by making mere possession a deportable offense, but that possession 

implies such a dominion and control as would give the possessor of the 

power of disposal. Consequently it was reluctant .to say that an alien 

who merely had the narcotics within his bloodstream where it might 
,•). 

have been injected by some other person, ha& such dominion and control 

as would give him power of disposal. It is perfectly clear from the 

decision however that a mere possession without intent to traffic in 

drugs would be sufficient to bring the alien within the statute since 

he would have such dominion and control as would give him the power of 

disposal.· 

What then did Mr. Lennon admit by his plea of guilty? The provisions 

of the Dangerous Drug Act of 1965 and the regulations which were 

p~nulgated under the 1964' Act and continued in effect under the 1965 

Act are included in the record herein and are set forth also in the 

brief of the respondent at pages 5 and' 6~ Section 3 of the regulations 

provides that a person shall not be in possession of a drug which is· 
"'-

prohibited by the Act unless.he is authorized or licensed to have such 

POi'Session. 

~ 18 ~ 
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Section 20 of the regulations provides as follows: 

"For the p~1rposes of these regulations 
a person shall be deemed to be in pos· 
session of a drug if it is in his actual 
custody or is held by some other person 
subject to his control or for him and 
on his behalf". 

By pleading guilty to the charge set forth in Exhibit 10, the respondent 

conceded that he was ''in possession" of a stated amount of cannabis 

resin, that such possession was not legally authorized, and what is 

more important that the drug was either in his actual custody or was 

held by some other person subject to his control or for him and on 

his behalf. 

These are precisely the elements of dominion and control which the 

court in Varga {supra) emphasized. 

I find therefore that even the court in Varga would find that a person 

who was convicted of possession under the Dangerous Drugs Act of 1965 

would fall within the scope of Section 24l{a){ll) of the Act by reason 

of the necessary finding of dominion and control. 

As a kind of corollary to this argument the,counsel for the respondent 

advances another thesis which is to the effect that under the cases 

decided in England relating to the criminality of the possession of 

narcotics, it was the established law th~t the guilt of the defendant 

could be established without reference to the proof of any particular 

mental state or so-called "Mens Rea" • 

. 
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I have carefully examined all of the English cases referred to by· 

counsel for the respondent in his brief from pages 26 to 39 and the cited 

Law Review Articles as well. In addition, I have referred to the some• 

what more recent article in The New Law Journal, September 28, 1972, 

page 844, entitled "Dangerous Drugs • Possession, by 0. A. S. Owen, and 

the more recent cases of ~lina v. Irving,(l970) Crim. L. R. 642, 

Reiina v. Marriott (1971) Crim. L. R. 172, and ReJina v. Buswell,· (1972) 

Crim.·L.-R~-5o.·--. 

The one element which all of the cases and authorities agree upon is 

the statement of Lord Parker c. J. in Lockyer v. ~ (1967). 2 Q. B. 

243 as follows: 
..... 

"in my judgement it is quite clear that 
a person cannot be in possession of some 
article which he or she does not realize 
is, for example, in her handbag, in her room, 
or in some other place over which she .. has 
control". 

In other words, completely innocent and unknowing custody or potential 

control over a drug is not possession within the· meaning of the act 

and regulations. 

The court in Regina v. Marriott characterized the state of the law 

as .of 1970 as follows: 

. 
.; 

"not all members of the House of Lords ex• 
pressed themselves in precisely the same way, 
but, for the purposes of this present appeal, 
the result of Reg v. Warner may, broadly speak· 
ing and we hppe with accuracy, be stated in this 
way: If a man is in posse.~sion, for example, of 
a box and he knows there are articles of some sort 

~ 20 -
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inside it and'it turns out that the con
tents comprise, for example, cannabis resin, 
it does not lie in his mouth to say: "I did 
not know the contents included resin". On 
the contrary, on those facts he must be re
garded as in possession of it and, if not 
lawfully entitled, would, therefore, be 
guilty of an offense such as that charged in 
the present case. 

' By pleading guilty, this respondent must have admitted therefore those 

elements which the court would ha~e considered necessary to establish 

to sustain a conviction. The first of course would be that the material 

which the police discovered was, in fact, cannabis resin, a prohibited 

drug. The second would be the admission that he was, in fact, in 

"possession" of such drug by reason of the fact that it was either ,.,. . 

in his actual custody or held by some other person subject to his 

control or for him and on his behalf, Finally the plea of guilty would 

admit that he was aware that there was some extra substance in the 

.Binocular case which was in his home but not necessarily that he knew 

it was cannabis resin • . 

Even if the holding of the court in Varga v. Rosenberg (supra) is con

sidered to be definitive and binding on what constitutes possession 

for purposes of Section 212(a)(23) of the Act, it seems clear that 

this respondent by his plea· of guilty admitted such dominion and control 

over the drug as would have given him the power of disposal. 

The lack of a requirement that the state establish that the defendant, 

in addition to having the drug under his d~minion and control, also 

knew that it was the particular drug whose idenity the government estab-
. 

lished, is not as foreign and outrageous to the system of jurisprudence 
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of the United States as counsel for the respondent would have me 

believe •. 

It is true that the large majority of cases involving prosecutions 

for "possession" under the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act require a 

knowledge by the defendant of the existence of the narcotic's where 

found, in addition to the elements of immediate and exclusive control ,, 
or at least joint control or constructive possession. (91 A.L.R. (2) 

810). However, it has been held in a minority of.jurisdictions that. 

such knowledge 1:5 not an element.· 

·':" 
For example in State v. ~~ 57 Wn. (2d) 484 (1961) the court in sus• 

taining the conviction of the defendant for unlawful pogsession· of a 

narcotic drug stated as follows: 

"in essence it is the appellant's contention 
that awareness by the accused of the narcotic 
character of the article possessed is an es-
sential element to this offense. The appellant 
bases this contention upon the assumption that 
an intent to possess a narcotic drug is .required 
to be proved under a charge of unlawful possession 
of a narcotic drug. This assumption is erroneous. 
The Legislature by its enactment of controls against 
the evil of the narcotic traffic through the adoption 
of the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act has made mere posses
ii£n of a narcotic drug a crime, unless the possession 
is authorized in the Act. RCW 69.33.230 provides: 

"it shall be unlawful for any 
person to manufacture, possess, 
have under his control, sell, 
prescribe, administer, dispense, 
or compound any narcotic drug, 
except as authorized in this 
chapter". 

In construing this statute in State v. Rinker, 
50 Wn.(2d)809, 314 P. (2d) 645 (1957), we stated: 

"whether intent or guilty knowledge 
is to be made an essential element 
of this crime is basically a matter 
to be determined by the Legislature. 

- 22 -
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Had the Legislature intended to 
retain guilty knowledge or intent 
as an element of the crime of 
posse.ssion, it would have spelled 
it out as it did in the previous 
statute. The omission of the word 
with intent evidences a desire to 

.. ~ .. ~~-~--~--~·-··~--~ ··~··- ..... ··--~·-· make me.repossession or control a 
crime." 

Our holding in the Hinker case, that guilty 
knowledge or intent is not an element of the 
crime of possession-of narcotics under RCW 
69.33.230, is controlling in the disposition . 
of appellant's first contention". 

See also the discussion by the court in ~ v. Callahan, 77 Wn. (2d) 

27 (1969) for a discussion as to what constitutes"possession" under the 

laws of the state of Washington. As the court in tha~ decision .pointed 

out, possession of property may be either actual or constructive •. Actual 

possession means that the goods are in the personal custody of the person. 

charged with possession; whereas constructive possession means that the 

goods are not in actual physical possession, but that the person charged 

with possession has dominion and control over the goods. As the court. 

there points out, in the previous case of~ v. V~ite, it had been 
. . 

held that where the evidence: showed that the defendant had been living 

on the premises for ·a month, sharing the rent, bringing furniture into · 

the house, inviting others to spend the night, the defendant had suffi-, 

cient dominion and control oyer the premises to find him guilty of con

structive possession of marijuana found in the living room of the house, 
.") 

although the defendant denied any knowledge of its presence. 

See also the article in.58 Virginia Law Review 751 (May 1972), "Constructive 

Posses.sion in Narcotics Cases, To Have and Have Not" • . 
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The note in 91 ALR (2) 810, states also that the fact that possession 

of narcotics is only for personal use, does not prevent it from being 

"possession" in violation of paragraph 2 of the Uniform Narcotics Drug 

Act, this contention having been uniformly rejected by the courts. See 

.. ·for exampfe1nState v. ~ (1961) 34 N.J. 554, 170 A (2d) 419, wher~ 

the court said that if the legislature had intended to limit the il· 

legality to possession with intent to sell, administer, compound, and 

etc., it could have so provided. By failing to so state it made 

"possession" only the ground of illegality. The' court stated the person 

who possesses, has the power to dispense it to another. 

The constitutionality of the lack of a requirement of scienter in 
. ,·j, ' 

criminal cases was discussed by the Supreme Court in u. S. v. Balint, 
' -

258 US 50 (1922). That case concerned a conviction for violation of · 

Section 2 of the Narcotics Act, 38 Stat. 786, selling narcotics without 
i 

a written form issued by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. The 

cou::t said as follows: 

"While the general rule of common law 
was that the scienter was a necessary 
element in the indictment and proof of 
every crime, and this was followed in 
regard to statutory crime even where the 
statutory definition is not in terms in
cluded, there•has been a modification of 
this view in.respect to prosecution under 
statutes, the purpose of which would be 
obstructed by such a requirement. It is 
a question ohlegislative intent to be 
construed by the court. 

It has been objected that punishment of 
a person for an ~ct in violation of law 
when ignorant of the facts making it so 
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is an absEmce of due process of law. 
But that ()bjoction is considered and 
overruled in Shevlin - Caroenter Company 
v. Minnesota, 218 US 57, 69, 70, in which 
it was held that in the prohibition or 
punishment of particular acts, the State 
may, in the maintenance of a public policy 
provide "that he who shall do them shall do 
them at his peril and will not be heard to 
plead in defense, good faith or ignorance". 

. A 

The Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit gave consideration to the 

general problem of the lack of a requirement of a particular state of 

mind or intent in a criminal prosecution. in ~· v. Greenbaum which in

volved a prosecution for unlawfully introducing into interstate commerce 

cans of adulterated eggs. The court said after quoting~ v. Balint 

(supra) as follows: 

"while .the absence of any requirement 
of mens rea is usually met with in 
statutes punishing minor or police 
offenses (for which fines, at least 
in the first instance, are ordinarily 
the penalties), we think that interpre
tation of Legislative intent as dispen
sing with the knowledge and wilfulness 
as elements of specified crimes is not 
to be restricted to offenses differentiable 
upon their relative lack of turpitude. 
Where the offenses prohibited and made pun
ishable are capable of inflicting widespread 
injury, and where the requirements of proof 
of the offenders guilty knowledge and wrongM 
ful intent would render enforcement of the 
prohibition difficult if not impossible (i.e. 
in effect tends to nullify the statute), the 
legislative intent to dispense with mens rea 
as an element of the offense has justifiable 
basis. Notable among such offenses are deal
ings in adulterated foods and drugs." 

... ,._ 
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See also the annotation at 152 ALR 755 for a general discussion of 

prosecutions for violation of food laws where ignorance, mistake 

of fact, lack of criminal intent or good faith may be present. 

I conclude therefore that the requirements for a conviction in 1968 

under the Dangerous Drugs Act of 1965, including as they do as a bare 

minimum the proof of or a~ission of possession, dominion and.control, 

L although perhaps different :from the majority of jurisdictions in the 

United States, is actually followed in some states of the United States 

dealing with possession of drugs. The absence of a requirement for . 
scienter or mens rea is followed by the majority of courts of the 

United States in other types· of convictions leading to ··•a possible 

sentence to penal servitude, and is not so repugnant to the principles 

of jurisprudence of this country that Mr. Lennon's conviction should 

not be recognized as a conviction relating to the possession of 
!\. 

marijuana. 

It should be noted in this connection that the phrase "conviction of 

violation of a law relating to the possession of marijuana" is broader 

than "a conviction for the possession of marijuana". For example, in 

Matter of P • C • 1 7 I&N Dec. 100, the alien involved had been convicted 

under Section 11502 of the Health and Safety Code of the State of 

California for having agreed to sell heroin but having in fact furnished 

· another substance in lieu of the narcotic. It was argued in the course 

of that proceeding that the. statute, in fa·et, deals with fraud and 

false pretenses and is not a statute relating to a narcotic drug since 
. 

it *as entirely clear that no narcotic drug had in fact changed hands, 

nor was such exchange even contemplated by the alien. The Board of 



..... ~ ... 

' 
' 'i 

A. 

Immigration Appeals held however that a conviction under the named 

section was, in fact, a conviction "relating to the sale of narcotics" 

and that the phrase "relating to" is a term of broad coverage. 

A situation somewhat analogous to the relationship between the respond• 

ent's conviction and his immigration excludability exists in the body 

of cases involving prosecutions under 18 USC 1407. That provision· 

of law requires a registration upon the ·Crossing of a border of the 

United States by a narcotics addict, user or violator, with a possible 

$1000 fine or up to three years imprisonment as a criminal sanction. 

The annotation in 4 ALR (Fed) 616 shows that wilfulness is not an 

ingredient of the statute but that it is mala prohibita. 
~··. 

For example, in Adams v • .Jl:a· C.A. 9, 299 F (2) 327 (1962), the individual 

concerned had been convicted in California for the possession of 

marijuana and committed to the Youth Authority of that State. He was 

charged with having crossed the border without reporting his conviction · 

and· the court excluded evidence on the effect of the expungement of his 

record by an honorable discharge from the Youth Authority. The court 

pointed out that Section 1407 should not depend on all of the peculiari• 

ties of the laws of the various states. It was stating in effect that 

a conviction for the purposes of Section 1407 is a conviction even though 

it might have been expunged by the operation of the laws of California • 

. In Smith v. ~ (1963) C.A. 9, 321 Fed. (2) 731, Cert. Den. 375 u.s. 988, 

the subject had been convicted in Arkansas for a violation of narcotic 
'!•'-

laws and sentence had been suspended on condition that he leave the State. 
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The court sustained his conviction under Section 1407 for failing 

to report this conviction, rejecting the contention that the 

court imposed condition of leaving the State was an unconstitutional 

condition.and therefore no valid conviction under the Arkansas laws. 

The court assumed for the purposes of the case that an illegal sentence 

had been imposed but held that since the defendant would have been 
·' 

entitled to request that he be resentenced, the illegal sentence did 

not vitiate the conviction under 1407. 

In Haserat v. u.s. C.A. 9 321 F (2) 582, (1963), the court was concerned -. 
with a conviction under the California Health and Safety Code for agree-

' ing to sell narcotics and selling something else, as wa$.the concern· 

of the Board of Immigration Appeals in Matter of ? - C -, 7 I&M 100 

(supra}. It was held that tLls was a conviction for a narcotic or 

marijuana law violation which required registration upon crossing the 

border and failure to do so was a violation of Section 1407. 

There is therefore· a considerable volume of law relating to prosecutions 

for violation of 18 USC 1407 which are based on the existence of an 

underlying conviction of the defendant for a narcotics or marijuana 

violation where the courts have ~efused to consider relevant the mental 

state of the defendant, the legality of the original conviction or even 

its .expungement under the laws of that state. 

The Board of Immigration Appeals in Matter of Romandia-Herreros, 

11 I&N Dec. 772 gave consideration to an alien who had engaged in 

activ~ty relating to the possession of codeine and morphine. 
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However, after indictment i~ California and while out on bail, he · 

left for Mexico and the California proceedings were not completed. 

However, under the laws of Mexico he was prosecuted in Mexico for 

a crime committed in a foreign territory for a violation of law 

which would also have been a crime in Mexico, namely the possession 

of morphine and codeine. The Board of Immigration Appeals held that 
' ·"'-, 

he was deportable under Section 24l(a)(11) of the I~~igration ·and 

Nationality Act despite his conviction in a foreign state whose 

only claim to jurisdiction over the crime was the fact that the 

defendant was a national of that country, all of the alleged criminal 

acts having taken place in the United States. A somewhat similar 

decision was reached in Matter of Adamo, 10 I&N Dec. 592, which did 

not relate to a narcotics conviction but a conviction for embezzlement 

before an Italian Court for acts which had been committed entirely in 

the United States. The Board of Immigration Appeals stated that the 

·record of a foreign conviction showing that it was a penal conviction 

is·conclusive evidence of the nature of a conviction. It stated that 

it could not go behind the record to inquire into the legal status of 

the tribunal other than in those rare exceptions relating to convictions 

in absentia or convictions for political offenses. The difficulty the 

Board of Immigration Appeals refers to is amply exhibited by the instant 

case when we seek to explore the delicate nuances of the state of mind 

required for convictions under the Dangerous Drugs Act of 1965. 

It will be noted that Section 212(a) (23) i''efers to the excludability 

of a person convicted of a crime relating to the possession of marijuana 
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whereas the respondent herein stands convicted of possession of 

cannabis resin. It is urged at some length, that when Congress 

used the term "marijuana" in the section of the consideration, it 

did not intend to include ''cannabis resin". 

The respondent offered in his behalf the testimony of Dr. Lester 

Grinspoon, Associate Clinical Professor of Psychiatry at Harvard 
·' 

Medical School whose medical qualifications qualify him fully as an 

expert in this field. A book written by Dr. Grinspoon entitled 

"Marijuana Reconsidered" (Harvard University Press, 1971) was made 

part of this record as Exhibit 13. Reference to Exhibit 13, beginning 

at page 30 thereof, indicates that since 1753 the name Cannabis Sativa 
' •'i· ' 

has been given to the plant. known as Indian Hemp. Cannabis Sativa is 

one of a relatively small number of so-called hallucinagenic plants. 

It is an easily grown plant, widely cultivated or growing naturally 

in many parts of the world. It is a source not only of hallucinagenic 

mat.erial, but also of hemp fibre and a seed oil. Although the plant 

may differ widely in its appearance depending upon the climate under 

which it is grown, it is generally agreed that all specimens are of a 

single species. The plant and its products are referred to by a wide 

number of different terms, depending upon where it is grown and where 

it is used. The male and female plant differ markedly in appearance, 

though both bear flowers. The chemical compounds responsible for the 

into:xicatingeUect of cannabis are commonly found in a sticky, golden 

resin which, during periods of the growing~season's greatest heat, is 

exuded from the female flowers 'and is found also in the adjacent leaves 
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and stalks. Although it is generally held that the plants active 

agents are found solely in the resin produced by the female flo·11er 

parts there is insufficient evidence to support this hypothesis. 

It is possible that the other parts of the female and male plants may 

contain active substances. The resin and resin bearing parts of hemp . 
are prepared for use in a variety of ways. Three grades of th12 drug 

are prepared in India and serve as a kind of standard against l'lhich 

preparations produced in othrir parts of the world are compared for 

potency. They are bhang, ganja, and charras. The least potent and 

cheapest preparation, bhang, is derived from hemp, grown in the plains 

areas and may consist simply of hemp leaves picked from door yard plants, 

dried, and then crushed into a coarse powder. The resJlting drug is of 

inferior quality and may be smoked or made into a decoction. Ganja, the 

second strongest preparation, is prepared from the flowering tops of 

cultivated female plants. The dried tops, with their exuded resin 

are generally smoked sometimes mixed with tobacco leaves. Ganja is 

estimated at being two or three times as strong as bhang and is more 

desirable and costlier. 

Pure resin of the pistillate flowers is called charras, and is the 

most potent of the intoxicants. The resin which is collected from 

the plants may be treated somewhat before it is sold and consumed but 

the treatments are largely mechanical in nature. The resin may be 

sifted to eliminate dirt and impurities, shaped, dried, and sliced 

into sheets. Charras or cannabis resin is called hashish in Egypt, 

Asi~ Minor and Syria. 
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The essence of Dr. Grinspoon's testimony is contained on page 41 

of his book where he states that most westerners and certainly r:ozt 

Americans who use cannabis take it in a form of cigarettes which are 

roughly comparable to Indian bhang in content, !l\Ode of preparation and 

potency. As such, such cigarettes are about 1/5 to l/8 the potency ' 

of Indian charras and in general the hand rolled cigarette predominates 

in the United States. 

What Dr. Grinspoon is urging in his testimony is that the common usage 

in the United States limits the term "marijuana" to cig!lrettes composed 

of the dried leaves and perhaps seeds and miscellaneous parts of the 

marijuana plant as distinct from cannabis resin which is'· an exudation 

of the female plant during its flowering period. 

The legislative history of Section 212(a) (23) and 241 (a) (11) is not as 

explicit as one might wish in defining the term marijuana. The term 

first appeared in the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952 but only 

in reference to activities relating·to traffic, sale or possession for 

such related purposes. The statute contains no definition of marijuana. 

The Narcotics Control Act of 1956 was aimed at various aspects of the 

narcotics problem. The immigration sections were only one part of the 

Congressional effort. The immigration modification was aimed directly 

at specifically including mere possession of narcotics or a conspiracy 

to violate the narcotic laws as grounds for excludability or deportability. 

It was the Congressional belief that a convi'ction for the possession of 
' 
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marijuana would constitute a conviction for the possession of narcotics 

and consequently would call the section into operation. 

In U.S • .Code Congressional and Administrative News, 84th Cong. 

2nd Session, (1956) Volume 2, page 3294, footnote #1, is found the 

following quotation "general references to narcotics in this report 

includes within the term marijuana which is similarly treated w3.b 

respect to penalties, etc." 

It is clear therefore that in drafting the Narcotics Control Act of 

1956, Congress believe.! that when it used the term narcotics, it was 

including the term marijuana. Accordingly, there was no need for 
, \"I· 

Congress to define marijuana in a section where it had used the· term 

"narcotics". Congress' miscMception as to the inclusion of "marijuana" 

within the scope of •narcotics" led to the subsequent court decisions 

and further amendment of the statute in 1960 to specifically include 

marijuana by name. In connection with the 1960.amendment here again 

was no definition. However, in the "Narcotic Control Act of 1956" 

which included a number of different section,s relating to different 

provisions of law, all of which were enacted as a unit, entitled "The 

Narcotic Control Act of 1956", there occurs title 21, Section l76(a), 

relating to the smuggling of marijuana, which specifically states "'as 

used in this section, the term "marijuana" has the meaning give!'. to 

such term by Section 4761 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1964." 

Section 4761 defines the term "marijuana" as including all parts of the 

plant including the resin extracted from any part of such plant. It 

is t.:rue that Section 176(a) states "as used in this section," in 
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defining the term marijuana: It does not seem unreasonable to me that 

if Congress included the 1956 version of Section 212(a)(23) in a con

siderably broader Act and in one portion of that Act defined marijuana, 

to conclude that the same definition of marijuana would apply to all 

uses of the term within the various discreet sections of the larger 

Act, whether specifically added to such sections or not. It certainly 

would be a bizarre interpretation of Congressional intent to believe 

that Congress would define the term for one section within the larger 

Act and expect a different interpretation for the same term to be 

applied in Section 212(a) (:23) without making a specific reference to 

the difference in meaning. If we consider the term to have been 

adequately defined in 1956 by the reference·to the Int~rnal Revenue 

Code, such definition would continue through the 1960 amendment which 

merely added marijuana disjunctively to the possession section at its 

beginning. 

If we assume however, that the Congressional efforts to define the term 

outlined above were inadequate to reach the term as used in Section 

212(a)(23), the question which has to be answered is what Congress would 

have intended to cover by the use of the term marijuana, had the matter 

received its specific attention. The record is clear in the 1956 and 1960 

amendments that Congress was attempting to make excludable and deportable 

aliens convicted of mere possession of narcotics in general and marijuana 

in particular. As indicated above, cannabis resin is the direct natural 

product of the cannabis sativa plant. rt'Nis a resin naturally exuded 

by the plant. It contains in_a concentrated form the hallucinagenic agent 
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which is the very basis for the attitude towards marijuana. To imply 

that the Congress, intent as it was on reaching for exclusion and 

deportation persons convicted of possession of marijuana would have· 

rejected a person convicted of the possession of the concentrated 
.. '"'\ 

natural products of the marijuana plant is to ·corrupt statutory in-

terpretation into a futile exercise of semantics. 

Ironically enough, there have been several recent decisions to v;hich 

neither the respondent nor the government have referred me, in which 

the present contentions of the government and respondent have been 

reversed. In these cases, it is the government which urged that 

marijuana and hashish were different and the criminal defendant 

therein concerned that they were identical. These were cases which 

arose subsequent to the decision by the Supreme Court ~n Leary v • .!:!.& 

395 US 6, 89 Supreme Court 1532 (1969). In that case the Supreme Court 

held unconstitutional the presumption in Title 21, Section 176(a) of 

knowledge of illegal importation of marijuana arising from possession, 
( 

on the ground that there was widespread cultivation of the plant in the 

United States and that there was no necessary or reasonable connection 

between coming into possession of the dried leaves and a presumption of 

knowledge that the same was illegally imported from another country. 

In u.s. v.· Piercefeld, 437 F (2d) 1188 (1971) the defendant argued that 

with respect to the irrationality of the presumption of knowledge of 

importation from the sole fact of possession, there could be nc distinction 

between hashish and marijuana. He was acc'tised of the unlawful im(lortation 

of hashish and since the.re was no direct evidence of the unlaw;ul 
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importation, the court must have relied on the presumption in Section 

176(a). The-Court of Appeals held however that the Trial Court had 

not, in fact, utilized the presumption and that there was suffic~ent 

evidence to support a finding of unlawful importation of hashish. 

It referred to the testi.mony of a chemist for the United States Custqms 

Laboratory who stated that hashish had never be.en manufactured in the 

United States and that it would be necessary to have 625 pound's of 

marijuana with the highest resin quality to make one pound of hashish 

from marijuana grown within the United States. 

In~ v. Cepelis, 426 F. 2d 137 (1970) (C.A. 9), the court was con-· 

fronted with the identical situation. In this case a1so, the government 
• It> I 

although arguing that hashish was marijuana within the meaning of 21 USC 

176(a), the government contended that hashish was not within the scope 

of Leary v • .!!..&:.• and that by reason of climatic considerations and 

the difficulty of producing domestic hashish, users would be likely 

to know that the hashish was illegally imported •. The court concluded 

that the record before H was inadequate for a proper conclusion ahd 

remanded the case for a finding by the trial court as to whether it had, 

in fact, relied on Section l~6(a) presumption, and if so to grant a new 

trial and explore the nature of hashish. On remand the trial court 

affirmed that it had not relied on the presumption but had relied on 
O>J A . 

the evidence before it and concluded a factual basis that the defendant 

had actual and· not merel)• presumed knowledge of the illegal importation. 
'/,:, 

No case has been found holding that hashish is different from marijuana 

in the context of a prosecution under a statute specifically mentioning 
' 

only marijuana. 
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A carefully delineated distinction between marijuana and hashish 

appears to be a more rec,mt product of increased legislative sophisti· 

cation. In paragraph 54~5.4.101 of the Virginia Code annotated, 

effective April 5, 1970 the maximum punishment for the possession 

of marijuana is $1000 fine and imprisonment not exceedillg 12 rnon ths. 

However, for drugs other than marijuana the punishment can be con-

siderably more, even for a first offender. The statute specif~cally 

defines marijuana as meaning any part of the plant cannabis sativa but 

not including resin extra¢ted from any part of such plant and defines · 

hashish as distinct from marijuana as including the resin extracted 

from any part of the plant cannabis sativa. 

d-

After a careful consideration of all the relevant material, I reach 

the conclusion that whether considered from the point of view of ex-

pressed Congressional intent as evidenced by the specific definition 

referred to by Congress in amending Section 212(a)(23)in 1956, or by 

inferring that intent of Congress with regard to the definition of 

marijuana which most effectively would give expression to the general 

intent of eongress in enacting that section, I reach the conclu~ion ,, 
that a conviction for the possession of cannabis resin is a conviction 

for a crime relating to the possession of marijuana and consequently 

within the. scope of Section 212(a)(23) of the Act. 

The next contention of counsel for the respondent is one which is basically 

set forth in his letter of August 14, 1972 to the Wall Street Journal 

entitled "The Cultural Lag in Immigration Laws". 
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Since the letter presents thtl ·legal situation so accurately, it m;;y · 

be quoted verbatim, where relevant. 

"If John LEmnon' s desirability as an artist 
is acknowlE!dged by the Immigration Service 
itself, wh<tt at the same time makes him so 
undesirable an alien, allegedly unable to 
become a pe•rmnnent resident, is a little known 
provision c,f i:he immigration law barring from 
admission any alien convicted of any offense, 
no matter how trivial, relating to the possession 
of marijuana. A similar provision exists :requir-· 
ing deportation of aliens who are already here. 

Court decisiorts have held that this absolute 
bar applies regardless of whether any punish
ment was imposed, whether the offense is 
technically considered a crime under local 
law, irrespective of the amount of marijuana 
possessed or other circumstances of the case, 
or even whether the offense was actually the 
subject of .an executive pardon. Moreover;'·no 
extenuating circumstances, such as hardship 
to American dependants, may be considered ••• 

The Immigration and Nationality Act provision 
which absolutely bars from admission and man
dates the deportation of persons convicted of 
a violation of any law or regulation relating 
to the illicit possession of marijuana can no 
longer be justified in its present form •••• 
The trends c>f our modern scientists who treat 
marijuana as a less serious social and medical 
danger than tobacco and liquor, and the reduction 
in the seriousness of marijuana possession con
,victions in many jurisdictions demonstrate a need 
for a change in the immigration·laws harsh atti
tude towards marijuana." 

The answer to this plea for Congressional action is contained within the 

letter as well. It states: 

. . 

"In the United States the authority to formulate 
immigration policy rests with. the Congress and 
is derived from the cons ti tuti'onal power to 
regulate commercE! with foreign states," · 

- 38 -



'" ' 

Tne government of the United States is a government of separated 

powers. The function of the judicial branch of government and 

such judicial functions of the executive as I exercise is one of 

interpretation and adjudication, not legislation. 

As the Supreme Court of the United States said in Sinclair Refining 

Comrany v. Atkinson, 370 u.s. 195 (1962): 

"The question of what change, if any, 
should be made in the existing law is 
one of legislative policy properly within 
the exclusive .domain of Congress - it is 
a question for lawmakers, not law interpre
ters. Our task is the more limited one 
of interpreting the law as it now stands. 
In dealing with problems of interpretation 
and application of federal statutes, we ,,, 
have no power to change deliberate choices 
of legislative policy that Congress has 
made within its constitutional powers. 
Where Congressional intent is discernable 
and here it seems crystal clear, we must 
give effect to. that intent." 

See also such cases as Mugler v. Kansas, 123 US 623 (1887) which involved 
.""'\ 

a conviction for selling of beer in violation of law where Justice Harl•n 

stated as follows: 

"There is no justification for holding 
that the state, under the guise merely 
of police regulations, is here aiming to 
deprive a citizen of his constitutional 
rights. If therefore, a state deems the 
absolute prohibition of the manufacture 
and sale within her limits, of intoxicating 
liquors for c1ther than medical, scientific 
and manufacturing purposes, to be necessary 
to the peace and se'curity of society, the 
courts cannot:, without usurping legislative 
functions, override the will of the people 
as thus expressed by their chosen representa
tive. They have nothing to do with the mere 

~ policy of legislation." 

- 39 -



.· .' ' 

( 

•, 
) 

On the general question as related to the line of cases connected 

with prohibition and the general history of marijuana legislatior., 

see the comprehensive article "The Forbidden Fruit and The Tree of Knowledge; 

an Inquiry Into The Legal. History of American Marijuana Prohib: tion'', 

Richard J. Bonnie and Charles H. lfui tebread, 56 Virginia Law Rev:'ew, 
' 

pages 971 to 1203, October 1970. 

One unusual aspect of these proceedings was the result of the activities 

of an organization known ~s the National Committee for John and Yoko, 

the committee organized for the purpose of soliciting public support 

for these respondents generally from persons of statute in various 

fields of artistic endeavor, but including also well known people in 
d. 

political and other fields. The testimony of several of such people 

was taken in the course of these proceedings (record page 44 to 62) 

In addition a collection of 'over 100 letters solicited by the national 

committee for John and Yoko, were submitted as a single exhibit 15, all 

endorsing the.respondents and recommending that they be permitted to 

remain permanently in the United States. 

The position taken by the great majority of these correspondents is that 

the respondents are outstanding artists in their field, that they are 

of great value to the artistic life of the United States, and thilt the 

only reason permanent residence is being d.enied these respondents is 

because of their well-kno~n opposition to war and violence and the'partici

pation by the United States in the war in Vietnam. The writers of the 

letters run the gamut from Baron Harlech of England and Mayor Lindsay of 
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the City of New York through every field of artistic endeavor from ·poet 

to professor, from sculptor to musician and museum director, nearly all 

people of outstanding artistic ability. 

Although counsel for the· respondent has scrupul.ousl y briefed every 

other aspect of this case, he has not drawn my attention to any case • 

which would make this evidence relevant. Obviously the opinion of the 
.. 

witnesses and letter writers is not needed to establish the artistic 

qualification~of these respondents. The Immigration and Naturalization . . 

Service itself recognizes them as persons of exceptional ability in the 

arts who will be of substantial benefit to the national economy, cultural 

interests-or wel11ll'e" of the United States. The position of the letter 
;j, 

writers and presumably by inference the position of the respondents 

appears to be that if a sufficient number of gifted artistic persons 

hold the respondents in high esteem, the provisions of the Immigration 

and Nationality Act may safely be disregarded in view of the overall 

benefits to the cultural life of th~ country as a whole. 

' ' . ' 

The adjudication by artistic acclaim has of course certain serious 

difficulties. Is the judic'ial process to be reduced to a type of 

popularity contest? If so, would the respondents be willing to abide · 

• by the r~sults of the· statistical count? The Trial Attorney has indicated 

that he has received numerousc letters from individuals who protest the . 

presence of the respondents in the United States. How many more 

negative votes would be prOduced if a sho~. of opinion was s.olici ted 
I , ·':""" 
I 

generally rather than in the limited. fashion engaged in by the national 
' ,• 

• 
,, 
' ' 
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committee for John and Yoko. Should the votes of creative artists· 

count for more than the votes of automobile workers and farmers? 

What about the unpopular alien, the spy, the murderer, the captain 

of organized crime1 are they to be deprived of due process of law 

because they are engulfed in the tide of hostile public opinion? 

Whatever value such expression of public opinion might have in al). 

area where Congress had entrusted the exercise of discretion to the 

judge, it is an empty academic exercise to pursue the matter further 

where we are.concerned with the strict legality of an alien's exclud

ability from the united States under a specific section of law. I 

respect the opinions of the artistic world for what they are, but 
. . . 

find them not relevant in this particular context. 

In the course of the hearings before me and in the initial brief filed 

by the respondent in this matter, some emphasis was placed on the then 
' . 

pending case of· Mandel v. Attorney G&neral 1 325 F. supp. 620. It had 

been urged in that case thav an alien who had been found ineligible for. 

admission under Section 212(a)(28) of the Immigration and Nationality 

Act, as a person who advocated the economic international and governmental 
' 

doctrines of world communism, has· no personal right of entry but his 

exclusion· from the United States would result in a deprivation of First 
I 

Amendment rights to citizens of the.United States to have him enter 

and to hear him • 

. • 
• 

;. 
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However, on appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States it was 

held in Kleiftdientt. At~orney General v. Mandel, 408 u.s. 753, 92 

s. Ct. 2~76 (1972), that the power to exclude aliens is inherent in• 

sovereignty, necessary for maintaining normal international relations 

and defending the country against foreign encroachments and dangers • 

a power to be exercised exclusively by the political branc!s of the 

government. It pointed out that the Supreme Court, without exception, 

has sustained Congress' plenary power to make rules for the admission 

of aliens and to exclude those who possess those characteristics which 

Congress has forbidden. The court pointed out that over no conceivable 

subject is the legislat:lve power of Congress more complete than it is 

over the admission of aliens. The alien in that case did not, in fact, 

question the right of Congress to exclude. What was urged was that where 

a provision for waiver existed for a temporary admission (i.e. such a 

waiver as was granted to Mr. Lennon for his temporary admission) the 

refusal to grant the waiver must be limited by the First Amendment. 

The Supreme Court felt that the Attorney Geberal had given Mandel a 

sufficient reason for refusing him a waiver and that it would refuse 

to interfere·with the Attorney General's exercise of the plenary power 

which Congress had de.legated to him by Section 212(a) (29) and 212(d) (3). 

·Obviously the position of the government is completely unassailable where 

the statute makes no provision whatsoever for a waiver in the case of 

aliens excludable under Section 212(a) (23) of the Act. 

One last point merits discussion. The respondents are confronted by a 
' legitimate legal and e1110tional dilemma rising out of their fight for 
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custody of Mrs. Lennon's 9-year•old daughter by her fo:rmer marriage. 

The record indicates that the last legal proceeding relating to this 

custody was an opinion by the United States Court of ·Appeals for the 

Third Circuit, (Anthony s. Cox v. Yoko Q-lo Cox, decided March 30, 1972 

Exhibit 15(a)) in which the court affirmed the oecision of the District 

Court of the Virgin Islands modifying the divorce decree between the 

parties and awarding the care,· custody and control to Mrs. Len~on · 

subject to the right of reasonable visitation by the father. There is 

also a court Order in effect issued by the.Court of Domestic Relations 

of Paris County, Texas on March 7, 1972 granting Mrs. Lennon the custody 

of the child, provided that such custody may be exercised at anv place 

within the terri to rial limit's of the United States of Allie rica. , Obvious 1 y, 

in order to enjoy such custody, Mrs. Lennon is required to remain in 

the United States, a require~ent which is now made possible of solution 

by the grant of permanent residence to Mrs. Lennon. On the other hand 

it can hardly be an entirely satisfactory solution for her if Mr. Lennon 

is required to depart from the United States. The situation ic further 

compounded by the fact that the respondents have been unable to locate 

the child and thus although they are legally entitled to her custody the 

reduction of that theoretical right to practical custody has not been 

achieved •. Thus the "Law" which· is enforcing the departure of Mr. Lennon 

from the United States has been unable to enforce its own edict with 

regards to the custody of Mrs. Lennon's' child. 

However, as of May 1972 the situation appe•red to be at an indefinite 

impasse. Mrs. Lennon had not seen the child for over two years, she . 
• 
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claimed that she was unable to locate the child and there is no indica-

tion as of now that any progress has been made in that direction. There 

would appear to be some question as to whether the. child, in fact, wants 

to return to Mrs Lennon. She appears to have called her mother in 1971 

and complained that she was being harrassed by'detectives. As a result 

the detectives were replaced by people who were personal friends of the 

Lennons apparently to continue surveillance. (Page 98 of reco;:d). It 

would appear that if the child is able to telephone the respondents, 

and the detectives and their replacements are able to be close enough 

to the child so that she feels harrassed, her whereabouts are not 

entirely unknown. In any event although the human equities of the 

situation are apparent, they do not in any way alter th~ excludability 

of Mr. Lennon from the United States and his consequent ineligibility 
. 

for permanent residence. It lies within the power of the enforcement 

authorities of the Immigration and Naturalization Service to defer en

forcing Mr. Lennon's departure from the United States if it could be 

demonstrated that such postponement· is justified by the circumstances. 

This would however be merely in the nature of a postponement and would 

not in any way grant him the right of perma~'nt residence in the United 

States. 

It should be noted in this context that the government has not acted 

without. a certain degree of compassion in this matter. If the government 
: . 

had seen fit to lodge an additional charge of deportability based on the 

conviction of Mr. Lennon in England, a purely clerical detail, the same . 
reasoning which haa auatained hia excludability would of necessity result 

• • 
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in his deportability from the United States and under the provisi'ons 
,, 

of Section 244(e) of the ACt would make his actual enforced deportation 

mandatory rather than permitting him to request voluntary departure 

from the United States at his own expense. 

Since Mr. Lennon has failed to establish his legal eligibility for 

admission into the United States and an i11111igrant visa, the application 
',, . 

: , for adjustment of status under Section 245 of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act will be denied. 

Mr. Lennon requested the privilege of voluntary departure from the 

United States in lieu of deportation in the event that his application 

for permanent residence was denied (page 83), He 1s statutorily 
~ 

eligible for such relief, He has declined to designate any country 

to which he would prefer to be sent in the event deportation becomes 

necessary. His deportation will therefore be dire,cted to England,, the 

country of his citizenship. 

No claim of persecution has been made as to England in the event 

deportation to that country becomes necessary. This is contained in 

stipulation between c9unsel marked Exhibit 22. 

ORDER1 IT IS ClmERED that the application of Yoko Ono Lennon for 

adjustment of status under Section 245 of the Immigra'tion and Nationality 
{'· .. 

Act to that of a permanent resident of the United States be, and the 

same hereby is, granted. ,,;. 

• 
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IT IS FUR!HER ORDERED that the application of John Winston Ono Lennon 

for adjustment of status under Section 245 of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act be, and the same hereby is, denied. 

IT IS FUR!HER OODERED that in lieu of an order of deportation the 

respondent, John Winston Ono Lennon, be granted voluntary departure 

without expense to. the government on or before sixty days from .the 

date this decision becomes final or any extension beyond such date 

as may be granted by the District Director and under such conditions 

as the District Direc,tor shall direct. 

IT IS FUR!HER ORDERED that if the respondent, John Winston Ono Lennon, 

fails to depart when and as required, the privilege of voluntary 

departure shall be withdrawn without further notice or proceedings 

and the following order shall thereupon become immediately effective: 

the respondent shall be deported from the United States to England 

c on the second charge contained in his Order to Show Cause, to wit: 

Section 24l(a)(2) of the Immigration and Nationality Act. 

• • 
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II 

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF CHANGE 
OF STATUS APPLICATION 

STATE OF NEW YORK ) 
COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) ss.: 

MICHAEL B. KRAMER, being duly sworn, deposes and 

says: 

1. I have prepared Form I-506 and I make this affidavit 

in connection with item 23 for a change of non-immigrant status 

of JOHN LENNON. I have been informed by APPLE CORPS LTD., I 
England, that the following are the facts surrounding Mr. Lennon'1 

conviction, referred to in item 23. 

a. Mr. Lennon was tried in Marylebone, Magistrate 

Court, London. 

b. He was convicted on November 28, 1968 of 

possession of cannabis, contrary to the Dangerous Drugs Act of 

1965. 

c. He was fined el50 plus costs of e21. 

Sworn to before me this 

15th day of December 1971. 
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CABLE ADDRBSII 
.. LBONWILDBII/' N, V, 

-
1 >1~\. & :-;,\T, SERVICE. 

LEON WILDES ~.Y.C.MAILlmlTi 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 971} MAR 28 PM z: 12 
SIS~~ 

A;;.. ~~ ..Y.?!f f(J(J~~ 

March 24, 1972 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

j j 

Re: LENNON, John Al7 597 321 
LENNON, Yoko I I 

Attn: Hon. Sol Marks, District Director 

Dear Sir: 

As you know, the Special tnquirr Officer has adjourned 
the deportation proceedings in the above entitled actions 
to April 18, 1972 based upon our application for such ad
journment. The primary basis for the adjournment was the 
pendency of the motion made to you to cancel deportation 
proceedings, dated March 15, 1972. I submit herewith ad4,
dit±enal evidence and argument to be considered by you in 
support of the motion to cancel deportation proceedings. 

The alleged basis for commencing these proceedings 
was the apparent ineligibility of Mr. Lennon to adjust his 
status under Section 245 of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, as amended. This ineligibility is grounded upon the 
existence of a narcotics' conviction for which the law pre
sently provides no administrative waiver. I submit herewith 
evidence to show that Mr. Lennon is presumptively eligible 
for adjustment of status in the form of a let~er from his 
British counsel showing that he has been instructed to make 
an application to seek a judicial expungement of the con
viction (erroneously referred to as a sentence) of Mr. Len
non. It is respectfully submitted that this evid.W.e ne
gates the claimed basis for requirta1Jl.1the institution of 
deportation proceedings in these cases. It is further 
noted that the Immigration Seqice. has not been cons.iRtent 
in its application of the rule, which is being applied to 
Mr. Lennon in a discriminatory manner. It is further noted 
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that the rule being applied by the Immigration Service in 
failing to accord Mr. r,ennon the benefit of the deferred 
departure arrangements made for beneficiaries of pending 
or approved third prefe.rence petitions. is to be found no
where in the law or published regulations of the Immigra
tion and Naturalization service and that its application 
is not only discriminatory but unlawful. 

Furthermore, even assuming the correctness of the 
policy, its application to Mr. Lennon's case is improper 
in that he is also the derivative beneficiary of his wife's 
third preference petition and since she is presumably eli
gible to adjust her status, the procedure should have been 
favorably exercised in Mr. Lennon's behalf. 

With respect to the aase of Mrs. Yoko Ono Lennon, 
there is no actual or claimed ground for ineligibility 
for adjustment of status to that of a permanent resident 
and the issuance of an order to show cause was therefore 
improvident. It was also contrary to the regulations, 
which prescribed that persons eligible to adjust be per
mitted to do so without resort to deportation proceedings. 
In view of the known and sympathetic elements concerning 
her desire to be with her American citizen child, the is
suance of the order to show cause in her case is submitted
ly an abuse of discretion. 

A further basis for the request to cancel these 
deportation proceedings is founded upon the fact that the 
applicants have requested additional time to complete the 
purpose for which they ,~ere originally admitted to the 
United States: to obtain the custody of their child Kyoko. 
Although a temporary custody order has been obtained and a 
copy of the order submitted with this motion, a permanent 
order has not yet been secured and further court appearances 
in Texas will be requiro:d for this special purpose. Like
wise, the efforts to loc<~te the child have not yet been met 
with success and will roequire further time. Accordingly, 
respondants have requested a further extension of their 
time and hereby reiterat.e that request, and submit here
with the letter of Alan Kahn, Esq. with respect to the le
gal proceedings and the period of time needed. The denial 
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of the request for additional time, whether as an extension 
of visitors' status or as a prolongation of deferred de
parture status is likewise submittedly an improper exercise 
of discretion, as is the purported revocation of the defer
red departure originally granted to March 15, 1972 under 
these circumstances. In view of the fact that the aliens 
had continued temporary purpose in the United States for 
which they had originally been admitted and which was not 
yet completed, the denial of additional time and the revoca
tion of time already granted were improper acts, rendering 
the issuance of the order to show cause improvident and sub
mittedly improper. 

WHEREFORE, respondents respectfully request that 
these proceedings be terminated by the District Director, 
Acting District Director, or Deputy District Director, as 
having been improvident:ly begun. 

LW/ns 

submitted, 

Attorney for respondents 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
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Leon Wildes, Esq., 
515 Maddison Avenue, 
New Yorl< 10022, 
N.Y. 
u.s.A. 

Dear Sir, 

Mr. John Lennon _,_ -...... _ ....... ------

',,, 

j·,:. ,., I 

u i" ;:_ 

14th March IC)72 

I confirm that I acted for Mr. Lennon when he w<'s charged 
in October 1968 with possessing a quantity of cannabis 
amounting to 14.20 grammes, 

The alleged offence took place at a time when his wife was 
expecting a baby and was experiencing physical and emotional 
difficultiee. The impact of the proceedings needless to 
say added to her burdens. 

What Mr. Lennon did not want to do, at the time, was to 
aggravate her condition and he sought my advice as to what 
course he should adopt in this regard, ~ 

The facts of the case were such that I considered Mr, Lennon 
to have a good defence but for the presentation of the same 
it would be essential to call Mrs. Lennon ae a witness, 
I wae obliged to explain to him that the only course open 
that would obviate the need for her appearance a!! a witness 
would be for him to plead guilty • 

An essential element of the defence concerned the manner 
in which the police conducted their investigations at the 
time of the arrest, ~wd in this regard it would have been 
necessary to make certain allegations concerning the actions 
of individual poLicemen but a difficulty existed over lack 
of corroborative evidence. 

r CERTIFY THAT I HAV COMPARED THIS COPY WITH 

~;N~~,G~~~~~~T. . . TH UE :A~~' c'J/;'1/J:P.~~: 
NAME,.HHH•:,.~,;.;L·" Ullii;,HHHH' ATTORNEY AT LAW 
ADDRESS, 515 MI\DISON AVE, N"W YORK, N, Y. 10022 
ADMITTED TO PRI\CTICE IN THE STATE OF NEW YORK. 

Cont.d/, •• 2 
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Certain members of the squad, who were involved in that 
arrest, havt• since come under ~crutiny thl'tnsclvr-,. hy polic-e 
higher authority and indeed one Detective Sor~eunt l~ now 
havine- his past actjvities enquired into and the untur<> of 
the enquiries are such as to lend support tn tb• as~Prtinns 
of Mr. Lennon, made by him subsequent to hi" f-,inl" charged, 

With his wif'! restored to good ilPalth and havlnf,' "''l-ard 
to th"' situation concerning the !Jol.ice witn<'s~"" ,,,,. l11vl' 
had instructions to put forward the necessary appl i_cn ci.ou 
for the purpose of seeking a judicial expungement of the 
sentence imposed upon Mr, Lennon. 

Because of the procedural steps to be t11l<PH here, it 
could be ~orne six to eight week5 before a decieH>n i~ 
forthcoming or before the application is otherwi~e 
sufftciently a;~lCed. 

YouJ.~' t 1 --,. 
FOLDEN, ISHO GALE 

~~~~~~Hr;;;E~E;~~~,~~;;~~~~: 
NAME''""'J.~iJi:t4',U.IJ!ioiii '""' MTORI'EY AT LAW e 

ADD~(SS: 515 MAD1SON AVE., N':W YORK, N. Y. 1002.: 

ADM1TT:2D TO PKACTICJ IN THL ST/\Tt: or NEW YORK. 
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Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 

Dear Mr. Wildes: 

/TtJt? ~ - //14t Yk.,.. 

.A£'?!/~ .A£'?!/~ /tJtJ/.9 

March 17, 1972 

RE: Yoko Ono and John Lennon 

This letter shall confirm ottr many telephone conversations regarding 
the status of the action pending in the Court of Domestic Relations 
of Harris County, Texas, entitled Anthony D. Cox vs. Yoko Ono Lennon. 

As you know, I have appeared in such action as attorney of record 
together with local Texas counsel. 

On March 7, 1972, an order was made and entered in said action granting 
temporary custody to Yoko Ono Lennon of her daughter Kyoko, within the 
continental territory of the' United States of America. A copy of such 
order has been made available to you. 

Notwithstanding such temporary order and as you, as a practicing at
torney can appreciate, it would be necessary for a final order to be 
made so that the issue of custody can be finalized, Needless to say, 
such final order can only be, obtained following a full and final 
hearing, 

I am advised by local counsel that their calendar practice is such 
that the final hearing can not take place until at least two months 
have expired from the notice of such case for final hearing. 

Both Yoko Ono Lennon and John Lennon must be available to testify at 
such hearing if they are to substantiate their position with regard to 
final custody, 

Accordingly, it is most imperative that you obtain, in their behalf, 
an extension of their stay in the U.S, so that their mammoth effort 
to obtain custody of the child will not be frustrated by their in
ability to appear at the final hearing. 

AK/mh 

Very ,;ruly Jcyrs} 
(ci~~ ~~··t_____ 

Alan Kahn 

'\\ 
\ :. 

380 



' ·-··" ~ 

CABLE ADDRESS 
"LBONWlLOE:S," N. Y, 

LEON WILDES 
A1TOR.NEY AT LAW 

.HS .L~ .s::£~ 
,/1{;.. ~· A/'& ft?tJ:u 

March 24, 1972 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

Re: LENNON, John Al7 597 321 
LENNON, Yokol I 

Attn: Hon. Sol Marks, District Director 

Dear Sir: 

As you know, the Special !nquiry Officer has adjourned 
the deportation proceedings: in the above entitled actions 
to April 18, 1972 based upon our application for such ad
journment. The primary basis for the adjournment was the 
pendency of the motion made: to you to cancel deportation 
proceedings, dated March 15, 1972. I submit herewith ad.:. 
ditional evidence and argument to be considered by you in 
support of the motion to cancel deportation proceedings. 

(b )(6) 

The alleged basis for commencing these proceedings 
was the apparent ineligibility of Mr. Lennon to adjust his 
status under Section 245 of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, as amended. This ineligibility is grounded upon the 
existence of a narcotics' conviction for which the law pre
sently provides no administrative waiver. I submit herewith 
evidence to show that Mr. Lennon is presumptively eligible 
for adjustment of status in the form of a letter from his 
British counsel showing that he has been instructed to make l 
an application to seek a judicial expungement of the con-

:.>~!'ir ' .. ·~·'· :· •. 

viction (erroneously referred to as a sentence) of Mr. Len-
non. It is respectfully submitted that this evidence ne-
gates the claimed basis for requiring the institution of 
deportation proceedings in these cases. It is further 
noted that the Immigration Service has not been consiRtent 
in its application of the rule, which is being applied to 
Mr. Lennon in a discriminatory manner. It is further noted 
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that the rule being applied by the Immigration Service in 
failing to accord Mr. Lennon the benefit of the deferred 
departure arrangements made for beneficiaries of pending 
or approved third preference petitions is to be found no
where in the law or published regulations of the Immigra
tion and Naturalization Service and that its application 
is not only discriminatory but unlawful. 

Furthermore, even assuming the correctness of the 
policy, its application to Mr. Lennon's case is improper 
in that he is also the derivative beneficiary of his wife's 
third preference petition and since she is presumably eli
gible to adjust her status, the procedure should have been 
favorably exercised in Mr. :Lennon's behalf. 

With respect to the case of Mrs. Yoko Ono Lennon, 
there is no actual or claimed ground for ineligibility 
for adjustment of status to that of a permanent resident 
and the issuance of an order to show cause was therefore 
improvident. It was also contrary to the regulations, 
which prescribed that persons eligible to adjust be per
mitted to do so without res•::>rt to deportation proceedings. 
In view of the known and s~npathetic elements concerning 
her desire to be with her ~nerican citizen child, the is
suance of the order to show cause in her case is submitted
ly an abuse of discretion. 

A further basis for the request to cancel these 
deportation proceedings is founded upon the fact that the 
applicants have requested additional time to complete the 
purpose for which they were originally admitted to the 
United States: to obtain the custody of their child Kyoko. 
Although a temporary custody order has been obtained and a 
copy of the order submitted with this motion, a permanent 
order has not yet been secured and further court appearances 
in Texas will be required fC>r this special purpose. Like
wise, the efforts to locate the child have not yet been met 
with success and will require further time. Accordingly, 
respondants have requested a further extension of their 
time and hereby reiterate that request, and submit here
with the letter of Alan Kahn, Esq. with respect to the le
gal proceedings and the period of time needed. The denial 
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of the request for additional time, whether as an extension 
of visitors' status or as a prolongation of deferred de
parture status is likewise submittedly an improper exercise 
of discretion, as is the purported revocation of the defer
red departure originally granted to March 15, 1972 under 
these circumstances. In view of the fact that the aliens 
had continued temporary purpose in the United States for 
which they had originally been admitted and which was not 
yet completed, the denial of additional time and the revoca
tion of time already granted were improper acts, rendering 
the issuance of the order to show cause improvident and sub
mittedly improper. 

WHEREFORE, respondents respectfully request that 
these proceedings be terminated by the District Director, 
Acting District Director, c,r Deputy District Director, as 
having been improvidently begun. 

LW/ns 

Respectful submitted, 

~LDES, ESQ. • 
Attorney for respondents 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

"' ,,, 

~ 
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. . . . 

383 



. . . ' 

• 

384 



/rZANSCRi Pr- /DDS 

A{(~ CoAJTA I ;J~0 

I ;J <"? .. Ee»R_b 

Of W.o c_ <t ~:o 1 Ale,-

385 



b)(6) 

.. 

~'ile No.,.-------
Nwnber of 

0 E:z',:. 

[] E;·: 

Dei 1i.r.0d 

----~·----· 

0- -·~·---------.. -----·-

Completed 

I I • 

I\ 
~I 
I 
I 

386 



(b )(6) 

I 

i 
i I 

j I I 
I ' I 

I 

i: 
I 
! 

0 
. i 

387 



l)ICTAPRONE RECDiill 

Pi1• .... ~---Dot._c,-J-"-/2-' > --.,,. .......... -·~-"" . ..,., ... ~--.,..,.... 

0 llc: ;:,.: 
Qi·:.:;, 1 

10 No 
\, -----M--

0 
,;._ -~ ·' .) c -

\ 

389 



(b )(6) 

~0 STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Board of Immigration Appeals ... 

Immigration nd Naturalb:ation Serviee 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF APPEARANCE AS ATTORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE 

In re: 
DATE: March 16, 1972 

FILE NO.: A17 597 321 -- Husband 

I 1-- Wife 

I hereby enter my appearance as attorney for (or representative of), and at the request of, the following 
named person(s): 
NAME: 

Mr. and Mrs. John and Yoko LENNON I 
RRAnONstiiP TO liN lAW: 

0 PETITIONER 0 BENEFICIARY 0 
AODIE$5: (APT NO.) (NUMBER AND STREET) (CITY) (STATE) (ZIP CODE) 

105 Bank Street New York New York 

I 
ULATIONSHtp TO liN LAW: 

0 PETITIONER 0 BENEFICIARY 0 
ADDRESS~ (APT NO.) (NUMIIER AND STREU) (CITY) (STAlE) (ZIP CODE) 

Check applicable item(s) below 

:Kl 1. Jam an attorney and a member in good! standing of the bar of the Supreme Court of the United States 
or of the highest court of the following State, territory, insular possession, or District of Columbia 

New Yor:k -- all courts 
(Name of court) 

and am not under a 

court or administrative agency order suspending, enjoining, restraining, disbarring, or otherwise re-
stricting me in practicing law. 

[j 2. I am an accredited representative of the following named religious, charitable, social service, or similar 
organization established in the United States and which is so recognized by the Board: 

0 3. I am associated with .. ' 
the attorney of record who previously filEid a notice of appearance in this case and my appearance is at his 
request. (If you check this item, also check item 1 or 2, whichever is appropriate.) 

0 4. Others (Explain fully.) 

Signature 

c{.j;w. 
Complete Address 

NAME-Type or print / 

LEON WILDES, ESQ. 
Form G-28 
(R~. A-15-7l}N 

-.,. 
Telephone number 

GPO 949·2911 

515 Madison Avenue 
New York, Ne'foo~2k 

PL ~-3468 
GPO, 1971 01.-421--693 
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DIC1'AP!f01TE RECORD 

A'' :>q·n1., 
F'ilc No. ___ ~--~ ---~---- Da1 ,, 

NumbBr of hsltn e1: ' 'osed .. '. 
I 

Hearing Officers or:ler: __ _ 

~~~-~ 
I 0 Transcribe deci:li.on 
I onl;.' 

' 

f1 E·c+r,_ 'lO:JY req 1' •· :d - criminal 

f] E.·:-dbits eneJosed 

0 

iJ 
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~·:1.11 No. _________ Dcr.: :/.1 
.... <!.''···'·"·holts en~lased __ .. 

l' ;_ ). 

c ' . I 

,-·--·, ',.,. ···'PY roqu: •.•.d. - criminal 

--", s.;~~·a coDY reQ\;i~:ed- e~pert witness 

Completed on ____ ..... 
(datr:') ...,. ____________ _ 
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UNI.LD STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTtt.K 
lmmigraiion and Naturalization Service 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE and NOTICE OF HEARING 

In Deportation Proceedings .under Section 242 of the Immigration and Nationality Act 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 

In the Matter of 

To: JobD ~ TM 81l 
(name) 

Respondent. 

) 
) 
) 
) 

Addre!~u~tr!~:~a~d~~~e;-- Jlrk 

f'ile No. __ A_17.:.....;:;S97.:....:.....;;321_· -----

UPON inquiry conducted by the Immigration and Naturalization Service, it is alle,.ed that: 

AND on the basis of the foregoing allegations, it is charged that you are subject to depOI'tation pursuant 
to the following provision(s) of law: 

Section 241(a)(2) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, in that, after admission as a. 
nonimmigrant un:'!er Sec. lOl(a) (15) of said act 
you have remained in the United States for a 
longer tiine than perm1ttc1d •. 

WHEREFORE, YOU ARE ORDERED to appear for hearing before a Special inquiry Officer of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service of the United States Department of Justice at-------

20 ltst Jt• 7' Jt le ~ J, I, • 1JA, OW 
on """"""' 161 1!1'12 at 8d!5 am, and show cause why you should not be deported 
from the United States on the charge(s) set forth above. 

Dated: la'lth 6, 1912 

Form 1·221 
(Rev. 3·30-67) 

(over) 
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NOTICE TO RESPONDENT 

ANY STATEMENT YOU MAKE MAY BE USED AGAINST YOU IN DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS 

THE COPY OF THIS ORDER SERVED UPON YOU IS EVIDENCE OF YOUR ALIEN REGISTRATION 
WHILE YOU ARE UNDER DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS. THE LAW REQUIRES THAT IT BE 

CARRIED WITH YOU AT ALL TIMES 

If you so choose, you may be representeq in this proceeding, at no expense to the Government, by an 
attorney or other 'individual auth9rized and qualifi~d t9 represent persons before the Immigration and Nat
uralization Service. You should bring with you any affidavits or other documents which you desire to have 
considered in connection with your case. If any document is in a foreign language, you should bring the 
original and certified translation thereof. If you wish to have the testimony of any witnesses considered, 
you should arrange to have such witnesses present at the hearing. 

When you appear you may, if you wish, admit that. the allegations contained in the Order to Show Cause 
are true and that you are deportable from the United States on the charges set forth therein. Such admission 
may constitute a waiver of any further hearing as to your deportability;c,If you do not admit that the alle
gations and charges are true, you will be given reasonable opportunity! to present evidence on your own 
behalf, to examine the Government's evidence, and to cross-exall!intrfiny witnesses presented by the 
Government. 

You may apply at the hearing for voluntary departure in lieu of deportation. Moreover, if you appear to be 
eligible to acquire lawful permanent resident status the special inquiry office will explain this to you at 
the hearing and give you an opportunity to apply. 

You will be asked during the hearing to select a country to which you choose to be deported in the event 
that your deportation is required by law. The special inquiry officer will also notifY you concerning any 
other country or countnes to which you·r deportation may be directed pursuant to law; and upon receipt of 
this information, you will have an opportunity to apply during the hearing for temporary withholding of 
deportation if you believe you would be subject to persecution in any such country on account of race, 
religion, or political opinion. 

Failure to attend the hearing at the time and place designated hereon may result in your arrest and de
tention by the Immigration and Naturalization Service without further notice, or in a determination being 
made by the special inquiry officer in your absence. 

REQUEST FOR PROMPT HEARING 

To expedite determination of my case, I request an immediate hearing, and waive any right I may have to 
more extended notice. 

(signature of respondent} 

Before: 

(signature .and title o( witnessing officer} (date) 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

This order and notice were served by me on ___ --;::;,=---in the following manner: 
(date) 

(signature and title of employee or officer) 
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' .' 1 -~ \~ ~.,1.j p·,·:· ,' 
··' ;" ' ~' 1--~~ 

Best ~'Reproducible" Copy Available 

i<''·:: 

) 
) 
) 

Respondent. , ) 

' ("l"'""''l" . .,.;.,..,,.,) ·. Q .i.J:· .~-lbiJ! ,,!.JJ_!Il\.t 

''·,< .. , ..... -.... _ 

\''·•" 

' ', 
,. _f ·, 

p' 

~IPON inquiry conciucte~ oythe Immigrat iM and Natur~!izat tOn SE,~ic~, it is alle6ed thut: 

: 1. You are not a citizen or. national uf the tlnited States; 
1 2. You ilte a napve o,f ~---,..-~-~n.r.eat llri t.ai!l.• ---~-~ ·' · 

and a citizen of · ll'ni1;u(l.J:iuwlul1Lillltl C:qlrl)'Iitl$.", •.. ..:; . . . . 

3. Yo9 eritete<i the Un\t,ec!. State~ at --~~~t-~¥-~----:--'-:-f...:,._.,_.......c..-. -· on ·. . oo t~1··t n l'V). · ·· · · ·.·.·. ·· ·· . ·. ·.· · · .. 
, Ol ~.· .. U , ', ~ot•) f , , , ,·' ·' .· .. ·· : 'i , , / " · , , · .. , , , • , , , . , 

'·I, 

.:,· 

"' ·:· .. 

' 
'•-·) •' -... 

.• Wi'IEREE'ORI,;;,.YOU;~R~·ORDii:REDto ~ppea~ for hearing beforli a Spe~ial Inquiry Officer of the• 
· IJ1lPligratjqJ:~ a~d Naturaliz~t\on $e~yice cifth~ U11ited States Department of Justice at~-- ---"--.,-
~j:Ie-s±: l'q!Qadw1y; !kw;~k, 1;~~ ~ir~ .lM'h. i':tillilr ··· ·· · ...... ~---- ,-, · 

! ~n ·-~~l;f1)l )6, .• 1?72 ~ .. '·. i ~t- · .. Si 4~ ...,m, ~nd show caUS(> wlty you l'hO<Jld not b<> depottdl 
.. .fmiplhe,Un\\e~ -State(pnt~'e ·char~e(s) set forth l!bov:e. ·· • . 

• , • ., ·, '• ' " ' ' ' ' < 

'''i ·'' 
'•( ,, 

' 

'"' ' ~ . .,.. 

'. : , . ' : , .':.' , 2 ' , ' ~ ,,:- , ' ' I 

IM~N .ANx;:.1:::ERVICF~ 

· · ,. (SJ~·natutt' <ltld tide of l~Silll1i( ,,fi'Jn~r; ' 

,. DIS'tRICT DIRICTOR 

I ' 

If 
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' 1:(mir:rtilf!:A'l'!O!f lJfflt~ "' 
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, ,,, ·i 

't '·'-1'-\j'. ~ .. ~.~-· .···, f -·::. ~-
. U ,l:lll: HA$ 01 

.... ),>~" ' 

, 1.·1';lmOif ~ J()li!L}~l'IBD 
): ' 

· ' On l:.t~.·<lh l, 1972 yot\ wa1•e g;.'Mtli>d the p:rtv.~~:llze of iiejla:rt:lner 
,· :rh<ii th~tt.~~d El't,f\t~f,l vol~JJl'ta.l1.ly on Ol' be.t'ore : :U.·ch 151 ~ ~l"/2, 

6~., ::fq1l (l.t.Mdqnr:d )lim 1ntllnti!m to d~ tro1 1 the Un1 ted States 
~j~'t ~'if! l:>e1'Qtll $laroli. 1~;~ 197-a. . 

,.,.,.,,.,.rli •• •· }~pjl'~~~' J,9;~ ......!.v~ ot vo\Uilt.lir.r"/ d~lllrlure t..o !-"l!t:reh 
. 19'72 ~ I"" 

· · · 1 , ·I ~ 1 , ' -: - ' -, · ' 

._,. 

;Allll Iilli tlla ~J'I.l!l ot ·the fol;..gnillg oJ1egp,thmllt :'t:t :in cha.rr:o•.J. 
that Y•~~ JIJI;I ~oat, to <1i!lOl~tat1on 11lil'IJ1Jmrt tl> the £o11 t,r.' u::· 

. Jil.'O'II'!t:Jcpll(PJ \'It' lmn · · · 
~ J ' ';; ' . ' ' ' ' 

' ' a~·iJ.>n ·a41 (a)(~} pf the Imltgra\ion ·and 
·L · ·i~tiAt(~~tty A<lt 1 .in thnt 1 a:!'tn:r Mtlaa:it•n 

· n~, ~ hl;lriiti'llllifP.'Mt 'Ull(lilx' Soction 101 (a) ( :~5) 
... ·of,. fl#d .· A9t, :rou ha:lfe failad to..com"lly W':\.th 
, tllo <it:>~dtti'na of' ~nmh statU!!. 

' 

. Sc~t1o~ !hl:,( a)( 2) o.t" the !lllllliG%'11 Ucn and 
.. . , .. lllatiq~ILI.:t.ty. 11ct, ill that, after M:d.sl.lirm 
. · •. •··· M ·£;.·· non:lxinni!iflint \!l~lill' :?co. 1Ql (") ( 1~) of 

· ' 1 .. :1if.'il.clt ':1"11:!; haVa ~allllirled !11' the 'lhYi ted 
.·Stat~~ t~t ·It lm:tgOil ti)M! ··~· Pll:r:Ji t.tod • 
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ACTlONS iO BE COMPLETED 

1~94 
Stamped 

I-~s 

M-12.S Oock~t Control 'rap!! 

1-205 Warrant of Deportation 

1-229 
W~om.ing of Si:r•m1.1nth 
Limit~ :242(e) 

t<t17 lnformatio"'"Trave \ 
I~.2t7A Document Application 

t~l41 M:edk11.t Ct!rtificlltto 

l-294 Notice of Oep1n Destination 
and Pt!-na1ty for Re('J:ntry 

1-323 
Bond 

Sreaeh 
l-391 Ciat'\cellation 

1~141 
1' .D. R•qunt Countty 
D.e•icnatC'ld bY Alien 

T.D. Requut 
Cotmtry t>f N111Uonldity 

Paupl)rl Noted~ O.I. 242.10(J} 

DET AJNEO CASES 

t-286 Nottc:e o( Detention 
or Relt'la•e Corl.ditlon• 

G~589 Property R~c:elpt 

G-590 PrQP.-rtY Envelope 

1 .. 43 Statenu~'l:t of Detained Alien 
Beggage & Pet~JonaJ Etfeetl\ 

1~284 
Notice re Oet•ntlon and 
Dep~rtation Expen•n 

IM24 7 Notice of Detainer 

252(b) CAS&S 

l-99 
Notice of Rt~voc•Uoq 
and Penal~y_ 

1·259 
Notice to Detain 
and Deport 

.IEPORTATION CASE CHECK SHEET 
Fil" A-_17 597 321 

Com-
<j}J't .. d 

rDat.':) 

~ " ..... 

'1..6-72 

ATTORNEY OR 

REPRES€NTATJVE: 

ADDRESS: 

Jni 

~· 
ACT toNS TO BF; f'OMPLF.Tl::D 

I 

p!e\l"d 

(Dat,.l 

"' 1 AR:RANC;ING 'tRANSPOR'TATIO~ 

KJ l. 2M~ 
Notk.,. to 
Tunfport~tlon L-im• .. 

1-380 
R~•ord ot 
Billabl-e Espen!'l!l 

PPrflltnd {l.:lr Sun~f'ldl"r 
1·340 

Under Bood ·-·-
Notice to Surroender 

1-166 
(t'lr Deoortation 

C'r391 0f'tait Clf DeL Off. 

Rf!cord r>f Penon & 
1~2:16 

Prooerty 'I'ranafel1'ed 

H64 DocwMnt Envl':lope 

CLOSING ACTIONS 

l~lS 7 NQtiCt! of Deportation 

-
0·1!9 

Stlilltl.t!.tical Punch Card 
G-174 

Q..J.t3 
Lookout :Notice 
Worksheet 

Di•Po•ltion Notice ~ FBI 

Dl.•poaiUon Notlc.a M RCMP 

Deportation £a:pt!'tlU Billed 

··- ---
1~94 Stlillmped and 
l-<)S Forw..-ded 

"Cloaed" Tape Place.d (Jt1 FUe 

FU.e 
To ~ec. Adln. Re X..tSl 
Stamped ••St•H•tlea•• 

~154 Clo•ed 

OiRPOaition lnfwm•Uon fumi11Md 
the followlf)f;: 

ln1tifll'> 

·------i 

I --

' 

--

···-

Alien (isXis not) detained and is ready for deportation to------- __ at the exp.,nse of 

------------· Alien's condition is: Able 0 Mental 0 CINS 0 Physically lncap. 0. 
(NMne of SS Co. ~ Govetntr:~ent) 

Foma. t-110 
(llov, 8•28-70)N 

Dati! 

United States Department of Justice, Immigration and Hoturalization Service 
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£017 

1. ALIEN'S NAME OFFICE FILE NUMBER 

' 

[z .. co</iiTov Df,GN<TED BY .LIEN o~TE ~PPLIEo FoR ~oE~IEo ·--~-··-- -~rn,.rF~~·----

(~) CONSUl~ 

- ~-1'F-·--~ j ~'""'"'"' r-·~ HOM£ AUTHORIOIL5 ----··· 
1. COUNT~Y OF WHICH A CITIZEN DATE APPLIED HIED 

' r .. J ca~s~..u. 

-- - ___ j r~ IOM1'!1 ... !>!$Y 

~·-·· 
c~: HOME ,t.,\JTHORITIES 

4. COUNTRY OF WHICH A NATION ... L OR SUBJECT OA"fE APPLIED FOf' OEHIED 0,6.Tf 

f-:::l CONSUL 

CJ EMRA5SY 

1----· 0 HOME AUTHOAITICS 
···~-··-·-

5. COUNTRY OF WHICH L"-ST A RESIDENT BEFORE DATE APPl-IED FOR DENIED OATE 

ENTERING u.s. 0 CONSUl. 

0 EloU!IA!;SY 

0 HOJoiE AUTHOR I TIES 
·-· 

6. COUNTRY FROM WHICH ALIEN LAST ENTERED U.$. DATE APPLIED FOR DATE Of NIEO 

··-·---
7, COUNTFI'Y Of FOREIGN PORT f'ROM WHICH EMBARI(EO FOA U.S. 0 .. FOREIGN DATE APPLIED FOR DATE Oft!Uf[) 

CONTIGUOUS TERRifOR:Y 

8. COUN1'RY WHERE BO~N DATE APPLIED fOR DATE OEIIIIFO 

-~·~····-

9. COUNTRY WHERE PLACE OF BIRTH NOW SITUATED DATE APPLIED FOR OATE OEMIFO 

-. J 
10. COUNi"RY WHERE ALIEN RESIDED PRIOR TO ENTERING COUNTRY F'AC:W DATE APPLIED rOA DATE OE'NIFO I 

WHICH t-IE ENTERED U.S. 

I 

-- -"·---~·" i 
11. COUNTRY WHICH HAO SOVEREIGNTY OVER BIRTHPLACE AT TtMIE OF BI .. TH DATE APPLIED FOR OATE OEN fO ' 

' i 

·-···- J 
12. OTHER COUNTRY APPL.IEO TO DATE APPLIED FOR DATE OENl~n I 

' I 

13. OTHER COUNTRY APPLIED TO DATE APPLIED FOR QATE Oflrllll·,;---·-J 
I 
' ··-· ___ _J 

14. STATE DEPARTMENT ASSISTANCE REQUESTED OM; RESULTS I 
I 
! 

--~--- ···-1 15. ASSISTANCE OF SERVICE OFFICER ABROAD RESULTS 
REQUESTED 

' 
!oFFICE DATE -~ 16. TO REGIONAL. COMMISSIONER REGARDING RESULTS 

2431&) ACTION 

COUNTRY DATE --
17. REASONS FOR NOT APPLYING ELSEWHERE 

I 
18. FINAL OETERMIN-'TION MADE THAT. UNDER EXIST- SIG!IIIi\TURE TITLE OATF 

lNG CONOiiiONS, A TRAVEl- OOC. TO EFFECT 
I DEPORTATION IS NOT AVAILABL-E 

_j 
RECORD OF MEASURE' •-.AKEM TO OBTAIN TRAVEL DOCUMENT 1 DEPORU.TION 

>' ~ -,, 3 ' 



' !""!" ~ , •. ( /JI7 -~./I, o,~.Y. 
/11'.' lf(f 11 C If 

~' • <· . 7 L 
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FHe Number 

/?J'~/32-j 

Sec.uri No. 
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You are required to retain thls ptrmlt In y~ur 
posaesslon and to lurrtnder It to the transporta, 
lion line at lhe time a! your dt?ttllm .!!n~11 you 
depart over the l1nd bord!r cf the United States 
\n which case you muat aumndtr " to a Canau\an 
immigration officer on tht Canadian border, or to 

a United StatlllmmlgraUon o!!lm on the Mtxlcan 
·. border. 

Port: 

Date: 

Manner: 

.• 

UNITED ~lAt£5 OiPARTM~Nt Of JUStiCE 
lmtnigrotioft on~ Noturolitation ~mite 

· form Approved ludget lurm No. 4l·l0~11 

ARRIVAl·DEfUlURE RECORD 
fORM 1·14 \REV. 1·1·6!) 
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RECORD OF DEPORTABLE ALIEN (S" A.M.- 2790.31 .34 lor Instructions) 

Family Nome (Coplfol Letr•rs) GIYen Nome Middle Nome '" Hotr Eyes lComp~ 
/..et~tfoA/ ./t!))f/'( ffl ~ 

~ -· 
Country of Cl~lp 

/1 pe;.~::z '"'~·;;~~~:~r ;;;b; / .ff) 3 .L! 
!;; Ho:tghl Wa1ght Occupation c._ 

~ tU. A. 
• ,..._ ~ 

' !(; 

UoHod Stot" Ad7'0 J' ;3 ~•I )N,tnbod , Y.'~ (CUy) (Stole) :;t 
Scr;~rs or Mark' '/ '7 

~ 

J',.,_ 4 m 
~ r, -~ ,. ~< 
~ 

D::•·Tt~,;;·;:';'J·Jc·;(~ ~ ~ ~'- Pauen~ Boarded At ;;; F.B.I. No, Marital Stah,o$ 
0 /(' OSt11Qie i;lMorrled 
~ rPIJ" f""~N' OSepo.olod I ~ 0 Divorced 
~ 

N,mb"·;:·~;·;;:l~•~;::;;; ;;:·~; ~~~~ C tl 7': 
1?. .~ ... J~ ~ Method of lacl_~n/Appre~lon 'v-;;p: b. J/ z • ~ 

61rthdola Do~ of Action ''':;tVc 0 (At/Near) ·A ../..(;ate & Hour 

/0-9-Y.tJ 3-6- 72./'" "' I 0 ). ~o.. • I J.....r ~ 

"' CJty, Provtnee (Stole) and Country of Birth A: I F"m' (Typ" & No.) c Lift~d • a, )L ~ -
..Ill. .J:?y E \tk~ot lifted 

Visa lnued AI Sodol S•curlty A.ccovnt Nome 6 Stalv$ Ql 

(b)"(7)(c) ~ iii 
~ 

"' 
Dote Vtu.1 lnved SociDI Setvrlty No, Send C.O. Ret. Check l1ngth of lime Illegally In U.S. - To; 

Immigration ~ttord Criminal Record 

FYr,.,.P•. '1:!_ f';,/£ IVt:Jtvd ,.:;1;:-, • ~.~ T r --v"tl 1.-V A( 
Nome, Addrtu, ond NalloM11ty ofSpQvti }~:en-~!i, If approprlottr ., J'b~J {' f 
17ANI</- L e IV t<tnt. '/tJ !( cJ tJitf/) • 1 ~ J • • 

)';'c... Nom & Nollooollly of Min" Child•oo 

I -
Fother's Nome, and Nauonollly and Addrus, If Known Mother'' Pruent and Molden Namu. Notlonollly, and Addrt~l, If Known - -
Monlea Dve/Praperty In U.S. Nolin lmm•dlote Fingerprinted looleovt Book Checked Deportation Charge($) {Cod• Word1) 
Pouesslon 

J'Er?~r/3 I$ -N<>ne Clolm•d 0 Su Form 1·43 0 Yu ll'No 0 Not listed 0 listed, Code 

Name and Addreu of (La,t) (Cvrrtnl) U.S. fmployer From: To; 
~ ,_...... 

Nor roll"'' (Ovlflne p<iltllculor$ vndtr whlth oHen locoted/opprthended. lncluQe detail,, not •hown abOJvt, re tlme1 ploct, manner of fad entry, and elementt whlth ••tobll1h odmln· 

"'""" ood/" "Imino! •lolollon, lndtoote moo"' ond '""' olt"."lto Into .tor,) Cl ~ •·'t.A.- . ' y (J (CO () lf(CI ~ 

¥'l)(ffW~~I'.l. ~~~-2~ 
"/-(J--;( ()h, 2-/-~~~ ' ~ 
~;(~- ~ "'-"--~--~-!/ //~/ ~ 
~ "-'A J ._,9'2J ~ 6- .,_ ~o- . ; §I ::2•2?-?>_ 

~ .v ~" "Y ' ~d 
;1-k ~ ~-~r-'7i..., r /A.,_ T 

(b)(7)(c) 

r()..; ..;_ ... V'? a .-OJ'C--
(If space lnsvHidenl, 'hQw •contlnvtd" ond tonllnue on revtr$t, fram bot!Qm up): 1-

OISTRIBUTION Received si.ibjetl ond doc:vments) (nlporl of Interview) from 

Officer: 

19 ___ ,1 I ). M. 

Disposition 

(Receiving Officer) 

Form 1-2i3 {Rev. 5·1-71)Y UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE lmm'1gratlon and Not()raltzollon Servke 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

RECORD OF DEPORTA~LE AUEN !See A.M.- 2790.31· 34lor lnstr,lctions) 
~--~-----"!7"C=:-----l "'" e,.. I Complhioo Middle Nome Family Nome (Capitolletrer1) Gi~en Nome 

COI!I'llry of Cltiz&nshtp 

N(jmbar, Street, CJty, Province {Slate) 0r1d Country ol P•rrnaoent ReJidenC'i! 

z 
~ 

Q fAI/Neor) 
n 
~ 

n 
City, Province iState) and Covnlry of Birth AOR ! Form, (Type & No,) O lifted ~ By 

Weight Oo;upOiion 

~Dote & Hour 

! l 0 Not lifttd ~ 
J,V"I-,-c,c-,-,-,d7-:"AI,...---------------+.S:-o-cd'-ol"s'",-,-vc-:-lt-y·-;A-"-,-,-c,,-:N-:-,-m-,---------1 ~ 1-:-Si_oi_v_y -,,:-E:-,-,,-,-------.,-;: IS:-<o:-1,-,"'w"'-,-,"F,-v-,-:,------f 

~D,_,-,,-cV-:-1-.,-,c-.,-c-,---------------j,S~o-d'"o"l S:-,-"-,-c-lty·,-,N-o.----,-,S~,-,d'""C'".o'"."R-"-·"C'""'•-,"k-1 ~,.-,,-,-,:,c,-,-,f"Ti_m_•"'ll'"l•-go-;1,-ly-;l-oLU7.S;;-.--------·---! 
To·. 

~~~--~----------------~----------~~~~--~-L--------------------------~ lmmlgro!lon Recol'l.i Criminal Record 

Nom": Address, and Not,lor{~/Jt'Y of ~.~au/~ (~:8'•11 N,m.-, lf-"i!p~ro~t'falf), 
. . , L .... "If ;-r '/, r ,, /'1!' 

Father's Nom•. and Nationality and Addreu, II K~own 

Monies Due/Property In U.S. Nolin lmrnedlott 
Ponuslon 

Fingtrprll\led 

0 None Claimed 0 Sn Form 1-43 0 Yes 0 No 
J-:N::,--m~,",",-;dC"A:-'d;',d.:.tt::.,-,-,,'i(L:'-o-':,,i-)I;;:C..:v:c"c;'-,"';-) UC'.-::S-c. E;-m-p-:-1,-,-,-, ----.L:::..:..:.: 

.p.. 

/ ! 
' < 

Mother's Pretent and Molden Names, Notionol!ty, ond Addrus, If Known 

Looltovt 8ook Ch,cked Deportation Chorgfl{s) (Code Word$) 

0 Nof listed 0 Lfded, Code 

From1 To; 

Norratl,.e (Outline porficulor; ur~der whlth ol/en located/opprehended. Include details, not .1hown obov•1 re time, ploce, monn•r of loti entry, <lnd elementt which e$lobli5h odmin· 
lslrotlve ond/or trlmlnol vlo/ollon, Indicate moon' and route of trov•lto lnt•rlor.) 

(b)(7)(c) 

DISTRIBUTION ·~ 1 report of interview) lrom 

Olflce"----------------------------l 
___________ .19 __ ,, ____ ! ). 

M. 
Dlsposltion ___________________________ -1 

(Re<:elvlng Officer) 

Form 1-213 (Re'>'. 5·1·7 l)Y UNITED StATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE lmmi,~rotion and Noturq!izotion Service 
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Form 1·265 (Rev. 8+691 

(RELAiiNG FORM 1·213 l. I 
MUST S!E ,o~,iTACHEDl 1 ,/q1 ))" APPLICATION FOR ORDER TO SilO\\ CAUSE AND PROCESSING SHEET f1 l .} 
N""' Je>/1!1 Wi/(STN'I /..eltlttJtY ow" Fi;, 

Address.:./t'.5 _f!ll!~": !YC:Jf"(o#/ fi•V. /'1:
1
''/ e. . ~0'~':._~/'~-~g:;..., 

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS 
7 1 

,;J· w-'/ ,._ 
1. You are not a citizen or national of the United States ~ ~ rf ~'1-'IJJ./~J,_;v 
2. You are a native of . Gr: BRtr/9/L£. and a citizen of tii:O I 5 ; i'iW'____ _ r -·~-; 
3. You lilteft! ~fia~nt!f\l!e"trtra 'lkrl'fl:!i)i~l,.t(./';{«r,.:.I'*1W1.t.t on ,Y-13'?£,,; 
4. vis:ttor for plc:c:•.tc·" ? : .i •cc}t'O author1aoo to r•!llt.in 

s. in the United 2: ~ .. : ·'~ u.dlli\A · fiX ,;; ~-$.]'~ 7"L 

a.. lou :r:E~~~~a:tiM!d ~< ' · s u·.1 1; ~d E:ta 1:e1:1 $:."""'.- .::<;a r -26 
Atto~rt?.!i:ho:·.l 

1------~·---··------------------
Supporting evidence ~b:iefly itWlize) 

The undeuigned recommends: V /D without OSC OSC Charge(s) (Code) SEn,!(!!/ (Page No.)----

!Lan•ua"' r1 ~ cutwn Vtolatlon C 

Title ~h 
0 Trial Attorney 0 Interpreter 

0 WI A For the following reasons: 

(b)(7)(c) (b)(7)(c) Sign 

Above tecommendatlon a 

/J-C --7'2-
(Date) 

Approved u to tegal sutL-------------.1 
~--·--------

([)ate) ($/~nature) (Title) (Office) 

OSC Iss, ------- OSC serv. -----·-- TD country ·-------- Validity-------

W/A Iss. ------- W/A serv. -----·--- D Det; [JRel; 0Prison; Hospital 

Approx. Hrg. Tim:•:..:===============-V~D~p:rt~' o~r ~he~a~r~in~g~t~o-=======:__;_;~E~x:t.-======:.J 
Selective Servic~ No., Addrua of Board: Clusltlcatio~; Ord~•ted to report for Induction 

DETENTION DATA 

P~c•-----------------
Ex~se~-------------
Since 

==~e(e_m_o_o"_'')_R_E_L_E_A_S-EO_A_T_A ______ :: ?$£" 
:PROCESSING DATA 

Check column ~ 1 (when applicable) i·or action to be taken; column It 2 when action is taken 

#1 #2 PREPARE • 1 • 2 REQUEST (Continued) 

~ OSC W/A [] 

r::J 0 V/D letter days 

[iJ l-161 [!;] I-154 [] 

[~ G-135 c;;] G·l3Sa =] 
0 G-135b (to ______ ___ 

0 I-217 (complete pp data) 

C:~ 0 Fingerprint Charts for [JI: FBI 

[]Other 

CJ 0 Prosecution Report to U.S. Atty. 

REQUEST: 

11-J 0 C.O. file check Send 1-530 

[] Files from 

Verification arrival 

0 Photographs (number) 

Canadian Consent 
Mexican Certificate of Nationality 

0 0 pp, or other evidence of nationality, from alien 

Record check [] Local police at --------
0 Other _____________ _ 

0 Detainer (1~247) to civil authority at 

Earliest release date --------
NOTIFY: 

[] 0!103 reports to:------------
_____________ Consulate 

[] Attorney of record ------------
[] State Director, Selective Service 
[] FBI Stowaway entry 

LJ Detention Officer te! property arrangements 

GPO 879• 557 
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CABLE ADDRESS 
"U!':ONWILDES." N.Y. 

LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

.5'15~·~ 
~. ~~ ff'&' f{J{J_g}! 

PLo.~ 3·3468 

Immigration & Naturalization 
20 west Broadway 

Service 

New York, New York 10007 

Gentlemen: 

Re: LENNON, John 
Al7 597 321 

March 2, 1972 

I submit herewith the third preference petitions, to be 
considered as a joint submission of Mr. & Mrs. John and Yoko Ono 
Lennon. The adjudicator is invited to consider references and 
critical reviews attached to each of the petitions as being 
submitted in behalf of the other since many refer to the joint 
artistic efforts of both artists. 

Perhaps no othE~r living artist has contributed in a 
greater degree, both qua1itatively and quantitatively, to the 
culture of his generation than has John Lennon. Both individually 
and as an outstanding member of The Beatles, he has achieved a 
stature in the art and entertainment world unequalled in our 
generation. It is hardly possible, in most countries throughout 
the world, to find a young person who is not aware of the immense 
contributions of John Lennon, particularly in the field of rock 
music. By sheer volume c•f gold records sold, he probably has 
composed and performed mo•re records than any other living composer 
and performer. As the acknowledged leader of The Beatles, John Lennon 
gained international prominence for his outstanding writing of the 
songs performed by the group, and The Beatles fast became the most 
popular personal appearance act in show business history. The 
revenues from their sales had impressive economic implications 
for England, where they were thougltto have made a major contribu
tion to Britain's balance of payments. 

Recognition of the outstanding individual and group 
contributions of Mr. Lennon carne from many sources. Not the least 
of these was Queen Elizab;~th' s having named The Beatles as members 
of The Most Excellent Order of the British Empire (M.B.E.) as a 
result of John's outstanding efforts. John Lennon's personal 
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Page Two. 

contribution to The Beatles' success cannot be overstated: not 
only was he the major composer of most of The Beatles' hits but 
his mode of presentation of lyrics is considered by most of the 
critics to have been the main driving force to the outstanding 
success of The Beatles. 

To assess the true impact of Mr. Lennon's song writing 
talents, individually and as a member of The Beatles, would require 
a careful analysis of thousands of critical reviews appearing 
throughout the world, too numerous for inclusion in an Immigration 
Service file. 

The reader is respectfully referred to the attached 
biography (Current Biography, December, 1965) offering a review 
of his major accomplishments until 1965. Several excerpts from 
Who's Who in America, Who's Who, etc. are attached and it may 
be safely assumed that John Lennon has been included in every 
important compendium of 1najor contributors to the culture of 
our generation. 

There are submitted herewith numerous articles, most of 
which are critical reviews appearing in well-known magazines and 
newspapers, which treat with the talents and contributions of 
Mr. Lennon as an individual and as part of the group in the fields 
of musical composition, filmmaking, internationally acclaimed 
recordings, acting, and the authorship of two immensely well-known 
books. 

Also submitted are a selection of articles covering the 
anormous financial impact of the record sales and other promotional 
activities which add an E!conomic dimension to the outstanding 
cultural impact which John Lennon's talents would have on American 
culture. 

Some of the articles specifically cover the creative period 
subsequent to the splitting-up of The Beatles where John Lennon 
emerges as the individual artist of greatest prominence: others 
cover his joint artistic endeavors with his wife Yoko Ono, whose 
third preference peti tiorL is submitted simultaneously. Only an 
abundance of personal modesty on the part of the artist has 
limited the number of personal references to a selected few. 
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Page Three. 

There can be no doubt that John Lennon has exceptional 
ability in the arts and that his presence in the United States 
will substantially benefit the national economy, the cultural 
interests and the welfare of the United States. He distinguishes 
himself by a sense of language, a sense of humor, and a sense of 
humanity. His talents carried over into other media and he 
published books of drawings and philosophy considered to be 
brilliant by acknowledged critics. The movies he made and in 
which he appeared as an actor demonstrate new and original 
talents in other art media, likewise acclaimed by the critics. 
As stated by Elia Kazan and his wife Barbara Loden, "John Lennon 
is one of the most influ,ential and stimulating artists of our 
time." A failure to acc,:>rd him third preference priority would 
be, in the words of Dick Cavett, "a kind of artistic or cultural 
crime." It is respectfully requested that the petition be approved. 

I have requested the granting of deferred departure in 
these cases and my applic=ation has thusfar been denied. It is 
hoped that these applications will demonstrate that it is in the 
best public interests of the United States to grant such deferred 
departure privilege to these applicants to enable them to remain 
here without the institution of deportation proceedings so as to 
facilitate the completion of all necessary procedures preliminary 
to the filing of applications for permanent residence. Since 
our deferred departure policy in third preference cases stems 
from our national interest in availing ourselves of the services 
of outstanding artists and professionals needed in this country, 
it is respectfully submit:ted that to proceed upon a course of 
action requiring deportation proceedings in these cases would be 
contrary to our nation's best cultural interests and hence an 
abuse of discretion. I trust that this will not occur. 

LW:de 
encls. 
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Table of Contents of Documentation in Support of 
Third Preference Pe,tition in Behalf of JOHN LENNON 

1. Biographic data 
Current biography, December, 1965, four-page analytic 
review of exceptional accomplishments and biographic data 

2. Excerpt- Who's Who, 1971 

3. Critical reviews, newspaper and magazine articles, etc. 
Seventeen, August, 1965, 'The Scene with the Beatles' 
Time, May 1, 1965 (review of book 'In His Own Write') 
New York Times., January 15, 1967, 'Beatie on the 

Battlefront' (review of John Lennon as a film actor) 
Look Magazine, December 13, 1966, 'John Lennon: Beatie 

on his Own', by Leonard Gross, Look European Editor 
Los Angeles Times, undated, 'John Lennon Relives his Life 

on a New .1\.lbum' 
Rolling Stone, October 28, 1971, records (a review of 

'Imagine' 
Village Voice, February 25, 1971, 'Songs of Experience' 
The Evening Star, Washington, D.C., October 16, 1971, 

'Lennon's Album? As Good as Beatlesl' 
Boston Herald •rraveler, December 26, 1971, 'Imagine' 
Rolling Stone, November 1, 1969, 'Two Virgins' 
Saturday Revie'e, December 30, 196 7, 'After "Sargent Pepper" ' 
Saturday Evening Post, March 21, 1964, 'Beatlic Grapho-

spams' 
Cue, June 12, 1971 
The Nation, June 8, 1964, book review of 'In His Own Write' 
Cashbox - film reviews 
New Republic, August 7, 1965, 'In the Echo Chamber' (a 

book review) 
Time, August 12, 1966, 'An Interview with John Lennon' 
Dallas Times Herald, January 6, 1972, citation of litho

graphy art show in Dallas, Texas 
New Yorker, June 24, 1967, review of Beatle albums-

reference to John Lennon 
Newsweek, June 26, 1967 
Newsweek, October 4, 1965, relates to business successes 
Newsweek, May 27, 1968 (same) 
Newsweek, March 1, 1965, relating to success of stock in 

corporation 
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Table of Contents - John. Lennon 
Page Two. 

4. Letters of reference 
Whitney Museum of Modern Art, David Bienstock, Curator of 

Film 
Elia Kazan (four times awarded best director of the year 

by the New York Drama Critics; received Academy Award 
twice for best film director; founded Actor's Studio; 
original director of the Lincoln Center Repertory 
Theatre) 

Barbara Loden Kazan (received Antoinette Perry Award for 
her portrayal of Maggie in Arthur Miller's 'After 
the Fall'; wrote, directed and acted in 'Wanda', 
winning international critics prize for best film 
at the Venice Film Festival) 

Dick Cavett, host, The Dick Cavett Show 

5. Evidence of awards r'eceived (Emmy, Academy Award, gross sales 
volume and number of gold records achieved, etc. to be 
attached) 

Note: Due to the outstanding and well-known qualifications 
of John Lennon, a random sampling of critical review has been 
assembled for submission. Further references and clippings abound 
and will be made available for submission, should further evidence 
be required. However, it is thought that the attached documents 
amply demonstrate third preference qualifications. The letters of 
reference submitted with the application for Yoko Ono are being 
submitted jointly with this application, and should be read by the 
adjudicator. 
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:::URRENT BIOGAAPm' 

Dec. 1965 
, , -

··n,, 1L Jq. been an LANGE, OSCAK ( Hh.t, ,.,~ 
..~i.J~tract cxp,;e,sionists, Oct 2, 1965 Deputy Prcmi~·~ :wd l• 

.. --· .. _ "e~.4\'tlj<.l.lu.!t..'fJ. art and robbe1:l it of its S[ratcgist of Poland; taught mathcrnai.rilJ.I C\})00111 

""' literary values. He sees a relationshiJ, between ics at the University of Chicago fwrn 1938 t(J 

the re<:ent loosening ol the academy's grip and 1945, when he joined the Polish li"'•rnment as 

'., ........ 
I 
I 

! 
') 

sociopolitical changes involving man's efforts to Ambassador to the United States and the United 
deal with nuclear weapons, poverty, civil rights, Nations, See Current Biography (April) 1946. 
and similar problems. As an art teachEr, Landau Obituary 
hu been concerned with devtloplng a c:urriculum . . 
that will offer his students a better knowledJ• of N Y Herald Tnbune 1>-14 0 l 65 
their $\lbject-the world Itself-and he hu-uuti~ 
tuted a seminar in science and a.rt a.t Pratt lnsti~ 
tute. In 1964 he participated in a National Sci LENNON, JOHN Ocl 9, 1940- S.~<ger; musi· 
ence Foundation seminar at the Aspen Institute -==taal songwzittt. audrot 
for Humanistic Studies in Aspen, Colorado, Address: b. c/o Brian Epstein, NEMS Enterprises 

Landau's one-m .. n shows include th·>Se at the Ltd., 24 Moorfields, Liverpool 2, Engt..J 
Art Alliance (1954) and Fleisher Memorial Gal· 
lety (1959) In Phifadelphla, at the Gober Gallery Beatlemania-the craze centering , .. ,,ud ,1,, 
In N..., York (1961 and 1963)

1 
and at the Zora four mop-headed popular singers and nhtrumen-

Gallery in Los Angeles (1964}. In c•ne of his tallsts from Liverpool, oollectively !mown as the 
early sroup show, ''Three" (1956), held at the Bead-is a phenomenon transceMlng social 
Uttio Gallery in Princeton. his worl' was l!lt· cla""" age groups, intellectual levels, and geo
blbited along with that of Ben Shabo md Gre- graPhic areas. The acknowledged l...!er of the 
jp)rlo Prestopino, .. r.wo of his neighbors In Roose- ··Beatles, John Lennon, who began to CBganize the 
velt. New Jersey. He and Shabo were also repre- group while still ln,hio teens, has had a hand in 
sented In an Anter!can graphic arts odtibltlon writing most of the !Ongs performed I, the group. 
shown in 1963 in the USSR under the sponsor- and on his own Is the author of two best-selling 
sb.lp of the United States Information IIJency. boolc.s of humorous verse and prose. Sim:e attain-
Sini:e 1960 his pictures have been seen in more lng national prominence in England ic late 1963 
than thlrtv national and intemational show~ the Beatles, who also include Paul McCartney, 

Some ol the country's mafor musewns Include George Harrioon, and Ringo Starr, ha.e become 
Landau~s work in their permanent 1::0llec:tions. the most popular personal appearance act in show 
such u New York's Museum of Modesn Art and business history, and sales of their mrorded hit 
Metropolitan Museum t>f Art and the nlUseums of oongs have surpassed all previous maru on both 
Philadelphia, 8rtl(lldyn, Norfolk, s..,. Antonio, sides of the Atlantic. Their MatJ<ian sty!< of rom
and other cities. His pictures have also been R"'"" edy presented in the films A Hard lku's Night 
chued lor manr uruversity and private collec- and Help! has been highly praised by motion-
tlons, Among hls awards are a large number of picture audiences and critics. Originally reganied 
medals in iridustrial shows, the LessinJ Rosen· as a manifestation of 1100d-natured j>rotest of 
wold Purchue Award of the Philadelphia Print youth against the .. ta&lished order, tiie Bead .. 
Club for 1955 and 1959, and the watercolor pr!"' have since found their place within the Establish
oi the Pennsylvania Academy of Fine Arts annual ment, as evidenced by their designntiOII, in June 
show for 1963. He was awarded a fellowship 1965, as members of the Most Excelleat Order of 
srant !or work at _the Tamarind Lithography the British Empire. 

·workshop In_ Los Angeles in 1965. 
jaoob Landau's first marriage, 10 Amalia (Pat· john Lennon was born in Liverpool, England 

iori) Landau, ended in divorce In 1946 after live on October 9, 1940. His father, Alfml Unnon, 
On 5 1949 h r!ed F P , deserted the family when John Wai !l!ree years 

Jtars. May • • mar ranees au~ old, and his mother, julia Lennon, wh:! Iuter re· . a scx:lal worker. His family shares his wide-
l'lll!ging Interests: his wife Is a student of socio- married, died In an automobile accident before 
lo-'calanthro~lo~; his older son, Stephen Pa~ he was fourteen. (When his father, IIOW a dish· 

..,h 1 "" "' 1 lin ---' 1 washer, ~ppeared on the scene in l96{ John In Is ear Y twenties, nc es towaru sou pture; Lennon did not wish to renew the rebtionshio.) 
and his younger son, Jonu Michael, i:o his early Lennon owes his interest In music lHgely to his 
teens, pme.rs science. Landau has brmm "l'!!S and h h 1 ed ·•-
dark-brown hair, is five feet and a half inch mot er, w 0 Pay '"" piano and .. ho taught 

-~'-- 1 _ ,_ him the basic banjo chords when lie acquired 
tall. and w.i,... 60 pounw. his first guitar. She also introduced him to one 

A pictorial artist adept also In expr..,ing him· of the early recordings of Elvis Pnesley, whose 
Sldf verbally, Landau lists converSation amonr his rock 'n' roll style became a major itl51'iration to 
recreations. He finds much pleasure, tclo, in chess him. For some time before his motlll!r's death, 
and music. He claims no political affiliation: "l john Lennon had chosen to live with a favorite 
ana one of those dissident souls wh" dissented aunt, Mr~ Mary Smith, whom he nils "Aunt 
£rom my early collectivist allegiances, ,. I do now Mimi." 
£rom m; worklnt and scx:ial sltuatlozu In mus 
toclety. For Landau, "art is a cr!tlciSin of life as 
well as Its lulnllment. • 

&!"""""•' 
Am Artiot 20:40+ 0 '56 
Gobraudugraphlk 33:2+ N '62 
New Jersey Mwlc and Arts pll + My '62 

por . 
Pratt Alumnu; 67 :8+ 0 '64 por 

Havinr shown some talent for J>llnting while 
in !I!OOndary school, Lennon attended the Liver~ 
pool Collep of Art for two years. "The he a~
master a.t grammar school sot mv oltl auntie and 
he sald, 'The bot must dO att or nasb.lng,' "' l 
became a studen~ Lennon has reoalli!!l, u quoted 
hy Maureen Cleave in the New r .. k World

. telegr<m lind Sun (February 8, 1964). "College 
lifo ..,. so fmt I went potty. I got aoyseif voted 
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Into the students' union hut to ~ rockjlayed." 
An Indifferent scholar, l..ennon has sal ol his 
school lire, "It was iuot a joke as far as J. was 
conCAOmed," but added1 "! wouldn't want anybody 
to follow my example.' 

Meanwhile Lennon puuued his musical inter
ests with enthusiasm. In 1958 he met Paul Me· 
Cartney, and the two boys helped each other in 
mastering the guitar and in developing musical 
teohnlques. Billed as the Nude Twins, a title de
rived from British Air Force slang, they be«an to 
Jive occasional performances. In the following 
year they....,.. joined by another guitarist, C:eo'J" 
Harrison, and by Peter Best, who p!ayed the 
drums. Known as the Quarrymen Sk.ifHe Group. 
then as the Moondogs, f~ter as the Moonshinen. 
and finally ao the Beatles (because of their l!ulst· 
ent four-lour beat), the quartet experimented with 
wash board and banjo sounds, played in various 
cellar clubs in Liverpool, and went on tour with 
a La!T}' Parnes pop show. 

Later In 1959 the Beatles took a tramp staamer 
to Hamburg, Germany, where they played in the 
Kaiser Keller and In a strip joint known as the 
Indra Club on the Reeperbahn-the city's night
life section. For a time they constituted a quinto~, 
having been joined by Stuart Sutliffe, a bass gul· 
tarisL (Sutlilfe later died of a brain ailment) In 
Hamburg, where they performed for as much as 
seven houu at a metch, the Beatles acquired 
their technique for easy clowning and ad·libbin8'1 

and they worked themselves up to individual sal•· 
ries of about $45 a week. Returning to Liverpool 
after having attained some popularity in Ham .. 
burg, they were booked lor several months in the 
Cavern, a cellar club near the Mersey River. 

In October l96i Brian Epstein, who ran the 
radio and rerord deportment of his family's furni
ture huslnesc;, not fur from the Cavem, received l 
request for the reoord j

1My Bonnie/' made by the 
Beatles as accompaniment for Tony Sheridan, a 
popular singer Epstein ordered 200 copies of the 

tef.."'rd, and thr)u were snon \()lJ out. 1 ·i, 
osity aroused, he descended into the C.n ern ir •r 
his fi.rst enoounter with the Bcatles. "They were 
dead scruffiy And untidy in those days ... but I 
liked them enormously," Epstein has re<:alled. as 
quoted by Paul Sann in the New York Post (Sep
tember 15, 1964). "! sensed that something was 
happening, something terribly t.'xciting, • , . There 
was this ama:dng communicati(1n with the audi~ 
ence and this ahsnlutely mnrvl'lous humor .... [ 
knew they could be one of the biggest theater at
tractions in the world." 

The first thing Epstein did after becoming 
manager of the Beatles in January 1962 was 10 
get them to shed their leather "Teddy Boy" gear 
and to dress them ln neat, Edwardian style col
larless suits patterned on a design by Pierre Car
din. He had their already long, shaggy hair im· 
maculately trimmed into what has been variously 
described ., an Ancient British, medieval, or 
"dishmop" ~tyle. He teamed them with such name 
singen as Cliff Richards and obtained bookings 
for them in nightclubs, cabarets, church hails, 
youth CAOnters, ballrooms, theaters, and roncert 
halls.-On October 17, 1962 the Beatles made their 
debut on British televlsi<ln over the Granada net· 
work. Afu:r Ilocoa Records turned the Beatles 
down, Epstein obtained a rontract for them with 
Electrical and Musical Industries Ltd. (EM!), 
Their first recorded. hit, "Love Me. Do/' written 
by Lennon and McCartney during an idle hour, 
was issued by EMrs Parlophone label In October 
1962 and sold 100,000 copies. It was followed in 
the spring of 1963 by "She Loves You (Yeah, 
Yeah, Yeah)," which sold more than 1,000,000 
copies, and by the LP albums Please, Please Me 
and With tlit! Booties, each of which sold over 
300,000 copies. Meanwhile, in Au~st 1962, Pete 
Best was replaced as the Beatles drummer by 
Ringo Starr. 

With their appearance In London's Palladium 
on October 13, 1963 the Beatie's status as an in· 
stltution on the British scene was well established, 
and-as indicated by the thousands of teen-age 
fans who mobbed them-Beatlemania was well 
under way. "There were no assassinatioru that 
day," Brian Somerville~ the Beatles~ pres.c;: agent, 
has recalled, as quoted in the Saturday Evening 
Po$t (Maech 21, !964). ''There were no wars, no 
invasions, no great crises of state, and the Beatles 
were the only good story the London dailies had." 
In the following month the Beatles appeared in a 
royal command variety. ~rFormance at the Prince 
of Wales Theatre in London, attended by P<incess 
Margaret and the Queen Mother, who visited 
,them backstage after the show. . 

In late 1963 Brian Epstein took· a trip to the 
United States to prepare for the Beatles' forth
coming visiL He arranged bookings for appear· 
ancos on the Ed Sulli110n Shotu over CBS· TV and 
two Carnegie Hall concerts. and for visits to 
Wa.•hington, D.C. and Miami. He persuaded 
Capitol Record~ EMrs American subsidiary, to 
conduct a $50,000 public.ity campaign to make 
the Beatles a hou,.hold word I!> the United States. 
Their Capitol recording "I Want to Hold Your 
Hand ... another Lennon·McCartney composition, 
became America's number one hit before their 
arrival in the United States and eventually sold 
more than 4,000,000 copies. 
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1 Nc\\ York (August 24, I965): ''Jqhn L.:n1( · ... , "' 1 -, '! m:n, 
, ~ , --~ ., -~ .... ~ ........ ~ had reached James Joyce. i$ clearly the Gl'(l~~¢ho--th~.: mental 
epidemi!.! proportions in the United States. They comic-of the lot." 
were met at Kennedl Airport by thousands of In England the S.atles haw been identified 
screaming teen~agers, 200 new:;pa~e~ and with such other cultural reprecntatives of the 
more than 100 policr•r,.n. Their Carnes!• Hall • Nortlt of England as the actor Albert Finney and 
cuncerts were sold ()Ut a few hours alter tickets the novelist Alan Sillitoe as patt of a working
went on sale. Their Jirst appearance a~ the Ed class, arui-E!>tahtishment movement aimed against 
Sullivan Show broup;ht that program a· rating of the middh:•·dass domination of popular culture 
'12.7 percent-the highest ever reported by the from London. Some listeners lv<• heard in the 
~lt:l~·n sunrey for 3. one-network program. A spe~ Beatles' nw;.,ic a unique t}'pt uf '1: p·wl sound" 
da1 organization. Seltaeb, Inc. (Beatles, spelled or "Merse<r beat," combining Nez,t·1. 1mthm and 
backwards) was set up to license American manu- blues with rock •n• roll. John leu.11n denies such 
facturers to' tum out Beatie wigs, dolls, sweat~ sophistication on the part of thr Beatles and has 
shirts, buttons. jewelry, wallpaper, and Beatlenut said that they drew thei• ins~tion primarily 
tee cream. Following vislts to Asla. Australia, and from such American rock 'n' roO singers as Elvis 
the Pacific in the S'.lmmcr o£ 1964 the Beat!es ern- Presley, Bill Haley, Little Richanl. and Carl Per-
barked on a second, more extensive tour of the kln.s. Although Brian Epstein has insisted that the 
Western Hemisphere, visiting twenty-four dties in Beatles' succ.ess: stems from their musicianship, a 
the United States and Canad• and takiiiJ In gross number of critics, especially in 1h United States, 
receipts of more than $2,000,000. On their third have attributed their popularity tiD a combination 
United States tour, in August 1')65, their fiiiU &lied, o£ public relations and outwanl appearance. 

· New York City's 55,000-seat 'Shea Stadium, and - Regardless o£ the pros and ,.0 f their musical 
tlu!!r pre5ence touched off a near riot at So merits, Beatlemania has be<Q- an established 
Pranc!S(X)'s Cow Palace. faet. "ThO)' express us. •.• 1'1oeY feel the world 

Unlike the son115 of some American rock 'n' roll and everything_ about them. 11roy feel life," one 
sinprs, the Beatles' lyrics, written mainly by John li!IA!en-year old girl has said ... ut the Beatles. 
Lorwon and Paul McCartney, with oc:oasional Although an overwhelming numl.r of Beatle !ans 
contributions by George Harrison, generally adopt ate teen-age or sub-teen-age girb, the Beatles have 
a lighthearted attitude toward love and dispense found some imitators amona: adolescent boys. 
with 101ch destruCtive emotions as/ealowy. Their Their more mature admiren include Marlene 
most popular songs include "AI My Loving,'" Dietrich, Lauren Bacall, and Mn. Nelson Rocke
"Twlst and Sbou~" "I Saw Her Standing Thert," feller, Prine.. Philip, the 0\lkt ol Edinburgh, has 
"And 1 Love Her.~~ and ~~Love Me, l)o.'• Their said: 14lt seems to me these Wokes are helping 
LP albums lor Capitol include Meet the Beatles, people to enjoy themselves," 
The Betltles' Second Album, Something NeJJ1, The Many sociological and ps,...,logical studies 
Beat!.. StonJ, Beatles '65, The Early Beatie.!, have tried to ""Plain Beatlem...;... The Liverpool 
S..:los VI, and Help! The Beatles' compositions IOciologist john Barron Mays ha attributed it to 
have been interpreted by such vocalists as Peuy the Beat\.,' sound, which he <ails "elemental, 
Lee. Ella Fitzgerald, Keely Smith, and leSCie fresh ... Ruid and tribalistic." Another author
.Ugams and by the orchestras of Harry James, ity, ~uoted in Newsweek (Felwuary 24, 1964), 
· Count Bas!e. and Woody Herman. For their host• nQted that the Beatles represelll "a peculiar sort 
.,Wng recordi~ the Beatles ~ve won a number o£ sexless appeal: cute and '*·" Dr. John J. 
of Gold Rocord awards. The British Song Writers Sullivan of New York Univerlitr concluded in a 
Guild presented thern with its 1964 award for study in the New York World-Telegram and Sun. 
outstanding servicos to music. In April 1965 the (August 29, 1964): "The chlll1ll o£ the Beatles is 
lleatles ...,.lved a Grammy award !rom the No- that in attacking tradition aad social authority, 
tiona! Academy o£ Rocording Artists in the United they have done it good-natured!,- and with a style 
States for the best performance by a vocal group. of their own." 

With their &lm debut in A Hard Day's Night Beatlemania also has its ~ic implications. \ 
(United Artists, 1964) the Beat!es came into their In February 1964 Ban:lay's Bank rated the Beatles 
own as comedians. Critics were virtually unani• as a national wet, noting th.tt through the ex
mou.s in praising this offbeat comedy1 which in' port o£ their records they had made a major con
exaggerated for1n .<lopicted a day in tne lives of tribution to Britain's balance of payments. Recog
tlu! Bettles and featured such !!Cones .., John Len· nizing the economic benefits doOy brought to the 
non sitting in a bubble bath, playing with a toy nation. Queen Elizabeth included them on her 
subm.u!ne. Bosley Crowther, in a review In the birthday 'honors list on June II. !965 and named 
New York Timos (August 12. 1964), called It "a them members of the Most EX<:<ilent Order of rhe 
whale of a comedy," and a critic for the London British Empire (M.B.E.). The ronferment of the 
Daily !l.,ress noted: "There hasn't been an~ing M.B.E. on ihe Beatie. caused a mild uproar and 
like it siru:e tho Marx Brothers in the '30'~ The prompted several Englishmen "' send back their 
lndependtnt Film Tournars annual poll of movie royal awards in pn>te.~ aad some teen-aged 
theater OW!ll!t"$ in the United States named the Beatie fans were dismayed thll their hero<s liad 
Beades as the top new personalities of 1964. The now berome respectable, In the United States the 
second &lm of the S.atles, Help! (U'Ilt'l<i Arthts, A. N. Marquis Company .,ounced that the 
1965), shot in Easimancolor on !Ocatll!ll."in L,.n. Beatles would be listed In the 1966-67 edition ol 
don. the Austrian Alps, and the Bahamas, re- Who's Who in A,..,.ica, 
minded reviewers even more of the old Marx Described by Tom Wolfe in the New York 
Brothen comedies of the 1930's. Leonard Harris' Herald Tribune (May 3, 1964) as "one of the few 
noted in the New York World-Telegram and Sun Englishmen whom English li-ti have hailed as 

•• 
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LENNON, JOHN-Continued 
a genius of the lower crpst," John Lennon. "·ho 
has betn writing, maiulv for th@ delectation oE 
him,.!! and frionds, evei since he .,., fourteen, 
published a volume of nonsense vem and ~ 
illustrated with his o"n sketches, called In His 
Own Write (Simon & Schuster 1964). A crilic 
for the London Times Literary Suppl<111t111 four.l 
the book 1'worth the attention ()l anyone ,.no 
fears the impoverishment of the English langua1e 
and the English imagination." Rel<mnc to critics 
who have noted influences ol Jam .. Joyce, James 
Thurber, and Lewis Carroll in his writings, Len· 
non has said: "I love the hellish compliments I 
get from these intellectuals but rd keep writint! 
whether I Jot them or not." Hi!. sea>Jld """' 
A Spaniar in the Works (Simon & Schustt!r, 
1965), showed "a distinct advance" over his urlier 
work, according to a reviewer lor the New Yodt 
Post (July II, 1965)1 who noted hi!o "naked pessl· 
mism.'' Both books nave become best sellm. 

John Lennon is married to the f•>rmer Cynthia 
Powell, whom he met "ovtr a pot of paint" while 
both were attending the Uverpool COllege of Art. 
They have a son, john Julian, born in 1963. MrJ. 
Lennon has accompanied the Beatles on tours bitt 
has generally remained in the backgmund. 0.. 
scribed as the ''most normal looklng" of tho 
Beatles, Lennon is five feet elevm inches tall. 
weighs !59 pounds, and has brown eyes and browa 
hair. He has a sensitive lace, an authoritative 
voice, a sharp, deadpan wit, and a tendency 
toward moodiness and abruptni!SI, Offstage ho 
usually wears dark glasst!$. For rt!Cfeation, Len
non has been taking skiing lessons :in Switzerland. 
He and Paul McCartney each <>m1 15 percent el 
the stock in Northern Songs, Ltd., which. has the 
cooyrights on some seventy songs they have Mit
ten. He frankly admits his fondDes~ for the wealth 
and fame that have come to him in recent yean., 
Asked about his political views, he h., said: "I 
haven't got much time for politicians. rve never 
bothered to vote." He is little concomed with tho 
prospect of nuclear destruction. "Well, like every. 
one else I don't want to end up a festering beep, 
but I don't stay up nights worrylnl!:" he sayt. 
"rm preoccupied with lire, not dei<th. 

References · 
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Epstein, Brian. A Cellarlul of Noise (1964) 

MAAZEL, LORIN (mil·ziil') Mar. S, 1931). 
Conductor; violinist 
Addr.ss: b. c/o London Reoords, Inc., 539 W. 
25th St., New York 10001 

P(•rhop\ 1h. leading conductor of his g('T,I 1 •• 
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!.r"•kl. .dtiL't' 19~7; lntest t•ublirat!•m~ mrl!ll1~ 
tt.~,, Tu1111 1!"1'. lfl-1~: 1\'ow It'< Fall. !Ill~: Mr a~rl 
.lh< :-;,all, ]!f18: l'ullbny Sm1ll, 1(1-t!t; row.~ 111 ~Y 
'-'M~. I!IEI: I l.lk<• WltLio•r, l!l"oll: 'rflu• T~ttllht'W, 
t:\,"ill, l':ltflo' ~M1r~L !1151, I'll'~ limall, ln!it; 111111 
S•rmn..-~ Jlo~y, IH;o.1: :\lam,\ lh111t''> U1rl. lil,-,;1; t:ru) 
••1'1 ll~>Y 1nd Wt Ll••' In tb1' l'IIY. 19!>4; C'otro ~arorl 
ltu1 "'") S<LII~' ~tf ~lr Srnall. IQ!l-1; l<,,, l<'r;nn•l,.·e 
(:,1 ar••l A ll"~ ('amr tu :-d u .. l. !0~5; W1· l.il'o• hy 
IIIL' lh'•·r. !Jt·m~• 111 lhr· Sr·,wp, llilt Llttle lru1~ 
f'looltl Jo'riol:.l. JU.'itl. I!<Jih<·lw.ll liirl. lllro7; Daly allll 
l!r< Tl"l~. l\107; !,itt\~ Hio•l.\ Oirl ll.l:"oil; l'Ml C~1n1• 
l:irl 111.",9; i\1 Om Uw~-.~. 1~1!; w~ J,[l·r In t.he Conn 
trl' ' J0thl: Wlwn 1 fOrQw Fr. 1060; fl,tl')' {1M.< 
1'1;1','<, 1•1•:1; \l't• J.h.· "I the ~~~•tlo\111',1. Hl(i'!: 
l'-<:1•'~1111111 /)111.1!1. l :11.~; S!1•11!-~'ly l:orl. 1:11::1: \\'r 
Lll'f 111 tlir '\nrlh .. 1:11:~: Tile !.if<' I L11o•: Culli'<' 
11•ol I'Pt'llh, 19f',;,_ Jll~li·Hi"' S1•trt•t, !!Inti, 11!'!1 
hw ,,,11 ht·r llr:rno!fil.l. J:Ui7.1'" !Jo· A [.11~~or. lll07. ~, .. 
f'IJiio'll\ I!LJ+: "o;e\lhl'l/y ~!t-ol;ll fur Slt:tiiiH'Ir\' Gal' 
1!>~0: l'hit•l S(IIIIY .~,,11 .\lliird [,.r .lord(~ _J!!Ill· 
ury l!nw•·: Ltll~:m /i!H,ft'{, T.111•on ;.:r•lllW'· ~ la.·.~ 

LENT, Gto,,t Elttt, or·orool<~l•l; lo, ~;i•·n~ F~ll<, 
:o; \ , Jill!' R, lUI\!; ~ (ieorgf \\'ll>hlm.'tnn (!11<1 ,4.Jjc-,• 
l.oll'lf (~hw~l 1..: 11 ~. in !111~ Admm<trn, R-1'11~· 
~fla .. r l'11lyWh illqL, 1!114. M n .\, 1\t~_;, l'h n., 
l'trllllnhl:i_ HJ-17: J11 I'JoariMIP C 1\<rht. J1tly ·1~
WII: ,-h.tilrf•u l'i-ir·r olr lll'r•. fhuu1M llo'llf!' A•·· 
<'OIInia111 .. \1\Hif Anrlo•r~>'l< & ('(J., (' 1' A.'~. N.Y ('., 
l!l:t:o<lll; iiHII t'<'nll~ J!o•IITI';,;ri!•;ll ['u)_i'IN'\1 lllil , 
Ji1.11i :~7· IH'I''lllllliHII !ko\'dl, Wl'lliti~IPJI & ('ro , l' ]' 
1\ ·,, NY I'. Hl~7-:!9: ll"t prof N'On,, I' \'t .. 
194!cl~· r•rullllml'l Trra"'rry llo•pl, 1!.142-fl, Army 
l!o·pt, 'nlt:l H; a~~~ prof o·to\u~ t' Ill!', 19411 
4!1; IPH<'-'I!<io a;su \at llnr ~;, .... ., Uo·~~'nrh. 1114(1 
r.o; a"t. !111. ll'~l'llrl'h 1'r>'li!Hlh llrrol , 1\J;',II Sll: 
ro'illl!lnLO.;t ll•'f D<•p! , 111.'.7: )InTI hll< r .. olt~ Alllll< 
T111·~ lid1., ]l.rrtmm!lli, 1:1c,;.r.2; rliio•f ~'i!~fil ~1h1inn 
tlo hr11:1rllll, !1.\S, 1%:! 11:1: d,,.r horo;, l:iui!Qn 
,l:tfr· t .'< 1'ro·a-Trr)' !Jo•rL, \\'a,lt, Jni;J-IH: ~hirf 
Ia\ (>Olio·\' dll', Fi,l'>ll Affair< :to•JIL, ltilrrn~l. Mont"• 
l:tr)· F11r"l. 1\':\<hln~t,n, f'Ui4 ~; \'11id ~'h1'<1l Mil· 
<illll 111 l'ru~Hft\', 1~>1'1; >i<iliiiK 11rufo'<SN fl. 
T!JOr~ Mao~. lr"t. Tt·~b, ltll)(l; Com. to bll>. rtrm~. 
L:-l. :;,·n~t,·. Am l!.mkrn; As•n .. l'i1m, t:o·~rn. 111'11'1, 
sm·1•<1 to hl 11. I'!UAI'", 1941-411 M.•m ,\111 t:•·~n 
A.;·wdat11111 N:lllo~'" Tr" A«~•·i;lllilrl, 11·•llan•l 
!lbe. ~- \' l'nrl~ll<t, .~11thor; 1'he lmrlllrl til fliP t:o)· 
<li,frihll\i•rl l'rM•L~ T.l,, 1114-1· 1'h~ !lllrwr,hlp \If 
T:rx ]•;\o'mlll li<'<'llrilir~. lfl,j:i; iiiiU\ arti~lr~, IPPIITI.< 
llnuw· :rr,~:1 1.111•1•·11 A1 . firlhr<d4, Md. llllirr: 
lil!h ar1ol II ~L N.W .. Wa~lli111:to11, 

LC~Tl. tht(lld H{ll'lwttl), col!. WR.; b. N~va•la, 
Ia .• June II, 10111; 1. It•••. John Nrl~on 1111d tda 
VNa (B~w•·-~l 1 .. ; A.lt. W lt~Hhrr" rull., ~~~2. 
1.1,.11., lOfl~; 1111_, llah1111U 11·1~. Nrh, t9~5; A.M. 
llh~•lln r.,tt .. 1!T:to; l'h.ll_, Yllr. 1!143; on. Marr 
1:1~arwr ~··Illy, .hHII' 1n. 111.15; rhilrlrrn- Julia F.rlJlho•. 
'!'~"'"·'' \l'iii!Rm l'l~tor Trinity l.utb rh , A8hi8Tid, 
!I 1\i'lt. ·.~; r"~nll;· f'nr!llll~•· l'n!L ~lnrt 1M~. 1•r··~ 
1!1~~----: II•Cir. lul•m•l- !,ltlh~r Aru•!.. l1•''l"'II'Y 
M••n1 bd. ~orla1 nm;lt\11~ I'I•UHI LIUh .. 1'1• •--
1'1·''-"'' HfM """"' 

lt. :l.t '"" l't ~-,,,.,, ' 1'1•'··· II· I! 
·I 1 I • IO>•If Ko 1'1>11" l'IJJI~h~ll 
'II•.'.<• I. )., [,111. , ) 1'01111 \' 1\>Wii!li": )Lo•'lt:: 
il\11111!\' .~H(hl•! (olll~mda[ l•i<lol[\' o( \\lltl'l~•or,; 
<<lllt~o·, l'TI:,, IMnrmrHioh l'rco,ro ... h, ~~~~ 
Hon"' ~11111 Alrn·d llr. K u•·.l•·• w,. Ol'l'h• 
('nttha~r l'!•il , l':rll ,,t~~. Ill 

lENYA, Ltllt iK•ulln~ lllalllluft), l:r.tl'r. h 
ll•l~lrt,; \'io•ltll~ •. \•lilrl&, 101 :,, ttl K·Ht \1'.-tll 
Ill~.\ (rl,•o' l:li,O), HI 211, (ii'OI p,,,,,, Jil',t '''" 
111;,,~ 1. t',,mt• 111 I ~ , 111.1.~. 11,,,., ,,, '" "''""rl!"''" 
.-irt'll;, bo•,•aJIIr tight r{lj>l' \llll~rr ~t ~-··H. ~1lfo <'"II" 
,j,. b~Urt ~-11rid1 .~!icdttht•at•·r; "''!''''"''" ,. '"'"''• 1 111'~ 
,,." Ill II, r!lrr. l.·ltl~ M.lhlil:·"•lll' ""''·" ro•<!LoRI 
1:a.lo•11 ll~d··n. IGU; In 1'hrt'<'l·•·'"" lli"'r~. arl~r·b 
111111 .IIIII!) 1:.u'; llo1:\!:lf 0< IIIII"-• lto•rllll. llo••)) ll!lio•r 
I.LII••t·l.111 ,~,, ,,,), !ll~X .. <Ill~·· I'T•liiWI IH'I(IJIT~•411" 1 

,r ''~''"" 1(1 _,, ,,.,) I ,,II 1'111 "r ~11Jhll~ ""'' I.•' I\ II~ 
1:• : ... ,,,,,.,,,... '" \011111' ill ''"'''''' "'"'"~ ~"1111 
11. ·"II·, "''' C.: Y l'ol1 1'•·111 ,., Ill:·'· "'""""''~~ lrr 
,-[ 1roio' 'tJ 1,, ,.1, ••Ill' h\" ••I. l.nl!•· 1.• •·~·' ~~ .. ~~ ~~~ riJio 
'11 1 • , ,., .~,, ,_ 1 ,, ',',, ~,.,,.,, /ll·,odll ~-'"• I ' • I. 

I[Nl, Arn• Thtlllll, I'IIKfh•J' odo~t·•l•lf. h l'••n•l 
i•o I". \'<I<, H•lt' n. ll!f~l ' lilloiHiplo !l,h•J! 

"''" l•.utltl•• lkAI<o·rl I.; II M l11 l'ltll fi:tr~r~r,g. 
~·lh hli:~ ,,,.1,,,,_ I' 11-1~ 1112~. M ~. 111~n. t IL 
Iiiii 1'1• 11. 1\141\ m ~·~~~ ~mv Jnh11 H··tol .. ~· 
1'1:' 1 I 1,(,, 11 \I•I'L' l.l11.dor·l)o 1.\lr•, It'''""'' HI< 1.•' 
I'• I'' 1 li"l"''' .1"1"' MJiflh.t ./o '"· \'11r;"''' 1•11,111"11• 
,,. i•tl , j, 1 In I "I( t.· -\!;IIIIIC ,111d ,;,,_ '11~!111~ 

II• 111 :~ :,' ~.,I I•'''' , flo:(/ 1.1, 11•<11 (Jf'lf 
, '"' "'-''"" 1111:1 1k, ~l"f rhll r·ll~rlll;',, 1111~ , 
1j,,tl ol•('', til',~ ilir htd!A•Illr J4JJ, 1[11~-~~. 
, , h1·,1r~"lr•· ''"~' 'l'V\, 1~:11 :1:;_ 41: 11>· 

•1 11 •111 ,.,. 1 .. I'~ l:m, lt•·••lnu:otlnn IWIO: "II'~ 
.. .,

1
• 1 lo•,llr"l"::•· u11•l tmlr~•111r IN'It nn!l lepl 

1,, 1t.t.rro., !'1',<1 . l're~ 1:, Jrlrlllly l:ml!t Cniun, 
l'o I, I • "•'IlL. r "''II( L'riTII , 1!1"1 fl:), \'IJia~t' ltll~· 

hl'''"'ll"'"' lllfl;, 1115-1. fllr. U_ Wl.1, I'r9!-tyn 
I,,,),., l·111111d. l'o-,J/111. flf<'i(llfll( ~~~II)~ 

~e,- 11 1 ,.,,,1, .~.wl, !'>til:, 11<~1-l~ml pmrl, 
"ill~', W•·, M"'l' l·'•·llnw ·\111 Sor. I' K (r~mn 

'''' )IL•I"I"'.'I' Ill-,). fl<ou.t r!onlrtll Wl\(1, J>Tr~ 
11, I'•'•'·· "'""" lf"lo.uolll'i oil\'_ l!ni4) · ~"'Ill. A111. 
~'" 1-.1. 1:""~ Edrr IP:"t l'hmn _ :o;,.rlh ~11o]wr-;t ,.,,,._ 
111•1•1. \1111'11<',111 (j,• .. plw<wul I 1111111. ~llii'IH':!I\ WJier 
1\,rk< '''", A1r1 Metow"l :->or, r\r1t Sll(_ l'ro1fl 
t·:•n:r,, 1\m, 1h'll 1'. ['rub., ~r:r~i~ ,l'r~,b)n 
11••>1 dd•·rl t l11h,l' \ln\r~r~lt)' (tlir. lilt~\ to:l, f'"'' 
~!11,'. li-IJ, 1'··ci!rurlll t~t·t·.-trl'~'- 19-:lll-3~, pre~. 
!:11;1 t.\!,Hh<unl Autlw t't'><'lln'h PRPo·ro. llume: 
:•::u cnn11ll n., Madl,on to, Wbl't!ns1n. 

LENZ, Elllltt W .. lilt'~. >'II. <'~•·••. l'llairlll.lll t>f .\1 
lr.'d "'II'- l1~', t111.~1. lltll>ll' -~~ll!l tnt" I,J,\1', 
1-;,tr~~ol•~t. Ill nrrk~: 1111 N. W.u·ko·r llr., n'~''· 1 .. • 

LEifZ, Winthrop C., inY~~tmrnt bankfr: b N.Y C .. 
J'lnlj: Kt:td \'ntll·t·IO!l, lfi~~S. ~r. v 11,. dlr. mrm. 
1•vr nom ~fmill LJ·nrb, l'iem, Frnnrr & flrnith 
Jnr. llorm·: 77 l'ro~JI~rt Hill Av, Summit, N J. Of
lol't•: ill !'I roe St., N. Y.t'. 

U:~lEN, Thudtn Llllllt, oit co. ~XH ; b. San 
Ju~" t'al , Aug 5, 1\lf\5; ~ IAIUi~ Thenrlnre and Uo~~ 
lll''t'll llll'lllir>W) ), ; A.ll, 111mma rum lbude, Sllll· 
r,·•l. 1!1~7. r, E .. tu~S; m, Gmel'llo Cltrl,tm,., Jun•· 
~11. 1:1~L childr•·n -Jean, I.Quis Engr. Standard IIi! 
\'fl (If \',J., Jll2~-l~. ~1\~rJO~. 1\'otk for f~O- 11\l~r· 
r,h, F.uropo•, Mrddle E&!t. III~S·11!1, 1\o.,t_ I~ tr1~r. 
r~o rrodutln~ drpt IIWO·H. asst. to ~.p. 11N.H6. 
R~O- m~r. Ea:ll~rrl ll~_ml~pli~re opm1tiot1-t, 1n11 ~1. 
vir~ pn·,., 19.;2 .. ··, dtr, 1{155· '": dm•ctnr ('~lofur· 
nr* Tn:ls 1111 ('1rrrura1 iun. M••mlwr l'hi Br•ta 
1\;l(rpa. T:lll 1\da l'hl Cluh11: tTrr11mity 1:-i.Y.(' l; 
(:uh1·n'i·'"· !'.1• ,r;,. t·nion l~art ~'rand~~·J): ff<lrlln
~.olllf (l'.Li.) l'ullul~'. Hllnw: JH\ Slllh~rllntl Pr., Ath· 
••r!nn, ('.,[, lllfll'o'~ ~~;, BoHh Ht., San ~·r.lld:l\'0 :ill. 

c~~~~~~~~· ~1-et~~{-·~-~~~~HJJ~r:'tt; ~itd"i.?u!\19;, 
!Srltm•orl 1.; II s .. U. of Calif., 1913: l'h.[l., ll11t· 
'arrl, 1!116; llM'I'~rd ~~~l,ldon frllo•, CAmhrl~K~. Ell~ .• 
.u~d l'nrb, Wla·l7; (JilU~nh~lm r~uuw, !loettln~~n. 
H<•t<II•IIY, Um·2¥; Ill, ll!lh~r V, llayt\~n~ Jn1)' 13, 
JQ3S .~nt. In pbi}CSII!)h)', 11~11'Md, 191 ·18; .US\. 
In pl!ysles, U. ur Ctllf., 11118·21. inm, llr.l-Z5, 
~~~~- prnr., 11125·30, aa~t~. IJI\1f,, 11130·39, prof. Dhrslct 
111~:1-~.~. wof,·«or phy~i~~ rm~rilllj, 10">8·-. Fd· 
low .\m. i'hl'<, :-1M.: mt•m. .\m. Mnth~mttieal 
liQC., Am. l'hiloJ. Aa~n. tpm. l'.ctnr dll. 1944), 
)llslort of Sd~nce Soc., Am. Ann. l'bfll!ts Teaeilc•l'll, 
Atnrtltarl Assn. Uttlttrs!ly l'rofeiSOtli, A.rrhto•VIQ~ltll 
lnstllutt cr Anwtla, l'hl lht• K•Jlt'lt. S!,ma Pal, 
1'1 Mu Ep~ilon. ('hlbll: faculty (U~rk~ltyl; llanlll'J 
~~~~~ rranclscc). Au\Mr: the Nature or Phrslral 
1'1Je~1ry, WJJ; l'rur~dur~s of Em~inl'.ll i)ril'llee, lii3S: 
Tb~ Fl~Ut1·, or l.ilon,~oa on thr iilph11lan fl'rltzr, 1!1-fij; 
llt·1tnloQit~·, Tb~ory of Kno11!~d~~. h1 Elilli)'ll in honor 
"r tir·ors·~ fbrton. 1947; 1'~r Trillllll'~ uf 11111111'''" 011 
1'rxtllrs cf L~lP ,\n!lqu~ E(l'lll. 191111. Contbr. tu 
1'wo•!!tidh ('rlllmy i'hdo~ol•liy, 1!11~. Albt•tl Eln,ldn: 
l'lllhhOJ•ho't Sr·trrlll~t. 1949: PbU0~1111h11' Tllo,~JII ln 
t'n1n1·•· 1111d tlo,• I' S, J'lr.O: ru,lt.IIJ~· i•1 :oint· 
ttl:~l ~rll'lll'l'. 111,;1; and aJ~, •rtldi'' tn l'niH·r~lh' or 
t'at. l'<~bJ,_ lr1 l'h!!osnphy ~lnrr ~~~;t. OlTtrr: l'by§l\'11 
(lqo!. \1. l'.1J., U••rkd<'Y, Cal. ~H~O 

LEON, \!II~IID, ~rliJo 1lor :~rfliitrrl· b. \'.til 
llrotl!,•n, .\\\., ~·,,lo I~ II~\ s lll~!llllll ond 
Un•e U'tmi•·n) L · ~1\Hlrnt Waytlf ~llllf 1· .. \!H~. 
II. l\e!n<tt. 1~·~~ .. 1~: H.Mrh .. :'i 1'. ~tale t'ull., 
1~1~o:l: Ill. l.uni·~ lr.l)-\1(1, s~~l. ~- 1:14~: ~hllolr~n-
~·.l!k ,1Ut1, )111111 ,\tdhnn)', u~" lln<~. 11~1111 .lr-lg-(1 
1!aff ~'\IIIN l]i·,~:tr••l! ~'01111<1., llalcJo'li. !'\C., 18:\4· 
:,;,, rrr~h 1\•dtrral rl~,[~ller J. M. hi lr; i\o>rn, 
?'i.Y.(', I!J:,:,.~.ti; jn.tr. ~li1-;< ln-t. 1'frll,. t~r:;(:-',:1; 
•lr<i~ll~f f':il:llalln .f. u~n·m·lli. ardtill'i'l$, r..m. 
llrtd~r. \1.!«., 1!1~.~-~.n. a.«l prof. 11. IJ~. at 
\:rloalt:l, l(lf,!T"r.l: 11t<~il >ld1. Mdiltrclltrt·. tr 
IWro1l 1:1!i1, : 111'1. 1'/lll'lit•~. \~lUll·~. ~me1l 
lt'JIIr l'~\.U', l't1:H.'i. ~fen1. A LA (h·l. <11rs 
Ortrnit l!II;;LG~ 1, ))id1 So~ .\r~bit~··t,; \,~, 
('tlll~gl;l(e oSI'Ii->. ,\tcb.llt·dnr~. l!nr11~: ~1(1:! ~·erry 
]lrl . l~r11S .• ~ lie, ~lkh. 4SI.1~. 

LEDN, IEII-11 J .. la11·)·er: ll. f:lllraeo. Nm·. t. 
1.~~11. s .. \1~ra<l ail<l Su1ah !Tannl 1..; Jtud~!ll l'uJum 
bill, lll~ll; f,L.Il .. N \'.11., ttr!J; ftl. t'riMrlue Morrlrt'. 
s~pt. 1!. 111~~ Adrmtt•ll t~> runn. b•r. 1\l:l:l, NY 
b•r, ID;l.'i, U.!'. bar, l\14:1, U t;, n. ApJiet.\t U.t', 
111~:1, Hlo]on'lnc t't. U :il .. 1943: ('t, ('Jilnl'~. IIH~; 
mrm flrtn. Leon, Wflll an.l MfihOI<Y (Jitnloll•IY Kit· 
by, !,fOil ok WrliJ. SUtt'~~~ur tnl.~IIH & Wrlll), N.Y. 
l'., 1!•·1"· .. -: "'I'. ~11 1.1111 Hm~., lt1r'.: rhmn. Itt! 
t;ll~t U11t1wrlnrtl ~nln~l'l, Int.: nrr~. 1·:1111'1n• l'tatr 
1'ht•nnollll'lt•t l'o , liw,: jlrln. offu·~r 1\~l. 1·!•'~>11<>111\1' 
~\'.~r!are. W•,.hin~:lun. I!H''·-''-1 .. -. "' '' . 

l.lON H,-rr, J•,lnlt, ,..itlt,tiH' h. \lor•. 
\I ,- ·''Ill 4 !~\Ill , J~~o:ub and lt1thrl Ill 
I \ II IIJnlrt'~ r "rn la~·lr lbrn·d 191~. ,\j 
r:•:'l, 1'111' 11<~7. m t•T"\!1<~ ttar.ki•n, J11 
~~~1. ol• l•rro 1·•h•· L'>l:• M S•n-~~~~1. .'t. 
, 1!•. ;-: ,, II ~·o•'l:'. )!. ,l·,n·.ll ~~o·l•l•,t• 1 

If,,: I• I•"* lldt·••O I:J~tl :~ W _1~1!",_ Mn ~ 
11, 1m, ,.,,,, ~"- tu.tt 1.1111, L l.•r, : 1~:: 

·I l't tlll"<-1\ Ill•~' I! 1<-~ l~lJ .. 
, 11 , )~~·· !1\. •··• , .. ,,. 1·.,zn '~j, , .. ., P"->f, 1 
1.' I""'• '"· I:• I' '"""""'' o1·: :TIHWI·I 
,; ,,,, ,..,., 'f 1•1n'tl <I'"!Y I •II ) 
I '•I: 'I ~~" IJI I' .,) )o 111 1 lti~l ·I lr" ' to ~~ : • , 
,,,1 1, 1 ,.,,, 'rl M .,.,lwr .~'"•':.• ,, l'f 11 ,, 
~··". ~,;t,.QI ln1l .~m•tira .\m,-,,1,, 1:, 
Lu~,. t li"lo·.ol ~,,n IHrll&\r,l I '4<,1ra! 1 
M"l•ll•· \h·t ••"I ~,,,IIJ 11'1·· t·.•.•7 ·, 1m_, 
( l'n>f 1't1 nK• 11'~1 ,\HI, ( '" <;,~ 
\ ,,1 li·H"'' It''"'- I''"'' m,·r:l , 
I ,,.,,,,( C'llloll(">' 'i'•·<IC' h:,-,., 
II"'' (I"''' :1r1•1 _\itL 1':"'"' 
)l,li)' ~01•' ll,l)i.h \'IIIII>), ~,,, , \.. L 
\'I'~, liM' r;,,. . .-\11< .. \m ~-,,,,\, 

-~"'" ' .. •: 11'1<~>. Tot ~-,~, .. Arl. I 
Ka1•1'~ il"' <. S 1 ,.,tr.ol II~> I I. J, · 
It nttl. l'I<Jh<: A><'llll $1Rm;o. ~-,.., 
,\IJ:blf' 111L'II11< l"ill! M~r>hl, I'• 
'fh•• l'.l.tfll'nl ~-1' ;! ( ~ :l)r II >"11"\111 
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Lennon (left) and McCartn<•y: 'You name it and it'• possible we could •lo it' 

l~~~~~,~~ . .,~~~mals, Beatles, Stones, 
Spnuufnl:.; or Supn·meo~ survive in the· 
IJHtsi(•al jun~l<'? The crne-1 laws of pop 
lriay th f will die <:ommerdally before 
tht•y are 30. But Beatles Paul McCart
ne)', 23, and John Lennon, 25, need not 
lear advancing mid<lle age. In the last 

. , three years, the Beatie bards have 
written 88 son~s that have been re• 
<.·onlt.~ll in 2.921 Vl'rsions and have sold 
dose to 200 million copies. Their total 
s.•k•s are pushing half a billion dollars. 
The songs sell because they '"""Y the 
lleatles' goldc•n J>ame. They also sell he· 
SJ!Use they are as brilliantly original as 

,. any written today, respected and re
corded by discriminating jazz groups like 
the Rdmsey Lewis Trio and peerless vo
calists like Ella Fitzgerald. 

"We've barely started," says the p\ick· 
isb McCartney. :we think in terms' of 
tO QtOre years of writing." Their latest 
albwn of originals, "Rubber Sou~" now 
fourth on U.S. charts, marks a tum· 
lng a.way from the pet'cussive electric 
backgrounds of rhythm and blues to 
mote intimate settings and subtledorms. 
Still sim~le and direct, their lyrics are no 
longer concerned with handholding, but 
with desertion, seduction and satire. 
"You can't be singing 15-year-old songs 
et 20 because you don't think 15-year
old thoughts at 20," explains McCaitney, 
who, like Lennon, is both composer and 
lyricist, 

Escape: McCartney and Lennon met · 
as schoolboys in Liverpool in the mid-
1950s when Lennon was setting his verse 
to the one chord he had mastered on 
the guitar. Chuck Berry, Little Richard, 
Elvis Presley and country music as well 
as traditional English music-hall ballads 
were their schooling. "We used to play 
tnlant and go to his house or mine and 
mess about. all afternoon," says McCart
oey." ••It waS a great feeling of escape." 
"We were the only group then writing 
songs," recalls Lennon, "so we used to 
say , we had wlitten a hundred even 
though it was really only thirty." 

"Love Me Do" became the £111 Len· 
non-McC•rtney hit in 1962, lifting tho 

Jo.:l ·, 

Beatles nbove the struggle for survival. 
Soon M('Cartney and Lennon were no 
longer g.ifted amateurs who could wait 
lor the muse, but million-dollar prQfes
sionals producing on demand. 'We 
needed a title song for 'Hard Day's 
Night'," the film's producer, Walter 
Shenson, recalls. "The boys got to work 
and wrote, arranged, rehearsed and re
corded the song in just over 24 hours." 
Says Lennon: "When we have an LP to 
do, we know we have to write twelve 
1ongs. I've never liked going to an oO!c~ 
just to write, but we might have to do' 
this soon. Ot~.erwi&e a lot of ideas, good 
ones, get lost. 

Sharper Edae: Author of two suceesa· 
ful volumes of satiric, punning verse, 
Lennon find& ' lyrics everywhere. His 
songs wield a sharper edge than Me. 
Cartney"s, which strive more often for 
sweet simplicity. The two often write 
separately, but still inHuence each other 
heavily. "A perfect example of how we 
work is ''Drive My Car'," said McCartney 
"1 wrote it with the key line 'You can 
give m" golden rings.' When I played 
it to John at the recording session, he 
said 'Crap! That's too soft.' He was right, 
so we finally ended up with 'You can 
drive my car.' The idea of the girl being 
a bitch was the same but it made the 
key line better." 

How McCartney and Lennon will la_re 
as songwriters when they no longer per
form their own works is open to question. 
~hent!v~r anyone else arranges them,"' 
observes music critic Edward Tatnall 
Canby, one of the Beatles' many classi
cal converts, "they try to push the music 
Into mure conventional modes. The m\1• 
sic con1es out sotmdlng uncomfortable. 
But there is no reason why tlw!y 
shouldn't survive as long as they keep 
searching lor new forms. They take what 
they find in front of them and tum it' 
into music. They never say 'how are we 
going to make this pay?' And the won. 
derful thing is, it does pay, anyway." 

In "Rubber Soul," the Beatles blend 
gospel, country music, baroque counter~ 
point 1111a even French popular ballads 
into a style th•t is wholly their own. Says 
McCartney: "Our b~st inftuenoes now 

are ourselves. We are so well cstablishe• I 
that we can bring fans along with us :md 
stretch the limits of pop." 

And their own limits, too. "We mi~ht 
write lon~er pieces," says McCartney. 
.. We want to write the whole score to 
our next film. We might write specificalh 
for other people or for different instru. 
menta. You name it and it's possible we 
could do it." "I wouldn't mind bein~ • 
white-haired old . man writing songs," · 
adds McCartney, "but I'd hate to he a 
white-haired Beatie playing at Empress 
Stadium~ 

I) New•week, March :11, 1966 
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, , WITH ~HE BEATLES 
' ·~ .. 

rf!d -lump o( plast-ic a bout an inch in 
diameter :;ct in a yellow metal ring 
on his right hand. "l get the ring 
on, but I can't get it oft' until the 
movie's end, when they get it back. 
Otherwise, they'd have to kiU me 
to gel it and the movie people say 
that would disturb our fans too 
much. There's a hi&h priestess ol 
the cult/' . .he adds, "but there's no 
love lnterestlrl the picture. 

"Thil picture is harder thaD the 
last one," Rinao remarks difft .. 
dently. "Now we're trytna to act! 
I don't have any conftdenee In m)'• 
self as an actor at all. I don't know 
it I ever wilt I guess it's good in a 
WRY Iince if you &et to teeling 
cocky, it would show. 

"The movie starts with long shots 
in which you can see all of us; then 
the cameras come in closer and 
closer so you can't see what we're 
doing. Finally you can only see our 
eyes or an eyebrow or sotnethina .. 
like that. There's one shot they took 
looking up at my face through the 
spokes of a bicycle wheel. We don't 
know what's going on in the story 
ourselves yet. The scr1pt's overw 
written, but tba.t's so they can <:Ut 
out a Jot after they get it all made." 

Interviewers flle by, thrustlnc 
microphones at his tace. "Do you 
think your tans were upset by your 
marriage, Ringo?" 11Po you have a 
statement that wJJJ be immortal· 
h:ed on tape concer:ning Maureen 
Colt?" He replies, "l love her very 
much, but it's not Maureen Cox. 
It's Maureen Starkey. [E<I. note: 
Ringo's professional name u Starr 
but. his real name it Richa1d 
Starkey.] Maureen and l went out 
for a long while but I dated other 
girls and we nev'er thought about 
marrying till ~!'~;:;;:: 'Neeks before it 
h<lppened. By then I wasn't dating 
anyone else anymore, and 1 asked 
her to marry me, and then we made 
plans tor a couple ot weeks and 
that did it. While I'm here making 
the Picture, she's been at horne go~ 
ing: around being congratulated by 
all her aun1ies and uncles. I'm do
ing my job and she's doing hers," 
he says with a fleeting smile. 

Paul. nearby, remarks, "I've 
never· been against marriagei that's 
not why I'm not married. It's sim .. 
ply that I've never wanted to get 
married. When I'm ready, I'll do it." 

'
1l believe in marriage, 1 guess," 

Ringo ·says, looking at the broad 
gold wedding band on his le!t hand 
as well ,as the customary rings on 
his pinkies, "but not much else. 
Th(J F:stnhlh;hrnent, and all that
they'rt> slit! putting out thflll Fire ot 
Londofl in Enghmd. I think we're 
""H In u rut believing stut! WE!1Ve 
bc(•n loJd to believe all our lives. l 
don't go much for religinT'I. I'm an 
agnostic. 1 don't know if there is 
anything up there or down below, 
and it's a' kind of hard thing to 
prove, so ( don't know it anything 
is going to chan.ge m.v mind. I don't 
believe in fighting with people or 
arguing~it's just one person trying 
to shout the other one down." 

A new intervil'wer breaks in. 
"It's thirteen degrees above zero 
in Canada and it's scvc:nty .. eight 
here. What have you got to say 
about that, Ringo?" The questioner 
plunges on without waiting tor a 
rnnlv. "I want you to tnN~t mv wif.fl. 

true." John ~emarks, ''People 
who come to our.press conf,.r(·-nc(' 
can't quite believe we're l'.'lrr,;u1s 
'That's mostly why they con, .. to;;~ 
us. People expect us to bl:' ru.,.nv· 
we're not really. 01 course Wr• s~ ' 
funny things once in ~~ whu: 
Everyone does. But we dr,n't ~~ 
around just f;ayillg funny thng_~ 
like comedian11." 

George agrees. '1We'rt ;1·t ~ 
funny as we've got the rc ·:,:i·w 
for being," ht~ says. "It's 'hat 
at press conferences, there :•n.r 
of u.s, and one may say ~.. lin( 
and then anc·ther joins ir1 .: ,, ot 
us sparks tht;! others and w. w

1
u 

put four rem11rka together. , f• 1ut 
ot us sound witty":' But it's .~ il 
one ot us waa making all th~· · , .tdtt. 
We only .got the reputation l•.r he. 
ing humorous when we · ,,.~ lhf 
American pr·ess and they ;,~ked ua 
all those silly questions li k" how 
often do you comb your batt. Wt~11 
can you do with that sort oi thi.,:" 

Ringo sa)rs, "We had so man1 
silly questions from reporters and 
photOII'BilllffrS that we finaliv 
worked out a series ol numOOI's. it 
someone Wllnted one kind of po», 
we'd call 'Number nine' and jump 
into it. People oak you dumb qu,.. 
tions like 'Where did you -
trom?' or '\Y'hat instrument do yw 
play?' Thai puis you of/." 

Producel' Walter Shenson ,.. 
plains that, be didn't want Beatl" 
movie number two to be liu 
Beatles number _one. "What we arr 
tryinll to do is give it all the efteet 
of a comic strip;The picture is com. 
pletely wild. mad, way, way out. Tbt 
other picture did well. We'll ,.,. 
up to ten million dollar's on an in. 
vestment of five hundred thousand 
This one is costing two million.· 

Richard Lester, Who also directt'O 
A Hurd Day's Nigllt, declam 
"We're tll'ying to make this mow 
surrealistic, with·sudden cuts, un
explained happenings. Ringo ma) 
be fighhng with a tiger in on• 
scene, doing somettiing complettl:· 
differebt in the next. We want to 
keep the· audjencc off balance, in ~ 
state where they cannot at}tidpal' 
what Wtll be seen next. The CV<· 
tumes are as extravagant as the, 
would be in a comic strip. We'rt 
curious to see whether there \m ~ 
a correlation between pop mum 
pop art and a pop movie. The \1J.H 
are still playing themsetve~. If:.' • 
transitional pictu~. By the m''' 
the·Y ran go on and develop m!•· 
characters, like W. C. Fields." 

Geor·ge beoomes animated, t.l!l· 
ing about the movie. ''I get ~u(l'l' 
wonderful !eeltng of sati~fact:c.t. 
from makil\fl a film," he says. ·•Wh•' 
you're through with :lll thP 11

":' 

spent .and the standing around 3~:· 
everything, you've got som,·th~.~.', 
I want to get a l6mm pmn llf '-, 
first picture~_ and of thil-l one. art~~
any others we make; then wl'wn 
about nlnety, I can pull thefl't ,. 
and show them. · ·t', 

"I enjoy making pet•pll' {;w 

If th~·y can laugh at \1!'1 1tl ttl.t' :1',' 

ics, that's wondertul. Fv(·n if ~-'. 
laugh at our mus.ic. •\'t'il. I"~ 
made somebody hnPP' .m'~ 1 , • 
that. Most of our fan~-1 · _:n~•: f .• , 
thirt•een to seventef:'n, n ,t ~ ~~ · 
to b.:l intet'esting to !=.l'' ''3 ! .:;... 
nens aa they lt'O~ oli• · wtw· ' 

\f\\r- -. 
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they. may. trot· like our mustc so 
much. About six months ago, some 
of the really 'in' t""n-acers In 
England switched from us to , the 
Rolling Stones because they felt we 
were getting to be accepted by the 
older people, the 'Establishment' 

"I don't think young people are 
any different now from what they 
ever were: I don't mean juvenile 
dellnquents-tha.t's oomething else 
-but regular young people in the 
United States, or anywhere, I think 
they're the same, But the fans can 
gel rough sometimes, It makes me 
nervous when they get on the roof 
Qf our ear." 

Paul McCartney bas a touch ot 
mischief in hil smile, "A lot of the 
thing• that happened to us haP
pened by aocident," he observes, 
'ifhat'• the way our haircuts 
started, We wore trying to copy 

, 10meone else's haircut and we 
couldn't work it out, so we tound 
our•lves with these." 

"Maybe it's time for a change in 
men's hair styles in Ameriea," John 
breakl in, "You know everybody 
wore their hair' long for thousands 
of .rears until not so long ago, Peo
ple had their hair cut short during 
the lint World War, Soldiers with 
lonll hair bad trouble in the 
trenches wltb lice and !leas, they · 
couldlt't keep it clean, There's llO 
need to"'have fleas there days, No 
reason wby it shouldn't be time for 
a cba..,;, in tho United Stales, I 
doll't..., why kids shouldn't be able 
to wear loni hair in school It they 
wa11t to. It d<lelm't hurt anybody!' 

Paul continues, "None of \lB are 
really tood musicians. We don't 
know now to read or write mtllic, 
we're Mturol musicians. We're 
really not qualified to call some
thing I!OOd or bad; we just know 
what we like, It we write aomethtng 
and we like it, that's the main 
thing, 

"I don't believe in critieism," he 
adds. "You never really want' to 
bear somebody say something 
you've done is no good. Even crit .. 
iclam that tries to be constructive 
d()ef;n't work out. It's discouraging, 
It pull :you down instead of enoour· 
qing you to go on, 

"John and I both sign aU the 
songs, but sometimes I compose one 
and John composes another. Once I 
wrote a line, 'Well, she was just 
seventeen. She had never been a 
beauty queen! I thought It worked 
until John straightened !Ue out," he 
says with a tone of mild but undis
guised disgust, "and changed the 
second line to 'You know what I 
mean.'• Doesn't mean anything ac
tually, but it sounds deep." 

John 1aya, "My new book is 
called A Sp!lniard ln the Work•. It 

' come. from spanner, that's a 
wrench in England-like throwin& 
a monkey wrench in the works. I 
don't think the characters are quite 
as grotesque as they were in the 
other book. or maybe it's mo:re 
subtle. I don•t know; 1 never in
tended the other book to be a book 
-they were just pieces I worked on 
tor my own amusement. 

"When I was a kid I lived with 
an aunt·who took iQ student board .. 
ers. That's when I first began to 
read a lot, seeing aU those bool<s 
around. 1 read like mad, all the 
child;,en's !lassies, Robinson C1'"u-

~wis Carroll. I'd read C;trtoU 
.~re, didn't care·much for Lei'ir 

Joyce is marvelous. l'rn ' 
through Finnegans Wake 
lona haul, but I can foJ!;;w 
he does with the words, h<J'f.t 
manipulates them!" 

Geora:e remarks, · "As 
comes, lile &eta easier in a 
the preuure gets worse-H1 ~: 
sure to rnak·e each ree(1rrt 
movie better than the on., I 
You've got to top YOllrOC'i r 

one is sitting ;around wait.~,~ tr, 
If :you can do it. 

4'0ne thing we're an a l 
auppose, ill that we all iJ, 
J've never heard of ·all 

didn't, actual:!)', B11.t pc,,, 
United States all tl!ink , .. 
the slumo or tiOmething. •: 
Our families have alwa, 
there's always been ~t~ •·. · 
comin& in, B•!ore you " . 
ot money, you sa:y, I'd bu 

1 

I'd buy that, but when ,,, 
,you're not in such a ru:,n to 
anything, You aslc youro<Jr il 
really want it ftrst!' 
. Paul adds, ''I· like money tor 
things you can get with it. But 
the idea that I've got money, 1 
that too, You hear people 
money can't lluy you health 
can't buy .rou haPPiness but 
body knows that-it goes 
sayinc. When we were just 
ning to be suecesatul, we Wett 1 
panic for lear that it would all 
before we had a chance to 
enough to keep us later on, Now 
have and we like II ftne!' 

John adds, "I could even 
now; I've got IIIIOUgh 
retire! What would I do? 

George reflects, 11We'vt 
each other tot' such a 1.., 
We spend m<ISI of our time 
each other eVI8n when we'rt 
working. If ·a couple of us 10 
separate)y, we'll probably find • 
we've ended up in the satnt 
before the night's over, I 
school with Paul. I've known, 
tor about nin4! years now, and 
known John tor seven. rveo 
Ringo four years!' 

Ringo san, uWben I'm 1lor~ 
look around and I feel os ll 
thing'& missing without tho 
three.'' 

George goes on, ux live in a 
about twenty-eight miles 
don. It's lovei..v to have a 
sit in, in the summertime or 
ever you teelllike it.u 

.. I've moved out to a hoWt 
outside at London too," John 
••u•.s a lot easier for my y.·de 
my little boy .Julian. He':s twl' 
he changes a lot while I'm 
but that's only natural. Nl!'\' 
mostly, 1 don't take him wl;h 
on locations like these; ""' 
young. As mY liOn he'll havt 
trouble growing up later on 

~·we don1t really havto tht 1 

ble with the public th>t th< 
papers make people think "'' h 
It I go shopping or hl a-dul. _ 
restaurant, the peoplt' ar,;u.n:· 
place know I'm then'. hut J! • 
a mob like you read al•,lllt 
ao to the Ad .Lib ('il.h In 
even some of the pn ~-
but Jtls neutral grour: · 
Eighty percent of ,. 1'a1' 
about us 1s made up, 1 
tlo..-. ~T-- •• • -
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• and .;rint It; TIMIY can't do tlult in 

England." -
John relleets, "I Ilk~ malting 

movies. I'd make as many movies 
as they wanted me to. I like to aee 
the rushes l<i I can tell what or 
wbat llOt to do. When I ftrst saw 
- from A H4roi D411'• Night, 
I could see how nervoua I looked. 
Something in my face was .twitch
inl. Laler on, although 1 still felt 
nerv0111, I was able to keep tram 
doinc that. MCISt of aU, thoUih, I 
onjo7 making recorda. It's aome
thinl you can follow rllht through, 
from wrltlni the song to the record
Lnc -ion. It 1lvet you a eomplote 
teel&nl." . 

Paul 1171, "I enjoy pertormlnl 
on tM ,1ta1e the moat." 

.JoiUt adds, "I don't know If our 
·muale io beoomlftll more complax. I 
bopl It is. You abowd keep on 
llfOWIDI." 

"'SinDe our last movie," Rin&o 
U)'l, "We find old people are wone 
than the teen-acero. They wave 
pk!eel of paper in front of you and 
say,'Sitn this!' and don't have any 
..,......ation tor you at alL PlKiple 
lrequomtly aren't very nice. When . 
1IIU au1o81'1Ph aomethlni. often 
--wlllaay, 'We can selltblo.' 
Lon ....,. slllllt If they want to, but 
11'1 1101 wry nlco> to tell you that 
to 10111: ....... 
.. Ill obll!rves, "We were juat a 

1o1ot before A Hard Dav'• Night. .._le dijln't take us serioUsly, we 
were lust aomethlng their kids 
wanted to listen to. Then when the 
kids dragged them to the movie, 
they saw for themselves and 
seemed to like us. The thing that 
bothers me is our Image-the im· 
age the public has of us. When It's 

reported that we drink ot srn 
. they're upset. We're the sarn:~•. 

everybody elle. In the age r "' 
from twenty-one \o twent.y.;•a. 
most young people drink our. 
smoke. l think they're beginni '"~ 
accept us now, though. It's ,~IIQ 
ing a bit." nc. 

John Says, "We .dlon1t sit ar 
thinldn.l abouti'Our !PUblic irna 

0
tJ 11'1 

anythina:. We're jiuat our~e~e r1r 
that's all." . · v"'. 

Producer Walter Shens(Jn f.:u 
over to the Beatles. "WorrJ 1!~ 1 ., Jnq 
come in trom New. York,· hr· JU~' 
nounces dramatic·any . . ~r,. 
number one on ~~11 ih· ''l'j r. 
Everywhere!" Paul look\ '., tt• 

·' ~.,. 
and 51)'1, "It'S jUIIt lik1· !'•,]., 
wood movie." He Qr:>es or. 
hla liP' into a gangster cu: .·i:~;-.' 
boys, you're nurnt1er or1· · .•1;.: 1 the stuft!" 

Geora:e breakl i.n, "\A , Ct.W 
three picture• to do it•t t·rat~ 
Artists; we'll start lhe th" '" Q.-. 
Iober. We had thla idea .,r .1.,100 
cowboy plcture-l~d lovt· 1 , ''" 111 
as cowboys in a w.tern. •tn.._, 
up in joana with $U that ~··:or, u., 
guna and everything. 1 just 1oo. 
to oee 'The Beatln' in the mov"' 
up there on the 9creen. U&! ll't 
marvelous!" 

John looks out to l<!a at the 111. 
zarre 1tatue rliing trorn the wa.., 
a thirty-live foot bigb C1'018-l
fther-slass Idol with eight •Mill. 
wear1n1 a headband and loincloth 
representing the dread ft(lllro ., 
"Kailu," a drinker 4>f blood and ot.. 
jeet of · ritual saerillce. "'l'bv'>t 
promised me that statue if J·
it," he aays thoughtfully. "I'll pUt 
it in my garden." 

mE ilND 
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AH My Own Wor~ 
IN HI~ OWN WRITE by John lennon. 

·. 1* pogos. Simon '& Schuster. $2.50. 

tuffing and globberirJg they drugged 
lft#1selvu rampling or dancing .vith 
wild abdomen, stubbing in wild pos
tume.t Gtnong!t themselves. It was not. 
the Jumblies setting to sea in a siove, nor 
was it th~ mimsy borogoves. John Len
non, the writing Beatie ("He's the arty 
one"), is-in his own way-describing 
the members of the Neville Club as they 
sit in hubbered lumps smoking Hernia 
ftnd taking ()deon. In this startling col· 
lection of verse and prosery, Lennon 
bas rolled Edward Lear, Lewis Carroll 
and Jam1111 Thurber into one arcat post· 

Joycean spitball. All those jelhhc,n. 
lobbing. caterwauling Beatie fans are 
not going to understand it at all. 

Well, not at first. The danger i, that i 
Lennon's unorthodox orthograph" 11\ay I 
set oft' a whole new ado\esccn.t cpi. 
demic of something far more Vlrtlknt · 

than Beatlemama. The day coulr! ::\•rne 
when fans will talk like this. ft .. , h,. : 
neath their beehive hairdos: 

Madam: I have a hallowc•l to•·' th<t 
suffer ni~·J!IlJely. 

Sir: Sly down in that tcgch;ti· \~c~J 
am ""d open your gorbiC wid·· ~~~ur 
mou~e is all hu 1t toot~es.~. 

Mtulam: Alad! 1 have but ci;.· ·'Pih 
1 cmuining. 

The pa"age is from a playk: •. die~. 
AI tlw J>t•flis. lit indicattffi, hov.t· 1 r. 1hat 
Lennon may be capable of pult111_·: '-orno• 
sense into the gorblcs of hi' l·,:;ldt.:rv' 

certainly it is logical to a~sumr 1 h.tt ij 

BEATLES' JOHN LENNON 

A slomorcelor writing syhle. 

a Sir says "alas," a Madam might "' 
ualad.11 

Besides playlets, Lennon provi<l.1 
teasingly evocative dramatic fragmen\1. 
Sample: "Roger eould visualise Anne io 
her flowing weddy drag,. being wheelol 
up the ~isle. smiling a blessing. He ball 
butterfield in his stomarce as he fn<tenod 
his bough tie and brushed his hairs. 1 
hope I'm doing the right thing.' hi 
thought iookintl in the mirror. 'Am I 
good enough for ber?' Roger need 1111 
have worried because he was. 'Should! 
have ftowers all round the spokes?' sail 
Anne pdlishing her foot rest. 'Or shoo~ 
I keep it sybie?' she continued lookint 
down on her arain haired Mother. '!lf<l 
it really . matterr repaid her Motl<t 
wearily wiping her sian. 'He won't Ill 
looking at yo>Ur kpokes anyway.' Atllll 
smiled the smile of someone who's "" 
a few laughs." • 

Much of 11Lo book's charm is tYI'f' 
graphical, as if ~ pasco bad beenld 
by a drunken Liootypist, and often dt 
lies being read aloud. In His Own W~ 
is a hit in EnsJand, wbere it is q"""" 
at tea tables and praised in the Ti,.,. 
Literary Suppkm•nt ("worth the att 
tioll of anyone who tears for tbt 

Tllolf. MAY I, 1 

'· 
I poverishment of tho English languaa 

Lennon simply says that h< enjoys 
iq and admits only to a small debt 
Lewis Carroll: "It just comes out. 11 
down and write and this is what ~; 
1"11~·" The T.L.S. glurhl<": "He • 
write a great deal more." 1f Lo,. 
does have the stomarcl~ for more •; 
ins. perhaps he will return to :hel 
latins hi•tamine of Roger ;,,·,J 
thole spoke..crossed lo,·crr.,. ,''ld 

1 
they Jot th11t way. They sho11t' he 
fllf a who!< hook if he keep' · 
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''-'ctue on the Battlefront I 

Al,m:Rir\, 
pnl'! dc:-~crt :-:1 .t 

rtnwn, the en.;. nt 
•·ame on, but the 
B..,nt.lo kept g•1ing 

.··~ ,1nd rourtd. Up a. hill~ 
lltiOUJ;h a. gulley, 11'er 

1. ·1·· It \\','\.,. John Lrnnon1 
r:" m~ R:ttman drir\ ... ;·.;·d 

llif'l Mrtje~ty'!l Mu~.k~''t •'n.'l 
d "I h•W I Won th~ \- :n·." 

thn Jir . .t. mnvte h~ h:t'; aHLde 
:t 1t n·L !mm hi." fellow B ·.Lt.IC~ 
, o1 •• 1 Ulllt tt•am bt11'1•t npon 

~ rlru•ll~up world. ln. ,,, he 
: ll nnt :!iiiniJ at nll; ht~ i!i 

.,\·m~ hi~; aU •to actin~. ('VC'n 
:wugh the ~cling at this 

·~t(lmrnt secm~d mostly phy~
!cal--Md quite exhausting. 
Even his kncc·jolting 
stumbles: were ma.~terpicccs 

In the art of sliding and m•k· 
Jng a t;pllt·fiCCond r~rovcry. 

''Sticks to it, the lad.'' 
''Rother good son'e of tim· 

in,:::, I 1ihoutd thinlc" 
r . •l::tt."d, taconic r·'m:trk~ 

frnLlo a. h;:t,rllP.fi.Cd cn~w. 
Jt ,..,.;,;:A.fnr.cryfr .. n: LlVt:r~ 

;) :• !. An (:ve'n fn.rtt11·r <'rY 
Sr· .. t: London, :splndlinJ: i'orth 

·mdrcd million Bcoltlc pla.t~ 
But Jnlm :... ...... ~ ••. :!, hill 
!lrtd h1.-t ~tcC'I~rimmed 

r ,trlc.o; (':t.kcd v.'ith sand, 
· · ~topprd nmnin~. At 

a, C'lt'!a.r "Cut!" rang out. 
.-t,,r Rich:1rd Lc*il~r. who 

~;aldcd the Bratlc~ through 
"A Hrtrd f);q··~ Night .. and 
••Jiclp!," calJ('d tor a. break. 
• 1 w~~ th~ [()urth week on 
, i.·~ Almeria loi:atlon ot "How 
J Won the \V~r." ~ucclnclly 
(lf'scrtbcd by ·Lester a.'l a. 
"!<tytizcd com<'dY about n. 
Hnll'h Infantry platoon In 
1 hf' S~rond World War," but 
, ... ;:;;::ed by one crew member 
, :: ":\ war picture to end all 
\l/;l.C'l,11 

1\"ot so, !laid a. lca.din:;: rnem .. 
~,.~r ot the Cfl!;t, •·we don't 

·:11ly know what ll's about 
• 1111 •• Tu~t tht:'$e idiot bib find 

·• 'rt.'l N\Ch on~ ha.,. But only 
I>idt Lester ::;ecs how they 
nd-1. up. We won't really kno•.v 
,.,urselve~ till we see lt .on 
thl" "~recn." 

At the cry nt "Cut!/' Len~ 
nnn !';ettled cro.o;s·leggt'd on 
1hc Aa.nd. It wa:; an off-beat 
.·tlc :~.nd an off·bea.t role but 
1 he yotmg ~rforrn~r wa.o; ~a.n
didly at ea,;~ ln both. "I 
wouldn't have' mll!Secl lt for 

:h~ •.vnrld," he said. t'It'll been 
' l1 trvelous experience. I've 
r~ahy begun to rel11x here. 
For the first time-·ln such 
.~ wry long time, It's good 
to have this feeling of ,.,t 
beln~. well, wh•t It come• 
down to at times, just a 
monltcy nn display. 

"! didn't know what fllm-
11'\aldtl~ WM all about, re~tl• 

ly. Thlll has given me the 
r.hanre to see tt from the 
tn!'Jdc. In the B~S\tlt!ll fllms 
we were ju~t--l don't • know 
-they were wrong -'!Omehow. 

We WC'ra just' playing our 
old parts. You. know.'' He 
recited the lltaqy. " 'Cynleal 
John, Cosy Ringo, Wide-eyed 
Paul, Skeleton George.• Be
•ides, I'm not really ell ti!GI 
cynical," he added ira an un .. 
dertone. "But there we were: 
one person, or four sldes ot 
one person's tha.raeter--and. 
pour ln the porrldg•." 

J,lke Being Stripped 
On the question ot future 

A.Cting careers f~r the Boa.Ues, 
he wa.<J equally Wdtd. ••wen, 
we can't make a.n.y mort!! 
Beatie films. That's eertatn. 
And we don't really want to 
become ftlm actors. 1: suppose 
we don't know what we want 
to do. Individually, I mean. 
Or apart from what we do 

·, 

as Bl!&tles. Oh Y"'.'' he 8ald look• verv much ltl<e an 
with convlr.tton, "wr.'ll go on Am!.<1h .-.Jrtf-r !rnm hlo:; n:ltlvfl 
with tJt.at. Ot cour~e, Any one J'f"nn~ylvanht, wlth hi~ long 
ot us might take on $inme h.'tlt ;o:rUHn~ the f:ldc~ of his 
acting role tn .the future. It tmM p;ttt, zipprd up hi~ blaclc :~: :· 
all depends on th~ role. But wlndhrc1tiU~r P~nd elaborated. 

1 being ln a movie can be very ' uz con.t~lder LNtnon an E'X~ IJ,t : 
embal't'ajlslng, It's l!ke being traor!!lrl!t:llJ!IJilelllge_n,!:man.l __ ,_~ 
stripped." don:t._r!!_~!'~.that.l!ghUy.l've to 

Jn hill bR!lK'Y, outJtdp;r-d rmnt.1 known perhnp~ two or three !ry 
and boob ot almo~t mon- people'ln.~l. fiti:fliiit.wllO.eouTd 
atrous dimension, LE'nnon had compare ·wltli.-liliif in hilelll· ~~= 
a dt!iitlnctly Ch:lpllne.o;quc atr. ~f'nr.e. ~~~-e~o~, :Jit{!·~~a to 
Now he tumrd from Death! born entertl\lner. AU thl~ . en .. 
tal, k to his currtnt role. "I hlghtt~· qUitlfieJ . bJM .... ~--·i\n 

actor. And-11 lie wiS!ies-to •ny don't think I've especially ray 
prepared for it tn any way, act, of course, he'.s bound to 
Dl • ·-te ! h 1 1 1 get better. He could be a. vt!ry {AY 

ck ~ r 5 very e P u fino actor lf he's,' willing to ucl 
and he knows, or course, just r I 
what he want.• from you but go •hr~d. It's a 'question of • 
he lets you sort of work It practice and wl~!lngncss." :t 
out (or yoursel!. And yet, at Cheated Spt!etator ""';! 
the same ttme, I don't think 1 Lester Is not so willing, 
it's a very deep cha.racterl.. however, to discuss his own aa;. 
ration, After all, It's not like dlstlnctlve touch as applied UIJ' 
having to live with tramps to h!• work-In-progress. "The .,.. 
ln order to play the part." audience •hould be able to rorlc 

Director Lester has been see tho final result wltllout .....,. ' 
questioned repeatedly on why being cued tn ahead of time." t tol 
he chose John tor the part Otherwt .. , he say•, tlle •pee• t olj 
of Grlpweed &nd hu &n· t&tors know the "how" be• lloftr, 
swcred, "l have a very high tore 1t happens. Freshn~s:!J i!J you} 
regard for the Beaties. It just lo.•t. The spectator, he claims, ..,...1 
happens that we thought thl• feels cheated. "And he's right. ll&kt , 
part was something that John He might as well stay home. .,..; 
would enjoy doing, and that There'• not much p<tlnt ln , Ill• · 
be could do well." The ener· watching a surprise develop· 
getlc young director, who· · ment tha.t'1 already been MlOK• : 

· sprung on hlm!' &tch• ' 
When one Is trying to pln· pic• 

point the Lester process In Yhen 
· crtatlon, the deft, daft detoll ll&kt 
. more often than not takes on .s to 
. retevanee. ·"AU we . have on eoplt 
band/' ~ays Lester, who ~ \tO a 
again teamed up wltll hls ;hlnk 
••Knack~> acrlptwriter Charles t:tther 
Wood, '1• a kind of ~oellc at • 
shorthand. Even the stage oreer 
dlrettlon• are wrttten In f...., :ouch 

· verse. What we work from t's at 
Is a rough Idea of aound.t yell!' 
and tmages. Wo take It trom year 
there.'' lienee 

.Uslotant director Jose L6· 1-211. , 
pez Rodero makes another tt.UOII 
point. ''I've neve~ aeen a dl" r &J• 
rector so sure of himself tn 

Beatie loha Lellaon, oa hla oWIL 
"Woll, ""' ca11't """"" ""II moro Beatie /11,...' 

every stngle 1equenee, even . wbea 
when he s~ems to be stretch~ touch. 
Inc the range of posslbllltlos what 
fto far .. out that he's nearlng terMt.s 
tho danger ltmlt. But whore ou <)lin 
his talent; are most consist· uigent. 
·enUy In play Is ta the tm· to tho 
provlsa.tlon of the moment. makM 
lt'o then, when h~'s already It will . 
moving wtthln til•, general people 

UkJ:lOW, 
... ~ .. , ........... ~ ... +"n~"h. Tt not. 
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JOHN LEI'1'10N: 

BEATLE 
ON 
HIS 
OWN 
LEONARD GROSS 
LOOK EUROPEAN EDITOR 

\V1101:VER WOULD IIAVE dreamed that be; 
neath that !nop lurked a Renaissan<:e man?' 
Yl'l there, ~horn, ~it!' John Lennon, cham. 
pion minstrrl, literary Beatle, eoan~e truth. 
'") "• who turned Christendom on with one 
"ildl) misunderstood gibe at cant. Now,. 
{.,.,, while. tunk reel, playing wounded in a 
li••ld of wee•ls, tl1is pop-rork Oa Vinci is 
proposinp; to act for rr~1l. Rr-laxcd to an ap· 
pt"Mantf:~. hr. i~ all knob int~if1e. (''I WR! 

j•lst a bun~le of nerve• the forst day. I . 
cnuldn"t harilly !peak I. wa• >O nervouo. My 
iir~t bt~~ch was in a for~st, on patrol. 1 WBf\ 

<opposed to say, 'My heart's not in it any 
mm·e"-and it wasn't. I went home and said 
to myf'tlf, 'Either you're not going to be 
like that., or you·re going to give up.'" I 

As he casts his weak brown eyes at the 
tamf'ra, the entire movie company jockeys 
lor a ~limpse. ("I don't mind laflin~ lo the 
t·anwra; it's people that throw me.") Sure 
rnough, he blow• his line•. He waggles his 
lw.1d in .~hamf!. usorry ahout that",', he saye.. 
But under the low-kry maxing ol Director 
lli .. k Lester, Beatie John becomes Private 
Gripweed. a romplex British .~t<ierly, in an 
unorthodox new film, How I IT'on the w .. r. 

I A·nnon on hi• own: rich lor life at 26, 
"·I poor .<till in what men of all seasons 
• r .. ,.., --full knowledge of himsdl. Boatling 
~~~ it~rlt he h"s found. is not enou!!h. "1 
f•·rl I want to he them all-paintr.r. writer, 
ttc\or. ~inp:er, player, mufliidan. I want to try 
thl tn all. and rm lucky enough lo he able to. 
I want to ~t.e whic:h one turns me on. This is 
fnr rnr. thig ftlm, hcc.ause-apurt from want· 
in;x tn dn it hr:cnu~e of what it !'\tands for-I 
"<11!1 to ser: what I'll he lik~ wht>n I've done it." 

uhhirtl "''' notJice artor f..· wn 1r•orttl'ly! 
ulrlflni.~tj(' Hrili.~h nr(l,.rl,· I",.,.., nt hmar_d fU 
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Lf!~m~~ro'• per/orrrt4nct ,.. "" officer's tycoplullllic ldttrulant enchant> his actor mates. 
"It, 11ot ju1t /ol&r& Lennon. rnu.chin.1 abOUC." 1413 on.t, .-He apprtcidttt• the cltaracteriza· 
tiofl .ill an. irutinctivt way. It's an aetin1 ptr/ormtJnct., not just a Kimmick-which I wtu 

/ally prtportd for it to be." Abo~~t, •• Prilltlte Gripweed, Ltnnon txecUies the inexplicable. 
' 

two iconoclasts eager to shake up life 
s- (The KMCk; the Beatie film•; Forum) won Dick te.ter the right to experi
ment. You'll work at this film, as he mixes viewpoint, oWipen.LI time, apace and lo~ic 
In an effort to slip the restraints of dramatic invplvement. Above all, IA'.ster count• on 
surprise, blurs his intentions. Hi• aeton call it an anti-war film, but he demuro. "! 
promise you that no actor knows what's goins on, even after read in~ the 11<ript." .. ' "-~·· 



Lennon·for real: .... rutally truthful, bl . a g~ntle man 
They stood silently in the deserted German square 
that Sunday morning, three young British actors 
costumed like the soldiers who had taken t4~t , 
town 22 years before.' Then the one whose no· 
torious locks had recently been chopped short ob: 
served, "I haven't seen so much fresh air together 
for about four years." 

For John Lennon, the Beatles' leader, it had 
been one ewift crazy ride to the top. But now, 
then were distortions, and he had recoiled. Grown· 
ups were twiating a Beatles' kids' song into an 
LSD trip; an ingenious lament that he and Beatie 
Paul McCartney .had polished off one wild night 
wu, current rumor had it, actually the synopsis 
of an opera so bitter it could not be sung. A pass. 
ing remark about religious hypocrisy had made 
Lennon a devil-or a saint, depending on your 
tastes. Others might enjoy them, but to Lennon, 
who ia nothing if not honest, the diotortiono had 
become a threat. 

"I don't want people taking things from me 
that aren't really me. They make you something 
that they want to make you, that isn't really you. 
They come and talk and find answers, but they're 
their answers, not us. We're not Beatlos to each 
other, you know. It's a joke to us. If we're going 
out the door of th~ hotel, we say, 'Right! Beatie 
John! Beatie George now! Come on, let's go!' 
We don't put on a false front or anything. But we 
just know that leaving the door, we turn into 
Beatles because everybody looking at us sees the 
Beatles. We're not the Beatles at all. We're just us. 

"But we made it, and we asked for it to an 
extent, and that's how it's going to be. That's 
why George [Harrison] is in India (otudying the 
1i.lar], and I'm here. Be<:ause we're a bit tired of 
going out the door, and the only way to soften 
the blow is just to spread out a bit." 
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In that kind of mood, a Dick Lester set wa.s 
j uslt the therapy for Lennon. Each man is the kind 
who makes the New Theologiahs 'Jump. To them, 
the individual is more thrill than threat-a unique 
being who should be taken for what he is. Lester, 
who directed both Beatie films, gratefully recalls 
his lint meeting with the group, when the movies 
were just an idea. "They allowed me to be what I 
damn well pleased. I didn't have to put on an act 
for them, and they didn't put one on for me." 

Uke Lennon, American Lester shies at social 
forces that distort or depersonalize life. A bril· 
liant cllld, he entered school at three, suffered 
constant harassment from classmates three years 
older. He entered college at 15, quit a good tele· 
vision job at 22 to bum around Europe, playing 
guitar, before success could imprison him. He 
landed in England just as commercial teleVision 
was getting under way; this rime, the climate 
seemed agreeable, and from that point on. he 
:toc>med. At 34, be is viewed in tho business with a 
movie venion of awe. 

This is what a Lester set is like: Once more,. 
they are in a deserted Gennan square, now, with 
all the paraphernalia of moviemaking, with Brit· 
ish "soldiers," Lennon among them, ready to 
comb the streets, with Gennan "soldiers" lying 
in wait. "Quiet please!"'an .... istant shouts-just 
as a little boy walks into the scene. Apoplectic, 
the .... iatant rushes forward and shoves the child 
aside. Lester, whose nonnal weapon is humor, 
fluahes. "Don't pwA!" be commands. 

Once again, they are ready to shoot- and 
once again, the child intrudes. Now, the assistant 
stampedes the scared boy away. For 15 seconds, 
Lester eyes the man silently. Then, "Boo," he 
callo, and "Boo" the cut joins in. 

Always, the individual. For Lester, a director 
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uu•~c=- no statement, against violence by having 
lhuu., ... ~: ~- ",..,,. " "' im, each death must ritatt.er 
-and in his new •·-"• each does. Such were the 
ideas that captured Lennon, despite his doubts 
about himself. 

He did not doubt alone. H0111l Won the WM 
is staffed with seasoned British llCiors, all trained 

. in repertory, all well-known at home and all sus· 
picious. But none is today. 
Samples: 

"We expeeted som~ne a bit kinky, bitchy, ar· 
rogant. He's none of these things. He's completely 
natural." 

' "You're not working with another actor, I 
you're working with an OBE [Order of the · 

/ British Empire], a multimillionaire-in sterling, 
not dollars-whose every .word will be reported in 
the world preu. The airade is that be's so normal. 
I could wrap him up dialectically in two minute~, 
intellectually, in th,.,.,. But he's JOt a certain in. 
hom, prenatal talent, I have my talent, which I 

'\ think is considerable, but it d(lelll't compare to \ 
his in his field. .. 

"1 don't think he does anything with a con· 
scious thought of trying to impress. He's remark· 
ably free. He does not act the part." 

"We talk about him all the time. AU of aa 
feel the same thing. We find it difficult to be .... 
normal with him as he is with us." 
. Lennon's lack of ·pretense astonished the 
actors. "He's someone who jU$1 tria anythinj!," 

. one of them ma"eled. "No stand-in, no speeial 
treatment, no chair for him." During a break for 
tea one raw morning, Lennon queued with the 
rat. When his tum arrived, his heart's desire was 
gone. "You don't have to be a star to get a ch...., 
sandwich," he mused. "You just have to be first." 

They likad his h11111or too. That same mom· 
· continued 
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in~. a German mother pu~hed her three-year-old 
,.,. to the Beatie, clutching an au!ograph book 
in, nand. "Sign it!" she d•manded. Lennon did 

J as .bid<len, telling the boy, "Ye., sir, you put u~ 
'? 11here we are t~day." On location in Spain on' 

afternoon, the strip! required Lennon to drive a 
tr11op carrier along the beach. Accelerating too 
f.ht, he spun th!• wheels; the rear of the carrier 
sank. As his crestfallen director approached the 
··ah. Lennon pellred sheepishly over his glass~s 
'"'11 ~ave him a limp salute. 

, Lennon is not on; he is simply original. 
· ; ··AmNii' a used to be the big youth place in ever¥· 

ho<iy',. imagination,'' he observed recently to ·, 
· il journalist. "America had teen.agers and every~ 

"hen· else just had people." He recognizes his 
.own impact on t:he changes since then, but he re· · 
i '""' to co need;~ tha~ youth today is all that dif· 
1 <Tent- particularly youth in England. · 

The last generation might have been just like 
t .. day'> vnung adults, he maintains, had it not 
luHlto fight the war. "If they said, 'Fight the war 
now,' my age group would fight the war. Not that 
they'<! want to. 'Ptere might be a bit more troubl~ 
~cttin' them in line-'cause I'd be up there shout• 
inp;, lJ)on't rio it!• 

"It just eo happens that some groups playin;l 
in En~land are :making people talk about England, 
hut nothing else is going on. Pop music gets 
throu~h to all the people all over the world, that's 
the main thing. In that respect, youth might be 
I ngt•lher a bit. The Commie youth might be the 
,,nne as us, ami we all know that, basically, they 
J•rohnhly are. This kind of music and all that scene 
'' !wiping. Dut there's more talk about it than i• 
•dually happening. You know, swinging thio, and 

that. Evcrlbody can go around in England 
,, tlh long hair a bit, and hop can wear Oowered 
I'"'""'" and Aowered shi rt• and things like that. 
hut thrre's still the same old nonsense going on. 
II\ just that we're all dressed up a hit different. 

"The cla.s thing is just as snohhy ns it ever 
,, '"· People like us can break through a little-but 
onlv a little. Once, we went into this restaurant and 
t~>·orly got thr·own out for looking like we looked 
~>tttil they saw who it was. 'What rlo you want? 
\\'hat <lo you want?' the headwaiter said. 'We've 
, """ to hloody eat, that's what we want.' we said. 
· ·n th., owner spotted us and said, 'Ah, a table, 
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sir, over her• -;,; It just took ~lie back to whr.n I 
was 1~, au.! ddn't get anywhere wilh'lut be-' . 
ing ~lllred ahtr remarked about. It's onlyc since 
I've been a Beatie that people hav-. said, 'Oh, wnn. 
derful, come in, come in,' and I've lorgolten a bit 
about what they're really thinking. Thty see the 
shining star, but when there's no glow about you, 
they only see the clothes and the haircut again. 

"We weren't 88 open and 88 truthful when we 
didn't have the power to be. We had to take it easy. 
We had to shorten our hair 'to leave Liverpool and 
get jobs in London. We had to wear suilll to get 
on TY. We had to compr~<miae. We had to get 
hooked, as well, to get in and then sort of get a 
bit of power and say, 'This iis what we're like.' We 

. had to falsify a bit, even if we didn't realize it at 
the time." . 

No longer, as we know. II Lennon is com· 
pulsive about anything today, it's about truth ae 
he see~~ it. But he proteslll when he's labeled a cynic. 

"I'm not a cynic. They're gelling my char. 
ac!er out of some of the thinga I write or say. 
They can't do that. I hate taga. I'm slightly cyni. 
cal, but I'm not a cynic. One can be wry one day 
and cynical the next and ironic the next. I'm a 
cynic about most things that are taken lor granted. 
I'm cynical about society, politica, newspapers, 
government. But I'm not cynical about life, love, 
goodness, death. That's why I really don't want to 
be labeled a cynic." · 

It is in the context of the young man who re
coils at distortion that his now.famous remark 
should be viewed. "I said it," he recalls. "I said 
we were more popular than Jesus, which is a 
fact." What he could not explain then was why. 

He does not feel that one need accept the 
divinity of Jesus-he, personally, does not-in 
order to profit from his words. A frequent reader 
of ancient history as well ai philosophy (his cur. 
rent list indudes a book on Indian thought and 
Nikos Kazantzakis's Repotl to Gteco),he contends 
that man has mishandled Quist's words through 
the centuries. 
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,"1 beheve Jesus was right, Buddha· was right, 
and.all of those people like that are right. They'rt., 
all saying the same thing-and I believe it. I be· 
lieve what Jesus actually said-the hnsic things he 
laid down about love and goodness-and not what 
people say he said." 

Christianity has •!uffered, he believes, not 
only because Christians have distorted Christ's 
words but because they concern themselves with · 
structures ·and number~~ and fail to listen to their 
vows. They "mutter" 11nd "hum" their prayers, 
but pay no attention to the words. "They don't 
seem to be able to be concerned without having 
all the scene about, with statues and buildings ,. _ 
and things. 1 

"If Jesus being more popular means ... more 
control, I don't want khat. I'd sooner they'd all 
follow us even if it's just to dance and sing for · ' ' 
the rest of their lives. If .they took more interest 
in what Jesus-or any of them-said, if they did 
that, we'd all be there with them." 

Would he call himself a religious person? 
"I wouldn't really. I am in the respect that I be. 
lieve in goodness and all those things." And if' 
being religious meant being "concerned," as Paul 
Tillich, the late Protestant theolo~ian, once put 
it? "Well, I am then. I'm concerned all ri~ht. I'm 
!'Onrerned with people.''' 

At an age when_mo:•!..'!'.~'ll!'" just beginninJl 
to adj_ust.t~ .. ~_he WO!_Id~ John k'!~-~Jlas _".]ready 
nudg~dit a .bit. 'Tile 'hsteria,tha.!.J.'!!!?lllJ~ls.~im 
can no IQ~g~r disguise th.e P!:.el;~fl~...2i-."..mmT .·: . 
His ideas are still rough, buthi~ insti~s!!.~r.t'.ll~od_ .. 
and his_ talent, extraord~~l!!Y .. :..Y<!.~ may love him, · 
you lJlay loathe ~im,)iut_lh!sy~--~h<!u)d knol\':.: 
As perdformer ,

1
comJ>

1
osc:r.!..','riter ~r. tal~_e.r .J!e~•~j)e 

aroun for a .o~g, . ..0.!!15 lime. "'" 
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-~_'!'\Vorktng' Chis Heroft -d:&lis -with·-- Itlol~--{~I dOn•t beUe\re in magic.~-. l- of old st<tnJanL;, ;vh!!c: "Ik:aucoilp~ of n;·~ k·--::. P:-~ 1~ 

~-iat-nf_of _t~ 1·Ldeg im'Pos.Pd oft prople ·t:tori't i:r.-:::~~,----1'! tn kin~~-. -.. ·l drm't- he- B'u-'·S" ws~ a f':nunh·y m:l"~~ r.-t:lr(·d-f'n r. :r-'".."<11 ~"1-:,;:._:_,'c 
~- ~i~.h-1;_-~0·-~~- ~<}y.~ in _!:np~g oi n-<::tlr.n1g Jk".·e -it: Ei\'i_s .... l don't h-eHe'.~e hi v:t in;IP.tb~r ~n IiH'gf._,_ p:.1ort hy ~tt-el gui- n;cY1t. 
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- -~--""'-"'t Nfnatt-to be me-celv aa u-
-Bc.ltk.-Johft ·[_(nru.·m _haS caned 

----~~i-,4 ~-mrr lor hfl'nse.lf--~as __,. -. 
~:;,.._ ... ;:~_l.:..i_ -·_p~~~~- n.Wcrni membt:~ _-, 
- ... ~- -::'h::o .mC"m.uk)n;,tl·- avant-itat:d.e 
~n.:s_ .a...'"''-:-'--~_-mo~t Mch_(l·k:~gk-.tUy 
a.lnr-., !~tw~ arusr. ]uftn ffils 
.-,:...,~n.•_ dt~pla-y~<f -·an . am.ann~ 
~(Y.k_tl~---lttr .growth, .and:_ if one: is 
1mpat.em v.--Hh iht: ·speed with 
>wh1ch he 1.11k-es up and thtn dis
canj"- ~!ldUJO-causes, phiiQsophies_ 
and pc\);J'k_ !he- tlther s_idc- of the 
~co1tt 1-'<o that }\(> has._u't 'r.11lcn into the 
fa:UC"r-d..t~ ~o:nmrlacent::'o of o,·arious. 

--('-thtr "'ICL. and H'lf O~r..a.c_hie'\ers. 
)'-c-t_~te- his-Qur-st 1n al,\d out 

_ ~1f music. /rno~tnt' ·r .aises ttK qu~~ 
rwn hnv- mllCh furthe-r Jnhn- can 

_ Pf:".'lt!t'~ .wttll-_~..\h(' ~V•'C<thulacy t,f 
nmcrpJ>. ~ttl!~ i~ttftg.) laid_ t!"~ n nn -
Jvhn I ~~'ti-m :Pia.tllc On~' H.m.!. 

~ ·--

: ..... 

---~ ,--~.,..~ 

-.,. .---. 

·'' 
, F'f ~11" .. trftJ'nft~·'-· Ia~ rw~ tn th.: 
1~-r ·f!ut ;i ·m:·-ib¢. Qt~inalii'P ttf 

~·;.'H.JJ~ l~,:~~ft .. ".hkh- t;'.:IM he SL.'t'rt 

m -khn·;:.-~rl ,tncc :'1_~ -~n
.utnc ttbe l}Ticat d_ii-«t·M-- and 
"~ tiJ:tuuity~··Q(e-~).- ...-. 
ltlat _II wa~- a)S<) 'ftJtk solUtion. ~s _ 
:a~. ~ adok~nf~-- JOhn c~-

:.;-

.- .. ;_ 

fo 

·of· dmmldatiaris. _- Here, hOWever. 
the $hqck: of -t~itioO ~--i-5 ,' nOI 
-dramarit.td;-· father-. -John- 'knows 
pnfectlY wen- Wnat the. -fiuttt: i~ 

---and is_- merely ·--·(riSgusted '::With -a-ll· 
·> ~ tbe- hypOerirei-:wttOsi--:'b~nesi~ it--

rs:- to ·~ Tclt comatns· a bfi1-
1iant -seething -guitar sdio by 
(Jeorge. . _ · __ ·--~ - _ 
~- _ tn shec-~ viciousncss;_l}Oibing~~ 
ttw·.atbum ~slc$:-'"How-JJo.~;you 

·sleep/' __ h bcJpnS: with_the: _ _p~:·.:.:t 

.~.-=A~~5~i 
~- i,:stilt-a,.~R4 ~ry -U«~'tnii:i·?t 
. lite~,.-·~~ ... ...,:;; -··~~~tlllit o....J_ 

y<iftd tbc~-¥1•· .~t•o ~.At~. 
-sift- -ftft-.atrv- -of '"f.- tfl.>lm•-- -6;;. •• ""... • 
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oun& 
the lMg:('ft-

_- --_:_J;J-..af ~~"lttt-~--ho had lo- --~:~ .. -
":,~.,.,,in,,,.,., .. ,,~~··,,, 
_: · tbc: S:onp· OJl _ Pfjll_ .U i finaL rS: 

:_:- -_-m,t~Qift -of bi$ __ Drll:i~Jl1 _ltaun\as .. ~-
-:,:--' itnd. aJ- a· d~~- t.U~ ~· t?U.r.e.--

I'OB- is. a pro~ ..::iikimak ____ , 
:" :~fti,~ -Dr:cau:se· tt~~n~-=: th~ · 
;f=:-:tAa~hrig. of~~ _lcast-~e_-tNn·s. 
~ ._--i.oct-and rtllt carCer-~:_Tbc' q~ 
~:~ of-rOtf,l~jng -uP KJB --~;tS~'tAJi\~-ift~ 
-q:_-":~lc:. bt-c.au:~e-·it ~ali difticUit< 

· sUcCess-or:- bf;~-

-.~;: 

~~---:: 

sing..,. 
auif ~{ rufl i\:~;.tl.t.t_ -.~t tH"~- m!! L!> n~;:~h·-~j&:al hut ,nile waii)'. 

::.::~~1 jtbi;rtk.lHt-h~- -ihil-lt i!<> -' -,.Lllkd. th~C_md,~y -undt~fitUi~>~l-
~ +1~~--~~h.. _,..._._.;,~,~.;¢ :;r~ _!S. :s\""~ ~,.uftd i-iL e~-,-p;~·l .. '(- tOe ht'~e-: \\ h~·h 

_ ~-_bf' 'll>._i!ft ·.i {L'trn.:UUr ('0\t''fi·ntc..Y ;lt .i.~ut~h fl~·i.· U\}lli:-.. _ _- ~_,:.-
-~:iib,na-nt m H~-~-,.t\_"llkt..-.~'"4";: ·1 "fu~trh .. ·ou'd .. (.'nppW 
l.l""{"_,rf·l:l•"''."d -~_ -- - o,m_ Ill'\ -~·j'r"_-t;hh., "1 didn't 

~ _O-n -_-th-.- Jt'"~utcikc-· -nl hnaxrw' I · ~~l!.kl ~>tl- Wh,-.. ·tt -A::is :_VhttH~th 
- ,f,'l"'·f thml. _f_1i!tfi -ha-> fe•.:ofh·;:l · Hw- d.,hw SlHintlt"11 lih~ !i-C:ntt.•<t 

__ ;..,;•nrn:_t w •tm_·-h ·' rii;t'>h"TpH_ .. .:_c ua~ ~·nit\lflt'ed -tl\."11 ortty sotru:()ll{' 
- -.!mJ .HJ ;ullqte--JC.l«i-c-nd hk.r I~LJii - H'ry fam~~~.:'in thl~ a~c nl Oanal 

C:tA- i\u.;n..,.:-.1uU:Y--be folft•Wcd. tn--~1!> ~.:omJWlL"nt'\",--wnu)d '~~re put_--o-ur·: 
- · technH:al !<oloppin-ess and 11elf-: somc-th;ng sn hapffiu.ard. ::fbe 

.. abso(ptio_n. Jmogifu. is John·s &If song's refrain and tbettte is .. One 
Ponrt~n. MQ:SI of-it centers around thing you cin't hide; Is when 

- iss\lcs w~~Pt bave ·alrcitdy been you'-re crippled in~ ... _and is •'!-

--. _- ~ ----'- ~--
- ·.:,:'!_ ~' -. 

::__-

~; .:: 

othe ----·-·; • ~ ... _ • 
?"Jc;.lioU:::~ ,Gu~-:__ is "'a --t&ucfi:Mtt

~onf~-on, lt bOast"> a .bnUtantJY 
tortured, pat-hetic vocal &nd an 
eloquent string arrangement.- ~is 

voice ber~-~ wu~:<!~ lacks-fa¥.-
o::. 
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.. II; :IW.~Q& S~N. 33B,~Z 
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Len no 
W~":l:~~ · bd0rc gcWng 
ld;.:T!1~ ll\.'\'.' a1ljUnl 
in<\'' AQp~e SW 3:r~9, · 
WtJ<:h;,l t'li- t't:t U.!',?d tO 

·: .. 
i:' 

'.i,, 

Uwt cl 1'::;,·,r:'£ mc~L1 I . .· , . . .. 
~t [\t·.,t. So, 1 liked tberfl• : UJol ~11Jlil:i!liUCh tcl· 
ar.·1 li•k<l ir even more now. • .Lter thM thbstl o! bls fir1lt •olo 

:r:: c awry, 1 disr~gardsl· >albuDl,cJ thh!k, lllld·togetlter 
tll•J t, rirs Itt lnvo1' of b~w they.'· just ,QbOut att the mullic on 'the 
~OUl1~-bw1 tt;ey ar~ phrased: albll!ll:,!s 1111 clos~ to Bcatles 
a~.d .•:,mg. lennon has evident•' quality. as Q!IY· ~f them ha•te' 
ly d·::dd. d 011 lneoo. minbnal, · :done, ,Witll the EX.Ception of a 
v.NJ m.ost of toom . very feW except:lllnal. cui$ Oil' . 

the Harrlaon album and Paul's.: ' 
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'two retm'ds. · 
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SAT.EVE.POST 

3/21/64 '; .lohu Lennon writes:" A/lOUT THR A W f'UL. I tr•• bored Q.lh~ 9th' ·1~40 v·keo, I believ 
o.< .. III!JII'IIU I !leg didn't get mt•. I atlemled to wriJ•flfjH •rlwols ;,, LiddgfJI)I. Awl still .1ii"'. · ''" ·· '" ""'A'':'~~~~" 
'"'"''~"' II••II/IP.< ln!/lllld ( 11, a, Iliad /l'H)' revrml• fllgltt 1/H!OI (uArwrltJIDIM II( fbi',..,,.' . ' .. Rl r.. 
II'J'ill!fl.< 1/w ""'"' m•mdu{11ullar( /',,, 11ver re/11/t." Tllllbooi,.,. lllili.CIIIMIW.,....,, "'· '"·'/l<i1 

BEATALIC 
GRAPHOSPASMS 

By JOHN LENNON 

Original fiction and poetry _IJjj the -· .. ~~·· -··" '" ,. - ___ .. ---
br0i!!~e.st IJ._eatle 9ft]!&!!} ajl. 
~· 

( 

Randolf"s party 

/ 
• ) . 

I 

, It was Chrisbus · time but Randolf was alone. Where 
were· all his good pals. Bernie, Dave, Nicky, Alice, Beddy, 
Freha, Viggy, Nigel, Alfred, Clive, Stan, Frenk, Tom, Harry, 
George, Harold? Where were they on this day? Randolf 
looged saggly at his only Chrisbut cart from his dad who 
did not live there •. 
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40 

~·r r:,1n't ,,......1 ..... =-~::!" !his belng ::.o alondey on the One day 
of th;. ··~·- .. ·.h .. n one 'A"'" 'l surely spect a pal or two?'~ 
thought Rangolf. Hany>~. '" carried on ·putting· un. the 
desicrations and muzzle toe. All of a >mrgeon there was 
amerry timble on the door. Who but who could be a knocking 
on mv door? He opend it and there standing there who? but. 
only .his paiR. Bernie, Dave, Nicky, Alice, Beddy, Freba, 
Viggy, Nigel, Alfred, Clive, Stan, Frenk, Tom, Harry, George, 
Harolb weren't they? 

Come on in old pals buddys and mat!:s. With a big griff 
on his face Randolf welcombed them. In they came jorking 
and Jabbing shoubing "Haddy Grimmble, Randoob," and 
other hearty, and then they all jumbed on him and did 
smite him with mighty blows about his head crying, "We 
never liked you all the years we've known you. You were 
never raelly one of us you know, soft head." 

They killed him you know, at ]CIIst lhe didn't die alone 
did he? Merry Chr'-i•tchove, Randolf old pal buddy. 
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GRAPHOS~ASMS 

. . 

·· . Sad Michael ·~~ 

There wu uo reuon for Michael to he .. d that n.,. 
(the linle wrelllb); everyone liked bini, (the IMlllb)' •. ·! 
hardly h!ula day• ui(!ht that day, Hit wife Demille, ~h. , , 
wdl controfW, had wrahbed hiolurwh but. he wu 1till '"'' 11 

"llll •Ira~ for a man whom have everything and a • "'' 1,, 

bout. At4 o'clock wben hi• fire Willi burkin& hridely al',,J, .,;., 
man had 'clubb.,! in to parse the time around. "G'"''"'''" 
Michael," the Poleasemall speeg, but Michael did not """ ,,, 
f.,r he wu debb IIIKI dtdf alld could QOI &Pet!fl· · 

''How's the wiv.., Michael?" &p<lge the Poleaseman. 
"Shuttup aboua that!'.' 
"I thought you were debb 111K1 duff and could nolllfl"<'f!," 

' ••id t~e Poleaoenian. · · . · · , . · · 
.. "Now what 1111 I ll"inS to do with aU my debb and dufF 

.' hooka?".sald Michael, r•lilling 1tr.jght away that hrre wa; f, 
· proble~ to be ,rtckolll'd witb. . . . / ,?~ :' 

"'''. . ll' '' £· ! 
L, f.,).!J;., 

" 
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. ; , ' : F~ank loo~ at tlloll tab1~1banllY. ~ring to look ,uh• 
~&ble. ·. , i .. ·· : . : .. •. ' .. . ,·····'.: · 

•· :. )' · 'Thllte that table!: pe rsaid, "BI()o4r owl4 ~~· ii\IIIY .·· 
.

1

houae." Then be looketl''a't 'tbe.o~lt. ·~O.mn tlu!l did 
. in my bow;e," said t'rank. {or it was hi• houoe. you ~110·· 

After a little bit his eye calllli .QfOS• his very lPOt¥"'• 
chair. · '.'llon't · like tba( chair' Qll~ . bll[ .. ·.he shO'WhedY· 
''Just lQI:.kaqbat gathet alllilby ~~~d 'durby. Ho"' fllll I 

. . ,: 
' ., ' 

··· .. onpJlO"ed to look affalftor, aR thl• @llfhY ruddish ... Wart · ... · 
. am) b~l ~ ala>'e tojl' Jook )'~ll with deesekfrebit 1111 th< . 
• • ~e ,larfi!lll ~nt\ l)uzi!lfllllt' Jn. ftont of all the lllqtl...!. 

: . . i ·., H~w ca'li I ~ut s(rry .pll'f' lfmlit'JfafiTii~:lm'ifJ'itf:<"'~ 
· ·· .• .•. ,·(~'.do:: but, \"~rt .I muai: rv~t j~li ~lg ~nd lollkill~ . 

·· · , . :W~ior theeo• damn owld ~oil•• of mY ~wn?',~ , frau~ 

: ~· 
,( 

... · .. tll'ent over . to his dubh old . mother, wbomn ··:w~ •ltkl . 
· . !'' ,tiffmg with him. "What are !y~!l larliniJ at, you Jullb .. ~ M . ' 

. ,. ·.~ i:~n'' / ·. . , .~, .. ~. . . .. . ,·· . , ,. . . . ,.,.n,.. . . . . . . .· . . . .. ·, . ' ; . 
! ''<' • .( "llavq' !'~luff trebl~ -ritbvut yon~ in the korbm '( 
, .• · With tba\ Fr•nkatub liP and kicked her plainly on•l)llll""''~: 

• 

1

' ~."l'ake th~t ~or lllr~ng yqu \lucid pled grift .... l hatelh•t P. ''!'• · · 
, ', pw ~aid smililig qlli(lileY to themllelve.;.• · · · · ·· ... ·· .... :,, 

... , i.. . :~!d .·· ·:l'm g<>ing to ~II this 4aft ahoo and you t<l ~well. ,,,,. · ·•· 
·i ·I Muniroy." , · . . :. · : . · . · · · 

. ' (,' .; ; · .• ~ he .Ola. it all lind left ""' eountry ~nd sell~ <1~·· :· '" 
'' ,.)nlnother country which he did not lil!e iial£ as ro11eh a- :

11

' 

.: r[ dear old home ill England w\tl' his de~~~r !lid qllainl til\\ h•d•:: 
i :.'•; mother what be (Frankl lOot d~ to e, bad harvesU,!, •, ;•ti .·,. 

, ·• · j~dd ~o til slto~•· "1W.thappeu»; ' ', · · ' 
"\' ' ' ', :: 

, r ,' ~ t , 

,·,•'' 

. ) ' ' .. ~ 

,··:,'·'·'If ', ., " 
., .l', 

'.· .. [ ... i'' '' 

•, '. 
• 't, 

.. . 
,., 

,.; 

' ~ '' 

·,'·• oi'. 

448 



:; 

:, ',;'' 

,... 
•' 

\•' I 
', ··'' ·/ .-: .. 

, .. ,:, 
·~: ' 

': .'i· ·, 

>·',', 

. . 
: .. ·~ . ' 

' ' •, ' ' 

•f'•' 

,;' I 
I 

·f ·.···•·· I 
t=====+i. ::=::=;::::==:::::: i 

' 
. \ 

• 

''·. 
' ''!' ·~ '. 

y.:. , I 
'). 
rL f 

. 
. ~. . 

. \ 

' ,., 

i . 
i 

,·, /. 

' . • 

.. 

:~-

'·.1. ··.: 

,., 

i '\ J' •. 

';: ,,..\ 

;'· 

'· .. ' 

' . ~ ' . 
. '. 

449 



• 

' 

t 
' j~ 

' t'c 

~-. 
1h 

.. 

" 
"·_.._ _,-

, --ff'--'~~~;~-~-~-~-,<~a~=-------~~-- ---~~:.~----?'-~ ~ 
. . _ . .. . O.sllfa .. ,,".,. il?jifll!Jtunter 

-.~- '.' --- - _- -- > __ .- - -: ,f- _--~~ -~--- ~ ..... --::-~ _.,._: --~ .:_--- - :·-- . - . • -
In tli'! jumble ••• the mighty jumble ••• WhiJ._...._ ··. •. ··. .· · ··:. • _ . /...,.they -.,w a cleaner in the jumble and set up cramp. 

sleeps toniebt. . . . . .. · . - · '' · ·-~ . . · Jumble Jim, wfiom •hall remain lUlmeless, was slowly but 
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~~ tlte foot of the !Mod, Otumha ,kept wogs for poiom:wus · • :·~~--- ,S.,.Jy ~ hi• way through the iinderplants, {under-ware ,_ 
snacl& such. as the cleadly cobl>kr asd apply python. •· .--- .:. :.:~~;- •:;, .. _, being watcMd by Whi4e HuDgry.) · -

· • Ut!le.&fltf,-thatthenextllayintheearlyowlaofthe ., _- , - ~-.i:-:~7--~- "Beat tlte bus, Otumba," ~ed Wheot Hoover. 
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l'8at .. • '.·';_: ·;·", 

. .. ,9~'~o~el11 , 
i '· ,'l·.~at bel~ely dt~Wll a tree,.··' 
.. l:umbled, fat and &malt 

( Hille lad}' eing .to me 
:. , l.souldn't see .•t alL 'i. 

l'tn JOokioi! ;,p ·•lld at tbe sky, 
,.; find such wondrous voice, . 
,1';tzzly putzle, "onder why; 
l hear .but have no choi~.e. 

~ ,' 

'' 

\ '' 
• 

,"l:iveak Ill" l'()ltle forth, you ravel.;,.,,'' . 
· . f l'otiy ll)imthollshout, . · , . . · , 

''I know you biddy by thill tree,',' · 
. l)..t &Uitehe won't COIQe OUt,. . 

, ~ch softly singing lulled ...; aleep; 
•II hour or two or 80 · 

l wakeny slow •nd t<llik a peep 
, •11d 1till no Litty show. 
'·, ''' ' '\ 

l'lien suddy on a liitle twig 
I thought! see hight, ' , · · 
A tiny little tiny pig, 
that Bing with all ite might • 

. '' ' ' ' . ', 

"! thought you )~'ere a lady." 
lJ!iggle,-welll may, 
'[',, my supriae the Lldy, 
goiiiJ>-and ftew away., 

, r 

,, ··, 

·.I 

. ' 

'' ' 

·: j' 

' '1 

. : 

, ... ' 

451 



'' ! 

'i 

' :l 
'' 

' ' '' 

:·I ·.·j' 

I 
I 

i 

' -~ 

~li .~ ff ·-1; ~ ~ .\r ·~-:\ 
I I ' , t, I 

l l ~ /" 
. A 

Th1 dream is onr 
Whot Clift I savt 

The dream is over 
YeSiterdoy 

I was the df'eamwecrnr 
But now I'm r•bom 
I was the Walrt.ll 

But now I'm John® 

' ' v }' \ ¥=-
JUOC.ING from an album of old tapes 
most recently re•releascd by Polydor, 
The Bcatles-John Lennon, Paul Me-· 
Cartney, George Ha'i"i'mffi, and drum-•••'llllt 
mer Peter Best-were a tight rock 'n' 
roll band in 1960. By 1963, The Beatles . ' 

'' traded Best for Rmgo Starr and re- ( d "' H' ' 
corded a couple of songs, "Love Me \ {~. ':;<,1 . 

Hold Your Hand," that almost single
handedly revived the dormant public 
taste for rock 'n' rolL Enthusiasm be
came mania, record followed record, 
and then came the movie "A Hard Day's ~ 1 
Night"-as with geometrical luxury ·. 1 ~~ .J' · 0 
theirhtalents bioss.ofimed at the vangbu.arhd ·, ·~·-· .... t.··.. .··.:,_. '.· ...... · .· ~· 
oft e most sogn1 cant cultural re ort ® ~-- ~ 
of the post-World War II era. By 1966, ~ 
with the release of the albums "Rubber 0 A N 
Soul" and "Revolver," they h~d so · ·· 
transformed the music of their idols, 
Elvis and Chuck Berry, that •· few 
gtown-up critics were seriously consid-
ering whether art was happening. 

In June, 1967, they laid "Sgt. Pep- trulv subversive clement was John Len- talk to each other. The· strange sequence · 
per's Lonely Hearts Club Band" on a non's liaison with the Japanese avant- of albums-"Two Virgins," "Life With 
breathless humanity. The world turned garde artist Yoko Ono. With "wedding the Lions," "The Wedding Album"-are 
on. In the American media everyone bells are breaking up that old gang of a record of Yoko and John .in love and 
from Seventuro to the New Republic mine" intuition, they sensed the un- at play, fooling around, gottmg to know 
proclaimed that The Beatles were "it." deniable symptom of change, threaten- each· other, sharing their lives with !be 
f,nd aa amazing as it seemed, SQme of ina to carry away the most articulate of thousands of individual. human beings 
the moat sensitive young rock wrlten the foursome. The -sonltincly pro. -unclasslftably different people-whom 
(like Richard Goldstein in The New tracted relea11e of the movie ·ami album press and !radition would haw.. U1 
York Tim.s) simultaneously deClared "Let It .Be" softened the blow of their whitewash omder· the name of.•·"fllnm!' 
that The Beatles had blown it. But the • break up. In spite of publicity and The albums'·are certainly not rock, they 
tidal wave swept on: pop, rock, psy- panic, they managed to cool themselves are not re~lly music. But while The 
chedelic, LSD, Magical Mystery; Ma- out: Beatles continued to churn out enter-
harishi, the Walrus, Apple, marijuana When I lind myself in times of trouble tainment stuff, John ami_ Y~ko were 
bu•ts, Lady Madonna, Paul and John Mother Mary comes to mo moved to make a contnbutoon at a 
fighting, Yoko Ono, bedding in for Spooking words of wisdom, more relevant human level. 
Peace, naked albums, Paul is dead,. "Lot It be."<ll Their civil-disobedience honeymoon, . 
Ringo's in the movies, breaking up .... • Within their common bond, John a seven-day "bed-in" for. peace in Am· 
When it was finally official it was anti- Lennon distinguished himself by his' sterdam, repeated in Montreal, caught 
climatic. In 1970: the demise of The •sense of language. his sense of humor, many people out of phase, ·coming as 
Beatles, a rock institution. and his sense of humanity. Early on, it did in a 1 moment of Weathermen, 

with the publication of his two little' Panthers, and violent rhetoric. They 
The Beatles are such an intricate set tbooks of wit, drawin~s, and philoSOJ?hY, were put down as publicity freaks, but 

of phenomena that nothing short of a • "In His Own Write' and "A Spamard, more likely their attempt .truly reffected 
50-page monograph could seriously at- in the Works," he existed outside the a blend of their· personalities: John's 
tempt the unraveling. Scanning the ,glittering limits of The Beatles. Con- basic philosophy of humor and his con· 
landscape from the altitude. of hind- sciously he faced richer impulses in viction that real revolution. w.ill come" 
sight, the fault lines do reveal thorn- ,himself which the demands of success' not through politics but through 
selves. At their most intense, they were · and loyalty to the groul'-as the· last "changing your mind, instead"; and 
a band playing together eight hours a· glow of the fading Emptre-inovitably 1 Yoko's flair for unexpected, public, art 
day. After "Sgt. Pepper's" they saw. contradicted. His friendship and love. happenings. The put-lie was. so condi
each other a couple of times a -year in •tfor the Japanese artist are a natural"" tinned to fictionalized entertainment, 
the recording studio. Rich, famous, extension of this. Obviously, had he that even sup~osedly hip people 
with all the distractions that success played his cards correctly, he (and all) • couldn't take John 'n' Yoko's real 
offers, but their talents could not hold to- might have reached "knighthood" ami • theatre for ideas. Times, however, are 
gether all the elements of their new ,married himself off to a fairy-.tale .• prin- changing, as evidenced by the recent 
eclecticism. By the time they reached cess of wealth and aristoc~y. success of the Theatre for Ideas in 
the album "Abbey Road" in 1969, their Wby Yoko? New .. York's Town Hall, where a panel 
Beatleness was diluted to an almost un· Yoko and John an: lovers. Yoko and including· Norman Mailer, . Germaine 
recognizable point. John are friends. Yoko and John a.re Greer, and Jill Johnston helped create 

For the most ardent Beatles fan, the pals. They can play together. They can an evening of dramatic, sky'rocketing 
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pmotlonal openness In a dialogue em 
Women's Liberation. Like John and 
Yoko, these were l"'ople of renown 
confronting. the pubhc with their deep· 
l:st feelinp about profoundly important 
things. 

Only recently, however, is the deep 
artistic power of John and Yoko's re· 
lationsh1p clearly visible, the result of 
the release last winter of their twin 
albums, "John Lennon/Plastic Ono 
Band" and "Yoko Ono/Plastic Ono 
Band." 

Yoko's artistic fidelity to her own 
feelings has now significantly mani· 
fested itself with the broad spectrum 
of rock. The tremendous change, how· 
ever, is in John, who in a certain sense 
has joined Yoko in the pursuit of 
reality. He has realized, and magnifi
cently presented for all to see, that The 
Beatles was an establishment star trip 
like any. other, based on fortune and 
fame, and that his so-called, much 
vaunted art became merely "artsy" in 
avoiding confrontation with his own 
inner feelin~s. 

"Mother,' the flrst song on his new 
album, begins with Big Ben tolling four 
times and then, like a punch in the 
stomach: 

MOTHER YOU HAD ME, but I nenr 
had you. 

I wanted you, but you didn't want me ••• 
Father, yn left me, but I never left )'Ou. 
r needed you, but you didn't need me.® 

One of the tragedies of this decade has 
been the bombed, violated, demilitarized 
zone between the generations. But here 
i.• no finger pointing, or oversimplified 
call for love and brotherhood. Reality 
is bitter and granitic and John is finally 
dealing with it, and with his real past, 
and reacting to his parents and his past 
not with hate, or saccharine love but 
simply with the knowledge that he has 
to be himself: 

So I just got to tell you 
Goodbye, toodbye, goodbre.• 

In the context of commercial rock 
music, what John has done is analagous 
to Henry Ford ll suddenly, spontane
ously withdrawing from his empire to 
work on producing a long·lasting, mini
mal-profit, pollution-free, totally safe 
automobile. His album is somethmg for 
each person to use, a pathway through 
the confusions of both hip and straight 
culture down to the deep, enclosed in
dividual identity. With undaunted voice, 
he says in "I Found Out": 

Now lhat I ohowed you what I been through 
Dort't tok• ttobody't v..ord whot.you con do 

There oint no Jesua gonno come from 
the!ky ... 

There oiat 110 guru who con He thtovgh 
your eyes , , , 

, Don't let them fool you with dope 
ond cocohte. 

· No one con harm you ••• Feel your 
own pain.® . 

What John has been through, inside 
him, is in the song "Working Class 

Hero" th~t ha• .been hnnned !rom the 
radio in th1) United States. But his auto
biographical sketch is as true in Chi· 
cago, Los An~elcs, New York, or Hart
ford is it is In Liverpool, Manchester, 
or London. 

As 100n fll you'r., born thty moke )'Ou 
feel small 

ly ti'P'Ina you fte tfme lndead of M aU • , , 
They h•rt you ot hol'f'le o"d they hit yo\1 

at schoal · 
They hote you if you're dever ..... they 

dtsplse e fool . , , 
When they've tort•red onilf scored yew 

lor 20 odd yeon 
Then they expect you to pick a career 

When you can't reolly function you're so 
lull ol foor.'~> 

Of course the majority of people do 
get beyond this moment of crisis. 
Choices and compromises are made, 
feelings are put aside. Eventually with 
money, sideburns, hip dress, and under
ground friends, young adults swagger 
around mouthing anti-establishment slo· 
gans from their establishment jobs (The 
Beatle111•were their heroes)-blind to the 
fact that they are as much a part of the 
system as ever: 

Att4 you tf.lrtll: you're 10 clever Oi'14 
clo .. lell oncl fNe 

lut reu're atlll •• • PIOIG'nh 01 far aa 
I can aee.O 

Sung to his own guitar accompaniment, 
,in the styJ~, of Dylan's golden protest 

songs (like "The Ballad of Hattie ear-· 
roll"), "Working Class Hero" is a heal
ing and shattering exper,ienee. 

The process of admitting what you 
really feel (as opposed, say, to the re
actionary underl!round cop-out of anti· 

,establishment VIOlence) is neither euy 
nor comfortable, least of all for John 
and Yoko themselves, because most of 
all you will at first feel very alone: 

People tay we got it MDdt 

Doft't they know we're 10 off'oldr 
Isolation. 

The world is just a little town. 
Everyone is. trying to put us clown, 

halation.® 

As you can see,. what is happening 
with John and Yoko is' a spiritual 

change. John has long understood that 
religion is a larger phenomenon than 
Religion: "I've seen religion from Jesus 
to Paul," he sings in "I Found Out," 
and the Paul he is referring to is Mc
Cartney. John's new position is one of 
release from all the godjherojsuperstar 

I 
~rj . , -
1'.: .~ ~ . ;.;,II () ___ / b ., 

\'forl~ and tlra,.·in;,t& b)· Yoko Ono 
)nlnulot'tion h~ John l..rnnMI 

\ 

trips that our mul!i-lcvcl culture special
iTes in. bc:;t expressed m the song 
"God'' which is at first a "non credo,'' 
\~at is, ''>! don't believe"-: "I don't be
lieve in Magic ... l-Chmg ... 81ble 
. .. Tarot ... Hitler ... Jesus 
Kennedy . . . Buddha ... Yoga ... 
Kings . . . Elvis . . . Zimmerman 
[Dylan] ... Bcatles [!]." Then comes 
the totally refreshing credo: 

I jut:t believe In rne 
Yako ond me 

And that's reality.® 

The strength and effectiveness of 
these many, complicated states of mind 
can be felt in John's beautiful, unforced 
vocal delivery and in the music itself. 
In his first sustained work Without the 
collaboration of McCartney, John's 
brilliant success is based in simplicity. 
Like a Greek Island, the music has 
been stripped to its essential water and 
earth and sunlight-Ringo's steady 
drumming, Klaus Voorman's structural 
bass, John's own very controlled guitar, 
and especially piano-perfectly bal
anced, under the clear supervision of 
rock wizard producer Phil Spector. 'D!e 
almost stately power of the album IS 
br<>ught to life by the traditional rock . 
device of a double vocal track to pro
duce a resonant echoing effect 

While John's album is rock at its 
most elemental, Yoko's is rock at its 
most abstract. She is lii..c a very young 
child, playing with sound, rhythm, 
voice, expressing cmotiou purely (the 
first song is cntitlr<:l "Why," the second 
"Why Not") without recourse to the 
structures of fi~tional representation. 
Not surprisingly she is very close to 
jazz, nnd the song "Aos," performed 
with Ornetlc Coler.,n, is one of the 
richest on the a!bum. 

Terror, ecstasy, anger, thoughtful
ness, tcndernc5s, surprise mingle in a 
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ler Vic's is a lot more 
than Polynesian. 

· Its Paradise. 
I ·echt and FJlet Mlfi.non and Veal Plccata 
j oala and Cherries Jubilee. It's our deep 
I n drinks and Polynesian specialties, 
·! 1urse, and a whole world of fabulous 
i d besides, from Canton to Calcutta 
· · Cordon Bleu. So try us for lunch, 

dinner, coclltails or late supper. 
You're i!;t for a surprise. 
Reservations: E!. 5-5185 

TRADER VIC'S 
·AT THE PLAZA 

'i.:' 

.. 
'· 

ortune 
ood ·~ 
••I . 
mood for 

ne-lunch, t k, visit ... 

1!::AA .. 'J 

·.·.t..: .. ~~~51S r-·PI. ... u. 

~ 
'\ 

To get the most 
authentic mutton 

· chop in the world, 
fly to London; 
Or, take a cab to 

it.en1; 
English Chop House. 
72W.36,N.Y.-WI7-3636 
Fft!e Dinner Parklnc 

tropical luxury "' oonlc tuturea, yell", 
~rlcs, moans, screams, whispers. If she 
is difficult to enjoy, it is, I think, be
cause out Aristotelean/logic-oriented 
culture has atrorhied the inhr.rcnt 
ability for total emotional release. No 
matter how we express ourselves or 
how we react, something is always with
held. Yoko withholds n dose to noth
Ing u. seems poMible. This Is very hard 
to handle. Like music at its pure<!, she 
is pure mood. In this she i! cla .. icnl-
and almost primitive, rrchistoric. There 
are endlus overtones of Amcricon 
Indian and African chantings in h~r 
songs. From one point qf view tor • 
work is not ·far removed from lflt . 
spaced fringes of psychedelic rock- . 
the Dead, Pink Floyd, Zappa. Giv<ll! 
the pure energy of her songs, she may 
well become popular with children and 
teen-age rock enthusiasts, in which ca.e 
a whole generation of l'arcnb is going 
to long for the calm. 1dyllic times of 
Little Richard and The Rollin~ Stones. 
When Jt come~ to "twistin' and shout· 
in'," Yoko ·lea""" them in the dust. 

Broad public appreciation of Yoko 
lies· in the future, but John's work has 
tremendous implications for the pre~· 
ent. A bewildered Jann Wenner, editor 
of the rock music journal Rolling Stone, 
printed a 30,000-word interview with 
John and Yoko Ono Lennon in which 
the basic rock star premises of the 
Rolling Stone culture were dismantled. 
Even Paul McCartney is feeling the 
pressure of John's example and admit
ted In a recent Life interview that he 
.made his wife Linda Eastman collab
orate on songs: "I'm gonna teach you 
how to write if t have to just strap you 
to the piano bench." 

However, Lif•, Paul, and Rolling 
Stont are not the beneficiaries of John 
'n' Yoko. In 1969, a few young vision· 
aries with a transcendental light in their 
eyes carried poster-placards of John 
and Yoko down Madison Avenue to 
the bewilderment of hip and straight 
alike. The k w t · i · 

covere~~~~~~~~;~fi t9 
one tn t e soc1etx has everything to, 

~o phenomenon was more beloved 
or representative of the times than The 
Beatles. No one has more authority to 
speak about it than John. What John 
has seen is that it was a dream, a dream 
cot money and fame, a dream that di· 
vided people from their true selves, and 
ultimately left them on the far side, 
unhappy, confused, and dissatisfied. 

Aftcf to deor friends 
You iutt have to corry on 

The dr .. m io over,<!> 

-JAMES LICHtENBERG 

"ht It Bt" 01970 Norltt.rn Sqnf$ ltd: 'rstd by Ptr· 
mlulon, ,,{ rllhh rtNMtf. "Mothtr,'' "i round Out.'' 
"Worltlnl Cia'* Htro,'' "ltol•tlon," "God.'' all ~1971 
N'orthttn Sonp Ud.; Ustd by Ptrmlulon, 1/1 rltltts r•· .. ....... 
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About the Awful 
~ IllS OWN Wltn·;; l!r Johu Leu· 

JlfiJI. Sin1011 & Sl'hustcr. 78 pp. 
*:,!,{')(), 

Peter Schicke/e 
It'..; :JIW..!\'.'i ~tKul lr) St'l' tlw nmffl/'lll~ 

lilt•,. hmk1•n do\\'JI. Sll nnwy ditiliuc~ 

tltws in the areas of lil~k ur simply 
iJllt'rt'!<ol <lh' has,·d 1111 JsuohhorY and 
trttdHitul, ~dwlhN on(• lin:~; iu Wc!it~ 

t~hr11cr o•· Cn.'CuwidJ Villtq:,t•. 11 is 
refrr..h)n~ fo ht•.ar that Mnr ... h:'l Thu 
O'WWI ~t ('Uinplutc t•ollcl·!lvu of Laun·J 
and U;.~.rd~ fiJms, that Misb Su\Jways 
doe'S atM.trad painting, or that Nor
man MaUer reads Scieui.i{ic Amerkan. 

Or that a Beatie writes a hook. Any. 
one who has heard tho host of thl! 
l!catles songs, who knoW• that· they 
arC'\ wrilt<'n by memhcn; of Lhc group, 
and who has read about some of the 
eplrtlon• and attitudes cxprcs.ed hy 
variou• llcatles, sho\Jfd he :1warc that 
till• hHi>aradc monopoly Js not just 
anotbtr bonC'less C'rcation of a public
Ity alent. !lather, it is a group of 
fuur '~JUnky characters, cerlaJnly not 
naive but ulso, I think, not unduly 
cynlriil. One feelo that they like thelr 
muolc 'llld that they're having a ball 
being celebrities, but that if tomor· 
row everybody forgot about them 
completely they would soon find other 
ware I'! owJng, together or individually. 
Hvwewr, even people with a predispo•i· 
lion -ard the Beatie$ (lf not l!catle· 
manla, perhaps Beatletropism?) arc 
almoot ... ,.., to be pleasantly &hocked 
when they open up In Hj.t o,.,. Write. 

Jn tbo flnt plac-e, most books writ· 
ren by people ·In the entertalnnwnt 
fltld 110und •• If lihey were all wtltlCJI 
br tile ume pt!1'&on, the roa110n bclng 
well knuwn: they more or less arc. 
Thlo little volume by John Lennon 
("The WritlQg Beatie," as he is ldcnti· 
fled •a lhe cover) not only has a style 
of Ill own, but at its best it has a 
very sure and delightful style. ·More· 
over, it I; oot about the author or the 
aroup which made him famous; It is 
a collection of brlef whi.nsics and 
simple drawing!:i -- pure fancy Hnd 
UODII.UH cont·oc.·tcd by someone who 
lovC't jumbling words aud lma~cs. 

ln tcvicws of the book, ull sorts of 
literary wheels have been mentioned 
as Jnfluence!:i - UiwatJ Lca.t; Lewis 
Carroll, James Thuri>er (I keep think· 
ing of Kenneth Patchen, roo - and 
jt's easy to see why • .t·rom these scat~ 
wred samples: 

Thor.q hilly grove ancl bwliJ ive, 
Big daleys grass atzd tree 
W • clobber ev6T gallup 

-· h~(./ 

ncar 'ft•d, JJamwta, uud 11/(', 

'l:o f'lilw Barrow. it. rca~ iusl fl 
t1rduwr~i day uothlllfl lfi/IL~nal IJ 

striliUW ahout it, eth:rntlliiiiJ q1,-

1/a('l'/, HCithin.rJ Ou(.;,tau/cy jlht 4f 
utltN ·day, 'hut to Rowr it "c1~ .s:onr. 
tlliuy !>fH'dal, a day tliiiiiUIJ~r d"t 
, , . n u~d letture dan ... hr( a4a 
Royer u·a.~ ,qettiuq 1U/II'IIi'r/ 11r1rl 1 
hr rlrc.~.o;~?d tltat. uumri1111 ltr' tll!!ttf~ 

alm11t tlw rm'f lmtdulm MIIIJ'R Itt' 
hatl wi01 till l1i.o; f'tl/.o;. 

II~ u~>·ed to IJt' :<ttl .tlrlllld~t• 
On him little bihr 
llidiny Olt a S~tndie 
funny little tyhe 

One u11011 a tom it< a far olf r1; 
tant land far across the kcu mUc 
awa.'l from anyway aver the hilla t 
the t.:row barks 39 peohle lil!('d milt 
cuvay from anywhere on a little dJ 
tant t.tland on a dlsta11t land. 

Even Jam<·S Joyce has been """Ill 
cd, and certainly pass•ges like 1 

following have a wild and h• 
quality which goes beyond \\Ordpt. 

"'Whore the chm·ge man?" All, 
a southern 1 notice boils aud .trirl 
siltlng in hubbered lumps smvi:Jn 
f/ernta taking Odton and goi11.q ''" 
high .• ~omtwhere 4 ft ltlgh lmt I 
had lndta11 Hump whlrh lw yrf 
in hi• sleep. PufHng and globhtrlt 
they drugged theyselveo rampliu" 1 
dancing with wild al'!lomcn, 11111 
bing in w-ild poltume~ dUIOttf.· 
thcmselwe. 

They seclll<!d olivier to tltc karl 
about tllem. One glrk w•s reveal!~ 
them all Ol!tr the place to rouud, , 
broad and applause. Shodwd ·~· 
ma<cd 11wlltd 011 my rllbiJrr •t••• 
h<'udy (or th1 door. 

But Lennon is Lennon; he ha1 I 
owlt brand of Jumblcword, partlcu). 
ly In the prose pieces (it often sou• 
like someone wHh a cold SPC'<kl 
cockney-rhyming slang), aHd his ll\ 

satlrtc way of looking at things. Sot 
timt>-s his s·atdre is cxtrt>ml"Jy ruttill 
although se>eral stories ,uc '""' 
to my taste, by a ~IDrt of :;urfat-e ' 
dousoess lha.t comeS out like the ct 
snkk<•r of sick jokes. 

TheRe plai:C!-1, howc\'nr, arc ~ 
than balanced by pages of i11spfr 
madness in the fonu of small po<>• 
tiny stories, minute play•, a !ell 
a tclevisiol'l survey, speech tnsUI 
Uons and a few even less classiflrl 
items. The pieces range from quit 
clever to outrageous. and occa• 
ally there is even a touching lllOI1W 
The drawings are very uneven; .. 
arc just right, while others look art 
leurish, as if they"d been drawn I 
a profesllion111 rock 'n' ~11 sinJOI' f 

l"ha NA~ 
__j 

THE NATION 

6/8/64 

!011<' who at~dcd 
~:!liege. 
1ding off ··,m)· ap. 
onon J must. as a 
md much R 'n' R 
T one complaint: 
•f this fine word 
• lyrks of Jleatlcs' 
IIWlY ( tllougb not 
11!1'1, and lbe onlr 
1 l can find Is the 
> itr<!lf ( afrtt all, 
led th...,!lelv.,. the 
• Gyradons). Ad. 
orcial R ·n· R ftrld 
rery oon genial tQ 
IIU<T but nowh~re 
>II ha•·• I heard 
11' ...;t"of one of 
.rml>oro: 

• rose, .... 
i~~tch; 

I IOU beftn ltl)f 

ac::a:a' 

Or tb• polf(tunn· of F.hi< Prv'lc•· 
e:1rly hit lleartl·r·-,JJ: IIIJft[: 

11te })('U~op';; Uc.rli l:ef11 f/c.;t,i,·q. 
The de~k drrF~ dr•:-.~rd i11 Mach: 
They're beMJ !'o /o'lig 01 Lone!'] -

Street 
ThQt tht·y"ll I'Kl.er ne1..t>r get bacl~ 

Ehis has be<o:ne •uoh • piccr; •. 
. clean Ji,·iog in his middle «age W;.t :· 

easy to forger t.be doiys n·h-:n h 
ai<)Used wrath rlgbt •nd Jrlr. and our. 
posedJ~ ansn·~eC a quhti<Jn abnL:. · 
lllarriagc n·irh. "\\h,, bul' .a <OW "'h~:-

~ou c.an gel mi!k throuih tht" it11\ l' • 

TM Bt<atlt, h,t\e Uw u:n~ pt-r:;~·~ rn l

and lflt'm tO t;Ijo\· rh("m·~.d\ d mor~ 
than El\1!!f ever did. A" ltm:c·n wtitb 
1o a nore "About ::1e .-\wfur 

... ~ a tru:'r'Jll€"• cf ~lt.<! ~·~·O''t p:tf:U
fied Bt>t1tles my d'Jd · P. C. ll"!d P. ,
rf'tOrds mi9ht F't"''l f:P:~JR,.. :•) "~ .. ~-: 
of ,!IOU them th!t b·_-!·A:, f.t.lt .a.l fer .;..; 
J·m C'Oi'tCf.''ilf'd 0U.~ CQrr :c:tk'1 (·;. 
slw·rt utir.y i; the mo1: uondn#o~d 
lllrl fl.e eJ.f!·r real.:~. 

c.)d, hfi? ~~~d brud ~~·u al/ , 
Pn,.,_ Schk':r·r ... i• c ril.-:~t-' a··.; 
WtK'hii'J. ct ]u.t:·· .. ;~ .. ~ S'·.;.,...: •• l "·' ,\t:•<!.: 
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·.~ .. '; ;· :. "' 11mllgtne' Five by Jolin l Yoko 

.,, 
. ' 

' · GULF &.WES')'ERN P1,AZA, Nyc • .:. ·.1· style, ima~cs in " number of ""· . 
, .• , /: :

1 Im-agine fivft· fllms hy 1fohn Lf!nmtn . querweR,· till" _ mn~t obv iou.-;. mw t.'lm• , · 
·:,, .. · amLYoko O~f~. Two by .John, ·two hy '

1 
'~cl'rl'in-g thv J..'t'CNJ applt~ llmt' l'it11 in 

.,,.' H .Y()kt) .and one by·Jphn &. .Yoko.-AI·to•.... l ... 'CntJon'~ nuutsitt-n nnd on hi~ Apple 
• , . .'geth<n' it •p~ll• .Jol;~, the !lame o( • Rer~rd• Iaht-I. · · 

·,John &iYoko's 1\lm IJ!'!Jduction com- .Ono-Vi•ion 
: pany~; Joko,~ newest ··fihu, .'_'l~a.gine;" · 

• 'J: ~!,.. '; was previewed lust. week at a screen-' The Yoko Ono vi-sual sets a general 
.. ,·. ·lng coordinated· by May <Pang, John ·mood fC>r which the sound serves as 

, , . ·• ,. & Yoko'a a·ssistant and production, finer tuning. ·"Fly" depicts ·a nude 
:• .:.: . '· , aide. The show wh<lch !neluded Y<>ko's . Virginia Lust asleep on a bed with a 
\ :···· . :· ·,HFif/1. and John'~s '"Erecti-on;' was a, fty -crawling ori)her, exploring every 

. . V'IIJ"IOO flormat of abstract concept pre· . hairy nook, and curved cranny, May 
· 1 sent..tlon, railgl!lg m st!'lleture· from Pang · •lCJilained that the ftieo . were 

ijaiku ..,jnerna to evpl're<l atill-llfe por' gassed Wtth Carbon Dioxide so tlmt 
tl'aits. ·· · · · · . · · .· · · ' they wouldn't fly away. All this while 

. ' .·John Lennon usee tht! film media·- 'Yolw is' chanting her version <>f • 
1 ~s ,canvas more than. as celluloid. He ·lly's'matjng call. 

;'l '· matehe·s color· hues and intc·nsities The two ''Freedom" films are each 1 •• :· 

w;th .the mood ·and dir"<'tion of the· a:bout a minute lmtl!, and like Haiku·· 
· ';· i .. ntusic.. For 'this re.i..,n', it ...,ms as ·poetry, ma.ke brief but effective state· 

. ,,.,·_·.;,:.: ·~ l' · ... , thqugh · Lenn<>n will ev0.ntually g<rt · ments. ' , · . ' 
. . ;..i• ,,• into the color·•ound mixing· altd fa<l- "Erection'~ by John, is a still-life, 

:~ lei;~:/;)\ .i,. · ,i·ng possibl!.t .with ,vid~otape equip.: but ·of a ht,tllding: that is being built 
·~ J. y ,, n.. ·· : ment. ' . " ·, - ; . from the gr'Olllld up. The still photos 
;_.:•:·,~,;· ::.,_;,·,! · ;·,.;., "'•bn&i8'1ne'; • (the · 1\lm). · revolves · were shot <>VO't 4 period of 18 montba 

1!\;i.' ii''·.•'':···,·.a.roubd •the •:Jmagin"" ·LP that John· ·by lari. .. Macmll1an and were ··then 
'· · ;•:.•, •. ·;.: put out· Ol\ Apple Reool'ds ·last year.· edited togethO't to lt'ive a time elaP<~e ,, T li, Soun~track '&lbUJne .¥~ u.truallY: made sequene• as a m<>tion picture, The 

' · wibh' the ·111m in • mmd, but in .. thla London International Hotel shimmers 

., 1 .. 

ease, the ~Jim was made with the in Max Ems! surrealism, not moving 
album in mind, and many scenes tie but going through small transforma
in dire.,Uy to the songs. At one poiM, lions as ·it grow• and takes shape 
Lennon is facing· .backW!&rds in a rc)W'· ; from· start to fini!th. Ag-ain, J,t se(>ms · 
boat,' unsucctlssfully trying to pueh •.· nil though !Aln!l()n intondi!d this to be 
tho boat away fr<>m the shore with an a .pain·ting rather than. n 111m. He 
oar. In the midi!! of his o.tt'uggle, on '· woed tlie dnema media to give Ms 
come$ 1'How •• ~ I· go ·forW.rd if r still-life the gift of chan~re. · 
.don't· kn<>WWJ!ich wa!• 1'1!1 facing1'~ Judginjl.fro~t their five films, movie
, As .flhe foll~wms lines of "II; ow'' un-'. lll•king I$ a very P<lr""nal thing for 
fo~d. hOwever, ~ohn finally .gets hJ.s fihe Lennons. They appear to be pri· 
beal'i~gs and rows llownslil'eam with, mari)y concerned with depicting their 
Yoko '. · • · · · · ' 1 lite as art, .rather than chanoolling 
T~~re aJ.e also portioti~'of '!Im~ne'' · . their energies Into the tecihnique . O<f 

.,, . that. are tot# I dirreS.i<>llo into fantasy : cinematography. John Lennon leads a 
''nd dreams; among them. a :brilliant life that many oth.,rs dream of-he 
,animated .••q11erice of a;llying Rors• 'hlls ... pluced his drealliB on film to en· 
chach inkblot by.· Carmen Davinoi han.., your imagination .. 

. . ~/Imagine~'· employ~ Ren~ Ma,rg:ritte•. , " ·. ••P• 
~· ~:i; .... {·!;:;·:::."'~'---,_l·.,:~'.". -.. -;"', -... -'--,-...,.---,..;.,------- . .-,1 
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I '':· · · " . /buJ 11 -~JUNE Ht I% t 

WW YORt<ER . . ~·~c~cd/ to~eltijearts Glub-B~rid," the \)1i~r collc~ion of singles. This one is a f~"l· 
. · , \r'!1 the,•;;,ll"'ntl\ ~nd lat~,JNn~~ 19&7) ,alhl•!fl. miinltc-/op~ single/' , I" · 

. , ;\·.·~·y··c·.·-:-.·"'.·~.· ... ·~.·t:-.·•.:..". '.··.~-.)' ~'~_.h'IF, .. ;~f .. f"~ .. "!.' Paul, Otn.rgc, ami-. A'~i"' .. ·. ··''"How d"l the \IStcnen react. Wt', 
''~)'gl\~t .!lilt 11\, « (<1K•4-~ff..-ea lll,a',.'"!llll," .11~ tl\<. We.ek bl;fore last and flas: .••k,~d;, " , . . . .. 

.. il"lt>h .·of w~d~i ~Mt. hy a .·ho!"emade ·,: a<>l<l·i~e hun~red th~UIIand enpl<',j I,•,• , :, , No
1
t. much, . 0 Bt~on "'l"U 

: , ~oop. •''Ou~, m•111.~~nance .~.n ,:mouJe,. d>te,, Wkh tpncty.llvc tbl>llliiUnln~•rj 1n 'llwy ,''' u_npro·parc<l. ]_'lSI as y~·nrol•j 
, . . the cixlp,''_; l\1t' L1~d~,,~ :'''.'d: ~H~ i hack or+;""' Ot~,~llt;. cqvcr; .Jol,>n, !~).'11), wcp· "."l" •·p!irnt f.,r Pl<a""'· I hat', , 

, ,ta~!S 1 d1e ,, cygnet· 'h•IIPI" ·' w!!h hu11:· ~ii ,,.Qe~'ll'l',•; a~o ~'"lin. arqm:uu··:•lr)N'!"I'•, •IK,r~'"' II!" .,!i>Yill_ " r~<>t a ttel\·.•g•j · 
. ' •W<'<t<tmls, Ill! !~·will be 1111•- We• {er!•t 1111!; ·l)i!·ti!U·Y lllllifl··ll4-btlllll, '.l"""'" ', ._lhHnt- lr' •I ,, rnl•ly Jlltcll<ctual ··~ 

• ~it water~~··· .wof i\: ''"'" 't>!li' band ~umcs, ill _lhC ,;'"ll"'ilr',:it.'rh•· · "~r1" ~y. lo•mgr·st s'>ll iJ\t f<"wm,.,,., 
' enough, w;i'll rctl'r" •If tl> in parc11ls II\ • ~ of-to flallle JUS! a few · lll111iq \ lllr.,•ll•· tdh me that tile ""' 'Ilk 

" ·'alto pnnd!'. Fur ..,me mo!llent~, Mr.;·,'f<mRie, .1-l, G. Well•, Manbn :Moll• album 'w,,s imu<d th• <ntire ''"'hn1 
/ , · j;liulhoQ> gazed J.,wn: ~ 1ht tiny cyg•< .. rll", l'•rl M:~ri, Lcn11y l!luc•:o F:ilgar h~·!l.l i ,{ Yak wq\t "'~' ~ml llo,>ught ~ : 

, · ; ·. · :,'j,.-~,, Th•·n; 'l'""~illg .. '"'"~' thJ .dnln~ of Allan Pl'"•. VawrcliC< of Ar:~~~~~. M:.r" } .. xactly th~. ,;a me tlung h"t~K·II· d . 
. :,: L \fothc ruh•~ts ci>trling thri>ugh ~n ·Opcrl .leno .Dietrich,. Jr.>hnny \V••rssmullcr,. llarv:trd. l he <<>lleg<, stu<l_cnls ,. 
· · i ., .. ).wiltd.i'w uf .the' lanory, ,he said,, I'!Sn't J)ioi1; .. CMI J nng, · M.•• W.:,t, Fred now thr. hard-.:or<• B<atlcs f:iU>. T: 

J'["'.\',_il 'bc>a~tifl>l~'·: {. · · · · As!~ire, T01n'. Mi•, W. C. }'lcl.t<,;, alhum i~ ro,.\ly a c'~ntata, Twn·a~, 
· .. ( 1 /,,; .· .. . · ' :'. ,,. , '.: Y i('. L3urci)11J H~rdJii l':trlh<irw. St•rck· don't watt! tlwt." , · . · 
:. :1 '/;.'fr11i;islrltdiv11 ': • , •· ·i , , , , hatlscll, ·B.,bDylati,:bscar WiJ1k, ~1!11 ~'l'rf•ul positiv~ of their m~~~al,t~t, • 
. I(,·'· .. ·. . ·.·• , ·: .. ·, ,1 Madame Tu·sso1<¥l'&,wax lig<lf<'!l .,f turrty,' w ... Murr~y the Ks pr. 'r' 

-' 1·.'A ·JIRU:!<ID <~I u~rs who insists mi Joht!; llaul, G~·irge,' an<l Ri11g1•· On nounhmc·tll to us. "The Bc:~~~;k' ·h;\ ; ~-
i ·:. llsil•g cliii."l\all f,j(,igrl' ilulllll111"' thi~ retnrd, tch.o l!eatles (with :Paul. th• guts to gn ahead and do ~•ni<:tl,;., · · 

· · 'in .. · tliu r. dty · · that last singing rMst c,f th~ solos) err ate the d- .,different from an)'thing tlk·,l 'w <l• 

· -- his car: and ·.{Wet of :a ~ive.stww;starting with a m.un- d'mc h'cfort". 'l'ht:rte arc Vt'l'\ f,·w rutrt 

"'""''" , . hy a doub4::·P•lt'lccd 'l)l:r abm.ti ~'Sgt,, Pepper" ,.and ~.!.!fig on, · m~~rcial sUng.~ in if:hi& one.., hut it's •• t-rill\ 
:.l<h-V•"v · tr~ck; · "qrivor' was no· ·,with'. pe mnre than momentary itt\~r· . ~l<p fnrward.l'vc "':en playi11g the wh .. ; · 

~'::;·~ '\•rtW:rc;,p·t·b~·· St,·cn, n~~·!'lnCssa't;~>s Wtrri ·,: ruptiors,,to numh~:_rstall~d, ~nltlflg oth .. ' ;tlbum. nnn .. stop. U{) .my ~how. I dm~ I' 
•, , . · '<>It the windshM<l,. thc•_lr<IC,k's •,rr., ."A ~itt)e f1~lP fru~n My_Fricnds,'~ h~vc to•~nrry. ·M:~ ,listeners arc in !l. 

· · lQ<:ke-, bn4 t~c gtqa\tnn· 1 l;u~r,.!'l. the Sky l"lln llml!'l<>nds," c>ght,cn"to•tw<nty•liV< agc.f!J'>llp." . 
'h•'!pflcsr.i>utll •'policeman · "Fixin~': 'a ·H~•k, ~· ."She's '£,caving; · We went Mer 1o Sam G•oudy's Wr .· •· 

. ',oaJJl"""'''• Out' !dotld. . rf· :Hi>me, · 1'Wnen. l'!ll SiXfy·iour,'!• · ,Vorty-ninth Str"fl rocorJ •II<Jp, an; 
artenti(~n.· the "~~-~~lY,}·l·ta,1 ~: and. "A n~y in tht~ th. cn:·we ran iOt~.,~ r(mpk:M yo.-~.~m .. .'~··. 

IIICIIc·''"'u Ltfc. · ('fhe ot.litr Bcatlcs alhum~; No. men who. wctc p1c~rng up tlw alloot•-. .I 
! :.'.rit{ICb•i';p~<>bieiln:m dr~w from 2, t'Thc ll•~tle~' Sec•md Album," was :"It's like a &h<>w!," a tiel<•!i!;,. >luic·k·· • 

;"'"'"''n'"" that ap- \>ro'ujlht llU\ in A{>rii, 19M: No. 3, gltitar carrier MfTICd Richart! ,\.lfJ i ! 

·coat ~ang- ·' .''11<1")"1/ling .~wt·:w•s·'hmugllt nut in Ienon told ~<S. "lt sto"" .l'""·" . W f • 
·dun'(, w~tc;h," · ·1964, "'"· '.f, •"1\ Ha.rd'J)ay's 'elicited a more d-etailed rcqj.,.,.. ~-l' 

· ". · . . 1964. N ... S,"The .~ dark-.•uit~d.yolmg m;111 w•·aring ~~~: .\ 
•.Bca)i),s'1Milrr '':NoYcmhtr, 1964, rimnird spcttii(J.!II, who told us he illi' ; ', 

"R.!.Il~ '65," 1>eeemher, ~n English Lit. majt)r at C.C.N.Y.4,.; . •( . '· 
of 7,; "The ltarly Be a-' is now a summer· bush<!Y at the !~.,. ~ ., 

. )\·hr~h, · 1965 •. No. 8, P<htt Garden· tolrre. H''""· 'fl, i . 
. "ll<;atl•• \'X,'! June, 1965:'. No .. 9, ,nudent, John Van A• I", told us, "h: X. 
. ~li~lp! ,'1 the .. ~und track of the movie . really ll)Or< interested in d•><ic•l ntuslt · · 
· tl':.tl)at ll~lllc~ August, 196'~. Nn, l 0, ' but tllis Bcat!es •w.rd g .. ,., ion ond Ill ·, •: 
1'R<~!Vter· Soul,".Dewnher, '1965: No, : sq~nd of the record, It'.,,tcdltlk,.llf i1r •·. i 
II:,. "'Yester<\ily. and Touaz,'' ·June,: tere,ting and imaginative:. This ill p. ·: 
)~<+, No, 121 ·"JI.cvulyer, August, . longer comp(lteri7.cd rock 'n' ,..,u; 11t,' 
'19.66.~;;·· :.<, , ' · . . · ' i ma)· .have grown out of the hondlWI 

'#onoi;~blt.~lriini'l ·did as'ho w'a•: •, .•,·A~t>t ll'y!l>lf' ~go, -~he '&~:reall!s of, rock 'n'roll of the fifties, hut i1\ ""at 
.... UIIt~"·an·• minlltes later,: . the ·a.,; .. tle•~:~li-~&< -~ans abated wme" tempt to create music with lllClllling. I :. 

un.,itliighterled,· 110:, was '1>1\ ·what,:· an~. nth~r vmccs began t<i be· goes beyond making ymi fed 1,.,,,\, ~I · .. 
: ,1!<~···1 ~·ir~g ,that .. the Bcatles were th<>•'lih it doe; do that. It l"" , ... ,,h,1i- : 
; .'~i~tJg. ·. ~t®. fa·tt .. ·or. were' ·nbufned ... : appeal. It conforms· nwre ·.tu nw' l'4lfi :: • 

· ·;! :Out'-''·· ur: w,~re ._'ciJettirig too .strious,~• or: .... .::;cptinn of an.n ' , , · · · :.; 
' /' 

. , ·::: wct~n't "fup!ly' anymore." Now "Sgt. ' One ol (looJy's staff m.-r> watch<• I': 
\;:~:~i.~~~~~~~:~'. the -ilrot: Pepll"r'!,is out;and !t's a huge success,' the parade of Beatlcs bu)'" wi:h. k'•' 
fJ record al- a~d we'fe !lee'!' talk1ng lo SOI!;IC record· friendly eye. Th~ recoui, lw told II* t1 

. of. John, l"'"P~ ~bo!11 it.{'"':~ wert the, !irs\ to .. \vM big,·~ big,~ Got>d) 's, "W•"'!L~ 
.. ·~l~~: .. ~~~f:!~· an<~:)l1n1go, hn• soN .. ij~e. pl~y 1t on !/It a~r, ~ \\J:¥~A dis.:: ~1ld thousands," hesai?· "It\ ... 1lltr,1: 1 

COJ>II"i\ l,oclt~~ . naw~~ Jne 0 Bnelt t·~ld us. · .. like· the fim Horowtt: Carncgll; ~, i 
. oiJohn, •.. : ~,e playJ:~,r ,A ·Da¥ In 1he ,Ltfe' Q!\, reiUrn coomt." · , .. · · .. · 
"PP"•r•d on J\pl'ill8th, ,llix' J"~<ks.befor~ the. ~~· ;' . Up at the Colony R~C<Jrd Ccnt~t,jll 

t•> U~ld , ~'!-ll!,·Fam~ -Pill; Tl!w to '?• IS :!h~ · .llroadl\>~y at f'ifty:'!'cond StrM,,~,; 
~~n4rng , lif!lt ol~u"'. ~bat ~ ever ~een l)lade b~. .came acroSil a tipiiJtCd, profeilio~ . 

'ei~li!:Cd,~o .. v.' ng, __ ~lllonF a l'\lfl~f· gr~ .. All ot~r'~ incllrdl:" . looking mall 11amc4 Lawrence tit 
' . , . ...l!gt. ·.Prpper ~ ·. fug• .illl other. llealios alb,~s., are ~ .. •'Fevre, who .was_,plucking the BeaU.. 

"''""'''""""""1'-~~ .. ,L....: ....•. ~~~~:;..~·~~ .. !~·· ·:· .. ~:.:~~L·i... .···~~.~: ... : .. ,;~ ... itt·!·,·~ .. -...... ~.;;~ ... ;-· ..... ·' ; !... ~.~'.l ..~..· 
. ·.:. .,•'' 
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Oct. 4;1965 sheet-music sales, :nearly $200:000 
·e earlier predictions, ''There is no 
" way of making (critics] look like 

6
·~:. ,).{outr~o.l1 Trust ·co., Ute n~,-eivttr1 . fools,'' said one shareowner; ''than by 

. ch.'<'•h1d that At!. antic lost money in •. · healing fo•·ecasts." 
1 •adl••··~ bmrwh .X[Mnsiun and that ·runesmltha: Chairman Silver had 

n;olll)' ol its <'011\tnercial and indnstriaJ · other news for Northern Son~s 3,2ilU 
· ~lan> wt•re of n highly spcculntlve qual· stockholders, many <,If them idolatrous 
it)·-lully $10 million had been loaned tucn·agcrs who own t<m shares or """· 
, with abnust no sectnity to a hotel and ·.The firm has lourte<•n new song< hy Len

, ·,l.,tambling-casbw .. operMion in the Ba~ · non and Mt{':artney, us we11 as lwo C'l 
· , hama Islands. Need You" and "You Like Me Too 

·Last week amid innuendos th11t some· :Much") by u third lleatle, C'""'AC Har
thing more tha11 bad business judgment · l'ison, who rec·ently signed to compnill! 
was involved, the Ontario Sec;mities CX<·lusively fur NSL. Diek James, the 

c :: (',orpmissiml w<As probing the mystery. firm's tiuma~iu!); director, added that 
'·. ','1\-e OntHrio goven1unent, after sotne he!!~ NSL's cash position {$2.5 million in the 
' ,· ,btion, also ha., ordered a Royal Com· till) has enabled it to buy a small musk
:: . · lltlosion Inquiry into the entire affair, pulblish!ng house and, hopefully, • will 

· Rtarings bY the <:ommission, whi<•h is allow it 'jto diversify into other '!lides 
., ·. -vected tu call witnesses from 50 com.. of the music business." 
, Pllllies, are scheduled to begin some· llut that wasn't all. Three days latei 
time late this year. llritain's giant Electric and Musical In· 

The Beatles: Singing a song of many pence 

ENTERPRISE: 

Blue-Chip Beatles 
.: · .. Only a polite "hear, hear" rose now 

ltnd then frol'll.-the twoscore business· 
111011 and 6Qanciers who gathered to hear 
the news at a stockholders' meeting in 

· ; ' • 'L<IIl<ion last week. Better they should 
114•• yelled "yeah, yeah," for the com· 
pany was Northern Sonss, Ltd., which 

," pecldles the rights to some 70 songs 
wrjtten by Beatles John Lennon and 
f'aul McCartney, and the· news proved 

. :. once again what big business the Bea· 
' ' ties really are. 

NSL, which went pnbUc only last Feb· 
nmry, reported that from a low of 5 shil· 
lings 11 penoe ( 83 cents) its stock has 
'<·limbed to 8 shillings 7 pence ($1.20), 

', What's more, said Emanuel Charles Sil· 
ver, the firm's chubby chairman, in the 

" ye;tt ended April 30 NSL h1rned a 
IJI'olit of· $1.7 million from roy•lties 

8Z 

dustrie3, which sells the Beatie records, 
reported record sales of $281 milllon, 
up from $265 million h"t year, and prof· 
its of $13.6 million, up from $11.6 mil
lion a year ago. EM!, which claims to 
sell one out ot every four records {n 
the world, does not give a breakdown 
on how Beatie sales compare with those 
of its other long-haired artists (among 
them: Freddie and the Dreamers) . 
But the company made it plain that the 
"phenomenal success'' of the Beatles has 
played a large part in its profit 
performance . 

In • a final burst of enthusiasm, NSL 
managing dlnit1ot James predicted that 
"the boys will be making money from · 
their songa for the rest of their lives," 
that their records will "still be playing 
in, 2000 A.D." And there should be help 
from the fourth Beatie, Ringo Starr. 
Ringo, it seems, has .been working on a 
song him•elf lot the pa!lt thr.., years, has 
prom"ed it to NSL <nll'C it I• 6ni>hed. 

:, j 
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. his 
t'.Uitlft~ t<• '''i't•tlnt tl;t' ' 7;t~Y:•nr-olt1 
\t('llnt "' PH'\itl~·lll H111 if i\ lur rlt~'ll('l' 
thom· t.hAt -h U("Hihr• \fti.l "I thr• ll'r'l:nl 
\:A\V, ~,,mr~uli;'"· tn \'••'\'hfllio•ttlh- 1.1hitn 
IU'' t\'\lt·ll,· ''(,..\(\ '1\l t 1+1 l'l••l•1t>IIOI n110itf 

.·~'\~1~~:tdh•'l'' U\!l'k \1\' ,;f pf'111•k i~ Jltitf 
'r•', :tJ~'i hm•l u~,h~l~U~· ln t~~~'\llf' •lh ... t)f'lt' 

,:_,",, •,.-\\'c'to tUT' ,ldi"I'Uilllt'i.t fn lw,tn'"'(1'~11 ht

. til) . ..-atl t•m1nu~,w. nut "'~ff'll u\·.'' 
,' ' ' 

. ·TAXEs: 

' ' ,' ', 

• ·-···---·--·,:.'.~-........W...-·. I 

P,lltanls were In solid agreement th:\1 th<· "!ready io the works, it,dnding n record· 
11\nger the hUl w;~s delayOO.~the gr<';~ter • in~ studio under c:omotruttion, four fPu
th(~ dimK!'f o( n 'iudclt111 c·msiun of tonfi· ture films, two mnd duthi11~ st(m!s fUll{ 

t1rllt·t• umnml tlw world and another some eighteen patenl<·d invention~ l1y ,1 

ln~w· munf'lfu·y nir.h. Ojtly the PcT~<iidt·nt, young eledronit·~ expert tlw B"at!(·~ ktv~~ 
( :oup.n·~~;iouOll ~·Jui~Jrs ll~reed, t'on)d nieknamed MagiC' Alex. "The thi11v:~ let• 
hu•uk' tlu• lolo(jlinl hy f'nllnr:'iinp: tlw pat'k· produ('es are fantas.tk," Lt•nHnll htld 
·~~~~~.lnct ht•WII~.'tltyingwcthictg. Nt::wSWI!:I~K·s John Ly1w~h ... , \' h I 

MPIIHWhllr•, th<• monl'(ary erish, quirs~ ('Otdd · teU you alxmt them, ltH 1 

• ,:,.(' 

··t•nt ""''l't' tlu· (1:'\lllhlhlmlillll ur 1l two-tiPr learuerl in t)1iS }l:lppy JmsiiH'.\" \~IJ''' IL.It 
Jtnld Ulill'kl'l l:~st Murvlr, shnmoretl a hit !!pies in brown rain<.:onh ami ~1,·. I'· !''i 

IIIUll' lr•\'tlrlshly. AIHIOliii('('JIIent uf the go around :mel you _c:m't '.:n! , .. :',1111~ 
untlliu'.~ lirsl·(lllarh'r hahuu.•c-nf·payments ahont 01 prndud 11ntil1t s out . 
tlf•fidt <•uufirmt!d t•nrly rPports that it had Apple will al~o handlt· all J, l'ft· : 

', Betwe.en Cup and Lip ta11 .. ,, to $000 million, one-tl•ird the rate terpriscs ""·cpt rcwnJ, (t!" ,,,, 
of the preceding quarter. But On dose under (•onlntet to Capitol) and · ,.,,,.. 

:, W the celebrated frog in the well, scrutiny, a good many of the favorahle cover and drvdop new talent. "•· :, ,, 
·.:, t. · ~ident· Johnson's income~tax proposal factors turned out to be nonrecurrin~. tO ~iVC! ymn•S( people a chan~ 1 ' !t't ·, 

._,. to fall hack 2 feet for every yard and th'' old reliable trade surplus was start•<d," .,aid Paul Mt{:artner. ' '''·""f.! 
, ·::. '/lt. _pins. Last week, seemi11gly on thf' eroding dangerously. International bank~ J.(olu~ 1111 their knees to the bo~" •.t '-'ml~."'·, 
Jo . ."'.: .... of passage, the tax bill sli~l huck in~ crs pt·onounced the news disappointin~.. ~iHfll f:tmlfJOJ:IIY." ·,; 

. ~·-~··.to lk (llfniliar mornss of hida·ring, (,'01\fn- Th(l prkt~ of gold, in active trading, ro.rtt!' Mauagi11~ director of the linn'c t!,,·q...- ·r 
i1 

'.' :·itotJ.·''tmd hardenln~ ;mp;t:'r. Adiuu was to· a new free-market record of $41.7U -.,·tiYttlt:li is Nci1 Asp.i11l:f.ll, a ::w.~<"·,q-uJd .. t 
;':; ~1ed at least into Jo~ll'-aud tlu•re IUl ow1ce. And a Zurich banker •aid, doildh<~odfriend of the lleatlo, .. 1~'"•11··.;. 

,,. :.· ·;:.,...:. bep;innin~ to b.r talk th1.1t at·tion .. There's a bad mood in the mark<1t." wl1t1· fiitudu!d accnunhng whtlc~ h. w~; 
'· ·~ :~::·: ... ~ midtt ntt\·er ronlf". ' . serving a<~: road m.tll;t~•·r tnr , : 

, ". i', AI the w.,.,k o1>rnrd. the President their <"n<·erts, says it woll ·~>lr· 
(_),;_J:/WII bein~ pressed to dt-clare whether he at lmu:t a year for tht· t If,. . .'

1 1.' '' .•wiAI!d accept the $6 billion in spending pany to get on its f,.,.,, •• ·• 
I· \.-.··.~ .. ··Ordered by a Senate~ House con~. when it does) "I'm S11re- it'l' · 
,:;~' ... _,:l,.._Qe as the price of the tax increase. make millions... \; 

'II. '•lfJ, ,lohnsop was wavering; be was in·,· New Talents: Th<' Bt'atlr' ~~ 
, 'lh~: ,''_elinei· to insist on a $4 bilHo~ .limit, he ap~ar les~ oonct•ruNl ~·irh · 
. \',:,·,,t'!ld 'l'louse Speaker John McC'i,.·mack, profits than with the id .. a j.,, l 
J.i, 1 

1 
... w~ trying to And out how much fat hind the project. ''The aim c' 

', : ''~ ,ci;>uld: be found in the Defense Depart· this company," said LrtHIOfl/; 
, ·. ,,: ,;,'..nt· ~!'dget. If enough of the nddt'd $2 "isn't a stack of gold !cello ia: 
· · .1,',' billlo!l could lw cut there, he snid, he the bank. We've donetlMI.I>it,.'. 

· :.·. f:· ~>w.;mktapcept the. rax pat-kli~e. It"s more of a trick to ~ct• if we·; 
, 1.~.)~;.~,~-·,· ·' · .tbat point. ·repofts 1'\Ews\n:F.&:'s' can f(et artistic fr('edum A\'..,-~; 
• ••

1
[''.'.: •. : . <Con.gressimwl correspondent, Sam~ business strudure and to .... 1'\•'_il .' : .. -·1 del .. ··. aff~r. tbe situation' deteriorated. we can create things and Hoi 1 

;l''~ Secreta~)' Henry Fowler, testify. , them without chnr.ging thr. "'. i 
).!1<:'1111.·011. •. nother hill •. blurted. out that he, · times our cost'~ ''I 

1 1 
~ ,: , ,. ~t';:{~ {1he,, f~vm'ed .the $6 billion spending' To accompli.~h thcir .. lim,·thf.•: 

· itl;~and House. Republicans leaped Beatles and their six-mun i•<llril 

\ 

; ('.\ ililielu'IJy on this evidence of'<lisarray. jn of directors will' open 1111'11 ~ 
· ' 1\:illo. Administration. The AFL·CIQ de-. doors to aspiring new lawolll,l'l 

i .J;j~,..~a_ ~'the rtieat~ax approaCh to cut~ . aqd allow them to work willt a/.t 
•l'!i/yngl,be bud!!!'t," and a few more liberal · McCartoey.and Lennon: No more gold teeth . minimum of corporate <<~n1illt· 4. 
: (:;, ~smen withdrew their shaky sup' ments. But. they will .nauitllhl.:,'f 
, ~·''' p:!l't'ilr \he· measure. On Wednesday,. 'ENTERPRISE: their complete ownership of any 6nW ... 1 
!f(l'fhe'l'ttsident had breakfast \vith his Con· product. · · ·:~ 
.,: ·,.llnalleadership, but told them onl.y · Beatles, Inc. "We've got experienced peopl<' "'"'"""·~ 

, !if!,~,~ wa~ sti)ftrying to1 ~eep,.a~\ ~pen,, to handle the business," sa1.·d ~kCartotl!l, 1~··· 
' 1 .,....,a, · v ,, ·· .. " Two of England'sfamQus Beatles, John ''but wo'll have the final say. II shoull • ', 
• ,:,,, li,.>·•. ·~Nell? MeaRwhile, tho~ines ~eie' '.LennQJ1 'and Paul McCartney, propped ·work. It's our game getting tloin,.s coco .... ' 

'f ,:/llllli!tllmg. ·.Liberal Democrat,!' 'Who had' , their fept on a coffee table In New York's to tl:ui public." · ·~ 
, .~.'.':~y >yorried about the hfige .•pend·'' St. Regis,Hotel last week, sipped heer, Apple Corps has been set "I' '" "itloj 
. (;':~•.· ¢i rns now 4edared their 'o. p~nsHion', : llick:ed e! o'\ the rug and explained t'Ountries, Its perman•nt ndmi'·""·•li"'' '. 

•: 1 , :~t .are ~· supposed t~ ·llll With :(he'·. why th~y··wel'\1 10 relaxed, staff of 36 will soon be movin~ "''" <IIOI!r• 
i • ·,·;··.~·Peoples marchers ea!ftped dght OO' ,• ,"Were.ln the happy position of not new Loodon be~d~uarters·'., '"''''""'·j, 

· ' ' ,' ,k, ;·1~ ,dqorstep?" asked one: ''Spit in th~i( needing ~~y more mon~y," said Me· purchased $1.5 mtlhon, four·'''"' ,.m,:t ~ 
1.,- d):,,, '-C:<!i?" Repttbhc~n votes .for the package ,Cartnev ~mly. · ' · building. And if the compan• '• ,,,.,.,..![ 
'ii ·!:l1'!JG0111/t're eroding; House'Minqrity Le•4· . · ','Yeah," said L~nnon, "ll\lerything w~, lui, say its managers, jt 'mighc' "'"" ..JI~t, 
'" ;il)·' .. •:.~~. aid Ford told McConnack that. ti .. tna.ke ttow goes nght to the tax man, shares In the public," · · , 

',· , 'lf;.~~ocrats couldn't muster a majoritY, ' : Wit~ that they anoounC~>d that they Though they've been S!Wn<li••C: " li~lr 
' '(}:', t<u•ifif;buldn,'t provide enough GOP votes and thefr shaggy-hnircod partners, George time in the ol!ico lately, the Be.,tlr, hallf'J· 
, ,·•l•.:.topa.s the htll, But nobodv kne,w for sure Harrison and Ring~ $tarr1 have sunk a no. intention of heing buttmicd clown in k!i ~ ~ow extensive the OpPOSition was;', hunk of thoir fortune into a new multi· the white·collar world. "This is n husi- ' 
, ,l\~ 1 \'I(JI~e 'Hou~ ljai.lon .'l'en reported thnt ·, l!'illion·dollat ~~tertalnment, electronics ness," s~id McCartney. "llut we waqt ' 
•,;: !,',~Ji~ rouldn ,I get a sohd vnte co•mt. . , and merchalldlsm~ ~~rise called Ap· hnve fun doing it." In that spirit, thtty 
i>'' ··:·.Ia}lw end, there seemed ,no cholt'e ple Corps,, Ltd. ( It 1 ,a pun," sai~ Me• hired a Chinese junk and held their 
1.·.; b\JI:Io pos~P,lne a final vote on the btlht .. CartneyhelpfuUy.) , ' , . · U.S •. hoard meeting while sailing a 

· ·,·:, ~:,;if,~~~ l!!'!i,l· after ,Memorial Pay, The dis: .. The ~P,~nr ha•. a string o! projects the Statue of Liberty. 

· • ' •!;ij;·,·~i/t . , , .. . . . · }'\;','\ · · · New•week, May 27, J 
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~~~:::r'iJSRITAIN:. . . ·. · 
~·:;w ·. t wanna Hold Your Stock 
' i: Even in traditlon-cru!lted Britain, no 
1 .:·<· . institution wears its dignity more , se· 

' · curely than London's ancient City, 
· where the Commonwealth'• financial 

heart never skips a beat. Last week that 
. ,citadel of ~II things solid, "'rene, and 

~ 

staid fell to-ol all things-Beatlemania. 
Teen-agers and otl1er financial free 

spirits, it seems,, had learned that they 
couJd invest in the musical works of John 
Lennon and Paul McCartney-the two 
songwriting members of the mop· 
topped Beatles quartet. Northern Songs, 
Ltd., formed two years llgo to harvest 
tJre. royalties on their 56 compositions, 
was offering l ,2.'50,000 of its shares 
worth $1.3 million (Lennon and Mc
Cartney retained ··~.5 million shares 
worth $1.6 million). 

Fans clutched frantically at this strand 
of the Beatie corporate empire, which 
embnwes .everything from movies to 
T !4hirts. A1'Jd nn aghast Loudon financial 
district had rarf'ly witnesscU anythiufi!; 
like it. . 

A torrefil of l('ott£'rs and cheeks de~ 
scendcd on\ the underwriting house of 
Solomon & <:;o., even though each pur
chaser had to buy a minimum of 200 
shares at $1.09 a share. A few Beatie 
fanciers, of course, did overrate their 
purC'hasing power. One letter; arriving . 
from the United States) contained only 
a $2.20 eheck. "Very touching," a Solo
mon official noted with a dour smile as 
he returned the check Stateside. 

•Enthusiasm•: Demand for the stoek 
outran supply by four to one. Solomon, 
in fact, had to postpone trading on the 

· exchan~e until late this week so that it 
could work out some fair allotment of 
the limited shares and also clear all the 
checks it received. "\Ve honestly have 
no idea," an official explained, "how 
many youngsters may, in their enthusi~ 
asm, have let their desire surpass their 
bank accounts." 

The unconventionality of it all of
fended finandnl-tlistrict purists. "The 
stot·k exd1ange srems to have lowered 
its barriers rem.trkablv in order to allow 
this issue into ihc ma1 ketpla<._>e," 
sniffed London's jnfluential Invcstms 
Chronicle. 

Thruugh the c1arnor) the Bealltts 
themselves for nnt•e maintained u publiC' 
silence. Instead, with the best intPH'st.s 
of their !itO<•kholders now iu mind, they 

. ..Vcre holed up iu a London studio re~ 
· ('flrdhl)l; twelvf' II('W Lt·umm~~kCartm•y 
r.tfnrh that wHI hil~rea!lc Nmtltt~rn Songs' 
gushfn~ invc~tory to 68 JOOflgJ. 
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lty as tl)e ones . we've written 
topther. It's just luck. 

·, FRED: YoU'd say then that North· 
ern Sonp Ltd •. whil'lll'~s·now on 
the london Stock Exellange, has 
a pretty aood future? 
JOHN: I think it !las a great fu· 

· ture-although I don't know 
much about the financial side of 

' ·' · . '· • ,. · a,:,;;, . .,:,;;;· it. Some people say it's specula· 

, .,,,,:h,;!,,i~!·.;;.,,:i;;!i, · ,,.dJ:::•:~:t;a.'" ~~! ~~~1k ~~~ r:owiO:::t~~o: 
PART .11 · gether. But we intend to stick to· 

, . , gether and .if you can write songs, 
··.. . · · . . . ·.·· . . , . -~·em write them,..all · Y'OIIt life. 
FRED! What about this. musical '· Even ifthe public's taste should 
that yciu and Pau! McCartney are' ,· . chana• It· shouldn't make too 
Planning tQ wri~ toaether? Have , .: much difference, People forget 

started It yet? · · · · · .that our 1101115 are songs In their 
JOHN: It's just a matte~: of $1R· ' 'own right"--IIt just rock ~nd roll · 
•• nt eneugh tiiTII!., We'd lil«t, to , songs. They can easily be sung · 
. !lfo It Pf'Oiierly-wrlte tile, story, . , .'.1'1 any style ~u like. . · , • 
iild'. tilt jnUsi~o I ti,Unk we 1 ·. JRED: I've heard yoo sina many 
won't•'do rt:for another year or 'J ·songathataren·t~rOWI'+'-Iike .· 
' ' 'llflell thllias are qui~r. ' ·, ,· ', ' '· ,uf.lutton Up. Your Overcoat~.· and ... 

, ..•... , . .,.. Hoi. dq~ 1J~1 11Wwnt·: ,.,,~l\f1HOthiiiC C.a Be Finer Than 'To 
'.11\,IU.'YOIIt ~pf ' .·.',;/ :. , ' ·{:fiBe In C.roll1111." Why don't you 
,'.,iP!Uf'·~ I think It's Plll'tllf~lj,' 1 })'•;makean album of so~ else'~ 

,, ',ht!l: tllilrul· nat1ura~'"""&!. l1d . Pift!Y 8l;lml': ' '~ ·songs tot a dllnge? . · ' 
1Hh,inl·that l'aurand I spark off ·tn: 'JOHN: It's not -Ny profitable: · 

i!l<.l'·~·;:·•,,,,l,1..~~h:ather: lndhildually, we probo· .. . Sui We do heve an iftterest in 
· woultfl\'t . h$ve '\lrtlttan •o . !SQI'JI$ and music of an kinds-

ot them and t~, might .. · ; . WI· . probably . know a million 
.._. ...... A been of such aooct qual- , songs. (Contlnu~ on• page 6) 
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TYPE 
continued 

But we very t'llrely sing our own 
songs when we at'lljust entertain· 
ing ourselves or friends. 
FRED: What about your writing? 
Will you write more books? 
JOHN: I've been writing since be· 
fore I started playing thl! guitar. 
I can always turn it out but I 
don't know if the standard will 
remain the same--and a lot de· 
pends on whether people will 
want to read it. 
FRED:. I heard that you were go. 
ing to stop doing concerts. 
JOHN: That's not true--It's just 
because we haven't done any 
while working on the film. But 
we have concerts planned for 
Europe, America and Britain, too. 
Now, does that sound as though 
we are planning to give up tours 
and concerts? 
FRED: A lot ot_ people have beon 
very busy analyzing the effect 
The Beatles have had ·on teen· 
agers, particularly psychologists 
and sociologists. What do you 
think about all this? 
JOHN: You can analyze anything 
-what someone thinks of a bot· 
tie of milk, if you like-if you be· 
lieve in that stuff. You can go on 
and on analyzing, creating theo
ries and philosophying about 
them-but in the end it doesn't 
reelly mean anything and it 
doesn't matter anyway. 
FRED: The Beatles will probably 

. go down in history as being one 
of the biggest things in show 
.business-at least of this genera· 
lion. Don't you think so? 
JOHN: If you read the history 

books you find very little in them 
about show "business people and 
I think we'll probably be forgotten 
like the rest of them. 
FRED: If you didn't have protec· 
tion from the big crowds of fans, 
do you think it would really be 
dangerous for you? Do you really 
think that you might be seriously 
Injured if they got out of hand? 
JOHN: I think we'd prob<jbly get 
killed. The fans wouldrl't mean to 
harm us but we have nearly been 
caught once or twice and it was 
really frightening. When five peo
ple want to, touch you it's all 
right, but when It's five hundred 
-you forget that they're fans 
and you want to run for your life. 
FRED: What's the next worst 
thing about fame? What bothers 
you, personally? 
JOHN: The next. worst thing for 
me is the sociai life that goes 
with it. You know, meetings, 
lgrds, governors and so on. I 
j~st don't like it. It has nothing 
to do with me. I'm writing and 
singing and I don't like having to , 

, go to dinners. People are always 
trying to draw me into polite con· 
versation and boring me stiff. 
This kind of thing doesn't interest 
me at all and never will. 
FRED: Have you given any 
!~ought to what will happen as 
iou get older? Will the fans for· 
get you in time? 
JOHN: Of course they will and it 
could happen any day but we're 
not worried about it. We'll be sor·. 
ry when it's over but obviously, 
we're not going to be jumping 
around at forty. 
FRED: Success hasn't spoiled 
you guys, has it? It doesn't seem 
to have changed you at all. 
JOHN: No, I'm glad you say that. 
Some people think it has, but 
they don't realize that we were 
just as lousy before we were suc
cessful. -THE END 

The Beatles will soon appear in 
"Help!," for U.A. Hear Fred on 
radio's "Assignment Hollywood." 
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UI'ITED STATES DEP ARTMIINT OF JUSTICE 
So•d of Immlaration Appuh 

ond 
Immilfatlon illnd Naturlllaatlon Servtoe 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF APPEARANCE AS ATTORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE 

In re: 

Mr. John & Mrs. Yoko Ono Lennon 
DATE: --~M~a=r:~c=h~2~,-=1~97~2~----------

FILE NO.:------------

I hereby enter my appearance as attorney for (or representative of) the person whose name appears immediately 
below, and my appearance is made at his (her) request. 

NAME 
Mr. & Mrs. John Lennon 

ADDRESS (Apt. No.) (Number and Street) (City) (State) (Zip Code) 
1 ()<; f.l:onlr <::.._ __ .~ \\TAw Vl"lrk \\T<>hl Vnrlr 

Check applicable item(s) below. 

IXJ 1. I am an attorney and a member in good standing of the bar of the Supreme Court of the United Stat!~~ of 
the highest1~urt of the following State, territory, insular possession, or District of Columbia 

(Nam• •' !!,,..,) courts and am not under a court or administrative agency 

order suspending, enjoining, restraining, disbarring, or otherwise restricting me in practicing law. 

0 2. I am an accredited representative of the following named religious, charitable, social service, or similar 
organization established in the United States and which is so recognized by the Board: 

0 3. I am associated with 
' the attorney of record who previously filed a notice of appearance in this case and my appearance is at his 

request. (If you check this item, also check item 1 or 2, whichever is appropriate. ) 

0 4. Others (Explain fully.) 

Signature /fl Complete Address 515 Madison Ave. 

~ 'It£"' 
New York, N.Y. 10022 

NAME-Type or print ._./ / \ Telephone number 
LEON WILDES, ESQ. ( 212) 753-3468 

Form G-28 GPO 947·378 

(Rev. 3-10, 67) . 
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BEATLES 

CATEGORY 

SINGLES 

ALBUMS 

TAPES 

JOHN LENNON 

SINGLES 

ALBUMS 

TAPES 

SINGLES 

ALBUMS 

TAPES 

TOTAL SALES - BEATLES 
INCEPTION TO 9/30/71 

UNITS BILLING PRICE* 

33,500,000 1. 00 

31,450,000 5.00 

4,200,000 7.00 

2, 000,, 000 1.00 

1,525,000 5.00 

400,, 000 7.00 

1,400,. 000 1.00 

400,000 6.00 

105,000 7.00 

GRAND TOTAL 

* Priced out at retail 

TOTAL 

33,500,000.00 

157,250,000.00 

20,400,000.00 

220,150,000.00 

2,000,000.00 

7,625,000.00 

2,800,000.00 

12,425,000.00 

1,400,000.00 

2,400,000.00 

735,000.00 
4,535,000.00 

237,110,000.00 
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ONE MILLION IN SALES 

BEATLES - SINGLES JOHN LENNON - SINGLES 

2056 1,220,125 
2138 1,019,050 
2276 3,805,249 
2490 1,871,626 
5654 1,802,549 
5112 3,040,500 
5222 1,418,934 
5327 1,292,735 
5371 1,199,016 
5476 1,489,789 
5498 1,431,565 
5555 1,756,860 
5651 1,173,429 
5715 1,128,412 
5810 1,085,293 
2764 2,034,530 

ALBUMS 
2047 4,744,975 SW-3379 1,208,539 
2080 2,082,593 
2108 1,472, 221 
2228 2,349,292 
2358 1,13-,739 
2553 1,290,449 
2576 1,151,924 
2386 1,652,533 
2653 3,442,819 
2835 2,432,588 
101 2,427,833 
385 1,551,663 
383 3,833,646 

AR 34001 2,451,855 

Total Singles Past One Million - 16 

Total Albums Past one Million - 14 
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JOHN LENNON as a BEATLE 

Total Single Sales •••••.••.•.• 33,500,000 
Total Albums Sales .•••••.•..••• 31,450,000 
Total Tape Sales .•..••••••..•• ; 4,200,000 

JOHN LENNON as an INDIVIDUAL ARTIST 

Total Single Sales •.••.••••.••• 2,000,000 
Total Album Sales •••••••••••••• 1,525,000 
Total Tape Sales............... 400,000 

YOKO ONO LENNON as an INDIVIDUAL ARTIST 

Total Single Sales •.•••••••.•.•• 
Total Album Sales •••••...•..••• · 
•:rotal Tape Sales . ....... ; ..... . 

1,400,000 
400,000 
105,000 
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311172 so.o CO 837-C 

Cal G. ................ r.a.lttd.Oaft' 
I a•t .. tt ... , C. 0,, ~. D. C. 1626-131111 

IN aa1, INiitt'kt: lt.nctor ... ,...,...,,otk 

TeN-.ti.- of HaJ Ia t:M IW.1:ed Stat• of Jolla W • I• 11 a, 
1117 $f'l 321, Md lata wU•. JW. e., I I (b)(6) 

I .......... Mr. HIIU that it W bNa at..._.. tMt • a.nt.oe 1ileal:ftt .-.&4 
\lrt pa tted tile -.,_.-.. 11111:1 nhn of _.., ...,..., ,. ••• .., • ........, 21, 
tt72. 1111:. Jfub u '- •c r co ltiall delnw • lethl' te MtJa ..a;t.eu ......,.. 
t'- tMt tllilf ..at 1 ... tile \Wtll&l It,... w&tlllla 1S ..... Cdl Cllfl• of ella 
lett• rtlla to tllttr &ttonlf of ~. Z... vtldu. t. tlla .....-: •.teet• 
fall to ~ • .._., co ._C... an to k haad _. da; rrtatift fiNlr•c .. , 
f.llltihtld. lf o hll UlUW, ,.., IUftftt l'tll • 1ft pwa for tile futller t1taJ U. t• illlW ltdu of dw f111le •.teet ._,._ to tile CINJit lldt fer ctllto4y 
of w aU.d, ~. bJ fdor .......... to a.d • ., 1. en, 11u ... .., '* 
..,....._ t .. that ot tile -.le •J•· t..., ...... aU .,u .. u. ... liiJ' ttae 
•1• .-,.ct fo1' atRII•N•f at•J or ellt .. t.oa of ftl'UitN7 ~ tae 
tllclalll ...... 

j et; 

Thit: 1•'1't::'•::t shall be dealassified 
Ul~t...:.:. --·~ • ..;,"' ··~·,l J.i' cla.:J.3i1'ied enclo.:3ur-e. 

- UtJc?LA-sStFtBt>-
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Al7 s:n 321 
I I 

Uarch 1, 1972 

Hr. John w. Lormon · · 
and. Mrs. Yoko Ono Leml.on 
lOS a~.n.~ .street 
i1mr Ycrl~, 11. Y. 

(b )(6) 

Th~ :rccol"da of this Se:rvic!l i.'ldic~t.e thnt ycm• t0Y'!;Xlr::<·::r ct:7 
in t::e United states as visitors htm C;:::flil'Cd C."l. F(:bruo.xy 2?, 
1972 •. 

P.l.::-.::;1' !1!'.'~iJ~r thio Sorv-1ce of t''(O (];:>~~~ rlccc m:d rJ'lrJ1er of 
your dop~ at least two days in adv'ance ot your leaving . 
~· c!-llllns itt-. Orv:tlle n .. ConltV ct.j26-~~:'61 

cc: Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 H!l.di::Jon Avenue 
New York, N. ·I. 10022 

ORC: ekw 

, . 
. .. ··,,,,. ,. 

· .. 

V~:ty truly yourn 1 

··~~ 
rot lwtKS. 

· Dis'~r:tct Directo.r 
i!r.~':r 'fork District 

" 
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March 2, 1972 

MI!K)RANDUM FOR FILES: 

Re: John LENNON - Al7 597 321 (Con£,) 
Yoko Ono LENNON -1 I (Coni',) (b)(6) 

Associate Commissioner Greene te1ephonical11 advised today that 
we should :!mediately revoke the voluntary departure granted to 
John Lennon and his wi.t'e, An 0 ,S,C, should be issued .t'or both 
aliens and served upon them with a return date of' March 16, 1972, 

Mr. Greene further stated that under no circumstances should this 
o.t'.t'ice approve the 1 .. 140 filed by Lennon, This is a direction 
of Commissioner Farrell personal11, Further action on the 
petition will therefore not be taken unless cleared by the 
undersigned with Mr. Greene. 

Mr. Spivack has been advised, 

cc: Mr. Spivack 

~ 
3.11 MARKS 
District Director 
New York District 
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LONG DISTAN 

OATE ACTIVITY FACILITY: AMOUNT (DO /IIOT I"!LL IN THI!l IIU.QC~ WHEN CALL IS FII..E NO. 
lC(XX HANDLED THROUGH A SERVICE SWITCH BOARD OR WHEN 

FTS.==--i FU 1$ USED.) 

3/1/72 50.0 CQMMEACIAI.. 

Carl G. Burrows, Assistant Commissioner 
Investigations, c. 0., Washington, D. c. 

TO' I NAME) 

Sol Marks, District Director 
. New York, New York 

l'~FFICE) 

626-1348 
TEL.EPHONE NUMBER CALL.£0 

212-264-5943 
CERTIFICATION: ' ctRTI'Y '""THIS OFPICIAL TtLEPHON< "" APPROVAL: 
WAS N£CESSAAY IN 'THE J)IT[REIST OF THE GOVERNMENT. 

CO 837-C 

SIGNATURE OF EMPLOYE(i..ri~ SlliNATVRt OF' APPROVING OFrtCLR. (REQUIRED ON COPY ONLY,) 

JUSTIFICATION: WAS THIS CALL MADE AT THE RE<lUEST OF THE CENTRAL OFFICE OR REGIONAL OFFICE? 0 YES 0 NO 
IF "NO" IS CHECK EO, ENTER JUSTIFICATION. 

SUBJECT MATTER: 
Ter.ination of stay in the United States of John w. Lennon, 
Al7 597 321, aad hie wife, Yoko Ono,i I (b)(6) 

I 

I advised Mr. Marks that it had bee11 detend.ned that no Service benafit should 
be granted the subjects wboae extensions of stay expired yesterday, February 29, 
1972. Mr. Marks is to arrange to tumd deliVllr a letter to both subjects advising 
them that they IIIWit lea VII the United States within 15 days, with copies of the 
letter going, to their attorney of record, Laoa Wildes. In the event subjects 
fail to depart, Orden to Show Cause are to be is8Wid and deportation proceedings 
instituted. If, however, persuasive reasons are giVlln for the further stay in 
the United States of the female subject incident to the court suit for custody 
of her child, IC,ako, by prior marriage to ADt:hony D. Cox, her case may be 
separated ft'OIII that of the male subject. In any event, all applications by the 
male subject for extension of stay or extension of voluntary departure time 
should be denied. 

j 
+----cc..._: _;;;I:;;:.n_Dil...;:!p.:l.:.ica.te • District Director, New York, New York :~~t,\ 

·- J!eraonal Attention: SOl llirks - with ret~ oi. \\•" ·' 
CONFIDENTIAL file Al7 597 321 which rel~s~td'the 
male subject. ,~~."!.· "-' . 

- \;!., 
- \ ' .... \. 

'· . -;. " 

DC :CGB:dmw 

/ '; 
.I'• 

\~"'"•\') l.~·· l ... _. 

This document shall be declassifiei'" 
Upon re"w::tl of cla:;~:i.fied enclosure. 

- UNfJ..Jt-SSIF!r:-b-
ORIGINAL TO CASE FILE, SUBJECT FILE OR WORK FOLOER: COPY TO FINANCE 

~o•"' o-•• <•Ev. >+'" UNITED STATES DEPARTME'NT OF JUSTICE Immigration and Naturalization Service 
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•i 
'.1 

3/1172 so.o Qrti19EN+I!\L 
Cul 0. Bul1ow, ANittut Colailltoaar 
1 a .. ,..,u ... , c. o., Yuhl.actott, D. c. 

a.l ....... Dlllt"dct Dt.reetor 
._._.,lev tort 

!626-13411 

CO 837-C 

I ....... llr. llab tllat It W a... .. terllbtll tMt • .....,_ "-fl.t lbouW 
.......... tile-~ ............ ., llt&J ....... ,..una,. ,.........., 29, 
1972. 11r. llll1b t• te •• • to -.. •u .. r a letter t.e t1et1a ••J•t• .......,... u. tiBt tHJ .... , .... tile llrl.tlicl ..... lfttld.a 1J ..... wltl ...... of tM 
letter lftlll to tW.:o &tMWJ of _.rf, ..... VI.... Ia tt. .-..at -jtletl 
faU to tlepalt, Qaodua to..., C:.U. an to lie h•••..., dtlpRtatJn 11•••dt .. • 
twtttet... If, llauaua, peunnd• .:-an • an p,.. for tt. ftartlau at&J ta 
tt. !JaW titu of tle fnntle •J-=t bl:t4at to tle Clllll't llllt fe1:' eutodf 
of a- eJatW, c,.~~o. 11f pr.1.or ..,....... to Alt._, e. en. 11er ... .., be 
~ t... tlet of tile wla tllldtJ-=t. ta ..,. ....-. ell .,uattow ..,. t1ae 
•1• _,., for ~ of 1t.aJ or u:t .. loa of wlatar, 411partue tt.. 
... ldlle ........ 

J CCI 
~ Attnttoau iltl liiHU • lfttll ntun of 
~llili:W. file A17 Jt7 321 wkf.cla nw .. to tile 
wle nbjoct. 

Thic dr:nc'::Jt shall be declassified 
U~\..l:.. .:;;;;~ .... • -.. il of classified enclosure. 
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BUDGET BUREAU NO. 44-R 1301 

Lt.,S: OEF!"'-.:.'ff.ttENT OF LABOR APPLICATION FOR ALIEN EMPLOYMEN. 'RTIFICATION 
' MANPOWER AOM!N!Sr'R4TION 

-· ,z.'( 
MA 7-SOA STATEMENT OF.QUAIJ.fFICATIOKS OF ALIEN I. 

REPLACE$ FORM ES•eHIA 

READ THIS NCTICE BEPORE; COMPLETING FORMS 
To knowingly furnish any false information in the preparation of this form and any supplement thereto or to aid, abet, or counsel another so to 

do is a felony punishable by $10,000 fine or five years in the penitentiary, or both (18 U,S.C. 1001). Any alien, prospective employer or any per-
son acting on behalf of such alien or employer, who knowingly makes any misrepresentation concerning the alien, or his prospective employmt"nt 
including such maners as wa8es, hours, or the occupation in which an alien will be employed, or any person who falsely represents, in the exe-
curion of this form that he is offering the alien employment ;;~s tbe prospective employer of such o~lien, will be prosecuted to the fullest extent of 
the law, 

FOR ADVICE CONCERNING REQUIREMENTS FOR ALIEN EMPLOYMENT CERTIFICATION: If alien is in the U.S., contact nearest office o( 
Immigration and Na(utalization Service. If alien is outside U.S., contact nearest L'.S, Consulate. 

IMPORTANT: READ ATTACHED INSTRUCTIONS BEFORE COMPLETING THIS FORM 

Print legibly in ink or use a typewriter. If you need more space to fully answer any questions on this form, use a sep~rflte sheet. 
Identify each answer with the number of the corresponding question. SiQn and date each sheet. 

•• Family name In ~apitallettets First name Middle name Maiden name 2. ALIEN REGISTRA• 3. TYPE OF VISA 
N-LJMBER (If any) (If in u.S .• ) 

NAME OF 
ALIEN LENNON John Winston Al7 597 321 H-1 
4. N~b er and street City or town Stf!le tmd ZIP Code Country S. SEX 6. MARITAL STATUS 

or Province 
~MA.l..E ~MAR~IEO 

PRESENT 
AOORESS 105 Bank Street, New York, N.Y. u.s. OFEMALE OsiNGr..E 

7. ALIEN'S BIRTH DATE 8. Bl RTH PLACE City or toiM'l State or Country 9. PRESENT NATIONALITY 0~ 
Month, do'Jy, year Province CITIZENSHIP (Country) 

Oct. 9,1940 Liverpool England British 
10. AOOAESS IN UNITED STATES WHERE ALIEN WILL RESIOE 11. AGES OF ALIEN'S UNMARRIED 

CHILDREN UNDER 21 YEARS OLD 

lOS Bank Street, New York, N.Y. 
12. NAME & AOORESS OF PRO$F>ECTIVE EMPLOYER IF ALIEN HAS JOe OFI'"ER IN U.S. 13. OCCUPATION IN WHICH ALIEN 

IS SEEKING WORK 

see * below 

14, •x• the appropriate box bel.<_>w and fum ish the information requited tot the box marked 

oA. ALlEN WILL APPLY FOR A VISA ABROAD AT THE AMERICAN CONSULATE IN 

City in foreiiJn country Foreitn country 

City k;l AL.IENISIN THEUNITEDSTATESANDWILL APPL.Y FORADJUSTMENTOF 
~e. STATUS TO THAT OF 4 LAWFUL PERMANENT RESIDENT IN THE OF:'FICE OF 

THE IMMIGRATION 4NO NATURALIZATION SERVICE AT Ill> New York, 
15. NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF SCHOOLS, 

FROM TO COLLEGES AND UNIVERSiiiES ATTENOEO FIELD OF STUDY 
Include trade or 110catiotJal training facilities Month Year Month 

Liverpool College of Art Art 
LiV!il;(J;lQQl, England .. 1 Q'i(; 

Quarry Bank Grammar School & 
Dovedale Primarv School General 1946 
England 

-

SPECIAL QUALIFICATIONS 4HD SkiLLS 

State 

New York 
DEGREES OR 

CERTIFICATES 
Year RECEIVgD 

1 Q(; 1 

1956 

16, ADDITIONAL QUALIFICATIONS ANO SKILLS ALIEN POSSESSES ANO PROFICIENCY IN THE USE OF TOOLS MACHINES OR EQUIPMENT 
WHICH WOULD HELP ESTABLISH IF ALIEN MEETS REQUIREMENTS FOR OCCUf:lATION IN ITEM t3 1 

See attached references 

LIST LICENSES (Profeuional, journeyman, etc.) 

17
· ~~SJEOftf~'1Th~~~~fE~T~{~~~S~~~CEHDARE SUGMITTED AS EVIDENCE THAT ALIEN POSSESSES THE EDUCATION, TRAINING, EXPI;:Rioo 

See the attached biographic data, critical reviews and references. 
*c oser musician artist filmmaker author actor 
ENDORSEMENTS 

Make no tmtrr 
in thi• •ection
for ~overnment 
asency use only 
Apr. 1970 

DATE REC. OOL 

O.T. & C 

Items continued on reverse 

I 
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8817 ·----------"·-·---·--· 
SEE THE ATTACHED 

18. EXPERIENCE. l.ist all jobs held durin~ past three (3) YeBrs. Also, lht any other jobs related tQ the occupation tor 

which the allen i.~ seekinS certification as indicated it1 item 13 

ER 

NAME. OF J06 oArE sTART~·o 1 oAre LEFT 1 KINO oF eus1N 
Month Yeilr Month · Year 

• 
DESCRIBE JN OETAIL THE DUTIES PERFORMS-D. INCLUDING THE USE OF TOOI.-S, MACHINI!l:S, OR EQUIPMENT NO.OFHOURSPER 

WEEK 

NAME AND ADDREsS OF EMPLOYER 

NAME OF JOB OATE S:-'i'ART_E_D I OATE--i...~FT' (KIND OF EHJSlNESS 
Month Year Month Year 

DESCRIBE IN DETAIL THE DUTIES PERFORMED, INCLUDING THE USE OF TOOLS, MAC,HINES, OR EQUIPMENT 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF 'EMPLOYER 

NAM!i:OFJOB DATI': sTARTED \ oAre: LEFT f'KIND'OF BUSINEss 
Month Year Month Year 

OESCRl6E IN DEf'AfLTHEIJCfi'IES"Fi-E:.RFORMe:o, iNCLUDING -'fH-E--iJSE OF T0-6LS,"M-.ii.i:::HINES, OR EQuiPMENT 

NQ.O~HOURSPER 
WEEK 

NO. OF--H-O~S PER 
WEEK 

19, Ust patties who artt ot wilt be recipltmts of tile amount.s indicated, from or on behalf of alien, for placement and/or refettal services provided 
in connection With this application for alien emploYment certific.tttiOn. 

NAMES (Type or print) ADDRESSES (No. & Street, City, Slate & ZIP Code) AMOUNTS 

s 
---····-· 

s 

s 
-· -------·----------- -

20. DECLARATIONS 

DECLARATION OF ALIEN: Under' pcnaltlt.>s of perjury, I de dare that l have examined this applicationj supplements thereto, 
and a.;companying documents, and to thP best of my knowledge and be lid, the information presented thereon is true, corrc:ctj 

and complete. 

SIGNATURE 

S\ ~t~~ 
DATE SIGNED 

February 28, 1972 

DECLARATION OF AGENT OF ALIBN (ll prepared by, or if assistance in prep8ration is provided by person other than alien): 
I dcdarr that the c'ontcnts of this application. supplements thereto, and a!! accompanying documents are based on all informa· 
tion of which I have any knowledge. 

SIGNATURE DATE SIGNED 

NAME (Type or print) 

ADDRESS (No. & Stteet. Citf. Statlf-;_;nd zyp---(;';;-(j;;\ .... -· . I»~ ~""~. 



De 

B ._U_DG.E .. T .. B.U .REAU NO. 44·R 1301 

U~. pe;P ... ~h "MENT OF' LABOR APPLICATION FOR ALIEN EMPCOYMEN• niFICATION 
MA",:.,POWER AbMINISNl!A'fiON 

STATEMENT OF QUALfFICATI01'4S OF All EN MA 7-SOA 
REPLACES FORM ES·S1!SA 

READ THIS NOTICE BEF'OHI; COMPLETING FORMS 
To knowingly furnish any false information in the preparation of this form and any supplement therero or to aid, abet, or counsel anotht>r so to 

do is a felony punishable by $10,000 fine or five years in the penirentinry, or both (18 U,S.C. 1001). Any alien, prospective employer or any per· 
son acting on behalf of such alien or employer, who knowingly makes any misr.epresentation conce~ning the alien, or his prospective employment 
including such matters as wages, hours, or theoccufcatioo in wtuch an alien will be employed, or any person who falsely represents, in the elle· 
cution of thts form that he is offering the alien emp oyment as the prospective employer of such alien, will be prosecuted to the fullest exten( of 
the law, 

FOR ADVICE CONCERNING REQUIREMENTS FOR ALIEN EMPLOYMENT CERTIFICATION' If alien is in che U.S., contact neatest office of 
Immigration and Naturalization Service. If alien is outside U.S., contact nearest U.S. Consulate, 

IMPORTANT: READ ATTACHED INSTRUCTIONS BEFORE COMPLETING THIS FORM 

' Print legibly in ink or use a typewriter. If you need more space to fully tJrtswer any questions on this fotm, use a separate sheet. 
Identify each answet with the number of the corresponding question. Sign and date each sheet. 

I. Fo9mily name in capital letters First name Middle name Maiden name 2, ALIEN REGISTRAa 3, TYPE OF VISA 
NUMBER (11 any) (If in u.s.J 

NAME OF 

~97 I ALIEN LENNON John Winston Al7 321 -1 
4. Number and street City or town Stlf!tC and ZIP (:-;,d';;·· Country s. SEX 6. MARITAL STATUS 

or Pmvince X DMAl.E X DMARRIED 

PRE=~ Bank Street, York, AOD New N.Y. u.s. DFEMA.LE OsiNGLE 

7. ALlEN'S BIF!THDATE S, 81 RTH PLACE City or to~., State or Country 9. PRESENT NATIONALITY OR 
Month, day, year Province CITIZENSHIP (Country) 

t. 9,1940 Liverpool Enqland British 
10. ADDRESS IN UNITED STATES WHERE ALIEN WILL. RESIDE 11. AGES OF ALIEN'S UNMARFliED 

CHI LOREN UNDER 21 YEARS OLO 

105 Bank Street, New York, N. Y, 
12, NAME 6 ADDRESS OF PROSPECTIVE EMPLOYER IF ALIEN HAS JOI3 OFFER IN U.S. 13, OCCUPATION IN WHICtit ALIEN 

IS SEEKI!I,G tORi see e CYW 

. 14. X' the appropr1ato box below and fumxsh the mtorrnst10t1 requtred tor the box marked 

City in forei~n country Foreign country 

[]A, ALIEN WILL APPLY FOR A VISA ABROAD AT THE 1~MERJCAN CONSULATE IN 

D 
ALIEN IS IN THEUNITEOSTATESANOWIL.L. APPLY FOR ADJUSTMENT OF' City 

a. STATUS TO THAT OF A LAWFUL J:)ERM4NErn RESIDENT IN THE; OFFICE oFN. York, 
THE IMMIGRATION ANO NATURALIZATION SERVICE AT 

State 
New York 

15, NAMES AND ADDRESSES OF SCHOOLS, 
FROM TO DEGREES OR 

COLLEGES ANO UNIVERSITIES ATTENDED FIEL.O OF STUDY CERTIFICATES 
Include trade or vocational traininQ facilities Motlth Year Month Year RECEIVED 

Liverpool Colleqe of Art Art 
Livernool E~"'1 "~d 195E 1961 
Quarry Bank Grammar School & 

l94E Dovedale Primary School General 1956 
Enqland 

SPECIAL QUALIFICATIONS AND SKILLS 

16. ADDITIONAL QUALIFICATIONS AND SKILLS ALIEN POSSESSES AND PROFICIENCY IN THE USE OF TOOLS MACHINES OR EQUIPMENT 
WHICH WOULD HELP ESTABLISH IF ALIEN MEET$ ~EQUIREME:NT$ roR OCCUPATION IN ITEM 13 

1 

See attached references 

LIST LICENSES (Profe:uional, journeyman, e:tc,) 

!7. ~NISCTEOAONCOUMAEN1 TS ATTACHED WHICH ARE SUBMITTED AS EVIDENCE THAT ALIEN POSSESSES THE EDUCATION TRAINING EXPERI -.. a LITIES REPRESENTED • • " 

See the attached hiographic data, critical reviews and references. 
*camposer, musician, artist, fi~aker, author, actor 

ENDORSEMENTS 

Mlilke no entry 
in this section
for 12overnment 
aQency u~e only 
Apr. 1970 

DATE REC. DOL 

O.T. & C 

Items continued on reverse 
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0617 

SEE THE AT'l'ACBED 

18. EXPERIENCE. List all jobs held durmQ past three (3) years, Also, fist any other jobs related to the occupation for 

which the alien is seeking cettilication as indicf}ted in Item 13. 

NAME 

NAME OF J?B OATE-~'fA.F\'ti:D 'I oto.i~~-.Ef;r-. J KlNC: OF BU'SINESS 
1 i\forlih 'Yem Mahtb ··Year · 

o ESC RTffE: fN'bET AiL' THE I:JU'fi E'S fiS'E;iifFORME 0, ~ N C LUOIN G ENT 

' -
NAME AND AOOR·ErS~fOF'EMPLoVER 

NAME; OF JOB DATE $TARTED I DATE ~EFT I KINO OF 'B'iiSTNESS 
Moflth Year M.onth- Year 

DESCRIBE IN DETAIL. THE DUTIES PERFORMED, tNCL.UDlNG THE USE OF TOOLS, MAC,HlNES, OR '!;:QUIPMENT 

NAME ANO ADOFIESS OF' EMPLOYER 

NAME OF JOB OATE STARTED I DATE L.EFT I KINO OF BUSINESS 
Month Year Month Year 

DESCRIBE IN DETAIL THE DUTIES P£RFORM£D, INCLUDIN-G THE USE. OF TOCf[$;-t;;:Ct;.(:Hfi\fES;OR EQUIPMENT 

-~-NO, 0~ HOURS PER 
WEEK. 

--- --~-

NO. OF HOURS PER 
WEEK 

ou~s PER 

-- - ..... ~ - - -- - - - - - - - - - -- - - - - - -- - - - ~ - - - - - -· ·- ·:....... - --

19, Litst patties who are or will be recipient~> of t11e amounts indicated, from or on btmalf of alien, for placf.fment und/or rofertal &erviceS proVided 

ir'l' ~onm;Je~ion with lhls 'IIPP!ktJtion Jot: alien employment certification, 
--·-

NAMES (Type o. p<in<) ADDRESSES (No. & Street, Ciry, State & ZIP Code) AMOUNTS 

'' - ' ·•·. s 
-------·-····· ........ _ .. 

s 

'-
s 

20, DECLARATIONS 

DECLARA'TioN OF ALIEN: Under pt:mdties of perjury, i d~darc rhat I have examined this.'appficatioo, supplements thereto, 
and accompanying documents, and to the Ocst of my knowledge ,1nd belief, the information presented thereon is true, correct, 
and complete. 

() '\ 

'?:i~/V\-!1\_W' \ I . ._\ \..·· February 28, 1972 

SIGNATURE DATE SIGNED 

DECLARATION OF AGENT OF ALIEN (ll prepared by, or if assistance in preparation is provided by person other than alien): 
I declare that the contents of this application• supplements thereto. and all accompanying documents are based on all infonna• 
tion of which I hrlve any 

ADDRESS (No. & Street, City, State and ZIP Code 1 _ ... ~ 
~ 

-



11" IJ.S. ~·,. ... ,..,Qffl(.f, }f10-3,...,.f··. . ··-- . . 

· :; ii.:· ,_ ct;·:.e~,;~·,.,.. , .::..: .• ;" "t·,.~.;;..cc,;;_~··, w~~~q~·~;-~~-:: ... :~" ~-
/:~·-' 
.,t t? 

'*"'·· \ ' .. 
·~'~'~.,'I 

' " ,, ' f' 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT··oF JUS11CE 
•'.l ·· .. ~· 

t Jmmicr;ltlon and Naturalization S.mu ; ,'; 

,. 

,. 
. r··' 

r " _} ~.£/'L ft/ L .At ;n·:>t.i 7'1. 

0 rt·J3 )( c. 0 .:r~r::.~~.:--... 
/ _'") C"T' .13 _.<._.,J,ot,l)t!.-1, . ·?( / ' •. , 

L .J 
Plu1e ROt• th~ lhln• checked below, They conhtl~ information .of concern to you or hutructlon•. for you to follow. 

-~~ 
" .. 
f 

~-. 

' ' . 
r 

,, 
. ' •. 

0 

t 
0 
0 

0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 
0 
0 

0 

0 

0 
0 

0 

0 

I. 

J. 

), 

•• 
'· 6. 

7. 

e. 
9. 

ln•uffh:lent information wo• givll!n for the item• cirded in red on yoot' application, which i1 e.ttach.od. Plea• f•r..,.•lt. fuU &ato ... ~ 
aUob anc:l reharn yout' applicution to thi11 office. 

Your authorized 1tay hu been e•tended. (See end~nement on attached Form 1·94.) )-. ~ ~--)A 
Your appli~tion for a c;:.hange of honlmmigTatl.t cl~nlflr::atiQn i, approved. (Se• et'Kk.tHtt~llnt on att•ched Fot• 1-94.) 

YouT application to accept part-time employment l~t authori:.!ed. (See endouernent on attacb.od Fann 1·94.) 

YQut appltcation to accept practical training 1• authorized. (See endonement on attached Fonn ).9 •. ) 

Your application to accept employment during the period of your ~~~~y u tho •pou•• e>r child of t.n er:cban1e vMitO:r It a~ 
Th.it employment rnuat b(l di•continued immediately U it become• unneceuary for :your I!IUpport. ' 

Your requeat for perml11lon to tran1fer to another achool I• approved. 

Your nque1t foJ penninlon to bander to another nchanee villtor proi(ram l1 approved. 

Yol.-T 1cllool OT e:Jtcluu'l.ge vieitor progTlun b located In an area withltl. the 'juri•dldlotl. of the lmml~:A~Ua; aDd. Na,tu....._tka 

Mrvko office at: . 
Your corrnpondence haa bl!!en forwarded to that office. All future corrc1pondence 111hould be directed to that offW.. Alwara .... r 
to your file number (ahown above), 

10. Fumi•h Form 1-20 from the 1chooJ to whkh you de1INt to tre.nafer. 

11. In eon.necUon with your de•i«r to effeet an ea:chanslll program trallafer, ple .. e furn.l1h Fonn DSP-66 eueuted lo aceordaau ..,.., 
the ln•trucUon• on the form. 

12. Complde and •ubmlt the attached Form I·S39, '"Applkatlon. to E.s.tend Tlm• of T~t-mpof&f)' Staf,'' 

ll. Submit • eut~nt Form OSP-66 e;~;ecutc-d by your prosr•m ,pon,or, 

14. Complete and •uhmit the attached Form 1·538. 

IS. Submit your pa11port, which mu8t be valtd for at leut ail: month• beyond the period of ~que1t.d •atllAI!Ii(m.. 

16. Your paa•port mu.,t be ~validated for a ~riod to extend 1b. month• beyo11d thi!t uplration date of your requ.ted •ate...- ol 
1tay. When you n•ubmit your application, amend it to •how the new expiration date of your ~»'••port. Al1o •••d Ia .Jour tUft• 
por1111ry entry permit (Fonn ·1.94, ARRIVAL-DEPARTURE RECORr>). If your temporary entry permit la attached t& your Iii"'*"" 
port, the permit ehould be nmoved for tbil: purpo"~· DO NOT SEND IN YdlJR PASSPORT. 

17. Thi1 office untler~tand1 you have not regl!ltered •• a 1tudent at'-----,.---.,---,---,e7-----:"""':-.--o-----
Plellll~e iAfoTm tbi" office 'rnmediately of your pre•ent activity. Your Teply nuay be made on the rever•e of thl1 form.. 

18. Thi• office undentand• you are not earrylng a full eoutlll'l of •tudl!:'l. Pleue explain on. the reveree of thil form. _,,. 

19. Thi11 oflic.e 1,mdenU..ild1 )'OU are not attending claaaet to th!! extent porm•lly required. Pleue ea:pl•'* on th• .-.veue of tbt., 
form. 

%0. Thia offici!! undi!!Tihnldl that yolo~ art! no longer attending 1chool. PI••• nplaln. If you do not intend to ruume .e.Mol .u ...... 
ance, inform thi11 office immediatl'!l)' of the d~~otl!!, place, and manner of )'Qur Intended departur~~> from the- United Stat!!$. Yo.,.i',' 
"'Pl:r may bo& m;~de on the revene of thll form. 

21. Thta office unde"tand., you af't'l no looger an authorized partfclpa.nt in an uchaPI'tl vi•Jtor prolf1'8.m, PIHM •r:plain.. If ,... • 
not intend to Teaum" an u:changW'l vi•itor program, inform this office immediatt:ly of the elate, place, aad manner of )'CNI' lat ..... 
departure from the United .Stat••· Your reply rnay be made on the revene of thil!l form . 

0 22. 

Fom 1-94 0 
Your pa11port 

Form 1- S42 (Rev. 10-1·69) 

'f 

• . 

·,., 

' . 1 

~ 

i ·.\. 
I t ' 

i 
I' ' , ~ 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SE~\VICE 

Form APproved 
Budaet Bureau No. 43~R034Z 

APPLICATION FOR CHANGE 
OF NONIMMIGRANT STATUS 

(Under Section 248 of the Immigration and Nationality Act) 
-ill- Please r~d the instructions 0r1: the last ptge 

F~ Stamp 

I hereby apply to have my status in the United States changed to that of a nonimmigrant Visitor 
b ~tuden~ visitor, ere.) 

I wish to remain in the United States in that new status until Fe ruary 2 9 • 1 7 2 
(Month, Day, Year) 

This application is submitted together with the required documents which are hereby made a part hereof, and the fee in sum of $2.5 
L FAMJI.Y NAME (Capital Letters) FIRST NAME .MIDDLE NAME I;'" NUMiER •• I AM IN POSSESSION OF PASSPORT 

LENNON John Winston Al7 597 321 NUMBER: 182935 
2r;tiNG ADDRESS IN U.S. (Num~er and Stteet) (City) (State) (Zip Code) ISSUED BY (Coun;ey) 

t r8o~KCO "'·Indus&~~t~ork N. y England 
3. DATE OF BIRTH (month, day, year) I COUNTRY OF BIRTH ICOUNTRYOF CITIZENSHI WHICH ltXPIAES ON: {Month, Day, Year) 

Oct 9 1940 En,land Enqland July 20, 1972 
4. PRESENT NONIMMIGRANT Cl.ASSJFJCATION DATE ON WHIC!-1 AUTHORIZEIJ STAY EXPIR£S 7. I AM ATTACHING MY TEMPORARY ElN"rRY 

H-1 Jan. 31, 1972 PERM IT FORM 1·84 

5. DATE AND PORT OF LAST ARRIVAL IN UNITED ~~ME OF VESSEL, AIRLINE OR OTHER MEANS OF e. I ENTERED WITH PAsSPORT VISA NO, 
STAlES ~·ST ARRIVAL INTWA 701 704155 Aua 13 1971 New Yor 

ReclouifJcotion to 6 
FOR GOVERNMENT USE ONLY .. MY NONIMMIGRANT STATus· IN THE UNITED 

:2. STATES J:Kl HAS 0 HAS NOT 8EBN CHANGED 

DATE ;z -/ -~ SINC'IE MY ENTitY (If changed, give dettUls) 

[g-{rAv GRANTED ro (Date) On 1/17/72 status adjuste~ 
:2 . ~ 7'- ):( :~~~~~;.¢ . from B-2 to H-1 at I & N 

D Application DENIED V.D. TO !Date) 

gtcFICE/Z )'· /1 J:J»{ Service, Philadelphia 

tO. MY PERMANENT ADDRESS OUTSIDE: THE UNITED STAT!lS IS: (StreK,(City or Town) (CoWity, District, Providence or State), {CoWitry) 

Tittenhurst Park, Ascot, Berkshire, England 
11. I RESIDED AT THE ADDRESS IN ITEM tO FROM: (Month, Day, Year) (0' (Month, Day, Year) a.. 

Feb. 1969 Present (' 
U .. SINCE MY ENTRY INTO THE UNITED STATES I HAVE RESIDED AT THE P'OLLOWING PLACE$: c 

(Strl"et and No.) {Ciey-, Town, State) FROM: (Month, Day, Year) TO: (Month, Day, Year) lr 
105 Bank Street, New York, N.Y. Nov . 1 , .L 'j 1 .L Present Time (\ 

st Rea is Hotel New York N y Aug. 13, 1971 Oct. 31, 1971 

'<.) 

13, I DESIRE TO HAVE MY NONIMMIG.RANT STATUS CHANGED FOR THE F'OLLOWIPIIG AEASONS: () 

My presence is necessary in connection with pending legal pro- I[) 

ceedings relating to custody of my wife's daughter, a citizen o-f 
the United States. (see letter attached) .-t 

c 
~ed 'rr-: In ·-Ji,-t,.(r.-:-:r.,. out ·~.-pleted 1 l· 

,f .. "".{. .( ·-1 ,( 

14. I SUBMIT THE FOCCOWINQ DOC~~;;"' EVIDENCE TO ESTABLISH THAT I WJIOQI~AIN,TAIN THE NONIMMIGRANT 
r CLASSIFICATION TO WHICH I WISH BE CHANGED: 

~ 
• •. 

t !5. MY OCCUPATION IS: 

Artist, Singer, Musician 
Form 1·506 (Rev. 4·1·70)N 'tr U.S. GOVERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE 1970~403·914 
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16. 1 ~HAVE 0 HAVE Nor e£.EN EMPLovto oR ENGAaEo tN sustNE:Ss stNCE ENTER 1NG THEUNITEOsT~ATes "rF-AN'SW'ERTS'i_N __ 
AFFIRMATIVE. COMPLETE THE: F'OLI..-OWING 

NATURE OF OCCUPATION OR BUSlt-1£$$ IN WHICH ! 0 AM 0 WAS EMPLOYED: -----·--

(See prior H-1 petitions) , 
NAME OF EMPLOYER OR BUSINESS FIRM IAObRESS --r---

L 

MY EMPLOYMENT OR ENGAGEME~:JN'BUSINEOS S<GAN ON• <'lmdh, Doy, Yen<! I AND ENDED ON• i'!onth, IJ,y, Ye"<! ·c __ _ 

MY MONTHLY INCOME FROM"f:MPLOVMENT OR BU9lNESS 0 IS 0 WAS: • "': 

17 IF NOT EMPLOYED OR ENGAGED IN BUSINESS IN THE UNITED STATES, DESCRIBE FULLY THE SOURCE ANO AMOUNT (#. YOUR 

INCOME ABROAD AND HOW Sl/.PPOFITED WHILE IN THE UNITED STATE$: 

"-t 
Officer of Apple Corps. Ltd. Reimbursement of expenses - I 

18. I ~AM 0 AM NOT MARRIED fl) 

~<Ill!<.' nf Spouse Pn•s<~vt atl1hc~~ Citizenship (Co11ntry) (.) 
Yoko Ono Lennon, 105 Bank St., New York, N.Y. Japan 

19. I HAVE (:\umlwn OF CHILDREN: (List "hi\dren below) tl...i 

!\,um~ Agl· Piitl'l' of .Birth Present Address 

- t 

11 
r:. 

( 
20 HAVE SECURED THE FOLLOWING NUMBER OF EXTENSIONS OF MY TEMPORARY STAY lN THE UNI1EC STATES: 

(~ 2 MY LAST EXTENSION WILL EXPIRE ON: (\lunth, D'ty, Yt'ar) Jan 31, 1972 J; 
21. 1 HAVE REGISTERED UNDER THE ALIEN REGISTRATION ACT. 1940. Of'< SECTION 262 OF THE IMMIGRATION AND rriONALITY 

ACI. OR IN CONNECTION WITH MY APPLICATION FOR A VISA. AND MY ALIEN REGISTRATION NUMBER IS: N A 

22 I 0 HAVE~ HAVE NOT SUBMITTED THE A00RESS REPORTS .~EOUIRED BY THE ALIEN REGISTRATION ACT OF 1940, 
AS AMENDED AND BY SECTION 265 OF THE IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT. 

23 I ~HAVE 0 HAVE: NOT SEEN ARRESTED OR CONVICTEO OF' ANY CFIIMINAL,OFFENSE IN THE UNITED STATES O.ft I~ ANY 

FOREIGN couNTRY. IF ANswER 1s IN THE AFFrRMA.TlVE. olvE oETAILs: Mag1strate Court, Mary1enone, 
~ondon, ll/28/68,possession of cannabis; fine ~150 
1.4. 1 0 HAVE F.9 HAVE NOT CLAIMED EXEMPTION FROM UNITED STATES MlLJT'A~Y SERVICE. IF YOU HAVE GIVF. DETAILS: 

25 r D DID~ 010 NOT REGISTER FOR SELECTIVE SERVICE. or you htln· rf.'gisto>rt'd give the followingr: 

DATE REGISTERED I SELECTIVE SERV. NO., NUMSER.ANO ADDRESS OF LOCAL BOARD 

26.1 o;>rllf•; that thP abovC> is true or\d correct tn thr> b('stof m·,r knowl,..dqe nnd belief. (If form prrwau;•d hy othl"r th.1n arpknnt, th,1t twr,on IT'\J't 

E':t~(\.liE \!em 27.). I 

I Si~noMe of opplicont /")_ .{J {_ I Dote __ I 

I rnv~ ~ ..... January_28, 19]2 
j SIGNATURE 0F PERSON PREPARING FORM, IF OTHER THAN APPLICANT 
27 I cleclcm,. thot th1s document was prepmed bv mr- ot thf' reque't of th, nppl•cMt ond is based on all information of which 1 

l,o''':Zny know ge. (/ 

JjA Leon Wildes, Esq. 
~~ ~ 515 Madison Avenue, New York,N.Y.l0022 Jan.28, 1972 

\!" J __( \Si!,!11.1lmel) (Arldressl !Oate) 



DAC/TC Masil J. Muon 711 

XX All Regions 

XX All Districts (except FKG, .~1AP, MEX, RIT) co 235.40-c 
FEB 2 5 1972. 

auEX - 13 P-3 A17 595 321, !li' JOHN tllNSlON LENIIOH BORN 10-9-40 

ENG!..AND AI>MITTED 8-13-71 AT NYC B-2 PUUUANT SECTION 212(d)(3} AP-

PLIES fOR EXTENSION OY STAY, ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS, Ol HAS A VISA 

PETITION liLED IN !liS BEHALf DEFElt ACTION AND CONTACT COT!A MASON. 

NOTIFY ALL On'ICES AND PORTS WITl!IN YO\ll JUUSDICTION WHO ADJUDICATE 
ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS 

EXTENSIONS OF STAY /AND P&TITIONSn?D 
1
o,tDIRS!""'',JETIL R.OO'MS. 

'' ~,'~~.>}·... ' J • : ' 

·/ 4 

/.{ 
v 

LEHMANN 

~ CC: A17 597 3Zl 

""" CC: CO 23S.40C 

TC:MJM:anb 

10 
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(b)(7)(c) 

OPTlON ... L FORM NO. 10 
M ... Y it42 EDITION 
GS"- FPMR (~1 CFR) 101•11.t 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
TO FILE CONFIDENTIAL 

A17 597 321 
DATE:February 17, 1972 

FROM Masil J. Mason 
Immigration Examiner 

SUBJECT: John W. Lennon and his wife, Yoko Ono Lennon 

/ On February 16 ,I ' Investigations, advised that 
1 Mr, Joel Liil.ker, infernal SeEd ity, Department of Justice, 

phone code 187 extens:lon 4538 called regarding the subject. 
Mr. Lisker stated that he had information that· John Lennon 
has contributed $75,000 to a political group known as the 
"Alamoochi (phonetic) Tribe''• and inquired as to the . type of 
visat Lennon has and his status in the United States. 

I returned Mr. Lisker 1 s call, He asked whether or not there 
would be a basis for terminating the subject's status result- : 
ing from the above political activity. He was advised that 
this was iioubtful that{the L€mnons entered the United States 
AllgusfT3, 1971 as B-2 nonillUlligrants and their stay expires 
February 29, 1972 and that they would not be given further 
extensions of stay. He was advised that Mr. Lennon was 
inadmissible to the United States under section 212(a)(23) for 
a narcotic violation but that the same was not true for Mrs. 
Lennon, 

He was also advised that because John Lennon is inadmissible 
he will need to obtain a new visa before he may again enter 
the United States, Before such a visa may be issued the 
Department of State ~rould need to recollUllend that this Service 
authorize a waiver of the subject's inadmissibility under 
section 212(d)(3)(A), /At that time the above information 
about his political 11ctivities would be taken into considera
tion./ 

TC:MJM:lmg 
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TO 

OPTIONAL I"'OI'tM NO. 10 
MAY 1Qll7 15:01T10N 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101· 

UNITED STA'1.£S GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
FILE 

FROM Masil J. Mason 
Immigration Examiner 

SUBJECT: John W, Lennon and his wife Yoko Ono Lennon 

Mr, Bernsen advised February 15, 1972 that the subject 
is to be given no further temporary extension o£ stay, 

TC:MJM:lmg 

Buy U.S. Sa:vings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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.. 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
UHIU;R.\TIOS A'Nil ~ATliiiALIZATION SERVIn; 

APPLICATION FOR CHANGE 
OF NONIMMIGRANT STATUS 

(Under Section 248 of the Immigration and Nationality Act) 
-+-- Please read the instructions on the last page 

Form Approved 
Budget Bureau No. 43-R034 

ee Stamp 

I hereby apply to have my status in the United States changed to that of a nonimmigrant_...cW,_,o:c;r,_k=e:.:r:._==-:-::=---c-:-:--
(Student, visitor, etc.} 

I wish to remain in the United States in that new status until _,J.::a,n,.,u:::a=r.J.y_,3<.cl,....,_,l,.,97:7':-2=.,...,.---,,-.,---------
(Month, Doty, Year) 

This application is submitted together with the required documents which are hereby made a part hereof, and the fee in sum of $2! 
1. FA.MII.Y NAME (Capital Letters) FIRST NAME M~~~NAME I FILE NUMBER 6. I AM IN ~OSSESSION OF PASSPORT 

LENNON JOHN NUMBER; 182-035 
2, MAILING A00RE55 IN U.S. (Number and Street) (City) (State) (Zip Code) ISSUED BY (Country) 

c/o ABKCO IND. 1700 BRDWY, N, y •, N,Y, 10019 ENGLAND 

;. ~~~9 i~~H (month, day, year) ~~~~~~RTH ICOONTRY or cmZENSHIP ""~WHICH EXPIRES ON: (Month, Day, Year) 

ENGLAND July 20, 1972 
4, PRESENT NONIMMIGRANT CLASSIFICATION DATE ON WHICH AUTHORIZED STAY EXPIRES 7, I AM ATTACHING MY TEMPORARY ENTRY 

B-1 . JANrJARr 31 1972 Flf!~MIT FORM I -94 

5. DATE AND PORT OF LAST ARRIVAL IN UNITED NAME OF VESSEl., AIRLIN't OR OTHER MEANS OF a. I ENTS:RED WITH PASSPORT VISA NO. 
ST AH:S l-AST ARRIVAL IN U.S, 

Aug, 13,1971 JFK TWA 701 
FOR GOVERNMENT USE ONLY g, MY NONIMMIGRANT STATUS IN THE UNITEO 

Reclassification to 

1-f- I ' ;;~ .. ·:c'.~:D ut., STATES e9 HASO HAS NOT BEEN CHANGEO 

o STAY a GRANTED TO (D.tc) 

SINCE MY ENTRY (If ..:hanged, 11iv~: dct.tih) 
DATE "~'.1 "'~~7 tar I have been granted an OF ·'<·l't:t.. J!. {. 

tm-u 3 I tl f 'J"'Z,..) ACTION H-1 for appearances on 
DApplicqion DENIED 

00 . .,..,~.....11~ the David Frost and Dick V.D. TO (D•tc) OR • • • .{1,. \.,· .... 

OIC 
PH':A, P~. ).! 'U OF'FIC:£ Cavett Show 

10. MY PERMANENT AOORESS OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES IS: {Street, (City
3

t Town) (County, Dimict. ProvidcncL' 1\f St.tl~·.l. (Country) 

Tittenhurst Pk, Ascot, Berkshire, England 
11. I RESIDED AT THE ADORE~$ IN ITEM 10 FROM: (Month, Day, Year) TO, (Month, D.t)'. Yc.n) 

' January 1969 I Present . . 
12. SINCE MY ENTRY INTO THE UNITE:O STATES! HAVE RESIDED AT THE FOLL~WING PL..ACES: -

(Street ;md No.J (City, Town, State) FROM: (Month, Day, Yl:'ur) TO: (Month, O;ty, Yc.tr) J 

105 Bank St. N,Y., N. y • Nov, 1._, 1971 Pr~·s~·nt Time 

St Re.eis Hotel lAue: 13 1971 Oct 31 1971 

'3. I DESIRE TO HAVE MY NONIMMIGRANT STATUS CHANGED FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS: 

To allow me to tape five appearances as guest host of the Mike 
Douglas Show, Said tapings are to be done over the next three 
weeks, 

3~\;l~U Ui:Jh~IIJ 
'• 

~\Hdl':10'l.1.nc 

. . 'H~sl~~ ~~N~r 
t4. I SUBMIT THE FOLLOWING DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE TO ESTABLISH THAJ.f4tLL. MAINTAIN THE NONIMMIGRANT 

CLASSIFICATION TO WHICH I WISH TO BE CHANGED: .. ·n 
;!:Jiflll3~ _ ... ··~~~~ :.-

0311\J'J;lt 
,,() 

15,-~.4¥ OCCUPATION IS: I o ' SINGER, MUSICIAN, ARriST 
FOh'M 1~506 (REV. 4-I-70)N 



I 
16. I ~.HAVE OHAVE NOT SEEN EMPL01 ,,OR ENGAGED IN SUSINESS SINCE ENTERING' ,NITEO STATES, IF' ANSWER IS IN 

AFFIRMATIVE. COMPLETE THE FOLLO\ ... · 
'''T~·•:E OF OCC,PATION OR BUSINESS"' WHICH I 0 A,M Qg WAS EMPLO'YED: 

- appearance on talk show 
NAME OF EMPLOYER OR BUSINESS FIRM I AD;~E~s Wes~ The David Frost Show 44th Street_!_ N. Y, 
MY EMPLOYMENT OR !::NGAGEMENT IN 6USINESS EIEGAN ON: (Month, Day, Y.car) I AND ENDED ON: (Month, Day, Ym) 

December 161 1971 December 16, '1971 
MY MONTHLY INCOME FROM EMPLOYMENT OR BUSINESS0 IS IX) WAS: s ZYO,UO 

17. IF NOT EMPLOYED OR ENGAGED IN BUSINESS IN THE UNITED STATES, DESCRIBE FUf.LY"'THE SOURCE AND AMOUNT OP' YOUR 
INCOME AB,ROAO AND HOW SUPPORTED WHILE IN THE UNITED STATES: 

Officer of Apple Corps ,Ltd. Reimbursement of expenses 
18. I XJ AM DAM NOT MARRIED 

Citizcnship(Country) N,J!HC uf S?olhC Present J.ddrcss 

VnKo 1mo Lennon same as above Japan 
19. I HAVE one (Numbtr)OF CHILDREN: (List children below) 

N,t!nc Age_ Pl,1cc of Birth Present Address 

1\T 1'1 'T' A P P T T (1 A"R T ];' 

' 

" 
20. I HAVE SECURED THE Ft1LLOWING NUMBER OF EXTI~NSIONS OF MY TEMPORARY STAY IN THE UNITED STATES: 

(Number) ~\Y LAST EXTENSION WILL E:XPIRE ON: (Month. Day, Year) 
1n"l') 11 

21. I HAVE REGISTERED UNDER THE A~IEN REGISTRATION ACT. 1940, OR SEC1i'!'BN'26toF -riJE4I~MIGii'ATION AND NATIONALITY 
ACT, OR IN CONNECTION WITH MY APPLICATION FOI~ A VISA, AND MY ALIEN REGISTRATION NUMBER IS: 

22. I 0 HAVE iXJ HAVE NOT SUBMITTED THE ADDRESS REPORTS REQUIRED SY THE ALIEN REGISTRATION ACT OF 1940. 
AS AMENOEO AND BY SECTION 265 OF THE IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT·, 

23. I GiJ HAVE 0 HAVE NOT BEEN ARRESHO OR CONVICTED OF ANY CRIMINAL OFFENS/l.IN THE UNITED STAToS OR IN ANY 
FOREIGN COUNTRY, IF ANSWER IS IN THE AFFIRMA'riVE, GIVE DETAIL$: 

See attachment 
24, I 0 HAVE IKJ HAV< NOT CLAIMED EXEM~TION FRC>M UNITED STATES MILITARY SERVICE, IF YOU HAVE GIVE DETAILS: 

25. I 0 010 r;J DID NOT REGISTER FOR SELECTIVE SERVICE. (If you have registered give the following): 

· OATE REGISTERED ]SELECTIVE SERV. NO.I NUMBER ANO ADDRESS OF LOCAL BOARD 

26. I certify that the above is true and correct to the best of m•( knowledge and belief. (If form prepared by other.thl'ln applicant, that penon must 
execute item 27.) ,.... 

Slgnatu~~./\A ..,.;,.o..v-\. I\: !L... .14-t 19 7 .,...., 
Sl ~URE OF PERSON PREPARING FORM, IF OTHER Ti'+t N APPL'ICANT • 

~" 
cume ( V: as p'pared by me at the request of the applicant and •s based on all information of which I 

I dgd 

~ )9...n ..u <;' liD~ ..... "-W-'"'1' ,\ ~ ----N.Y. N. i ~ ...... ,,, tcnv 
(Stguature} ' (Addrcs.J (D,Itl'l 
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'• h''m nppru.,,.,J 
n .. t~ro II•••"" Nu;~Htfl\18 '· 

..... unr 

1'1115 BLOCK NOT TO DE FILUlll OUT BY PETITIONER) 

The Secretary of Stale h hereby notilkd that the alien hl for whom thl1 pcllllon was flied Is (ere) entitled to the non· 
lmml!!fan a lUI cherkcd 11<1uw: 

I>ATE 
01' 

AC110N 

~~~~~~~~~--------~()() 

DISTRICT 

(I'ETITIONI\R NOT TO WRITE ADOVI! TillS LINE) 

< ~ I.L AJII'ROVED INS 

) ~~N 11' 1972 

~:/\) .. ,.. -. 

O'LilASil FILL IN WITII TYPilWIIITER OR PRINT IN BLOCK LETTERS IN INK I 

I hereby l'<'llllon, punuantto the provl•lon• of •cellon• 214 to:) or the lmmlwallun and Nollonallly Act, for tho 
followinR: (C1tcck one.) 

H !:» A lion (I) of dl•llngut.hed merit and ability to rcrform ~etvk:c• of on e•eeptlonal noture requlrlns such merit and ability. 

1·2 ·0 Allen (I) to rcrform other temporary ~<tvlcc orlahor for "'hlch o hona fide need ••l•t•. (One who lito perform dulles 
which ate thcm«l•e• tcmpor111y In nalorc.) 

l·l 0 Alien trainee b). (One who «cb to cnler at the Invitation of an Individual, organization, firm, or other trainer for tho 
purpo,. or rccclvln~ tulnlng In any ncld of endeav01. Incidental producllon necct~ary to the training I• per· 
milled provided a Unlled Slates worker I! not thereby di•pbced.) 

,J 0 lntrl'<10mpsny lton•ferce. (One who h" been employed <ontlnuously for one year and who ICekA to enter In order to 
conlinue lo render hi! !etvlce• to the ••me employer or a subsldlory or afrlliate theroor In a manQerlll or execu· 
live cnpacily or In 1 capacity which lnvplves •pcclallr.ed knowledge) 

(/') 
u 
0 
Q 
[\ 
(\j 

I. NAME OF PETITIONER 

Westinghouse Broadcasting Co./ Mi.ke Douglas Show 1
2, OATE BUSINESSESTAB~HED 

' 1962 ~ 
3. AOORESS (NUMBER, STREET, CITY, STATE, ZIP COOE) 

1619 Walnut Street Phila,, Pa, 19103 
I. BRIEF DESCRIPTION OF NATURE OF BUSINESS CONDUCTED BY PETITIONER 

10 minute Variety Show; origin1ttes in Phil a., Syndicated througho.:.t 
the country by Westinghouse Brc>adcasting Company 

). LOC.I\TION OF AMERICAN CONSULATE AT WHICH 
Ali~N(SI\YILL APPLY FOR VISA(SI: 

(CitY In Foreign Country) 

London 
C~orelgn Country) 

England 
(It pet~tlon ~~to be made for more than one Hallen •nd 'PPIIcallnn for vltas Will be made at more than ont American Consulale, • sepo~~rate 
pelltlo., must be submht"d for each toosulaht at whk:tl H vls'a IPtllltatlons will be maide. Separltt peUIIon must.be·flled for eath L~l atlttn.) 

THE ALIEN(S) WILL PERFORM SERVICES OR LABOR FOR OR RECEIVE TRAINING FRQM THE FOLLOWING ESTABLISHMENT: 
CNamaoiE•tabr~<•m•ntl • Westinghou:le Broadcasting Go,, Inc.· 

(Street lnd Number) (City or Town) t5talol CZIP Code} 

1619 Vlalnut Street Phila. Pa., 1910 

... ..., 

'· PERIOD REOUIREO TO COMPLETE SERVIC.ESOR TRAINING 8. WAGES PER WEEK 8A. HOURS PER WEEK 9. OVERTIME RATE i 

ooms 
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---·--- --=·-·--·-·--·--·---·-
j 1\1 i 1'1 1 I 1 •• I II '• ( I 1r,WI I II I II M!, I :•A lh•nw It llflllllun I\ ltH 11111ff\ lh11';' onu II Allnn, 'Jh'" fllf'lll•" l)rttHitlnn fOf UUt add I• 
I . . 
' "' 11,_,, ,,,,., ,,, 't'ln' 1.rm ilt•tl on pil•t•' J II th•• ul~"nt•IV '''lint U nlmn~ t! ttntlo:nnwn 111 ptMt•ttl, vou must fmn"t' llllmm11hnn conr:fHnlng 

l~.~-~-~·~·'". ~·4 ~~~:11 mln•mnt•1111 I•·• •lnw~ lnHIWil IllY'!.'.! --·----- ' ·--~··-·-··-----=:-.-.:---:-.-------
f I"JA ~\Ut N ~ 1\1/\MI (I ,mliiV n.lffll' In f,1f,lt,ll h•llt•H) ~~ I• ,I r~.-nutl · (Middl" 111Hn~l • 

.Len..non John On!-l.-.~--~ 
1 :.?R. o //'itTfNAMr!r f;.;,mw ,,,,,,h,., Pll'' '""' oto\•ml n,.nu•t., 1111.tudinq nu1thn1 Mmftll nuttrlod 12C. NUMSEA OF II LIENS \NC(uuEG 

"'""""·I IN THIS PETITION tWO 

13. AOOnE ss ~ o WH tr.!JR8e"'N"w=IL'"'L~R"'E"T"'U"n"N~....,I"51"••"'•"•"'•=ne~ Numhl!r) ---1.-C:-11-vi _____ LI_Pr_o_v.,.ln-,-.,,..------,1:-.:C:-o-:u::"nl~r!!v"l ~---1 

_ ~-..Tit t e.1hur t_ Ek.,_ Ascot • BEl rk shi r.e_._En.g~IJJ.!o~;_ __ --=-=...,.,-=c=.,------i 
14. ~nfr.FNT AlllltH SS •RIJPIJSED PORT OF ENTRY 

___ l{).~ '' S tree t New York.,..JJY.~-- =~,.....,"""1-nr.r:ll':;"--rn.HWrl\';;;;~f.!l----:---l 
16. u'<ITE Of"'IATI! 17. PLACE Of 811HH 18. PRESENTNIITIONII 

· CITilENSHIP , • • • 
_ J 019 /], Q L.,-,J:'t1P&p;.lJ.lSl.QD,ll.d =:-:=::-:-:-:-~c.J.,..,=-:--~~~~":-:::-::-~~~~~~=:--J 
:10. TO YOUn kJiloWLEDGE. Hllli ANY VISA PETITION FILED' BY YOU OR ANY OTHER PERSON OR OAOANIZI\liON FOR THE NAMED 

ALIENISI BEEN DENIEDI 0 YES ' Ql: NO • 

If vou ""'"w(lrcorl "VPS", cornplr.te the fnllnwlnq: O~tlfl olllllf'lq nf eaeh dented pelltlnn ·---------------

,,~~r .. nf flll,,q of'''" 11 denf"d J'lf'tllln" (r;lly) -------~------~,--------------

10 VOU• KNOWlEDGE. HAS ANV Of THE NAMED All! NISI EV!~ 8f.EN IN THE US [X Y!S 0 NO ill "r"" ldonlilr •••h'"' Pogo 31 

;.:--NoNrecHNICIIL nEscniPTioN oF senvlces ·To.sePe.nronMm oY m1 ,fl-,ii-NiNo n) ne ilei:Eiile·.; oY AueNtsirrHiSiiloCK'j 
NEED NOT DE COMPLETED IF PETITION IS FOR H·2 WO,RkERSI I 
~o Co Host and perform on The Mike Douglas Show . 

22. (If ynu ,.,, ""Uttonlnq fof 1 ttl'lnoe comploht lhls hloci(} 

IS SIMILAR TRAINING IIVIIILIIOLE IN II LIEN'S COUNTRVI ____ D:;__YE_s __ O_N __ o ______________ -1 
Z3. W you are pt'titionlnq for nn L·1 olian complato this b'ncld 

(C"'ec~ •Pf"H')Orlilht bouq 

•· Thn •lhm ht:~s OOeo emptovPd In en 0 fUtcc:uthtP.: 0 ~ano1~thil c:ftpncitv; 0 '"a c~tnacltv whkh lnvolv€ts s~clalited knowledge 

b~·--------------------------------·------------
olnce _____________ _ 

(nom4 and oddrr.sN of emptov1ttl fdorel 

b The petitioner Is 0 thP. some empfoyer 0 subsidiary 0 an affiliate of th!'! employer ehroad. 

FILL IN ITEMS 24 TIIROUGII271NCLUSIVE ONLY IF PETITION IS FOR H·2 ALIEN(s) 
4. DESCRIPTIVF JOB TITLE OF WORK TO BE PERFORMED BY IILIEN(SifUso title whlth torrelpondl lo lh1l mttd In Job order plocolf wllh 1tole 

Employml"!nt SNvlce or A(l(tnty by potiUonor for tame tVfJfl of hbor. Wtn•re work In more thin ono lob danlllt•Uon Is to be ""'~rmld by ttlena, 
st,11te numt,l!r to bo employed In nach Job d.:u.mlc.allon., 

5. IS (II REI IILIENISI SKILLED IN WORK TO BE PEAFORMECII 0 YES 0 NO 0 UNKNOWN 

S. IS ANY LABOR ORGANIZATION ACTIVE IN THE LABOR F'IELDISI SPECIFIED IN ITEM 23 0 YES 0 NO 
(If "Ves", sper.lfy orql'lnlutlonfsl and l,,bor field(~»- I 

1. IS THE PETITIONER INVOLVED IN, OR ARE THERE THREATENED, ANY LABOR RELATIONS DIFFICULTIES, INCLUDING STRIKES 
OR LOCKOUTSI ISpecllyl 

I HAVE NOT BEEN ABLE TO FIND IN THE UNITED STAlES II NY UNEMPLOYED PERSON lSI CAPABLE OF PERFORMING THE OUTIES I 
OF THE POSITION lSI TO BE FILLED. THE FOLLOWING EFFORTS HIIVE BEEN MADE TO FIND SUCH PERSON lSI: !Complete only il '··-,.,, ................ , I 

_L PETITIONERS FILL IN ITEMS 29 THROUGH 318. _ 

U:iT DOCUMENTS SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF THIS PETiliON 

B-1 Vjsa_# NYG-N~~20J for David Frost Show 
TI!E DOCUMENTS SlJBMITTEDfREWITH liRE HEREBY MIIDE A PART OF THIS PETITION: 
~ ,.,..,, willtng (unwilling) to post any bond reQuired as It cctndlllon to ltle approv•t of lh•s petition, .. :_ , · 
I olq-n)e that a~ '$;OQI"' .n known I shall lufnlsh the Oistrl(t Dlrect_or to Whom ttlls pclltlon Is bo1ng submlited with the names of thote allenU) not 
n.)rn~d herein. 
if tM D~tlllo" h, for tempor .. u~workef(S), I urtlfr, that 1 have a 1,on.1 !Ide ne11d of 1uth worltr.r(d. 
If !he p,ellllon l.s·,or tulnec(sl, c:erllfy he IJ com nq to lht Unlhi·d Slf'llc' to p,.rttc11,.Jttt In lt brme fide h11lnln9 urogram. 1 urtl Y lhal·t.l'ic,stat't!mi!nU an represenletlons mttde In thl' DtiHion arc trutt o1nd cnrr«:!tt to tht bast Qf mv knowledge and bell~t 

A. SI~NIITl~ OF Pf{ION A, " · 31 B. TITI.E IMml be pellttoner or oulhorilod ooonl of pollllon••l 

: .:· .(-;::::;Jc~ .. ~ l'L f. ·A Business Manager 

- _____ ..,......:1:;"::::":.:'"~·.;;~':.:1 _____ __,~ -... .. 

sob 



. 
(b )(6) 

·-' 

-~------- ----
... 

' .,_, _, ' '- . 

LEON WILDES 
ATtORNEY AT LAW 

v 
January ll, 1972 ~~ ~ 

"l.l'.:ONWII.UF.S." N, Y. 

Sol Marks, Esq., District Director 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 

NewYork, N.Y. -~ ~ 

Re: John Winston L~' t\lA \'tv 'i!J~ _ 
1 

.. 

Al7 597 321 \" f1 ·v 

Yoko Ono 

I I 
Dear Mr. Marks: 'V (£. ~I'\ ·.• 

Attached are applications I-506 n ~al f the{J-\""}

1 

.. 

above named to reinstate status as visitors f~' additional 
period of one month. Th<O! applications are file 
gestion of your office to afford my clients and the Government 
time to prepare for the filing of the applications which we 
discussed, under Section 203(a) (3) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, As stated, my clients are seriously considering 
eventual applications for residence. 

In support of the instant application, I attach a 
letter from t:he attorneys in Houston, Texas, who are handling 
the legal matters relating to the custody of Mrs. Lennon's 
child by a former marriaqe . 

LW:mf 
Enc. 
By Hand 

. Thank you for your consideration. 

( 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF IUSTICE 
Board oflmml......,. A-

"'4 
llhmi.rration and Natlinlba.tion Sfrrite 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF APPEARANCE AS A'nORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE 

In re: 
DATE:--~J~an~u~a_r~y~2_8~, __ 1_9_7_2 ________ _ 

I-506 
FILE NO.: Al7 597 321 

1 hereby enter my appearance a$ attorney for (or representative of), and at the request of, the following 
named person(s): 

I UU.110HSHIP TO liN LAW: 

0P£TITlONER l'&leENEFIClARY 0 John Winston LENNON 
A»>OH$: (APT NOJ (NUMB~R AND STREET) (CITY) (STATE) (liP COO£) 

105 Bank Street. New York, N.Y. 

I ltWI'TtONSitlfl TO liN lAW: 

0 PfTITIONER QaENfFICIARY 0 
....... 

ADOll!& (APT NO.) (NUMBER AND STRE£T) (CIT't'J {STATE) (liP COOEJ 

Check applicable item(s) below 

[] 1. I am an attorney and a member in good standing of the bar of the Supreme Court of the United States 
or of the highest court of the following State, territory, insular possession, or District of Columbia 
--~w Yo~ aJ.l courts and am not under a 

(Name of «rU,rl) 

court or administrative agency order susp<mding, enjoining, restraining, disbarring, or otherwise re-
stricting me in practicing law. 

[j 2. I am an accredited representative of the following named religious, charitable, social service, or similar 
organization established in the United States and which is so recognized by the Board: 

0 3. I am associated with • 
the attorney of record who previously filed a notice of appearance in this case and my appearance is at his 
request. (If you check this item, also check it~>m 1 or 2, whichever is appropriate.) 

0 4. Others (Explain fully.) 

Signature 

~?IJ,' 
Complete Address 

515 Madison Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 

NAME· Type or print Leon Wildes, Esq. Telephone number (212) 753-3468 

"""'G-28 
{R'ev.-4-15-li)N 
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.----

fr U!Qftl) lfA'IIIS biPA-IiT Of IVsriCI 
....... flf .................. .. 

.......,.... _. NahlraH.utfM Sent« 

L 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF APPEARANCE AS AnORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE 

In re: DATE: ___ J~a~n~u~a~r;y __ 2_8~,_1_9_7_2 ________ _ 
I-506 

F E -~A~l~7~5~9~7~3~2~1~~------IL NO.: 

' 
I hereby enter my appearance as attorney for (or representative of), and at the request of, the following 
named person(s): 

I ld\A'I'IOllt$HIP 10 liN LAW: 

0 P£11fiON~R Qg B[NEfiCIAIIV 0 John Winston LENNON 
AI)OUS$: \APT NO-I (NUMRER ANO STR~H) (CITY) (STATt) (ZIP CODE) 

105 Bank Street, New York, N.Y. I " .. ,_,.. 10 ... LAW, 

0 l>fT!TIONER 0 IENttiCIMV 0 
... , 
.-.nss: {APl NO.) (NOMB~II: ANO STREET) (CITY) ($TATE) (Zif' CODfl 

Check applicable item(s) below 

Kl 1. I am an attorney and a member in good standing of the bar of the Supreme Court of the United States 
or of the highest court of the following State, territory, insular possession, or District of Columbia 

New ;{ork all courts 
~ ..... L.....::~· --.-·----------.. "(Name ofctourl) and am not under a 

court or admin'tstrative agency order SUS(>ending, enjoining, restraining, disbarring, or otherwise re-
stricting me in practicing law. 

- -

[j 2. I am an accredited representative of the following named religious, charitable, social service, or similar 
organization established in the United States and which is so recognized by the Board: 

~-

0 3. I am associated with ' the attorney of record who previously filed •! notice of appearance in this case and my appearance is at hla 
request. (If you check this item, also check item 1 or 2, whichever is appropriate.) 

D 4. Others (Explain fully.) 
' • 

Signature 

/~ 
Complete Address 

\.) _,_.. · lld L 
' 515 Madison Avenue 

New York, N.Y. 10022 

NAME-Type or print Leon Wildes, Esq . Telephone number ( 212) 753-3468 
...._ ,._.,. 

;· 
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UNiTED STATES DI:J>;~:r;;.:ENT OF JUSTICE 
i~lMIGRATiON AND NA"i'U~ALIZAiiO;-{ SERVICE 

12.8 North Broad Street 
Philadelphia, P•~nnsylvania 19102. 

January 19, 1972 

::r. ~end l·lrs. John Lennon 
c/o Abkco Ind. 
1700 Broadway 
New York, NY 10019 

:Je.:r t·:r. and 1'-'lrs. Lennon: 

Your applications for chan;];e of nonirnmic;rant status from 
visi~ors for pleasure to temporary workers of distinguished 
F.,eri t and ability, authorizin::; your stay in the United States 
w Jcmuary 31, 1972, are approved. 

This approval applies only to your appearance on the 
::ike :Jou::;las Show, A new petition by any prospective employer 
'.rill be required for any other performance durin::; this period, 
~ncluding a taped performance or any performance for which you 
receive no remuneration. The only kind of performance for 
\<hich a petition is not rec;,uired is one for your appearance 
::.n a bona-fide charity show in "Vrhich ill of the entertainers 
or performers receive no remuneration for their services, 

Your engac;ement :U any performance not covered by an 
·~:::rsroved petition, when required, may subject you to possible 
~eportation proceedings for violation of your noni~~grant 
status. 

Very truly yours, 

Bertram g, Bernard 
District Director 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF.JUSTlCE 
I nun· ;on anJ Naturalizalitin S~rvic< 

12. N.-Ero=d Street 
Philadelphia, Pa. 19102 

NOTICE OF APPROVAL OF NONIMMIGRANT VISA PETITION OR 
OF EXTENSION OF STAY OF H OR L ALIEN J . • anuary 17, 1972 

NAME AND AOOHESS OF EMPLOYEH OR TRAINER 

Mr. Salvatore J. Fiore 
Ass•t. to Business Manager 
Westinghouse Broadcasting C1)o/ 
Mike Douglas Show 
1619 Walnut Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 

NAMt Ol· Hlf\JLI-'ICIAHY OH lllNLFICIAAit~ 

John Ono LENNON 
Yoko Ono LENNON 

CLA:;s IF ICA f ION 

H•l 
FILE NO 

PHI·N 3954 
DATE OF APPROVAL 

Jan. 17, 1972 

PLEASE NOTE THE ITEMS BELOW WHICH ARE INOICATED BV "X" MARKS CONCERNING THE ABOVE BENEFICIARVIIESL 

0 THE PETITION HAS BEEN APPROVED AND FOFIWARDED TO THE UNITED STATES CONSULATE AT WHICH THE 
BENEFICIARY OR BENEFICIARIES WILL APPLY f'OA VISA ISSUANCE, ANY INQUIRY CONCERNING VISA ISSUANCE 
SHOULD BE 01 RECTED TO THE CONSULATE AT ··----·--· 

TillS SER VIC/;' WI/./. BE UNABLE TO ANSWER ANY INQU/R Y CONCERNING VISA ISSUANC/i. 

0 THE PETITION HAS BEEN APPROVED. IT IS INOICI\TED THAT THE BENEFICIARYIIESI WILL NOT REQUIRE VISAISI TO 
ENTER THE UNITED STATES. NOTICE OF APPROVAL OF THE PETITION HAS BEEN FORWARDED TO THE INTENDED 
UNITED STATES PORT OF ENTRY PLEASE NOTIFY THIS OFFICE IMMEDIATELY OF ANY CHANGE IN THE INTENDED 
PORT OF ENTRY. 

i.j THE APPROVED PETITION IS VALID UNTIL JSJ!.!.lU~a.!.r.if.y_3l.Jl!!.t...__.!!!l:z9:.17Ji2,_ ____________ _ 

THE TEMPORARY STAY OF THE BENEFICIARYIIESI IS AUTHORIZED TO----------------

REMARKS: The petition has been approved. 

SEE ATTACHED SHEET 

:.ti!i DOCUMENTS WHICH YOU SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF YOUR PETITION HAVE SERVED OUR PURPOSE AND ARE 
RETURNED. 

IMP,ORTANT 

1. THE BENEFICIARYIIESI OF YOUR NONIMMIGRANT VISA PETITION MAY NOT REMAIN IN THE U.S. BEYOND THE 
PERIOD FOR WHICH THE PETITION IS VALID OR ANY EXHNSION OF STAY AUTHORIZED BY THIS SERVICE. 

2. YOU ARE REQlJIREO TO NOTIFY THIS OFFICE PROMPTLY IF THE EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING SPECIFIED IN THIS 
PETITION IS TERMINATED BEFORE THE EXPIRATION OF THE AUTHORIZED STAY IN THE UNITED STATES OF THE 
BENEF !ClARY( 1 ESl 

3. PLEASE ADVISE THE BENEFICIARY(IES) THAT THE ~,CCEPTANCE OF EMPlOYMENT OR TRAINING NOT SPECIFIED 
IN THIS PETITION WILL BE A VIOLAT10N OF NONHv1MIGF~ANT STATUS. 

INFORMATION REGARDING BENEFICIARY'S DEPARTURE AND RETURN 

DO NOi :viAKE COPIES OF THIS NOTICE, YOU MAY FURNISH IT TO ONLY ONE 1ND1VIDUAL•BENEF1CJAAY WHO 
DESIRES TO DEPART FROM AND RETURN TO THE. UNITED STATES TO RESUME THE SAME EMPLOYMENT OR 
TRAINING DURING THE PERIOD FOR WHICH THE PETITION lS VALlO OR FOR WHICH HIS STAY IN THIS COUNTRY 
HAS BEEN AUTHORIZED. ANY .ADOIT10NAL BENEFICIARY WHO WILL BE DOING SO MAY BE REFERRED TO THIS 
OFFICE FOR ISSUANCE OF A SIMILAR FORM. IF.,A BENI:F1CIARY HAS AN "H" OR "L" VISA WHICH HAS EXPIRED, HE 
MAY APPLY TO THE DIRECTOR, VISA OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF STATE, WASHINGTON, 0. C., FOR REVALIDATION OF 
THAT VISA PRIOR TO DEPARTURE AND MAY SUBMIT TH1S NOTICE WITH THAT APPLICATION. AL TEANATIVE.LY, IF A 
NEW V1SA IS AEOUIR'ED, HE SHOULD PRESENT THIS NOT1CE TO AN AMERICAN CONSUL ABROAD. IF HE: IS EXEMPT 
FROM THE VISA RECUI REMENT, HE SHOULD PRESENT THIS NOT!CE AT A UNITED STATES POR r OF ENTRY_ IF THE 
B<NEFICIARY DESIRES TO RETURN TO THE SAME EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING AFTER THE EXPIMTION OF THE 
VALIDITY OF THE PETITION OR AU1'HORIZEO TEMPORARY STAY SHOWN IN THIS FOAM, A NEW PETITION WILL BE 
REQUIRED. THE BENEFICIARY MAY BE READMITTED TO THIS COUNTRY ONLY IF FOUND ADMISSIBLE UNDER THE 
IMMIGRATION LAWS WHEN HE RETURNS. 

ORM 1·11'C 
~e"'. 5-1·71lN 

j3.;;;;;..,.r;.10~ 
DISTRICT DIRECTOR q ~ 

sos 



.. 
r 

• 

PHI·N 3954 
Jan. 17, 1972 

This approval app·J.i~s only to those performances lis ted on 
this petition for which you have furnished the date and place 
of performance, contract, salary, etc. A new petition will 
be required for any performance not mentioned in this petition 
or for which you have not furnished specific information as 
above. A performance not covered by this petition will sub• 
ject the beneficiaries to possible deportation for violation 
of status. 

Attachment to Form I-1710 dated January 17, 1972.· 

• 
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• 1 j ' 'iJ''"!'_:..;, .. , •.. >· .,...,.·r.o; 

' . I . . . . 
lt.A illlij ...... ...J J >..' ;.~ ~w .. ~ ~·""' 

II I .... II • ~') ( 
[

"l'"""r·,-.. C . ·-
I, ' /1 J\,.,.,J"-. ..1\... .... ,fli!-, ...;, ~ ' , ..... ...,, .. ,........ " 

., 

t l ' .,_,/ I 
. ' • I 

'A I"' j 
. II(.J \..- -~ ~ ..•. J l.. •. .ic . 

1619 WAlNUT STREET PHilADElPHIA PA 19103 
WESTINGHOUSE BROADCASTING COMPANY INC 

PHONE (215) 564·4 111 

Mr. Chillem 
Immigration 1Jepa.rtment 
128 North Brc•B.cl Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

Dear !VIr, Chillem: 

Jam .. c..r•y 12, :i..'; 2 

?er our conversation on the phone toc..t., , 
you requested the following information: 

JOHN LEN,10N a£',d '1 lK0 LEN1JON will appe-:..r· 
on THE MIKE DOUGLAS SEJW on the following c..c.,es 
January 14, Hl, 20, 27, and 23, 1972. They· .11 
receive $3,000,00 for -:;r.eir appearances or. ·.e 
:'ive shows, 

THE MIKE DOUGLAS SHOW does six o:c· seve. she .. 
per week, One show is done each afternoon c.. o. 
or two shows are done one o~ two nights pe~ ee .• 
':le have scheduled the LENNONS' to tape th6 "''ren. 
shows. This is why we requested the H-l v~s- fo~ 
a period of seventeen days • . 

Thank you fol' your cooperation in thi ...... at ,,,. 

GROUP w 

/'--·-

Sinp/~·-

v ~-/ 'Z: C/;c-G..,/' . t"·.-· 
· Salvato e J. .or, 

Asst. o Busi~ess 
Mike Douglas Show 
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O)'ile 
[g' Work Folder 
0 JFG Log 

IIM1' Ml'. '-the I 

,SIGNED AND !!H",El) 

JUN 9 1912 

..,_ ia _. ~~~~ ,._ 1ehH ol Jail 1, 1972, with 
..,laa••• ..... , .... Mr. * Mn· Jolla t n a ••· 

00 703.1098 

Hr. I• .,. u U.Uptlle frw • YIN 8IMl .,._...._ llttD U. 
UDt.S "**- hUilltl Of • ~ of ptlllUI .. -lU ftllift. 
Aa &ltea ......... of ...... of ..... ., ............... ,.... 
... ,.., ......... .. .... 1 ... , btl ..., .., .............. ..... 
a apedtl ,......._ ol. law trw • t1 1Jilllaf1 .UU. 

M!ro I fQ la't ..... 11 ftlll;t to .. Uildted - - ......... 
UDilu 11th 11J u4a1 ,........ of lAiw M tJ•Iem .-11 urr _. to u-.. • u '•"*' -...... ta tolitrl piG .. ,.,,.. £a • untie "'da 
Hl'a. I 11 11 tldW 1llt I pa.-. •111'1.... lla .-, .......... 
tad 1ft t1IIR t•t•m •lfMIM .,, • tn• ol n. ,.,un t • 
of state. S.1"t11 11111111.., dlllt Hr.* ltrl. '• a ..... lut ... , .... , ... w.. GNII;J~ Oil...,.., U, U'll. 

11'- - di4 1K cllput. f110111 tblt llld.W S...... "'thl.a tbt 
t&.e .............. «rpnatl• P•••••U• ... .._...._. •'"*' 
,._ .. ..... ....... .... •• , ... , to • , ..... , .. , .. ., ... , ... 
OlllhiPt De .... 111 I ol La'- ltllld I ltllft ~-Oft 
ltr. •nnr11•a hla•JI• hi .. 1111 lui a tiiUd pnfuu •• •1811· 
fl4111t:tno by tiU ......,. to M lllilld f.n appl,..._ ,... a ......... ..... 

'l'bt •••••tat• '-dlic .,. .. • .,., ... 1 ,...,., o.ffaa 
~11 tldallt&ltd fol' lfucll. 16, 19'1!, ud •J•• ad • •a•l 
OUiidDII1 .. IOMllidltd Oil Hat 17, 1971, t'lle .,..sal illltU'I'7 
off._ JIIIUtd bU hal.._ u tl1t ••• _. .... ~~~'• hll'lla41 
nto:cay ..U.l My 1, un, to u~a a b~Mf. 'Ait .... ._ ~~tu 
\It mf c., u. tbtW' oau 011111 dt.u au till •Uuu bat bMa 
.... , ......... with CC~Mpide nprd to-r dlet-r riakt to ... 
piOI&Id. 

[] Operations Log 
[] Investigations Log 

[] ------------------
Filed by: -----------
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.. 2 • 

...._.. .... u .. J.I'Mtt~~~~& 

.... ol IIII'IUIUChlt 
Villbli!IMDt D. C. .IOJU 

... :w .... 

cc: .Dtatrlct Dlftct« • .., Yolk. llllv Yoik 
Atteattoau AaaUtut Diatrlct IH.rect«, laftatlgatf.ou 

Copy of l•tter Ulllldllr .._.1.._at for yow ilafol'lllt.ttoa 
and iaclwtton f.o A17 597 321, 

DC: llCI :dlv 

ee: WF • John I.ennnn 

With copy of illCOIII:Lng correspondence, 

ee: WF • Congressional Inquidee aad aesponses • FY • 1972, 
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'' ~ ·., . .,.. ' ' 

,_) '-(t i'··:~~~;t\~·--. _:.'· --_ ., • 
witLIAM'J; KEATING 
' FUila'!' P.STRIC't, OHIO, 

; CQMMITI'IIUI 

JUDICIARY 

SIIUICT COtiiMITI'EI 
,. · '> ON CRIMI 

' :;-: '>·:."_., 
·' .. ·.·-. ·~. r .. 

111 /1;-~.Q/< ..;..>!J 
IJ ,.., ' -+ r::> 

CONGRESS OF THE UNrrEt'f'ST~f~" 
HOUSE OF' REPRESENTATIVES . ,., ' 

WASHINGTON, D.C; ZOStS 
June 1, 1972'· 

,·.·.~·-··,.· 
1317.._......,.-........ 
w~u•m>ll,ll.C. -• · 

. . .. (aOa) UIJ.-Jfll4 . . . • 
~ ... ~eu~~,;; .. ! . 

Cl ....... tl.OMIO -z , 
. (818)-111 .. 

I would, appreciate red~j.~ing',a c()mplete report on 
the status of their case.· 

.. 
... ;,-.: .' ·I·'·' 

r'' 

..\' 
l ·.:11 
' : •• '1; 

-:-- ' 

'. J ' 

:·:. 
'' . 

Thank you for your attention to this, matter,' 

Very truly yours, 

WILLIAM J. KEArnm; r.~.c. ···_.· 
WJK:mk .· .. · 

;,.., ' 

',! 

., -~ ' ' 

' .... 1·: .. ':: 
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DATE . ' 

' 
( 1'1', t,' .. 

May 24, 1972 

Initials Dote 
~,Room ·'No. Bid;. 

CJ: 

' 
], 

• 

, ' 
De artment' of Justice 

4. 
Was 1.ngton, D. C. ?05?5 • 

s .. 

For Your lnformatlon Note at\d. RetUrn 
Initial for C\•aronee ' Per ConverSoti,on 

Comment lnve:stigote Prepat• Rep I 

File Justify 

For C.orrectlo X Neceue1r Action Sl ·nature 

REMARKS OR ADDITIONAL ROUTING 

Enclosures: 1 '""'-.·62 
1. From Senator Steven~on, ~~~~ ( 

May 18, 1972, with enclosure, 
2, To'Senator Stevenson. 

, 'fROM: (Nama ~l'ld Org. Symbol) 
David M. · Abshire 

r . 

ROOM NO. & BLDG. PHONE NO. 

,1 
! 

':<lit I 
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M!l-Y 18, 1972 
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'" ' •-) ~I. • . 

~··: ·--> ·- <X:~ 
" .'.. en--. '' \ __ .. u... 

Ret~pecttully referrW~ : 

WRITIEN INQUIRIES 
SECTION 

Congres~ion~l ~iais Off~ce · 

0 

Department of State /VISA Of!FICE 
'\ ~..-..:..;..:;:.:._:.....;~-....,j 

.. Enc •. letter from: \\ ·.· . 1 /. ., 1 · ·, 

r---------.J.J...jfr~··;.J.I .;,' J..' ;~' ·~\ ·· t' . · ' .. / ! • ' (.,/_J~.(I..-{!.' (, ·---·--· --- (b )(6) 
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lkmorebla Adlai B. SttvttaiOR IIP, 
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VnS.ttcl Statu S.Ute. ,,., ... 
waabSD.ateA, J. c. 20510 , ,-, 
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hn Senetoi' St&YCIDIOII.,: 

0 
'., 

f 

'I:, 

Jun . e 1, 1972 
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,SIGNED AND JJ,ULED 

JUN ~l 1972 00 70).1064 

Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

............. 1$1111 

WI I U Ia ...... ,._. lel'lll of lUI C ....... .. 
.., .. , . IQI of ....... -lUI ... IIIII lEI .. Nro ....... J.a. 
I I .... 

*'• 11 n Ia u.l._lt&t lor a t'la .. 1 D I IIIII f.lll'll .a. 
lldtM- tUTIU el. I I ....... of Jlflltst• I Ill ldU ..... 
.. .,.._ II ::1 ... el. .... 8 elf& I U1 _, 1M bt &0 , .... 1ft 
Ph ?111'1 r&d II 'o lltl•l•tl•t• We..,_, lilt It II U&flf ....... ., ............. ., '- ..... , , .. ., ..... . 

•• I I 1111 JI•JJ2 'IU&I ........... Rater WI t'u&•ll 
...._ au ...... t ,......_., ..., ,_' •••n• , ...... .... 
•••• • • nn u lilY ....._ t.a _. ••• mu,.. &a u nU•• Wltla 
tfn. '• 1 ll't tltlW., • ,.,... nnlllt• *'-.,., nd1r• 
............. ,... Ill ... .. ..... t' d .............. 1. t 
of-.... lllflfl'n:uulll .....,.._.,. ••·'" u·- Ltlt 
.......... tlda ..... , .. '~~•: n: u. 1t7l • ................ ,_ ............... ... 
U. .......... lnw•n•• piUU11rar - t HI .... 111lllt 
........... 11117 '• • 'llilllt ..... ....,, .... ., ... ,.. 
II ff .. lt 1111 """ 1 I I ef ....... ilmtil 1 ........ tfilltfa a 
llro IJ a•t ........ lilt- 1111111' I Daft, ..... II tltttl• 
a.tla ., ................... ill ..,1,... fer- ........... ....... 

~;~ Folder 

1 
no Log 

J Operations Log 
Investic;ations Log 

4 ----------------' --
----~-----------

cd by: -----------
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

• 2. • .. •. , ......... ........._ ., ........... , .._..., .,,.,.. 
on,.la11J II If ll~dM fol· ..... 16, lf11t ............ oa ..... 1 
U WISh- II lld .... *Y l1t 19'1!. U. Ill lk' «r,l117 
otu.- ••nnldld.- ....._ill die •u.r ..a,.... .... tun ••• 
""" ., _,1 .11111 t. un, to IU• • ll!rhl. -. , ....... wtll 
bla hrdiatWI'_. .. ,,t.ttwaU ..- . ..._JIM ... 
n •• f .... Mil tlll.tJl ...,.._ ,...... '- *'" nabt to a. ,. ..... . 

,,....,.,,, 

ce: nutrict Dlnctor, lWw Yodr., lw York 
Atteattoa: Atuataatt Dtatrt• Df.ractft. lsJol'attpttOD8 

Letter loJ1'IIIilel' aetuaa¥1edpellt for your 1afonatioll .. wlu1oa 
:tu Al7 .597 321. 

DC:VCiullw 

cc; WF • John Lwppn 

cc : WF • Congresliona 1 Inquiries and Responses • FY • 1972 , 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

WU111t q ... W ,._ 1 .... of .r.. 1, 1971, JCIIJIIUidlla 
Mr. ,.luna. 

Hr. hrua a. ,_lt&iW. M a.,._. tllnl• Ulo U. 
lldiM IUtM auf 1 of a ~ of ••••••••• m 'Mil II lilt. 
• aU. n •••• of _.. • ef't m ., M"' ,......, ,... ,_.. 
•rr••• ..atu ••· llnsw. ldt...,.., "' ......... ...._ • .,...., ......... ., ... ... . . . . ..,. ..... ,. 

Hr. \ £1 a•t fiiiiH \Ult .. U. ldlld 111111 wa Uabll• 
................. 11 .. 1 =·- ....... wllnnn ....... . 
... tiOI'\tUt & IJUI~ · ID-' J"lllfllqt U I llt.Cirll 
•tlllln. Ia n•• * a, a PIM'lllH ........... a._.,., 
................... ,.., .......... ftlllll ,.,, .... .,. 
Daptlft I It flf llhttlo 

s.u.. Hr. l.tl•• dW • ' ent ,_ • lldllll .... wtGta 
tilt u. ............................... - ........ . 
••drnldlla~Mt.....,. Mltln••tlllttMdll._.,_. 
Jill Ill U~t, ... tnz Ill IJPI of I.a. Ill at t ~ U llftCPtiM 
• II'. In u•'• ......U Mill • • ltlfflllf • 111U11· ;ulu u 
·~ "' tide --- ........ ,. -~- ,... ... ....,._ .... 

a. I'll llftatl• lllaaha ...,.. • fiUttl lr lfftJ olfltw 
ert.aUillJ •'Ill ltd'" IIIRia U. 197lt llllll tCjl II t 01 NdiRl 
oauld u, .. ..,...,_. •.., 17, am. n. .,,, .. , tnq ti'J 
dtleer Mill. ltd ldl Alii .. ill tiM!- ........ lflr. UP 111 
.. ,.., ..Sl lldp 1. 197,1, ... ,, .. a -...c. .. ........ will 

. 

• •••l•rld oW.- •11,._ au • erlt•n• llN .._. ..... .................................................... 
. 

Folder 3ili1181J 
T"'~"~ T "'f'f • 1 v l '-t .... -·,j 

1 O·:.l';·l<,tiGnS Log 
. I;1vestigations Log 

,_. ------------------
-~------~-~-------

filed by: -----------

ill II d fo ~1 
c ...... , 

.,,,_... ....... 1. CoUtU' 

.... ., ...... trll .... 

........ .,.,e. c. IIJU C I 

I 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

• 1 • 

eet DfA&rf.R ll•••• ._ Ycll'k. lw Yuk 
Attnll:iHI ~ DIIJtmt DINillt:ol'• b~Ntttptha• 

LIJttu lllldu utn•rl.....,.t for your 1-..ttoa ud 
wbtdn ta At7 sn 321. 

fC: WF • John "M'Pll 

With copy of incomJ.ng c:orreaponclence. 

c:c:: WF • CongressioMl Inquiries and Reaponaes • FY • 1972. 
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, ___ .,._._,..__,_ .... 
.. . " 

I 
fiAROi.:O R. COLLIER ' .. ) 

A.OMII'il.!>T'ftATIY'It ~5!'$-'tr\tr 

MARtE HERSHE'\' 

tOTH OIS't'RICT, IUJNOIS 

• 

Honorable Raymond F. Farrell 
Conunissioner 
u. s. Inunigration and Naturalization Service 
119 D Street, N. E. 
washington, D. c. 

Dear Ray: 

I have received several letters from constituents 
inquiring into the deportion case of John Lennon. 

At your convenience, will you provide me with an 
up-to-date report in this situation? It appears 
that many people' feel that the government has 
dragged its feet: in deporting him, probably be
cause of his following in this country. However, 
I thought the charges against him were fairly 
well proven. 

Thanks for your cooperation. 

''12_""· 
Harold R. Collier 

HRC/cdt 
_____ ,_., ..... 1U"'t . 

• . ' 

.,.. ... ~.-. 
f ,IUN 5 

~'· ~··-·····. 
't~ ''.! .. ' 

1972 .. , 



D/ile 

;JUH 9 1972 

rrntllu• ...,. Ml ..._. • to UIP ll!lld to ,._ •u•t 
l.ltiWr oat IIUJIC Nr. &Ill lfls. 1 1 'II '1111111 h U.lwa a 
.u ....... ,... ··- Ill tJlU S.d ... 

Nr. allll Ha. I at•Ja - lMt ~lid to U. VIIi ... 
s~ • t., v u, 1971, • tn ,.._, Vldtlan. •• lllldln•n•• 
papun ad to man t ... autad.JiiiMI'IJiil ill ...- pn 111 Jl~g~ 
U ....... ld.D 118. 1 I .... tlaiJ.cl br • J:IIUioJU Will:ifc• 
Sllll t11e Wltd to ......... t.. ""' IIIUIII11 Willbtn Qe P'dad 
.............. fft llldl' ...,, 11, IIUI:I• PI II Uti ... ._ t.tl• 
bd4lcl ...... ~ U tMt III'UII•• 

'l'tla .... ~~~~-·- ...... lltl.fen • lfll&&l ,.....,. .uu.r 
...... t .... -- 17, lfJl,- ................ ....... 
btlole d&at .US.U,l, .l llllda wl.ll lie U I dt J::acl ia t1l.k 
..... al7 aft8 au • •"••u 1au Ilea nt•ldlu .. , ad 
~ ..,..._ R8llfd m diety apt to • .-uu. 

/:'/ ,Tc:~,, 'I'~eena 

bY ........ b..·--···--
.._, .. c.... 

\aiiUUie Clll llldORI 
Opilntial 

5t Work Folder 
JFG Log 
Operations Log 

D Investigations Log 
0 nrrrrrttttttttttt~ 

------------------
! Filed by: -----------
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ec1 Dt1trtet Dt~, llew Yolk, In 'fod& 
Atteatlual .._..t&n.t DUtriet D1Retol't lmNIIItigatto. 

t.attu uadu lt'knowlledpeat ~.a attacbe4 for: ywr illfonsatioa 
aad iacluat.on 1n •n 597 321. 

llCtWC'll:dlw 

cc: WF • John Lennon 

With copy of incomil:~g correspondence, 
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I 

I 
(~)(6) 

I 
I 

I 

I 

I 
I 

I 

Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

JUN I' 

, ........... a. ...... - "' ....... ,... .... 
telqUSI 11 llraS.at HI'. W MR. h1711 .. 1111111 it t.wol'tiU 
...... w&tlllta tbrl ~ .f4 ""' ..... 

Ur. ad ln. 11111 n ,... l4llt ~ co *'- VIIW 
staUf 06 Allaalt lJ, 1971,. M t 1 i IWf'l)' 'fbiwn, for - I Ifill 
fU.I'li"U .... '* .... , ' & :ftlll~·· .......... -.t ,... .......... 
ia u ,.._ ..... Mn.tJ mr•'•tlllWtlr•t••..,....,....• 
St.aol .., &ihid 10 1rJ 1ft f.- "" U 1*0 'Jdtllb Uae Jllll'iH 
arllhd.-,lor .W.. .._,, IQUtRloa piiUsM•• .... ,_. .. 

~ ····- ..... - Dnt ... , .... 
1M hptrtltWrl llllllldaa lldll• a lfllial h.,,..,. otft.eu 

.... lwll4•*717,1m .... ....., ........ _~ 
lrelon i:JaM ~. t dltl.._ wtU 1le Kt t1 til Ia tW.- . 
..... -'7 .,_ 411 ............... 11 ••• , ..... ... 
td.D oiiiiiiiPkA ......- ,_ tladr dPt 00 ._ ,. • ., .. . 



• a. 
•• I!Utliet ............ .,...., .. 1IHk 

~toru .11••• lt.t.RI'kt • ..._., lau81ttipt,.u 

t.J.taa• ..._.. IIUr ahC,11a 1• att...., fer,_,. lafo..-Uoa 
... U.l.- ,. Al7 ,,., Jll. 

DecWCitdlw 

cc: WF • John Le1100n 

With e<>py of inc:oMlng conuponda~~ee, 

529 
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I 

JUN 51972 

I 
treadlslt 11ta11 blat~ Mlttd • to All nul to ,o11r "'""' 

1etur :u.atllh& »r. 111111i Mn. h••• btnrsn• f.t f.wrtlftl * 
lllflt.bn' vttl\ia the jv.ri.illdteu. of till.• s.me.. 

etr. a11d etre. ~ Wlft lut Mfllf.tW to tt. u.tted 
Stat.M 011 lltlptt 13, 19710 U WlpOUJ'1 vl&iWII .. f« bullilllen 
P'RJ'ONI .. to dCtirld a ftttOd7 t.uilta ill OMl't. piOitfdin&l 
la C!GIIIIItf.oa vtth Kno llllltl>D11 cfd.ld"' a~ -~~'Up. 
St.lin they ft£1114 to clltpart f'IIOII tld.a ..-..,. vf.tlda the ptrlod 
lrOtbori-' fH tbdr l,tay, .rt.tltfolt pUiiiUIIp ....,. f.uti• 
tubld aa-tuc tbla oa U.c su 1101, 

Till d 11 ort.tlora bMri.ea Won a ,_tal bqld.l.'1 offtcu 
... COillllarclild oa May 17, 1972, IIMl U.tr ..,.. an ..,. ,...U.ae 
before that official. A decUlo1l will be ra lu4Ml Ia *'' 
eMU ollly after all l;be ..,.._ hM ,._. -• dr ll!ld, ad 
with CC~~~pleu ngari l!ot> dtar richt. to M ptoiM•· 

Sf.~~a~nly, 

0·<~.4 f-"/~ 
/1 J... r. Gftetlll 

Auoeiate Collldallooer 
ap.nt~ 

Operat'.ot:s Log 
0 Investigations Log 

[] ------------------
---------------·~ 

File-d bYI -------"" 
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cc I DUt.rict lllnetot' t New Yftt., New York 
AttenUoal .._btnat Df.ltrict Diracte't, Inwett.satiol'lll 

lAtter UftliAtl' 114k11olr1eGpeat 11 attac~ for you infortaation 
ll8d tnelu.t.on in AL7 597 321, 

DC:WCI!tdlv 

cc: ~ WF • John I&nnon 

With copy of incoming correspondence. 
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Llflile 
.fr' Work Folder 

JI<'G Log 

JJ.iN 51972 

,.,.., ..... - lau ...... tiO ... , ...... ,.. ...... t 
l•U. ............ Ill. alti l'flof. II RPM hi Mllfl ll IIM)l'IIU 11 
.,. 'lltthia • JlldtdHtjoa of *' s.m... 

'*• .s ~w. s.....-..,. :t.ut. ..e.ttw"' • ww 
Stf;la Oil ....... 13, lSI'Ilt .. CIMpCNq' ........ , fo~ ~ 
I*IPIIIP allll ta .... • •-*<Nil.....,. a ......e pnu•M• 
Us ........... wf.dl ... , 1 I Ua'• Gf.l. tlf I ,.,.... ................ . 
Stan - ldW to .,.,, f~t~~ tlaU 1UUf1 'lfl*'t clrll ,..se.t 
I.Cbd .. ,... Clae1¥ lhJt dwplirt&IM PIWIIIMIP _.. tJidl• 
~ ..... u. .. that ...... . 

'11ae ~-~ .,.,. ......... , ~., olfiou 
..... , ....... MJyl7, lfli,- tW•- .......... . 
btftn dlac .t!fldll. A :J:: Will be •• 'tiM Ia "-h 
c .... ...,., dlft aU f:lle ----- 1lu "'- .... ,,..., .... _, 
wttk ....... ,...wt tor tlildl' ~ .... p ..... . 

,, ..... ly. 
I'-., "" '\, ·~ ,., 

·. ' . ~, . .. 
.. ,, '':'/~ 

,..... r. ow,, 
MIIIIW• C 1NSIIIIIH 
~ 

-.·~ 

Operations Log 
[] ~~~estigations Log 

[] ---======--------Filed by: _ ---------
-------·---
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ee: l>f.atr1et Dtnetor0 JliiV York, law Y'odt 
Attatt.oa: Aul1tltllt Matrtet Dtnctot", lmutiJ&Uont 

Lettar aclar acla101f1edpeat 11 attacbaG fO'f your tatorMUOII 
8Nl 1Jie1wrioll ta A:t7 S97 321. 

DC:WCihdlw 

SS: \IF " John Lennon 

With copy of ineoa1ing conespondence, 

537 
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• 2 • 

oet DUU'kt: l.'lhwiOI't ..... fo.'tk. lw ton 
•tteatiMt .. ttlltaat DiHftet MHOtCIT0 llWatt:I.J&tlOM 

r..ttel' ......, .teka~Nledpnt il att~ fen: your illfcmutiDa 
aad t.lWif.oo la 1\17 597 321. 

DC; Wctllctlw 

c:c:: WF • M 149PQp 

With copy of iaeo.ing lette~. 

cc: CO 893,2-C 
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! 

(b )(6) 
! 

! I 

SIGNED AND MAILED 

.JlH~ I 1912. 

I 
a..ferellle8 b _.. t11) )IOU&' letter of Mq 24, U7l, vlth 

eacLo~~~a, ~ Hr. 4JIId Mn. Jolm ~. 

Mr. ~ u illlllgtbla for a vtaa arid edldu.ioll tato the 
umt..t Stela• 'lito••• oi a c~Ucm of pa••••atas lllllrijwua. 
An alta eoll'VUted of tueh Ill off..._ 111111 *'t be ...,u.d foy 
pe1:1118.111eftt. RtU.UO.. ~'-*• btl •11 u:y be atboriud 
under a tptel.al p1'0Vili011 of 1d' fol' a tellpOI'UY Yilt&:. 

Hr. l.enaOft'a ,..,.. \'laSt to tt.. Uld.lled llaMa,.. ~1..0 
Wilda.- tlWI ~J*!lal P"'Ut.ea o£ l.&w tor bullMN I*'POfiN Md to 
f.t.tcmd a «111tted1 bu~Uc ta CO\flt ~ t.a Ol'liii""Uoa w1&h 
Mt1 • .~..en~~~m•a ell.ll<t by a~~· flit •11,.. ~ 
teed for tb4IM JAIIP"M• llfCI" the ~~~tn1n11 ttlt.loa of tile ~t 
of :;t;ate.. !lel"'liee .....- alilow diet Ml'. aDil Mn. l 11 ¥HI 1l!llft l.ut 
&tWttecl lato &hilt C:OUIIU'Y 011 Au&Ut u. 1971. 

Sil:lea they dU •t deput. ftoll &be Unitft. Stl.ln wttlUa tM 
tilllli Mttbort..O, ~ !)~ .,. .uwtttute\'1 qlllut 
tta. 011 that ,......... ~.-•• quent ao ta. ~a~u.-~.oc ot 11&111 pto
cetdlnst, the~ of l.4.laDI' t...s a l.abol- cerU!tatloa on 
Ml:. Leamon'• behalf atllit he •• 410410tad a l:ld.rd p........._ atatu 
by this s.rvtca. 

'l'tla depill'tatioa kuri~~G t.fca a 1,.Ul i,.S.fY off£ee.- ori&iMUy 

0~ 
[]~Work Folder 

ICI....Wled fcf Mllnb l6,, 1972. aali ac\JOUftlld Oft ...... 1 ..... #.Cimt, VU 
coacludld oa Kay 11. 1'172. '£bf tpMial lllqldry oUU. ... 1\•4 
!WI <ltclllioo tn tiN attc ad 8fNt Ml:. IAftnOD'I ~ WttU 
July 10 1972, to Ult n ~. 'lhe &lciatoa wUl be UIJiuwd in 
W.i.r caMtJ Olll}' aft« all the evt.S.DCte ha1 bMA ~-. a111d 
witll CO!Ip1eta Tegard few Ulelr dgbt to dua proea•• 

0 JFG Log 
[] Operations Log 
0 Investigations Log 
[] -----------·---------
[] 
Filed by: -----------
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Tae ltl'llllotul'e to yot~r letter t• NtUhiiM b.eftV.U:h. 

Sine.nly, 

llll,.o d F. Fanell 
r;o.m.t utotar 

llmlorable Nania L. E.tlch 
&ouu of hp.,...._tlYN 
,_lht~~&b'Hlt D.C. 20515 

eet Dtatnot nt .... tor. 111ew ron. 11ft Yon 
Atteattruu •11Jc.at nt.cri.ct Mftletor, ~ttp.tioaa 

Cop,Y of attft' U1llder lilll:lclllotrl....... for your ~Uon 
and ifteluaf.Am b At"/ 597 321. 

DC:WQhdlw 

cs; WF - John Lennon 

With copy of inc01lling correspondence, 

cc: WF • Congressional Inquiries and Responses - FY • 1972. 
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. ~ ,: c~\~tv s~c. 
~~!i~t1tn~t\f'tate~ 

~,~otir~~•entalibe• 
\~Tt Qt~~Gi~ 

' 
1\'fl M 24 .·. ay 

Congres.sional Liaison 
Immigraion & Naturalization 

Service 
Washington, D. c. 

Sir: 

The attached communication 

is sent for your consideration. 

Please investigate the statements 

contained therein and forward me 

the necesE•ary information for re-

ply, retuining the enclosed corre-

spondence with your answer. 

·; 
Ma i L. Esch 

M. C. 

Michigan/2nd District 

MLE;sg 

545 
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j File 

I I 

S'l GNE'D .~ }ID 1I A n..EJ> 

Jl!N 1 \5112. 

Wn••• u _. co your t.c;tu ot Hay u. 1972, With 
ltMlcNiuft, .............. KJ·o ucl tcr.. JA111 I I lao 

co 701.10114 

*'• lt111111011 1it l.MUa£"1• fOI' a 'liM ud .Wutoa llltO die 
111lillld s~ -.. .. ot' a COIWicU011 of po~ .. ntac Mltj ..... 
AD eU.e Clllll'fklecl of ....U • eff .... -r •t be adidtW for 
p~una•t ti!ltS.*•••· ...._.1 ... , hi• alry _, " aadlon._. 
uact.r a .,.,._1 pi'O'filla ttf Ia for a '*POIUY Y~Nt. 

Mr. l .. IH ll11 p~ 'filit 10 the u.uetl St.&tell .. Mltlwriled 
1Uiider: allU ~~PMial ,..... ...... ef law for h•h I rt PIJIJICIUI lad C;o 
attad a cut.ocly twaUre: to ...-t ptllllltldttJIP ta u n•ntieO 1d.tll 
Mft. l••ta*t ehU.t 1ll:v 41. p..mou. llllftt.tp. lib ...,. .. aatllor• 
,_. fot' tJIMe PIIIJI ttl .. lbe I'll I I I dati• flf C. Jep&tl et 
of Sta&t • .....,_ ............. tltat -·ad Hn. Ll 1111 wn t.lt 
lildlttttM bto tbU --:1'1 Oil Atlpet u, 1971. 

~ ~ dl4 - ~ ffOil eN ...... ~ vtw.a tilt 
tiM~-• .,......._pta utldllfl 1llllft '-d._... •••t 
ta.. em *t jta r d. hlrtr' at r.e .._ U.U.._ at IMifa ,._ .. 
au•••• lbe t•••••' mt of Labor h1u111 • taiOI' certlflaUoa e 
HI'. I 1 11 W.U - 1ae .. liM Mad a tllill'd pnfe11 I Ct ftabll 
by thia s.ma. 

the dtporttUoa '*rille llafD~e a .,.Ul 1.,..uy offieu odplly 
ld'tdlalecl ,.., ........ 16, 1971, .... --- ......... 1 ............. 
CG~~Cl.-a ea May 11. 197'1. n. tpnS.l tlprti'J offiMr ftllCdtd 
bU -.tlioa la die .Utar _. s.nt Mr. I 1111111 ill»lllltY IIIIIUl 
JW.y 1, 197a, to fUe a brief. '1'1111 .,.Uloa vtU ba n:: hNCI la 
thllr ..... nly d'l:n' aU the ....._ bu itllta toa~UtN<!, &114 
wt.tll 1011plett1 rep" lot' tt.lr rt.Pt t10 4ul ,.,. • .,. 

[:1J Work Folde!' 
[] JFG Log 
[] Operations Log 
[] Investigations ;Log 

[] -----------------
[] ------------------
Filed by: ----------- \ 
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'1111 d111 .... :,.... 1 ..... Ia lltJIFIId .. llltll!. 

lmrMe.Jaa,_ 
... .C IIJ£1 J ltll .. ..,..,., at••• a.c. ao.u; 

.. liT II 

cc: Diatriet: lltneto\' • 1rw YOI'k. 1rw Yoft 
Attat:t.oa: Autataat Mrtriet: lltnctor. llnutf.ptioaa 

Copy of leu. uaclrr •• 111'11'1 at fw ,._ btfOIMtt.oa 
... illel•&M f.a ll7 597 321. 

DC:WCihdlw 

With copy of iiiCOIIIiDS corrupoudenc:a. 
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The attached communication 

is sent for your consideration. 

Please investigate the statements 

contained therein and forward me 

the necessary information for re

ply, returning the enclosed corre-

spondence with your answer. 
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[] Tile 

Dur lit11o11tor Jat:II.IOTII 

hf~ U _. t1:1 )ll:ll:lt.' leUer of t!ay 1.8, 1972, wttb 8f1Clotlm!, 
eoneeftiag Mr. Job!:~ l.efi!IOII. 

-· ~ 11 lMlialbht for a VU. M.1li MI!Umon late the 
llldt.ed St4'-' baoftlril of a ~U.Oil of ~ .ui.J~~~U~. An 
alta co&l'ri.chd of hilth u ~~a... M'/ oot be ....,,.- fn peJIIIIIlllltllt 
r•lHMe. floWftr, hit at:ry 111AY be atborillll4 \Uidlrr a ~pMUL 
pl'OVI.alon of law fot' • tellp(~fttY Y:l.alt .• 

ltr. ~··,.... .. at vi.l1lt. to tho Uftl.te<l su.t. .... -*riltd 
lllldar t:bu .,_ul p1'0ridoJt of 14IW for- bllat.Mu ~ allt1 to 
attud o. c:UBtody ~ tn eovrt p~cltat~ ln COtUlMtien with 
Mn. ~Mam'• cbtld by a p1i'flftOWJ lllll"liai•· Mu iMitrY wu .--r~.ud 
fot' ~ P\fti'PO... upOn. tiul NCOllt lii.ndaU.oa of the Dtparlmlltt of •ttah. 

SiDce Mr. ~ cltd nol; depllrt fNI tke UNted su.• 'l'lthia tho 
Uae aut:Mrtaed, depott&ttot\ p~ 111m1 f.IIIIU.bltH tplat hllll 
oa thil.t gl'OtDlel. SU~t tQ tblt t»tthtf.tm of pftllllftltll the 
llll;aa1~ of LAbor iUIM!d. ll labol' eertiftoatli:lft a hit behalf &lid he 
..,.. llltC01.'dad a third pNfcmce at:o.tu by thi1 ~. 

tbe dwportaUon ~ befo1l'll a .,_u.l tailpd.I'Y offke"l odtiDillly 
~led for MAJ:c.h 16, l9'7Jl, a adjoumld em aeftftl oa&ll<ml. WH 
c:oacludad on Hay 17. 1972:. 'Ill& apMUl t-.lli'Y offktr NllQ"'a(\ 
bf.a dectaiOa 1ft the caae ~~A~:! s•n MJ:. l.llrllwm 1e attor~~ey .-u July 1, 
1972. to fUe 1 brtef. 'l'be Mlllit.J.oa 'l'l11 be ..-red tn hLI UM 
Oftly ~ft4lor all the edcielllle hu beMI coalli4ued, and with CU~~~pleta 
regard lor hi41 dght to due P'tOf!UII. 

llt"Work Folder 
JFG Log 
Operations Log . 
Investigations Lofi' 

iled by: ----------~ 
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Bello!Mblo hDry •• JlldlliOII. 
urd.c.l StatN srat.e 
walb~atc.n. ~.c. 20515 

Rtc1ownt 

•. 2 • 

Sf.Deerely, 

ce: llistrf.et Director, New 'Cork, lew York 
Attatioa: Aaistaftt :D:I.atrf.ct Director, !Jmaattgatioua 

COpiet of letter under ;!leUovled.grlleAt and ita eaclo1111re are 
attached for your tnfomatioa and incluf.Oil in Al7 597 321, 

DC:WCJI:dlw 

cc: WF • John ~n 

IUth copy of incoming l'etter. 

cc: WF - Congressional Inquiries and Responses FY - 1972. 
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,.,-1·~='\C>: or THf. 
'.''I ... ''"'P .. ·:''.!<:;S\0:~.:·• •''. 

WASHINGTON, C.C, 10510 

May 18, 1972 

Commission of Imigration and Naturalization Service 
119 D. Street N. E. 
Washington, D. C. 20536 

Dear Sir: 

The enclosed is respectfUlly submitted to you 

for every proper consideration. 

Please provide me with a report in duplicate, 

and return the enclosure to me with your response. 

HMJ: cbm 
enc. 

j,'r"~ 
H'!J M. Ja 
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ROUTE SLIP t~Y 2 4 1972 
Date. 

To_ Mr. Greene 

0 Apptoval 0 Note & RetutO 

0 Comment 0 Note & File 

0 Necessary action 0 Slgnat\llte 

0 Pet telep~ooe 
conversation 0 Call m~~ Ext. 

Remarks 

.~ 
For response 

Room 754 
OSee me 
0 As tequested 
0 For yout informa• · 

don 

iDlVa) 

lAY 2 4191;t~ 
OOU:rl OOIUUSSIQ 

OPERATIONS -........... ... ... ._. 
l rom _ Commissioner's ,office 755 Room __ _ 
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SIGNED AND lii!\ESID 

MAY aO 1912 

a.tu .... , ..... ,... .. ldter of*' n. 1172. w&tll ... lOIIlfto 
con••.US H-r. JahD l•nn •· 

HI'. 11 au iadlalbl41 folr a.,_ ud .,..,..,_ &tato tile 
li!RiW ftatM bllo•• of 1 iiiMfkt,_ CJf 901 .. 1d11i1 Nlij-. 4n 
AlSea~ of ... aa Clffl'll _, •t bt .... , ... few JMI,..Pl?t 
rut .............. "" .. 1.7 ., • ~ .............. 1 
p~ of taw fOI' a tl 1 alftl')t ..utt. 

Mr. 1 • -.•. punt nau to tl:le UldW N~• .. adbon81d 
.... , dlQ .,..111 ...... SOt~ •f law fOil' 'wtaUI PQIIPIIII &111111 to au• a eueto«r '*"'• ~a OOIJft ,..,,,.,., ill • 'D 1111toa vltll 
Mn. It ••• eld.U '111 a phl'rioua • ...._.. tU.a _, wa autlleriald 
for tiliNe !NfPOIII upoa tile 111111 af1UU of tiM. Dllparl at of llhb. 

S&Mlt Hr. l II M did Jll'lt: tleput frw till UOitl&l Stlhl v.t.tbta the 
u.. ............. ~·- ,, ......... - , .......... ,hill 
OD t1aat ,...,... Sull• ,..,t to the liiiU•loa of P•••*•• dwt 
.O.,.rt 1 of ~..a-.. s ... d '' l6llor ~ oa hU W.U alld he 
........... ted • thtr4 , ............ 1111 tld.a s.rn... 

"' dtpoc' ......... bdon ........ 1 ... 1.7 offU. ortaWJly 
tc!u&tuled for lilllnla 16, 1m., .,.. lldjMc ad • ~ ..... ,.._, ,.. 
.... t .... • ..,. 11. 1m. • .,..u1 tlllpdtY o.tfs.u ••• •• 
hll dtcS..._ ta tM etN UfJl aa'ft Me. l•hNii'l attodlf IUitil July 1, 
197l, to fUA a ws.t. 'De ..... ,_ td.U ._ r1 f ln4 ta late aaa 
oaly ldtel' all tile mchnu .......... u., ... and -.til G!llllplet.e 
twa•I'CI fOI' hit l'l.allt to ... ,....... 

0 ine 
iSJIWork Folder 
0 JFG Log 
[] Operations Log 
0 Investigations Log 

0 -----------------
[] ------------------
Filed by: -----------
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,. -~ to ,.,... l4ttlft' t.a ~ ...... 

21-.rely, 

~ltle .. kott 
INW s-.. s..te 
W'ulsilflhll, D. C. 10515 

blCI!IUN 

cc: Diltrict D:l:rector, lllew York. lllew York 
Atteation: Aasist4nt District Director, Invatigat:l.ons 

Copies of letter UDder ac~ledper&t aud itl cmclonre are 
attached for your infol'll8t1on aad iac:luaioa ia Al7 597 321. 

OC:WCI~dlw 

cc: WF • John Lermon 

With copy of incoming correspondence. 

cc: WF • Congressional Inquiries and Responses FY • 1972 
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Fo~m G·25 
(Rev~'6·1'6~ 

. 
RO(iyt StiP .lY 2 .S 197? 

Date ______ _ 

To Mr. Greene 

0 Approval Note & Return 

0 Comment CJNote & File 
0 Ne!CeSSI!U'Y action CJ Signature 

0 Per telep~one 
conversation 

Remarks 

CJ Call me Ext. 

For response 

Room 754 
See mro 

0 As requested 

0 ~or your in forma .. 
tlOD 

Copy sent to CMU f'or control 

From Collllllissioner· iJ 755 
IMMIGRATION AND NATUAAIMlZATIOH SERVICE 

GPO 922•615 
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HUGH SCOTT 
PENNSYWANIA "r:cuvED 

: ,:t & NATZ. SVC. 

, I 

rn • ,· I, 

n:·· ' I 

Y· 'I ' i 

11~nif'zf>iffty$ena!e 
WASHIN(OTON, o.c. D A') 

CFFICE OF THE ~...:-
MaH~MI)tiONER ~ 

Respectfully referred for such 

consideration as the.attached 

communication may warrant, and 

for a report in duplicate to 

accompany return of enclosure. 

By direction of 

~~.~~·~:----· 

-~~ RiCEIVID 4 United States Senator 

i ,qy 2j 19/Z ' 

A:SsocwE courssrom 
OPERATIONS 1 
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D )''ile 

MAY :~~. 1972 CO 7tn.9JO 

•air 1 51 •• u ..._ co ,_, ••n• 1111111 r,. wttll -~~••• ........,.. nr.,. hn•••· 
*· 11 r• u U.l..,.t.l• ,_ • .... _. rlrtnl•....., U. 

fattllll •atn lrtll I ef & _,.._ ef 'IIIHIIl& -JIIt:lo Aft 
.U. I fictlf of .... dft IU- M .. II ll:llf fw flU I 'l 
.............. "'...,..., .. I Pldllf ...... .,.Ul 
piOdlltl tl 1flr for I Ill I II IIJ .stlt. 

lfr• I •e puualr 'fUU 1o t1r11 'llattrt ....... ........... 
...... .... ....... ,.. ...... .,- ......... ' ......... co 
....., • .... ., tudtll '- ...- ,.,, 'lher &a r •*~• •• 
Mw. t wna•ttkil • ., & pNil&l•. I II~ at_, .. ilalflllll•t 
fotr ..... pa,aatt tJIIIOil U. Ul I lmJIIN ef .... 111111 I 11 of ..... 

'"* ....... , =· .. - ...... ,_ ............ "'""" -........................... ,.. ...... - .......... ..,c ....... • *' •••nd. It•••• v m • • •••••••••• ot p111arlln11 a. 
lllltan rat .t ..-.. tn111d • ....... ..Uftu:U11a • 1111 fiUalf _. a. 
.. IIIII ... & ..,_ , ... Ulllll 811 Ul ., .W. IFUiteo 

'DIJ f:lllldda. ........... 1 ill 11111 ta pSJ'I efti111 ~17 
Jilt flllflll,. .... li.lt'll, Mdii4Je•nrf•atllll UJUIIB11 1 ._ 

... 1.,.. •.., n. 1m. 'Ill ••••t tu..., .au .. •••""' 

..._ •uhta la ct. - ..... *• Ill I •t dtli!IWI 1111tAJ. JllY 11 

1971. eo fUe a W. a. futl ... t&U .._ unluat ta!IU _. 
aly dW aU. U. llfl! 1 11M .._ alltl II tad. lllf "* ...,1* 
...... fft "" ~ .... ,. .. , ... 

lit'Work Folder 
JFG Log 

D Operations Lo, 
D Investigatio:·is Los 

D ------------------
0 ------------------
Filed by: ----------· 
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liollloa~llle !ldllla" iloolte 
Vattlii>Cl statu Senate 
\oldbiogtou, D. c. 20510 

- :il. • 

Ia,_. F. ~'•nell 
Ctlaldttil.llel:' 

cc< D1atrtet Director, New York, New York 
Attention: Aasiat4nt Jl>istrict Dire:cc:OT, 'Unrestigattona 

Copy of letter under &4:kaowledgooat fnr your infotlll&t:l.on 
and inclusion in Al7 5'17 321. 

DC;WCN:dlw 

CCI WF • John Lennon 

With copy of incoming correspondence. 

cc: WF Congressional Inquiries and Responses FY • 1972 
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~~:Folder 
D JFG Leg 
D OperatiOci,'i :c~ 

MAY ;; J 1972. 

i'ruideftt lftllll)ll 11611 ~ -. kl rus Dlllid t10 10'111' leuer 
of Hey 3. urn, ............ --· Jo1m ltdBtft. 

ltt-. l lUll$ lt i:IIIU.&ibk fct' e ..._ ad .,ettaa 1attt die 
t!ntted StaM *n• ell a ~ olpotrtlltlf ...-&jt:llla. 
lie aUtft -toW ol _. &It otlaUII _, 111!1\ lit 1141dtlollll !C'l' 
~ n•&•••· Jlw••t"tl.,. U. eatf1 _,be Mllorbed 
Ul~Kler a .,..Ul p~tilft of 1av tor • ~ry .tdt. 

-· lJIP' 'D'• prn•t .UU to 1M Whd !ltltM .. •'00rilllld 
~ tid~ ....... l ~ ol latr fiW lallbNI Jlllill'" Ill aM to 
atbUIId a «llltiiJIIr --.. ta ~ pnrtull:lp h ....U. WUll 
Mn. 141111lN!'t ebU4 by a ~ ~. lUI -..y '1111!1$ 4liUtlle1'• 
Lud IOJ: tf-. ptlllP" I ; f .. tM hill I dJIII'.:la of .. ~ 
of SC.te. ~· IWilltcdit ... thai: ~if• Dil Mft. ICIIRI'II Wh 14tt. 
acWt.o t~~t<~ thu Oilllltlh1 oa ~ u. u11. 

!it~~ee t1t1t1 die • ·•'* t111111 • a.cw sea-. 'ftt.IWI tll4 
tiM ~. ---- )lftiNIIiHtllf Wit iaUtatell llidllilt 
.. - til& po..S. _,., '!lUll to .......... •t .... pro-
~. • ~ ot 1Atolr Sa111 1 d a lallw t!IIN'CUtcaei40 " 
Mro l.-11 behatf aad Mt ._ Utotbd a 11\Ud l)hhftaet .UC. 
by thi• ~. 

D Investigatiolls L0g 

D ------------------
0 ------------------
Filed by: -----------
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.. 2 • 

2liiiU ..... Jlllllltlf Jll!; ....... , ........... 1 tl u ., 
oen ... • t1 W• .a.u ba url:alad ta Uittl' _, .,,.,_ 
all ...... ltaa blu JJIII .. M ... 'fU:IlCOIIIfMte R&PN 
!ow llllllf.l' lilkt llo .. PIIU IH• 

ec:: Dlatrict Dl.,.tA.n:" lflliV Yol'k, ..., York 
AtteRtloa: Auietaat DUtd.ct Dinet.or, X...Uptiou 

Letter llllder ackaiWied& 11t attHHd for illcluatoa 1• Al7 597 321. 

DC:WCII:dlw 

With copy of lett.e1r uader aeknowledpent. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

44 

20 WEST BROADWAY 

NEW YORK, N. Y. f 0007 
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+/)_ c t H' I.LJr"' '1f LA<. 

1At0 
(b)(7)(c) ~ 

• • 
, , In the latest de§ 
, bearing for ~ohn IAIIIIOII ' 

his wife, Yok4 01:1« Mr. 
non':; lawYer warned that th~' 
Unittld States, in allegedly 

• rushing Its effort to get him 
' out of thai country, might be 

repeating ''thai error of the 
Charlie Chaplin ease" by per
se~uti~ a.. ftn!ous artist of 
ahen birth. The Government, 
he argued, is proceeding with 
undue haste against the Len· 
nons l~use of the!t antiwar 
statements. The proceedings 

, were postponed until May 2, 
t? give the Lennons more 
t1me t•) file applications for 
thutatus ot · 
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April 7, 1972 

Mr. Leon Wildes 
Attorney at Law 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 10022 

Dear Leon: 

The Commissioner has asked me to respond 
to your letter of March 30, 1972. Although, 
as you know, I would normally be delighted to 
discuss any problem with you, I don't sea any 
point to such a meeting at the present time. The 
cases of Mr. and Mrs. Lennon are pending before a 
special inquiry officer. It goes without saying 
that any evidence bearing on their cases would 
have to be presented to the special inquiry officer 
and that his deci$ion would be based on the evidence 
in the record. Neither I nor any other Service 
officer can influence the special inquiry officer's 
consideration and decioion, I have no doubt that 
in this case, as in other cases, the Service will 
continue to adhere to its high standards of fair
ness and impartiality, 

CG: j p 1 

Warmest personal regards. 

Sincerely, 

Charles Gordon 
General Counsel 

Associate Commissioner, Operations with attachment 

District Director, New York, N. Y. 
With attachment for the A-file. 

,, 

··~ 
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r:':AHof~F: AOOR.ESR 
"Lr.:oswu~r.>P.S," N, v. 

LEON .W~LOES 

March 30, 1972 

The Honorable Raymond Farrell, Commissioner 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
Central Office 
119 D Street North East 
Washington, D.C. 20536 

Re: 

Dear Sir: 

Mr. 
Al7 

I 
and Mrs. John and Yoko Lennon 
597 321 

I 

As you know, I represent Mr. and Mrs. John Len
non in connection with their desire to regularize their 
immigration status so that they may continue their ef
forts to secure the custody of Mrs. Lennon's child, 
Kyoko, a citizen of the United States. our efforts to 
date have met with unusual and unexplained opposition 
on the part of the Immigration Service. 

I have received information through an official 
source that my clients are alleged to be national se
curity risks and that such allegations are cited to 
j1.1stify the departure in this case from the usual fair 
and impartial application of the immigration laws of 
the United States Immigration and Naturalization Ser
vice. 

I respectfully request a personal meeting with 
your office to affc>rd my clients an opportuni 1~y to be 

-~"' ..,...,., 
·:· .. ;,"$ . 



. '' 

.. . .. 

·rr-------\· ,. ' 

- 2 -

confronted with these serious, but apparently mis
taken allegations, to submit explanatory information 
and, in short, to set the record straight. Since 
the institution of the presen': deportation proceed
ings are an apparent result of the allegations refer
red to, I submit that their pendency cannot constitute 
an appropriate basis for declining to arrange such a 
meeting. 

I would appreciate your earliest. reply so 
that a mutually convenient date could be arranged. 

LW/ns 

I 
I 

d;71/j{j 
LEON WILDES • 
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MAV a 1.1 197~ . 

w., .... u .. t:o,.... "'• af ~~~a;y '· 1m. 1Pltk .. lolue. 
CIU~ *• J8a l'MPR. 

Jtr. I taman Ia Ulalitf.ltl• for a vltll..., 14M••• '* ..._ 
tlllr.ttad SlaW '111 IIIII of a ,...._U. of .. lllltUc .ariJ-· Aa 
alMa ......... of ..a • •-''- •1 1111 IIIII _..ntd fM ....-•• 
Dlid flo ... l*lt hf.a HhJ .. ,. lit dtAtd•• ..... I .,.Ul ,...,.mm .r s.- m • tlillptn'IY 'ltatt. 

Klr. 11 w'• ,. .... c nut to.- ww ..._ .. •aonllld 
........ w.. ·apedal .......... of 1tw- •. , ... ··~0 ... &lid to 
.......... cwtodY ........... -- , ................. ,.with ............. "'* lq • ~ ...n.ap. .... ... ., .. ut.lloriMd 
1ft thee PIIIJ!Il'HI .. "'- rll , data. of dre "' II' I of st.a._. 

Stac.e ~. ~~ , r dU _.t ••ft fna cJie IIUW ll&IM ltitlu.a ca. 
tillt ~. ~~ ,_ ....... wn I..UWC .. lpt,ut hle 
Oft tlld , .......... _. .. ,. llt to .... &Mtl'-'** of Plllll u ... the 
lltapt.n 111t fll JAt.r hn•• •~ a.-.. tut.Uteatfoa • lU btllalf and he 
,... •••ardltl • &hll'!ll ,_ .. ,,.,, .-r.w b)' diU lla'RH. 

n.. ........... ........ Won • .,. ... 1 ,..,..., .,, ... Griiilllllly 
.... led - .... u •• ltn:, ad ~ 011 llfllNiRl ........ , .. 
CM~tludlecloa Ml1 n. 1972. tile ~1 -....fY otfitft nuued 
ki• ~ h ....... gel 11ft ..... Le lt'l ., .... 1 .Ul July 1, 
lltn. to f£14 a brW. '.ftle liii'J,Uoa wlU '- Ill II lUI ill !ala oae 
.W7 dtu aU tM ......... hM 1*110 ..... ._.., _. wtdt 0111plete 
l'fllllrd fft ld.l rl&ilt to - , ....... 

om• 
[§"Work Foldel' 
0 JFG Log 
0 Operations La~ 

Investig&tions Log 

[] -----------------
[] ------------------
Filed by: ____ _ ___ _ 
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It 1111aW.. '11m ,. M. .... .... ., ........ , ..... wuw....,.. II. C. 20~15 

-~ 

• 1. 

c:e: ~ Df.net.ft, ..., 'l.ll:ld., ... 'lo.dt 
~: •'•Situt llf.striet Dtnet.GI', la\llltiaiU._ 

eo, of letter ...S. •:ha~~wlr .. 1 nt for ,._. W...U. 
.... trel.tea iA 417 .5t'7 321. 

DC:IICJh41w 

c:e I WF • Jaha I-tl H!.. 

cc: WF - CongUNloul Islcp:drles and R.etlpoMea FY - 1972 
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CO 837-C 

MAY 2 51972 

Weret~ee b made to your letter of;May 13, ·t972, vitb eudoiiUrea, 
concerning Mr. aad Mra. Jc<l:m LaMOtt. 

MJ', Limi:IOn h U.U.sU•le for a vita aDd ..,,,ton iato the 
llld.ted Stat.ea beoauM of '' coll'liotioa of pO .. IIIiJ18 111t.rij.,.,, 
An alien ~ nf aue1J, an offean •Y no«: be admtthd for 
ptR'IIIIllient ne£cleace. Wlmtrthal .... hit ffti:JY fiiAY be autbortllfld 
under a 1pecta.l proYlrion of law for a temporary vl1tt. 

Mr. Lenaon1 11 pnant 1'11U to the Uaitad Statlll wt aut.boriaed 
undar tbia apeeSal ~t1on of lAM foT buiau pUrpo!MI and t.o 
attalld e c:ustocty l18Adng i.n GOUI't. proc::ae4t'tlgl la oOIDIICtioo with 
Mr:c, l..emlou' a chtld by a p,nvf.out IIIIU:riap. !Ua eatry VU ll1ltho'f• 
ll'ld for tbue PUI'POMI l.qlon the l'C!l4l nMIUot:~ of -- Dejla:rtt~Pt 
of StaU:, Santee l'IIIIOI"d11 allow that IU'. nd MR. Letmorl wan laat 
admitted lato thia eOWltlry on Augult 13, 1971. 

Siac:e they did not cfel:l1lrt. from tha United Statal within th.e 
tiM autbodud, clepol-tatf.on p~eedf.naa ....,. ilattt.u.d qatntt 
tholl on thclt §rwad. St.lblillltqU01It to the 1.-tttuW.Ml of ltU4h pJIO• 
eeediDg~J, the l>ep.art.flt c•f LabO'r 1uued a latooT eerttfication OR 

Mr. I..ecluorl11 llebdf &Dd ~:w~, w.e ~ • third paffiMI'ICe 11tatus 
by this iiflli'Vteltl • 

. r/Fil& 
'f.1J Work Folder 
0 JFG Log 
0 Operations Lo~ . 
[] Investigations Log 
[] --------.-
0 ----------· 

' Filed by: - . 
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t'brd.r .... 4ft pftt~M:tlly peAI!Itug befon a .,..f.al ioquii'Y 
office. A •1111• tllll bt readend itt tbei.r .,.. only af~.r 
all the md$Rae llu !JIMIQ coaatdeft4 and with CG~~plete ngard 
for ~:heir ri~rht tt> due Pl\lllt&u. 

tour ~ ecmotrniag the other :ut~ •w -.<1 with 
1ntei'Mt and tn1 ~tatd. 

·· Sl...._.lft 

r<·"", ..... ~ · 
'"-·.:~ 1~~·,)'~ 
t/ Jai~M r. c.,... ·-~ , .... 

Aa:~ocf.ate COIIlt'lfhu:f!"';.; ...... v~· 
~tiou ·· 

ec:: District Director, Nev York, New York 
Attention: Auicltant Diatriet Director, ltm!stigations 

Letter under acknowle4gment attached for inclusion in Al7 597 321. 

DC:WCNtdlv 

With copy of letter u1:1der acknowledgment. 
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, ... G-25 
(Rn. 6·16-66) ROt!TE SLIP 

Dat· 

To Investigatious 

0 Approval 0 N"te & Returo 

0 Comment 0 N"te & File 
D Necessary action 0 Si 15nature 

0 Per telephone 
conversation 

Remarks 

0 C•ll me Ext. 

5-17-72 

Room 

OSee me 
O As requested 
D ~or your informa· 

tlon 

The Commissioner's office requested 
that a reply be prepared to this 
letter concerning the LENNONS. 
The wirter is a chronic caller, if 
her letters are NOT answered. It is 
best for the Service and the writer 
(from a financial stand~~hat 
her letter is answerej}';1.-. i; 1 · · 

/"<:>' ', .\ ' 

\ 
' 
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UJrtutty Q1qurt4 
J 11 t4t 0! ity nf inlltnn 

iilqt Ibn. iil4ubnrt Jurkrr Jmts, jJ!J.l!l., ittttnr 

EASTER DAY April ~. I !!72 

Morning Prayer- Nine o'clock 
PRELUDES: Sonata- piano et forte Giovanni Gabrieli 

(Brass Ensemble and Organ) 

Chorale Prelude - "Christ Is Arisen" ]. S. Bach 
(Organ solo) 

Chorale Fantasy on "Christ the Lord Has Risen" Flor Peeters 
(Brass Ensemble, Timpani and Organ) 

PROCESSIONAL HYMN 94 

THE OPENING SENTENCES 

EASTER CANTICLE: "Christ Our Passover" Nancy Plummer Faxon 

PsALM 9S 
(Text- Prayer Book, page 162) 

EASTER LESsoN: St. Luke 24:13-35 

HYMN 91 

THE CREED AND PRAYERS 

HYMN 85 Choral Interlude and Descant with Brass and Timpani 
arranged by Nancy Plummer Faxon 

THE SERMON: THE RECTOR 

THE OFFERTORY ANTHEM: 
The Resurrection- from the "Christus" 

Christ is risen! Death now is vanquished! 
Jesus Victor! Jesus Master! Jesus Conqueror! 
Through all eternity, throughout all ages evermore. 
Jesus Victor! Hosanna in the Highest! Allelujahl 

Franz Liszt 

AT THE PRESENTATION: "Praise God, from whom all Blessing flow" 
Vigiles et Sancti arranged by Nancy Plummer Faxon 

RECESSIONAL HYMN 96 

ORGAN: Toccata- Symphonie V Ch. M. Widor 

The prelude and choir accompaniments are played by the Brass Ensem
ble and Timpani under the direction of Roger Voisin. Roger Voisin 
and Peter Voisin, trumpets; William Gibson and Milton Stevens, trom
bones; and Everett Firth, timpanist. 
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Holy Communion- Eleven o'clock 

PRELUDES: Sonata- piano et forw 
(Brass Ensemble and Organ) 

Chorale Prelude - "Christ Is Arisen" 
(Organ solo) 

Giovanni Gabrieli 

j. S. Bach 

Chorale Fantasy on "Christ the Lord Has Risen" Flor Peeters 
(Brass Ensemble, Timpani and Organ) 

PROCESSIONAL HYMN 87 

KYRIE ELEISON -Service in D·minor (the "Imperial") Franz joseph Haydn 

THE CoLLECT, EPISTLE AND GOSPEL 

HYMN 85 Choral Interlude and Descant with Brass and Timpani 
arrtmged by Nancy Plummer Paxon 

THE SERMON: THE RECTOR 

THE OFFERTORY ANTHEM: 
The Resurrection- from the "Christus" 

Christ is risen! Death now is vanquished! 
Jesus Victor! Jesus Master! Jesus Conque10rl 
Through all eternity, throughout all ages evermore. 
Jesus Victor! Hosanna in the Highest! Allelujahl 

Franz Liszt 

AT THE PRESENTATION: "Praise God, from whom all Blessing flow" 
Vigiles et Sancti arrtmged by Nancy Plummer Faxon 

HYMN 91 

SANCTUS- Service in D·minor (the "Imperial") Franz joseph Haydn 

AGNUS DEI- Service in C.minor Francis W. Snow 

GLORIA IN EXCELSIS- Service in A Nancy Plummer Faxon 

RECESSIONAL HYMN 96 

ORGAN: Toccata- Symphonie V Ch. M. Widor 

The prelude and choir accompaniment.! are played by the Brass Ensem· 
ble and Timpani under the direction of Roger Voisin. Roger Voisin 
and Peter Voisin, trumpets; William Gibson and Milton Stevens, trorn· 
bones; and Everett Firth, timpanist. 
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Mrs. Sophie Albert 
Mr. and Mrs. Archie F. Averill 
Alice A. Averill 
Ellsworth L. Averill 
Girdwood L. Averill 
Ella M. Aylesbury 

Josephine Lea Barnes 
Betty Kelly Barraclough 
Edythe M. Bell 
Ina, Henry and Harry Bohn 
Mabel Bolton 
Mr. and Mrs. Frederick J· Bradlee 
Malcolm Bradlee 
Douglas H. T. Bradlee 
Lionel Bradshaw 
Dr. F. Gorham Brigham 
Charles Wilbur Brockunier 
Mr. and Mrs. Bert E. Brooker 
Charles M. Brooks 
Mary V. Brooks 
Charles M. Brooks, Jr. 
VanWyck Brooks 
Paul March Brown 
William T. Burns 
Mrs. James Butler 

Clara cann 
Morris Carter 
John R. Champion 
Ellen B. and H. Daland Chandler 
William Alexander Cheyne 
Viola Stetson Churchill 
Katherine E. Clapp 
Eliz~beth Nesbitt Clark 
George Albert Clark 
Mabel Gurney Clark 
Mrs. Beata B. Cleary 
Ruth E. Cleary 
Edward Cleveland 
Mr. and Mrs. Charles A. Coolidge 
Ann Harriet Collins 
Alice Lee Bradlee .Connors 
Harriet M. Conrad 
May Conrad 
Ruth E. Cumnock 
Mr. and Mrs. Sidney Curtis 

George M. Cushing 
Grace L. Cushing 

William Hewitt Davies 
Mr. and Mrs. Arthur E. Davis 
Mr. and Mrs. Allan Nichols Davis 
Mr. and Mrs. Charles E. DuCann 

. Mrs. Lotta Bragg Haseltine Dudley 

Dr. Harold G. Ekdahl 
Josephine Ellicott 
Mr. and Mrs. Vernon McKinley Eppard 
Abraham and Ida A. Erlandson 
Mr. and Mrs. Willis Evans 
Ellen Crocker Everett 
Henry Coffin Everett 
Henry Coffin Everett, Jr. 
Richard Mather Everett 

Walter Andrew Ferris 
Eva Parker Ferris 
Carol T. Fitch 
Mr. and Mrs. Walter D. Foss 
Clarence S. Fowler 
C. Spencer Fowler, Jr. 
Schuyler Frazier 
JohnS. Freyberg 
Emily P. Freyberg 
Edith Fuller 

Hazen Gardner 
Kaspara G. Gass 
John and Elizabeth Gazzo 
Merrill M. Goodhue 
Gertrude Goodwin 
Phyllis C. Goodwin 
The Rev. Dr. Frank L. Gosnell 
Rosamond K. Graham 
Bertha St. John Graves 
Mr. and Mrs. Samuel H. Graves 
Leverett B. Greegor 
Mr. and Mrs. john H. Griffith 
Katherine Ross Griswold 

Laura Sloan Hall 
Priscilla Perry Hall 
Howland l'orter Hall 
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FAMILY SERVICE 
THIS AFTERNOON 

This year for the first time the families 
of the parish will meet together with 
the children at 4 o'clock for a celebra· 
tion of the Holy Communion. It is 
becoming morf and more customary in 
the church to include children in the 
service of Holy Communion and there 
has been preparation for this all 
through Lent. Everyone is welcome, 

BUSINESS AND PROfESSIONAL 
WOMEN'S GUILD 

On Wednesday, the Rev. George L. 

EASTER DAY 
SUNDAY, APRIL 2 

7:30 Holy Communion 
9:00 Festival Morning Prayer and Sermon. 

The Rector 
Choir, tympani and brass 

11:00 Festival Holy Communion and 
Sermon. The Rector 
Choir, tympani and brass 

4:00 Family Service of Holy Communion 
(no evening service) 

8:30 Trinity Church on the Air 
WEZE 1260kc 

MONDAY, APRIL 3 
10:00 Arts and Crafts Group (Dining Room} 

Blackman, Rector of the Church of Our TUESDAY, APRIL 4 
Saviour, Brookline, will speak to the 
Business and Professional Women's 
Guild at their 6:30 dinner meeting. 
His subject is "Catherine of Aragon." 
The School of Prayer will not meet 
this month. 

HANDEL'S MESSIAH 
(Easter section) 

Trinity Choir, Canterbury 
Chorus - timpani and brass 

SUNDAY, APRIL 9-8 p.m. 

MINISTERS 

The Rev. Theodore P. Ferris, Rector 

The Rev. Gardiner H. Shattuck 

The Rev. Thomas B. Kennedy 

The Rev. Norman D. Goehring 

The Rev. G. Stewart Barns 

George Faxon, 
Organist and Choirmaster 

Malcolm D. MacLeod, Sexton 

Mrs. Max B. Miller, 
Director of Christian Education 

Mrs. Edward 0. Thompson, 
Receptionist 

7:30 Handel and Haydn Chorus Rehearsal 

WEDNESDAY, APRIL 5 
12:00 Holy Communion 
2:00 "Civilisation" (St. Andrew's Hall} 

2nd BBC film 
6:80 Business and Professional Women's 

Guild 

THURSDAY, APRIL 6 
10:00 The Workroom 
2:00 Never Too Late Group 
8:30 Boston Chapter Discussion Group 

of Alcoholics Anonymous 

SUNDAY, APRIL 9 
FIRST SUNDAY AFTER EASTER 

8:00 Holy Communion 
10:15 Church School Choir Rehearsal 
11:00 Morning Prayer and Sermon. 

The Rector 
11:00 Church School Classes and Nursery 
5:00 Canterbury Chorus Rehearsal 
6:00 Canterbury and Phillips Brooks Club 
8:00 Handel's MESSIAH 

(Easter section) 
8:30 Trinity Church on the Air 

WEZE 1260kc 

CHURCH TELEPHONE 
536·0944 

There is a public telephone in the 
West Lobby of the Parish House. 
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Russell Bertram Hall 
Elfreda M. Harrington 
Gilbert A. Harrington 
Clare Allen Haskins 
Ernst A. and Craig P. Hauser 
Thomas C. Hayes 
Bridget Hayward 
Thomas G. Hazard 
Dr. and Mrs. Willis H. Hazard 
Clyde James Heath 
Mr. and Mrs. William D. Hemmerly 
Mr. and Mrs. William L. Henry 
Samuel Eliot Henry 
Myron Timothy Herrick 
Dorothy Rickie 
Dr. Lewis W. Hill 
Marie A. Holle 
Mrs. Musa E. Holt 
Mary Bradford Hough 
Mark Anthony de Wolfe Howe 
Ada B. Hunter 

Angela Augustus Jarrell 
Mr. and Mrs. Edgar Jenney 
Peter Allen Johnson 

Lt. j.g. Robert M.P. Kennard, Jr. 
William Kennedy 
William Kerr 
Barbara Briggs Kilborne 
Jessie Knowlton 
Mr. and Mrs. Minas Kondayan 
Nathan and Cecelia Kroll 
Mr. and Mrs. E. P. N. Kuhn· Regnier 

Mrs. Jennie West Lane 
Mae Symington Lewis 
Clarence M. Logan 
George Hale Lowe, Jr. 
Mrs. Eunice A. Lund 
Anne Pierrepont Luquer 

Barbara B. McKane 
Mr. and Mrs. W, J. Mangum 
Ellen C. Manning 
Helen Medbury 
Alice R. Melody 
Mary Richardson Miller 
Dr. William Jason Mixter 
Minnie Muir 
Mrs. Vera Bragdon Munroe 

Signe Nelson 
Harold F. Nichols 
Eben John Noel 

Mr. and Mrs. Archibald W. Older 
Mr, and Mrs. Frederick C. Older 
Elizabeth S, O'Neill 
Marie E. Orr 
Ethel Whiting Otis 
Mary Margaret Owen 

Helen Paine 
J. Harleston Parker 
Harold C. Parks 
Mr. and Mrs. Charles Pearson 
Dr. Lewis Perry 
Juliette H. Perry 
Blodgett Phillips 
Arthur J. Pierce 

,. Sally Crocker Pierce 
Sena Plygavka 
Rosalie W, Post 
Dick Macy Potter 
Elizabeth B. Potter 
Stillman Powers 
Joseph Cotton Prince 
Robert Proctor 

Fred Rae 
Donald Cox Rogers, D.S.C. 
Louise George Roome 
Mrs. Ruth Rudge 
Edith Langstroth Wason Russell 

Mr, and Mrs. James L. Salamone 
Carlos H. and Suzanne C. Samson 
Mr. and Mrs. Terrance F. Sanford 
Emilie and Margaret Sargent 
Mr. and Mrs. Thomas E. Sears 
P. Warrell Shattuck 
Mrs, Fanny Shippee 
Elsie Gleason Sloan 
Mrs. Elizabeth B. Smith 
Josephine Ethel Smith 
The Rev. Roland Cotton Smith 
Margaret Otis Smith 
Eleanor Sohier 
David E. Sprague 
Stephen Gordon Stackpole 
Laura G. Stearns 
Isaac H. Steele 
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Mary E. Steward 
Grace Nichols Strong 
James W. Sugden 
John F. Sugden 
Cornelius H. and Garland C. Sullavan 
Caroline Parton Sullavan 
John R. Suydam 
Margaret Thayer Suydam 
P. Joseph Sweeney 
Mrs. Maude Sweney 

The Rev. William Greenough Thayer 
Violet Otis Thayer 
William L. Thompson 
Mary Tibbetts 
Charles Frederic Toppan 
Georgina C. Treen 
John Prentice Tucker 
Frederic Tudor 
Mr. and Mrs. Daniel Tyler 
Daniel Tyler, Jr. 
The Rev. Samuel Tylel', Jr. 

Mr. and Mrs. Jacob Verhey 

Margaret Sullavan Wagg 
Mr. and Mrs. Charles Dexter Wainwright 

Marguerite M. Walsh 
Raymont A. Warren 
Anthony, Mildred, Suzanne, Peter and 

Linda Wassell 
Mr. and Mrs. Horace Whitney 
Cornelius W. Wickersham 
Mr. and Mrs. LeBaron S. Willard 
Mrs. Gertrude M. Williams 
Gertrude William10n 
Rear Admiral Julian DeBois Wil10n, U.S.N. 
JohnS. Wise 
Mr. and Mrs. George G. Wolkins 
Roy F. Wood 
Sidney B. B. Wood, III 
Clark E. Woodward 
Dr. Helen I. Woodworth 

~:::l~:~.:~~ht c~·~~ Rose Coates Y ee·Quil /( 
!lr:'~ndMrs. Frank You g 
Mr. and Mrs. Thomas E. Young 

Sarah Mercer Smith Zook 

Members of the Guild of St. Barnabas 
for Nurses, Boston Branch 

May the souls of the faithful by the mercy of God rest in peace; 

and may light perpetual shine upon them. A men. 
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FIFTH SUNDAY AFTER EASTER 

Holy Communion- Eleven o'clock 
ORGAN: Adagio-from the Suite in Classical Style Nancy Plummer Faxon 

Communion 

Agnus Dei 

PROCESSIONAL HYMN 402 

KYRIE ELEISON Service in A-major 

THE CoLLECT, EPISTLE AND GOSPEL 

HYMN 498 

THE SERMON: THE REV. THOMAS B. KENNEDY 

THE OFFERTORY ANTHEM: A:lleluia 
from the "Brazilian Psalm" 

Richard Purvis 

Seth Bingham 

Nancy Plummer Faxon 

jean Berger 

Alleluia, 0 Lord, Cymbals and the Sounding Harp I do not have, but I'll 
make a fair procession lor you, 0 Blessed Lord. I'll praise you with waving 
of Palm& 

Accept them, I implore you. I will dance and sing your praises! Alleluia! 

SANCTUS 
-jORGE DE LIM~ 

AGNUS DEI 
Service in A-major Nancy Plummer Faxon 

GLORIA IN ExcELSIS HYMNAL 739 

RECESSIONAL HYMN 199 (2nd tune) 

ORGAN: Toccata Nancy Plummer Faxon 

The service is sung by the Canterbury Chorus and Trinity Choir under 
the direction of Florence Dunn, Conductor ol the Canterbury Chorus. 

The flowers on the Altar today are given 
to the glory of God and in memory of 

JosEPH BREFll BERRY 

597 



Service of Music- Eight o'clock 
ORGAN PRELUDES: , 

Choral Preludes on: Bryn Calfaria 
Rhosymedre Ralph Vaughan Williams 

Choral Preludes Go: Wer our den lieben Gott lasst weltcn BMV 642 l 
Nun komm, der Heiden Heiland J, S, Bach 

PROCESSIONAL HYMN 126 Sine Nomine 

THE PASSION OF CHRIST (1716) 
(Edited and translated by Denys Dar! ow) 

PROLOGUE Chorus: "In the cruel bonds of sinning" 

THE MOUNT OF OLIVES 

CHRIST'S PRAYER IN THE GARDEN 

G. F. Handel 

Jesus: "My Father, if it may be possible ... " 

CHRIST'S RETURN TO HIS DISCIPLES 
jesus, Peter, John and ]ames: .. "Arise and Go!" 

THE BETRAYAL AND ARREST Chorus: "Seize him and Killl" 

PETER'S DENIAL Peter: "Who? II I know Him not , , ," 

IN THE COURT OF CAIAPHAS 
Evangelist: "But though there came many witne11es,. ," 

BEFORE PILATE Evangelist: "And Pilate then asked Jesus , . ," 

THE SCOURGING AND CROWNING 
Evangelist: "When Pilate saw that he could persuade, , ," 

THE WAY OF THE CROSS Evangelist: "And when these things were done.,," 

THE CRUCIFIXION Evangelist: "And He bore His cross Himself." 

THE DEATH OF CHRIST Evangelist: "And about the ninth hour , .. " 

AT THE OFFERTORY: Jesu Christe, Cum Sancto Spiritu 
(Jesus Christ, with the Holy Spirit) 
from the Mass in c minor, KV. 427 

REcESSIONAL HYMN 62 St. Theodulph 

ORGAN PosTLUDE: Prelude and Fugue in c minor 

Mozart 

]. S. Bach 

The service is sung by the Fine Arts Chorale and Trinity Choir under 
the direction of Peter Edwards, founder and conductor of the Fine Arts 
Chorale. Denys Darlow has come from England for this first perform· 
ance of the Handel "Passion" and is the organist for this service. The 
soloists are: Evangelist: Donald Sullivan, tenor; Jesus: John Hornor, 
bass; Peter: Donald Sullivan, tenor; Mary: Afrika Hayes, soprano; 
Daughter of Zion: Eleanor Edwards, soprano; A Believer: Wesley 
Copplestone, tenor; Judas: Carol DeMeritt, contralto; Caiaphas and 
Pilate: Richard McElhiney, baritone; James: Carmen Capezuto, con
tralto; John: Virginia Hoffman, soprano; Three Damsels: Polly Hoff. 
man, soprano, Jean Knapp, soprano and Pamela Beach, soprano. 
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THE COFFEE HOUR 
Visitors, newcomers, and any others 
who would like to do so are invited to 
come into the Library after the morn· 
ing service, where coffee will be served. 
The Library may be reached by using 
the door through which the choir 
enters and leaves the Church. 

TODAY 
After the service this morning parish 
families and friends will have a box 
lunch in the Parish House and go to 

see a church school art exhibit at the 
First Baptist Church, at the corner of 
Clarendon Street and Commonwealth 
Avenue. Five Back Bay churches have 
encouraged every church school child 
to prepare something for exhibit either 
as a class project or an individual one. 
Everyone is invited to come and see 
what the children and young people 
have done. 

FOR ALL WOMEN OF 
THE DIOCESE 

The Annual Meeting and Dinner for 
all Episcopal Women of the Diocese 
will be held on Tuesday, May 9. Dinner 
will be at 5:30 in the Dorothy Quincy 
Suite of the John Hancock Building 
and the new Suffragan Bishop, the Rt. 
Rev. Morris F. Arnold, will be the 
speaker. After dinner the United Thank 
Offering Ingathering Service will be 
held in Trinity Church at 8 p.m. The 
Very Rev. Charles H. Buck, .Jr., Dean 
of St. Paul's Cathedral, will be the 
preacher. All the women of the Dio· 
cese are welcome. 

ON MONDAY MORNINGS 
The Arts and Crafts Group, under the 
leadership of Mrs. Spencer Montgom
ery, has met on Monday mornings in 
the Parish House from early October 
until the middle of May. They have 
made 60 bibs for the Veterans Admin
istration Hospital where they are most 
useful in the feeding of handicapped 
patients; 12 receiving blankets and 12 
sweater and bonnet sets for the social 
service department of the Boston Hos
pital for Women. More are being 
made. Some of the members have made 
leper bandages, and one has made 2 
afghans for the blind. Letters of appre· 
dation have been received from the 
recipients. While the women are glad 
of an opportunity to be of use, the 
greatest benefit of the group is the 
companionship and friendship among 
the members. In a large city parish, 
this is important. 

NEW EXPERIENCES 
FOR CHILDREN 

The children involved in the musical 
and art programs of New Experiences 
for Children-a joint project of Trinity 
Church and Freedom House-will pre
sent a musical program and art exhibit 
in St. Andrew's Hall on Friday, May 12, 
at 6:30p.m. (early so that the children 
will be home early). Instruments in
clude trumpet, guitar, violin, trombone, 
drums and voice. It is the Annual 
Meeting of New Experiences for Chi!. 

CONFIRMATION dren and all members of the parish, 
Two classes are meeting in preparation their families and friends, are invited. 
for Confirmation, one for young people This will give many people in the 
and one for adults. Bishop Burgess will parish an opportunity to see some of 
come to Trinity Church for the Rite of 
Confirmation on the Feast of Pentecost, the exciting things being done by the 
Sunday. May 21, at 11 a.m. and new children involved in this program. 
communicant members will be wei- Dessert and coffee will be sen·ed after 
corned into this parish family. the performance. 

J. t ••• c.w.u-r-~tuf. ~/B.o.,rl~ 
Lk lJt ' Y''--~ (5 I ~. ', ··~.~.}~{~/~ ~ I ~ D \ 
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SUNDAY MORNING 
BREAKFAST 

JUNE 4-8:30 to 10:30 
A benefit sponsored by the Phillips 
Brooks Club- to provide new Hymnals 
for the Church- tickets will be avail
able later this month. 

EPISCOPAL NIGHT AT POPS 
Wednesday, June 14, is Episcopal Night 
at Pops, sponsored by Diocesan Episco
pal Churchmen. Floor seats are $6.50, 
$5.50 and $4.50. Check.! should be made 
payable to Diocesan Episcopal Church
men and sent to I Joy Street, Boston, 
Mass. 02108. 

ASCENSION DAY 
Thursday is Ascension Day and there 
will be a service of Holy Communion 
at 12 o'clock. The altar flowers on that 
day are given to the glory of God and in 
memory of John Phillips Churchill and 
Henrietta Fay Ray. 

MINISTERS 

SUNDAY, MAY 7 
FIFTH SUNDAY AFTER EASTER 

8:00 Holy Communion 
10:00 Confirmation ClaS& for Young People 
10:15 Church School Choir Rehearsal 
11:00 Holy Communion and Sermon. 

Mr. Kennedy 
6:00 Supper for Students and 

Phillips Brooks Club 
8:00 "The Passion of Christ" 

Cantata by G. F. Handel 
8:30 Trinity Church otl the A.ir 

WEZE 1260kc 

MONDAY, MAY 8 
10:00 Arts and Crafts Group (Dining Room) 

TUESDAY, MAY 9 
7:30 Handel and Haydn Chorus Rehearsal 

(St. Andrew's Hall) 
8:00 Confirmation Class for Adults 

(Dining Room) 
8:00 Diocesan Presentation of the 

United Thank Offering. 
Dean Buck 

WEDNESDAY, MAY 10 
12:00 Holy Communion 
2:00 "Civilisation" (St. Andrew's Hall) 

. ~THURSDAY, MAY 11 The Rev. Theodore P. Ferns, Rect~ ASCENSION DAY 

( The Rev. Gardiner H. Shattuck 12:00 Holy Communion 
· 2:00 Never Too Late Group 

The Rev. Thomas B. Kennedy 8 ,0 B Ch D' · G :a oston apter tscussmn roup 
The Rev. Norman D. Goehring of Alcoholics Anonymous 

The Rev. G. Stewart Barns 

George Faxon, 
Organist and Choirmaster 

Malcolm D. MacLeod, Sexton 

Mrs. Max B. Miller, 
Director of Christian Education 

Mrs. Edward 0. Thompson, 
Receptionist 

CHURCH TELEPHONE 
536-0944 

There is a public telephone in the 
West Lobby of the Parish House. 

F'RIDAY, MAY 12 
6:30 New Experiences for Children 

(St. Andrew's Hall) 

SUNDAY, MAY 14 
SIXTH SUNDAY AFTER EASTER 

8:00 Holy Communion 
10:00 Confirmation ClaS& for Young People 
10:15 Church ~hool Choir Rehearsal 
11:00 Morning Prayer and Sermon 
11:00 Church School Classes and Nursery 
6:00 Supper lor Students and 

Phillips Brooks Club 
8:00 Choral Evensong 
8:30 Tri>rity Church on the Air 

WEZE 1260 kc 
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TO 

OPTION.4t. FORM NO, 10 
MAY 1\W! EOI'TION 
GSA Ff'MA ((I eFR) 101~11,,, 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
Mr. Greene 

'/r·,.,., Jzvvte;;6C:;, 

De... (b)(6) 
~ ~17 597 321 

----- r ·~ 
. PA'j']l:: May 4, 1972. .. 

u ·.-I : 

FROM Mr. Is ens tein :~: £::;~·,,. . · '1 

• -·\ ···: !' .. ~ 
\, . ,.riM 

\ . / \., "'":; 1/'i:>:f • ·I' 
SUBJECT: John Lennon - Al7 597 321 \/')" v,. '< 

\ .. ~"""'-.,..,. ,. ~\ 
'-..,.'J I I ·~---·· ; . ' ' 

, I I.:· I I • · ·--... ""'' 

John Lennon arrived in the United States as a visitor 
on August 13, 1971 and overstayed. At the deportation 
proceeding which will be held in New York on May 12, 
1972, he will apply for permanent residence under 
section 245 of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
8 u.s.c. 1255. At that time he will be obliged to 
establish that he is not inadmissible to the United 
States. 

John Lennon was convicted in England for possession 
of marijuana. Under section 212(a)(23) of the Act, 
8 U.S.C. 1182(a)(23), this renders him inadmissible 
to the United States. 

It is understood that his counsel plans to bring some 
action in England to extinguish the marijuana conviction. 
It is not known what form this action will take. 

Pardon. A pardon granted by a foreign government does 
not avert exclusion or deportation. Weedin v. Hempel, 
28 F.2d 603 (C.A. 9, 1928); Consola v. Karnuth, 108 F.2d 
178 (C.A. 2, 1939); Sohaiby v. Savoretti, 195 F.2d 139 
(C.A. 5, 1952). 

Expungement. The Attorney General has drawn a distinction 
between expungement for narcotic and marijuana offenses 
and crimes involving moral turpitude. In Matter of A.F., 

~ ;1 8 I&N Dec. 429; (A. G. 1959), it was held that an expunge-
f..<Y.I.' ,_; ·- ment under California law was in..,..effective to relieve from 

~-exclusion or deportation. In Matter of Ibarra-Obando, 
;,J_ 12 I&N Dec. 576, (A. G. 1967), it was held that expunge-
vv( ment of a crime involving moral turpitude under California 

law did avert exclusion and deportation but the Attorney 
General reiterated the position expressed in Matter of A.F., 

1J
v){?! that where a narcotic or marijuana conviction was involved, 

expungement did not extinguish the ground for exclusion 
or deportation. The courts have followed this position. 
Kelly v. ill• 349 F',2d 473, (C.A. 9, 1965), cert. den. 
382 U.S. 932; Brown.!.!llv. ill• 356 F.2d 877, (C.A. 9, 
1966); Gonzalez de Lara v. U, s., 439 F.2d 1316, (C.A. 5, 
1971). ----

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds R.egularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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Coram Nobis. The expungement of a crime by a writ 
of coram nobis has been held to remove the conviction 
for the offense from consideration for exclusion and 
deportation. Matter of Sirhan, 13 I&N Dec. (I,D. 
2052 (1970)); see Sawkow v. INS, 314 F.2d 34~A. 3, 
1963). This has b•aen held to"J;e true even with respect 
to narcotic and marijuana convictions. Matter of 
O'Sullivan, 10 I&N Dec. 320 (1963); Matter of Sirhan, supra. 

The position of the courts with respect to the effect 
of a coram nobis proceeding upon narcotic and marijuana 
convictions is not known. But see Cruz-Sanchez v. INS, 
438 F,2d 1087. -

One matter to be assessed would be whether the coram 
nobis proceeding was brought specifically for the 
purpose of averting deportation. Cf. Klonis v. Davis, 
13 F.2d 630 (C.A. 2, 1926); Piperkoff v. Esperdy, 
267 F.2d 72 (C.A. 2, 1959), 

Another matter would be whether the foreign proceeding 
might be regarded in the same light as a foreign pardon. 
Zgodda v. Holland, 184 F.Supp. 847 (1960). 
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(b)(7)(c) 

APR 2 8 1972 

Mr. Jaa Ra41'iclul 
c.-itt• for Ar:d.at1•= fft~~Mloa 
1 \Jtd.te Strut 
lfw York, IIMr Ton 10013 

tiear Mr. HaUtcb: 

With nfeftlla• te• you lethr ef .lpl'11 24, 1972, 
you an e.d:rtu4 that tlM u.tel'ial ,... ....t ... ta ...,_ 
port of l!lr. Ull lffs, Jeba I 1 sa'• ... , .... to z da ta 
tbe thd.tecl statel &a a. ... _.. a part of tWr fU ... 

S111!1141nly, 

lsi J I' 1 • 
. , a r. 0fc:3l1& 

CC: Disrucr DIUC'l'OI •· NW YO!l, NEW !OK 
Cornepoadace UDder acb.wlada-at •d eaelosun. 
are .tttaehed for your 1nforut1on aad file Al.7 597 321. 
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APR i'l lP72 

co 703.1080 

Our Mr. Tony: 

.. , ........... tl• rou latur of Apdl u. 1972 wtth 
euleeuo ftDIIj l......wta Hr. Job L•r••· 

Mr. ~. ..... it iaelt,sllu for a 't'Ua _. ...... , .. taU ttut 
Uaitn ShUll *-• •f a -.wtatiea of •••••••• ...,, .... 
.&a all• ...tctn of autb • off .... ..,. ut " ..-u .. fer 
Pllrll*l•t 1'af.._, ilaftlr, hil •t17 ..,. IHt •r..tMd -'er 
a tpecial piO'filioa of law for a I:IMJIIU)' .un. 

Mr. '....aoll 11 praaaat 't'Utt to the Uaited I~ 'NI ..
tbortud _..r t!ail apulll. PH"iaioa of 1• fet' llwU.a par
,.. .. a4 tout_. a C8tM)o 1aada& 1a cnn pnud:lat ill 
e"''IMCttoa wtth lira. Lu n 'a AU• lty a pnYieM llllfriep. 
iiis utlf ,.. Hthed. ... fq 0.. ,.,.... .,_ tile nc nda
tlml of the ~ of Bt.ata after all of ttut facMn IJl hia 
.... lltcl ., ... oanf111l.y .. al .. te.~. 

Si'aca Mr. I••• 'till .. t ..,_rll f.- tlaa Uaited IUC. 
w.lchU tn. tiM a.tllen..a, be u pno•Uy the .Wjeet of 
tleportatin pn....U.qa. 

IUiaOI'IIIIu Jotm H. 'fany Ho•• of Jepru.caUftl 
Wllhtaatflll, D. c. 20U.S 

CC: Al7 597 321 (NYC) 

.;: ....... cc: w /F - John 1.eaaoa I 
(b)(7)(c) 

lltocnl 650) 
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(b )(6) I 

' .oOUSE OF RE':~f.\\T~lJYES, U.S. 
IN~~~~,!)~ 

~ "~ . t~ 
\'!'~· \\ .. \~ 

........ ·~~t~),~r~. ~\"'~ 19.?? ... 
The Honoraa'fi:\c'i-~~'-1~\1-F. Farrell 
Corruuission~i-\~' 
Immigration & Naturalization 

Service u · 
119 D Street ,NE : 
Washington, D. C. 1 . 

The attached communicatio 1s b· 

that the request made therein be c pi' 
with, if possible. 

If you will advise me of your action in 
this matter and have the letter returned to 
me with your reply, I will appreciate it. 

I 

Very truly yours, 

~;Ldt~ ' . . . ''' ·;~~~; ·::;~~ji','.'. '.: 
. ~~:t.h,. i'Jm..:. York ......... District. 

ft' •. 

' ' 

\ 

' ' \ 
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D Investigations Log 
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lit II ' .. hl~t D. C. atSl.S ....... 
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~t--r ~ D!LIUict Dt••••• ~'-
Fw bitiUIWI la file A17 597 321. WWa eopy of 14lttu 
...._ Mh rule 'I 1!1\t. CapUt ol t1d.s 1etWr Md ita 
atta ' 1 at 1ft bdn& w.1le4 tba 19 11•1 Oa IMSOMJ', 
Bui'U.~ V••IIIDid:. 

OC:WCIUdlw 

cc: Repoaal ~-iaMI'o llu:d1111Ctollt V•r: :at 
AtteatioA: Auoci.t.te Illp4tty h&ktail C: 1ut0181', Operatf.ou 
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TO 

Oe""IONAL FUMM NO, 10 
MAY 1082 EOITJON 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.1S 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
File 

/ 

v C_Q.JUJ.::£....~ 
DATE: December 5, 1972 

FROM James F. Greene 
Associate Commissioner, Operations 

SUBJECT: JOHN LENNON 

New York District Director, Mr. Sol Marks, informed me 
today that the Government's brief has been filed with 
the SIO. The Lennon's counsel was given an opportunity 
to file a cross brief. He has asked for more time to 
file his answer. Counsel requested until March, 1973, 
and SIO Fieldsteel has the matter under consideration. 
Lennon's counsel has advised that the officer who arrested 
Lennon in Britain has been convicted of taking a bribe (?) 
and it is for this reason he asked for the extended period 
to file his brief. 

CC: Richard W. Cull, Jr., Public Information Officer 

CC: Carl G. Burrows, Assistant Commissioner, Investigations 

JFG:keh 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds R.egularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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ff:(work Folder 

ocr 1 o 1s72 

1'IU 111lll I I t 'adJa .. lllpl el ... ...,. ef ,._ letla ..._. 
"'"' 11. llfl. ... r .,,,., "',.. .. 011ahr a. 1m, ••u•~&D.s 
........... ,., 111. 

1 • 9 ....... bUll • •• • • ., ................. -.-1 
o1 ,._',a•u,, ••••· 1 •........, 111M il wa eu r ••• to 
................ ,, • ., ............. Ia ... 'Ink, ...... .... .................... 

a. fll ll&at'• l'n rill tlftll • 11111111 trc II'J olflaer wt 
_...._. • - 17, lf71t ... , .. ,.. ....... atr. La II 't 
•••• .. _.,... _..1 JtalJ 1, 1m. • as. • w. • bdef 
.. aa.11 .......... 0. ti'Ul ... I.IP IIIIILJII•hl tllellnt.M 
11M atflllt. ........ p II loll Ia ...._tit _,,,.., st. MUll' b tdll 
P•••• •••• #Ill .,..w h p11'J olflaau • .au ....., ll&a aNII' 
............... IUIUt•lltt• ef all ... OOI.UJI, 

/8/ J~,~itf.7Cr:osra 

by_··-~--
.... '· 811111 ........ c ••••••• , 

Opei;'GIIq 

ec: Dtatrlet Dt:rer:tor, Jlew York, Hew York 
Atteatton: Auutaat Dtatrtet Director, lmutf.&ationa 

For ywr lDfon~~.t:lon aad tacluion in the relattog 
fUe. 

0 JFG Lo.g DC:WCIII<llw / 
0 Operations Log /' 
0 Investigatiotl!!l=t..ogWF • John Lennon 

[] ------------------
iil~d-b;~-~~~~--------------
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IW. I I F II II '-lt.ctt.t. fw & ................... A* the Ulllllted 
Ra&d ....... .t a -uu.a .t penult• ee ehta I'INiln. Ala all• 
..........Wor -"•.U..'MJ DOt. ............. ,... ... I I I ... U1111. 
lllatu:w, IIU eah'7 lUI)' .. •nut_, ...... a 1p11S1I,......... or law 
for ••• u ••1'7 ......... 

..... •• ..... ,., .... , .... , .. the Uide:.d ...... .......,..... 
_.... ddt .,..w ,...,...._ .t t.lr IH '-1•••• ,_,,,,, ... e. att4111d 
• ..... ., ........,.. Ia ...,. ptuudl• ta 11 Jat:• vltk lfn. luna'• 
*ld t., a ,...._. ......._.. Ill tlflb7 .. ~ for tJIMI pld'• 
,.... .. tile nu 1d1U• ot --. . ...,..._..or -.... ~ 
IIIU ....... tJiet lb' .... lin. fiiiiFI Wft J.at ..... ttM Ulo tl'd.l 
CIIIUIIti'J ........ u. 1971. 

sa.. u., 4U •t •••"' ,._ ,.. Uid_. **- vlt:kf.n tllt u.. 
~. diiJII'IItloo ptl'llldl ........ IMU_.. ...... ..._ oa 
U.t ... ... ... ••• I. tieti'M t..uhl ... ., ~ ,.. ....... ... 
....,_of ......, t.11 •• • ...._. ..uff.taU. • lb'. lnasn•a .._ 
laalf &8111 till-. amrdld a t:btld ,..,_uu cJ.uatU.tt.H.., *• 
a.m ............. ..,,,.... fot .... ,,,,..., .u. • 

• ... rtat ........... ...,... ........ 1 ....... I'J .tU... .. .... 1..,.. .. ..., n. un. • n.t u.., ta. ., .. ,., •·•''" .,,..._ 
aaw Itt. II 111 1\ttAtt-., ..Ul AlJ 11 19721 .. Uk 1 'Qtef. 'I'M 
Wlaf .. U..ly r ..... .,.. ad tile trial &U.IM1 npnu••• tM 
s.nu. .. pWil a ailll:&al' pldM latlldela" nplJ. '1111 ~pu&al ••1'7 otfleu Will ....., ldl tmlill' ....., .,.. ltU ........_ ...... of 

·
1 

aU tbll ~ ad With ...,lfle l'tt'M IH I:Wr daM e. .. 
le Pllllll· 

ork Folder 
0 JFG LC~g 
[] Operations Log 

g :~~~~~:~~~:~~~-~~~ 00@00°~~~@~@ ~~ ~~~~~~ 
' 0 ------------------

.!: ~T.'Iil 
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cc: Wld.te aau.. c..tral ru .. 
Attatt.o-: Mr. J'rallk wu.-. a- 68 

Bacatlw Offt.a lld.ldill& 
Wuld111toao D.C. 20.500 

DC:WCI:dlw 

ee: Diattiet Director, lew York, lev York 
Att~t~~tiora: Autltant Di•tdct Director, ltmH~t1gat1ou 

For }'OUT infona.tion and indtu~iOII 1n the relatiJig file. 

Icc: WF • John Lennon 

660 



(b )(6) I 

OA~e 

CD 7Q3.7Jl 
Ptle , .... lt, 1972 

I 

Job I•••••• A17 597 .111, Jilt 

- lltr .. tll ... of eo•rn s CIA..._' ofU. • • a t 21, 
1972, called ........ -'JMI'• -. ....... u tileR. 
W ....... fat'al' ._111 11 _. ....,_u,. ttathr• .e: 
• ..... ,, ........ , ....... w nw a....,. •- ......... 
tiiR till •••r•• C. lldaf W • ,at "- ftW _. tiiR tile 
•t.c. ta lUll p1 1171 • ........_ _,,_t.loa- ..t ••••tllll· 
Ml'. wv'-'t, AIDl, .m:, Ia 1111 r r to 1111r &o11fb lc .._.., of .... - ..... 1., ..... cltM 'l'rSal ... ....,. ......... Ia die ....... of,.,, ..... 4lntt......, ... wlll ... lllldlll 1:11 tile 
c rral c nul'• offtee 6Nr .,, .. 11111. ......._ ..,_ to ..._ U. 
tlnft .......... .,. llpt ..... l 1, 1972. 

'" • Ct .. FIRt.oMl ~dee ... IIIJIIPI It • 1971 

DC UIC11adlw 

r;( Work Foldel' 
0 JFG Ioog 
0 Operations Log 
0 Investigation::~ r~~~ 
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AUG 1 g 197Z co 893.2-c 

l.ttoruy Goetal llllindieut bal athil • to reply to your 
letter• of July 2, 1972, concer.in& the lllelll alien titu&tioo in 
lew York City aacl tha curnnt 8erv1" aetift ... truat *· John Len· 
Mil. 

Yout c:oracern ov• tbiH uttert 11 eertaialy wulerttamlalllle. 
tha ~er of la.ful t~ary ad-'ltiftl to the la1te4 ltatea tn
c:r .. Hd ft• two -'11101\ :La 19&5 to a e~atrut ..... 1 rata in ucua 
of 4,100,000. MOlt of thaaa au ... are well·iat: .. ti..,. iaclivid· 
uab who eury out tbe plnad ,...,... of tbei.r viaita aA4 thea de
part. U11fortUMtel7, honver, a pt:GpG'ft ioute IUIIIIHir of tba 
coati~ to vtolua tlutir l•fW. t111p0rary etatua uch year lly aeek
ia& ~au.v.tbotia .. ..,l.,..at. 'J.'hua the IWIIbar bat belli\ ri.tag for 
the paat Hveral ,._a. 

You uy be a .. ure4, ll.,.v.r, that tbia lervtca 11 r .. pouiq 
to thaH H'flllo,....ta with e'fll'ty ruaoubla -... at 0111' 41apvnl. 
We are a1ru4J aqqe4 ia 1111 iat ... ift pro,ra of iwtaretioa la 
eafor~t c:arriM out lly MY41U1 tbouaa4 offf.eeu throughout the 
ftltiora. 'ftle ujor thrutt of tbil effort f.t lla1q ilirectwl t-r&l 
the 44tee~1oa o£ tll•a•l atatua ali.eaa workiaa or MekiDS ..,loy• 
•at ia uafair COllpltitin with .._1ua laltor. ltl'ODI 1 pblltil 11 
alto plece4 oa the lol!llti.oa htl r-¥11 of ua1awfu1 aliua reedv· 
in& welfare. While tbera ue tboae who would eritietse theae ef
font, the fact 1.1 thlt ._ 467,000 O.pertaltl• ali ... were raoveil 
f~ the 11\ited ltat«l at • re•ult of tueb optrat1o .. d~ia& the 
fiaeal year eodioa Juoe 30, 197%. 

Ia r .. poate to your c~tl on the c~reat llrvice lctiOil to 
uport Jolla allll Yoko l.eDIIOil, you My " ...... tblt tbil Call il 
lteiq vl.aorouly prOIICutecl. TU Ltaa9U' d1portatioa bllriaa IM· 
fore • tpec.ial taqtd.ry offic,•r •• f!.ully c""lwled on May 17, 

[] ····- ................ "•" --·· ·-· 
0 ------·--··-··~----- ..... 
Filed b:n ---···--"-·--



lt72. A nktt.aa ~def 1111 *" ftle4 II)'*· Luna'• att....., 
... tba trial att....., t.,... .. u .. tM IU'Yioa 11 tu"'' .. tlJ r.r•
pui .. to lullld.t a kf.ef ta taplJ. !111 apecial f.aitllii'J oftictr 
will tlau•ftu ater hie .... , ..... MNd .,.. hit uuW.atin of 
aU nuu., ..,,.,.. •. 

•u• I ncopt .. that t~~eaa ,.. ......... _..lyl..,ta,., 
it ia .... tial l.a all ACIII •ttara that tba 4af ..... t'a l'tpt to 
111111 proc.ua IN '""' lZU.fliUy oMe¥vaill t~t tba precMilltaaa. 

tour iatuut 41114 vi..,. oa tMte •ttua of lei:Yio ¢011CU'a 

are ... t appreciete4. 

CC : lfl • Jobn l.ellllOD 

DC:GJII:dlj 

......, ....... 
.UUOiata e · .. t.oaar 

e,.ratt.aa 

I 
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(b )(6) 

CO F- 114 (Rev, Wlo71) 

UNITED nATES DEPART\t!.HT OF ]UmCE 
\!MIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SF 'CE 

INVESTIGATIONS DIVISION 
WASHINGTON, 0. C. 20536 

o .... 16 lt72 

D lleetonal Co..t•ai~HtM 

D BwllnctDft 

0 .,('hiiDOnd 

QSt. Paul 

os_,p ... 
Auen Uon: Anl•tmt R•1lonel Co-' .. loaer. law•Uc•tloM 

II) Olottl<l Dlr•••"' lew t.rk, .... Jll'l!, 
Attention: Aul•tM'IIt Dl1trlet DINct.,, ,llwe•tleatiOD.I 

0 
110 CQrl.U ID'.UIID II C.O. 

U: JCllll _. IOU ~~ ceet 
.. n 597 321 ... , I 

0 ............. . 

llllcloMd an tea piece of ...,..••••••••* 
fna. the PIIIIU.c, vttlleut nplJ' .,.,., 111111• 
tbereto, for iaclui• ia t .. .rot. I.e • 
file. 

• I 
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PJ Ill Itt' .... liN lilnll. to lUll .. to ,... 1•1N' 
~ to Ida .......... - J .................. ,. .. , ..... , 
tptNt. Ulllll Nil flU La o •• Ibn -w.. it a .... wt.t.ldll 
\lie~ fit \lie ............ J ............ ........ 
dlilltU.~. 

'Dae ~ Mwlll ............. 111'11'1 
alft1HI' OPI&I-1'1 ... , t J• tw lli'Oil 16, 19'11, Ml 
~-- aa •••a oe•l&wa, ,.. c••l,.ll •., 11) 
lfl'l· .U u.\ t!M, U. IJUi1 J ...... ,., ttf1ow ... 
... J 11 ••• ..... .., ..ul..,.,., 1, l,., ........ -- to 
tU.e • ltdAf, .. wut .. "•11 Nnl...a ...... vta1 
~,........ .. lle.r'dAie ............ llr 
JW1o4 l.a 1llld.M to ..... , a 1lrilt bl IIJll· 'lila tllftelo, 
Uti .-cll1 SIU 'If olftow, wUl --IdA.._ 'llalll 
.,. _.,, cfalflu•U. #11 IU \be ..,._... ..a vi• c.,. 
~ np.._ fer tllld.r lip\ to 1M flllllll· 1' ia 
..UCQIIW *' ......... 'lll1cll. ...... ,.... ...... 11 to 
tile ,_,. fill 1 ,.,. ..... Alll•la, WUl lie ....,.. t.J lftll... ••• ,,d ... 

1 U'Ut UliJ\ .. fOJ111 1tl wUl MlJ cl.lrilf .. 
.... "' • JI'OCidf1P 1& ...... ..--. 

lsi 

CO 891·1-C 
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File 

John Leuon 

I 

c:o 703.99.5 
July 11, 1972 

MJ:, Feldlla.n, of Ccimgn ... n Paul Mc!Cloakey't office, on July 10, 
1972, called _.1lllilll the •bJ•t· He •• funtthed !nfor· 
1111t1on coata.t11H. ta our letter of JUM 20, 1972, to CoaanaDill 
BI'OWS\, llowlmlr, tnfonaUon to~~~~:en:l.q the ha-W ad Nltnaa 
was IIIOdified to t1011i0111 te tllat coacaf.Md ta tile attacb•u ~t to 
our ........... of July 6, 1972. wnuea confi,..tioa •• mt 
requested. 

ee: WF • Coasnaat.onal 1Dqair1•• atld l.aapoa~~~ FY • 1!173 

DC:WCM:dlw 

'];File 
~ Work Folder 

JFG L·og 
~ Operat"lc·ns Log 

Investigations Log 

-~----~----------~ 

ciled by: -----------
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fNl J ........... 
~IIU1: 1 ! II' . tIN Ctllallnt 

C:.l'l G. lui as 
Alii.. t C; hill,.,, ~ 

,... ... llilrollll'f 

IIIU.ef nUl! ..... , I Its D ... _.,_..,_., 1 .... 
1111'111 ....... ,, ...... ,...., .......... , .. a. .... 
tiUelllltll tlJISiiUl!l'frd ............ a......._ Nslltru, 

... 'ltlt.. ... 1lnk .. .,., '· l91J., - •••• ... ..... ltiiMI 
• 1iiiWtJa U. a&t :rh d .. PIWI' lllll. 

IIC I Dlatriet Di.neac, ... YWII.t ... Je$ 
Atwd'i01111 lilt ... Dt-.... Di~, III....Uaau.t 

wuk attN' nt tor ,._ l.t...a:ta. ru .. A17 .597 321 
(b)(6) adl lnlate. 

__.! ___ ;.---

,, '"'". . ....... ~·- . 
0 .JJI(; 

DC:WCiullw 

llith attathlft for,._. Wonatlon. 

ec: WF • John Lennon 

With attaeb.eat. 

ee: WF • Yoko LeJtDOa 

With attachment. 

0 Operat iOlJ~ ·~ 
0 Investigat~un~ '""" 

[] -----------------
[] ------------------
Filed by: -·-------·· 
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,. .. ·-... . . \ 

RE: JOHN AND YOKO LENNON 

The deportation hearing before a special inquiry officer 
originally scheduled for March 16, 1972, and adjourned on several 
ocassions, was concluded on May 17, 1972. At that time, the special 
inquiry officer gave Mr. Lennon's attorney until July 1, 1972, to 
file a brief, The brief was timely received and the trial attorney 
representing the Service was given a similar period in which to 
submit a brief in reply. Thereafter, the special inquiry officer, 
will enter his order based upon his consideration of all the evidence 
and with complete regard for their right to due process. It is 
anticipated that this order, which is subject to appeal to the 
Board of Immigration Appeals, will be entered by mid-September. 

As soon as the special inquiry officer enters a decision in 
the matter, I will again contact you. 
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JFG ~. ·~ 

• 

~ .~~ ~ntm': 
ClO 701.719 

JUL 3 1972 

W•l II ll ... h ,... le&&ft of ,_ 2tt 1911, ... h 
priol' IIOI'IIIJF'fDUI# III!UIIIt&lll Hr. Jellillln•aa. 

1. lt ............. Pfl ..................... ........... 
ia Gnat ktbil Ol' tile Vld.W Sb.lll, 

:. ... ., ..... Wllld .... 1 ............. ., • _.... of a .ttiJPPif' lhffl'taltll• a,_.,..,,_.,. 111111 of tlt.a 
,..St* :at Mlally lllfll• •1 lie Jllltld a..._ lil!d ...._ ..... h 
1M .,, .. ltatM, U edl:1..._ •••ldllk, ,....,,,. 1M aU. llu 
...U&t ... ,. ... .-ll .................. ""'.,,_ .. . 
qptt. ... •• W11 h • «U.- .... hu liMa ...new .t aa .,,_ ..... ,....., ............... ....,.J-· 

1 • .& euuu. <s u.s.c. ll82(a)(23ll. 

•· T•••••~~t1tt7 1110 u. vaaw ...... 11111 .. ., • ..... 
...... of .............. ,_.., ... , ..... , ... u ... ..,. 
iat.o ..._ u.tw•....,.,••U•Iw••• , ... ,..,... ... .. 
._ il *'• l•:n:aan:•a -. lt -., • lie ...,... 101' aa alt11 • 
...U to !Wt .. ptulnltotlJ b tM VnlW ..._, 

1 tn:tt tlt.a '"ttO&Iill will '-lp te «111'117 lflo. hanra•a 
......... 101' ,.... 

stMeNlr • 

..,_.. r. ran11 
c:. ....... 

D Operat:._1,:·L3 .:J=)g 

D Investigations Lu.;c; 

[] ------------------

Filed byl -----------
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• 2 • 

CICU Dl.ttdel IIILI'tliiWI't IMr Jerk, - Ywk 
AttatiCIIII .U.i~t~~~t D&atnet Dl......,, In•••aau-. 
c.py of lettft Ulllll' ---ll#pll' for,.... Ulo~MtieD 
... lneltujoa la A17 597 !21. 

ec: WF - Coaareuional lnq'lliries and Respoa .. a FY - 1972 

ec: WF • Jo!m LeRDOa 

680 



THOMAS M. FlEES 
26TH DISTRICT; CALIFOf'tNII'I 

·---t)II"P''CC~ 
ttt\Loal•ueui•w~ 
~ ..... ~.,, 

1..ot ........ Of!t'ICI1 
COMMITTEE ON 

SANKING AND CURRENCY (ongrtii of tbt llnittb 6tat~ 
.,ou•e of 1\epre•entattbe• 

1$1 SOU't'H R~ llour.zVMD 
S,.C.MMITTEES: -· OOMESTIC FINANCE 

INTERNATIONAL. FINANCE 
INTERNATIONAL TRADE 

Tlf..tJIIHofe, IU J..OI...OOO 

II!Ubtngton. •·'· 205\5 

Mr. Raymond F. Farrell 
Conunissioner 

JUne 20, 1972 

Xmmigratipn and Naturalization Service 
Washington, D. C. 20536 

Re: co 703.917 
• 

Dear Mr. Farrell: • 

Thank you very much for your letter of May 
response to my inquiry regarding Mr. John Lennon. 

' ' ' 

In further reference to this case I will appreciate ~ 
knowing: 

1. 

2. 

According to Immigration~. does 
it make a. differenqe Whether or not 
Mr. Lennon was convicted in Great Britain 
rather than the United States? 

Does the Immigrat~ a~ply to all 
people convicted of any misdemeanor or just 

Cl~ 
to thOSf!J convicted of misdemeanors involving r ~;;; 

·marijuana? . tt.< .' 

3. Is the INS policy regarding marijuana a 
statute or a regulation? 

4. 

-..., 

Does INS have discretionary power 
relief in such a case? 

tiCJ 

to grant ~-
~t"' .;'-. 

! r . • , 

Thank you very much for your continued assistance. "_..,... ,,. ·. 
I'll look forward to hearing from you again. 

\J ' 

i''(, 

\ . . ..... . . . 
· ... , . ;,.. .. ST~ ""INTEO ON PAPER MADE WITH R'ICYCI.ED Fl-1'111 
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File 
co 703.731 
JVM 30, 1972 

(b)~~)(c) I I 

Jflile 
0 Work Folder 
::J JFG Lr g 

Ilweattgator 

John Lelmon 

Min EUulleth lt.u.. Coaat'Mnan Sam Gtblloaa• offlee 011 JUIMI 30, 
1972, called to cle~nlae tf t:Un ...,. bieR aay futlle~r clewlopMAta 
in auhject'a cue. SU •• edvtaed that t:U •tter 11 attll 
peadlag. (She ltad alled 011 Juae 12, 1972. at which tf.M ahe had 
lleea adviaed of the statu of the an. ) 1 a lao told her that in 
the eYent .of aa advepe dectliea, Le111011 would he givo aa oppor• 
tQatty to take aa app•l to the BlA. 

/51 lJt ~ 
I 

ee: WF • CoagnaaiOMl laqld.rlu aad li.HpoaM8 • FY • 1972 

DC:WCII:dlw 

] Operations Log 

1
] Investigations Log 

/] ------------------1 

J ------------------
111 ed by: -----------

682 



co 7Q3.917 
File J ... 23, 1972 

(b)~7)(c) I I 
' 
! 

.liu LJDII Quber, of Co~~arr 1 • 11111.1•'• offtee elllecl 01 
Juae 23, 1972, CODMraf.lw tile 18llject1. She wu funtabecl t11e 
laforatioe eoatalald la ou 14Rter of J .. 20, 1972, to 
Coaanll 111 lree. Wnttea ooaff.natiaa wu DOt raqueetecl. 

cc: wr • Jolla L 

cc: WF • l'Ho LnaM 

llC:WCII:cllw 

,•,'." 

I' 
LJ ,_.. ·,, ' ',' ~ 

Investigutions Log 
l] --

Filed by: -----------
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(b)( )(c) I I 

JobA w11 IHl 

011 Juae 22, 1972, tU.• I.,... SalaJ» of ColiiMI PD VJ.aorito 11 
offtee cdl«l eoaeel'lld.Jtt tM Ml\ject. lllfcn.tiiD aoata:f.aed 
:f.a our letter of J ... lS, 19n, to Serator Taft .. fat:m.ahed 
her. llo Witten reply wa Acl'IIMU:cl• 

CCI WP • CoJ!Cr.lfoaal lacpllriu Ulll RlllpDRIII • FY • 1972 

CCI WF • Jo1m I a rna 

DC:WClhtllw 

_I --- - -- ~------·-- ...... _.. f\ ~ r~ ·-~~~ :~--
0 ;: ',.)!;('I ·_J 

---~-------
Fil&d by! ----~~::~:: 
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' 

' 

rtle 
co 703.961 
Jae 21, 1972 

(b)~7)(c) I I 
CC&liiM 

Kt. .. f.atlaJ GallfOJ, Coaan• • IJ.ackllam'a offlee, eelled oa 
Jue 20, ltn. CG~~~UI'IIilla t11a ... ,_ta. lllfonat&oa aoatat.Md 
t.a our !ettu of ,_ U, 1972, to Snt&M Taft .. ~ 
her. Vrlttea coafl~tioa •• 11et n,..latt14. 

cc: 

c:c : Vf • Yolto J ••= 

DC:VCJI:tllw 

/ 

n rile' 
@/work Folder 
0 J~'G Log 

Operations Log 
0 Investign~ions Log 

[] -----------------~ 
[] ------------------
Filed by: 

~--------
' ' 
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(b)(7)(c) I 
File 

t:O:mptsi 

John~--

I 

co 703.719 
Jae 20. 1972 

IUaa ElaiDe Wt, ~1'111 ra Joe *u••r•a office OR 
Juae 19, 1972, a.lkd .,..,... the tobJ•t• lafo .. r4oa 
coatataed ta 01111' lettu of Ju.ae 15, 1972, a:. S..mr Taft 
WS flmttalrtiiCI bier, Writtu confinatioa _. IIIDt I'IC(IIIItecl. 

cc I WF • Coopuatoaal hquidu aad llllfODill • FY 1972 

!_- __ r Ope ?:C~ _.._ ·2 · 1: 

~J Invo~:;tifjLc'.-"·~:·:~ :. ·" 

Cl 
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(b)(~)(c) 

rue 

I 

Mr, lio Hn. JoJm J..tr om 

co 703.1086 
J1tlla zo. 1972 

Mr. 'foa7 Date,.,_, C:O..rn••• Cllulu Canltr'• office oa 
J-. 20, 1972, called 111 ••••• t11t1 lu1tjt10ta. Woaactoa 
-tataed 1a ou latter of .Nile 15, 1972, te S..tor Taft 
vu fund.ebed Ilia. Wl'lttat eoef&aaciAHI WI IIDt ncplllted.. 

c:c: wr • coacr•••l.aal laqld.l"hhl ..t .... •n•• • n . 1972 

cc; wr. Jekataam 

Dc::WCI:cllv 

0/File 
fi:1 Work Fol(:J~<r 

J?G 
0 Operationc Lo' 
[] Investigations Log 

[] -----------------
[] ------------------
FilE>d by: -----------· 
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.... ll!lllll ... t•lc,iltle - ................. lato die 
UatW • ....._ %11111111 of a ~ flf poen11t:... ~\U ...U. 
All llW ~of .-Ja U _,,_. _, 8Dt N Uetil lor PM• •.. " ... u..... ...,u. taU llltiJ., be ~ ....... 
tplid&l ~ of lav fft a t tt i ,..,., 'fiat:. 

ShM N:r. I IIQIJI did I.e hi 11'1 f.- - Uldtr ..._ witbia 
... u. ~ ~ , ••• , ........ iald.tuted aaa•• ~~~a ... -. ae1a ••· .. ,.., •• .. .,. ........ ,. ot IUOh 
PIDIUdl.,. * »upllt unt of Lalor 1111111 a 1at11ar ...Uf.lal.f.oa 
em*· l 11'1 W! .aS.., ••tr11ht a &bUd pnfUJ u 
.,....., ......... lly uu ~ .. bt ... '" app11ha ,_ u ........... 

'IIIII Ill IIUtia -..u. t.hiM a .,...11 ialpdi'J of!ial' 
oliaf.MUJ ..,.,,.,... fer llmdl 16, 1m. &IMl .. .,._... oa ....._1 
.,... .......... t ..... - 17. 1911. 'lllilllpld&l Sllquli'J 
Offiatf Ult&UodJdt .. UUa ta tJa- ... fliiiWI Nro '*IIRUl 11 
• ......., -·1 July 1, 1972, .. Ilk .. """-'· ...... vtll 
N nsflnd ill ldt .... &11 Alief 111 dlt wUnn bU .._. 
~ .... With tlllillllpiUI ,..... ,... bit dab* tla ... , ........ 
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• 2 • 

llhiiOJ.It .....n ........ 
..... n: .... S..t.e 
W.th!IIIIM• D.C. lOUO 

lllelotun 

c:c:: Dtatrict Directo'r • Hw York, lew York 
AtteDttoD 1 Aui•t&llt DI•trlct Director • IlMNtf.aatd.ons 

Copy of lettn IUIICier ackllowledpeat for your informattoa 
IUid iac:lUIItoa in A17 597 321. 

DC IWCII ullw 

QC ; WF • Jphp 1 .enmn 

With copy of incoming correspondence, 

cc: WF • Congressional Inquiries and Responaes FY • 1972. 
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I 
I. 

' 

T. 

JOHN o'. f'A$'TORI'::, H:l. 
VANCE HARTKE, IND. 
PHILIP A, HAR"T, tv'ICH. 
HOWARtl W, CANNON, NE'\1. 

ROS5Jti,..L a. l-ONG, 1-A· 
f'IUNI( E.. MOS.1, UTAH 
ERNEST F, 1<\0!._UNG$, S.C. 
Q,l,NIEL K. INOUYf:. HAWAII 
WILLIAM 8. SpONG, JR., V/lo, 

N01'l:FI!S COt"fON, N.H. 
JAMES 0. FI:AI'IS'JN, I<AN$, 
ROI'IEITT P. Gnii"F!t-1, MICH. 
HOWARO H. BAKER, JR., Tf:NN. 
MARLOW W. COOK, KY. 
ii:O S1'EVENS, AI,.,A'SKA 
J, GhENN l!lf'.A,l.l., JR., MO, 
l,OWEI...L p, WEICKJ!.R, JR., CONN. 

FREDtR1CI( J. I..OI'IOAN, S'l'AFF' OIFIECTOA 
MICHA!"L PER1SCHUK, CHtr!F COUNSEl.. 

'.2, 1972 

Honorable Raymond Farre 11 
Commissioner 

COMMITTEE ON COMMERCE 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 20510 

Imr.,igration and Natura zation 
Service 

Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: 

I have enclosed correspondence from a constituent 
which, I believe, is self-explanatory. I will be 
grateful for any information you might provide 
that will assist me in responding to this inquiry. 

Howard H. Baker, Jr. 

EHBJr: cw 

Enclosure 

690 



co 70S.9JO 

w ............. 1flil/l!t ···- lftlill't W.tk ... , ..... . 
u ...... Mtt. - Mit. Jolla I I fM, 

Hr. I J'l 'SA ll iMlqJ.bk tee 4 'ftH 18111 II IHt• U.0 the 
Qdkd StMM hU Itt af f. ~ ef JltiUIId .. I I lhh ndft, 
All alt........_. o{ IIIDia • .,_. _, llltt bt ttll'ttl• M pu• -···*' ......... , .............. llU..,..., ................... , 
• .,....1 pt!IM.alft ot 1M 1M' • 1 u onry mtt. 

*· I ....... ,. •• u vhlt to tlla V.UIM -- .. 111111rod ... 
....... t1d.a ....... 1,..........., - ................ , ....... to 
.......... ..., .......... b ·-.rt ,., ......... b-u. wttll 
.... I , ••• 8U4 IJ.r. ,........ ........... ... ...., ......... .. 
.... 1ft tbeM ,.,. .... IJP01I .. "'' .,, .. * .. ol ... .............. • , ...... ........ , ........ ~-.Mill lin. II 1111-lut 
... ned late "'' .. ,, ...... , 13, 1911. 

sue. ~ 4U - .... rt ,_ tM --- .... -~· • 
Ullil ........... IIJ III.U. FRfllilt ... - ....,_.._. llljMt 
...... dial ...... lv.lill , .. ,., to ............... ., ... , ... 
Ill tl ... , a. Dllpat I t ef lMor iHUM a laW ......,._U. 011 
Kl". I ••• w.u ... M .... , ... ,. tlaktl ,..._ •1aul· 
fiuUH by DU ......_ 10 '1111 ued Sa .,11Stll M U ....... ...... 

1M ..,,~taU.,. -.n. ..,... a .,..,..1 '-"" offs.t 
ortaiMlty • t ttllltlil ,., 111111:1 16, 1m. ,.. .,..,._,,, .......... ~ 
onu~.o~~ ... -ludld - May 17. 1972. • ...... l ... " 
oua.r 11111uld au ......_ s. u. • .._.lid aaw Hr. 'r ••'• 
att.e1M7 altl Jaly 1. 1971, to fik a w. 1'hl fulllf• wf.U 
lie Ill hn4 Sa.._, ..... llfll1 tlt.u aU U. ...._. .. bala 
~ .... witk -.J.N ncaiWl f01' theil' ....... .. -
Pftl"'• 
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• 2 • 

..,_....F. Fanall 
CO' l•to.w 

llsaa.W.. ..._. V, •aolilll 
Ullbld ..... lit lh 
~. n.c:. 20$10 

lllllOIIN 

ce 1 District Dinctor, lew York, In York 
Attention: Anbtaat ltatrict Dtnctor, X...tisatf.oaa 

Oopy of letter UDder acbowledpeat for your iaforatiou aDd 
iaeluaton in Al7 597 321. 

DC:WCI:dlw 

cc: WF • John Lennon 
With copy of incoming correspondence. 

cc: WF • CoDgreuional Inquiries and Responses • FY - 1972 
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Re: Norman Knight 

Respectfully referred to 

Congressional Liaison, · · 
.......................... 1:m;m-igit'<ttion..Se.r.vJ.c.€L ... : ...................... . 

for such consideration as the communication · 

herewith submitted may warrant, and for a report 

thereon, in duplicate ,to accompany return of 

inclosure • 

By direction of 

EWB·ac 

Edward W. Brooke 
u. s. s. 

~· I' 

.. ~' 
/. 

.. .. . 

I 

'i 

/ 

.,,, .. 

I·' 
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KNIGHT ~~UALITY STATIONS 
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETTS 02215 (617) 262·1950 

' ' 

WSAR ... rail River, Ma,~. 

WE!M ~ rachburg, Ma~~. 

WSRS ~ Worc~$ter,. Mou. 

WHEB • Porhmouth, N. H: 

WHEB.FM • Port1mouth. N, H. 

WGIR ~ Manchester, N. H. 

WNHS . Manchester, N. H. 

WTSV • Claremont, N. H. 

WTSV·FM. Claremont, N •. H. 

June 2, 1972 
bkUC;i BOSTON OffiCf 

JUN 3 J972 
The Honorable Edward W. Brooke 

· JFK Office Building 
Government Center 
Boston, Massachusetts 

Dear Ed: 

An editorial I have just recently presented over my New England stations, 
concerns itself with a situation which I think you feel very strongly about, 

After reading this editorial concerning the Lennons,which I am enclosing, 
I would hope that you might consider bringing this to the attention of 

1 the Immigration Services. 

1 do not know the Lennons, but I would feel just as deeply about any 
individual looking for a youngster. 

I hope this finds you in good health, and with my warmest personal wishes, 

. NK:sb 

Enc, 

,. 

'1 ,_. ,IJ • 
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,·., ,, ·:;·:,, . . ' 

~~-

' -~ '.- .• : 

,,., 

~ .. -. ' 

. ' 

'' '' 

(Call Letters) and the Knight Quality Stations now pre;,;ents an editorial, which 
might be entitled "Is This Really Sc;'"lersion? · . 

r . 

Our government ,is pressing deportation proceedings <Jguinst Ex-Beetle ,T'>hn 

Lennon and his wife, Yoko Ono. Apparently, they overstayed their visitor's -., ___ .. ' ., .. 
visas, and because of a conviction on marijuana charges four years ago,. in 

England, the u~s. Immigration and Naturalization Services moved very promptly 

to deport them. In all.falrness, t'1e Immigration Services' lawyef has said .. 
•• 

that he is,allowe.d no discretion in this case, ,c. 

f i't .. 
On the other hand ,·''the Len nons want to locate Yoko Ono· s eight year old daughter 

. ' 

by a previous marr,iage, to movie,prod\.lc,er Anthony, Co,x .. The Len nons were .. 
. ·:'<. • . : . -.. ,'. -' , - .I •, ' , , I , , . , '. , '. , . . ·• ,. 

awarded custody of the cbild bY a Texas cour.t with iJ restriction that the daughter 
,. ' ' •' , , '' , . , ' 'j 1 " ' ',. ,~ 1 ,) 

who is .named Kyoko, must beJaiseli ~il the United States. Both Cox arc\ Kyo~,~ 
' disappeared and the Lennon's have been unable to locate the young girl. , . 

. ' ' ' ·..,.· ' 1'' -;' .. 

,., ·-· 

. .- . 
-~ :-··· 

'::1 
' ' ' ' ,, ' ', .: . " '' : . 

' ;: ' ', -.. -: 

ll. Hearing OffJcer asked Yoko whether she would want resident status if.Tohn 
' ,' --\, •' .. ' 

,., , :- ~--· '> ' 

/' 

Lennon was deported; Yoko replied that she did not think he wovld ask any. huma 
, , i)f '• ,'.I'.. I ,,;"; ' ' , 

-~;'- '•. i;,, .' ;\. _· -·. fi, 

to choose between her husband1 and her daughter:- but she was mistaken, becaus ... }' . ..1, 
r· ,. 

he ctld. 

iawyers will be very.?usybetween now and Tuly II when the Lennons wil} meethe 
'· . ' . 

. ' ' '· '''' '"' ~ . ' ' ' ' ' ' . 

. on with the U.S, Govefnmeflt'.s Depqrtment of 'Immigration and Natura lizatlr.m; ·' 

sincEi briefs must be flle.ll by that date. Meantime Lord Harlech, farmer British 
:·,.,.--,-:·_f_ 

.Ambass<Jdor, said pubhclyth<Jt' he did not believeAmerica "would be subverted 
., ,. •·'-,, ' • '·-'; ·.·\. ,\'', ·''' ''·· , , • ,' '. ' !_; , , : • ··: .. ·.'' ·.,",). 

· by the presence.Qf:a sl6g.leyoung artist of Le.n.non' s views and accomplishments 
' ' ' ,· ' '"' .,'·,.:· '.. ',' ' ' . ' ' ' ··. 



. ' 

. ' • 

~ 

- 2 -

but that is not the point. Wh<:~t is import<Jnt is thot a coup ~e of human beings 

want to flml u little girl und that they want to stay ln this country, so that they 

can locate her. We think that you should let the Prestdent and Corqc:ssknow if 

you believe the Lennon's sh~uld stay here at least long enougl? to find her daughter. 

It would seem ·that some rea 1 heartbreak could be prevented by an executive order 

from the White House to the Immigration Services. . . . 
. ' ; ' ' 

If at a later date, the ser:rl.ce wants to judge Tohn Lenn~n regarding tha.deslrabllity 
•• 

~fhirrt 
1

a~hieving permanent status, let the~ ci6 it.·.· But' for now,. we should like to . . 
. . 

see the Lennons ·given the opportunity to stay here temporarily until they find Kyoke, 

: ,. • ·- '', ' 'i 

and then prove to the service that they could make the kind of home for her that would 

.make them good residents of a country that has heart. 
. . 

. ' ' .' . ·~ ' ,, . ' . . ' ' 

Wh~n we ask ourselves the questio? "Is thisreally subversion?"we can't believe 
.• . .· 

th<Jtahyone would honestly answer in the affirmative, We are ta !king only about a 

mother that wants to find her child, and then make a good home for her, and we can't 

think of anything further removed from the word subversion, 

Th.is has.been an editorial by the Knight Quality §tations presented over the facilities 
. . 

of (Station CallLetters) as a public service. Equal time will be made available to 

\\-

those parties expressing viewpoints different than our own. All comments and 

suggestions are welcome including ideas for other editorial subjects. 
' . :·· ' ': '•., ... ' ,, ' .. 

''I ' 

~ .. 
' .~ 
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......... .. ll.a:flalll 

....... s ... 
~D.C. 20:510 

• a .. 

CCI DUtd.ct Dl.netolr, llav fork, - YOlk 
Att-iDB: Mdft.Mt Dl..uut Dinlt:or. lJlMJUptiaM 

Copy of letter Ullllft .,._..,,...,.. for ,ov f.ftfOI!I&Uoa 
..0 :!al\wion lD Al7 5f1 321. 

DC :IICRtdlw 

CCI WF • Coogreuional Inquirietl aM leepoDsea • FY • 1972, 
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(b)( 

MIKE MANSFIELD 
MONTANA 

~nirett ~~~mate 
®ffite nf fqc 2JRnjllritg 'ifknner 

~lJin9qingt.m, ~.CO:. ;W510 

Ron. Richard G. Kleindienst 
Acting Attorney General 
Department of Justice 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Attorney General: 

May 31, 1972 

. . . ' 

• 

Enclosed is an editorial I have received from a young Montanan, 
I fnow enrolled at the University of Chicag~ expressing 

support for efforts being made in behalf of former Beatle, John Len
non in his efforts to obtain permanent residence status in the U.S. 

So that I could be fully informed in responding to this inquiry 
I would appreciate having a statement from the Department as to their 
current position on this matter. Thank you and please return the en• 
closure for my files. · 

With best personal wishes, I am 

Sincerely yours, 

Enclosur~ 
.. fi+::~~ I'P.;-7 .. 

I ! 0 . J : . ' : 1 Vftl' 
I 

• 

ROUTE TO' 
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Editorial Page 

10\IH G. ttm'(AI« 
tttt"!ff• riu p~hfll 

-----::·"' . -

tet John Leo no~· Stay (: 

' ' . 

' ' 

What good can possibly be served by us -,·that they must stay in the Uriited : · :, . 
d~nying former Beatie John Lennon' 'Slates to search fouhem. • · .... • · ' 
perm;;ncnr residence in the United · ;·: lhe tenuouu11d cold-blooded quality·· . 
States and thereby breaking up his • of the government's stand. came to · 
family? The Justice Department ~~ :. light Wednesday, when government 
srd<ing to deny permanent status to '· attorney Vincent Sc:hianno asked Mrs. · · · ' 
Lennon bPcause he has a 1968 convic- ·' .LennDl\. at a bearing in New York if. 
tion !n England for possession of marl-.' . she !'.·ould accept permanent residency · 
jl!ana. · :• ,:: .lu~rc even if John were deported. 

Lennon. •)n the other hand, wants tO ·:::."That's a bard decision to make," she 
rtmain be<-ause his wife, Yoko Ono,' "',.said. ''You're asking me to choose be· 
must raise her daughter by a former· .. ,. tween my husli!lnd and my child." 
marriage, Kyoko, in thi~ country. Mrs.::, · ·United .Automobile Workers presi· 
Lennon has legal custody of the: child,;' dent .Leollard V. Woodcock, . former 
lout stipulated all pal't .of the divorce.·· '•, llritish ambassador to Washington 
that she would raise the" child here. . · Lord Harlech and New York Mayor 

An additional complication arise!!.-.: John V. Lindsay have all urged the 
front the fact that Kyoko's f11ther, An• . ·. government to rule in the Lennons' fa. 
thony Cox, has disappeared with his , ;·vor. lt seems to us iflat President Nill· 
chi~d. and the len110ns insist - with · on, who places such store in family 
considerable justification, it se~rns to · uri!y, miglu also add his voice to theirs . 

• 

·'·i 

' - : 

·,,, 

' .~· 

I. 

.: .A'<i:~ l , 
"" •-~"''''""'· c.::e 

, 
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JkiGoable Lee Ji. lillltltoa 
IIIMaM of lttipi'HIIUtJ. ... 
Wathtlatoa, D.C. 20515 

IMlOIIIIft 

StliJMnly, 

cc: District Director, New York, New York 
Attention: Aa1istant District Director, Investigations 

Copy of letter under acknowledgment for your information 
and inclusion in Al7 597 321, 

DC:WCll:dlw 

cc: WF M John Lennon 

With copy of incoming correspondence. 

cc: WF - Congressional Inquiries and Responses " FY - 1972, 

704 
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''''ll. 
h 

.... ' 

, __ ... _ ·--··y··--- .,,.,,~-·'·~-· 

··~---~~··· 

June 12, 1972 19 

congressional Liaision . . ! 
Immigration and Natur~l1zat1o1 

Serv1ce 
119 D. Street N.E. 

I 

I 
Sir: 

The attached communication 

is sent for your consideration. 

Please investigate the statements 

contained therein and forward me 

the necessary information for re-

ply, returning the enclosed corre-

spondence with your answer. 

Yours truly, I 

I' 
M. C. 

bf 

I 

~~ : ·.' 
' I :,• -~' . 

. ,......,.•· 

;,' ., . . ' 

"----~·.:..-...... ~"'~- ""~"'"""'"""'"""···~---·-" -··-· • ! 705 
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'dla ... hr •• to,.... kttv u ••• a I bur rltll. 

~...., .... .... .. ...... ,.,...,..,.. 
~. D.C. 1051.5 

BJ.lt••• 

Sl.aatelYt 

...,.....,. l'alftll 
Ca1 1uu...,. 

ce: District Dinctoz' • In York, In Yot'k 
Att1111tf.oa: •ut.aat Df..trtct Df.rector, J.Jrtatigatf.oM 

Copy of lettm: U'DCln' acbuwledpaat for your tafol'll&tf.on 
aDd lnclu.ton in 1.17 597 321, 

DC:WCll:dlw 

cc: WF • John Le!UlOn 

With copy of incoming correspondence. 

cc: WF • Congreasional Inquiries and Responses • FY • 1972 
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(b)(6) 

GARRY BROWN 
So 01S'1111C'ft M~ 

COMMITTifiUIN 
I!ANKING AND CJ.IItftii«:Y 

COMMITTIIIION 
GOYI!RNMIIN'tOI'I!ItATION$ 

JOIIIT C:OMM11"1U ON 
~SS PftiJDIICTIOII 

(ongress of tf)e 8nfteb 6tatei 
•• of E.tprtfntatibd 

lfAibmpn, a.t. 205l5 

JuM 14, 1972 

Congressional Liaison 
Immigration and Naturalization 
Department of Justice 
119 D Street, N.E. 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Sir: 

RE: 

Service 

' . 

•. ""j 

• 
• .....,......onttt, 

401 ~ ~· Ol"rtcw ..... f,.(>o ...... 

w .... _ P.C. JCIIIS 
,..._..,~UJ40'' 

IMtJIJef 4f'l'te«l 

-~-~~-c:oom. 
74~W-

81mu CJtUK, MieafWt .C9017 
-(OII)tu-1551 

-

I forward to you herewith a communication received by me regarding 
a constituent. 

I would appreciate your careful review of its contents and the taking 
of appropriate action or the furnishing to of your· comments so that 
I may furnish an appropriate reply to my stituent. 

Thanks in advance for your 

With best regards, 

GB/EN 
encl. '" 

GARRY BROWN 
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l'nR•••t ... - .............. ,... .. , ... 
CIOII IJicnl Cit IIIIIIIU .. Mt. ad lila. LUIPI 'IIIMI U\ iMOlWI a- Wllt'd• U.. ,_.....,_of tiWI S.C•'-~ 

Mr ................. , ............... .. 
St&141t oa ...... 1.), 1971, .. tl 1111117 'flldl lit IH l Ll SMII ......................... ., ............... , ...... .. 
u 1111111'&• wttla ..... h•••·· ...... "' .................. . 
...... - fUW .. ····- '*- ... ..... ., .......... ...... .......... C......,, IM7t ciJCI"lt,_ ,_111M.1- U.U• 
, .......... , .... did ..... . 

• ..... , ............ ........... ,.l .......,..., .. , ... 
.. _...._. .. .., 17, 19'1l .................. - ........ 
bdon diiB olf,.._l, A IUH!8A wtll btl lllt .. ll. Ia ~ 
..... ta11 dW all * ••l .. sra 1M..._ 1 UuM. -' 1lihJ'I 
OOIIIpktle Ill Ill fot' tWI' dil* .... PIIIUI• 

/S/ Jo:n~~i ~~f~en2 
by .s..~ ............ __ _ 

.z.. '• .,_ ......... ~ 
~ 

cc: Dlatrict Director, lev York, lew York 
Attattoa: Ani•tant D11trlct Director • l~mt~tlgatioaa 

I.etter \liMier eclulwledpent for: your f.Dfonoatiol!l aad 
ine1uaf.on in A17 597 321. 

DC:WCJ:dlw 

, ! • ,,, :•·:, , • •. • ···•: cc;: WF • John Ltr!oou 
i ___ i '.d.'/D::>~ ,,':_ l.:!~ With copy of ineoming correspondence. 

r ~ 

712 



1972 

r. President: 

We would like to respectfully urge you to 
allow Yoko and John Lennon to stay in the 
United States, and not deport them. Rang
ing the powers of the u.s. Government 
against two good people whose only desire 
is to raise their child in this country 
seems unconscionable to us. 

Sincerely, 

.. 

... ' 

·~ 

Fi lt: iD.: c~ -----<-~ ............ __ 

'' 
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co ats • .z-c 

•• , .. .., .... .tl ......... - u ....... Cit ,.. ...... 
of .... 2, lf1t, .......... llr ....... 1 II I .111211 it l•llwl 
1 Mite ,.,._ Clle )ldlt&cU• of ..... lllftea • 

... 1 " ... luU,U.h ,_ • ... .. p ·-- ........ 
UU.t., 1w. •• a ., a •••*'- el ••••••• • riMa 
r•l.a· All aU......._..., el _. • .o-.., lid M ...._,. 
c.l fillt •• 1 r•tt t•ttare. 7 .,., ld.l ....., .., .. ......., 
........... 1 ............ ., law .... • • • • ., ""''· 

llr. I ra'e fiHizt W..U co t:M llllW 1*- .,. •llllr· 
lull ............... , ............ law ,_ ............ . 
.. Cit R ... a......, ........ Ia .._., ........ ,,. la 11.11• 

U. Willi Mn. I a'• dlW 'r • fi'•HIII --· IU 4111WJ 
•• .............. •• .... •••••• .... .... .... , ...... ., till ............... 

...... .... 1 ........... , baa ............ wttld.z 
tile elM ....................................... ..... 
••••• Ida • tllat •, rt. tr'n .. .c utile bldl•_.•.,,..... ... .., . ..., • .,.,, r r ., z.~~w ••n rt • ....._ .. aua.aa... • 

ld.l •111111 ... hit wq ........ I tW.It Jl'lflll 'I 1"*- 'r dtU 
la'ria. 

714 
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.. .... _ .. _ ................... 1 ••• "' .... 
.. ,.,..,~ •••a&a.a, ,_ ...... 1•. 1tn. _, .. J ., •..,.. 
••1 .......... '-lllltll -.., 17, ltn. ..... ...... 1 
S I 1"1 .,..._ r•••• IU .. ,,~ 1a trltllt utW _, .... 
llr, I II 1'1 lllliWj w.t:l.l .ldJ 1, ltn. tit file I ..... . 
... ....... 11ll .. ........ Ia dlek ..... ...., ., ... •11 ... 
..,.,.,. 1111 .._ na1Urr ... _, wllll c.,a.&. ........ I• tllek ................ 

., .... 1,, 
/S/ James F. Greene 

flli~•z---· 
ANleie&e II l•hllt ........ 

cc: Dutrtct »l-ractor, 1w York. •• Jcn:lt 
Att•Uoa: Allliataat Df.atrtct Diraccw. X...U .. ttou 

Letter ..._ "Ck •1• =t for Jf1111f1 iafenaUoa allid 
i~~elutoa f.a !17 .597 3Zl. 

cc: WF - Jobll teaen • with copy of iaccaiq eorre1poadeace. 

DC:WCI:cllv :ajh 
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(b )(6) 
' 

O_Aile 
fYf Work Folder 
0 JFG Log 

CO 893.l·C 

.!.'rwldlmt 111101'1 btll ..._. ae to ...,_. to ~ lettc of 
Hay 24, 19'72• c:.olllllleWIIil Mt. Joba 1....-m ._ it lft'fOl,_ " 
matter wtth11t tl'le jtQII!Id1.4UoR of th:l.a Sel'riel. 

Ml'. r.....,. ll illaUpble fO!I a ft# aiiCI aclldNf.oll into U. 
u.tted Statu MciUM of a eoavtettoa of J!Of;Ritllll& CIUMbll ruf.n. 
Aft alfAm ~ of each an olfean 111111 !Wit be .. Uted for pat
,...t ,..,._.. ltn~Ya', blll eacry -.y btl _.l'lUct s:mdn a 
11*1141 piO"'taioa ct lllv fu a teaponry viatt. 

Mr. t.,....u•t p.....,. Ylltt to tbtllAd.ttd st.at.N,.. ,_.,. 
llied Wider this .,_tel pi'OY'I.don of 1ft for batt•n ~ 
lllld to ·~ a ~ a..tas 1a court paa 11 Uae• ta ew~~~•ott011 
With Hrl. I.an01l11 child b)' a plWf.OU ~. Hb 8Mry WIU 
autllotiDd tor thine pufP~!Iill upea the RC•u_.UO. of the ••t:meot of State. 

Sua Mr. lAIUIOa did a depU't fma tbe Unlt.ll St"- wt.tbin 
tbtl tiae ~Uthorll'llld, depowtatioll " ...... ' .... s..ttt~Jte<.! 
A&UIIIt twa 011 Chat 3JOUDCl. S'ukllqlllat t.o tlae uatlhtlfm of 
~·•· tht Dtparl•lat of Labor,.._., a lilior oettifS.tion 
a ht1 Wf arad he .. llalmlad a tidl"ld pnf• ••=• atatua by 
thie s.enice. 

n. ~- ...... befon a. fP!llllif.l tlilp&ry off:l.cer 
Wile eot~Clud!.wlu Nay 17, 1972, &'lllil hU cae b.., ptl&'ldi• 
below t116t otl,t.d.al. A ct.it:lot~. will be l'ttllle-' Ia ht1 cue 
oaly aft.u au tlle ~ ba liMa CGIIIrideftiCI. aad vtth .,.. .. 
plate reaard for hlt rtjht to due plllllll. 

' \/ 

0 Operations rng 
0 Inve;n.: ;~:c:ons Log 

JIII!IU k". lOl:MQe 
Auo~~UI.ta Coaalf.nioalr 

()per:atf.or.lill 

[] -----------------
[l ---------
Filr•a by1 --~~~:~~~~- u·J~l~ow~~@~W ~~~u~~;uwJ. 
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ce: Diltriet Director, lew York. lew York 
Attention: A .. iatot Diat.rut Director, Inveati&atf.ons 

Letter wader ack.Qowledpent for your information Md 
inc luaion in A17 597 321, 

DC:WCI'hdlw 

cc; WF • John Lennon 

With copy of incoming correspondence. 
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a 
(b )(6) 

< .1. I 

., 

8 LENNON, John & Yoko 
CONTROL NO. I OF))'IC.: 

u $S2) BA!B 
ll 
J DUkit-ATE FOR l!El'LY l!l 

f~.· . > :;;·19-72 
roi&sl'ONDENCE FllOH AND DESCIUPTION .All~NED (DATE) (TO) 

I I 17-72 mv. namt EXTENDED TO (DATE) 
• 

· · Reques'li a.aa:l.atance rea sub3ect TRANSFEB.RJlD (DATE) ('tO) 

DAYfnciated I FILE IIU1o!!IE R TRANSFERRED (DATE) (TO) 

DATE OF INT~LY ~,REPORT REQUEI!Tj FROM (OFFICE) (DATE l!El'ORT DUE) 

. &;-~· 11A "' A1 LJJ• fl. • 
DATEOF!!El'LY I COF NU~DE WORK/OLDER 

MAY l9 iq7, co 893.1-o 
FORM C0-$7 CORRESPONDENCE CONTROL CARD 
tREV, J.f_ •• ._:."--~ ---·~-·---~---·--------------

.. 

. '' 

. (;r:J; 

~tlttf/ 
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American Messianic Fellowship 
7448 North Damen Avenl18 

Chicago, Dlinois 611645 

~ 
)· y 

. -

;~,·~:~~)~~ 
25 MAY ' 

IS7Z 
111i('"'- ~·· 

The Hon. Richard M. Nixon 

~I ,,,,- \•~· 

P.L.!! \I 0 

ZiP CODE 

Bxecutive Office of the President 

1600 Pennsylvania Avenue 

Washington, D.C. 

-, 
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• 2 • 

ce: Dtatnct: lltnot:ol'. 11w Yon, 11w ton 
Atteattoa: •t•tut llt•tnct lltnct:ot', I..,..tf.aatiODII 

Lettel' Ulllllel' ackaovl-....t fel' JOIU' tnfoi.'Mt1clll aDd 
trlelu.ioa tn A17 !597 321. 

DC :WCII ullw 

cc: WF ~ John Lennon 

With copy of incoming correspondence, 
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0 JJJ;e 
i3"'"Work Folder 
0 JFG Log 

Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

...... ,...,.., 
'DIU" ia JIIIIIU .. ,.. ........ 1 ............... u. 

ltn, .. II ................. I .••• , ............ . 

*• 'I II h ,_'tllt.le .. I.,__, 5 lrrl• .... ... 
....... ...... hll ............. " 1111111'• • .. . 
r..ta ... a&&. I ....... Mlt•.CI I..,_ ..... it· 
hll •• r 11 t r••••••· lstjBIU 1111, lllf.t ....., .., ., 
.... 11 ......... .,.~at ................ ' ,,_, ...... ,. 

Jlro I llflltf IIIIUif 'fiat,t tl ... lllf.hll ............... . 
~ ............. t ............................ . 
., .. aa.l••••trlf ....... ia_.ll'•uala 11 &a • u-
.,_ wt.dt ... 1 1$111 clllW llf I IUWllll _....... U. _, 
.................................... rtlt.lla4 ... ,,,.,sri el ...... laJUMe I'll ... .._ ............ I a 
... JAet ......... ...,. tiiU .,_.,, • a 11 •• u. ttn . 

...... ..., .til., .... , ......................... ... ..... ............. ........... ..... , . ., .................... . ........... ' .................................. . 
CI .... IS. ... '1:~:=·· .. ,... , ........... ...utiuta. 
••· 'anna•'• _. .. ,.. au•t•t a ....... ,..,._. 
cllldft.eatUil llf IIU ..... t1 ..... ia ..,a.,aa Ill a fa· .............. 

.. .............. ....... .... iall....., ... .... 
....... u, ••• 3 .......... "'· ltn, ..... J ..... ...,. 
••1 .................. -.., 17. lt?t. .. ....... 1 

0 Operations Log 
[] Investigatione LOI 

[] --------------·---
[] ·---·-···--·-····· 
~U~d. by: ---·--···•• 
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lit lq ....... .................... 111 ........... .... *· I m•• et:l 14 ..Ul .lllr 1, ltn, te US. a.....,. a. ._..._ .a.u .. , 1au11 a liiiiiU ... ..,, .,._ .u 
tJw ........ llill .... IIIIUM .. , ... 1d.Cia II gleUWSI Ji ........................ 

I ,, ............. hrltl ... 
..... .. •••••••• ,Ill ... 
IIIU ... su, 1. c. HSU 

. ....... ,. 

CC: Duttict Director, W. tm. lw Y«k 
Attat1•: Assutat DUtz'lct Jf.ucbll', Ilwuttptiolu 

For .,..,: iafuut1• _. 1aclulcm 1a Al7 "7 321. 

DC :VCII:dbuajll. 

CC: WF • Joha Lenon ' " 

WJ' - Coqre11ional loq.S.riu aad llapoallu FY 1972 
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(b )(6) 

II lith 11 ..... - ..... - '* I'll tid Ce ,._ IAa8 of 
Mity 17 t 1971, IIIII ..... tiro ,... l IIFPII hl I It .......... a 
............ j~ot*llb-.m.. 

Hl'o II II N U ialqiltk for a 'flll ... I I ftN .. Olio dlir 
Uld .. It- biiiU of I Olilll'lc&S. of filii Ill Ill t'/U ...... 
""&1111 ........ of .......... .., - ........... lor,.... 
II til lllt.ihllto 11••• Jab ..ar, IIIJ .................... I 

.,..s..J. ,..... .. ef law f•r a tr .,.....,, fttlt. 

-· IIIII 't flllllll ..... , _. dlir VIIDI. Rn II ........ 
u.d ...... dd.t tpnUl p...._ of law fw ... llntfl I • 1111 
..a to &tltsf & .... .., ........ it-' plll4ft ... Ia l?lf IIIIAIII 
... tk lin. II r•t Gld.W !ly t pltft14 ............ 8a ...., .. ...U..• 
htd ffJ'f ...... Jllfllll .. 0e 1!11 7 I P t .... of lbt Ill Ill Pal 
ot St.B.t. 

sa- lilt. J..temee .... I IIIII ,.,. die lllltilll ..... WilW. 
tile U. ........,, t i ltlala. p•mM•• - ._....._. 
..... W. ft Ud 11111 t. W11. I I .. tile ........... ot 
pen Utda._., tt. ...,.., a of Lallor h ••• a W. liii'Uft.eal&oll 
oa 1tU lttMlf ....... UIU ... I tldn ........ I dtltll bJ 
diU .... , ... 

"' ............ -....... l:ldln • lptrial ... 'fliT .,... 
........... • lit)' 111 lf7l, IIIIIIJU- ta _, pllftll ..,... 
that ellt.ckl. A tntlha vUl lit r~atrNl t.a W.. .... oal7 
a.t• all • tWIIu •• ...,. ..._ ... u r:rd .... wUia -.s.c. 
.,...,_ e., lltU ftPI te • prum. 

·' 

·~ 
Oytle 
/¥'lVork Foldel' 
0 JFG Log ."""' 
, "~---··ons Log 

Jan l .• GI'IMe 
Alll't.ttAI0........_ 

Opeta&&oal c 'ons Log 
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ee: Diltrict Director. lew York. New York 
Attention: Auiatant Diatrict Director, Investigations 

Letter under acknowledgment for your information and 
inclusion in Al7 597 321. 

DC:WCJI:dlw 

cc: WF - John Lennon 

With copy of incoming correspondence, 

730 



0 

' ' ' 

733 



(b)(~) 
I 

nhne 
~ Work Folder 
0 JFG Log 

Qperati:o 
Invc,s·t .. 

P~ 1ib:la laM &tlriH • to ~'~~IF* to 7W'f llthl' of 
May 30, 1912, ~HI'. W ~tz~-. I• I a btUUH it i_,l,_ 
a u.t.tu wtW. tNt j~ of t.JdA a.m... 

Mr. Ud Hat. t.oiiiDA .,.... lut AOIIltMill to tlla UU.tcd st.t.• OP ... t. 13, 1971, M ~ 'ff.ldl::ol'l 1 for: lluiPIIM 
plllpGIU Plf to at'-' & CWlt:I\ICtt beat:Urs .ta fiOUit, p•MifKIII8 
tn coaMtUcm with Hn. ~.aa~m•t ohl.ld 1111 ~ l'IUfiq•· 
SiaN u.y WIAI& to cl*p&rt fi'C!IIII tliU oouatty vidttft 1M Pftiod 
aullloriud fof! tlldl' ""'>"• dltportaU. Pl'OOIMIIIP wn luti• 
t1.'IC8Cl qdnat thai cm that g~. 

Tt. lllponaUcm l~ ~ a ~~p~~~ul taqutry offU.I' 
.. COML.._. ... *' n, tm. • t:~~~tr .... •• .., pad~.r~g 
btfon chat olfttsal, ldeet"" Will be tllidlod u &Wr 
.... Ollly aftft •U. .......... hu -- COIIIIldlftld, ud 
vlt.h OOI!Ipletilt ~ for theit dpc t.o .. p....,., 

S£nMn,)l, 
Jf:.l YD~.:s F. vreene 

bY .... .,. ................... ---
.r... F, 0...... 

Auoe1..U:e c...s .. ~ 
()peyatiOIIe 

cc: District Di:r:ecwr, New York, New York 
Attention: Assi&tant District Director, Inve&tigations 

Letter unde~: aeknawledpe.nt fm- you~: infonnation and 
inclusion in A17 597 321. 

OC:WCN:dlw 

cc: WF - Jahn Lenoon 

·wftli copy of incoming correspondence, 

~nmw,~ Jn'"'" ~ · 
'' - .. ~ 
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......,t.to11Ht taft, Jr •. 
Uld.t.i Stat. hllllta 
liatlldll .. • D.C. 20!10 

• 2 .. 

cc: l>latdct Dlnctor, lew Yon, 11aw Yon 
AttuUoa: Adlatut D:t..tdct Dlnetor, llwutlgatiou 

Copy of lettar UllCier lck...,led,prt. for your iafonation 
ead iaduaioft ia !17 .597 321. 

DC:WCI:dlw 

cc:: WF • Jolm Le11110n 

With copy of tnco.tng correspondence. 

cc: WF • Congreaatonal l:nqutrtea lUid Reaponaea FY • 1972 

737 



. ' • I 

ROBERT TAFT, JR. 

OHib 

June 9, 1972 

Honorable Raymond F. Farrell 
Commissioner 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
Washington, D,C, 

Dear ~tr. Commissioner: 

Enclosed is communication I received froml J 
and I would appreciate information which would assist me m 
preparing a suitable reply. Please return the correspondence 
after it has served its purpose. 

Thank you for your help. 

' ' 

• 
738 



JUN 15 1912 

huideJlt tuliiOII bile aPed 111 to nepoat to your neut 
let:tu ~ M¥. 61111 Hn. I .. Mllfll ....... tt l&Ml~ ll 
l!ldtet' wlth!D the ~ of W. s.m. .. . 

Mto • ..S M¥1. '•n•1• ww lut dlitled to tile UU.ted 
stata aa Aarpet u. um ... t-= .sa~on, for t.laNa pvr....,... act to au.d ll _....., 1.11 CIIIU't pi'Ohlldiap 
tn -tion Vlik Mn. l.oelllllm11 oiii.U by a , ......... ~. 
St.aalt tbq Wltld to ... !Mt ~ tJU .-ry wl~ tla pWI.od 
authol'f.llll4 for t~r ~CaY. dliportatiorl p101adl~~~t Wlt'e lMU• 
tt!UCI splMt them 011 tl•t ~~. 

l'be ditpol'tatf.oa ~ bdml a .,.,.Ul ~ry offiwr 
waa ooaabtded 011 May 17, 1972, ad tlwtr _. ue 1IDW ptlldi:mg 
befon that offl4tal. A, dMUil:m v:Ul be Nlllllnld 1.11 tbofr 
...,.. oaly illftet all the ....._. lwJ bMn ...Udlmld. hi 
with CCJ~~~pt.t. RS&I'd for· tW!' ~ to ._ pl'llllllll. 

st-.Nly, 
Is/ James F. Greene 

J~F.~~ 
AIIOIIiate Colald.UioMr 

Opftalieu 

cc: Diatrict D:l.rec:tor, l~ York. New York 

-

Attention: As.istant D:l.str:l.ct Director, Investigations 

Letter under aeknowledglllent for your information and inclusion 
in Al7 597 321. 

CJ;File DC:WCN:dlw 
[¥' work Folder 
[j JFG Lng cc: WF ., John Lennon 

Operations. Log With copy of incoming correspondence, 
Investigat1ons ~og 

- ------
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(b )(6) 

co 893.l.C 

rrus.,... ... bu aaiJied • to ftfPDIId w ,._. ltnu of *' u, un ..... ....,.. •· ... ~~u. ~. .. Will ,. ••• ,.. tt bwot ... 
a .ttu' Vf.tldll tilt j~ift of .W. ~. 

)b-. ud Jtn. ' I P II Wft lftt adidu.l to &:1111 Uldttlf 
Stat. H .... 13, 1971t .. tr JIIUY 'fUlCIIInt 101' ....... 
JIUIPIIII ad to athlll a ......... ,. fiOIII't jiiUUdlllll 
ia Ill uetl.oa tdD tin. Ill r IT 1'1 ellf.1d by a pfiWitu IUiiap. 
Sl.aN tMJ laii.M to clepat f1aa PU ._.., fttldll tJ.e ,.no.l 
tuthodiiCI t.l' tlloeir Ma:r • .,.rtatlea Pffi'IIUIP.,... t•l· 
QaMd ··- thlll .. tbat , ........ 

'na. .,....atloe bllllillf, ..-. a .,.Ual ~1'1 oifku' 
..... , .... -- 17, lt7l .... tadl' ....... .., ,. ..... 
_,.,. t111t offtet.al. A -....,_ v.m bll ftrtrnd t.a tlltu 
..... Mly .ttu au tll. m ... bu '*- ............ _, 
Vilh -.~.ete namt for thdr ftal*t t:1u • plllllll• 

Is/ 

.. 

cc: District Director, Hew York, llew York 
Attention: Assistant District Director, Investigations 

Letter Ullder ackrlowledg'lllent for your inforuuon IUld inclusion 
in A17 597 321, 

. [i,J'il 8 DC:WCII:dlw r;i Vlo!'k Folder 

I] JFG Log , h 
0 0 .•.. , ... r .~c • WF • Jo n Lennon perd, lv.,;:;;, -Jo 6 

l :~~~~~==~~·:~~-~~~ With copy of incoming correspondence. 
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.. -._.-.......,_. ______ ....... ,_~----~· -----------·---··-___...,....·---
~ CONTROL NO. I Ol>'f'IC"£ 

\' LEiiiNON, Jobn & !oko · 557/t .RA!B 
j', IJ\u1_D~!iOIIIIEPL Y 

. _ ~ s-~-12 
t. '' COilliiilll'ONDJ;:NCE Fll!:li'7~ "'AND"""'D""ESC=Illl'TI=""oN:;------t-;AS;;''s'"'lG~NED !DATE) ITO) 

I S-2$-72 INV. I Via 11H n:xTENDED To <DATE> 

Requut help ret subject hfRANSF~aRED(DATE)crQl 

DATED Tf<ANSFERRED (DATE) (Ti)) 

4-30-n' I 

DATE Oli' INT~7I~ l\lmllr _lllEFoRyu;:QUEBn:D n:o~ (OFFICE) (DATE llEPOII; DUE) 

-- JClv ;; ~ .!ltlf.V,. L.&- "- :·, ,f?~l, 
DA~E q~ ;&;]PLY lCOFILEINmnllliliiS 1 woRK FOLDFf 

. I co 89).1-C ---'L-__ _ 
FOR;,.j C0-87 
,RI!V, 2·1·Ei9t 

CORRESPONDENCll COlWROL CARD 

. . ' 

Tr·· -. -- ------74s--



U;l!ile• 

Rafenace 11 .... tc your lattu of J'UDII 6, 1972, with 
IIIClOIUr&, etmlllmift8 Mr, aad IU'Io John l.amlr.m, 

co 703.1005 

IU'. Lemton la S.M1lf.ibla for a vf.u od acliidMion toto the 
Ullited Statu be8aUI of a COJWt.otloa of poNa .. taa cam~&bia reatn, 
i.n aU.an CIOIW'totecl of tueh u offule lillY aot lie •utad for per• 
lllllftllllt ratdeMe. Jlnnthllu1, bU •try MY bt. autbor:laed lll'lda'l' 
a lf!Mial pnviaion of law for a -.,onry vutt. 

IU'. LemJon•a pt:U11tt 'ri.ait to U. Ull:lhd sun. _, authoriaed 
Wider thie epe«ial pi'O'filloa of law low ., .... purpotat aad to 
attend a cuatody heafiDB f.n eourt pnl .. di1'SI 1B COMMlton with 
Kra. 1Amoa11 chlld by a pnvtoue llllfriaaa, Hi1 entry wu &\\thor• 
iud for t.bete pwrpo~U upon the fttiCI 111idatf.orl of the Dap&Hae.nt 
of State. Stntta 11ao1da lbow that Jdto, aad Hn. LIMon wan laat 
adldtt.ct into thll CIC*IItry 011 Auplt 13, 1971. 

SiMa they clici DOt depart fJat the Ualta<l SUtM VS.t.hin the 
tiq autbol'iud, ckportaU.OII P•••llilllll ware latlS.t:uter.t qainet 
thea on that P'fJUIIId, SubiiP"' to the f.•ttuUaa of ll.llth pi'O• 
o•acU.Q&t, the Dilpart~Mnt of Labo.- 1"'*11 a labor eertifiedion on 
IU'. IAlulon'• 'bebalf and be WI ......., a thbd ,_._.. oluat• 
fS.catton by W• Servt.. to ba .....a in applyln& fOI' an llllllgrant 
ViM, 

Tbe clapo:rtatf.orl beanca befort a .,..u.t 11tqu.try offiuT 
originally Hhadul..t fer Hllrch 161 1972, and Mjoumed on .._ral 
OC44UJ1ona, -. oo.lucl..t em l'fl.y 17, 1972. '1'ba llJ*IUl inquiry 
off tear r ... l'V!Id h:l.a dacf.11.oft :lft the lllltter aNI gave M:r, i..e!Q)n '• 
attoney until July 1, U72, to fila a ~f. 11wt deetlloe wUl 
be raftdflnd in tbe!r C8M8 only after aU the mdenM haa 'beeA 
CDl\11dlr..t. and with coatplete regan! for tl'lef.r right to due 
PI'OCIII!Io 

rS'f Work p,:lder 
0 JFG Lt;e 
0 Operatlon'' '.,,, 
[] Invastig~;_ 1 :.a~ u;

11 
__ ' 

l' ', 
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• 2 • 

·- ., 
With ......,_t to the ..-tson of wither umabta raat.n 1

\ 
aad.IIIU'lj- ere f.dutlcal. tbat tuue w.1 niled ~the 
depol'U.UO'Il 'lleartng QCI will alao be ruol'lfld by the apeci&l ) 
inquiry offf.eer, · 

/ 
l1le eaclown to your latter u retllfl!led hanwtth. 

SiDCently, 

Ra)'III)Ad J', Famtll 
ea.taator.r 

lblorable J, Glema le&ll, Jr. 
llaiW State. S..U 
Wubtngton, D.C. 20!110 

Eucleeun 

cc: District Director, New York, New York 
Attention: Assistant District Director, Investigations 

Copy of letter under acknowledgment for your information 
and inclusion in Al7 597 321, 

DC:WCN:dlw 

cc: WF - John Lennon 

With copy of incoming correspondence, 

cc: WF - Congressional Inquiries and Responses - FY - 1972 
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' 
'· . 

IIIIATI IE:I.ICI" CQMMITfP 
ON IMAI./o.IIUtiNI: .. 

June 6, 1972 

Honorable Raymond F. Farr.ell 
Commissioner 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
119 D Street, .N. E. . . 
Washington, D. C.. 20536 

Dear Commissioner l!'arrell: 61• 
', ' .:. ', 

I am enclosing herewith a copy of the letter which 
. I recently received from one of my constituents regard
ing the case of John and YO'ko Lenn.on. i" 

' 
In order that I may re.sp<mG tely io my con-

stituent, I would appreciate knc1w he status of the 
Lennon case and also would Uke to know M' the Illltiligra
tion and Natul:"al1zat1on Service includes hashish"in their 
definition of a. narcotic drug. 

Thanking you for your cooperation, I am 

JGB:Jk . 
Enclosure 

.. 

. '. 

!II IIi 

. ....... 

',. !., 

I I 
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:rr.r:1r r..asea are pre~~ently pemlioa. before a ~~p«re141 1Aqll.!r, 
o~:'::to,;·. X have DO dcubt tbe.t, in tb.r.iie csaq;G 43 Lll other caoes, 
t:::'l :J· :··J.c~ U!U mnunue to ~r« to its. hi.!P stcll:l4rdlt ot 
f:t. ~md htJ?Utialit:r-

~~~·r • . ·r~tCt~e 
~iato · Comtlsionet 

()perat!OIUI 

Jlistr:t.ct l:H.rectol:, Hew York, trew York 
Attention: ·· Assistant Distric~ Director,, Investigllt1QJ:I~t, 

Letter under. acknowledgJ,Dent ~ttached for inclusion in AJ.7 597 321. 

DC;WCJil :dlw 
~~i :_w.. ' 
WF.' ~ John Lennon 

. ' 

With copy of letter under acknowledgment. 

! .. 

. . ' 
,1"; 
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y· 

.. '.:,.,, .. 
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' ' 

co 703.1046 

U.r Snatew litllabetl 

..,._., .... to,.. lettu of,_ 7, 1972, vstt. 
.. 11ft .. , .......... Mt. aM Nn. Je1m kiAift. 

Mr. 1 ...... 11 U.lJ.atl>le ~~ I ViM ud llillldaltft lato tt.l 
Urlt'-' StdM h cnM of a ftMtAIU.oa of potlrn·U. ea.ablt nata. 
Aa alia ~ of tlllldl aa ., .... .., 1101: be ..._.ttM for ,. .... 
........c tUt.d1n1 • .......,..le.H, Ida elltfJ .. , be au.tbol'iu4 U111111r 
• .,..s.l pft'ftttea '' 1aw m a .....,..., mtt. 

Mr. I.IIIIIA41 pnl•t 'filit til Ue lh&ted St.et .... tutbori...S 
... I' *• ....... 1 ~ ol ... 101' ....... ,., ....... to 
atttlad a ........, liMdllc 111 toUt pru•••• ta eeaa11tioa With 
Join. IIDPIIi11 matld trJ A p~ .. l'l'iap.. Ilia aRI7 .. aat!ior• 
tM 1ft ta.. fUPIIfl ... dit IIIII I I rrdrtloa of t:M Jltpa'ltMftt 
of State. s.nt4llt nco•...., tllat Mt. allld Jtn. LeftllOII"'" tart 
....,_tted ta&o tiiU .....CfJ oa ..._t 13, 1971. 

a,_. U.y did •t ..,.t tn. u. UU'-' Statu vttbta tbe 
tiM~. ~-,. .... a,... .... t•tt~ aptut 
ta. oa tM.t ........ SutUpiiM til tba tattttutt• of fUIIIl pn• '**•• tar. Depa.rl nat of Lei>Dr f.l"''' a 1at1or owt:iftutioa 011 
Mr. I n 1111 ... lf &tid ... wa ••11•d a W1'11 pni_..UJ clliHl• 
ftaattoa tr:r u.. ......._ to "' .... t• a,plJina ro.. .. ~t 
Ylu. 

TN ..,...._ ... beul111 bd4m a .,.&al ~17 olft•r 
ortaU.Uy ...... t.d .for ·lfuell 16, 1m, ,.. adjea-.t on .... rat 
................ 1 ...... Mq 17, 1972. '1'he .,.Ul ,...,..., 
offl.ur NIMIIud bta ........ ta tt.a llltCU ..a pYe Ill'. I ••n'• 
attllftlll1 .U.l July 1, 1972, to fila a IIIUf. 'dae .._..._ will 
be nn tnllll u tWI' ....... ,, dta" au u. m.._ 11u baeD 
toAittllnwl, IIMl vttb ....,ltth nam fer ti!Ur rtallt to due ,...... .. 

''' '·' t ,.' ., 
~ 0 rm rrn rm fl'./!1 ,.fi'\ s:p Ri f1 'l. ~ 

',' ·'· 

753 



a..raltiAIIaoWJ. llqhle 
Ulld.tfld st.- S..bt 
IIUW.II,Itnt D.C. 20510 

• 2 • 

SlDHC'ely, 

cc: District Director, Mew York, Mew York 
Atteation: Aaalatut Dl.atrict Director, lnvutlgatf.ons 

Copy of letter lll.'lder aclmowledpent: for your infoi:!Jiltion 
and incluaion in Al7 597 321, 

DC :WCll:dlw 

cc: WF • John Lennon 

With copy of incoming correspondence, 

cc: WF • Congressional Inquiries and Responses • FY • 1972 
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' 

June 7, 

Respectfully referred to: 

Mr. Raymond F. Farrell 
Collllllissioner 
Illlllligration and Naturalization 
119 D Street, N.E. 
Washington, D. C. 

Service 

-!:e : 
"'-.) -·'' !:2 ::;,: 

-~·= ft1;; ::) 
I rr, 

CO <" r:; 
l:.''' 
--~-

""0 "' or.: ::t".l'"tJ w (/J CJ 

12 .'~ 

pG 
.~ ' 

(}J)Q · .. ·• 
Because of the desire of this office to be /· 1/i;~ :'.· '· ·' . , 
responsive to all inquiries and communications, Ji"f ', ··,. ·:- · 
your consideration of the attached is if 
requested. Your findings and views, in ({J, , , ,;.~;""~ 
duplicate form, along with return of the ' •· 

enclosure, win be appreciated by rL:· .. :: i 
! , . I 

Bonnie J, Pierce. 

·, 

I 

I 
I 
! 

Form #2 

. ' 

' :r·· ~. 
', {,- .• ·-

'·.:·' • 

' . 

',.,, .. 
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co 703.649 

WenAtt lt ... to"*" ktla of Jue 6, 1972, with 
elltl.,..., ....... Hr • ..John J.Haoa. 

Mr. ,.,..... u u.u.,tble for a 'fila aad •*liHioa ut.o th!a 
tblittcl Sbt.H lleelllllt of a CCIII'If'l.tltiOil el poe•••• t61MMt rutn. 
An aU• ~of IUIIl a ott.M .., 110t be...,., .. f..- per· 
._... IUIIIIJlh. Bo•tu:• Ida •1'1 _, M ~ under • 
epahl pro.f.ltioa of lAW fcqo • '-'i0hl1 'lUll\. 

""'· l.ellnOa'• Pfllll Jt mit to - Dilled ........ Adlor
iiM W11111H uta tpedal proYiaf.oa of Ia for '-Ulna l*IPC*I 
alld te atteld a .... hud.fta ill f.\R1't pt'UUdilllt in OINIMCUOD 
with Nn. It? ••• chtld bf• pl't'ffAiu •n..._.. Ilia tlltl'Y we 
ntlroriMcS ffrl' tbMe purpote~ Uf10J1 clMt 1te1 7 7 ndaUe of the 
tlep6re 1 nl of !ltat~t, 

Sirlcle Mr. ltnum ctU DR ..,.l't fBa thil Vrd.tad aut.u within 
die tiM ~. d1porcatta ,..,,..,1,.. ..... laatlhttcl 
a,U.t ha. u lbat a.....S. Sv.tn;uat c. U. illltlbJt,loa of such 
JUIIIIttdt'IP, tile~ of J.allw SIIIIIUIId a ll.hH eertlfkat.toa 
u Hr. Ltnnaat• l.leball ad lilt ., •n•fllad a thtwd pn.fewrrn 
clutiftc&Uoa bf W.. s.ma to Ill aH4 ta apply111& ffrl' a .............. 

'1'b4l ~ .....,.. lltfOM A .,..tal blpd.ry O.ffk!a' 
oftaillally tehllllaltcl for lfmlh 16, 1972, t1111 adJ~ on • .,.....1 
OCUftoM, 'IIU C811111.U Oil May 17, 1971. 1.'1111 tpedal il'lf.t1liry 
ottuar rutnccl hU dMI.doa ta thtt eue w 8IWI Me'· l..elmoa't 
•ttonay until July 1, 19'72, to fUe a bri.d. 'I'M 41datoa will 
b4t nd1nd ta hie..., oaly4ftu all tilt~ •• been con
tllknd, lllld vtth OOA!plek naud for hu rtpt to dul proeeet. 

Filed ty: -----------
. ·'\I _,l .. uwtnl.!..J 
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'l'be e1101--. to ,._. letar u t'ettd'aad henwl.th. 

licmorable Otie G. like 
llot.lae of ...,,..ellt&ti'ftl 
w.uhiDgtOil1 D.C. 20515 

StJII!ft'ely, 

ec: District Director, New York, New York 
Attention: Aesistant District Director, lnvestigationa 

Copy of letter under acknowledgment for your information 
and inclusion in Al7 597 321, 

DC:WCN:dlw 

cc: WF • John Lennon 

With copy of incoming correspondence. 

cc: WF - Congressional Inquiries and Responses FY- 1972, 
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OTIS G. PIKE 
FIRST OUJTRh.'l'o Ne:W YORK 

COM~I'1"r'f!lh 
ARMED SERVIC£11 

\ 

-;FFICE OF THE mtasbington, :IJB,(. 205t5 
1>JP1t11SSIONER 

June 6, 1972 

Hon. Raymond J. Farrell, Commissioner 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Commissioner: 

2418 AA YIJIJRN Houslll: ()nr!C'& BUI&J)I.tiO 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 2.0!St'IJ 

AftEA CObi: 2:02 
T!Lt:I'HONt:! U$--382.0 

MRS. R. G, WOOL8ERT 
EXICUTIVf.t SEC1t£TAIIY 

DISTRICT OFF'IClt: 
130 0$1'WANOEPI AVENU.t 

RtviAHEAD, NEW YOfiK 11901 

T.IL.EI"HONE: 727' .. 233% 

Enclosed is a letter regarding the deportation of 
John Lennon on which I would appreciate your comments 
for transmittal to Mr. McKenzie. 

Thanking you for your cooperation, 

OGP:kk 
enclosure 

Cordially, 

q~~~j. ~~ 
~TIS G. PIKE 
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co 703.688 

DMr Senator seb.wt.&.r1 

bf•...,.. 11 IWie to your latt.r of ~ date to tlle 
Dept.l'tllleat of State, wtth talllloaun, ICDbl~ Mr. Jolm l.emleo. 

14r. ~ u lMU.gibl• for a nu 88ill .-....un taco tbe 
UDJ.t.ecl Sutu ~ of a ~tiolt of potANPa ..... bit tUtn • 
.An &U.en eoarict.ecl of ncd:a aa off .... •1 aot lie Mlldtted for ~r
iliiUIIIIlt t'MidiDce. HlnMir, bla ..cry .,- lila nthoriud tllldft a 
lpMitl provitiOR of 1"" for a tellpotvY 'ff.tf.t. 

Mr-. l.ui!Oa' • pret•at viltt to tl!.4t tlld'*' Statu ., f!UCbor· 
:1.1!14 Ullllu' tlll.a ~pHial p'IO'IUI.oa of law f• bal .... pUJ'pllMI 
aad to att.eacl a ~ IIM:riai l.a CDUR pu ttaiUo,aa: l.a CORDHt.io:a 
vf.tb ltn• l.tlluiOB11 Pf.W b,- a pnvf.OU llllt'fia&e• Itt 4tOh'y wu 
aut:bori.IN for theM ~ tap0a tile IIIII .. tloa of the 
Depanmeat of l>tate. 

!ltaoe Hr. 1A111111a cll.d: •t ~ fro. tile OUted State& within 
tba tf.-~. tllporhtf.OII piCIIIUdhp ... tull.tuhd 
qaiut hill n tl:lat gJWIIICI. 8\lliell'Mmt to the I.Mtlt.tton of auch 
pn:e•adl»&•• tlle ~l'CIIeK of Lakt:r lHUid a labol' ce~U#M.tf.on 
OA l!ir. 14111111m1t bebQf ad M WI HCtil4d I tJd.# pnfeii'UII 
elunftcraUOD b,- tbu ~ to be ....t 1ft app1Jiae for an 
Utldgi'!Pit vt••· 

'1.\l.e deporeatlofl •rtllli ~ a ~pW.tial f.llllpdry officer 
orf.&l.ully achedul-' !or Manh 16, 1912., &1111 ujGAMIC! on ...,.ral 
occ.ui.ORI, wa eonel...., n May 11, 1972. n. ~ptcf.tt1 t..Ury 
offioer dMnU bit dleUI.Oft in die CIUII _. ,.. .. Hr. ~·• 
attomey vattl July 1, 1972, to fill a bcUf. 'I'M delf.t&oa will 
be -*Hi:l in bit UN Mly &f. all tN ........... IN baaa COO• 
lf.drlnd, &!lid with Olllllll>llte npri for bit dpt to clue PIIUi!llf• 

k~nd t. ran:ell 
ComL•tcmer 

Ho.n.bte llchlllld s. Scbwf.kar 
U.Shd St.&tn lletlah 
WalhtnitOD. o.c. 20510 
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ec: Di.trict Direetor. lev York, New York 
Atte~ttion: Auilt&nt lliatrict Director. Invwt1gat1ona 

Letter unde'l' aekaovltadpent for your information and 
inclu•ion in A17 !i97 321, 

DC : WClH dl v 

cc: WF • John Lennon 

With copy of incoming correspondence. 

cc: WF • Congressional Inquiries and Responses • FY - 1972, 
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/' 

STATE ·A.I.D. • U$1~\j<;~\} s'l\,• DATE 

6/2/72 .. ROUTING~~~\t• , \ ':) " 

TO, , \ lJ. .V>-gom. ~~t Initials Dote 
Name or Title .~ ~ \ ~ Sym~ oomto, Bldg. 

I. \\' ~~" ~fro Honorable Ra ... ; Fart'~ . 
2 Commissioner \>' IA~S\~~s\'0\"'"" 
• r.,.,~ .,..,.., j'-~ nn <l,.,rt 1\l • "' -~A" c ~-· 1roo 

3. Department of Jusde:e ..... A . . 
..;o.vu, '"'' vo II<..-

4. ,!/ 

5. -"' Vf 
Approval For Your Information , Note and Return , 

As Requested lnjtiol for Clearance Per Conver:sati.Md 

Comment Investigate Prepare Reply 

F tie Justify See Me 

For Correction X NeceSS(J~Y Action Sianafure 

REMARKS OR ADDITIONAl ROUTING 

' 

Enclosures: 
1. From Senator Schweiker 

May 23, 1972, with 
enclosure, 

2. To Senator Schweiker. 

' 

FR~il.zy:lo "M,0'~tl§Hhe ROOM NO. & BLDG. PHONE NO. 

Assistant Secretary for 
- • .1 n .1 .~ 

FORM JF-:i9(Formorl Forms DS·!O, AID· ..SO 3 • 68 y 5 & IA-68 

.. . 

i ' I. 
I 

\ 
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• 

• 

/ 

CC)i\'L;. ,,_;;,00i0JVAL 

-. l 

' 

1,... 

~CnHcl\ -!Dlak~ .S>cnak /_....-: .. 

r:.~:; /,l;,j ., (_ (. ~ 
(I)" '-"' 

~ 
Respectfully referred to: 

'J 

·~· ~~ .. ~-::·:::-:,~t cf :::t.::.~--r~ 
i4:c:::~, '"·.~t:::l. J. c. ~052\J 

WRITIEN li•<QUIRl£~ 
SECIION 

Because of the desire o this ~¥ft~ ~~?~ 
responsive to all inqui ies and communications~ ' 
your consideration of t e attN&ibd QffiCE ' 
request.ed. 'four fi~ngs and views, in 

duplicate :J.'f!D• alo~with return of the 

enclosure, wi'll be appreciated by 

\)009545 
--; 

I, lU c;,a:'d S .. i,.:-::~atker: 
Penns1h·an1a ' ••••••••••••~•,.•••~••••u••••••••••••••••••••••~•••••••••••-""" 

u.s.s. ~ f 

\ r 
j ·. 

Fol'lll 12 

• 

• 



~~+.....,..Ji,. __ _ 

- ··~""~"·-·:--

. ' 

f 

I 

(b)( ) 

• 

•, ' ' 

.. 

Hcmorablt Ucbam &. SdMOce:r . 
United States SIRll.ta 
Washf.ngtoD, D. c. 2.0$10 

Dealt SIMto'r: Scbweikt~l 

... ~ •. I 

June 6, 191'2 

1 1utve nceiwc1 )'OUll' oj U, coa-
oem1Da tha &Dtenat of.._ _____ .,~ t:b caae 
ef Mr. JoJrrl Ltrmoa. 

linea •tt••• pe:rtailliaa t6 .:u. •••• ,. Ia the 
· Untted Statea, tncludtaa chponatten pro~p. 1n 

wttbtn the juriHlctt.oo·oi the Jmtaratf,cm·ond 
Naturalwcton Servin of s:U hpart:lllant of Justice, 
1 have, AD an effort to be •• helpful •• po. ... le, 
tent coplet of t:he penf.oeQt con•~• to the 
loaoDbl• la)'moac1 r. ranel11 O..f.adaau •f dtat 

. SelM..oe, f~ eppmpd.ate rep1.1 to pu.. C..Staionu 
ra~n11 _,. be auche4 oa code U.S, atatloa 201. 

• 

fluae coattaue to call on e 'lllbellevu JW nl.J.are 
that w caa be of aaeiatlllce. 

.... 
' / 

,• •' 

. . . ,,' 
..,,1,: 

, . 

Slaaae11 yoaa, 

ba't'ld M •• babire 
Aatlatllltt ..... tu'J fOI' 
Coqnltioaa1 hlillOftt 

i . 
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(b) 7)(c) I 
File 

John LittmOn 

I 

co 70.1.731 
Juae 13. 1972 

Mra. !U.ubet.b ..... ConsreaiiiU Sea Giltbcma ofUee on June 12. 
1972. NlU!d ooaee-. tile aubj.et. Tbe lafonatiorl aoataiaed 
in OIQ' letter of Juae 9• 1971. to Ccma•u• II" Collier wu 
furaillaed her. A written reply 111118 aet ftMtlllllt'ted. 

DC 1 WCIIIdlv 

CCI WF • CCID.gnnioM.l laquf.ri• aDd ~~ • 1!Y • 1972 

.cc: WF • Jolm 1..ua1m 

·; ·- ~ i J.':·.::; I:' 
' -~-

: 
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(b) 7)(c) I 

File 

I 

co 703. 573 
Jue 12, 1972 

Mr. GleD luff of s..w llllllk1•'• office oa JUM 9, 1972~ called 
CI'JDftlld.ll& tba l\1bj1tctl. Be ... ftmalaiiH .......... tioa 
COilt&iae4 ln OUl' letter of Jue 2, 1m, c.o co.,n••••• hlp 
eaept tbe ten "caari&W.. re~ta'" ... ....r iJI LllN of "ud.juaU". 
Wd.ttea ftlifle&tlOII IIOt -.ueteli, 

CCI WF • ~1 laquiriu ad lllfDDI'I • IY • 1972 

cc I WJi' • Jolla l,e 7 1'1 

! I] ----c·---"<<<c C< p ~~ /',', 
[~ ------------------
Filed by: -----------

,,, 
u.,J.~J-ll ~..:;· 
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! 

' ! 

S.ptaber 26, 1973 

Tht• nfer• to )'OUr t.tt•~' ooac.rntaa Ml:'. John LeMOn. 

Tlw Sptetal lnqutey Oflt•r bMrtftl Ml:'. Leftfton'• .... 
fOWid 111• drapcm&bk llut phted hta a ~"tl'iocl of 1illty d&yt 
wttllta which to .-part 110lutartlJ fna tht UDitlk! Statal. 
M1:'. LIIIIIH 'llaa &ppuhd tb:l.a dMtaien to tht Band of 
t.iar&tf.orl Appull, Tlw futun aetton .t tllta hTVice W1 11 

CO 893.1-C 

be d&paDdllat upc.m the Ba&I'CI' 1 dicit tOll. In tbl ..-ntt• no 
aetton lookt~t~ t.-rd Mr. Lennon•• .S.pal:'tiR'e wtll be t&Mn while 
tbe ea11 h befon tht le&rd. 

Stm:enly, 

I. A. lauahnn 
.~IIOCYU eo.t.llf.Ohll:' 

Ml ...... 1tt 

~- ___ SEP-2...::.-~19i"J"jllt....· -· 
Dat~> 

'let.Antion ~rvi ~loa 
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(b )(6) 

To: 

UNITED STATES LlEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

INVE!iTIGATIONS DIVISION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20536 

0 Regional COMi uioner 

0 Burlington 

o Rlch•ond 

0 St. Paul 

0 San Pedro 

Attention: A .. iatant Regional ColaliuionOiorr";,-11,_1.\.i.fa.l;.i.o!..-.-

CiiOiotrlct Director New York, New York 
Attantion: holotant Diotrlct Director, Investigations 

0 

RE: John and Yoko 
Lennon ',I.A•I•?-5•9•7-3•2•1-''nd 

00 For your in fonaat ion. 0 For oeceaury action. 0 SubMIt report. 

The attached correspondence concerning the 
subjects is for your information and inclusion 
in the relating files, No reply was made or is 
contemplated. No copy of the letter was retained 
by this office • 

Enc1oaure: 
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lN\'EST\GAT\ONS 
RECE\\IED 

· : . d v :.
1 

•. ~EP 2 7 \973 
l, ·' 

I 

.• .... ·~ 
1 ..... 1!11.'1/,. ~ 

·' 

,. 

776 



"..J 
"..J 
"..J 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON. D. C. 20SH 

OFFICIAL 8USIN.SS 

~eNAL n POft ~""" usa. ~c 

District Director 

fiOSTAGa AND NO PAte 

u .•. 

M~Afr'ltllaNT OP .IUSTICa 

.JuS-433 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broad-y 
New York. New York 10007 

44 

a I 

\ 

) 
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33 ye~ 

Hasn't Set in Yet 
!hauled Roseland Maestro Paulishow•s title 

. . . •cNEW .·YORK _ Bobby Riggs i Martell off his podium. He's j She replied: "Npt .at . 
"t i$-_ a~: -mi~ogynist for pubHc;ty j recupi,ng in Miami ... Norman; all thmk 1t's a sw ll 

~~'lay~ -but nQt around actress 1 Ma~ler and Norman Rosten:··· ~.~:~~~~;~e~z 
~Giles; she's 30 love with; (each has a new Marilyn MOn-l Add food S!bortages:' 

· .• -_tih.e; __ 55-year-?kl court cur~~d-1 roe boo-k out.) are neighb<?rs tnl ~apanese think it's an 
geon._ The JU:St·wed song s .. ar_Brooklyn Heights. And fnends.:IaC and bought.~ m~ 
l<'ris. Kristoffersons expect the so far ... Nutty Palm Beach 1. . West Berlin s j01mng 
baby iil --March; that's reaJ- 1

1 group does skydiving- nude. \ orlmi-nal club: u.&in~ d~y_ 
respectable these w h o- weds• j "ThP.- Hot L B a It i 'm o r e , ~ j011 muggers. a la Ttmes 
day~· •.• lJinda Lovelace,jcomdedy is alone among '72-73!· .•. Muggmgs ar,e up 32 
wf!ose."Deep Tbroatn perforrh-~off-Bdwy. plays sti11 runnLng .;cent 1n London .... more 

Kobn 
Bob 
years 
Astor 

izlB -is the dregS- of the decade~ 1. . Sam Peckinpah calls his J changes are com-mitted .,;i~n~~:~,:~:~;s 
--_ a cafe act being staged country-western flick. • • T h e 1 than anywhere • . • ;. 
by .. Sammy Davis Jr. Will he Silver Queen Saloon," the "first[Redgrave . got . c~~amed 

.. invite his pail Nixon to s·ee It violent muskal.. . • . "Mol}ll! London cr1t1CS 10. Antony 
wbim lt opens in Miami Beach? CllHdren" . flopped after I 6 Cleopatra" . : . • ."As ·,;likel,r[~~~ 

years Bob was 
Boxing Com
losing candidate 

Bob's widow Edna 
MaTVin Bob's gold 

Jewish mezuzah 

. Beatli; -.John Lennon's seven- performances last' s-eason on as _ar: Egypttan dl~ 
b$1!room mansion on 72 English Bdwy. Steve Steinlauf's bring· Meir m a yashmak 
aeres has -been listed for ing it back -off-Bdwy. hecause L--ondon S~andan:t .. 
~1000;- he wants to live '!:!.- it wangled one good review: Ya~:mak 1s the veil 
l!IL. ... Associated Bookmg's (Walter Kerr) and was selected Muslim women.) Spitzer, who advi""'! 
Oscar Coiten wants Sen. Sam as one ol· the ten best last· of the Oity of N.,.. 
Ervin~ to do a folk-story r,ecord season plays in the new Burns ':theatre & music collee-
~- Sen. Everett Dirksen Mantle Theatre Yearbook . · l,li: in her 70s, a beautituol 
did one years ago and cleaned • Viveca Undfors is nothing if abe always was beautitlll 
up •• -.. Irisunince tycoon Max not subjectiv-e: she's over 50. mercials have 1f,dy~ It was Marian wf10. 
Reibeisen sold Wal:ly Oox a And writing a mag article, Page . Morton George S. Kciufman in 
several bundred-llhousand-dollar "Sex Is Better After ~-" rehearses each one for W<""'PI:the 1'illlbnties to utter one of 
.Hfe policy in the 50s. Wally Smmds defensive. - with two coaches. raile totally gen<tlemanly 
canOOued it before he died with. Mari Gorman of the HHot L wich Viliag·e tlheatre HMarian. you'tl g. o-
uMax. I have the feeling I'm Baltimoreu hit (title's from a bill - aU Woody . 1 ::::~1~:~!~···: life never opening a 

:going to live forever.'" hote~ sign with one l-ette.r out) . ~ . Max Shulman lS r• 
~ Tl>ugh alt ~er dep't: Illness rec'd a letter asking if the ling his caLlow "Dobie 

. '-. kid-character for a new 
- based <m Dobie grown 
and married. 

I Neil Simon based his c.harae-1 
ter of the stage.VVaiter ~~ 

!thau-Ja,ck-Klugman-TV sl<>b 
1 in ... The Odd Couple"' on 
:ness manager (for 
Welch and Phyllis Diller) 
Gerher, who's very neat 
money/ ..• Glenn Ford 

. toasting that old Irish hC>l<Cia~r; 

:- anytbing • 
! Eden and M'~ehael A n s a 
I resi-sted the r:econctUation~ 
' vorce next . • :, • name' 
Neagle, who playEd the 
Lane Theatre in .uNo, 
Nanette" and sank with 
critical No, No~s this sea~ 

1 firs-t play-ed it as a chorine 
1928 in uTbe Desert 
Dame Anna, pushing 70, 
just too ancient -to repeat 
Keeler's lithe Bdwy. TriU11Jiltl, 
Voice and limbs trembled. 

Biggest songihit of tbe 
original HJrene" musical 
chopped out of the incum·berJ,t] 

iDebbie Re~ds· smasb: urm 
I Always c h a s i n g Rai1li>ow6c .. 
1 
The current musieal 

1 "You Made Me Love 
~wasn't in the original -- it 
a 1913 hit. It's also o...., of 

! top 100 al1-time pop mUSic 
! hits . • • Inciool¢aUy. . ';;;b';,~; I 
i Rainbows," tho iloi: in I: 
i hit, is in tbe ••• record ~ 

I 
bum; it was d""''J"'d··· .· ou .•.. ta. ~ 
• • • atore.sai4 D- Altlla 
Neagle starred in 1bl; f<ijwt 
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,--

~u •• '"'"""'""' Vl u;; ~a.tp. is only one symptom .. of1sons have died in Naple_s au~g 
po, is_ ~ ·~, ~- eysl~ia, and in the ~e ' ·as the past 'freel< a,.P three ii:HIIon. ~ 
~ ~:-~u- so_ writing "abo>#, th~ w.. ·><~\r------;;;;;;~~·---. 
~ can be ~~ O):her in<l!ication or dy~l""'ia. Green Valle.· y· 
fiOt be mm.ed. . Shnple mirror writdag in a 
- __ '"plllgs'' .....,- re~rt<>ved ~g child usuaNy c~ be read-~ Dairy 

- --bald. area __ -.. _ an_d are tly overeome with "'hence and 6 South Hi-'- St. 588-8ZIIIl 
tro!PI•o<:Ed by plugs of the same care. If, however, the chiild ,.,. 

--'---.'-----,------- taken -from areas where exb!bits a general inabi,lity to 1 « S P E C 1 A L" 
continues to grow. These learn and at !!he same time 
s-mall - &:bout IS hai.rs insists on ... mixror writings. that 

to a plug, and about 20 plugs fs another m_auer and de-~rves 
about average for one treat6 (as you obviOusly rea lt z e } 

skilled treatment. I 

BODY. ALL 
DEODORANT 

we'd better call it an 
1 

Dyslexia is ind~d a deeper 

1 
llopera4dOJl, be th t' .. ~ t! problem~ representing ~n---1nab1- Op D •1 7 3• ~ II 
1-1 cause a s wua ,: lity to read and learn norm,aJly. en at y : u am ~.v pm 

Reg, 59c ]9¢ 

, l But I don't want readers to! 
tra~lanted hair . goes~~ jump to the conclusion Uhat !. 

_ a resting ~e and l1he m i rror-writing automatically: 
hair falls out 1n a. bout th. ree , means dySl1exia. ~~ 
weeks, !J;>t new growtih be-i - __ _ 

y<sible after that time- i Note to Mrs. M.Y _: Address 
It'"s a tedious process since i of the Amenioan M-edica1 Assoc-I! 

not much can be transplanted! iation. is 535 North Dearborn 
at a timlO, and it can be cost!. y i St., IJhicago, Illinois 60610, 

I ~~~'OO:~~:~Oll:1~th:· e number of\ ---that a· r e You c~ri lose weight if ~you l 
· H~evert satisfactOry reaUy want to! Dr. Thosteson's! 

results have been reported as' booklet, "Lost Secrets o f I 
long as 15 years after the I Reducing," tells you how -
transplanting_. -. _ I ~atura:Ny an~out gim·m~s: 

WATER WEIGHt 
PROBLEM? 

-UH 

E-LIM 
Excess water in the body can 
be uncomfortable. E-UM will 
help You lose excess watet 
weight. We at Dava: 

D.rug Store recommend it .. 

Only $1.50 

Dear Dr. Thosteson: I am il . ,, 
74 aJIAl believe I am bavipg l , 
trouble with my prostate gland, i 
beeause I bav'! some difficulty ' 
In urinating. can you give me 1 
some : suggestions what I ean 

1 

PARTY -CENTER RESTAURANT 1 

1
1"26 COLLEGJ::; AVJ:::. 588-44081 

do to l:)etter it? - B. 

Reading up on p r o s t a t e I 
can ·be helpful but -it 

take the place of having Jl 
1 a•Wl>rltte diagnosis so you knm 

1
• 

is the trouble and kno\ 
much treatment 

indicated. 
So my suggestion is that yo 

:fiirst go to _your dootor. secont 
that you send 25 cents and 

PIZZA Open Mon., J'hurs. - 10 A.M. - Mtdnlglu 

L---,------'- Frlda~u~.s~~f~:~~-'i·i"P.:.l A.M~ 

~·~ ' SPECIALS Aug. 31 thru Sept. 6 ''6 I --·-··SPECIA:: ••• __ ll 
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UNITIID 5tTATES DEPARD1~T OF JUSTICE 
Immigration and Naturalization Strvict 

20 lest Broadwty 
New York, Nft York 10007 

Mr. Leon WUdft 
~ ladlson Avtnue 
Nft York, M. Y. 10022 

On:r !irt 

Ret J(JII lfiN.STIJf ate LSINOO 
.\17 597 321 

1 hav~ ~fOH IN you:r 111et101n of Auguit 1 t 1973 requettlnq HN111 Hlitf 
under If! ti!C 3S04 in the tbl)ve !litter. 

Since the sUbject's cete it ~uetly ptfteflnq on tppell before the Board 
of 1•1gnt1on Ap,.alh tt :Lt 1rf view that jlll'1tct1ctlon over your Mtlon 
rub neouter1ly with the 1'1oercl and should be dfr.eted to that body. 

If I did hiW jurltdictlon c)vtr yolll' 110t1011, I wcnald be foret4 to point 
out certair1 dtfeott fatal tc1 the rtlq\lett. 

The 110tion dou not I'PJ'leU 1:o have bttn tt1'Vtd on the govel'lllltnt trial 
attorney, Mr. Soh!111o, and b eertdnly not one lllh1•h ls lllltMbb to 
ex t~artt Htolvtlon, nor hu tht MCatary '" bHft pe1d. 

There h no alltgttlon ill tt~e P~J~en that the tfVIJ••nt hH refutt4 to 
affbtt o:r deny tM occt.ln't'J!IC:e of the dlt9fd unlawt\.11 ect. 

Certainly it ,,.. prt~~~t\111• to '"k jucUdal tntt:ventlon in the abtence 
of such ref\ttsl. I hlva u•:en tha Uberty of :r~tnlft9 a copy of your 
rtC~U"t to Jib', Sch11n0 for such action u the Service •Y decide to take 
on your req~~Ht. 

,_, ulll1nat1ot~ of § 3!504 shiM thlt it is 1 proctdural dev!c• auoo1ated 
with tht lnUoduct!on of mdtnce ill the proceeding. 

Your notion fa11t to specify· tbt pertleular evidence which it 1s clai-.d 
is lnadldadble beciUit it h thl pr!any p2'0d~Mst of an unlawful act. This 
is particularly iiiPOrtant In view of the fact thlt all of the evidtftct in 
thlt ~lntl before me ... elt.M:r offend by you or docl88ntary evidence 
to which you offered no objtction. 

Certainly tht:re would .... to be a 1erious queetion of laches, in atteapting 
to rebe at thb tt .. , IIIOH than a yeu aftft the hearing, obj.etian to 
the 1ntroduet!on of rtidence lllhleh should hlva bHn lltde at tht he«ring. 

CC• V!no•t A. Sthiano 
Chief Tr!al Attomey 

Very t~ you:ra, 
<~_;:-~ 

IRA F!ELDSTIEL -
Iattpatlan Judge 
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(b )(6) 

To: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRAriON AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

INVESTIGATIONS O!VlSION 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 20536 9/12/73 

[]Regional Ca.miasioner 

0 Burlington 

0 Richmond 

o St. Paul 

0 San Pedro 

Attention: Aniatant Regional Commiuioner, lnvestigat.ions 

gg Oi strict Director _}:Jew York, New Votk 
Attention: Anittant D~istrict Director, Investigations 

0 
lfO C()i'Y UTAlltED 1J1· eo. 

RE: John and Yoko Lennon, Al7 597 321 and 
I I -

IX] For your informati,on. 0 For necessary action. 0 Submit report. 

Attached correspondence concerning the subjects is 
for your information and inclusion in the relating 
files. No reply was made or is contemplabed. No 
copy of letter was retained by this office. 

( 1/." uA7 r. 
W. T. Flagg 

Enclosure: 
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,, ''"'.·:"":;! ••>i ·:.:\ .. , . ; ' ' ' .· 4·: ' I) M;il. ,,, >"""::~;~::i;;·: .. ~~~ii;,;~:;i':~r;:;;:;, "'';;!57dti':t>· ~~ • 
. '• ~. If\., 

'.''1( LEON WILDES ~:;: 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

. ,.,·: 
'· . ir 

•'-'' 

' . '',. 

' ' ' J~!f\!f:· September :ao, 1973 

ion and Na.turalization .Service 
w,at Broadway. 
York, New York 10007 

Hem:. In Fieldsteel, Immiq:~:"aticn Judqe 

Sir: 

· RB: JOHN WINSTON OHO LENNON 
A17 597 321 

In ¢onnectiQn with my Motion dated August l, 1973 in the 
aht''"" matter requesting relief under 18 U.S. COde 3504, 

,, .. . . ruling. dated September 12, · 1973 was juat .:r:eeei:ved, 
·.·. . as it was incorrectly addreaae• and apparentl;y. -.UI4~rected. 

I must differ .. with you about the ~oper juJ~.i.:l~Uill· to 
· ', . rule on thia :r:equeat, All yQ\l know, the &c>at4 of •.i.patii.Qn 
. Appeals considers i t.aelf ~ l:>y .. the. adminht;rat!v• r~ord. 

My reading of t:)le: atatu.te lMd• 1110 to eonclucll .. ,i:hllt i.t J• 
the. trial judqe or the Federal Diatr.ict COlo13~i• ~re 
obligated and ·empowerild to r,quire·. the ljJOVe1'111114iU~t..•~· --th'al 
or deny the occurenc:e of illegal aoaa. · ,~;; 

Your letter citea a i\taber of protadural iM~C!l• ,;(.~\ 
my Motion and avoids wl.incJ .c.'lefirl.it.ively w!~ J:IMMCt·;U 

· the serious IJ\11\tstanti ve iuu ... rai1td by the KOUCRL. · In 
. order to clarify the procedural matters raiaed, I wii.h. 

to state: ·:,, .. 
' •i>f • ; ·~ ·, 

(a) A·c.oifY of.t .... Moticn'l ._. tt~e4 u~ .. \\' 
,' :t•iqraticm and .tw;ali•••ta ~ .. "'~·· ·•.,·.. . , .1 

' the •lillie u.- ~t ••rv.,. • -~~ . 
' : · . ,. '· ·' ''1 ', ·',(·1 , ·''" I ' 

<',.,-J:, ", c ~~,,.~ ... ::.' .:?: 'l ·. 

l'~ . •,t 'A''_.:<~~··. 1~ 

• 
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'· -, 

,' ~ 

... ,.·, 

) 

i. ' ' ' :';.. 
' t' 

1-"t"-· 

.·.:: 

,, ' . 
. ' ,-, ,'" _;:'' : . 

, ! .;"\:;'•.tt)le. J:~uigrati•:>n Judge. I have a+ so ~:~ontlilet.~ 
": ~~ Vi,nce~t A. Schiano, .Chief Trial Att;o~, 

~··be has de,clined to .. affi~ o:r:,, ~tY.,the 
.: . ~urrence of any unlawful . aets on t.l,)e part of 
~e q9vernment • You may cons:ide:r: . t1:'11a to be 

·· the rcaspondent' s allegation ~h-.t; the qoverlll'ent 
·· , . has J;ef~sed to affirm or deny th~ oecu,trenee 

: of the unlawful acts .alleged. 'l'be matter is ripe 
· for your decision. 

' ' ' i'~ ' .:· ... ~ ,' ' \ ' 

~-· 

(b) ... l.t'.~s ~ot necessary under the Statute ~at 
respondent point to a specific item of 

· ·.: , evidence to which he object a. As stated .in 
: '· .... , t}l~a ~ion, the respondent ia ~.t'~!ll~ that 

' .the pl;'.oceedinga to deport hila wer.e ~letely 
· ·· ~el;lefilsary, illegal and improper, IUld that 
·.·.be bas been tul)jecte4 to ·~vert~ .. }Ja;.ru~nt~ 

·,, Nn~l anguish, and the deprivati® of hii&l 
due process rights in.violation of~· 

· .... Cons:Utution ~n.d .the taws .of the United States, 
in that the proeesaes for the ~-oval of 
undeaire&ble ~liens maY have beea ~~sed anQ/ 

.. or .misapplied for political or other p'llrpbses 
in hie case • · His claim . is, in the teJ:'IIII of t'be 
atatutE!, that the institwti&J~,.pf p~<;>ceedinga 
in his case and !!! of .• the ev~c\ence ·.adduced 

. therein were either "the priaary protuct of· 
an. unl!lwful act" or "ol>t:•ined by the tKP'loita-

. t;ion of ·.n \11\lawful act" and that in t'M . . 
absencE! •of atuch unlawful act or uts - pro- · 
ceedinqa aqainst him would nevu: 'b.ave ~ · .. 
instituted at all. . · .· · .. 1, · · 

· , (c) Your .letter. speaks of la .... tbe*lt\t tt · .... • · • .• 

a proper de. fense to th··. ·e .... ·.·i···l· ],. '".• .1 ...... · --.. ·· !.J. ~~.i ..... .-.:r."~ t. ·.· .. ·.. . .. · the goV'ernment. Tbe ciz:'1vtllftl, ••• : . . }:*~t · ~ · . 
mation upOn the baait. of,~-"''"* ·· · \···ci($t ' 
as to the possibility of i;J.l.,al.-~li:J :ant;·: ·· 
activity riJ?ened iatc> l:>el,ief .la ~,Ht:~ :Pf~ .. 
bability·of such illegal''Qta,.,;...-1~'·· ''' · 

.;., ..•... : .. ,")' 
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i,.· 

-· , .. 

' " ~ ·, -· 

' ~ ; '.-
1 ' ' ' 

: Uiltti the co1111pletion of the proceedings before . . . 
. the Immigration Judge; moreover, since the 
a ... omm.· ission o~ illecq:al ac. ~s 9·f· t·,h. e na. t. ure of 
.tbQse compluned H hereJ.n ef(ect. _.vital 
cbnstitutional rights, andp~rtieularly since 

·. the. matter is still pending J.Se:fore the Board '? 

of Immigration Appeals on administrative review 
~.upon the request of the goverMient for an 
'adjourMient, no issue of laches should deter 
a proper substantive determination of thb 

' ' ~ ' ' ·' 

Motion • 

. I wou~d appreciate your immediate and final ruling upr>n 
.this Motion, in defalllt of which I shall eonaider yotrt 
:letter of September 12th and. the oral reply of the Chief ,, 

' ,.';l'rial Attorney to ~ a final agency determination refl,liJ.ing 
.o to obtain the affil'Jila~ces or denials to ltbich lilY. c~~ot is 
:•ntitled under 18 u~a.c. 3504. ·. 

j" ' 'l. ' 

i'({ 

; :f attach the Motion fee of $25 .00 

! 

. 

" ( c¢: Vincent A. Sch~ 
Chief Trial Attorney 

.. ,,· ..... 

,·. , .. 
. ' 

.. '·• ~-;~£>· :-- ,;~-~ ' 
',.' , .. ' .. ;:i~:V;;\1:" .. ' .· .. -~. 

:- • ·;! ~~; ',' 
/ . ' 

' 
' 

' .1'' 

i . ' 

' - '· .; . 
' " ~-- " ' \.; ·, 

\ 
', i 

·. ~~-:· . 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Board of Inuni.gration Appeals 

WASHINGTON, D,C, 20530 

IMrllr. wu. ... 

Jollaral'luCIDI 11• 
&17 stJ sn 

* The Board will convene on O.t•• 19t 1973 in Room 1138, 
Safeway Building, 521 Twelfth Street, N.W., Washington, D. C. 
at 2:00 p.m. for the purpose of hearing oral arguments, Your 
case is among those scheduled for that date, since you have 
requested oral argument, .. 

Oral argument should not extend beyond 15 minutes, un
less advance approval for more time has been received, 

Appearance at oral argument is entirely voluntary, and 
you are neither required nor ordered to appear. Failure 
to appear will not constitute a withdrawal of your appeal. 
If you choose not to appear, your case will be deci.ded after 
a full consideration of the entire record file, including 
any briefs that may have been submitted, 

Please advise whether or not you intend to be present 
on the above date, If we fail to hear from you by 

•••••••••• , we shall assume that you have decided 
not to appear. 

Pursuant to 8 C.F.R, 292,4(b), you may examine the 
record of proceedings in our office during the time the 
case is pending before us, The record will be available 
on the day of the hearing. 

The hearing may be postponed, but only upon a show
:l.ng of good and sufficient cause. Any request for post
ponement must be received no less than 48 hours prior to 
the time of hearing. Our telephone number is Area Code 
202 739-4457, Our mail address is Board of Immigration 
Appeals, Department of Justice, Washington, D. C. 20530 . 

....... till .... OIDftnM Sincerely yours, 
h .. u,.. 

1 u. anated to 
htb • 

.7JtQ,tA/tue. a!?~ 
Maurice A. Roberts 

Chairman 

. L-

\~\ 
flM•t ....... ... 
trial At&:ei'MJ' , ...... ,. ... ,_,_ ...... 

DOJ 1973~04 
G-117 
4-3-73 
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VISA OFFICE WASHINGTON D.C. 

Number __ill;..,., __ 
Volume II ' .. 

· AIR !?RIORITY 

: 
AVAiLABILITY OF IMMIGRANT VISA NUMBERS FOR SEPTEMBER, 1913 

1. This bulletin ~elates to the allocation of immigrant visa· numbers for use during 
· ~eptember. Consular officers are r~uired to report to the Department of State 

the priority dates of all doct1mentari1y qualified visa applicants each month. The 
Immigration Service similarly repa>rts the dates of all qualified applicants for 
adjustment of' status. To thl'l extent possible .under the numerical limitations, 
allocation:; an; made for all .such d'lltiand for visa numbers received by August lOth in 
the chronological order of the prio:rity dates reported. If there is more demand 
than can be satisfied within the statutory or regulatory limits, the classification 
or foreign state or dependent area in which demand is excessive is deemed to be 
oversubscribed. The. cut-off date for an oversubscribed. category is the priority 
date of th&first applicant who could not be reached within the statutory or 
regulatory limits. Only applicants who have a priority date earlier than that date 
may be issued visas .. 

2, Allocations of visa numbers for persons born in areas other than the independent 
countries of the ··!8,stern Hemisphere are governed by the provisions of Section 203 (a) 
of the Iromi.gratioc1 and Nationality Act, as amended, which prescribes preference 
categories as follows: 

First preference (unmarried sons and daughters of u.s. citizens): 20% 
~f the over-all limitation of 170,000 in any fiscal year; 

Second preference (spouses and unmarried sons and daughters of aliens 
lawfully admitted for permanent residence): 20% of the over-all 
limitation, plus any numbers not required for first preference; 

Third preference (members of the professions or persons of exceptional 
ability in the sciences and arts): 10% of the over-all limitation; 

Fourth preference (married sons and daughters of U.s. citizens): 10% 
of the over-all limitation, plus any numbers not required by the 
first three preferende categories; 

Fifth preference (brothers and sisters of u.s. citizens): 24% of the 
over-all limitation, plus any numbers not required by the first 
four preference categories; 

Sixth preference (skilled and unskilled \o/orkers. in short supply): 10% 
of the over-all limitation; 

Seventh preference (refugees): 6% of the over-all limitation; 
Nonpreference (other immigrants): numbers not used by the seven pref-

erence categories. 

3. A prerequisite for nonpreference Glassification is a labor certification under 
Section 212 (a) .(14) or satisfactory evidence that the provisions of that section do 
not apply to the alien's case. Since all beneficiaries of approved third and sixth 
preference petJ.tions are required to have a labor certification in support of the 
preferencepetition, such aJ?l?licants are thereby entitled also to nonpreference 
classification. Therefore,'if,visa numbers are not available for them within their 
preference Classes and if nonpref.erence visa n\mbers are available for their foreign 
state or dependent area, th<lY may apply for nonpreference visas. A nonpr<ilference · 
priority date, once established, r.:\.<l retained by the alien even though he may meet 
the provisions of Section 212 (a) (14) at the time of formal visa application by some 
111eans other than that .by which he originally established that· date. 

·' ,(, 
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4, Allocations of visa nl.UT!bers f:or persons boJ:n in independent ccuntries of ·c:c: 
We.stern Hemisphere are subject to the 120,000 annual limitation prescribed in 

· SE!ction. 21 (el of ,, Act of October 3 1 1965. '!'here are no preference classes 
nor .foreign ::Lor -" , :';r i·:;,:.ions pre&cribed for applicants born in countries subject 
tQ this prov~sicm. A ·;.estern Hemisph.,re priority date, once est,1blished, is 
:retained by the alien even though he meets the provisions of Section 212 (a) (14) 
at the time of formal visa application by some means other than that by which 
heoriginally established that. date. 

·The spouse or child of an immigrant described in any of the categories listed 
above may be granted the same status <lS the spous"' or parent he is accompanying 
or following to join. · 

5, Unde.r the provisions of Section 203(b) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
nl.UT!bers for applicants born in. areas other than independent countries of the 
western Hemisphere m1.1st be made available in the order of the preference classes. 
Moreover, within such classes, under Section 20J(c) of the Act, they must be made 
available. in the orde.r of the fillng dates of the .petitior.s accoJ&i. · ing preference 
status. In ce:ctai '1 foreign states and dependent a.reas, the dema~'in the .higher 
preferences exc£ '; the foreign state and dependent are.a limitations o"f 20,000 
and 200 .per annum, respectively.. In these areas, numbers are not av!ilable for 
applicants in .the lower preferences or the nonpreference class. until demand in the 
higher preference .has been satisfied. 

6. A date listed •mder any category indicates that the. category is oversubscribed. 
(Se.e paragraph 1.) As allocations for following mont!ls will be based on reports 
of applicants who have subsequently become documentarily qttalified, it is not possible 
to predict whether these dates will change appreciably· in . the near. futur.e, •c• means 
current, i.e., that nl.UT!bers were available. for all qualified applicants under the 
category so noted at the time the allocations were made. "U" means unavailable, 
i.e., that no num;,,,rs were available fc,r applicants under ~he category so noted. 

PREFElUlNCE NONPREF-
FOREIGN STATE !§.! 2ND 3RD 4TH 5TH 6'l'H 7TH ElUlNCE 
ALL FOREIGN STArES 
!N EASTERN HEM!-
SPHERE AND THEIR c c 2-1-73 c c c c u 
DEPENDENT AREAS 
EXCEPT THOSE 
LISTED BELOW 
ITALY c c 2-1--73 c c 1-1-73 u u 
PHILIPPINES c c 8-15-69 u u u u u 

ANTIGUA c 11-15-72 u u· u u u u 

RELIZE c 7-1-72 u u u u u u 
BRITISH VIRGil; F u. c c 2~1-73 c 12-1-69 u u u 

DOMINICA c c 2-1-·73 c c 6-15-70 u u 
GRENADA c 6-1-73 u u u u u u 

HONG KONG c 7-15-71 u u u u u u 
MONTSERRAT c c 2-1-73 c c 

,, ·.\.'ll .. ·. 1-1-71 u u 

ST. CHRISTOPHER c 8-1-72 u u u • u u u 
ST. LUCIA r:: 0 2-l-73 c 7-l-72 u u u •o 

ST. VINCEN'r c c 2-1-'c' 3 c 5-1-70 u u u 

JI.NT ILLES I NETH. c c 2-1-73 c c J 6-1-71 u u 
··1 

CAPE VERDE c c . 2-1~73 c :u ... U: u u 
' 

Nuc1bcrs ulloca:ed for Sept0mt>er issuance under· the w-eStern H~?m;:1sphe.re ·:lirr1i.tat~on were 
'fol' l'l.ppliea.nt?. \vt~c\·1 ;'-::''.ority dates earlier than October l~J; ·1971 .. 

. SCA/VO - August 10, 1973 



Sol larks 
District Director 

VineGnt A. Schiano 
Chief Trial At tol'lllt y 

John Lennon, A17 695 321, 

August 29, 1973 

1 have just perused the hl'ie:r on appeal sublllitted by counsel tor the 
respondent, leedleaa to say, it is lengthy aDd contains .any citations 
and other legal references. Mindilll allCI appreciative of the trust 
repoaed in me by virtue ot tllia saaig~~~~ent, 1 11111 desil'OWl of renderinc 
scholarship and thought to tbe response. Bveu. if no bl'ief ia filed by 
the Government, much prepa.raUon is needed to make reacly for oral 
arg1.111ent, 

The brief raises many iaau._ concerning policy on which I prefer tbe 
assistance of the General Counsel. There are also lODe surprising 
notes, Por instance, counsel will rely in a great 1118aaure on the decision 
ot Iam1gration Judge CaHicly in Boston concerniug a silllilar issue, 1 
was net JDBde aware of this cle'c:ision by the Govel'111811t, but a copy thereof 
wu furniShed to 1118 by COUIUie:l within the p .. t two daya. llaturally I 
would like the reaction of tll4t General COUrlael Iince this decision was 
not appealed, 

On this date 1 was haDded a cc•py of the brief aublaitted by the Kew fork 
Civil Liberties Union which ia: also lengthy and raises aany issues. 
While 801118 of the constitution:al questions aay be "igDOred" frQII the 
viewpoint of jurisdiction, nevertheless, tbere are one or two p61nts 
which would affect the adMinistrative appeal. As a matter of fact, 
both bl'iefs urge an extenaioa or reaaaeaaaent of the power and autbori ty 
to review foreign convictioaa in an adlinistrative bearing (where such 
conviction fon~a the b8811t of a charge ei tber for deportation or exclusion). 
Would au~ an 1Ddiacrim1nate .rttview be per.itted, it would subject to 
reevaluation hundreds, if not ,~aada of cases wbicb were based on 
foreign convictions. 

In any event, it is dift:icult 11t this stage to properly ~nt on all 
aspects of the brief without fu.rtber study. It is to that, that I 
direct my request, 

A postponement of one IIIOJlth 1s neceasary for oral al'gUIIl8ll.t. 1 cannot 
adequately prepare in leas time. And, in that time, I would appreciate 
the aaaiatance of both the llegi•IIIISl and General counsel who should be 
furnished copies of the briefs, 1 must be JDBde ready to answer 
:l.nquirtes that may be placed by lll!lllbers of the Board wbieb bear on 
policy. 
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Beyond that, it lllllat be appannt tbat the stUd1ea rutQIJaaarJ tor oral 
al'l*8nt ca1111ot be 111ade in 1:M cubicle auiped to u. It offera 
neither tbe r0011, privaC)' ll(lor quietude neceaaiii"J for aucb atudr and 
reaearcb, Aa a utter of ta.ct, l would have to be at the law libruy 
allaollt every day, 

J 11111 aura that couuel will not object to ao.r poatpi)IUIIIIUtnt a1nc. htt waa 
afforded aeveral -tba tor h:l.l preparation of the brief and a:rau-ent. 
The request uy be CCII!Dun:l.ca·tecf to tbe Board orally tbrqb the 
Appallate Trial Attoney-•App1•ao.. Couual would be aat11f1ed with 
a 11181'8 not aa to the new datjt, lay l undertake tb:f.a dinctl;r or aball 
you CO!IIIlun1cate to tha Cl<mfl'11l Couuel? In MJ event, pleue infOl"'ll 
me aa aoon aa poalible, 
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Solllarlts 
District Director 

Y1Dceat A, Sc:hiaDO 
Cbief Trial AttOI'IIt 7 

Jolin l.oeDIIOil, Al1 596 321. 

A\IIU&t 29, 19'13 

1 have just perused the brief Oil appeal 1ulaitted b7 eowaael for t1w 
respondeat, Jeedleas to aaJ, :l.t :1.11 l*~ithf aDd coataina .aDJ citatioaa 
aDd otlwr lepl l'efereAQft, I:I.Adful ud appreciative of the truat 
repDINd tn u by nrwe of tilts aaala..at, 1 • deairoua of 1'0Ddel'1~~& 
scbolanhip aDd tbouiht to t111e reeponae, Inn if ao brle:t is filed bf 
the Oovei'I!Mnt, •ucb pt'epeJ'aUOD is ll.8eded to IUiw readJ for oral 
IIJ'IIIIIftllt, 

The brief raises aaa:r islNH CODcel'lliDC polie, 011 wb1cb I pt'efer the 
aaaiataace of the GeMnl Couuel. Tbtre are alao 111'1111 surpt"iaiiiS 
DOtes, For 1natance, c:ounael will relJ in a &ftllt IIU8Ul'll Oil the dec:l.aiort 
of I•icratiort .Judge c ... ldf in Boat011 coaceniq a sia.tlar issue. 1 
was DOt ll8de aure of tbls deciaioa b7 the Gove.,._t, but a cop:r the1'80f 
waa furnished to ae bJ CG~~Ue:l wt thin the put two deJ'8. llawrsll:r I 
would like the reacttort of tbtt Geaeral Counael since this dec1s1ort was 
DOt appealed. 

oa tbia date I was beaded a cop:r of the brief aW.itted bJ the leW lol'k 
Civil Liberties Uniort which U11 also leDCthJ aac1 raises aan:r issues. 
WJsile sc.e of the coaat1Wt1011.al queat10D8 .. ,. be "1pored" fro. the 
viewpoint of jurisdiction, ...,vtbelesa, there are ou or two pll1nts 
whtell would affect the acllliaistrat:l.ve appeal. As a utter of fact, 
botll briefl urp an ateu101l or reasses .. at of the PI"J8I' aDd autbol'1ty 
to review foreign coanct10D8 :I.D an aclllltnistnt1 ve lwariq (wbeH suell 
coavictiort forma the haaia of :1 charp eitbel' for deportatiOD or aclua1oa), 
Would aucb an illdiaCI':I.ainate ~•view be penaitted, it w0111d subject to 
reevaluatiort bundreda, 1f uot ,thouaanda of cases whiell were baaed on 
foreign coavictiona. 

Ia SDJ event, it ia difficult 11t this stage to properlr ~t OD all 
aspects of the brief without full'the:r atudJ, li is to thet, tJsat I 
direct 117 request, 

A postponement of OM IIQUth la Mces .. l')' for oral a~"gUMDt, 1 canuot 
adequatel:J prepare in leas tiae, And, 111 that t:l.se, I would •PF~1ate 
the assistance of both the Dlaciooal and General Counael wbo should be 
furnished copies of the brieta. 1 auat be JUde rwadJ to aaawer 
inqu1:rtes that may be placed by -bers of the loaN 'llh1dl bear on 
policy, 



BefO!ld that, it wet be appitHnt tllat the atud1ea aecueary for oral 
UJ~~MIIt oa11.11.0t be ,... in t:Jie cubicle aaeiped to u. It often 
aettJiar t:be roca, pl'i vaCJ llil>r' quietude DICUHrJ' for IIUch atlldy and 
ranaroh, As a matter of r.ct, I would have to be at the law library 
alaMt every clay. 

I a aura that couuel will ;QOt obJect to an:v poatpoa .. at a11l(l8 be was 
affortlad several aontU for IDia prepuatioll of tbe brief and all'gUM!lt. 
Tbe recaueat aa:v be c<rr"aioa't.d to t:be Board ora1l7 tJarou&b the 
Appellate Trial Attot"H,.~·ApJ•l .. n, Cowulel would be satisfied with 
a Mre not aa to the I'UIW dabl, Jlay 1 Wldertake tbia directly or shall 
you C<rr'micate to the Geaenl Cowulel? In aay event, please 111fora 
.. as aoon aa poaa1-le. 

797 



..... --.,, (b)(6) ' -LENNON, Yoke ono fl. 17 595 321 

l..IN.NON, ~ht\ 'liutoa 

105 Dlelc St'*t• Nel4 YO'I'k, ~ Y,n•k 

IA<m. .~Udet, bqutre 

su Mad liOn Av-..e, !lev Yon, 14• V. • 10022 

A 

New Yoll'k Cl ty 

M.tfeh u. 1973 

ltBCORJ) FILISIIAS B!!N TIWI!IMITrED TO BOAlD Cl' 'MIIGRAnOM APPEALS 
MAY 10, 1973, 
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TO 

OI'TI~I. I'OJIIIM NO. 10 
MAY 1iltl IDITION 
GSA FPMI'I (41 Cl'll) 101-11.1 ...... 
UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
Sol Marks 
District Director 

DATE: Aquat 29, 1973 

FROM Vincent A, Schiano 
Chief Trial At tor• y 

SUBJECT: John Lennon, Al7 595 321, 

I have just perused the brief on appeal subaitted by counsel for the 
respondent, Needless to say, it is lenathy and contains many citations 
and other legal references, Mindful and appreciative of the trust 
reposed in me by virtue of this assign.ent, I am desirous of rendering 
scholarship and thought to the response, Even if no brief is filed by 
the Government, much preparation is needed to make ready for oral 
argument, 

The brief raises many issues concerning policy on which I prefer the 
assistance of the General Counsel, There are also soae surprisine 
notes, Por instance, counsel will rely in a great measure on the decision 
of Immigration JUdie Cassidy in Boston concerning a similar issue, I 
was not made aware of this decision by the Government, but a copy thereof 
was furnished to me by counsel within the past two daya, Naturally I 
would like the reaction of the General Counsel since this decision was 
not appealed, 

On this date I was handed a copy of the brief submitted by the New York 
Civil Liberties Union which is also lengthy and raises many issues, 
While s011e of the constitutional questions may be "ignored" fr0111 the 
viewpoint of jurisdiction, nevertheless, there are one or two piints 
which would affect the adainistrative appeal, As a matter of fact, 
both briefs urge an extension or reassessment of the power and authority 
to review foreign convictions in an administrative hearinc (where such 
conviction forms the basis of a charge either for deportation or exclusion). 
Would such an indiscriminate review be peraitted, it would subject to 
reevaluatiog.hundreds, if not thousands of cases which were based on 
foreign convictions, 

In any event, it is difficult at this stage to properly coament on all 
aspects of the brief without further study, It is to that, that I 
direct my request, 

A postponement of one month is necessary for oral argwaent. I cannot 
adequately prepare in leas time. And, in that time, I would appreciate 
the assistance of both the Regional and General Counsel who should be 
furnished copies of the briefs. I must be made ready to answer 
1nquir6es that may be placed by members of the Board which bear on 
policy, 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the PayrdJ SIIVings Plan 



Beyond that, it aust be apparent tbat the etudieB nece .. ary for oral 
ll'IUMnt cannot be aade in the cubicle aiBigned to ae, It offers 
netther the rooa, privacy nor quietude necessary for such study and 
research, As a aatter of fact, I would have to be at the law library 
alao1t every day, 

I aa sure that counsel will not object to any po1tponeaent since he was 
afforded 1everal aontba for his preparation of the brief and arcuaent, 
The request aay be aa.aunicated to the Board orally through the 

Ll/Appellate Trial Attorney--Appleaan, Counsel would be satisfied with 
crrQ · a aere not as to the new date, May l undertake this directly or ahall 

~~ you ~unicate to the General Couuel? In any event, pleaee infora 
~ ae aa soon as po881ble, 

------~ 



August 17, 1973 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
5 15 Med I son Aven1.1e 
New York, New Yot·k 

Deer Mr. Wildes: 

Re: JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON 

Receipt Is hereby acknowledged of brlif flied on 

August 16, 1973 In the case of the abo¥&-named 

ellen. • 

Very.truly yours, 

SOL MARKS 
District Director 

Al7 597 321 

I 
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August 17, 1973 

Leon WI Ides, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New Yor11 

Dear Mr. Wildes: 

Re: JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON 

Receipt is hereby acknowledged of brlaf flied on 

August 16, 1973 In the ease of the above-named 

allen. 

Very.trvly yours, 

SOL MARKS 
0 I strl ct 0 I rector 
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CABLE ADDRESS 
"LBONWILDES," N.Y. 

LEON WILDES 
A'ITORNEY AT LAW 

Pl..Au 3·3468 

July 24, 1973 

Immigration and Naturali~ation service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 
Attention: Vincent A. Schiano, Chief Trial Attorney 

Dear Mr. Schiano: 

Re: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
Al7 597 321 

In accordance with our agreement, there is submitted here
with an itemi~ed list o:E errata concerning the transcript 
of hearing in the above--captioned proceedings, consisting 
of seven pages. This W<:ts prepared based upon my own 
correction of the record and the corrections made by 
Dr. Lester Grinspoon as to his testimony. I have not sub
mitted the transcript f,or review by any witness other than 
Dr. Grinspoon. 

Also attached is a stipulation with respect to these items. 
I am confident that you will find the corrections acceptable. 
If you do, please sign the stipulation and attach the errata 
and the stipulation to the original transcript of proceedings. 

If there is any question with respect to any of the corrections, 
please feel free to telephone my office. 

LW/ts 
Encls. 

:::J!tr~ 
'-r{o~DES 

P.S. A copy of this lEltter, without enclosures, is being sent 
to the Board of Immigration Appeals to be attached to the 
original transcript of proceedings, so tra t the Members 
of the Board will know that certain agreed changes in the 
transcript will be forthcoming. 
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IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

-----------------------------------: 
In the Matter of: 

JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, 
Respondent 

-----------------------------------: 
.§!.!PULATION 

Al7 597 321 

It is hereby stipulated and agreed by and between 
counsel for the respondent and for the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, tha.t the transcript of proceedings 
be amended as provided by the attached list of errata, 
consisting of seven pages of corrections. 

Dated: July 24, 1973 

/) (' 
c·,/1 i J . 

.. ~~---
LEON WILD'ES 

Respondent 

A. SCHIANO 
Chief Trial Attorney 

i 

/ 

·:·· ' ''·.' , ' ' ",:, 'r, ·,, '_:. ··, I ' <, ' ', __ _,. _' ___ .. -· .. ',' __ ._· .. ''.:_d•·jiJ: · ·· -·---· -~·- ~-·~" .,,,"' '· '~'""""' "--·""""~ · · "'-~ ~'~"'~* mnmw · t rhM#W'H'.tst:!'allrif~ .. 
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IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

-----------------------------------: 
In the Matter of: . . 
JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, Al7 597 321 

Respondent . . 
-----------------------------------: 

.§!IPULATION 

It is hereby stipulated and agreed by and between 
counsel for the respondent and for the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, that the transcript of proceedings 
be amended as provided by the attached list of errata, 
consisting of seven pages of corrections. 

~ 
LEON WILDES · 
Attorney for Respondent 

VINCENT A. SCHIANO 
Chief Trial Attorney 

Dated: July 24, 1973 

.\ 
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',"' 

Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

"i(, 

'' 

~c,JJ'I!.titm and r .t·.•x<11 i;:,ttim• S• n '~ 
:tO tfCUlt Broadwa r 
l!I'$W 'York, NeW Yol·k 10007 
Attentiont Vincent A. Sc:'1iano1 Chief Trial Attorney 
'' '' .. 

'"' ·~t' " • 

R•;: LENNON 1 John Winston Ono 
All 597 321 

DiarMr. Schiano: 

l:n •ccord&nce with our agreement 1 there is submitted h~~re
with an·itemized list of errata concerning the transcript 
of ·hearing in the above-captioned proceedings, consisting 
of seven pages. This was prepared based upon my•own 
cof:rection of the record and the corrections made by 

.Dr. Lester Grinspoon as to his testimony. I have not sub-. 
mittfd the transcript for review by any witness other 1~han 
Dr • Grin spoon. 

Also attached is a stipulation with respeot to these itema. 
I am .;ronfident that you will find the corrections aacep~J,e. · 
If you do, please sign the stipulation and attach the er~ata 
and the stipulation to .the original transcript of p.ooeedtqge. • 

. ' ' .. 

If .. there is l!lny q~stion with respect to any of the eorrect:i~', 1 

please feel free to tel~phone my office. '" ~" 
.: : " . ·f·i~ .. ""• ' 

... , 

•, 
'< ·t·, .~ 

'· ··"' 
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·', ,', '· ;."' I' . :a 

Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

. · .. !' 

"·. 'i 

· M.lt;tei otr 

llQHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, 
~espondent 

~~~---------------~~--------------~: 

.STIPULATION 

Al7 597 32l 

I.t is hereby stipulated and agreed by and between 
. · ·. (::punsel. for the respondent and for the Imnigration anci 

*i;;!lral.i.Jation sery-ice, that the transcript of proceedings 
·.be amended as provided by the attached list of errata,, 
. cQnsisting of sevefl page,s of corrections. 

.\ ~ 
·''•· NCIBT A. S. , 

. ·'· i J. 

Chief IJ.'rial .Mf;9ru:y 
·: ·,,,, •) . / ': ·.:~ ·l~.t~ ' 

.. :' ~ ci 
·:') 

:oa~di. ·: Jul,Y ~4. ·.~e73 ·; . 
;· l ·.! t .,, ./''' 

'." 

' ;·. 

•, 

·,. 

'! 

' 

.·II I • 

' . 
' ' ., 

' ~ · .. , ' .':• 
'':.~ 
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I 
' ' . ; 

. Best ."Reproducible" Copy Available 

, L ,_, -, . 

"i···. 

. A'· ,. 

,! ,l, 

.. 
•" 

' \t' 

~. .-

. - : 

. . ,: 

' ·'S: ' . . ~\ :i'· 

.. 

9· ''' 

14 

\ ~ '·;· ' ' : 

1" . ."· '• ,··21 

' .... 

, 1 't~ietd to drop .win~~on but: !:.W'Y .. JII.II.'U.. 

~-

win st.ofl as welL · 
~ ,, ' ' ' ' 

' '~ 

(i~:t' is ·~·· practice of ,,the 
1·~lthouqh it appears to my lcfuM-tl•' .... ·wmur 

in the regulations of the law, tQ'~*'>I 
beneficiaries of third preference .· ' · ~~>- .... ,,"""' 
that is those which •re likel,y. t~ 
the 'p:i:ivilege of deteu.ed 4ep(rtur•· While they 

' prepare applications. tor adjuetment of ,,r 1 t:us 
or· if there are problems in their )My -whil'" they 
are cleared • 

.';['he District Director has felt ol>lig•d not to· 
~ invoke that beneficial pract14te~"'; this parti

·cular case and we feel that haa.a debterious 
4· 

effect upon the cultural inte.fe•t, of the 
united States, and since the interest of the 
united States is o£ the ublbaf ,Usue in that 

, , A . . ' 

determination, we have tf>day filJ4 M.tCh a motion. 

The ne:ICt consideration that I' :l.nt4illl to mention 
.'·•·ts. ri\lative there. 

!lecaus•~ of some recent dev;elo~t ovf:lr there 
·with r•aspect to the police officers Jnvolvect 

.. ·. and beoau$e of the retention •f local aou.nsel 
, ''' · in !nglanCI for the purpose ot;ol:ltdn~g that. 

expungement,'we feel that we need ~dj,tional 
.: time .wllthin which to cletermine"wtl•tbtr .adju!'lt

·~tent of. s.tatus is the l(l.ppro,pri~ 11~· at~d we·. '' 

,,., 

•want tc> be able to apply at ll"~t~ •9 as not ·· 
'to break up a family unit. ·· . ~· . •. ·.··. . . . 

~ f.'~ 

·· .. krs. t.enl'l<m traa .· a.beolutely ,.~, .... ~,. ... 
··. whataoev~J!' .. i.n 
· tion o1: these 

act wh:l.ch was 
a sevei·e abuse 

' . ·~ ' , ·,:··. s· :. _, . ~ lt is C•Ur c;ontentic:Ul, 

" .·: '•J· 

10 
,' I ~ 

. · Mr. Lennon who h~s ,a 'a.Oil'lil• 

possession of mar~~. 
ineligible. . · ·~ ·• ..• , ,, 

·,. .. 
And the atute is v.lj · .. · ... 
stating that it is f$rJI 

' ' . 
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' 

' . 

'.:•:'' 

"·· 
. ! f: 

;\~ i :· ~..-•. , 

... -1 ,!·f}· .. ·il'.:_·'"' 

... 
~·· . "' 

' ' ' . . 
.-~, 

' '' 

""·· 

,, .. 

' : -~-

' ' ' ~- ' ' 

5 

',·.1 

o· 

. . 

... ~-l:. 

' ,-, -· ;:: 

·, ,', 
~1 : 

.. ,_ '' 

',_., 

'l···. 
1\ ; .... '. 

·/' 

-···.·" .. -. 

·· .. : ,' 

.• ·: ··~·~equiring the a.Pility to t~a f 1c nat~'••Jt j, : · 

.... ··:.~;·'rather than poeseeeion pt',..l\ .• bl>/ . (T or·~!·,, 

:~t\;i:•~i.i~own. use. . . . ': . . , 
> ~\I) ,.~} .. . .1'' i . ·'··· ..t'·f ·t.,;.:..:· . 'b .: · .,,:,.i.}~ the a ternat ~~·· .., · 'f:"'!f fOvetl'UIWint , "'li<::v", 
·· . '"'"''/' ~~at l:-11'. Lennon's mar!;iuar~•~·convictioi'f is . 

· " ··~ ·· a bar to his residence, we in.i tiat·~d - we· · ·· 

. :' 1~ 
' ' 

. ,,· 

. 15. 

. ··< 

· have c:ommenced - a proceeding in the lilnglhh 
.,.c(1urt to obtain a ju4icia~, e:~epungernent oi · 
· that conviction .• , · · · ' 

Mrs. r,ennon is the mother o:e a young ch:i.ld, 
. Kyoko, who is a citizen of t,he united States.' 

' . --~ '· 
• These parents have spent a <:~Feat dEbal of 
·time and agony in trying to .'eeeure aJu!,finally 
Jecuring temporary custody orders with respect 

· to th~~ child only to find that the child was 
,~ spirited away by the natural father • 

'..; '~,o 

First in lqcating their ch:Ud, ·.then in obtaining 
c:ustocly and now having the. paper which would 
be me!mingless without Un(ii;bg the child, 

:ie . ) \ : will it be then that the lat'ber &imply intends 
·' · . ~ •to wait .out his time until ,tihf.\Y are removed 

·:: frOin't)Ut united statf.\s in'!t{4~r· that he can 
.. co•tinue his illeC}al cuati~'.of t;t. child • 

!l'l\er~ ill a party to the.e ~ed:t~,, :pelr- ... 
· .. hapl ·Dnl¥ repreeented toc}ay ,.,y the preaa, and 
' tbat i.s the p\Jblic~ ' ... ·· ·· . ' .. 

/'" 1,(,,, ';,.·,· •. / .·';,~::~ •.. ~r~:'_"~.·'_,,_,(', ' ,···~·~~~:,t:': .. ··. ,' 
,J , "' · ' !1lhe c~•ntrib~tion .. t:4 ~he~~n• th..,J,'\fea ;, ,. , '· 

Wbile hciu.'e in the tl'nitli!d stit.t:a to; t~ ' ·· · " 
· Ulhrnati.on.l eft()~t in ~~~.~'~' ~;-,l,, . · .. :.i 

· ·~ · .. , c.e7ded in.·· value the oont·:r· ib .. ·. '*.·· ~.'*.···. '· · .·tf t. ·~.~.·.,:/. ·.' ·.·•.~., , ,. 
,· Uru.ted. S~tes govJ~rntllent,~a,.··~~ U~$. ~ot,';0 ·:.: >• 

·'::. · · < · that purpose · ·· · · . , ·:.,., "'' · ,: ' , · .· · ·"", •1 
, 

·,} },. ·'.·~ . • '··-.. ··' ·--~.-:.···.' .. :.:···: ._-·;:··:;t:·l( ,, '-< 
. . 8 i :' I, .akin .... · .... v!IUI+ 

,. ' 
'·.\ 

, .. . :_ .. ,,.' 

' : ~ 
' '/• 
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. . . aljrain I .these petitiOn$ COUl.. ' > T: . .approv~td 
•• ~~ the .. standard aqjudiaat;.ini · .:.·· : • L1 

·'. ·.··.· .. •.·. ·. ~~i··· nd of case, when. ·t. he·~.~·., .... ···Do;.,· ,~c;m; ·nee<:ii 
· .):. not l:1e consul ted, would h-.·~:: u r <ll:'iil.H l : 
':,·*~ .. one month period : · ,:. f · . ·, · •·· · ·. 

·1<:·' • '"' ',.., ' -~ -;; :';.,~~--:-h,: . _,, 
. ,.- ., ;' 

MR. 'I-TILDES: Well before r~ly:i.<J' ·:.o t:hat, 
if I may ask, is it. the. ,Speci'"l Inquiry', · 

' "' . . . ·f... . . . . 
, 9tfic!er' s position .. tha,y·M-~es not have . 

,; authority to terminate a pr9ceedi.r:.g before. ';,~ 
. hilt)? : 

!·' 

.MR. ~riLDES: As you know, the application 
for a:djustment of status is .a discret i onary ' 
application left to .'l;:he spe~ial Inquiry 

· .. Offic!er' s discretion. 

24 . : ... ··. . It is just impossible to cah these people 
. "'·:··· '} ··. up and say be here 'l'u~sday·· 'fternoon at 

·three: o'clock, you have to give them notice. 
,'>\ 

; .. : ;' 2t · .. ' ' tie· ha.ve arrang'ed for the · ~el to Apple : 

'''< 

. · .. ·.,.· .. 1.-·' 
1 - - ·~- _ .r _--

. ~.,~, 

24 

,. ' 

.:'';;i9 . ' 

•: 81' .. 
·<,\~' .-. 

22 

Recoid!l, who is travellinq .~ England tonight, 
.,. and thil b one of his fu~ons • 

' ·.. .., . ' ' ' ·~.~; :'· " 
. . . . .. . . . ··lz ,. t'.. .. . 

MR. W!LDES: . What· we ,n.eea·, fr• Speciil.l, In~!ry 
. Offic·~ i•'.la:r;gely a que•UOn of. opinion, andi 

X think that I should, as counsel to the 
Jl~~~\be 9iVen sufficienJ; latitude. t~ :-:·~ 

··. ~te1tu:ne .:trhe~, .lind What wi'tnessee I wqul<; .. 
' ·~· 

, ).i'fce tO hajre .·to ;.p:tc:~sent 1Wf: :W&te. . 
,i . ·,: '··:\~: \•., .·.,· ,,' :( ,· \~~·~';~']t.,' ',•·· L ' 

·' . $. w:n.n,s1 · ~. t,~e -~Jnua~b•r: ot\~rror~t . . ,.:' 

' .. ,' 

,, which .h.a.ve oc~uuM' whi~: .,... ~ may,: ~fort :' ·~ 
~ti)l~,C~f tb•~al.leg•t·i~• ,ud ·th' ,Jeqai .. > , 

eo~lu$ion!-.ln, ,tbe'-.oider' tO .jbc)w cauee;:',""~ld 
like to cQrl\ment ·on, to b.r;Uf.j t;he cat.-. up :tQ. '. 
date beoauae th•~• are -.r ~.:· t>f 0/llllt'!UI'~,®ea 
w~lch . are not. at .t~is · pO'~ntii!'l tlli. *"~«. ·' 

. ' ·'' ': ' .: ,' ·' .:". ·. ,' ·~.' ·'· ·,·.·· ·~, ··,. ',~it~:1l'. ',· .~· ' 

. '1'0 thil. point in .. 
· of things have t. ~~..,.'.:Pt~ 
opwt'tunitf to·',.J 'tile~' 

'.' .,. .. ' .. ' 

' ' 

'!'here 1$ a, a~~-"~:fi~~l .. j 
of every'a·) ~plliall~:-~ . 

·~ ' .. ~ ... ' 

·· ... 
' : :~t· 
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c , some time ago, , ., .. , i\p;:l.J 28, 
. , presented myself,.!lt the ' :J,:r<H.i()n fJ••rv.ica 
'' office and reques;t;,t~, aA ., had dc:me pt·eviously, 

. to s.ee my clientl 1 ',file. 
> _ .. :. __ ·'~~·:_: J.> ' ' :·' : 

.,,. Since I know that ··the Dis !:d<:t Dir.ecto.r: bas 
a ma.ndatory obligation to tT~.e on them, j 

therefore requested of the ':'ederal Court 
i;_hat the District Dir~ctor be o:t:dered to 
rule on the applications. 

As a temporary request, I asked that an 
injunction against·deportation proceedings 

, ·be entered pending the approval or denial 
action on the thi;q preference petitions. 

I had no alternative but to appear the 
.same afternoon before the Federal court for 
the Southern Diatric;:t of NIIIW York where I 
requested a temporary.restraininq order • 

. It' is necessary it be point~ out, arad I 

\" !:' J; 11,-•" ._.:" ' 
~ ., ... '·, . ,,, . 
.-..-1.,,. t .. ' ,_. ·,, 

· , wanted it in the recor<i of these proceedings, 
.:·that • I had to go to a court, and get an 

' ' ; injunction, in order to get it done, ahd 

·c,,. , i 18 ., 

't 

'_, .. 

,',,,· ' 

·:_}.' 

,, 

,,20 
' ,J, 

. ~: 

... :, 

. ·' 
-~' 

'· .. ,11;"'' .. ~- \' 

• '!_ 

,' '', 

: ~ 

' ' ' ' ,, >, '11 '' , .• 
.. ; --~-' '•' 

I,·!",· 

,· 8 
• 

',, 
'' -r 

·'·. •'--·' .,. ' 
18 

it a;ppears to have be;n done between nine 
and 'ten that morning, · 

' 

' :'My a]pp.lication ·to do so .before ·the Dietrict 
: .. l)irect:oi' did resl.ilt. final.ly in a letter denying' 

my al?PU~ation which merely indicated thai! ' . ,, 
, t~;app~l~atione. we~e deni~ •. i~ 'I;'Qe a:x:erche. ' 
'of discrelion because Mr. ~on ~~ . ., qoti
vict:lon ori his ·record and for "otber c.tr-

., oumetancea" in tl'ttf'case. · ···, ,lu:,. ·. 
', ): ·\. r ,: 

. ' ' ( (.' ' 

···At n<> time, 4es~it• th_e. tali: :.that Ic·"-V« 
askecl w!mt these ••l:lirC\UIIIt;(tnots'" ,Jre~ '\\tal 

....... ' .- .... '' •..:· \.,· 4 . ... 

I inJEormed of it • ·· · ' · · · · ·· · · 
:,~ . i ., 

MR. WILDES; . I liN&t ~U1kif~i'· 'llll'lf;lf. 1~11'11tr.·· 
even conceived· a 
the deportation ·e:or1~$xt. 
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'.i~J,/ / ' .. f ', 
! •t: ~·" :' 

'i·.'f! ,· 

'ail~Jgations. 

We deny this .wa,. .·.fU\ effjc • ·t~ revoCiiltion. 
. ' . ''/\:f·'l, ... ,' .,, ~ .. 

MR. WILDES: I hlve 'lfation · o~her· docwnents, 
one or two of which lack 1 .. nslation, "'nd. :• '· 
I c<m plan to· sublllit all o them • 

. MR. WILDES: The Special Inquiry Officer , . 
i's p•robably aware that though our :trond.ora>+ .. ·.· . 

.. tion Act was conc-rned with traffic in .. 
narcotic drugs, it never mentioned the word -

·· .. marijuana - and the transgression in .t11e 
Act was limited to. the possession for certain 
. '·' . ~· \ .. ,;i 

' ' ' ~ { ~: · purposes, which had to do with traffic; 

. ·. < ' '"' ';<"' 

' .. 

In 1956 it was amended to include' so-called 
"' ·simple possession, 

I am an Associate Clinical Professor of 
Psychiatry (Research) at the Ma&~ac:husetts 

· Ment,:ll Health center. ·I am also a member 
of t:he Boston Psychoanalytic: Society. 

(.. ' . t 

;·, 

I hav·e published roughly about sixty .papers, 
most of .. which have to. do with ctruqa, and two 

·. , , , ,books, and my partic:uiar intei~~al; ,;in this 
·.·t •;, p~t'tlcular .dru9 - marijuana• ·~ d:Pans four . · 

., 

'" Y.:and a ~ltyears cluring which t'''uve been ... 
. ; ; . • . . • i 1;. ., ·.: . ;.:;doing/ research on it, . 

' ·.~ ·~.: .. ;·; :··:: ~·''. :>:'' ~: :: J,-". \·j' '' 

,•·, ' 

•f':f:;;,: ~~,· ' ; .. ·./~I 
, lv' 

36 
{ ,. ; . r 

•' ~ ., 

... 
~~< ..,. .. , 

36 
"' ' 

I 
·,,'' 

14. 
.'\' 

... 
'.; 

.. A4. right. 'tf!ribpya Reson~~~~''· . < 
· Les~e:&;"• Griruspo~n, M.D. "will·be'. rud..A•: p. 

'' ·,· ::·;·· .. 

well, the woz;d c;!•nnabis aet,pUy ~ .... ·:;.~ .., ' ~· 
' "· j . ,, ·/·' ' .. <.<f. 

from th.w label w~cp; Li,....., a~fiXelll f:6 ~..,, · · 
plant. '' ·> · ~~: .. " 

· · ·.·· Yes: • :affixed' in t7 :1s f)l.~llt)t.. 'ICI.tlilil;·. J~r.:~· ;, .. 
commord.y called Il)di.an·nm· IIIP!~~::.:H·,~~~-r, .• .· •... ,·, ·> · · · 

. He called ·the· p •Laiati,.CIIi'ftri•lJi 
··pretty much 
cannabis sativa ~:ant ...... ,,. 
beEm referre4 to, 
the non-fiber ... --· .. ·~~-1!. • 
from the plantr ~ .. ,

. 'eubsumed ttndell.' the'OWii ... :.il 



. ,. 

! ' 

; ) ·, . 
-._..,,: 

. ' 
! ....... .- •• ' 

. a little bit.- the p. i~J a D1CE<.:OU8 
.. plant. that is there are r: .i ') ;md fernal •.1 

··.plants. 

'·· , 'l'her~~ is a male and a· ttina: • , attd this res..tn . 
. . is obtained from the tarnal< •laf!t at a t i.nte , ·-,·· 

When the female begins tO , 1 :Mer, 1 t~:Xtraoted 
', ',('"', ... ' 

{ ,,, from the infloreaoeri~e ·of t flower's 
pist<:lllate parts. , · . 

• ··, ' .,.1 

•'. 

NOw the resin is obtained )n a nwnbE!r of 
' : , ways, usually in Nepal and India and in 
· ·· . · · othe:t' parts of the World as well l)ut what

ever way is used for taking it, the. product 
.as it. finally emerges is referred to, in 
· Indi•a as CHARAS arid•. in the rest o:E the world 
as Hashish. 

The 'fiOl;'d marijuana, the. eticology of it is 
,. ·. not •:::ertaln, but it is largely thought now 

· ' .. · to d•er;ive 'from the. Portuguese word lrulniguango 
. ; '. tthich means intoxicant. 

''·;-·' ' ' . 

.. ' ; ' J!,ega.raless o~ its ~rigi.Jl, the ward is a north 
;,\' .. ,;< American word · for what in IQClia is ref•rred 
.. :'~~':.to a!J $h&l)9 and, irli'im.hand it is :!!180 ealled 

;"':',1 

.-.. · .. 

·>:' 

' ...... ~' 

, Mari)~n~ 'but fr~~tly the ~.ord P~a, which 
• is a teJ!! which ~•a frpm South·l\fricaf wl:lat , 
. it act:,~~~ly .. is "". t:lu! cui: partli! ot the ~~is 

; i;;:,.a.~~·vc·,~~nh usually ot, ,th~tfE~J~W.le, b~~ i,t ., .. 
·• may alsO .be female anCI mal•;; "anq .. ;i.t' •· II( . · 

··,f .,e"«Jt~ing o~ th~•· •.tammin&te ~n4 pi,st•+~a,t~ ,~• 
uaud:j.y 1111xeCI ~~t}t stemlil anCI s.ec:t• ancJ •CI : . • . 
·forth' and so on~ ".·. ' . . .· ... · . . . . . ,.· . ·'" 
. ·.· .. ·. ' •. ·... • .. ·.• J ··.·.·' • ,,;:,, f ·~~·.:. 

~~ ~~=;~~~;j~~~~:r:~~ ~=. +:~O:~}Wt' 
··. manj)lan•. ref~•. ··':il"~; this ~f~lll~ 
· form of 1:he 'plant ¥14 n'* t;Q. ~:'(~ta:iti;~;;. ' 

' .... _ : . -~ < '.-; ,i:\ ';' ,.,,, j 

' ~r-· 

' : ,. ' ·,._. 

In othet wotds, 
·essence, is, 
.'aei. Cannabis, 
, the Ind;lan liet'QP"' 
things which .l!'le&li8:· ·&•"'-

,¥' . the common ~·~ jl•'ift~,A'!Ii j•'!fi'i~N~ 
leav es or 

816 
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41 
. 1. 

'·. I 

41 -;-·-
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,. ''41 .~ 

··'.!,' 1('111' '-

·.·· .. ·.·· ·.. 1 iroi ted produet of the i)l!tj"";,,l;h tc•• c.· n-
~:··· ·cOi~t\1..~.·. ! • sists of the resiri fr9D1 t'Mi ~l<l '' 1 ;urt 

· when it begins to flowft.? ' · 1 

. • 

. '-~.v_;_- :.::·:~~1~~ 
20J~;.~'il' Grmdng at a certain altitl(t\:e 1.~ Nepal, thh1 

' . ''' . ..,. scraped-off yellow oleo :r.sin put 1t in '.lr' 
box and you would have a v~ry high grade 
~o~id cannabis resin.· 

. 2 . .. '· 

,·''"l 

.. 17 ... 

.. 19' 

... ,,,•(' 

There are other things t•t havt! to do wi~l:l .. 
the canmercial a•pects of the product, they 
forn1 or make it into littlt bricks or fingers, 
or 11rhat have you. 

Now, in some forms of ~shish; the highest 
gracle of resin i• collecteet.· 

But what they do for eXb.ple is run through 
the field of cannabis otiV'It'plJtnts; the one 
.that produces the resin stands about six feet 
'high and they run through.the fields 
.either with leather j•ckets on or nude 
and they come in from the ~i•ld emd people 
scrape these .little bits• and traces off them. 

23 · .. .'' '.t · 'And •·th~t is actual~y the Itt~. ~~ in. the 
. , .. . . ··· prod•llction .. of Hashuh, thate;·aril other im- , 

.· ·· •· purities also, I mean it ~fn t t pure cannabinol 
derivatives quite obviously,, iihere are othlr 

: tb'inqs in it, but it • s th• ~eat form • 
•' ·-·,,;··.... •'. · .. ·•. . . . . .. . . ;, ' . .. 

' ··. 6 , .,, '''l'bat'a correct,· and in. fact;. tht leavee · 
' ·· and the tcps, the tops of t'M pl.,nt, ~.tit• , 

'•',I , . 8 .. <'. 

'25 

4 

infle>rescence is at ·the t;ot~ ~- pft\rtt·, .. , 
there are actually two gr~.Qf;; t\Ult •.. ·• 

' .; " ' I ' '' , ,< -,(t '. ·' . ': , ' :: : ,, 

. TherE! is Bhan<;J wt\,ioh' ie 
but t~here is al•~ . eanja ~·oJ~t 
leavu and top• ·pr•~Lr~ttU' w·~.~~~li•' ,.,.....
of a product as ·'f.l ,[)PQseld 

'!.. 
. , · Are you talking. abqut 

,. badial, or what?,. : '.: 
. . ' ' 

. _.' .· d 

. cannabi!l resin cibl'laieta 
' binol s of which •• or . ..,, 

dP 1 til-1 •*" p'l- r ~ hvl"! ,;"',.. ~" n" . 
' ' ......... ' ·-·--·~, ..... ,...... ..................... .. - ·~· 

~ .. ··· 

• 
;' 
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LEON WILDES 
ATI'ORNEY AT LAW 

July 24,. 1973 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 west Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 
Attention: Vincent A. Schiano, Chief Trial Attorney 

Dear Mr. Schiano: 

Re: LENNON, John winston ono 
Al7 597 321 

In accordance with our agreement, there is submitted here
with an itemized list of errata concerning the transcript 
of hearing in the above-captioned proceedings, consisting 
of seven pages. This was prepared based upon my own 
correction of the record and the corrections made by 
Dr. Lester Grinspoon as to his testimony. I have not sub
mitted the transcript for review by any witness other than 
Dr. Grinspoon. 

Also attached is a stipulation with respect to these items. 
I am confident that you will find the corrections acceptable. 
If you do, please sign the stipulation and attach the errata 
and the stipulation to the original transcript of proceedings. 

·.~ 

; . 

If there is any question with respect to any of the correctiona, 
please feel free to telephone my office. 

LW/ts 
Encls. 

:::J!.tr~ 
\.&orWILDES 

p. S. A copy of this letter. without enclosures, is being se:nt 
to the Board of Immigration Appeals to be attached to the. 
original transcript of proceedings, so tbat the Members 
of the Board will know that certain agreed changes in the 
transcript will be forthcoming. 

I 
! 

-; 

. . . I 
:.t, I 

•',, ,. 



UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

I Memorandum 
TO 

FRO~: 

1 
SUBJECT: 

Mr. Irving A, Appleman 
Appellate Trial Attorney 
I&N Service 
Louisa Wilson, Acting Chairman 
Board of Immigration Appeals 

John Winston Ono Lennon, 
Al7 595 321 

DATE: July 17 1 1973 

Counsel for the above-named respondent has been 
granted until August 16, l973,to submit a brief to 
the Board, 

The Service is being granted until August 30, 
1973 to submit a reply brief if it so desires. 

The case remains on the calendar for September 10, · 
1973. 

\ 

819 
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Jul.y18, 1973 

In re: Jo."m Y:tnston Ono J.e9n 
Flle: Al7 S95 321 

Leon Y:tldes, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New Yortc 10022 

Dear Mr. Wildes: 

Thia will refer to your letter of Jul.rl2. 1973, 
requesting additional time within which to file a 
brief in t..i.e above matte: scheduled for: argUillent on 
September 10, 1973. 

'I'M Board bas carefull.y cowd.dcred. your·· :request 
md has decided that 1t has not been establiahed that 
there :ls t:.eed for extensive delar f.n. the submissiDD of 
a brief. We shall grant you until August 16, 1973, to 
submit your brief to the B011rd• t'h1s f.s an additional 
ten days from August 6, 1973, the date which the Bom:d · 
orighlally set for the brte.f to be :ln ~bands, 

b Immfgr.ttiOll Senice w:Ul. be granted until 
August 30,. 1973 to submit its brl.ef with the Board-.. 
'lhe respondent' e reply brlef, tt tJ.r.1Y, shall be sub
mitted to the Board bf September 6 • 1973. No ~ 
extensions will b6 arantect. 

' 
~Mr., lrvi.na A.'Applelmm 

Appellate '.trial Attlml.eJ' 
I&N Service 

.IM:mhl 

I 

Louisa Wilson 
Acting Chairman 
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L.EON Wll .. OES 

ATTOANIEV AT ,_..W 

0 

15U5 MACISON AVENUE 

NIEW YORK, NEW YORK IOOll.ll. 

'-
. 
' 

8TIIVEN L., Wt::Uit.ltR<i 

.a"fDDHIIN 1ft,-. T~81!" 
' . 

i 

C.Millt..t ADDRU• l 
' . "t..ICONWILDU," N.V,i 

·, ;,.:, 

u.s. Department of. J'ustice · 
Board of.Illlmigration Appeals 
safeway BuilQinq 
llth·Floor 
521 12th Street, N.w. 
Washington, D~c. · 20530. 

. . . 
·· ... 

JulY. 12, 1973 

. ,., .. · 

. . . 
· ... Re: .. LENNON, Jphn Winston Ono 

: Al7, 595 321. 

.. Gentlemen: 

· •· _. I respectfully r!llquest that I be accordecl additional time 
· · .· • within which to·· file my brief in the above-captioned matter •. 
· .· . The notice of appeal filed in this matter requested that 

I'be given until October 2,.1973 to file such brief and 
your offic~ ~s kind enough to. accord a perio.d of time 
to file the brief which e:x:pi:res on August 8, 1973. Ellery 
~fort has 'been made to complete the brief by that time, 

·but it noW appears that it will not .be pQssible. Request 
is. hereby made for permission to file the brief on or 
be454fire .Novemberl, 1973 for the reasons stated in my letter 
to the Board of April.26, •1973 and for the following addi· 

·. tionaL r~asons t · · · 

·····.Counsel .remains unable to brief the i~sue of denial 
·. of hies, cllent' s due process right to a fair hearing 

because of the failu1.·e of the central Offl.ce of the · 
Immigration and Naturaliza.tion service to respond .· r to hiS .req\lests under the Freedom of Information Act . 

l for. data . as to the prC.•eecutiori of similar cases 'Qy 
.. the $ervice. 'l'he ·re<i'l.a'lt t;,¢) the Central. Office WaS · 

macte ~n April 13, 1973 :for a list of items, which 
has not beien furnished to date despite the fact th.at 

· . the.Central Offi.ce ·w. as notifi~... of the ·requirement ') 
that a bri!llf be filed in these proa~edings on or be• 
.fore August 6• 1973. · , . 

7 .... , \ 
A new devel~punt baa· occur;: which requirea'i··~~d:f..,., " . . 

I , 
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I 
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Lennon, 2 , • 

' 

. tional research. couil.sel bas r*-'oantly .heard ol.~ll 
decision in·another·distr1ct.1n a case Which appears 
to be on all fours with the instant case in which the 
Immii;Jration Judge Clatne 'j:.o thE! opposite conclusio;q. 

· A· request. under the Freed0111 of Information Act was 
filed and a copy of the aecision obtained. It now 
appears that an appeal to the Board of Immigration 
Appeals has bean filed in that case and that the 
Office. of General counsel of the Service has.withorawn 

. such appeal. J.l'urther research into the case is re~ 
qu.i.:r.-::.,1, ;.us ithkEld been assumed by all parties including 
the :tmmiqration Judqe that this was a matter of first 

. b!!t!lr.;;e in that no ruling- of the Board or any oourt. 
or other administrative body had ruled on. the issue 
of whathor or riot cannabis resin or hashish was within 
the ·statutory defin.iti9n of the t~rm •ma:dj uana" under 

· section 212 (~) (23) of the Ilnmi~ration and Nationality 
Act. 

.' _.:_, ,' . 

' ' ' ' . 

·Jl'urther rssl!larch ~ ,lto the British cases hae not been. 
completed and requires additional opini~f of counsel · 

· · · in England Which are now .$till in th«t proeeea of pre- . 
·· paration. · · 

•'• ': . ' 

There ls &~'lbstantial suspicion that the · responEient was 
plaood.in the pc>sitionoof an overstay and t:Mse proeeed-
inge proaecute6 based upon information !ecured by . · 

( .... ·.• " ,-
a~rveillance of the respoMant and/or electronic wire
taps,. which may &ubstantially lWe effected t}le dtte·pxo,.. L'·' r: 

'. I .. 
! . '. 
I 
I 

I I . 
I 

l 
J. 

I 
l . , 

-~. 

',.: ' 

.. : ' . 

., 

··. 

. ' ,,. 

' .. ,· 

. cess r.ight.e · of the reepontlent, and additionaL t.~l\lo . is 
· :i:equ~rea .to investigate these. sutpidons. •·· ·· · · 

1t Lii n.Qt contetll&')lated, t.bilt lanY further :i'eCIUfUit for· a~itLCinal. 
time withi.l'l whiCib . to. fiie the brief of i::ounsal in thta raatur 
will be 'reqw;~111tedi Your c~sy .ancJ .. consid8lta~ion kre mueh 
appreoiate<i · · ·• · ·. · '· · · · · · . · · · · . · 
. ,'• . ; "· . '• : ' ' )",, / ' ,. 

":r . , <· ,r .. ,,' ,, .., 
,~'"-, ' . ' -., ' ',' ~ 

Very truly y:Ours,· 
' . . . ' .;~. . ""' ' 

. ' 

,. 
! 1, 

--

. . 
· . 

,_·, 

.... ' ' 

:•' ' . 

! 

. ' I 

l 
I 
\ 

\ 

\ 
t 

i 
I 
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·Nay/~. 1973 
' // 
/, 

1n re: . John Winston Ono Let!rum .. 
rtlaa Al7 59.5 321 

-

won Wildes, 'Esq. 
S 15 Madison AVet'W$ 
New York, New Yo* 10022 

J)ea: Ml:. Wildes: 

' i 

This will supplement I'll'/ letter dated Maylt 
1973 concen~\tbe a'bove-cap.tioned matter. · · 

The administrative neord bas now been re
ceived at the Board. Oral ar~t will be 
scboduled for Honda.y,·Scptmnber.lO. 1973, It. 
wltl hi satisfactar:y if rou hiVe your brief on 
appeal 1n our bands by,4ugust 6, 1973. this .. . 
thould give you suffic~t time ·to prepare your 

. brief ancl wtll leave time. for the filtng of a 
naponatve brief by the. lllmf.Sx'attoa and Naturalf.• 
ution Service before the oral U'g'UIIIIImt. 

/ 

Sincerely :you.ra, . 

··/c:J Mr. In!ng A. Appleman \.:7" Appellate Trial Attomay 
1&N SeJ:Vice · · 

./ 
' ( /~ 

/ 

/ 
/ 

•/ 

' . 

':,' 

!·. • .. · 
' ' ; 

I . . 

826 



i 

I 
I 

(b)~6) 

' . ' 

April Z4, 197 3 co 893. l 

This refers to your letter bearing twenty·three 
signatures in addition to your own con<:erning Mr. John 
Lennon. 

The Special Inquiry Officer hearing Mr. Lennon's 
cue found him deportable but granted him a period of 
sixty days within which to depart voluntarily from the 
United States. Mr. Lennnon has appealed this decision 
to the Board of Immigration Appeals. The future action 
of this Service will be dependent upon the Board's decision. 
In the meantime no action looking toward Mr. Lennon's 
departure will be taken while the case is before the Board. 

v;;c: D, D, NEW YORK -
-~---~-- , •••• > ' " ' -·-

Sincerely, 

E. A. Loughran 
Associate Commissioner 

--~gement~·-·-- ... .. ,~-. 

John Lennon, 
For your information nd file. Letter under referenc attached. 

\. 
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(b )(6) 

(b )(6) 

April 11, 197 3 co 893. 1 

This refers to your letter to thia Service concerning 
Mr. John Lennon. 

The Special Inquiry Officer hearing Mr. Lennon's case 
found him deportable but granted him a period of sixty days 
within which to depart voluntarily from the United States. 
Mr. Lennon has appealed this decision to the Board of Immi
gration Appeals. The future action of this Service will be 
dependent upon the Board's decision. In the melitime no 
action will be taken while the case is before the f'.eard. 

Sincerely, 

E. A. Loughran 
Auociate Commiuioner 

Management···" 
\ ,,! .. , 

~ /;·. 
~-- \ ,_ . ..' 

\ .. ,, 

D, D, New Yo1k -/Y~urll Jo~ENNON. 11\'~: 
For the file. ~ L___j " , · 

- I 

\ 
I 
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(b )(6) 

Al.lgust 9, 197 3 CO 893.--C 

Thil refers to your letter of Jwy. 30 concerning John Lennon. 

The Immigration Judge hearing Mr. Lenno!i11 case found him 
deportable but granted him a period ol aixty clay1 within which to 
depart voluntarily from the United States. Mr. Lennon has appealed 
this decision to the Board of Immigration Appeab. The future action 
of this Service will be dependent upon the Board'• decision. In the 
meantime no action looking toward Mr. Lennon'• departure will be 
taken while the case is before the Board, 

L cc: D, D. 

Sincerely, 

E. A. Loughran 
Associate Commiuioner 

Management 

Now Yo( Y ~ .... A17 597 321 J~~· /N / 

---·---- / ~ L 
(~ 

,.-· 
. ! c 

' tiN,; AF.DEr: 
. ·-~. 
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tnl'I'X'UD STA~~~ D!:'!":'~n:r:T · C:OiJm' 
SOOTHE..~ D!S'E'lUCT OP !iEW Y0Rl\ 
- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - • -x 
JOUN WlliS'r01i 01'10 LEinlOif, 

Plaintiff', 

·-aea1nst- . : 

lt.tiO'l' RtC!IARDSON • t.~mfARD t 
CHAP'AAN • EDl'i' .A:rtD A. LOUO!IRA..IJ, 
SOCRATES ZOLA'l'A3• and SOL MArutS., : 

DetendanU. t 

-----------------4 
JOJDf VIIS'fOI OKO. tinNOK., 

Platntltr, 

· · .. aga1nst-

!HB UNITED ST~' OJ AMXRICA. 
ROD~ A. uORK, RICHARD 
Kt!a~IDIE~fST, J'O!rtr A. MITCID!LL. 
MY:MOMD FJ.Rm::::.t, I.l::()!!JmD CHAl?MAJl, 
SOL MAJ:l'CS, IHMIORA'.l'ION AllD NAl'U
!W.r!ZA'I'IOH SERVICE, and PERSONS 

. • OlfDO!m IN THE trnl'f!D STATES 
•, ~lii'l'.· 

• • 

• • 

: 

-~~~-------------~ 

' : .,_ . 

M!llMOltAHOOM OF LAW IN O'PPCST!'ION 
'tO A MOTIOn li'OR A PRl':LIMINAR! 
IN.TtT,iCT!O!I 

Preliainarz s~~ement 

'·:· 

'lbie ael!l0ran4WII of' law 18 sublll1tted in oppoa1t1on 
. - . ; ,' .i'''• 

to pla1nUf'1"' 1 request tor a p:rel1m1nary 1n3unet1on, eeek1ng 

d11COftJ.7 and production of reeol'ds zoele.tng to th• "non-

. pr1or111711 oate«e>ry ot deportable 111ena and enjo1ninft the 

l"''I'%AP!l4. "' :;;;;;;;;:;;; ;;g;g:: 4ii¥144%il4 41Jih¢ JQ U 4 it IA4ik Mg;p,;;;.q,4;; ·.<#tl#·¥¥ ,1!11 "+4 1§.19 ¥¥K>till' '•"+!iiilt\iii@ '# '"'"" '· ,. ··~· 
- ' ' ' -._ ., ' '. ' ' ' -' '' '" ' '' ' ' - . ·-.- ' ' 

'----------------·-,--- -~---·---,----,------"""">l8'7.1!34 --
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I 
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'··-
Best "Refroducible" ctSpY Av~~abl.e •.. ·· 

. ' 
detendanta and thm Board of Im~~~i~~raUon Appealo t'rom 

renderinr, • 1':1m.sl. dedlllion on th& 1uue or plalnt1tt'' s 

deportab111t7. 

'l'be aoyernont opPOaea the prel11'l11narr injuneUon . 
' :· >-:;'\ - _ _.,.<:;.··:;?_\_ :\·~:: 

oa the gpoun~ tnat tne p.l.'Untitf' haa not ntabl1the4 a 

11kel1hoo4 ot auooeaa on the Mrita an4 beoauae be baa 

tailed to de=onatrate that he will s~tr•r irreparable harm. 

Sh.tem$nt of the Pacta 

'l'be facta of thb cue have b.en .. , torth in 

lM aecoapanytng atf'1dn1 t of' Joseph P. Marro. Aaa:lltant 

Vatted St~tt•• At:toPMy 8Ji4 reference b rrespeotf\lllJ udct 

tbel'ltto. The pfl't~nt taet.a UJ be aU'I'I!Il8rised aa .follows: 

alien, a nat1Ye of Oftat Britain and cithen or the Tin1to6 

natt¢oa. He enteJ'd the United Statu on August 31, 1971 

, u a ncmimrd.r;rant 'fiat to!' tor pleaaurt and vaa authorise4 

· , ~ reuia until 7ebPUI,., 29, U72. . He <114 an dltpa1'1: •• 
.d ' • 

· requind and deponaUon ptteeee41l'IRS were oommenoe4 ap;ainlt 

bin. On March 23. 1973 he ••• found deporot!lble tor baYing 

HU!ned in the 11nitled States w1thoat authol'it:v. '1'h1a ordel!" 

is preaently on appeal to the Board ot Immigration Appeala. 

On OctobeP 18. 1973 the pl61nt1tf c:,ommenced an 
. . 

.··. aeUon 1n tbia Court under tbe Preedolll ot Int~raatlon Act • · 

5 u.s.c. 1552. Lenno~ v. R1char~.on, et al., (hereinafter 

-2-

··' 

4t%7Kll!tN4PWAA ... AM¥£Jil4.4¥A;¥,,Qi$,AJ<-.ti-¥\-dPH4Jh#¥4%.J 44i...¥JUXJ ;;nt ... an9&M#3!.f Pl"'*·'<t:Qg_;q.; l¢11¢4411¥%1¥_¥1¥•-•s-. _s 
' ', ,, '._ ' ' ' '•""' -·-_ ,., ' ', ' ' --. ' v -, ' ' 



·r ,., 
'.l .. 

I 
. . 0:les! ·•~roducib11" :Copy Availalm!. -· 

~~~ 3~22 "Action #1") , '.i'h1 8 !1Ct10l\ll ISH !tiS addi t:10M1 :i.ntO:t"!llfltiOn 

z:a:~tl With regard to th• categOl'J of "ncm-f)rlOr1tJ" Olllts, eeta• 

bl1ahed b7 the Illlllieratt<H~ 1'ktPV1ce in instances where 

deport&t10n ,WC~;;::i!,t7· l!!l:t!MIH':.·v...nable becaUse Of 8))!)&al1ntt 
,. ,1 . ,'· . 

bWJanttarlan tacton. C. ktob•r 2~, 1973, the pla1nt1tr 

eoaeneed a secon<t ~octlom 1ft whlah be alleged unlawful 

electronic •urye11l~ce. pre-Judgment and Violation or 

eonaUtu.ttonal rlr,hta. :tem2n_ Y. United State_a or Americll,, 

~~., (hereinafter •Aotlen f2w). 
. :: ·,' . 

.. ' ' ,~ ' ' 

,·. ~, 

. !he. pllo1nt1tt ta n01r liOftd tor a pnl11ldniU'f 

Rele~t s~atute 

Preedo• or Intor.Ation Act, 5 u.s.c. ~552r 

(2) Each ap,enq, in accordance with publiahet1 
rules, ahall mllke available !'Or ))Ubllo inspec
tion and copy1n~ • 

(A) final ~on• • inclucUn~~: ooneurrtng 
' · and dissenting ep1n1cna, a• well u OPdel'll, 
· .. · .· ude 1r1 the actJUdica.tion or oaee& • ' 

' . 

.; . 

(B) those .t:ate~~enta ot policy and inter- · . 
pretat1ons vhlcb have been adopted by the 
agency and are ftot published 1n the Pederal 
Register; and . . 

(C) &d1'!1nhtnt1VIlt starr l'llanullla and 
!natrueUona to atatt that atrect a member of' 
the pulll1c; 

.unleaa the mat•l"1ala are promptlJ publ1ahed and 
copies ot'tered tor sale. 'l'o the utent required 
to ~revent a clearly unwarranted invasion or 
personal pM. vaey. an lil".!!ncy 11137 delete 1dent1 .. 
ty1n~ details when 1t makea available or publishel 
an opinion, atater.~ent or policy, interpretation, 
or ataf'r manual or instruction. Howe.er, in 

- 3-
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Best.,:Reproducible" Copy Available • ..., 
.. t ~~ ; .. : 

ettch e:t:5: t~o jt:at1rh.~.uon tor the deletion 
ehall bo exol~1nod tully 1n writ1n~. Each 
agency ·also shall rutintain and Nke available 
tor public inapect1on and eopyin~ a currftnt 
index prov1d1nn: 1dent1fyinr, 1nro-rn11t1on tor 
tho public as to nn:v l~atter 1uued, a.dooted, 
or pl"'i'· .. ' . . " · ,._. July 4. 1967, Md requil"ed 
b7 ttlil~ v«t·u..,,rtr.oh to be mAd& avP.ilable or 
publ1nhod. A final ord~t:!", opinion. at!'l.temnt 
or policy, interpretation, or starr manual or 
instruction that affects a ~mber or the public 
mo.y be reliod on, uaed. or cited lUI prt?cedcnt 

· 'by an agene7 aga1.1'18t a party other than an artenaJ 
only 1f-

(1) it bas been indexed and either made 
· available or ~ubl1ahed as providP.d by this 
pa~aph' OJ" 

. (11) tb• pa~y baa actual and,,1 .. 17 notice 
or the tems therceot. 

' . 

(3) Exe~pt with ~speet to the records made 
available under para!n'll~hs (l) and (2) or this 
•ubaeetion, eneh a~ency, on requeat to~ 1cen
t1f1ebl~ reoordG made 1n sccoTdanee with published 
rules etat1nr. the time, place, feea to tho extent 
authorbttd by statute • and pl"'cedure to b& tolloweC!, . 
shall make t~e reco~f.s ~rnmptly available to any 
person, On coMpl&1nt, the d1etr1et court or the 
United Statea 1n the district 1n which the 

·· ·· " .. :· · · ' eoZ~~plainant roddea. or bas bil pr1nc1pal place 
of buaineu. or in which the a~ncy reeorc1a a" 
11tuated. b!l.tl ju:r1sd1et1on to enjoin the ap;eno7 
trom w1thhold1nr. agency records and to order 
tho ~~eduction of any agency ~eordJ 1~properly 
withheld rrom tho CCVll)lainant. In auch 11 cane 
the court eh!lll d1!tteridne the mnttel" de novo and 
the burden is on the agency to SU#tain its action. 

!f!!.!.!ant Operations :tnstJ!Uru:iona 

Section 103.1(&)(1): 

· (11) !to.r.t~l'!,!'iti• In e'fttl")' case where the 
d1etl'1ct director detel":211nee t.bat adverse eetion 
would be uneonsc1ona.ble because or the existence 
or app«Htl1ne hu1'lon1 tal'ien raotora. he ahtlll 
reoOI:'IlllenG! consideration for non!)r1.or1ty. Hh 
recotr.~~ltrldaUon shall be Mde on Yom C-312, wbioh 
ahaU be a1tmed per~onallJ bJ bill. . · · · 

--- -· 
' ' "'\.' . 

--r------crs-:r3'7 ----..~ 
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~st "Reprod~cible'> Copy A"Wiilablf 

' 
It' the reeo~end11t1on 111 approved the alien 
shall b•? not11'1crJ that no action will be · 
taken b:, the Sen1ce to dhturh h1D 11'1!!".1~1!1-
tion ~tatus, or that his departure from tho 
United :Jtates hell been deterred indefinitely, 
whichever is appro,riate. 

§.ur.llllat;! or -~he Arru~ 

!he aot1on tor a prelim1narr injunction .uat be 

derd.ed 'because the plaintiff cannot aattstr the tvotolcl 

nquire~~~tnte tor the crMt1ng ot such rel1et'. Re oan 

neither eatabllah a likelihood ot ultinate aucoeaa on the 

. ur1ta, or tbat be will aurre.r irreparable hM'III 1t an 

f.D,funotlon 4H not 1tne. 

He can not ahow a Uktlihood ot IUee••• because 

tbt facta demonstrate that tbe plaintitt 18 in the Un1te4 

S'atea without authoPSty and because thil Court lacks 

,1viad1ct1on. to r.View the d.edaion to initiate deportation 

p1'0oeed1nga. 'l'he COilrt abo does ftOt han juJ"ia41ct1on to · 
·. ·. . ., 

nnn the ntual to sttant the plaintiff •non-pl'iol'itr• 

''-'• u that 4etel'l!f.nat1on b cOI!!Id.Ued to apnOJ 41a

eret1on. !Yeo 1f' 1t were renewable. judh1al acNttny would 

be Uaited to abuse or dhcreuon and no aucb abuse has 

'been de1110natrattd herein. 

'• ' 

Wttb re~ to 1neparable harm. the Board or 

:t.iRJ"at1on Appeal& bu no a.atbor1tr to pau on appUcatlona 

'tor "non-pnontr" statua an4 eonsequentl1 1 the ued tor 

the 1ntol'lll&tion aou~t IU\c1el" the P!'eedOIIl or Intol'l!latton Aet 

· wou14 haft DO belll'ine on th• Board • • 4ecls1on on the leave 

ot whether deportab111t1 baa been estab11thed by clear 

''' .,. .... 5 - ' 
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, l'""'· , l:mst"Reproducible~· Copy Ava:ilabi~T 

unequivocal and conv1nc1n~ evidenee. 

PLA!Wl'IYP''S MO'l'IOil 'POR A Plt~L!MillART 
IN'JU!tCT!O?J Si!Ot:i.D m: DP:NIF.D ----

MI?i'l' ! 

"nlZ Cl'n'l'ERIA l'OR ..A.,!.Mt.If!INAR! IUJU!1C'l':tQ.[ 

'fhe pla1nt1tt baa l.llOved tor a l)Mlifld.nal"Y 1nj1Ulct1on 

priul"ilJ to en3oin the Board of' llllld.~nt1on Appeala tl"ot! 

rtndar!n~ • tiftal dee1a1on on the 1uaue or ~la1nt1tt•a depo~

tab111tJ. He ar~e• that the determination or the Board 

ahcn&ld be at&)'ed until 1u.tb t111'1t u be cum p:r81et to the 

Board the additional 1nto~at1on be hopea to obtain under 

the Preedom or Information Act (Action 11). He contends 

that th1a information will be Hle .. nt to ihow that he is 

entitled to be placed in the oate~r,r or "non-prioritJ case•~. 

whoNbJ' the ltll!ld.l!l"at1on and natunl1sat1on Serrtoe. 1n the 

O:Ql"Obe of 41acret1on, dtollnea to pl"'oeed wUh the 
' 

·. 4epol"t~Ucm '""'' b4toaue or appeallng hwaanUarlM reaaona. 

· · In th11 Ngal"d b• oontends tha\1 he waa enUtled to such 
'· • 

atatua and u a Ntult • deportation proeeedinr.s should never 

haft been col!llllenee4 or aUornaUnl:r. the proceedings abould 

now be tePminated. 

1fowneP, in ol"del" to tueoeed on h1a pl"esont app11-

oaum. be llll.lllt ~1"8uatle the Court that he aat11t1ea the 

prereqU1a1t•a tor the extHOl"dtna1'7 reU.et be now seeks. 

,,•-' 

... 

'l'!@iliWii':$iJi4!i#iiJQM4J., .. Qt;:;PJ Xl,f$$)ij!Ui,JIJ$6 I. Q. ;;:::;t\WI;A$i)li.;l,i ,#,#@ 11Mt14!iii($ !'4! !{tJt4@¥. JiQifJ.CitSW)t\itlj#Q&ii'f'%Jiilir ·' n; r "'H:i,~J 
.- . .. ,' ' -.·.,_;- ·._' ' -.- ,'"-.'- - . -- - ' ' ' ·- " . ' " •' ' 

---------T---,.------.s::r:3rrr9 ... ~ 
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Thie Circuit he.a recently 'l't'Shted the long established 

erite~ia tor obt~1n1ntt a preliminary inJunction. '[T)hq 

two-rold zoequi'J'ement tor a ,...umin.tu'J 1n3unet1on 1s a 

de1.110nstroat1on of' DJ<Obab1l11J ttf' auel!eea on the JMrita and 
><>f>V::,~~>/ ' ~;. 

a ebolf1np: that l'mJ)ai"ttble bal-m will t"eault s.r aueh t"eliet 

, S.. @n1e<t.• Olllt & Wf!!!tem Ind,ustriea, Inc,. Y. 'the nreat 

Atlantic • hc1t1U!,a Compel a Inc .•• 476 P.2d 687. 692 (24 

C1r. 1973). See alao: Del:.awRPe & Hudson Railway Comp!l.nl. 

v. ~nited Trnns~rtnt1on Unlont 450 P.2d 603, 609 (D.C • 

. csr .. 1911) • cert. denied, ll03 u.s. 9ll; Hamilton Watch 
' - ' .. "" 

· Co&""! .;. Benrus Watct;!_ CO!!!p!!!J 206 r.2d 138 (24 ctr. 1953); 

!udole~ Jfoel, et al. v. Gl'een. etc. • 
. . 

Dooket No. 73 cs.v. 3662 (S.D.S.T •• decided Pebruarr 6. 197~) 

(.7;. Oagl1ard1) • Ae the plaint! rr ou mtither eetab 11ah a 

likelihood or avc~ae on the Mrita nol" an1 1rrepa:rable 

1ftJttl'1• hla 1110t1oa tor a pl'lll1111n!U')' injunction 1111t be 

POD'f II 

'rUE l?tJI.tW!'IW HAS PAlLED '1'0 
ES'l'ABLISlt A LIKELIHOO!> O:P 
SUCCESS Oll T:n: M!.:RlTS~--

' ' 

., 
., 

The pla1nUtf 1 a·attert~Pt to persuade the Bf>ard ot· 

I..S.graUon Appeals that the deportation prooelt41np should 

M'ftl" ban been oomellee4 IIWit tall beoawse be 11111 not show 

-1-

:.. .. 
' -'. ',,. 
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Best "R!;!pmducible" Oof>Y Av'ilable. 
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I 

that aueb action waa iMproper o~ unlawfUl. Under the 

broa.d grant or aut.hority conhinod in Section 103(a) or the 

Immigration and Nat1onal1t7 Act, 8 u.s.c. ~ll03(a), the 

Attorney Gen&ral 1a ohar~d with the administration and 

ent'oreement of Ol.1:t' i~;1~~'£,t1on lawa. Pursu:.nt to Section 

24l(a)(2) or that Act •. 8 u.s.c. §125l(a)(2) • an alien h 

deportnble it' he is in the United Stnteo without authority. 

,.,wa. as plaintiff bu not ortered an,. evidence to show 

that he was given pel'lldu1on to rell!Un 1n this country 

. beJQnd PebrtUll"Y 28, 1972, the institution of deJ.10l"tat1on 

. ,, ... 

In addition, althoUgh we have round no 1~gra

t1on case directly relatine to the decision to 1n1t1ate 

deportation pl'OeeuHl.1nr-s, the Government contend& that the 

detel'JllinrtUon u to vMther to ,.,roaeeute in net reviewable. 

pn4e1" Section l06(a) or the I~gration and Nat1onal1tJ Aot. 
. . ' . 
8 u.s.c. Ul05a(a). reYiew et a :t'1nal order or cfeportation 

the sole and. uelua1Ye rel!lfldy proVided tor b:r Congress. 

COnsequently. 1f' the pla1nttrr is found deportabllt by the 

Boal"d, be can contest thb finding 1n the Cou.rt or Appeal a. 

Moreover, we contend that the decision or the 

· · AUomey Oeneral to comen~ deportation pl'Ocetd1nga 11 

- 8-
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' 
JPM:l.q abd.lar :l.n natuN to the powel" of ll nroseoutor in amvlng 
73-3362 
73-3363 at a deobion whether to proseeute. In this area of 
N-8·1· 

proaeoutorial discretion, it haa long been settled that 
.. 

the deeiu1on to investigate, arrest or prosecute are matter. 

. entJ'Wited aolel1 to tbe dilcreUon or the proucutor'a 

ott1oe. oftr wb1ob the Court a will not interfere. (See 

pap 6 or the Illllll1graUon Judge' a dec1a1on. annexed to 

the OO'ftl'hMnt' a a1'1'1dav1t aa Exhibit B.) Con t1aeat1 on 

Caaea, 7' u.s. (7 Wall) -5~ (1868); Milliken v. Stone, 
T --

• 16 P.24 981 (24 C1r. 1927);. Peek "• Mitchell, •19 P.24 575 -. -
('tk Oil'. 1970h Powell "• Jtatsenbaeh, 359 1'.24 235 (D.C .. 

. Clr. 1965), !.!.ct.• &tnt~, 381f u.s. 906, ~arin; del'lhd~ 

)8- u.s. 961 (1966); Mote• v. Xatcenbaoh, 342 P.24 931 -
(D.c. C1r. 1965), !!!!minE, ~ v. tennedy, !19 P.Supp. 

T62 (D.D.e. 1963); United States v. S!2!,_, 3•2 P.24 167 (5th 

> Cl.Jo.). !!.!!.• dented !.'!!!. !!!!!• ~ ,.. Haubers. 381 U.s. 935 

(1965h Oolc!berr;; v. btt'llltm, 225 P.24 •u (7th c1r. 1955h 
' 

· bnoh .Y. Jlein, 193 P.Supp. 11530 (S.I>.I.t • 1961) • Indeed, . 

tbe eatab11ahed rule 11 tbat a prosecutor•• d1seret1on ls •, ., 

· ab.olute. Smith v. ~ted States, 375 P.2d 2-3, 2•1 (Sth 
'. 

C1r. 1967), cert. denied, 389 u.s. 8~1. 

Moreover, 1r.l a recent ded.aion or tbia C1Nu1t, 

· ·. . tbe. Court reexutne4 th1a queat101l and concluded that 1n 

~be abunce ot a ttatute or rel$lllat1on, •the problaa 

. ;laberent 1n tbe taak of' aupemting proaeoutorial 4ec111ona 

". 4o M\ loncl tbet~~elfta to r.eoluUon b7 the Jud1o1U7•" 

- 9-
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-77 P.2d"375. 360 (2d C1r. 1973). 

The plll.intit'f''s alternative theory or attack 1a 

that the Doard al'!e· ··.: .·;' ·~->~:r;a.L the deportation procecd!nr.a 

because the pla1nt1rr 1s.ent1tled to "non-priority".atatus. 

Initially. the Board or Inmgration Appeals has no authority 

to [):etermine •non-priority" status (8 OPt! 53.1). Such a 

recommendation must be made by the District Director, ap

proved by the Regional Com~aaioner and finally ordered by 

·the Chail"'!Wl or the Central Otfice or the Illllld.uat1on and 

l0atural1zat1on Servt ce. on Non -Prio!'1 t7 Casea. Operation 

Inatruct1on.§l03.l(a)(l)(11); See also Exhibit D, annexed 

to tbe Covemmont'a affidaVit. 

Additionally • it b the Oovemraent'a contention 

tbat the determination to ~ant or deny "non-priority" status 

1a a matter or complete d1aeret1on'wh1cb 18 not aubJect to 

· · . Jud1o1al review. or: United States ex rel Sohonbrun v. -
. Ooml!land1n!LQ.tru.l!.!:• 1U)3 P.2cl 311 (2d C1r. 1968); Petition . ) 
of Joe Cahill, 447 P .211 13113 (24 Cir. 1971); ftoth v. Laird, --
-·6 P.2d 855 (2d C1r. 1971). However, it this Court does 

have Jurisdiction to reView this detom1nation, ouch reView 

would be narrowly 11mited to whether the deo1e1on oonat1tuted 
' 

· an abllSe or discretion. Wons Wing Hans y, !_l!llll1£!t10n and 

Naturalization SerVice, 350 P.2d 715 (2d Cir. 1966). Clearly, 

- 10 -
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~~~naz llr.-1iil" the f&Cts Of. th!S CI21JO there hll.S been no ahow1n,g thet 

~,3:~63 the 4en1al or "non-priority" status con~t1tuted sucb,an 

abuse or d1acret1on.• 

•' 
•. 

P1ndl~V, -~!t~ !"e"'i'{rd to the plaintttt' a request 

to enjoin the detendanta trom depol't1ng the p1a1nt1t'f, we 

aertlf noto that no t1nal order of deportatton,haa aa yet 

been entere4 end until tbe Board ot Imt'ligra.Uon Appeala don 

ao, such a requeat la premature. Petition ot Joe Cab!~. 

supra; ~ers v. ~.1hlehe'!....§A12buildint~: C:.<mt•• 303 u.s. •1 

(1937);, Atrentt and Diesel Eguiamen.t Con!• "· Rincb, 

331 u.s. 752 (19~6); !2!!•t Ooods Aaa~Uon, .Ing. "• 

Oardner, 387 u.s. 158 (1967)~ ~~1 Power Comm1aa1on "• 

Un~on Prcdue1n~ eoEPRnl• 230 P.24 36 (D.c. ctr. 1956); 

Sea-Land SeJOVi ee, I no. ., • Federal Mari t1r.~e COI'll!!i1n1on, 

-02 r.24 631 (D.c. etr. 1968). · 

"lbua • it b olear that tbe platnttrt has tailed 

•• eaUbliah tbat be wW ult1utelr eucceect 1n challend,rtg 

e1tber the deo1a1on to oo~noe the proceedings or tbe denial 

or "ncm-priol"itJ" atatua. 

1 Here the reeora establ!inea that the oiainttrr•aa autho
r1nd to reJU1n in thh eountl'Y until ll'obruuy 26 • 1972 and 
vaa conVicted or a violation or law relating to the possession 
ot •artjuana wbich l"'tnd411"t him exdudnble an<l ~l)Ol"table. In 
View ot the Congreasional intent to t~at 4rug related otrenaea 
lteml:r, tile tavorable exereiae ot d1scret1on woul4 1ee!!l 
tmllkel7. See the dttt1a1on or tbe Illllli~aticm Judge. Exhibi\ 
B,. pp. ll~H. 

.. ;:n -
• 

'' 

' · : Ltt JIJU:JMCX4®'41Mt :au:; au; :; .. , I.$1#CA u ; , ::; t.UILU:t,,_.t, ,, .;;.: .!Qi\@4 us :.: .. .w,;;g ;::.;;:;;a u. 1>ffli.IJII* •·• • " ~····. 
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. POIN'l' IJrl 

THE nAINTIFF IUS' FAILED TO 
DEMONSTRATE ~I~ HE WILL 
SUFFER IRREPARABLE HARM 

·-. 

The plaintiff ar~es that he will suffer irreparable . ~ r~ 

harm if the Board oT lmm1gration Appeals is not enjoined 

t'rom rendering its decision on the issue of deportability 

because, he contends, that he would "be limited to the 

noord upon appeal, which record is totally barren with 

respect to the in.t'ormation sought in the Actions herein 

outllned 11 • (See P• 16 of plaintiff's memorandum or law.) 

However, even 1f the 1ni'ormat1on had been made available 

· to the plaintifi', it would be entirely irrelevant to the 

issues pending-before the Board. That issue 11 solely 

whether deportability has been established by clear, con• 

' . 

. v1nc1ng and unequivocal evidence. Woodby v. Immierat1on and · 

Naturalization Service, 385 u.s. 276 (1966). 

In support of his argument that this Court has 

jurisdiction to enjoin administrative action, counsel has 

relied on two oases, Bannercraft Clothing Co. v. Renegotiation 

Board, 466 F.2d 345 (b.c. Cir. 1972) and Sears Roebuck & Co. 

v. N.L.R.B., 473 F.2d 91 (D.C. Cir. 1972). However, the 

decision in Bannercraft, supra, has recently been reversed 

and remanded by the Supreme Court, '!'he Renegotiation Board 

v. Bannercrart Clothing Company, Inc., et al., u.s. 
42 u.s.t.W. 4203 (decided February 19, 1974), 

' ., .· 

-----------------T-----
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In Bannercraft, suppa_, the Supreme Court found 

it unnecessary to determine "whether, or under what circum

stances, it would be proper for the District Court to 

exercise jurisdiction to enjoin agency action pending the 

resolution of an asserted FOIA claim". 112 u.s.L.W, at p. 

4209. However, the Court did .suggest that under certain 

circumstances where there is a clear showing or irreparable 

injury, injunctive action under the Freedom of' Information 

Act may be warranted and that in the absence of such, "failure 

to exhaust. administrative remediea serves aa a bar •••• 

Meyers, supra; Sears, Roebuck & Co, v. N.L.R.B., 473 P.2d 

91, 93 (1973)", 42 u.s.L.w. at p. 4210. Even in Sears, 

supra, the Court 1n declining to grant the injunction stated 

· that: 
' 

"• •• it is only in extraordinary circum-
stances that a court may, in the sound exercise 
ot discretion, intervene to interrupt agency 
proceedings to dispose or a single, interme
diate or collateral issue, A cogent showing 
or irreparable harm is an indispensable 
condition or such intervention." at p •. 93 

... · 

Thus, it is clear that it .there 1s any inherent \ 

power in the District Court to enjoin an agency :!."rom rendering 

a decision, it would be limited to where the information is 

sought under the Freedom or Information Act, is essential 

tor the agency to correctly determine the merits and, in 

the absence of auch, severe and irreparable injury will occur 
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! 

~~~~~~2 to the adversely :affected ps.rty. In the present case, the 

~~3~§63 plaintiff can not make such a showing. 

; . 

•.·: 

',, . 

The Boa:rd of Immigration Appeals has the power 

to revi·ew the finding of the Immigration Judge as to the 

issue of deportability and any denials or discretionary 

relief made during the deportation hearing, 8 CFR §3.1. 

The Board has no statutory or regulatory authority to 

adjudicate applications for classification as a "non-priority 

case". As previously discussed in Point II, su12ra, only 

, · · the Chairman of the Central Office Committee on Non-Priority 
. . . 

· Oases has the ultimate authority to pass o:'l such applications 

for ''non-priority" status, following recommendations by 

the District Director and the Regional Commission.er. Hence, 

since the information sought to be produced has no relevance 

to the Board•s decision, the Board should not be enjoined. 

: . · :· Furthermore, it' the Board af'tirms the order of · 
''.' 

,. deportation the plaintH'r can get review of that order in . 

·• ·the Court of Appeals where he will receive an automatic stay. 

'Section 106 a of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 u.s.c. 
Sll05a(a). In addition, if the plaintiff still chooses to 

litigate the denial or "non-priority" status~ he can bring 

a declaratory action in this Court or amend his complaint to 

· .include this request. Consequently, be bas failed to demon

strate any harm, and his application tor_ a preliminary 

injunction must be denied. 

- ill -
. ,· 
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COHCLUSIOM 

fla1nt1f~'• motion ~r a 'rel1m1nary injunction 

IUUlt be denied in ~ll .. ,ftlJJpec•..:•. 

,-•·,· 

Reapecttully submitted. 

PAU!. 3. COnRAN 
United States Attorney tor the 
Southern District of New fork 

JOSEPH !'. MAJ\RO 
-, ': '. 

Aaa1atant Un1te4 State• Attorne1 

.. Ot C01mael .. 

. ' ':' . 
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UNITED STATES DISTR!~~ COURT 
SOUTREJUI DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

-------------------------~------------% 

.· 

_______ , ... ....-----' 
JOHN WDIS'l'ON ONO LENNON,. 

. Pla1nt1 ff', ~ 

; J • 
-against-

. ELLIO'l' P.!CHARDS011, LEONARD CHAPftAN, 
EDWARD A. I.OUOl\RAN, SOCRATES 

. ZOLATAS, and SOL MJ\RKS, 
• ''• I 

J>etendant:s. . -

.. 
• 

• . 
; 

--- J·-----------------------:'""':r 
. •"'• ,, "" . '_ .. 

.,;. . '· '. 

··-· > : 
' .<><A ~~ o •, ,, • • 

JOHN WINSTON OH() LENNON 

· .. 

,. 
. •. 

Pla1nt1tt~ 

-against-

'THE OlliTED STATES OP AMEl!ICA, 
· llODERT A. BORK, RICHARD 

KL!E!IDIEUST, JO!I!l A. 1rrTCHELL, 
RAYMOND FARRELL, LE'ONARD CJ~P~AN, 

. ~ . ,. . ·~ ., 
. - . 

: · . ·73 C1v • 45~3 (P.O) 

SOL RARKS • !}:~!:I ORATION AUD .. · : ' 
·.;> · ·· ·• ·'· HATURALIZATION SERVICE and PERSOllS ~·-

\(' ' ·' .• ---~ '1'. ' 

...... ' . 
··'.• 

UNKNO'Irn IJl TilE UNI'llED .STATES , 
. OOVERUMEN'l' 1 ; .··_ - : , .. •• 

. '' ,..J .: . -~ . '• 4 ' '•. '. •• • "' ' ' -

.( . - .. '- . ~- . ·, 
Defendants. ' · 

. . - . . .. 
• 

--------------------------------------% 

. ~· ' 

AFFIDAVIT IIi OPPOSI'l'ION· 
TO A ~~OT'ION FOR A 
PnELn~INARY !trJUNC'l'ION . 

.'··: 

.· ~. 

" 'n. 

. .. : ,, 
-."' 

. STATE OP NIDI YORK · ) ·. 
..•. ~.- . 

COUNTY OP NEW YORK : 8&., : . 
SOUTH!RN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK ) 

JOSEPH P. MARRO, be1nr~ duly sworn. deposes and .. ,..: . 

1. J.am an Asl'listant United States Attorn4i'J 

in the ott1ce ot Paul J. Curran, United States Attorney 

tor the Southern District ot !lev York, attorney to%" 

· .. itbe•det:.manta, United-Stl\t.es .Of'"Aa UC1l 8nc1 the ~r1~!J 

•7 ,· 

. • • 1 -... 
:·· ', '"'~' ~ 
. ··:· .•· '"'" 
•.i· •. 

' .. 

--~------ ! T----·---1tM::re9r 
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< 

. . 
cba:rge ot th1a action. 'l'hia a.tt1dav1t: is be sed upon 

· intONation tontained 1n the official l"ecoJ"da ot the 

United States ot ~r1oa. 

. ·· . 

2. ·x aubmit tbis aft1dav1t 1n opposition to the 

· platnUtt•a reqaeat tor a prel1a1narr inJuMUcm (1) 

411"ect1ng the detendanta to produce c•rta1n ~cords allegedl:r 

1ft the poaaeaaton et the defendants which pel"ta1ft to the· 
.. ,." 

. ··•~tor1t:r• category o.t depoPtable aliena u4 (2) 

. en,1o1n1nc the Board ot llla11';1"&t1on Appeala and. all defendants 
' ...... ·,._ 

. ' .. .. 
' ' boo~~. talc1ng *ftJ. further action d1rectl:r nlatec1. to the · 

. ,-:,-·:. '•.·' . ' . . ' . 
; • ~ ,· <.' 

' ; .. 

' , ...... .. 
... ,; . ·.·· 

. . .~ ._ ... _ ... 
;<'· 

. . " 

,•")-•, .. ,. : . ,, 

. . . . . 

C"un4 that the pla1nt1f'1' baa tailed to eat1Bt7 the C1"1ter1a . . ,, ~ ' ' . 

pYemins: tbe r;t"ant . ot St.:eh ~::traord1na;ey relief in that he . · · 
' . - , .. 

.. bu. tailed to demonstrate a likelihood· ot ••cceaa on the . . . ~· ,,. . 
'" ... ~· . .-.' .. _, ~ ~ : ::...,na 0....· that; he .will auN'er 1rrepaJ:Oablt llen .. , .· . · . · · \ · 

. ·,:- .. 0'.;,' l.:,:,!be pla1rtt1t1'~ John Winaton·ono t.m~o~(~~··· ···~·~ .. J:': 
· .. ·~.· ,. : .·"t;• ·:.. • ',· .... ~ - - ' . . • 

. u alien. a native of Great _Britain and e1t1aen of the· 

. VISited .Ungdom and Ua colonies. He .1a IIU'rictd to Yoko 

OJIO ~, a lawfUl pe-rmanent resident or thia countey"' . 

-~ Lennon entered the United States on .August 13. 1971 as 

.
'· . 'I ... 

: · ··~ ;:· .. ·a ·iMm-bcld.fi;l"'lnt Y1a1tor tor pleaave and· •• authol'ized · ·· 

, ... ,. . t.o .l'e~~&in cmlJ. until Pebru&J'f 29. 1972. Be did not depart 
•',' 

. ',. 

.. 

th1a countPJ at the expiration of his authorized stay aNI 

on March 7, 1972 • deportation p!'OCeedings wel"e COII!IICneed 

ap1nat b1Ja by the laawmee of an order to ahov ca~5;;; and 

notioe or bearing •. · .A copy or the order to show cavse 1a 

arme:a:e<l hereto aa bhibit .. A" • 

---···-----

' < 

f 
•• 

" 1 
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. ... : . · · 5; ··b. extensive deportation b•ar1ng waa held in 

this Mtter. Dur:!.n$ t:he oeurse of this pr,ceertin.r,, the 

plaintif't moved to tel'l:litlate the deportation preoeedinc;a on 

the ground that th~y wer~ discriminatorily oo~~nced and r~r 

othel" Haaona. This JT,oHon was denied by the Special 

InquirJ Otticer (now called I~f~at1on Judge) in his 

decb1on ot lll..arch 23, 1973. A eopy or this deeia1on ia 

· · · armes:ed hereto aa Ex.b1b1t "B~ 

6. Tbe Special. Inquiry Ott1cer, by b1s decision 

and o:rder or Manh 23~ 1973. tO\U'II'l the plaintiff deport.able 

as charged 1n the order to sbow cause. An appeal. trosr. that 
~ ~: . . . 

· ' .4etersdnat1on 1a pre~ent11 Pell41ng betorct tho !oa!'d of . 
' ' ' 

,'1. 
-'·~ 

1· The pla1nt1ft conmenced the t1rst or two . . 
' . 

recent actions 1n this Cctlrt on or about October 16. · 1973 

b7 the fil!ng or a sw=ons and complaint. ~.JLll •. 

. . . . R1ohardaon 1 et al., 13 Ci·v • .lill76 (hordnaf'ter 1'Aet1on 11 9 ) ... 
. ·:" . .' ·:·:' -~ ::-. ' . ·'"'' . ' ' ' " . . 

',• ; , ... : .: •. . Action 11 18 brought Qnder the pro'V111ona or the FreedOII or • 

~~; .... :_'·:: ·. ;·.~:'~tor~~~at1on Act,. 5 u.s.c. S552• That action aeek~ cttacove17 · 
•• ·~ ' w "'·~ - '1 •• ".. . • 

·' 

or certain information pertaining to the clan1f1cat1on or . . 't 

... 1J!IIaigrat1on oases as "non•prior1ty cues.*" '!'his atatws 1B 

..• -

sranted in the exercise of discretion whftre adverae depor

. . tation action would be unconscionable becauae or appealing 

l:lu:manit8l"1an factors. Vhen a cane is 1n such status, 

·. deportation ol'ders aPe not enforced. 

~ . ', 8. ~e plaintiff commenced a second aetion on 

01". aboat October 211, 1973 by the tiling or a aummcn• and 

o0111plaint. Lennon v. tlnit;ed 3tates of' ~.meri c11, et al., _ ..... ___ --.. -· ... ----·-.~·---~--- .... ~ ............ _ .. _ ····-----·· --------· . 
73 C1v. 4543 (here1nafte~. ~Action 12~). This action 

contained .thr•e alleged causes or action. The plaintiff 

-3-. 
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requeated the Oover~ent (pursuant to 18 U.s.c. S350~) to 

atrtra or denr the occurrence or unlawfUl acta which gave 

riae to the deportation proceed1n~ - to wit, th• use or 
electronic or mechanical recording devices or wiretaps. 

The second cause ot action alle(l:ed pre-.1udSMe»t of' the 

deportation p~eedinca with regard to th~ commencement 

thereof and Y~1ous applicationt for essentially d1scre

Uon81"7 relief. His tbir<l cause of action all~ged violation 

ot h1a constitutional r1thta ba8e4 oft the activities alleged 

1n b1a prior causea of action. 

g. Oll Peb'MW"7 22. 19711 tb& plaintiff .obtained an 

Ol"4el' to abow cause bPiog1ng on thi• 110t1on tor a pnlb11nan 

·· inJunction. ~ Governaent waa aened w1 th the order on 

Pebruarr 25, 19111. The motion concerns 1taelr onl7 with 

··Action ll and p:r1mtU>117 seeks disclosure ot' eerta1n d.ocUlllenh 

under the Freedoa or Information Act pertaining to the . . 

:~· . . ·: ': :,-.'~ "DOn-pr1or1tr.,. categG17 and to enJoin the .. Boerd of .. 

... ,, 

.. \ 

""'' '• ; . ' . ' . ' ' . '' 

I•1poat14ft Appeals frc:nl :renderoinc its deddon on the.1uue 
' . . . ' , 

of deportability until such information 1s pr~sented to the 

Board. 

10. The GOYerement contends that it has pnvioualy 

supplied the plaintiff with all uailable 1nforJ::at1on 

• ·. rer,aJ"((tng the! atandard11 tor "non-priortt:v ea•••" as ertdence4 

b:F thll' letter ot F..A. Loughran, Associate Cormdadoner of 

X..1arat1on. A CGP1 of th1e letter is anne~ed hereto as 

Exh!bit"c: Moreover, tt.. Boat'd b without a•thorit)' to . . 

deteN1ne an application tor claaa1t1eaticn lUI a non~:p:r1cl"ity 

cue. Suoh applications are preeented . to the service on 

.Pol"'t 0-312 attd require approval by the D1atr1ct Direetor, 

. Ill.,. 
~~ I. 

' rO 

., ., 
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neG1onal Commissioner and ulti~ately, the Centr~l Office 

COill!llittee on Non-Priority Cases. A copy or the ForE! 0-312 

· 1s annexed hereto as Ellllibit "D" •. 

WHEREFORE, it 1a respectfully requested that the 

pla1nt1tt1s motion tor a preliminary inJunction be denied in 

. all respects. 

- j; . 

'• 103!\'SR P. MAFIRO 
Assistant United Statea Attorney 

· ... Sworn to betore u this 
' ... ·-- : 

. . '"• .. ;_ <. 
daJ· ~r r.~ch. 197-• 
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NOTICE OF APPEAL TO THE BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS 

SUBMIT IN TRIPLICATE TO: 
Ftioe St.mp 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

In the Matter of: File No. Al7 595 321 

John Win•ton Ono LBHJOH 

1. I hereby appeal to the Board of Immigration Appeals from the decision, dated March 23, 1973, 
in the above entitled case. 

2. l ___ a_m ______ filing a written brief or a written statement with the above Service 
(am) (am nol) 

office within the time allowed for such filing. 

do 
3. I ---------- desire oral argument before the Board of Immigration Appeals in 

(do) (do nol) 

Washington, D.C. 

4. Briefly, state reasons for this appeal. 

LBOH WILDIB, ISQ. 

Mal:'ch 30, 1973 515 Madt.on AVenue, New York,NY 
l>ate Addr••• (Number, Stue.t, C£ty, State, Zip Code) 

IMPORTANT: SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE OF 11US NOTICE 
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INSTRUCTIONS 

1. Fees. This notice of appeal must be accompanied by a fee of $25. (Only a single fee need be 
paid if two or more persons are covered by a single decision.) Attach money order or check, pay· 
able to the "Immigration and Naturalization Service, Department of Justice." Do NOT send cash. 
If this fonn is filed in Guam, make remittance payable to the "Treasurer, Guam;" if filed in the 
Virgin Islands, make remittance payable to "Commissioner of Finance of the Virgin Islands." 
The fee is required for filing the appeal and is not retumable regardless of the action taken 
thereon. 

2. Counsel. In presenting and prosecuting this appeal the appellant may, if he desires, be repre
sented at no expense to the Government by counsel or other duly authoriJed representatives. 
No interpreters are fumished· by the Govemment for the argument before the Board. 

3. Briefs. A brief in. support of or in opposition to an appeal is not required, but if a brief is nted it 
shall be in triplicate and submitted to the officer of the Immigration and Naturalization Seroice 
having administrative jurisdiction over the case within the time fixed for the appeal or within any 
other additional period designated by the special inquiry officer or other Service officer who made 
the decision. Such officer, or the Board for guod cause, may extend the time for filing a brief or 
reply brief. The Board in its discretion may authorize the filing of briefs directly with it, in which 
event the opposing party shall be allowed a specified time to respond. 

4. Oral argument. Oral argument is .optional; no personal appearance by the appellant or counsel is 
required. The Board will consider every case on the record submitted, whether or not oral repre
sentations are ma9e. Oral argument in any one case should not extend beyond fifteen (15) minutes, 
unless arrangements for additional time are made with the Bo.ard in advance of the hearing. 

An appellant will not be released from detention or permitted to enter the United States to present 
oral argument to the Board but may mi!ke arrangements to have someone represent him before the 
Board, and unless such arrangements are made at the time the appeal is taken, the Board will not 
calendar the case for argument. 

5. Summary dismissal of appeals, The Board may deny oral argument and summarily dismiss any ap
peal in any deportation proceeding In which (I) the party concemed fails to specify the reason for 
his appeal on the reverse side of this furm, (ii) the only reason specified by the party concemed 
for his Appeal involves a finding of fact or conclusion of law which was conceded by him at the 
bearing, or (iii). the appeal is from an order that grants the party concerned the relief which he 
requested. 

6. FlUNG OF NOnCE OF APPEAL. THE NOTICE OF APPEAL, IN TRIPLICATE, WITII TilE 
REQUIRED FEE, MVST BE SUBMITTED To TilE llllllGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE OFFICE WHERE TilE CASE IS PENDING. 'lliE NOTICE OF APPEAL IS NOT TO BE 
FORWARDED DIRECTLY TO 'lliE BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS. 

GPO 947-all8 



u.s. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

------------------------.----------X 
X 

In the Matter o£ : X 
X 

JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON X File No. Al7 595 321 
X 

------------------·---------------X 

RIDER TO NOTICE OF APIEAL TO THE BOARD OF 
IMMIGRATION AP~EALS 

The decision should be reversed because: 

Deportation proceedings were improperly and discriminatorily 
instituted and should have been terminated; their institution 
and continuance were an abuse of administrative discretion; 

I 

l 
' 

·, mc.i .. iJ;Lonc.ut.co o.L <h,uorL<ltJon jJlO<:O<HlJn<Jll wlli<~ll prnv•llll comJd i?tneo 
with u.s. Court orders is improper. 

" 
,, 

;! 

" " ii 
i! 
H 
li 

I 
I' 

" 
I ,, 

I 

As to the sole ground £or deportability sustained by the Immi
gration Judge, the government £ailed to prove that the disputed 1 ·· 

::::~~::::::::=:::g:e::~:::e:y e::::r ~n:n::::::c::s:::d:::-due ' 
process in refusing to terminate the proceedings, in refusing f 
to permit Respondent to depose a knowledgeable representative .,. 
of the Immigration Service, in refusing to grant adequate time ·. \ 
for submission of rebuttal briefs, and in refusing to defer his :·f· 
decision to await the ou.tcome of proceedings in England relating . 
to the Respondent. I 
Respondent's application for adjustment of status should not 
have been denied and he should not have been held excludable 
under Section 2l2(a) (23) of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
as his conviction is not included in Section 212 (a) (23); the 
Immigration and Nationality Act contains no definition of the 
term "marijuana" and since deportation visits great hardship 
upon an alien, the language used by Congress should be strictly 
construed and any doubt as to its meaning resolved in favor of 
the alien; the st:atute under which Respondent was convicted 
permitted a conviction to be entered without proof of "mens rea" 
and punished a type o£ possession not contemplated by Section 
212 (a) (23) of the Immigration and Nationality Act; only con
victions for possessing mari.juana under certain circumstances 
which would enablE~ the accused to traffic in the forbidden 
substance are included in Section 212 (a) (23); the use of the 
British conviction as a bar to residency would deny Respondent 
due process; the legislative history of Section 212(a) (23). 
confirms that Respondent's conviction is not therein included. 

Respondent's conviction should have been considered a petty 
offense under Sect:ion 212 {a) (9} and his application for per
manent residence should therefore have been granted. 

I 
I 
I 
I 

I 
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.H 

-2-

section 212(a) (23} of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
is unconstitutional insofar as it relates to the "illicit 
possession of marijuana"; its application to the Respondent 
effectively denies him due process of law and the equal 
protection of the law and violates the right to privacy. 

In view of the novelty of the factual and legal issues and 
the complexity of the proceedings as well as of the decision 
rendered herein, Respondent respectfully requests that he 
be granted until October 2, 1973 to file his brief in support 
of this appeal. 

r·ttt:e·t H 

Respectfully submitted, 

I.I·:ON WJ:J.JHW, l':rlU. 
Attor~ey for Respondent, 
JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
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MAR 18 1973 

I 
co 703.1038 

liDM 11Y lettar to you of July 31• 1972, the Special 
~Lry Offit.ler hu readeracl a dec&aicm 1ft Hr. 1AmaoD 11 cau. 
'l'bat ofU.eer 011 March 23. 1973. fouucl hill deportabll aad 
aranted Hr. J.eDDOn tba prtvlllp of dep.lrtU& the ~ttad 
&tataa voluntarily wttbtu 60 de71. ttr:. l.att110r1, of eourH, 
has the r1ght to .,.al that deillition to the lloucl of 
~ratiOn Appeal• 1n W..btnatou, D. c. 

. ' ... ·: '// 
• ,i •. ,~. .• 

/ r "', ·y 

'l'be appltcatit.ln of Mra. LNulr.m for acljWte.Dt of etabal 
to that of a peJ:IUIUttlt ruf.deot of this cOUI\try bu bHa SJ:IIltacl, 

lou haw 11Y UIRIJ:IIICe that IWry OOUided&SAIIIl OOUUtlllt 
wttb c.urnmt t.tsrattoD ln IDd relatad replaU... ll IMdA& 
&1\1811 to llr ....... J.llmaa, 

SiMeftly, 

.. ,.. d r. ra:nu 
Co lut.aau 

........ le .re.. v • .,...,.._ 
JIIIJaMof~w• 
WUb.faatGao D. C. 
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May 2., 1973 co 893. 1 

-~ 
{/ 

Your letter to the Preaident concerning Mr. John 
Lennon has been referred to thi1 Service for reply as it 
concern• an immigration matter . 

The Special Inquiry Officer hearing Mr. Lennon's 
cue found him deportable but granted him a period of 
eixty days within which to depart voluntarily from the 
United Statu. Mr. Lennon hae appealed this decision 
to the Board of Immigration Appeals. The future action 
of thi1 Service will be dependent upon the Board's decision. 
In the meantime no action looking toward Mr. Lennon's 
departure will be taken while the case is before the Board. 

f) 

'vi 

Sincerely, fl)'l'efl f>.1'll "<""" 

~ , •• _.dl) --

·~ 

,_1..:1''\'\....,.... --"" ' :r~-
_MJ;:_ .. tl-- ... ~o.t;e '"\,"'',. 1 "1 ~·' 

. E .• A. Loughran ')ate»'Y'·' 
/"'A••ociate Commiasioner 

//. Management 

D, D, New lork - Your Al7 597 32.1 John ·Lennon 
For the fil . 

\, ., / 

'"-..," ~-·-----.. ~ .. ----

c\ 
1, \ 

\ ' 
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April 10, 197 3 co 893. l 

r-,.l 

Thia refen to your letter to thia Service concerning 
Mr. John Lennon. 

The Special Inquiry Officer hearing Mr. Lennon'• 
caae found him deportable but granted him a period of 
sixty daya within which to depart voluntarily from the 
United Statea, Mr. LenAon baa appealed thia deciaion to 
the Board of Immigration Appeala. The future action of 
this Service will be dependent upon the Board'• deciaion. 
In the meantime no action looking toward Mr. Lennon's 
departure will be taken whUe the caae is before the Board. 

Sincerely, 

E. A. Loughran 
Auociate Commiaaioner 

Manaaement 

~- ' 
cc: D. D. New York· Your Al7 597 3Zl John/LENNON. For file. 

Attachment· (This letter is ~AINST permitting him 'to remain. ) 

CJL:rwc \S \ 

; • i\ ,, J 1973 
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April 10, 1973 co 893. 1 

Thie refen to your letter to this Service concerning 
the immiaration caee of John Lennon. 

The Special Inquiry Officer hearin& Mr. Lennon'• 
case found him deportable but granted him a period of 
1ixty day• within which to depart voluntarily from the 
United States. Mr. Lennon has appealed this decilion to 
the Board of lmmiaration Appeala. The future action of 
thi1 Service will be dependent upon the Board's decision. 
In the meantime no action look.ins toward Mr. Lennon's 
departure will be taken while the cau ie before the Board. 

" / 

Sincenly, 

E. A. Loughran 
Anociate Commiuioner 

Management 

V cc: D, D, New York- Your Al7 597 32.1 John LENNON. For file. 

\ 
' 

865 



April 10, 197 3 co 893. l 

This refers to your letter to this Service concerning 
Mr. John Lennon. 

The Special Inquiry Officer hearing Mr. Lennon's 
case found him depo:rtable but granted him a period of 
sixty days within which to depart voluntarily from the 
United Sates. Mr. Lennon has appealed this decision to 
the Board of Immigration Appeals. The future action of 
this Service will be dependent upon the Board's decision. 
In the meantime no •~ction looking toward Mr. Lennon's 
departure wlill be tal<;en while the case is before the Board. 

Sincerely, 

E. A. Loughran 
Associate Commissioner 

Management 

/'cc: D. D, New York- Your Al7 597 321 John LENNON. For file. 

" . ~'. 

I 

'1, 
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April 10, 1973 I 4~ CO 893. 1 ./ u lf! . 
·v 

\ 

This refers to your letter to this Service concerning 
Mr. John Lennon. 

The Special Inqui.ry Officer hearing Mr. Lennon's 
case found him deportable but granted him a period of 
sixty days within which to depart voluntarily from the 
United States. Mr. Lennon has appealed this decision 
to the Board of Immigra.tion Appeals. The future action 
of this Service will be dependent upon the Board's decision. 
In the meantime no action looking toward Mr. Lennon's 
departure will be taken while the case is before the Board. 

D. D. 

Sincerely, 

E. A. Loughran 
Associate Commissioner 

Management 

New Y..Q.tk - Yoy.r Al7 597 321'\vohn Lennon. 

\ ~'-- -· 
\ 

For file. 
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May l, 1973 co 893. 1 

This refers to your letter (also signed by Linda Lang) 
concerning Mr. John Lennon. 

The Special Inquiry Officer hearing Mr. Lennon's 
case found him deportable but granted him a period of 
sixty days within which to depart voluntarily from the 
United States. Mr. Lennon has appealed this decision 
to the Board of Immigration Ap.9eals, The future action 
of this Service will be dependent upon the Board's decision. 
In the meantime no action looking toward Mr. Lennon's 
departure will be taken while the case is before the Board. 

Sincerely, 

E. A. Loughran 
Auo.oiate iesioner 

// / _.. Management 

/~c; D. D, New Yor!< -~our Al7 597 321 Jo LENNON 
!''or your informat~~ a d file, 

' 1 

~ t ,')I ' , 
,,.1. 

I', 
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LEON W!L.OES 

ATTORNEY AT L...AW 

515 MADISON AVENUE 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022 

(212) 753-3466 

$TEVEN L, WEINBERG 

STEPHEN IRA TAMSER 

CABLE ADDRESS 

''Lf:":ONW!LOE:S.'' N.Y. 

Board of Immigxation AppeaLs 
~21 l?th street, N.W. 
'iashington, D.c. 20530 

Octobe:r: .~6, 1973 

Attention: Mr. Maurice Roberts, Chairman 

Re: LENNON, John llbston ono 
Al7 597 321 

This will confirm our recent telephone conversations, commencing 
on Tuesday morning, Octobel' 22nd, at which time I requested a 
continuancB for a period or <>pproximately 60 days of the oral 
argument in the above ca;se. The requeat was made in view oi' tne 
extraordinary recent develo:;>r,Jents in the case, none of which W'ilre 
apparently known to tho Bo2re pric·r to my telephone call. en the 
same date, ! forwarded, as agreed, copies of the relevant document~: 
in...:luding the summonses ancl complaints which have ):, ;on filed in 
two actirms in the u.s. District court, for the southern District 
of New York. 'l'oday, I received your telephonic reply d~mying a 
continuance Eo<d I indicated that under the circumstanc<ls I wa e; not 
prepared to ;;ttend and arglle the case on the meritll and would not 
be present a'.· ti··~· oral argu·.r ... mt, scheduled for Mcmday, C<ctober 2S, 
1973. 

The Board has now granted IMl pe.rmhsion to appear on Wednesday, 
~'iiot.oller 31, Bt73 to stat€: my posl.tion anc. makE: my request fm: 
whatever relief I desire. 

I wish to '~c·nfirm my position as stated, that although I desire oral 
argument on the merits, I am not in a position to do so at this 
time, and that my appearance is solely for the purpoae of making a 
special request of the Board to defer its determination of the merits 
of the case until the record on appeal is properly completed, or for 
other appropriate relief consistent with my position that the thresh
hold issue of prejudgment must be disposed of prior to the Board'a 
reachinq a determination on the merits of the case. 

.y 
\ 
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Lennon, 2 

1 

The purpoa~e of thb letter ia to 6lla.inat:.e any ai8&pprehenaion 
•• to the lt.ited purpoee of ay JPP8&rance before the Board thia 
001111\q Wedfteeday afternoon. 

I that1k you for your courteay in allowint lilY appearance ae stated 
above. 

LBCIIII WILDBS 

LW/ta 
oct Vincent A. Schiano, Chief Trial Attorney 

oct Appellate Trial Attorney, waehintton, D.c. 

CBR'J'IJ'IID MAIL 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATI~)N AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

20 West Broadway o,,., lluttl 21, 1m 
ll'.aw Xork, .N. ~. 10007 

File: AJ'7 ID W 

I I 

NOTICE OF OEOSION 

JUif .... CliO 11111111 
Dtu Slna MATTEROF lftd 

WIO CIO UIIICII 

0 Attached is a copy of the writte'" decision of the ~This 
decision is final unless an appeal is taken to the IW!k.oii,m'\f~Jion 
Appeals by returning to this office on or before ____ ,;._ ____ _ 
the enclosed copies of Form 1-290A, Notice of Appeal, properly executed, 
together with a fee of twenty-fiv,e dollars ($25.00). 

0 Attached is an Information copy of the oral decision of the Special Inquiry 
Officer made on ___________________ _ 

0 Attached, as requested, is a trar,script of the testimony of record, pages 
to which is being loaned to you on condition that no copy thereof 
will be made, that it will be retained in your possession and control, and that 
it will be surrendered upon final disposition of the case or upon demand by the 
Service. 

0 You are advised that on the Special Inquiry 
Officer entered an order, which i·s final, granting the application for adjustment 
of status to that of a permanent resl4ent under Section of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act. A Form 1-151, Alien Registration Receipt 
Card will be delivered In due cot1rse. 

Form 1·295 
(Rev, 11·15-65) 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATII)N AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

20 \Ves·: TI1'oarJwaY' Date: Much 23, lf7S 
New York, ll.J: •. 10007. 

File: AJ.7 591 311 

lAoA IUdttt h4t• 
&1$ ... h. lvlmlt 
lew Yotlc, 11. Y • 

(b)(6) I I 

-YlMtat A. lchltno, II'!• 
~111 Attomey 

NOTICE OF DEOSJON 

JaM IDI1'flf QfO LJIIfQf 

Dtat Slnt MATTER OF lftCI 
LMNCif 

riJ Attached is a copy of the written decision of the 
'f" decision is final unless an appeal is taken to the -o~nu\Mion 

Appeals by returning to this office on or before-:----:--''-7'---:-
the enclosed copies of Form I-290A, Notice of Appeal, properly executed, 
together with a fee of twenty-fiv,e dollars ($25.00). 

0 Attached is an information copy of the oral decision of the Special inquiry 
Officer made on ___________________ _ 

0 Attached, as requested, is a transcript of the testimony of record, pages 
to which is being loaned to you on condition that no copy thereof 
will be made, that it will be retained in your possession and control, and that 
it will be surrendered upon final disposition of the case or upon demand by the 
Service. 

[]You are l!dvised that on the Special Inquiry 
Officer entered an order, which is final, granting the application for adjustment 
of status to that of a permanent r·esi4ent under Section of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act. A Form 1-151, Alien Registration Receipt 
Card will be delivered in due course. 

:tFttk 

Form 1·29' 
(Rev. I l-15·M) 

Very truly yours, 

~ B<WJ~ 
tpec1el Jaqu1ry Alit~ 
fpeclal X.hy SectiOft 
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Bl• · '~torf 
tiHTID ITA'l!S DEPAR'MlNT Cf JUSTICE 

IMiptt10ft tNI NatvralbaUon Service 

Fil!>t A17 59~ 321 ·New York (1) 
I I" " (2' 

In the Metter of 

JMJ WJJ!Sml CNO UMICtl ( l ) 
and 

YOKO ONO LSNNOI! (2) 

MAR 2 3 1973 

CHARGES a (Doth) Section 241 (e)(2) • I s. N Ac:t 
non1m.igrant • r~ined longer than pe~tted 

APPLICATIQ4a (Both) Adjustment of St«tus 

In Ilehel f of Respondents a 

Leon Wildes, !sq. 
~15 Madison Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 10022 

Section 24~ • I P. N Act 

In Behalf of Service• 

Vincent Schiano, Esq. 
Trial Attorney 

DEClSIQ4 OF 1FIE IMIIICJ!ATIQJ JUlXiE 

DISCUSSION• The respondent& are respectively a 32-year•old .. rr1ed 

.ale alien, a native aft4 citizen of Englend end his 40-year-old allen 

wife, a netive and c1t1zen of Jepan, who lest entered th& United State& 

together at New York, N. Y. on August 13, 1971. At the time of their 

arrival they were admitted as nonialdgrent visitors for pleasure who 

were authorized to remain 1n the United States until February 29, 1972. 

On March 1, 1972 the respondents were advised that their temporary stay 

1n the United States as visitors had expired on February 29, 1972 and 

- 1 -
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that it was expected that they would effect their departure from 

the United st.tes on o:r before Much H>, 1972. They were advised 

that failure to do so w~uld result in the inatitution of deportat~on 

proceedings. 

On March 6, 1972 a further c0lllll\ln1cation wu addressed to the respond

ents advising them that the Dittrict Director for the New York District 

understood that they had no intention of effecting their departure by 

March 15, 1972 as previc,usly authorized and that he was therefore re• 

voting the privilege of voluntary departure as provided by existing 

regulations, Title 8, Code of Federal Regulations 242.5(c). That 

section providea for the revocation of a previous g:rtnt of voluntary 

departure prior to the Ct:»~~~enclllll8nt of deportation proceedings, 'NMre 

the District Director auntaina that the original application should 

not have been granted. '!'he record before IIIC does not reflect by what 

111eans the District Director acquired the understanding that the respond• 

ents had no intention of effecting their departwre by March 15, 1972 

but he might well have reached such a conclusion from the suhm1st1on 

on March 3, 1972 of petitions to have tht retpondents recognized as 

entitled to 4 third preference under their respective quotas, a step 

which is normally talcen n 4 p~Ua1nary to requesting perraanent red• 

dence in the United State11 either through the obtaining of a visa out· 

side the United States or through the m.dium of an application under 

Section 245 of the Imadgration and Nationality Act. In any event the 

conclusion by the District Director that the respondents did not havs 

tht intention of leaving the United states on or before March 15, 1972 
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appeared to have been a correct one in the light of testimony by 

Mr. Lennon at pqe 24 o:f the :record that he had no intention either 

way prior to Manh 1!5, 1972, that he and his wife wtre looking for 

her child and that they had not made Up their Mind either way about 

it but that they had no exact intention of departing. Furthermore, 

es of the date of their testimony on May 12. 1972 they were still 

unable to 11111k• Up thet:r minds, and stated that if an opportunity 

were 9iven to them to dupart perhiPI within the next five or ten 

dltys they would not be 1dlli1'19 to depart because they still did not 

know wbtre the chUd wu. 

In view of tbb tectiaorry, although the Illlllitretlon lfld Nat111'albat1on 

Service lillY haw bean scilllllWhlt pree1pitous in inuing the Order to 

Show Caute and btginni~J deportation proceedingl oft March 6, 1972 

d111ltaneoualy with the revocation of the p:revioualy autt\Qrirecl pe:r

lllhsion to rllllllin until March 1!1, 1972, I camot see that the respond• 

ents """ ha:nud dnce they were neither prevented fl'OIII leaving punu• 

ant to that original aut.horbatton, nor •:re they prevented fl'OIII 

leav1nt wluntarily at lny tubltquent date. Technically speaking 

the Order to Show Chle would nave been more 14t\lrate to state that 

they Hl!lllined in the United Statet after March 6, 1972 without authority 

since that was the date on which their p:rivUega of voluntary departure 

was rewked, but in the Ught ot their c:ont1nu1n, unwillingness to de• 

pa:rt fS'OII the !Mlted States even u late as May 12, 1972, I find that 

the Htpondents a:re depo.rtabh under Section 241 (a) (2) of the llaip ... 

tlon ll'ld Nationality Act n alien• who after adllbdon 11 noni.tgrantl 

re~~~tained in the United States for 1 longer tiMe than pem~itted • 

.. 3-

883 



Countel fo:r the ncpondttnts devoted a contiderable poJ"tion of nta 

oral argu~W~t durint tlu1 heuln,s in thit matter, • .. u as in hit 

extensive brleft to the 1stue that the laadtration end Naturalization 

Service did not ~r.it the respondents to file an application for ad• 

ju.tlllent of etatus undu Section 245 of the Ialldgl'ation and l~etlonality 

Act prior to the CCl811ef!C·IIIIIIItnt of deportation procetdings by service of 

an o.-der to Show Caute. Counsel'• potitiort ia that thit 11 contrary 

to tho official poe!tion of the lllllligl'ation and Natura!baUon Stwic:t 

at stated in its publiahod Operation• Inatruetiont. 

An exellinat1on of 8 CPft '..4!1·2 and 8 CFR 242.17 ahowe that the jurit• 

diction to consldu a.ppUcationt for adjustaltnt of statu. to that of 

• pel'llltiMnt Hsident tof ttle United State. undw Se$t1ol'l 24!1 of the 

Illft!gl'ttion and Nltional1 ty Act is divided bet.un the District Director 

bavint jurtl41et1on over the el1eru1 place of rtddence tncl the x.!g:ration 

Judge, the former having 1exelusive jurisdiction prior to the issu.nce of 

ltl Order to Shew C.ute ll'ICt the latter havlnv exclusive jurisdiction 

either for an original 8PJll1eat1on or after the District Director hat 

denied ltl application, hut only after the issuance of an Order to Show 

C.use. The nati!H o.f the lllllligretlon J\ldge's jurisdiction b thua not 

only an original jur!td1ction but also ln the nature of an Appellate 

jurtsd!etion where a previous application hat b&tn denied by the 

Dittrict D1~tor. The relevant Operations Inttruct1on, Section 24S.l 

~vide~ •• follcwtt "Ill lafJMaiu tUs"us •Un • it unlawfully in 

the IJI'Iited st.tea and who hu not tt.:retofore f1led a Section 245 appUca• 

tion shill rwwnx be aftoried an opportvn.1ty to file such an applieatlon 

prior to the 1nat1tvtion of deportation procotdinga". (underUn1fl9 11.1J)pliecl) ' 

'i 
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Obviously, the Dbtl'ict OiHCtot 1lho btUev .. that the protpectlve 

applletftt for adju.tMnt of atetus unckr Section Joe b not a 

"eUtlhl• allen" hat 1'10 obllptlon to pemt tuch allen to go 

thJ"MMfh the apty ~J~StW!'e of subMitting such en application to 

hi• when the inevitable :retult of such application will be a denial. 

Accordtngly, the Opnaticmt Instruct1ont give• the Dhtrict ot:r.ctor 

the option of iuuing thn Order to Show Cauae, cCNa~nting the deporta• 

Uon proctfldintt and relttpt1ng the allen to tula!ttlng hit application 

for such relief to tht x .. tgration Judge for adjudication. Tbe only 

conceivable advantage to the alien in pretenting his application to 

the Dbtrict Director pdot' to the COMIIIIC~Mnt of proceedings would 

be the one of delay since no appeal lies f~ the denial of such 

application by the District Director. On the contrary if such applica• 

tlon h denied by the I•lpation Judfe, an appeal can be taken f\'011 ti:ICh 

denial to the Board of t.a!gration Appeala and therufter to the Courts. 

A tOMIWbat t1M1lar contention wat -.de in the caae of Lu.arque y, USINS, 

c. A. 7; No. 71•1886, Dectdtc! June 12, 19121 a• yet unreported, W%'t 

the alien't petition for 11 third preference vba had bHn app:rowd. 

Tbe eourt noted that •• a Matter of grace, the lhl1ted State• often 

grants such a penon an opportunity to de91rt velunta:rUy and ltnU 

the tiM fo:r such departure indtflnite. 11\us, IS I 1111tttr of practiCe; 

bel'ltfldtr!ll •f a third p:reference patltion a:re often peralttld to 

rtMI1n in the lhlitld Statejl until a vha btcoM• available. The allen 

eontended that the 1ni thl grant of ti:ICh pembdcm to teN in coupled 
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with a ,.....,.t :rttYOUtlon •• diteria1natory. The CO\I:rt atlted 

l'lotiiiYt!r• thtt "t tnt• noftltlly affofftd doH not bttOIIt an eAfOHeeblt 

rtpt MHly beQute lt is dHt:r1bed as a noftlll pt"attice ln an lRumal 

optrtt1119 1nttrti1Ctlon." 

The ,.., prtnc1plt ls dlreetly applicable to the intttnt proceediftfl• 

It ..- for thia rtasoft that I refuted to ltsut a tubpoana to Official• 

of tht I•lgNtion and Natwal batlon Service for tbt Plft'POit of havillfl 

thtM tlttlfy u to actions they algtlt hlvt taken in othe:r: ctsH involving 

approvtd tbltd preftrtftcts, pa:rt1~la:rly aince tbt request for the tub

peen .. tftd not l'fCIUHt tnforMticm on "'" where the facti wtl't sllbsta11• 

t1ally l4fnt1c.l with the pr.tent one. 

SH alto tbt decbiOII by the Board of 1•1trat10fl Appeal$ in Matter of 

Gtroi\S., Int. o.e. 2tf17..,. the Boud pelnted out that the lltfttlon 

that tht District MtKtor abuttd hil diteretlOfl in refutillfl to pen1t 

the respondent to ~ln trt the Unittd states aftar approval of her visa 

pttit1on prttflltl no defente cogniza&lt ln deporiat1011 proceeillngs. It 

!s within the Dlatrlct Dlrtctor's proaetutive d1tcrtt1on Whether to in• 

ttltute deportation proeftd.lngs aplr11t a deponule allen or taporuily 

to withhold tuch pn&Hdi.ftt.. WMrtt s~o~<~h proeetd1ngs have bflm beg\ln, 

it b not the provS.11ce of the ladlfl'•tion Judge o:r of the Bond 011 Appeal 

to review the witM of tht Dlltrlct DiHCto:r't tctlon tta:rting the p:ro

c:Hlllint•• but to detUMin& I!Whttther the deportation chart~ b auttalned 

by the requl•ite evidence. 
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tt •Y wll ~ thlt 1f 1theu two cas .. had uiten II'J>Itately, it 

wovl4 have been _,.,roprll1te to pttllit the fe~~lle re~nt to file 

an application for adjut•tllent of ttatus undtr het1on 24' pr-101' to 

the cU~a~nct~~e~~t of dtpctrtation proeeed11'19f. 

However, in view of tht !nuts which the two cues lulve ln ~. 

and the stated objection by counstl for the reapondents to have the 

two eates tevered, it certainly Wit within the dhcretion of the 

l>htrict Director, who felt that the c.att of the •lt Nt!>Ondtnt should 

btl heard by an Illlllllfl'atlon Judte, to treat the e .. e of the faale 

respondeftt dm!hrly. 

~~ f\ll'ther cbewntsnce require• attention, blfore proceeding to a 

cendcterat1on of the ~Ueat1on for pet•Mflt Nlidence, because 

1t rehtu not only to that application but allo to the depo:rtabU 1 ty 

of the f..ale reapondent. 

In the count of the htUift9 on May 12, 1972 (on pap 18 of reoord) 

it was dlsclottd for the first tt.e that the f ... le respondent luld 

been aeltt.d to the lmlttd stlttt for ptl'lllUitmt rtddeftce at San 

,l'llftdsco, Cal1fornlt on hpteillbtr 13, 1964. Thll ftct was tppuently 

as gre~t • surprise to tht I•1grat1on authodtiea u 1t was to 

counael for the Hspomleft·t. The stltut of Ptl'IIIIMftt rttf.dtrlce in 

tbl llnittd ftatn once act~~Wlred h rettined until lost by abaJ'ldoMent 

or deportet1on proctedlft98• If the ftNle rnporufeftt bed not lost 

her status as a per.~nent resident, her action ln rtturnlng to the 
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United ttat11 at • vtdtor could baw btu HIINi..S ~ vranttno 
her a walYer of the dOC1AIWfiU Ml'Ully requbtd for auch retu:m. 

An effort •• _. in the tOIIJ'fl of the heu1ng to tlCPlore the date• 

of all ablences of th1a respondent frOJII the Un1t1Jd States sinee 1964, 

her pu.rpose in lNvlng and all of tht other factors wl'lith go to the 

question of rellnqullhiMnt of hu :reflid~e, but without noticeable 

l\leC~eas. Counael for tt1e :respondent adopted a prut1ul approach to 

this aspect of the case and atretd that bt hid no particular conce:m 

whether tbt f-.le rllpc,ftdent were eondde:rtd a penon who had nevtl' 

relinqulshtd her original ltwful peraanent rtt1dence in the United 

Staus or whethtr she waa granted the p:rivUeve of perun.nt residence 

apin \lftder Section 2.,.5 d the I.t!ll'atton and Nationality Atlt, as 

long aa the final rHUl t •• a !ll'lnt of pe:r~~t~Mnt r~~tdtnee in the 

Unlted stat••· 

At already indicated abowt, coUMel for the napondtnt subeitted 

eppUc:at!ona in b•htlf of' tach of these reaJ)OIIdtnt• on or about 

March 3, 1972 to havt th .. accorded a third preference under the 

quotas for their reapecttve countries as persont who are of excep• 

tiona! lb111ty in the sd,mces o:r the art• al\4 who ~ reason of thtt 

ability would sub.tantiaUy benefit the national econOMY, cultural 

interests o:r welfar• of the Unlttd Stat.s. No final action wu taken 

by the ila1grat1on authcl.ritl!ll on such'appHcatlons until Nay 2, 1972 

whim coun,.l for the respc,ndftlt was notified of 1..eh approval when 

he appM:rtd for at~J~Mnt before the Federal Court for the Southern 

District of New York in eonnect1on with b1a :request for a t.-porary 
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rest~a1n1nt orde~ against the t.llgrat1on authorities ~ procetdlng 

with the dt!)(l~tation heazl1191 until a deobton !led lleen raade on tht 

applltatlon for a thlrd preference. Copitt of tht notices containing 

such appl"'\tal are conta:tned in the :record as Exhibl ts 8 and 9. 

Although tnt reluctance of the respondents to the possible reaching 

of e different conclud(lft in their respective applieetione is unt!u• 

standlble, their •uiiiCII'Iial unity can no 1110re forc.e a joint approval 

than it CO\Ild tot~~pel a joint denial. The applications 1111.11t be con

tidered on their separete merits and counsel for the retpondents so 

contantld (page 20 of tht record) . 

Directing NV~tlf to the application of Mrs. Lennon, it ..... clear 

that the record contalnt no evidence lndieatlnt ht:r lnellglbility for 

adjutttlel'lt. Sht hat be«t n:•1ned by the lmlted stltet hbUC Hnltb 

Service and found to be 11tdlcally adadttlble to the United stat••· 

A not~pHfe:rence quota n\llllbe:r hes been aadgned for her u.. by the Vlru1 

Office of the Depl~nt of stata, pursusnt to the instructions con• 

telned ln the current quote bulletin• covering situetiont Where the 

prlo:rlty date under the third prefuence is tUCh that viae !Wilbert are 

not prestntly aveileble under that preference. 

Althotlfh this respondent does not appea.r to have regular ~~~~plo,aent 

in the United statet, the probltll of 1\lt:r eupport dou not appear to 

be a sniOut one in view "~tf the faet tl'lat the tHtillony of Mr. leMon's 

bus1M'ts Mal\lft:r ie to th<a effect that he b the OI!Nr of one quarter 

of I MtnHS tntiJ'PI'lh llllid! IJHISft in IIICMI of fifty 111111on dolllrt 

per year in the United sum . 
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I find therefore thlt Mrt. Lennon hea met the ttatutory requlr.-.nta 

for adj\!Stlllent of atetus in ttut lklit&d Statea end auch relief will 

be granted aa a 111tter of adlltinhbative discretion. 

Turning now to a eonsiduation of Mr. Lennon' a application, we are 

confronted by Exhibit 1() which b a record of conviction on November 28, 

1969 in the Me:rylebone !~g1strates Court in London. The nature of the 

of'fenae for which the r~~•pondent was found gull ty il described as followaa 

"Having l.n hie possetdon a dangerous 
drug to 'lfit1 Cannabil Resin without 
being duly authorized, at 34 Montegue 
Square w. 1. on lS·lo-68 Con to R&gs. 
3 Dangerous Drugs (2) Reg• f Dangerous 
Drug• Act 1965." 

The retpondent has adlltitted that this record of conviction relates 

to hi• and it has also be&n admitted that the respondent pleaded guilty 

to thia offenae and was 'fined 1!10 pounds with 20 guineas at costa. The 

record of eonviotion als1> shoWtl that he was charged with wilfully 

obstructing one Nor.an Plllcher, a conatable of the Metropolitan Police 

Force who was exerc:iling hh powers under the Dtngerous Drugs Aet, but 

was found not guilty of this charge. 

At the commencement to these proceedings in Merch 1972 counsel for the 

respondents r&quested an adjournment because action was contemplated 

in England directed to setting aside this conv1et1on of tbt respondent 

on the ground thlt Constable Pilcher had acted ~:roperly in connection 

with the reapondent's arrut. Apparently some criminal proceedinfQ are 

pending in England against Constable Pilcher in connection with his 
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activities relating to another defendant. See c~ieation of 

Decetllber 1, 1972 and Much 14, 1973 f'I'OIII respondents' attorney. 

However, alii!Ost a year has paued since these proceedings were coJDoo 

meneed before 1111 and th<&re apparent! y hu been no further progress 

towards setting aside tiM! conviction described above, no any indica• 

Uon that the pending cdndnal proceedings ere related to the con

viction of this respond•~nt, or will retul t 1n any modification of 

that eonv1ction. 

An alien who applies for· adjutrtllltnt of his status to thtt of a pt1'1111• 

nent resident of the United state• under Section 2~ of the X..lgrat1on 

and Nationality Act h required to eatablhh that he h eligible to 

receive an inraitrant visa and h adlld.nthle to the lJnitad States for 

reddenc&. Section 212(.•) of the l•lgration and National! ty Aet 

prov1du in put, as fol.tOW\SI 

"Except 111 othenrhe provided in thh Act, 
tht followil'lf elauea of aHena thtll be 
ineligibln to raeeive viut lnd shall be ex~ 
o.luded frclll Mllinton to the li\itfll Stttes• 
(23) • tn1r allen who hta been convtettd of 1 

vic,lation of, or 1 contpbac:y to violde, 
any lh or nf'llttlon nletil\9 to tb• 
illicit possession of or trtff!c in ntr~ 
cotic d!'Uf5 or ~~edj~a, . . . . 

It is the contention of the z.itntion and Rat\lralhttion Service 

thet the conviction r.ferred to above on November 28, 196! for having 

in hie pcu•esion Cannabh Resin without be11'19 duly eutborbed 1s a 

conviction of 1 violation of law or regulation reltting to the illicit 

poeseuion of lllldj\llfla which render• thb r.tpcndllnt 1nelit1ble to 
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rt~Ceiw 1 vha and exoludtble frott~ .adldtdon to the United statN and 

acoordll'lflY tnelltJ.ble for adjust'llllmt of his stttus to that of a 

pe:t~~~~r~ent redftrlt of the tln! ted st.tte1. 

It •Y be noted 1n pan!l'lf thtt thb clal• by the t•igntion authoJ'it1et 

was not ~ to the :Mspondent who he6 cought adlllet!on to the tlntted 

states on e.verel p:r1or oc:.cadont after 1\b eoov1ct1on and before hit 

IPf!i!IJ'8Nie before tae and in o:rde2' t<> be tdll!twd to the tlnittd States 

for a tl'lllflO:rary visit ttlnd for In<! rec:tlwd t wa!Vl't 11'0111 the 1Ja1gn .. 

tion authcritiel Ul'lder ~ltot!on 212(<1) (3) (A} of the lllaltl'ation ll'ld 

Nationality Act. lixtt!lillt 14 b the ult!~~t~l of swh a wa1ver dtted 

~t 11. 1971 'lllbieh •• grtntlld the napondent in CC!Imlect1cn w1th 

hb lnt entry into tfw lhlted ftatn. lt du sh.owa clearly the 

11miW tlt'l'lll$ Ul'lftl" tlh1dl the r&sponck-nt wu Mll1tted to the VnUtd 

st.tes punvant to thh wtiver. Mll!lllly to edit ftla, to eona\tlt with 

buttneu ftRC1ates, and tc atttfld 1 c~~ttody hea.dng 1n the Virgin 

Itlll'ldt on Septf!llbH 16, 1911· The wa1vn stated further tMt the 

pe:rh'IC Qf t~!'ll!'*f day waa to bt sb: WiiOb on COf'ICt1t1on that the 

.t!viU" and !t!Mnry of tM applitlftt thould be Hmtted to th!.ltt 

ut forth in the Wiftt llfiCI that no extension of ttay ol!' aMn!Jit in 

activfU" l:!r dftltUOI'I (tf 1t11'141J'uy should be autllf.lrbed witbollt 

prior approVll of the l:l!tlu1ct Di:rettor in w...btnpon, o. c. 

It •hovld b9 noted furth!llr that llttlou4h ltiCh a wa1Yllr is l»$dble \Imler 

~tion 212{d) {3) of tlle Act 1n t!'ll'ln~H:tlon with • ttllponry ldldttion 

ft a nottbwi.IHftt, l'iO •uch )')l"Ovldon t~xitte for • •tftr 1n the can of 

a Pf!'t<m IIIIo 11 tftklnq adllitdon to tho Unl tt4 statn aa a pe:rMNnt 

!'ftlftflt. 
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Althol.lgh CorlfHn hu ~r.rovidtd for a waiver of etcc:ludUU1ty for 

peraons seeking adrnhalon to the United Stat•• for pel'lll&l\lll\t red• 

denee who 1118y be exc:lud~le ~r Section 212(a){9), (10), llr (12) 

of the Act, where theh excludon would result in hardship to a 

e1t1ttn or lawful resident spouse or child, it has not seen fit 

to inelvde exdudabiHt·y under S.ation 212(a) (23) of the Act aeong 

thou grounds eUgfble :for such a waiver. 

It may be noted further that this differ~ of attitude towards, on 

the one hand those tonvf.eted of ordinary cril'llell and on the other 

those convlct&d of crbwe relating to d:rugs and narcotics is also 

reflectftd in Section 24l {b) of the Act. That provision of law pro .. 

videt that tho•~ pertons who might be deportable by reason of their 

conviction for crimes may be excused from such consequencet if they 

have been granted a tull and uneondi Uonal pardon for such cr!~~~es or 

if the court aentene1ng such alien for such crimes makes at the time 

of first iiiiPOdng eenten•oe a rec~t1on to the Attorney (".eMrel 

that such alien not be dt'!)orted. The Section statet apaeific:ally 

howeY!!:r, that theae two Jlrovbions relieving the alien fx-om deport· 

abUity detp!te his c:onvl.c:tion of a criltle shall not apply in the cate 

of any alien 1111\o 1a char~ with being d!!pol'Uble from thf: United States 

unrn:r • Section 241 (a) (11), the depot'tation tHtion which corresponds 

to !&ction 212(a)(23) toVarning exelusion from the Unit&d States. for 

narcotfcl offenses. 

Before proceeding to the 1~rlnciple question at issue, namely ~tbfr 

the male :r..-spondent's conviction in England brings him within the llllb1t 
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of kction 212(a)(23) c)f ttl& Act, ort• prelSalnary contention !Mt bo 

d!tpolllllll of. Co\!Mel l'or thtt retpondent (tt pa,. Yo! of hb brief) 

atatet that it hu MVu been very el"'.u that a foreign ennvic:Uon 

was tnt~ by Conorees to be 1nc:lud9d und~r S.ction 212(a)(23) of 

the Act This centention hila 110 ~~~eri t ldletsoovu. Sect1on 21:? of 

tb& Act IUttt forth the ·~rounds on wb1ch alhms shall b& <txeluded f:r0111 

adla1u1on 3nto the IJn! bd State~. <l>viously it eontQG~Pletes aliens 

who ne COI!lin<J hOIII 101M• country outside of the Un1ted States. h 

cotw~etioni that such per&Qns ...ould haW!, would, in ~ vast 1118jor1ty 

of eiUtl, have ~•d ®tsidEI the United States. lt b only in th~! 

UMII\181 !lit1.14Uon wbtn~ In albn who Nl!l previously been in the I.Mitl!d 

States btl bf..en convicted in th\!1 Unit~d States an<l depntet.l and th&:n· 

after appUf!d for • v1u that tl\to 9'fO\II'Id of cn:cludability would oo 

butod on 1 eMvi~t!on in th!! U,it~d l!ltatte. t.loreoVL"~r· tn. Congr&sdontl 

history N~lattng to Section 212(a)(23} ahowa cletrly that it was the 

1nt(lfltlon of COflgftst '·" enattil\9 tbtl· original 21Z(a) (23': and 241 (a) (ll} 

to MCOIIIPat• fcnifl' convictions l'l!'lating to narcotics w1 thin the 

scope of those aeetiont. 

In Senaw npori 111!15. lUst Con!JHU, Second S&sdon. (1950) at f*Je 410 

tbe foUQ.lrlng r"cOIII!Mnd.tU<>n of the tub cOIIIdtt.H on the judiciary is 

to 00 fnundl 

"the sub cOU!Idttcc rtt~s that the 
bll1gration lawa contain specific pro
vision for the deportation of aliens 
who n.w beE-n ctmricted of .tny law per
tl1n!ng to ~•rcotict. Such aliens should 
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be dttpol·Uble whether the conviction 
<tCCUrnd prior to or after entry into 
tt.. United states. lb.& ftpt>rtlble clau 
wUl include thou convicted under any 
law in tb1t co~~r~try p$rtllinlng to nanotics 
21: wuter IDY gsb lg of I fl?ttilf.l sowtry." 

The sam& page shows clearly that it wes the intention of Congress to 

1111ke deportable those who had ooen eonvlcted JMrely of illllgal postesdon 

of • narcotic drug. though it l!rroneously eooeludtd that undP.:r the 

decided eases MH pouenion would reJult in <k!po:rtabllity under 

the statute as o:r1ginal1y drawn. The Congreuional expeetaUon 

•• erroneous and ne:eou!tat&d ~ subsequent afllflndlttent of tbl! statuto 

to b~ described below. 

The respondents' brief liltewiae states (p&!Ji'l ~) that • tho:NJugh review 

of all tM- reported court dedtiont faHt to disclose even one where 

a prior foreign coovictim-t wes uud as a ground for exclusion under 

Sl!ction 2l2(a) (23). A I!!Qxe diH!}6nt search would have disclosed the 

decision in !J&$.1'11 sf GvS!Il• 10 I'M Pte. 261, affirmed l.n G!WI v. 

lawtUsm w lfatw;•Hn·t&9J3 Sm!Wt· 324 F. 2<! 179 (c. A 2, 1963). 

In that ease, whieh beers ill clollll ruflftlblance to ths instant proceeding, 

the ali~n there concerned h6d ~ convicted 1n l~ in Canada of the 

erilllf! of unl.tully poasM1Sing •riju.tl\8 1n violation of Section 4, 

pertgraph 1 of the Opi\1111 and Nareoti¢ Or\lg Act and had been nntenC(ld 

to i!IIFiMftllltllt for six months. He did not entu the United States 

till August 4. 1~9. 

The Board of LMmigretion App1ala set forth tht legislative history of 

the ~~~tndfllflnt to Section 212 (a) (23) and 2<41 (a) ( 11) which took effeet 
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on July 14, 1960 and :ruc~hed the conclusion that tht purpose of amend• 

in9 St&«ion 2l2(i) (23) and Section 24l(a) (11) was to maloo it c11rtain 

that a conviction of an alien for vlol.ation of any law rttlating to 

HHeit possession of m:rijuana should render him excludable or deport• 

able. !t my be noted th;tt since thh lllllf!ndlllent took place on July 14, 

1960, the aU»n in Ml$\ft S!f Ga. was not even exelUt.Uible from the 

!Jnitl'ld States at the time of his entry in 1959. !{evertheless, the Soard 

of !migration Appuls and the Court of Appeals for the Secooo Circuit 

found him d~po:rtable in 1963 under the statute as amended in 1960. 

The additiol'lal legislat1vl'1 hbtory relating to the ~ndmt'nt of Section 

21:2(a)(23)and 24l(a){ll) Oif thl'l Act in 1956 end a.g;ain in 1960 to $p{>cifieally 

include "poueuion" in addition to offenllfs relating to the ''traffic" 

in narcotic drug11 b set krth by the Board of Immigration Appeals in 

Matttr 2f M/X •, 1 I N Dec. 571; as well as in the briefs of the attorney 

for the respondents and the Trial Attorney for the gover~nt. 

Thi':' conclusion is 1neseapeblt') from thet legislative history that Congress 

inten®d to II\<! succ::eeded l.n llllk!ng it a grourni for exclusion and deporta

tion that the alien was eon,•icted of "ponenion'' of 11111.rijuana or oth(u 

en\li'Dflrated drugs and thet such "possession'' did not have to be possession 

for purposes of aale or any purpose Ctther then lllll:rl!t use to make the alil'ln 

excludable or deportable. Tl~is is el~ar from the fact that the ~tatute 

now reads specifically "illicit possession of g,t traffic in narcotic 

druqa or marijuana". The spN::ifie eont.rut by the statute of possession 

on the one hand and traffic c,n the othe:r lllllkes 1 t clear that the posusdon 

wMch is peonalized does not :requho any intent to engage in traffic or 

other activity. 
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The brief for the r&spondcnts cont~mds at page 40 and thnedter 

that only thosf CtJIIViCUlns for poueuion of marijuana which occur 

under eirc\llllltancea which would enable the accused to traffi.c in the 

sub!ltance are include<! ir• St'etion 212(a) (23) of the Act. In reaching 

this conclusion counsel reli~s heavi.ly on the c:leclsl on of the Court 

1n !ta v. ft9!!Silbt:t5h 237 F. Supp. 282 (5. fL Cal. 1964). In th&t 

case the government was seeking to deport en ~lien who had been con• 

vtcted under a Californ1a statute of use or bd.ng 1Jndo:r the influence 

of narcotics. As the Court pointed out, the narcotics in qunUon 

wr1re in the system of the all.~n. 

The court stateo u follOMII 

"~1hile Congx·ese undoubtedly int&nded to 
close ~~v~ry possible loophol~ where a 
person had been convicted of a er1~ re• 
lating to the potsG>ssion of nareotiet.'', 
the legislative history indicates that the 
C01Mii ttee' s dm was to eliminat~ traffic 
in narcotics as distinguished from use. • • 

Congreu Ul'ldoubtedl y has aimd its attack 
upon possetsion which would give the possessor 
"such dominion and eontrol as would have given 
him the power of disposal". • • 

P~titioner in the case at bar was convicted 
for use or be:lng under the influence of nar
cotics. In oi~er words, the narcotics were 
in his syst0m. At this point the d~fendant 
was hardly in a position to traffic in the 
drug and can hardly be said to have possession 
whieh would give him such dominion and control 
as to include th~ power of disposition. 

rdo:r to !1\1(\0dr.~ont of 8 USCA l25l(a)(ll), the 
statut11 :Nilferred only to poss~uion "for the 
purpose of the manufacture, production, t~ 
pounding, transportation, giving away, importa
tion or exportation" of the nntotic. 

- 17 -
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ntm&lt ' • The o ject was to accomplish 
by the bel•t means pouible the eUJII!nation of 
tbe UHe:tt trdfie" (emphasis supplied). 

In substance therefo:te, 1.tlat the court w.n saying was that Congress wes 

trying to reach the trafUc in dr\lgs, that it facilitated such object 

by making mere poneuion 11 deportable offenstt, but that pouestion 

il!IP11u such a dominion 11nd control as would give the possu~uor of the 

power of disposal. ConsElqoontly it was roluetant to say that an alien 

who merely had the narcotics within his bloodstream where it might 

have ~en injected by some other IX'rson, had such dominion and control 

as would g1ve him power c•f disposal. It h perfectly clear from the 

decision however that a n~re possession without intent to traffic in 

drug<a would bt> &uffiti!'n•t to bring the alien within the statute since 

he would have such dominion and control as would give him the ~~r of 

disposal. 

What then did Mr. Lennon adait by his plea of guilty? The provisions 

of the Dangerous Dr!J9 Aet of 1965 and the regulations which were 
(l.o 

J*'ll!Ulgated under the 1964 Aet and continued in effKt under the 196!> 

Act are included in the record herein and are set forth also in the 

brief of the respondent at pages 5 and 6. S~ction 3 of the regulations 

provldes that a peraon shall not be in possead(\n of a dru9 which Is 

prohibited by the Act unl,&ss lwl is authorized or licensed to have such 

• lB -
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Stctlon 20 of the regulation• provides as follows& 

"For tM purpous of these regula tiona 
a penon shall be deGllled to be in pos• 
aettion of a drug if it is in his actual 
custod.y or is held by some other penon 
subject to his control or for him and 
on h1s behalf". 

By ~leading guilty to the charge set forth in Exhibit 10, the respondent 

eom:~d that he was "in pOtsesdon" of a stated 111110unt of cannabis 

ruin, that such .~ueu1on was not legally authorbed, and whit is 

1110:re i~~poriaflt that the drug was e1 ther in his actual cu1tody or was 

held by !OM& other pers~l subject to his control or for him and or. 

hh bohalf. 

These are precltel y the cll!!!lllllnts of dominion and control which tru~ 

court in Xln1a (supra) l'llliphasbed. 

I find therefore that GVE!n the court in Varge would find that a penon 

who was convicted of ~suuion under tht Dengerous 0%'\lgt Aot of 1%5 

would fall within the scc,pe of Section 241 (a) (11; of the .Wt by reason 

of the neceuary findi.ng of d011inl on and control. 

As 1 kind of corollary to this argument the counsel for the ~spondent 

ad\lance-s another thedt which b to the effect that under the Utet 

decided in E09land nlaUng to the eri111inality of the possession of 

narcotics. it was the established law that the guilt of the defendant 

could be established without rde:r~ce to the proof of any pntieular 

mental state or so-callt!d "Men!ll Rea''. 

- 19 -
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1 htve carefully exa11inedi all of the Engliah cuea referred to by 

counsel for the respondEmt in his brief from pages 26 to 39 and the cited 

Law Review Article• as wE!ll. In addition, I have referred to the some• 

what more recent article in The New Law Journal, September 28, 1972, 

page 844, entitled "Dang€!:rous Drugs .. Possession, by o. A. s. Owen, and 

the more recent cases of Re91na v. lrv1ng,(1970} Crim. L. R. 642, 

Resina v. '!fq1ott (1971) Crim. t. R. 172, and Rt01nt v. BumU• (1972) 

Crim. L. R. 5(). 

The one element wM.ch all of the cases and authorities agree upon is 

the statet~rent of Lord Pa:rke:r c. J, in Lockwr v. Sil!£ (1967) 2 Q. B. 

243 as followst 

"in my judgement it it quite clear that 
a perton •:annot be in possession of some 
article which he or she does not reaUze 
is, for t:(ample, in her handbag, in her room, 
or in so•~ other place over which she has 
control". 

In other words, completely innocent and unknawing custody or potential 

control over a drug h not poueuio.n within the meaning of the aet 

and regulations. 

The court in Regina v. Marriott characterized the: state of the law 

as of 1970 as followsl 

"not all members of the House of Lords ex• 
pressed themselves in precisely the same way, 
but, for the purposes of this present appeal, 
the result of Reg v. Warner may, broadly speak• 
ing and we hope with accuracy, be stated in this 
wayt If a man is 1n possession, for example. of 
a box and he knows there are articles of some sort 
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inside 1 t and it turns out that the con~ 
tents c~>rise, for example, cannabis resin, 
it does Mt lie in hit 1110uth w uya "I did 
not know •the contents ineluded :reain". On 
thl'l contr11ry, on those faets he l!IU$t be re
garded as in possession of It and, 1f not 
lawfully l!l'lti tl&d, would, therefore, be 
guilty of an offense such as that charged ln 
th<' present ease. 

By pleeding guilty. this rttpondent must have admitted therefore those 

eleaenta whith the court would have considered necessary to establish 

to sustain a conviction. The first of course would be that the material 

which the police diseovel:-ed was, in fact. cannabh resin, a prohibited 

drug. The second would bt the admission that he wat, in fact, in 

"poueu1on" of such drun by reason of the fact thtt it was either 

in his 1ctu•l cuatody or held by some other person subject to his 

control or for h!111 and or1 his behalf. Fin•lly the plea of guilty would 

admit that he was aWfre 1:hat there was some extn substance in the 

'BlnOC\llar ease which wu in his hollll! but not neceua:rily that he knew 

it was ca.nnabh resin. 

Even if the hold1ng of the court in !11M V• Rot!llbug (supra) 111 con• 

s1dertd to be definitive and binding on what constitutes possession 

for pUrpos~ of SKtion ~!12(a) (23) of the Act, it seetlltl dear that 

this retpondent by his plea of guilty adltitt.d such d0111inion and control 

over the drug as would h~1ve 9iven him the power of dispoul. 

The lick of a requ1X'ellll!!n1: thllt the sttte !lstablish that the ddendant, 

in addition to having thE· dX'\tg under hh dOlllinion and control, also 

knew that it was the part.icular drug whose iden1ty the governmt~nt estab• 

lished, is not as fore1~ and outrageous to the system of jurisprudence 

- 2l -
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of the United States as counsel for the respondent would have me 

It is trUtl that the la:rg,e l!llljority of eases ir'IVQlving prosecutions 

for "poueuion" under the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act require a 

knowledgE! by the defendant of the existence of the narcotics where 

found, in addition to th~ tdr1ments of immt'diate and exclusive control 

or at lent joint control or constructive pouession. (91 A.L.R. (:2) 

fllO). HoW&ver, it has b1e&n held in a minority of jurisc:Hetions that 

such knowledge iS not an element. 

For example in lU.1t v. J~, 57 Wn. (2d) 484 (1961) the court in sus· 

taining the conviction o:P the defendant for unlawful possession of a 

narcotic drug stated as :follows 1 

"in enenc;e it is the appell<!nt's contention 
that aw.arnness by the accu•ed of the narcotic 
character of the article possessed is an es• 
s~.>ntial d!ll!lent to this offense. The appellant 
basu this contention upon th(! assumption that 
an intent to possess a narcotic drug is required 
to be pro"ed under a charge of unlawful poueu1on 
of a narcotic drug. This allutliPtion is erroneous. 
The Legislature by its enactmllnt of control$ against 
the evil of the narcotic traffic throufh the adoption 
of the Unl.form Narcotic Drug Act has lllftde WI llRII§fw 
~ of a narcotic drug a crime, unless the possession 
is authorl.:ed in the Act. RCW 69.33.230 provides! 

"lt shall be unlawful for any 
p~!rson t·) l!lllnuhcture, possess, 
h~tve under his control, sell, 
px·&scrib(•• administer, dispense, 
m compound any narcotic drug, 
e):cept as authorized in this 
chapter". 

In construing this statute in ~ v. H4fli•E• 
50 wn.(2d)909, 314 r. (2d) 645 [1957), we statedt 

"ll'hether intent or guilty knowled9e 
is to be made an essential element 
of this crime is basically a matter 
to be determined by the Logislature. 

... 22 ... 
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Had the Legislature intended to 
retain guilty knowledge or intent 
as an element of the crime of 
posnnion, it would have tpellt~d 
it out as 1t did in the previous 
statute. The omission of the word 
lUll !nte.Dt evidencos a ded.u to 
make mere po&session or control a 

Cur holdtng in the Hi nker ease, that guilty 
knowledg~ or intent it not an element of the 
crime of possession of narcotics under RCW 
69.33.230, b cont:rollin9 in the disposition 
of appellant' o; first contention". 

See also the dheuuion lby the court in ~ v. Callab§p, 77 wn. (2d) 

27 (196~) for a discussion 1111 to what const:ttutes"posussion'" under the 

la\'11$ of the state of Washington. As the court in that decidon pointed 

out, pQssession of p:rope:rty may bo either actual or constructive. Actual 

possession means that trul goods are in the pcnonal custody of the person 

charged with possession; whertas constructive possession means that the 

goods U!! not in actual physical ponesdon, but that the person charged 

with posussion bas dominion and control over th.fi· goods. As the court 

there points out. in the previout case of~ v. Wbi\ft. 1t had be&n 

held that where the evid1mce showed that tho defendant had been living 

on thll premis€!9 for a 1110r1th, sha:ting the rent, brin{!ing furniture into 

th<' housr:, inviting oth~'l'S to &pend the night, the defendant hllld suffi• 

dent dominion and control over the premises to find him guilty of con• 

structive possouion of ~ta:r!juana found in the Uving room of the house, 

although the defendant denied any knowledge of its presence, 

See aho the article in !18 Virginia Law Review 751 (May 1972), "ConstriJCtive 

PosiH!uion In Narcotics Ca!les. To Have and Have Not", 
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lbe note in 91 ALR (2) BIO, states also that tht fact that possouicn 

of natc:otics is only for personal use, dots not prevent it :from being 

"posuuion" In violation of paragraph 2 of the Uniform Nucoties Drug 

A<:t, this contention hav:lng been uniformly rejected by the courts. Sec 

for exalllple in §U v. llu!! (1961) 34 N.J. 554, 170 A (2d) 419, where 

the> court said that 1f thr:> legi!llature had Intended to limit the ll· 

legal1ty to possession w:tth intent to sell, administer, compound, and 

etc., it could have so PlMVid~d. By failing to so state it made 

''poneu1on" (>nl y the ground of illegality. The court stated the person 

who possess ills, has the power to dispense 1 t to another. 

The constitutionality of the lack of a require~nt of scienter in 

criminal cases was dillcuued by the Supreme Court in .!L:..2· v. B!!liQt. 

258 US 50 (192'2). That c:ase concerned a conviction for violation of 

Section 2 of the NarcoUes Act, 39 Stat. 786. selling nareotits without 

a written form issued by the Commbsi.on'":r of Internal Rev~nu~ The 

court said as follows 1 

"littile th~~ gene:ral rule of collii!On law 
was that th~ scienter was a necessary 
ele!IK'nt ir1 the indictment and proof of 
every cd.11.e, and thi.11 was followed in 
r~garo to statutory crime f:'Ven where th"' 
statutory definition is not in terms ln• 
eluded, there ha$ been a modification of 
this view in respect to prosecution under 
statutes, the purpose of which would be 
obstructed by such a requirement. It is 
a quutior1 of legislative intent to b€ 
construed by the court. 

It has beE>n objected that punishment of 
a person f'or an act in violation of law 
when ignoi·ant of the facts making 1 t so 
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b an ab!l,lnCI' of due process of lew. 
l!l.lt that '?bjection is eonaidered and 
overruled in SbfYlio • 9A£R&n$1i ~DY 
v. MiQOEtMY• ~1$ llS 57, 69, 70 1 in which 
it was h&ld that in the prohibition or 
pUnishml'n't of particular acts, the S'tat<' 
may, In thf! maintenance (•f a public pclli.Cy 
provide "that h<: who shall do them shall do 
the-m at his p<c•ril and will not be hl!ard to 
plnd in defense, gtJod faith or ignoranc!l". 

The Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit gave consideration to the 

gene:ral probhm of the lack of a requirf!lllent of a particulu state of 

mind or 1nt~tnt 1n a criminal proueution ln y.s, v. Qreenbf9!! which in• 

volved a prosecution for unlawfully introducing into interstate commerce 

cans of adult(!rated eggs, The court $aid aft~>r quoting l!Jh v. 5li!Hnt 

(supra' as followst 

''while the absence of any requinment 
of ~ns r&a is usually met with ln 
statutff& punishing minor or police 
offenses (for which fines, at least 
in the first instance. ar!'! ordinarily 
the p•mal tiM), Will think ~t i.nterpre• 
tation of Legislative intent as dispen
sing with the knowledg;, and wil fulnt:~ss 
as elements of specified crimes is not 
to b<" restricted to offenses dl. fferentiabl c 
upon thtir relative lack of turpitude. 
l'itwre thn offenses prohibited and made pun
ishable are capabl f' of inflict1ng widespread 
injury, and wher(l thto requirement~ of proof 
of the offenders guilty knowl••dge and wrong
ful int<"nt would render l!nforcement of the 
prohibition difficult if' not impouible (i.e. 
in r:ffeet tends to nullify the s'tatute). tho 
I0gislative intent tv db pens(• with mens rea 
as an el Plll€!nt of the offense has justifiahh> 
bash. Notabll! among such offenses are d!'!al• 
ings in adulterated foods and drugs." 
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See also the annottt1on at 1~2 ALR 75! for a general d11CUII1on of 

prosecutions for v1o11Um of food lawt where fpranee, 111htlke 

of fact, lack of erl111inal 1nterlt or good faith •v bt present. 

I conclude therdore that the :requirdlllts for a conviction in 1968 

under the Dengeroua D.tug'1 Act of 196!, lncllillllng aa they do as a bare 

•iniliiUII the proof of o:r ·•dllission of potaestlon, dMin1on and control, 

although perhlps d1fft~~t frOM the majority of jurlldlct1ons in the 

United Stites, 11 actually followed in sOM states of tht tln1ttd states 

dealing with poueadon •>f dr\1911• The absence of a require~~ent for 

scienter or Mna res is :Followed by the majol'ity of cou.rb of the 

Ul'\ited States 1n other t•rP&• of conv1ct1ona leading to a poadble 

sentence to penal semt•.tde, tnd 1e not so repugntnt to the principles 

of juriap~ce of this country that Mr. Lennon'• conviction should 

not be :re;ognbed as a <mnv1ct1on relating to the possession of 

Mrijuana. 

It should be nottd in thh connection that the phrne flcsny;ittion of 

vitl•Mu of • 1g nluiDP to t!tt uuu•&sn of MrH\!tQa" 1e broader 

than "• gnvisUon tv tbt ppyudgn ot MrUunaff. For .xt-r>le, in 

MIUV gf P • C .. , 7 I4.N Dec. 100, the alien involved had been convicted 

under Section 11502 of tl~ Heel th and S.fety Code of the State of 

California for havint •fl~eed to sell heroin but haviflf tn fact furnished 

another substance in 11&11 of the narcotic. It was arg~~td in th& course 

of that procMding that 1:he statute, in fact, della with fraud and 

false p:retentelll and is not a statute reht1fl9 to a narcotic drug since 

it was entirely char tluat no narcotic drug had in fact changed banda, 

nor was such exchange tvlfft conte~~~plated by the alien. The 8oard of 
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I.S:gntion Appeah hel•~ however that a conviction under the ndlld 

ttetlon was, in feet, a conviction "relating to the sale of narcotics" 

and tNt the phreu "rehting to" h a te!'ll of b:road cow:rage. 

A situation aOieWhlt analogous to the :relationehip between the respond· 

ent•s conviction and his. tmaig:ration excludability exists in the body 

of cues involving p:rosecutlont under Hl USC 1407. That provision 

of law requires 1 :regbtrttion upon the uosdng of a border of the 

United states by a narcotics addict, uaer or violator, with a poseible 

S!OOO fine or up to thre. years imp:rison.tnt as a c:riainal sanction. 

The annotation ln 4 AtR (Fed) 616 shows that wilfulness is not an 

ingredient of the etatut4t but that 1 t b 1111le p:rohib1 ta. 

For exaaple, in~ v. ME• C.A. 9, 299 F (2) 327 (1962), the 1nd1v1dual 

c:oncemtd had been ~;onvtc:ted in Califomla for the poaseeslon of 

u:rij\lena and ca.itttd t.o the Youth Authority of that State. He waa 

charged with havint erotatd the border without :reporting hls conviction 

and the court exclUded tvldenet on the efft<~t of the exp~ment of hit 

:record by en honorabl• dhchuge f!'Ofll the Youth Authority. The co\l:rt. 

pointed out that S.Ction :t~ should not depend on Ill of the pecuUari• 

Ue1 of the 1._ of the various statu. It Will stating 1n efftet that 

a conviction for the purposes of Section 1407 is a conviction even though 

it •ight hlvt been eltJl'BI9tfd by the oper.tion of the laws of Califomia. 

In JaUb v • .!l.:.i:. (1963) C.A. 9, 321 Fed. (2) 731, Cert. Den. 375 U.S. 988, 

the subject bid been convicted in Arkansas for a violation of narcotic 

IIWI and •entence had bten suspended on condition that he leave the state. 

- Z7-
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The court sustlintd his conviction under Section 1407 for failing 

to report thh convietlon, rejecting the contention tbtt the 

court imposed condition of leaving the State Wll an unconstitutional 

condition and th~Tefore no valid conviction under the Arkansas laws. 

The court astumed for the purposes of the ease thtt an illegal sentence 

had been impohd but held that !Iince the defendant would have been 

entitled to request that he be resentenced, the illegal senttnce did 

not vitiate the eonvi.ction under 1407, 

In Hl••tat v. ~ C.A. 9 3~1 ¥ (2) 582, (1963), the court was concerned 

with a conviction under the California Health and Safety Code for agree• 

ing to tell narcotics and selling soMething else, as was the concern 

of the Board of I111111igration Appeals in !f.ltter o( P .. C •, 7 PJI. 100 

(supra). It was held that thie 11111 a conviction for a narcotic o:r 

marijuana law violation which required registration upon crossing the 

border and failure to do so was a violation of Section 1407. 

There b thtr&fore a considerable voltm~e of law relating to prosecutions 

for violation of 18 USC 1407 which are based on the existence of an 

underlying conviction of the defendant for a narcotics or marijuana 

violation Where the courts have refused to consider relevant the mental 

state of the defendant, the legality of the original conviction or even 

its expungement under the laws of that state. 

The Board of ImMigration Appeals in Mttter gf R9110d~t·H•i!•tol• 

11 r~.N Dec. 772 gave consideration to an aliP.n who had !1ngaged in 

activity relating to the possession of codeine and morphine. 
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However, after indictment in California and while out on bail, he 

ltft for Mexico and the California proceedings were not completed. 

However, under the laws of Mexico he was prosecuted in Mexico for 

a crime committed in a foreign territory for a violation of law 

which would also have been a er1~ in Mexico, namely the possession 

of morphine and codeine. The Board of Immigration Appeals held that 

he was deportable under Section 24l(a)(lll of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act despite hla conviction 1n a foreign state whote 

only claim to jurisdiction over the crime was the fact that the 

defendant wes a national of that country, all of the dl&ged crillllnal 

acta hav1ng taken place in the United States. A somewhat similar 

decision was reached in Mttttt of MIF· 10 n,N o.c. !)93, which did 

not relate to a nneotic:s conviction but a conviction for tllllbeule~~~ent 

before an Italian Court for acta which had bten committed entirely in 

the United States. The Board of Immigration Ap~als stated that the 

record of a foreign conviction showing that it was a penal conviction 

is conclusive evidence of the nature of a conviction. It stated that 

it could not go behind the record to inquire into the legal status of 

the tribunal other than in those rare exceptions relating to convictions 

in absentia or convictions for political offenses. The difficulty the 

Board of Immigration Appeals refers to is amply ~xhibited by the instant 

ease when we teek to explore the delicate nuances of the state of mind 

required for convictions under the Dangerous Drugs Act of 1965. 

It will be noted that Section 212(a)(23) refers to the excludability 

of a person convicted of a crime relating to the possession of !'£\'M•D• 
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i ,, 

whereu the rnpondent heHin stands convicted of possession of 

caongbis £!'~· It is urged at some length, that when Congress 

used the tE~rm "marijuana'' in the section of the consideration, it 

did not intend to include "cannab1s resin". 

The respondent offered in his behalf the testimony of Dr. Lester 

Grinspoon. A$sociate Clinical Professor of Psychiatry at Harvard 

Medical School whose medical qualifications qualify him fully as an 

expert in this field. A book written by Dr. Orinspoon entitled 

"f!lrttyw Btcgnlidend" (Harvard University Press, 1971) was made 

part of this :record as Exhibit 13· Reference to Exhibit 13, beginning 

at page 30 thereof, indicates that since 1753 the Mille Cannabis Sat! VI 

has been given to the plant known at Indian Hemp. Cannabis Sativa is 

on~ of a relatively small number of $O•called hallucinagen1c plants. 

It is an eas!ly grown plant, widely cultivated or growing naturally 

in .many parts of the world. It is a source not only of halludnagonic: 

material, but also of hemp fibre and a seed oil. Although the plant 

may differ widely in its appearance depending upon the climate under 

Which it 1s grown. it is generally agreed that all specimens are of a 

single species. The plant and its products are referred to by a wide 

number of different terms, depending upon where it is grown and where 

it 1s used. The male and f ... le plant differ markedly 1n appearance, 

though both bear flowers. The chemical compounds responsible for the 

intoxicating effect of cannabis are commonly found in a sticky, golden 

resin which, during periods of the growing season's greatest heat, ia 

e~uded from the female flowers and is found also in the adjacent leaves 

• 30 .. 
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and stalks. Although it is generally held that the plants active 

agents are found solely in the r~sin ~uced hy the female flower 

parts the:re 1s insufficient evld!'>nte to support this hypothesis· 

It is possible that the oth~r parts of the female and male plants may 

contain active substances. The ruin and resin bearing puts of hemp 

ar~ prepared for use in a varlety of wtys. Three grades of t~ drug 

are prepared in India and serve as a kind of standard against which 

preparations produced in other parts of the world ar~ eompared for 

potency. They ue lll-eng, ganja, and eharrn. The least potent and 

ehl!!apest preparativn. bheng, is derived fr0111 hemp, grown in the plains 

areas and may consist simply of hemp leavts picked from door yard plants, 

dried, and th~n crush~d into a coa:rse powdflr, The recul ting drug is of 

inferior (!Uality and llli.IY be 51110ked or made into a decoction. Ganja, the 

s~eond ~trongest preparation, is prepared from the flowering tops of 

cultivated female plants. The dri~ tops, with their exuded resin 

are 9@norally s1110ked solllt!ti~~~es mbed with tobacco l!!aves. Ganja is 

~>ttillliltted at being two or threll tillll!t: u atrong as bhang and ill 1110re 

desirable and costlier. 

Pure ruin of the pistillate .flowers h called charras, and is the 

most potent of the intoxicants. The resin which 1s collected from 

the plants may be treated somewhat before it 11 sold and consumed but 

the treatments are largely mechanical in nature. The resin may be 

sifted to eliminate dirt and impurities, shaped, dried, and sliced 

into sheets. Charras or cannabis redn is called hash1sh in Egypt, 

Asia Minor and Syria. 
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The essence of Or. Gtintpoon's testimony is contained on page 41 

of hh book where he state-s that most wettemera and certainly most 

Amerietns who uee cannabis ttke H in a tom of cigarettes which are 

roughly CO!liPatabh to Indian bhan9 in content, mode of prepantion and 

petl'ncy. As such, such c:igarett~ta are about 1/5 to 1/S the potency 

of Indian charras and in general the hand rolled cigarette predoaintt&s 

in the United States. 

What Dr, Gtinspoon is U:t91ing in hls testimony is that the c01111r10n usage 

1n the United States limits the! t~>l'lll "1111rijuana'' to ei!lf:rettes composed 

of the dried le~s and perhaps seeds and miscellaneous parts of the 

marijuana plant as distinct from canntbis resin which is tn exudation 

of the female plant dul'in-9 its flowering period. 

The legislative history of Section 212(a) (23) and 241 (a) (ll) b not as 

explicit as one might wish in defining the term marijuana. The term 

firl!t appeared in th!! ImmllgraUon and Nationality Act of 1952 but only 

in reference to aetivitie!i relating to traffic, sale or possession for 

such related purposes. n1e statut!'! contains no definition of lllilrijuana. 

The Narcotics Cont:rol Act of 1956 wall aimed at various aspects of the 

narcotics problem. Tho i~migration sections were only one part of the 

Congressional effort. The immigration modification was aimed directly 

at specifically including mere po&session of narcotics or a conspiracy 

to violatP th<> narcotic li!'WS as grounds for excludability or deporttbility. 

It was the Co1'19resdonal h·~lief that a conviction for the poneuion of 
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llll!l'ijuana would constitute a eonviction for th& poaaenion of nucot1cs 

and conaequently would c:all the aection into operation. 

In u.s. Code Congreuio~1al alld Adm!nist:ratiw News, 84th Cong. 

2nd Session, (1956) Vol~me 2, page 3294 1 footnote #1, is found the 

following quotation "general references to narcotics in thb report 

includ~• within the t0rM marijuana which is similarly treated with 

respect to penalties, etc.'' 

It is clear thereto:re thilt in drafting the Nncotics Control Act of 

1956. Congress beHeve41 ·that when it used the term narcotics, it was 

including the term Mriju•na. Accordingly, there was no need for 

Congress to define ~~trijuana in a •eetion \lfMre it had uud the term 

"na:rcotiet ''. Congreu' Dlinoncept1on as to the 1nc:lusion of "marijuana" 

within the teope of •narc:ot1es" led to tht:! subsequent court decisions 

and further amendment of the statute in 1960 to specifically include 

marijuana by nae. In conneetion w1th the 1960 ~~~~~~tndi!Mlnt here again 

wu no definition. However, in the nNa:rcotic Control Act of 1 ~" 

which included a nUMber of different sections relating to different 

provisions of law, all of which were enacted as a unit, entitl~ «The 

Narcotic Control Act of 19M", there oecla$ title 21, Section 176(a), 

relating to the a11111g9Ung of llllrijuana, which specUicelly states "as 

used in this section, the tem «marijuana" has the ~~~taning given to 

such te:rm by Section 4761 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1964." 

Section 4761 definE~~ the te:rm "lllltrijuana" as indl.lding all parts of the 

plant including the resin extracted from any part of such plant. It 

1s true thllt S&eUon 176 (e) states "aa H In t.bil ustign," 1n 
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defining the ttnn urU~<.ana. It does not seem unreasonable to 11M! that 

if Congress !ntludtd the 1956 verdon of S&Ction 212(a) (23) in a con• 

siderabl y broader Aet and in one portion of that Act def1Md ma:djuana, 

to conclude that the same definition of marijuana would apply to all 

uses of the term within the various discreet sections of the larger 

Act, whether specifically added to such sE>ctions or not. It certainly 

would be a bizarre interoretation of Congresaional intent to believe 

that Congress would defilltl the tem for on• section within the larger 

Aet and expect a different interpretation for the same term to be 

applied in Section 212(a) (23) without !Hkinq a specific refnence to 

tho difference in lllllanin9. If we consider the term to have been 

adequately defined in 19~~ by the reference to the Internal Revenue 

Code. such definition would continue through the 1960 a~~~endment which 

lllllrely added ma:djuane disjunctively to th<!! possession section at its 

beginning. 

If we oss~.~~~~e however, that the Congressional efforts to define the tenn 

outlin~~ above were intdequate to reach the term as used in .Section 

212(a) (23'·, the question which has to be answered h what Congress would 

have intended to cover by the ute of the term Jllllr1juana, had the matter 

rece1wd its specific attention. The record is clear in the 1956 and 1960 

ame~nts that Congress •.as attempting to make excludable and deportable 

aliens convicted of lllt?:re pouesdon of narcotics in general and llli:rijuana 

in particular. As indicat~~>d above, cannabis resin is the dirtct natural 

product of the cannabis utiva plant. It !.11 a resin naturally exuded 

by the plant. It contdnn in a concentrated form the hallucinagenie a~nt 
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which is the very buis for the attitude towards marijuana. To imply 

that the Congress, intent as it was on reaching for exclusion and 

deportation persons convicted of possession of marijuana would have 

:rejected a p<'rson convicted of thll possession o:f tilt! concentrated 

natural products of tht- marijuana plant is to corrupt statutory in• 

t~rrr~tation into a futile ~x11rcise ('If fl(llllllntics. 

Ironically enough th~re have been several recent decisions to which 

neither the respondnnt nor th«> gtJVc:rnmc,nt have referred me, in which 

the presl!nt content!ons 8f the govunmcnt and rospondont haVI' b-ef!n 

reversed. In these case~, it ia the government which urged that 

lllllrijuana and hashish we.::e diffor<>nt and the criminal defendant 

therain concerned that they w<m~ id~'<ntical· These were cans which 

arose subsequent to th<" decision by th~> SupremE> Court in~ v • ..IL:.!:. 

395 US 6, 89 Supre111e Cou:rt 1532 (1969), In that Cli!Hl the Supreme Court 

held unconatitutional th·~ pnsumption in Title 21, Section 176(a) of 

knowledge of illegal impc,rtation 0f marijuana arising from possession, 

on thf' ground that ther" was widespread cultivation of the plant in the 

United States and that there was no necessary or reuonable connection 

between coming into poss~lssion of the dried leaves and 11 presUf'llpt1on of 

knowledge that thl' same was illegal! y imported from another country. 

In ..IL:.!:. v. Piercef!l<:l, 4:17 F (2d1 1188 (1971; the defendant a:r9Ued that 

with respect to the irrationality of thr presU!'llption of knowle>dge of 

importation from the GOli' fact of possession, there coulrl be, n·:· distinction 

bC>tween hashish and marUuana. He was accused of the unlawful importation 

of hashish and since thne was nn dirl:'ct t>vidence of the unlawful 
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:l.mpo:ttation" the court must have relied on the presumption in Section 

l76(a) The Court of Ap]~eals held howove:r that the Trial Court had 

not. in filet, utilit<'d thl! pres\JIIIption and that there was sufficient 

evl.denee to suppl:lrt a fir1ding of lllllawful importation of hashish. 

It :reft:rr~ to the t~timony of a chemist for th~ United States CUstoms 

l-aboratory who stated that hashl sh had never been manufactured l.n the 

UnSted States and that it would bo Mceuary t<1 have 62!> pounds of 

marijuana with the highest resin qual1 ty to make on•' pound of hashish 

from marijuaM grown within the United States. 

In ll v. !d!PiUJt. 426 F. 2d 137 (1970) (C. A, 9), the court wu eon• 

fronted with the identical situation. In this case alto, the government 

although arguing that huhbh was marijuant within the meaning of 21 USC 

176(a), the government cont.~nded that hashish waa not within the scope 

of Lfltv v. u.S. , Mid that by reason of cliutic cont1derations and 

the difficulty of proG~ing domest1c hashith, uaera would be 11k~ly 

to know that the haahiah w.aa illegally i~~~ported. The court concluded 

that the record btfo~e it Wl~ inadequate for a proper conclusion and 

remanded the case for a finding by the trial court 11 to whether it had, 

!n fact. rel1ed on Section 176(a) preB\IIJIPtion, and if so to grant a new 

trial and explore the nature of hashish. On remand the trial court 

affi~d that it had not relied on the presumption but had relied on 
0'-' A 

the evidence befora it and conelud~ ... factual basis that the defendant 

htd actual and n.ot merely pN•SUII!f!d knowledge of the illegal importation. 

No ease has been found holding that huhish ls different from marijuana 

in the eontext of 1 prosecution under a statute spec:l.fieally m~ntioning 

only Jll4:rijuana. 
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A carefully delineated dlstinction between llllrijuana and b.ishish 

awea:rs to be a 1110re rec;~nt prtld~t of inc:rtated legislative sophist!• 

cation. In paragraph 54••5.4.101 of the Virginia Code annotated. 

f1ffeetive April !>, 1970 ·too lllllxi!IIUIII punishlrmnt for the potseuion 

of marijuana h $1000 fin~ and imp:risol'lll!ent not exceeding 12 months. 

However, for drugs other than mar!juana the punishsent can be eon• 

siderably mot<'!, ev~o>n for a first offender. The statute sp&cifically 

def1Ms marijuana as meaning any part of the plant eannabh sativa but 

not including rotin extn1cted from any part of such plant and defines 

hashish as distinct from marijutna as including the resin extracted 

from any part of the plant cannabis ntiva. 

After a careful condderdion of all the relevant uterial, X reach 

the conclusion that Whett~r con•1derod from the point of view of ex• 

pressed Congr&ssional 1n1:ent as evidenced by the specific definition 

referred to by Congress ln amending Section 212(a) (23) in 1956, or by 

inferring thlt intent of Congre&$ with regard to the definition of 

marijuana which most effe~tively would give expresaion to the general 

intent of tJongreu 1.n enacting that sec:Uon, I reach the coneludon 

that a conviction for the possession of cannabis resin is a conviction 

for a crime relating to the possession of marijuana and consequently 

within the scope of Section 212{a)(23) of the Aet. 

The next contention of counsel for the respondent is one which is basically 

set forth in his letter of August 14, 1972 to the Wall Street Journal 

entitl~d "The Cultural Lag in Immigration Laws". 
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Since the letter pretent!l the lllgtl situation to accurately, it raay 

bfl quoted verbaUm, whtr41 relevant. 

"If John termon's ded:rability at an artist 
h acknowl'.edged by the !migration Service 
itself • what at the &IlliG time makes him so 
undesirable an alien, all(1gedly unable to 
bl!COII!e a p(!rtll$Mnt resident, is a H ttle known 
provision of thn :lllllligration law barring from 
admission any alien convicted of any offense, 
no matter how trivial, nlating to the poasession 
of marijue1na. A similar provision e:dsts requir
ing depox-tation of aH~tns who are alnady herf'. 

Court decisions have held that this absolute 
bar applh·G r11gardleu of whether any punhh· 
~~~&nt ns blf:x)nd, whether the offtnso h 
technically considered a crime under local 
law, ir:rnpecUve of the atOUOt of Nrijuana 
pouesnd or other eircU!IIIit&neet of the cue, 
or even whether the offense was actually the 
subject of an exeeuUve pardon. Moreover, no 
extenuating circu.stanees, such as hardship 
to llmerlean d!lpendanta, may be considered. • . 

The Illllll!g:ration and »ationtli.ty Act provhion 
which absolutely bars from adaltsion and man• 
datea the d$portat1on of r~rsons convicted of 
a violation of any law or r~ulation relating 
to the illicit pouession of marijuana can no 
longer be jusUfit~d in its p:reunt form •.•• 
The trends of our modern scientists who treat 
marijuana u a leu n:rious social and JM~d1eal 
danqer thll, tobacco and liquor, and the :roductl.on 
in tho serlouaness of marijuana posseuion con
victions in mtny jurisdictions demonstrate a need 
for a chan!~ in the immigration laws harsh attl• 
tude towards marijuana." 

The ans!Mr to thh plea for Congressional action is contained within the 

letter as w.ll. It state!~ 1 

''In the Unl.tftd States the <~Uth<!:ti ty to fol'!INlate 
illnigration policy restt with the Congress and 
ls derived from the constitutional power to 
retulate cc<~~~~~&rce vrl th foreign states." 
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The govel'lllllent of the UnJlted states is a govel'l\llltnt of separated 

powers. '!'he function of the judicial branch of govel'lllllent and 

such judicial functions (If the eKecutive as I exercise is one of 

interpretation and adjudl.eation, not legislation. 

AI the Supreme Court of the United States uid in S1J1Sla1f Rtfinina 

££1RJDY v. A\~iaaon, 370 u.s. 195 (1962)• 

"The quesUon of what change, if any, 
should be made in the existing law is 
one of legrblative policy properly within 
the exclusive domain of Congress • 1t is 
a question foJ: la.ukez·s, not law 1nteJ:pre• 
ters. Our tuk ill the more limited one 
of intupreting thE! law ill$ it now ttends. 
In dealing with probl&m~ of interpretation 
and application of federal stetutesl we 
have no power to chenge deliberate choices 
of legislative policy that Congres$ has 
made trl thin its consti tuUonal pollft!rt. 
Wh~re Congressional intent is disce:rnable 
and here it seems crystal cl.ar, we mu11t 
g1.ve effect to that intent. h 

See also such c:aaes u Mit~!!!! v. Ktosn, 123 US 623 (1887) ~ich involved 

a convicticn for selling ~f beer in violation of law where Justice HarlAn 

stated as follows• 

"There h 110 justification for holding 
that the s·tatf<, under tho guise merely 
of police• :regulations, ls here aiming to 
d'!fJriVll> 11 ·~itizE>n of hill constitutional 
:rights. H therefore, a state d~e!lll the 
absolute p:cohibi tion of the !'lllllnufacture 
and sal& w:lthin her 1 imitll, of intoxicating 
llquors for other than medical, scientific 
and manufac:turing purposes, to btl necessary 
to the pea«:e and seeuri ty of society the 
courts cannot, without usurping leglslatl.vf!' 
functions override the wU 1 of the peopl." 
as thus expressed by their chosen :rep:reunta
tivft, The11 have notl\lng to do with the mere 
poH cy of legl.slaUon." 
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On the general qu~ation u related to the ll.ne of cases connect..,d 

with prohibition Mid the •aeneral history of marijuana l!!gillllation, 

seli' the comprohensiw• article "Tho ForbiddE>n Fruit and The TrlHl of Knowl &dge; 

an Inquiry Into 11w I.egal History of .~,ryrican Marijuana Prohibition'' 

Richard J. B·nnie and Charles H. Whitebread. 56 Vi:nJlnia Law Fi•1view, 

pa~s 971 to 1203, October 1970 

One unusual aspect of these proceedings wu the :result of the activitiE'! 

of 11n organization known .u the National Cmrrai ttee for John and Yoko 

the committee organb:E'd f·n the purpose :f soliciting p\lblic support 

for theso raspond(mts geMrally frmn p~rsons of statute in va:rious 

fields of artistic endeavor. but 1ncl!.tding also well knoll!l!'l pec•pl" in 

political and other f!eld:s. Tho t~stimony of uveral of such pcopl0 

was takon in thl' course ,,f these procN~dings (record page 44 to 62} 

In acldition a eollecUon ,,f over 100 letters soHei ted by the national 

co11111ittoe for John and Yo:ko were submitted as; a single exhiblt 15, all 

endorsing the respondents and recomm~ding that they be permitted to 

romein permanontly in tho United 5tatea. 

Th~ position taken by tho great majority of th~se correspondents is that 

th~: respondents are outst1mdl.ng utists ln thllir fl.eld,. that they are 

of great value to the arthtlc life of the Unl.tfld States, and that tho 

only rNison pe:rmanrnt residence is belng deni.0d thesr- r<:spondents is 

because of their well-known oppos:ltion to wa:r and violence and thE> oarticl.· 

pation by the United Stat1~s l n the war in Vietnam. Tile wri brs of thtl 

l<!tte:rs run thP ~J&IIlUt fror~ Baron Harlech of England and Mayor Lindsay of 
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the Clty of New Yolk through tvery field of artistic endeavor from poet 

to professor, from seulp1:o:r. to mu!!ieian and museum dl rector, near 1 y all 

poople of outstanding a:rUstie abi1 i.ty. 

Although counsel for the respondent has scrupulously briefed ev~ry 

;ther npllct of this C!HH;, he has not drawn my attention to any case 

which would !lllke thh evl.dencc relovant. Obviously the opinion of tho 

witnessn and lett~">r writers l.l'l not n~e<lod to 11stablhh the artistic 

qualification~ of thu"' r~'&pond&nts. nu:, Ieigratl.on and Naturalization 

S0rvie•l H:self recognh:e!' them as persons of exceptionll ability 1n thr· 

arts who will bt> of substantlal. beneflt to the national economy .. eultu:ral 

interests or wolfare of th'! U!litf'\d Sutos. Th~ p<>sition of the lotter 

wrlters and presU!lllbly by inference tho position of the respondents 

appearr. to be that if a sufficient number '>f gifted artistic fl&rsons 

hold the nspondr.>nh ln high esteem. tho provlslons of tho Illllligration 

and f!ati.onality Act may uf!'ly b" disregarded in view of the overall 

benefits to the cultural lifl" of the country as a whol<'~· 

The adjudicat! on by a:rt:istl .. c acclaifll has of course certain serious 

difficul tin;. Is the juo icial proeen to ~ re.duced to a typs of 

popularity conbst? If so, would the respondents be willing to abide 

by the rllsults of the statistical count? Th11 !rlal Attornoy has indic1ted 

that ~· has receiv~>d n!.lllll!rotlll• l<Jtters from individual$ who protest the 

pret('nce of the respondents in the Uni.t~'d States. How many m,Jre 

negative votes would be rrodueecl if a show of opinion I'I'$S sollci ted 

9rncrally rather thin in tho limited fashlon engag&d in by the national 
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co11111i ttl!e for J-;.hn and Yoko. Should the votes of creatlve artist; 

co\ll'lt for more than the votPs of automobile worbl"ll and farmers? 

What about the unpopular alien the spy, the murderer, the captain 

of organized c:riiMI are 1th~'Y to bll deprived of due proceliS of law 

because th('y are &ngulfed ln the tide of hostile public opinion? 

Whatever valu<> such exp:Nssion of pubHc opinion m:lght have in an 

area where Con9f'CSS had ''ntrusted the exercise of dhcretlon to the 

judg0, it is an empty lltitdYdc exercise to pursue the matter further 

where wo are coneerMd wHh tho strict leq~~li ty of an alien's exclud• 

ability from the Unitoo States unde:r a specific section of liitW· I 

respect the opinion$ of the arti!ltic world for what they are, but 

Hnd them not rehvant l:1 this particular cont()>:t. 

In the coul"lle of the hearings before me and in the initial bti of filed 

by the respondent in thh matter, so!lW emphul.s was place<:! on the then 

pMding caso of l§jndel v. Ai1jp:r!),f:Y Gene;a!, 325 F. supp. 620. It had 

beer, urg4>d in that cas!:! that an alien who had bt,cn found Jneligi.ble for 

ad!llisslon undu Section 212{a)(28) of the ll!llligration and Nationality 

Act. as a pel"llon who advocahd the economic intP.rnational and gove:rn~~~tntal 

doctrines of world communism, has no personal right of entry but his 

exclusion from the United States would result :ln a dep:dvation of First 

ffnendmcnt :rights to citizen$ of the tlnit~d States to have hlm enter 

and to hear him. 
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Howwllr, on appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States it was 

held In 1\l,eim!teDii• &Uomex Gs!nno1 v. MJns!ei· 408 u.s. 753. 92 

S. Ct. ~76 (1972), that the nower to exclU<:!e aliens is inhe:r•~nt in-

soverei.gnty, necessny for maintalning normal international relations 

and defending the country against fo:roign encroachments and dangers -

h 
a rower to be exereised exclusiv~ly by the political bran~es of tht 

government. lt pointed out that the SUp:rmue Court, without exception, 

hu sustafned Congress' plenary powrr to make :rules for the admission 

of aHons and to e.xcJude thos!l who possess those characte:rlstl.es which 

Congress luts forbidden. The court po~.ntod out that over m cc.ncei.vablt') 

subjO?ct is the legi!!lativ'~ rovre:r of Congress mon: compl~te than it is 

over the admission of ali•ms, The alien :ln that case dld not in fact. 

qu&sUon th11 right of Con9ress to occl\K:!e. What W&S urged was that wh~rc 

a provision hr waiver ax-tsted for a tempo:ra:ry admission (i.1;. such a 

waiver as wu granted to Mr Lennon for his temporary admission; the 

refusal to grant the wa1Vl!r must bll Hmit<!d by th<: First hnendment. 

The Supremr Court felt th11t the Attorney Gebl'!ral had given l1landel a 

sufficient roason for ref'trsing him a waiver and that it would refuse 

to interfere with the Attorney Gen(lr&l'!l exorcl.se of the pl,mary powr:r 

which Congreu had del~ted to him by Section 212(a) (29) and 212(d) (3) 

Cbviously the posltion of the 9overnMent is compl~tely unassailable where 

thr: statute mak~s no provision whatllocv~r for a walvcr ln th~~ case of 

aliens excludablf'! und<:>t Section 212(a) (23) of the Act. 

One last point merit& diseunion. The r~spondents are confronted by a 

legitimate l0gal and emotional dile!MIIl ri.s1ng out of their flght for 
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custody of Mrs. L•nnon's 9•year-old daughter by her fo~r marriage. 

The record indicates that thf: last legal proceeding relating to this 

custody was an opinion by the United States Court of Apr>eals fo1· the 

Thlrd Circuit, (!!,rt!wnx !!. Cox v. Yoko 9lo Cpx. deteided March 30, 1972 

Exhibit l!:l(a\; in wblch 1:he court affil'!Md th;: d~eision of the District 

Court ,,f th~; V:l:rgin Islands modlfying the divorce decree bet\'ietn the 

parties and awarding the car€•. custody and control to Mrs . Lennon 

subject to th~'> right of reasonablll visitation by the father. There> is 

also a tt>Urt order in efi'!!ct issued by the Coul't of D<lmestlc Relatl ons 

of Pa:rls County, Texas <Jfl March 7. 1972 granting Mrs. Lennon the custody 

of the child. provided that such CU$tody llllly be exerc:is~d at any place 

within the territorial Emits of the United States of America. Obviously, 

in o:rdl)t to enjoy such C\lStody. Mrs. Lennon is required to remain ln 

the United States, a requirement which b now made poss·ible of solution 

by the gr111nt of pemanen1: ret id0nee to Mrs. Lennon. On the ot.het hiilnd 

it can hardly be an 11ntil~ely ut1sfactory solution for her a i•:r. Lennon 

is re(!Uired to depart from the United States. The situation h further 

compounded by th11 fact that the respondents havP bmm unabl (' to loeat& 

the chi.ld and thus although they are legally entitl<ld to her custody the 

reduction of that theoretical rlght t0 pr•ctical custody has not been 

achieved. Thus the "Law'' wblch ls enforcing the c!erntur01 of 1Ar l.enncn 

from the Unl ted Stat<'s ruts bN:n unabh to rnforce its own edlct with 

regards to th~ custody ol' Mrs. Lennon's child . 

Hovrever, as of May 1972 1:h0 !lltuatiQn appeared to b" at an indeflnite 

1 mpus''. Mrs L<>nnc.n had not seen th0 child for ovl?r two years shll 
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claimed that she waa unable to locate the child and there is no lndic:a:w 

Uon a.s of now that any p:rogren has b&en mad~'> in that direction. There 

would appear to be some <lUestion as to whether the child, l n fact wants 

to l'!!turn to Mn Lormon, She arr~ars to have call ecl hor mothe:r in 1971 

and complained that she was being har:rassed by detectives. As a result 

the detectives Wl!re replaced by peopl!' who wen personal friends of tho 

]Jmnon~ apparently to continue surv~>il!anee (rag<:> 98 of record) It 

would appoar that if tho child is able to tel0phone tho respondents. 

and th~ dt'teet:!v(lt and their replacem1mta are able t,J be cloS<'' enough 

to the child so t.hat she fN•lll hanaued, her whereabouts nc not 

entirely unknown. In any event although the human equit;rs of the 

sltuation are apparent. 1;hey do not ln any way alter the excludability 

of Mr. Lennon from the United States and his consequent l.nl:'lig\bil1ty 

for pormant:nt residence. It lies w!.tMn the power of the enforc:em!lnt 

authorHi£!S of the Imigl~ation lind Natu:ralization Servic;e to dt?f"r en• 

forei119 Mr Lennon's dop11rture from the United Statt:s if )t could be 

di!II'IOnstrated that such po&ti'OJ\!l!llemt ! s justifiet! by the drcu!ll$tanees. 

This would ~ver be merely ln the nature <lf a postponem,•nt and would 

not in any way grant him the rlght of p~tmencnt residence in the United 

Stat!'is. 

1t should be notl!>d in thls context that the government has not acted 

without a certain degree of compassion in this matt<>r. If th~ gov~.rnment 

had ae~~n f1t to lodgo an add5tlonal charge of deportability hued •)n the 

convict: on of Mr Lennon ln England, a purely clerical dotllil th~: same 

reasoning whl ch has su&bined hill excludablll ty would of necessity result 
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ln h: s depo:rtabi H ty fr,,m the United States and under the provisions 

of Section 244(o) of the Act would meko his actual enforced deportation 

~~~andatory rather than p0l'mitting him to request voluntary departur<J 

fr~m the Unlted States at h' s own (·Xpenst-. 

S5nce Mr Lennon has fa:ilod to establish hls Lgal elig:bility fM· 

adnliss'!'>n :nto the IJni ted States and an imraig:rant visa, the appli cat) en 

for adjustmcnt of status under Section 245 of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act w; 11 be doni r•d. 

Mr Lennon requestod the pr" vUt?ge ~,f voluntary departure from the 

Unl ted Statt~S l n l:tou l'f doportatbn In tho event that his appli catl c'ln 

for l')0rmanont resid<'nce was denied (page 83\, He is statutor'ly 

ell.gibl€' for sueh rel i d. He has declined to designatr: any country 

to wh5ch hl" would r:rehr t" be sent in the avent deportation b~><:omes 

neer·ssary. His dcp<'lrtat1.1n wl11 therofn:rfl b" cti:tectod to England the 

coUI'Itry of his citizenship. 

No cla:1m of nersecuti,on has been made as to England In th'' event 

d!!portathn to that country becomes necessary. Thls i.s contain~,(! :n 

st) oulat.!.cm between counsel marked Exhibit 22. 

OflDEH: IT IS OODERE!'l that the application of Yoko Ono Lennon for 

adjustment of status unde:r Sect"c'n 245 of thr Immlgration and l'atl.onaJay 

Act to that of a pe-rmanent rcsidFnt nf th~ United Stat<:s be and the 

sam.1 hr'r"by is, granted, 
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IT IS FURUU:I~ ORDERED that the appl ieation of John Winston Cl"'o Lennon 

f•':r adju!'ltl!l~>nt of status under Section 245 of the Immigration and 

r:atJonallty A<:t ho, and thr 5111111! he:rcby ls, derd,;d 

IT TS FUR1HER ORDERED that in Heu of an order of d~po:rtation thf; 

respon!lrmt, John Wlnston Cl"'o Lennon. b.: granted voluntary departurtl 

without <'Xprnse to the government on or before sixty ;llays from the 

dlto this decision brcol!w.ll final or any extension br·yoncl such date 

as may ba granted by the Dhtriet Ol:r:eetor and under such eonditl on~> 

as the Dlstrict Dlr{lcto:r shall din~ct. 

IT I:> FURmER O!lD!mED that if the respondent. John Winston On;, Lennon. 

fails to depart when and as required. the privilege of voluntary 

departure shall be withdrawn without further notiee or proceedings 

and the follow1.ng order shall thll'rcupon become illiMdiately effective: 

the respondent shall be deported from the United States to England 

on' tht> s~cond charge contained in his Order to Show Cause, t<l witt 

Section 241 (a )(2) of the !mmigrat1on and Nationality Act. 
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UNITED STATES DEPA.llTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 

File: Al? 595 321 • New York (1) 

1 r " '2) 

In the Matter of 

JOHN WIN STet\ 000 LENNOO (1) 
and 

YOKO 000 LENNON (2) 

Respondents 

) 

MAR 2 3 1973 

IN DEPORTAT!ON PROCEEDINGS 

CHARGES: (BI)th) Section 241 (a) (2) • I & N Act 
nonimmigrant • remained longer than permitted 

APPLICATICN: (Both) Adjustment of Status 
Section 245 • I & N Act 

In Behalf of Respondents: In Behalf of Service: 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 10022 

Vincent Schiano, Esq. 
Trial Attorney 

DECISION OF !HE IMMIGRATICN JUDGE 

DISCUSSION: The respondents are respectively a 32-year-old m~~r~c~ 

male alien, a native and citizen of England'andhis 40-year-o1d alien· 

wife, a native and citizen of Japan, who last entered the United States 

together at New York, N. Y. on August 13 1 1971. At the time of their 

arrival they were admitted as nonimmigrant visitors for plea::;ure w:·.v . 
were authorized to remain ir1 the United States until February 29, .:C972. 

On :.carch 11 1972 the respondents were ad~ised that their te:.:;Jo::-ary stay 

in the United States as visitors had expired on February 29, 1972 anc; 
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MEIII>RANDUM FUR FILE 

In re: John LEIINON 
Yoko Ono LENNON 

I 
A17 597 321 

I 
May 2, 1972 

Mr. Sol Marks called Mr. Edwin Redding, United States Department 
of Labor, concerning the adjudication of a labor certification 
for John Lennon and his wife, Yoko Ono Lennon, Forms MA 7•50A 
were submitted with supporting documentation in connection with 
their petitions for third preference classification. The Labor 
Department forma were not submitted to the Labor Department. 

Mr. Marks described the occupations for both applicants, Mr. 
Redding concluded that he bas no hesitation to telephonically 
approve the labor certification for John Lennon, If, in our judg• 
ment, the documents supporting Yoko Ono's petition would appear to 
be approvable for the iasuance of a labor certification, he would 
go along with such approval, A review of her documents establishes 
that she is entitled to a labor certification, 

In view of the foregoing, it is considered that telephonic approval 
has been received granting· labor certifications for John Lennon and 
his wife, Yoko One Lennon. 

Assistant District Director for 
Travel Control 
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-. ,., J STATES DEPARTMI!MT OF J~ -

' lllloiiGRATIOM AND NATURA&..IZATIOM SI!RVICli 

PrOceaains Sbeet 

Application or . 
-JlA l 0 Pet1 tion Form No·---=-"':..:.',.:_..., _____ _ File No. AI/- ~5J7- @ / 

Thia form IIBy be overprinted or stamped to show instructions, items requested, items 
received, or other pertinent data which may facilitate processing. 

Form r-468 
(Rev. ll-l-70) 

Jt-. IIIla abeet oa top of •II .. terlal In fila uatJI lll.ltlal declaloa Ia .- GI'O 94!1-!106 
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PETITION TO CLASSIFY 
PREFERENCE STATUS OF 
ALIEN ON BASIS OF 
PROFESSION OR · • • 
OC~tJPA TION J 

• 
DATI fiLED 

I,., 
•1') 

, TO THE SleiiTAIY Of STATE . 

Form tlpproved 
6udget tureoo No. •3-R0.418, 

tEE STAMP 

Petition was filed on ~{,IJ't7ti.. ~, • I uph&S1 The petition is revolidoted to 

Petition is approved for •toh,ls under section ~03(o) (3). MJt!l~). 0 Sec. 212(o)( U) certification o11oched. 
~~c. 212(a)(14) certifltation attache* Blanket Sec~f2 a c 1 cation iMUed. 0 llonket Sec. 212(aKUl certification iss_ued, 

~2 ~0 "P""Tl!f.b~1~ 
DATE MAY 2 • 1972 1 ., Fllo~ DATE 

M. Sl''~ 4 a.'< A1>l:> Cri) AC~'oN~ ~ ~ 
OF 

ACTION 

DD ""A A DD ....... -
OISTRICT NEW YORK. N. y~ DISTRICT 

-==========-==PITITIOHER IS NOT TO WRITE AIOYE THIS LINE·===--========-• 
Read thiS form and the attached instructions carefully before filling in petition 

Petition i$ hereby made to classify the status of the alien beneficiary named herein for issu~tnce of an immigrant visa as ("X" one) 
ll!l A THIRD PJtllFERENCJi IMMIGRANT -An alien who is a member of the profesJions. or who bc>cause of bis exceptional 

ability in the sciences or arts will substantially benefit prospettively the natior.al economy, cultural interests or welfare of the 
United States. (Sec. 203{a) (3) Immigration and Nationality Act, as amended.) If this box is checked, the alien or a per· 
son on hi• behalf, must colllpltte only Part I, below, and Part Ill. 

0 A SIXTH PREFERENCE IMMIGRANT -An alien who is capable of performing skilled or un!killed labor, not of a tempo· 
rarv or seasonal nature, fOr which a shortaae of emplovable and wilhna person! exiscs in the United States. (Sec. 203(a) 
(6), Immigration and NationalitY Act, as amended.) If this block is checked, alien's prospective employer must complete 
Parts I and II below, and Part Ill. 

(If you neerJ more spa~e to answer fully any questions on this form, use a separate sheet, idmtify ea~h answer wit!z 
the number of the corresponding 9.uestion and sign and date each sheet.) j \?O 

PAIT 1-INJOI.IIIA'IION CONCUININO ALIIII IINifiCio\IY ~ 
1, NAME (family nome in tCipitol lett.rt} (first name) 

LENNON John 
2. BIRTHDATE 13, IIRTHPLACE (Cily or to"") 

Oct. 9, 1940 I 
S. PIIESENT ADDRESS (Number and llteel) 

105 Bank Street, 
(C;~y or laWn) 

New York 

(Middle nome) 

winston 

(Maiden nome, if alien i$ o mo"itd woman) 

(State or province) (Country} 

Encr1and 
(Sl<lte or province) 

New York 

14. ALIEN REGISTRATIOI' 1'0. (If any) 

IA17 597 321 
(COIJnlfy) 

u.s. 
(ZIP Code, if in U.S.) 

6. CITY AND STATE IN THE UNITED STATES WHERE AliEN INT!NOS TO RESIDE !City) iiltole) 

105 Bank Street, New York New York 
7. PROfESSION OR OCCUPATION (If nohe explain why.) 

ca~.~.poser, musician, artist, author, 
NUMBER Of VE.tiRS EXPERIENCE 
over 13 years 

actor, fi~aker 
8. DOESIENEfiCIARY INTtND TO ENGAGE IN HIS PROfUSION OR OCCUPATION IN THf UNITED ST4TU? ll!l YES 0 NO. IF "NO," EXPLAIN. 

9. TO YOUR KNOWLEDGE, HAS A VISA PETITION EVER IEEN FILED ON IEHALF OF THIS SENEfiCIARY lASED ON HIS PROFESSION OR OCCUP":i~1? 
0 YES l'9 NO. If "Yes," give nomt of tach pttihontr ond datt ond ploct of filing. ,.: 

10. IF BENEFICIARY IS NO~ I~ THE U.S. (a) HE LAST ARRIVED ON A~;h) ~A (Y!;,71 '.'J 
AS A Vl.SltOr 1 B-2 (b) SHOW DATE BENEFICIARY'S STAY EXPIRED OR WILt.EXPIRE AS 

(Vilitot, student, exchange alien, te.mpotory worket, crewman, stowowoy, etc.) F b 29 1972 
SHOWN ON HIS fORM 1-~4 OR 1•95(Shaw ialool dolo)·===:=:=:=:::::'::e==·==·= ·===========:::;;=:::..j 

II. NAME jlalt nom•) . 

IIMIIICIAII'I Lennon 
SI'OUI( 11 

12. ~--·-
IENIIICIAII'I 

CHII»III 

FORM •-l•o lh•. 9-1-69) 

(fir~t name) (Middle namt) 0 

Yoko Ono ~ 
P'HSEHl AOOftS$ (No. ond StfHtl (Cil'f or townj {Stott or ProviMeliCot.lntryj 

105 Bank St., New York, N.Y. ' 

COUNTlY Of •emt 

UNITED STATES DI!PARTM&IT 01' JUSTICE-IMMIG"'TION AHO NAru,.LIUTION SltviCE 

( 

fi';... II 
10 

~ 
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13. "X" THE llffliONI"Tf lOX HlOW liND f\HINISH THE flojfOfiiMTION REQIIIIIfD fOil THE lOX MIIRKfO. v 
0 Alien will apply for o "ita obtOOd at tht Anwricon Contulate in a 

IC•, in """i'" """"'YI tiM.,. -I C 
gJ Alitn is in tht Urtittd Stotts and will apply for adiuttment of status to that Of o laWful permOMM '*•Went in the offfct. of tM II'M'IItrot~nd 

Nolvroliaath"' s.,,;,. at New York New York . If 11w opplicotiorl for odiu•""""' of stotuo Is do'iitod 
iC•I)II (S..,.i 

It 
the olitf'l will opply for a vi~a obroad ot the American Contulott in ---,,--,-------

ICily ~ ,....,.. -I ,,.,..,. -1 

I'AilT H-INI'! ... COHC_.IIIO NIIIOI •. II IIMNIYII Mfl'illllliMH (I'll/ hi #'•if II Ml, if jlflliiH Is for 6111 ,..,,.,._) 
14. NAMI! Of l'mnONflt (full .. ;;.;., orgonizCJtion; if potitionor II Oft iOdividuol gi;. Ml ,;.;;.; ;;; ... .,.,, in cal'llllllttim~ 4 

c 
15. IIOORESS (Number ond '""') (T_, or city) ($trtto) (Ztr code) 

16. PEnDONfR IS (X one) C/l 
0 U.S. CITIZEN 0 m!MNENT RUIOINT .wEN ("A" NUMIER I 0 NONIMMIGAANT 0 OIGANIZATION " 1 

17. NfT ANNUAL INCOMf )18. W1U .... CIAIIY IIU...-LOYEO ATTHUIOVEADOUSS? 0 VIS 0 NO. If "NO," GIVEIIODfiU6 
WHEU HE WILL WORK. f) 

0 

19. 00 YOU DESIRE AND INTfND TO EMPLOY THE IIENEFICIARY 0 YES 0 NO. --n 
20. HAVE YOU EVUI'ILED A VISA PmllON fOil AN r\UEN IIASED ON HIS PIIOIRSION 041 OCCUfiATIOHP 

Mil NY SUCH PETIT10NS HAVE YOU fliED? 
0 VIS 0 NO. If "YES," HOW 

21. llftl· SIPARATE PEnnoNS IIEING SUIIMtrrEO AT THIS TIME !OR OTNER IILIENS? 0 YE$ 0 NO. If "YES," GIVE NAMf Clf EACH ALIEN. 

22. THE fOlLOWING OOCUMfNTS .uE SUIIMITTtD AS A PI.IT OP THIS PETITION AND AU MilD£ A PART THEitOI'. 

FlU IN I1IMI 23 THICIUIIH at ONLY IF MIT I qr. fOIIII 11-11,t IS NOT I~ TO Ill ~".JICMIO• 

23. OCCUPATIONAL TITLE OP 1'051110N .flftfl. j2A. TOT IlL HOUtS II!NEfiCIARY WILL WORK PER WUK 
CloUY WilL OCCUPY 

(Su imlrtlr:tion ') 

25. RATE' Of PAY 

26o. IS THE IMI'I.OYIIII'CT su.IONM? o-res 0 NO. l26b. 1$ THE .EMPLOYMENT TEMP911ARV 0 YES 0 NO. 

27. STATE IIRIEfLY THE NATUI£ Of I'ETITIONEII'$ BUSINESS OR ACTIVITY. 

21. AVPAOI· NUMIIR 01' IMI'LOI'IIR AT HTAILfSHMEH'I WHIU IlENE· -~2P. NUMIIER Clf fMI'I.OY!ES IENII'ICIMY W1U SUI'ERVI$1. 
I'ICIMY WILl WOIK. 

30. DESCIIIIE fULLY THE JOIIO lte PE..ro-D, INCLUotNG OUTlES, WOIKIN() CONOI110NS AND EcMPWNT OI'ERATED. 

,...'} ... 1~. 

31. STATE IN DITIIIL THE MINMUM EDUCATION, TWNING AND EXl'I!IIIINCUfQUittfO fOR PROfiCIENCY IN JOt. (Specify dog'"' and mojor 
IWch o1 •wr rorquirod. ilpocify ..,.......,....ip,lrodo school or otlwr trol•lno roquirod.) 

32. DESCRIII! StaUS, KNOWLEDGE$ IINO AIII.ITffS llfOUIIED fOIII'IOI'fCIINCY IN .101. llpocify ony other ,,.cial roqulromtfth, llslli<tftsot ond 
phyaical requh .. l'ft•ntl. 

• - ··- ··~ I' ..., 
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33. Thio pot;t;on- p,.pored by, I"X" ontl 0 tho poti- (3 •""""' penon. 
If potition woo proparod by onotloor """""' I"'" 35 below mull oloo be complotod. 
Tho potitior1 may be oubtcribod and owom to or afllr"""' only by tho following penon" 
In tlllnl prt/wrwo COIIIt-by tho bonoflclory himMif, or by lllo penoo ftling lllo petition on tho bonoftciary'o bohelf. If lllo pot~lon io being ftlod 

by o penan on boholf of tho ali .. boMftclary, "'"'34 .below must be -plotld by t1oat por100. 
1ft tbdh prwfe•c. coMt- b1.the •mploylfl' who desire• and int.nds to employ tht beneficiary. If the tmploY.r i1 CIA Of'JOf'i.zotton tM petition 

"'\lit ta. •ivned, IUbscriblcf aftd aWOM to or aMrlftfll by a high ll'l'tl oMc.r or ~ployft of the orgc:tnimtloft, 

-------------------------------~-------------------------------I •~or laMrm) that I hove ••amiMd tht contents of thit petition and tht accompanying documtnt1 and thot the statementl in this petition ond 1M 
accompanying documonto ... true .... -t to lllo bott of .. , information and beliof. /'"\ .. ! n~~ 
N~ John Lennon ~ 

(PMt ,...._., •• Ml, tNe,-"' C*ftCt N:UM) l'etitlontf"t full, tM, IJI'Id ton'tCt no•) 

72 

--llu-. -· Citr, s .... """ ll' Codol 
35. Nil Of fiiiiON IIIIPAIING POIIM, If 0'11111 THAN PIIIIIONII 
I dod«t thGt IIIIo • at tho l"'l""' of tho petitioner and io boood on oil information of wllich I he¥0 ony knowlodgo. 

515 Madison Av.,N.Y.,N.Y.10022 2/29/72 
1-•-No-. -· Citr,- .... II, Codol (Dolol 

JO l'niiiO- DO NOT FILL IN THII ILOCK-JOI USI Of IMMIGIAfiON OffiCII 

a. ConKtions numbered ( 1 to I I wtrt modt b)' me or at my l"'qUt$t. --------
(DolO I ICI"'I 

!Siptvrf of petit~..., or outt.ori•ed .......O.r of ,.ti ...... , OrtOJ'IilOtion) {Tttlt) 

b. The penon whost titnotuft apptcm immediottly obo.,. wos inttrvitwtd und., ooth and offirmtd all allt!iJOtions contained tltrein, 

tCilyl (S+gnatu"' oM Titlt) 

INSTRUCTIONS 
F11il11rr to fot/ou• imtr11rtio•s ""'Y rftJNirr rttiiNI of Jl!llr JHtition and Milly final action 

1. HOW TO PIIPAII HfiTION, 
a. Print leaibly in ink or use a typewriter. 
b. Submit one copy only for each alien beneficiary. 

2. WHO MAY PILl A HriTION. 
a. Tbird ftr<f•rtHtl /ltliti••· A petition to accord an alien a 

third prtfertn« dusHi.cation for issuance of an immipant visa 
may be 6led by the alien him..,lf or any pet~OG on his behalf. 
The alien must be a member of tho profenaons, or a person 
who because of. his exceptional ability in the sciences or ans 
will subttantially benefit prospectively the national e<:onomy, 
cultural interom, or welfare of the Un.ittd Scatot. 

b. Sixth ftr<f•rr•er /!.'llti••· A petition to accord an alien a 
sixth preC..teDce duoilicatioo for inuaoce of an immiJfllnt visa 
may be filed by ""Y person or organization desirins and intend· 
ing to employ within the United States an alien who is capable 
of per{Qrmias specUied tltilled or unskilled labor, not of a 
temporary or seuooal natui:e, for whieb a shonap of employ• 
abli and willins persons exim in the Ualited Stares. 

c. lf'lll., Ht•iJ;bm ••liws. A petition is not requittd and 
should aot be submitted oft behalf of an alien who. wu born 
in any illdtpendent fore if" country of the Western Hmisphere 
of in the Puama Cana Zolle of the spouse and children of 
any "'cb alieo if accompuyina or followina to join him. 

a. WMIII TO IUIMIT TMI HTITION. 
. a. Outsidt U•iNd Slriltn. A person executinl the petition OUt• 

11de the United States must take the completed petitioll to the 
n..,...t Immigration and Naturalization Service officer or Amoti· 
cllft Consulu ollicer. That otlicer will adminitter the ooth or 
aftirmation and fumish the addre11 of the o.tlice of the lmmigra· 
tion and Naturalization Service in the United States to which 
the petition should be sent by the petitioner. 

b. 'lff:'UIIfltd Sttllll. A per1on executin1 the petition in the 
Uniud htes must take or mail the complettd petition to the 
otlice of the lmmiaration and Natuulization Service having 
jurisdiction over the intendtd place of residence of a third pref· 

erence alien! or over intellded place of employment of a sixth 
preference a ien. 

4. SPOUSE AND UNMAIIIED CHILDUN UNDII 21 YIAU 
Of AOI Of IINJfiCIAIY. 

Do not submit petitions for hene6dary's spouse or unmarried 
children under 21 years of age. When a third or sixth/ref· 
erence petition is approved, the beneficiary's spouse, an his 
unmarraed children uftder 21 years of age, if accompanyillg or 
following to join him, will automatically be eligible for the 
same prefertnce status as the beneficiary. 
5, CllflfiCATION IY THE SICiftAIY Of LAIOI. 

a. G1n1N/. A third or sixth preforeoce alien may not be 
admitted to the United States unless the Secretary of Labor has 
cenified that (a) there are not sulliciellt workers io the Un.ited 
States who are able, willing1 qualified, and available at the time 
of application for a vioa IUICI oU:Imission to 1M United Stal!el and 
at tho place to which the alien is destined to perform such 
skilled or unskilled labor, and (bl the employment of such 
alien will not adverse!~ a~ the wages aftd working conditions 
of the workers in the U11ited States similarly emplo'{ed. 

Application for the certilication of the Se<:retary o Labor (or 
his desl.,.ated rep,..sentative) must be made on Labor Deput. 
ment Form ES-575A, or Form ES-575A and B, in accorcfabCe 
with the Instructions for Coll)pletion of Application for Alien 
Employment Ceni6cation. The forms and lilotructiOIIs may be 
obtained ftom any Immiaution and Naturalization Service 
otlice, consular ollice, or stare Employment s.r.lce ollice . 

The Department of Labor publish" lists (Scbedul .. ) o£ 
occupations in Pan 60, Tide 19, Code of Federal Regulationo. 
"Schedule A" is o list of occupations for which the Secretary 
of Labor h .. issued a blllftkot certification for quallbed penons. 
"Schedule 8" it a list of occ:upatlons for whiCh the Slocretary 
of Labor· will not Issue a certification for the reason that suf. 
6ciellt workers ""' available in the United States or the ul
minion of an alien for employment in such occupations will 
ad'Versely aft'ect wafts and working conditions of workers in 
the United States 01milarly employed. "Schedule C-Precer-

933 
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ti6cation List,'' is a list of occupations for which the Sectetary 
of Labor hu issued a certi6cauon for qualified persons whose 
intended place of residence is not excluded by the list from 
prtcfttification. No job olfer for alien employment (Form 
ES-5H8) is required for persons within Schedule A or C
Prectrtibcation List. Information concerning the Schedules 
may be obtained at principal offices of the lmmi1ration and 
Naturalization Ser"ice, consular offices and offi.ces of the State 
Employment Service. 

b. Thirtl prtftrtntt JHiiliDn. An alien (or a person on his 
behalf) who belie""' that he qualifies ao a member of the pro
fessions or that ·be hu exc:eptioaal ability in the sciences or the 
arts must submit his petition ro (he Immigration and Naturali· 
ution Se"ice ·oftice haYiR.J' jurisdiction over his intended place 
of residence in die United Suteo, tosether with Form ES-"SA 
executed in aceotdonce with the Instructions for Compledon of 
Application for Alien Employment Certifiution. The Jmmi· 
Jtation and Naturalization Service oflict will forward Porm 
ES-SHA to the Deputment of Labor unless the .occupation is 
on the current llot of occupation• for which tbt Secretary of 
Labor hu issued the requi~ed certification, or unless the alien 
it dearly not qualified for third preference dauification. 

Sixth pr~fmnr• d.ISijication. 
(I) A sixth J>!t'ference petition may be filed only if; 
(a) The petition is accompanied by the certification of the 

Secretary of Labor (or his designated repre,.ntative); or 
(b) the beneficiary is qualified. ~.or and will be employed in 

an occupation on Schedule A; ot 
(c) the beneficiary is ~ualified for and will be employed in 

an; occupation on 'Schedule C-Precertiiication List'' and 
his intended place of residence is not excluded by the 
list from precerticarion; or 

(d) the beneficiary is qualified as a member of a profession 
or has exceptional abHity in the s:ciences or arts. 

(2) If the occupation is currently listed in "Schedule A" or 
HSchedule C-Precertificarion List," or the beneficiary is a mem~ 
her of a profession or a r.erson of exceptional ability in the 
sciences or arcs. the etnp oyer should 61e his petition in the 
appropriate office of the Immigration and Naturalization Setv· 
ice together with properly executed For!ll ~S-5HA (Statement 
of Qualifications of Alien), and supporting docu!llents. Form 
ES-5758 (Job Olfer for Alien Employment) is not required 
for cases described in this paragraph. 

( 3) If the case does not come within the immediately pre
ceding paragraph~ application for the cerdficadon of the Secre· 
tary of Labor (or his designated representative) must be made 
by filling out Forms ES-575A and B in accordance with the 
Instructions for Completion of Application for Alien Employ
ment Certification, Part A and Part B. The employer should 
submit the completed Forms ES-575A and 8, with the docu
mentary evidence required by the instructions, to the local of· 
fice of the State Employment Service. If the certification is 
issued it will be endorsed on Form liS-575, which will be re
turned to the employer by the Department of Labor together 
with the documentary ev&dence submitted in support thereof. 
The employer will then file -the petition, with Form ES-575A, 
Form ES-5758, and the 1supporting documents attached. 

6. SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS. 
The following must be oubmitred with the petition: , 
a. Form ES-H5A executed it> accordance with the instruc

tions for completion of that form. 
b. In sixth preference cases, Form ES-5 758 with the cerci. 

fication of the Secretary of Labor (or his designated repre~enta· 
tive) unless the alien's occupation is within paragraph Sc(2) 
a.bove. 

c. Documentary evidence of the benficiary's qualifications u 
follows: " 

(I) Scho•l Rtcor.ls.-lf alien's eligibilil)' is based in whot.. or 
in part on higher education or attendance at a technical or vo
cational school, attach certilied copy of school record; . The rec· 
ord must show period of attendance, major field of study, and 
dqrtes or diplomas awarded. 

( 2) Li«nst or Otlur 0/Jiri.o/ Por.,iui•• ID Pr•clitt a Profts· 
siN.- If alien is a member of a profession, anach 1 copy of the 
license or other official permisuon granted ]tim to practice tht 
prolession in the country where he has been found qualilied to 
practice that profession, if a license or other permi1Ston is re· 
quired in that country. 

( ~) EvUimrt •f Exctptioul AbiJiry i• tht Sci<nm or tb1 Arts.
If alien'• eliaibibty is based upon exceptional ability in the oci
ences or the ans, documentary evidence supportins the claim 
ohould be submitted. Such evidence may testi(y to the uni
versal acclaim and either national or internath>n1l' recosnition 

accotded the alien; ohow that he hu received a nationally or 
inl2rnationaUy recornized prize or award or won a nationally or 
internationally recoanized Competition for tKCeJienct for a Spt• 
cific product ot performance or for outotandlnr achievement; 
or testify that he is a member in 1 national or international 
associatton of persons which maintains standards of member
ship rt~t~uirinjl outstanding achievement as jud11ed by rec01nized 
national or mternadonaf experts in the spec1fic discipline or 
field of endeavor. 

( ~~ Affi.i411itJ •~tl l'llhlishttl ,.,.,.1.-lf alien's elisibility is 
based .:111 'technital trainins or specialized experience, docu· 
mentary evidence supportina the claim should be submitted. 
The recommended folifts of .. id<ltCe are aftidavits or published 
ruateriaJ. Alii*'""·-These must be made by independent sou...,., such 
u allee'o former employers or recosniaed experts familiar with 
:alien'• wotk1 and must: 

( 1) ldenttl)' the alliant, showb1g the capacity in which ho is 
teotlfying. 

(b) Give the r.lace and the dates durlns whk:h alien J&ined 
bb expet eace. · 

(c) Describe in detail rbe duties performed, toob used, super
.vition exercised over bipa and e~:erciaed by him. A 
mere statement for eumplt. that the alien was employed 
u a balter, is not adequate• 

(d) Show the date on which the alficlavit wu siped. 
PM/Nilbltl Mtlltritl/. 
(a) Copies of material published by or about the alien may 

be oubmitred. 
(b) The material must be identified as to date, place and 

name of publication. 

1 • . IUUI fOR DOCUMINTS. 
All sup_POrdng docUfllencs must be submiued in the oriJinal. 

No addit1onal c~ are t:eqQired. However, if the rerum of 
1he otiJinal iJ de11red, and if a copy it by law permitted to. be 
made, a photortat or typewritten copy may be submitted. 
Photostatic co.pies unaccompanied by the orisinal may be ~~ 
apted. if the .copies bear 1 cenification by· an immiaration or 
consular officer that rhe copies were compared with thr original 
and fo,und to be ide11ticaf. A document not in the English 
lanauage must be accompanied by a translation, certified by the 
traiiJiator as to rhe accuracy of the translation, and as to his 
competency to translate. (Do not make a copy of a certificate 
of naturalization or citizenship.)' 

I. FILING DAR OF PETITION. 
Issuance of immigrant visu to benefici1,ries of approved third 

or sixth preference visa petitions is perned by the chronolog
ical order in which such petitions were properly filed. Failure 
to submit with the peiition the attachmtnts required· by para
graph 6 above will prevent proper filing of the petition and 
result in iu return to rhe petitioner. 

. 9. OATH OR AFFIRMATION. 
a. In the United States the oath or affirmation may be made 

before an immigration officer (without fee), or a notary public:. 
The oath may also be made before an officer authorhed t.o ad
minister oaths for general purposes, in wh1ch case the official 
seal or certificate of authority to administer oaths must be 
affixed. 

b. Outoide the United Sureo, the oath or affirmation must be 
made before a United States consular or immisration officer. 

c. The penon sifning die petition may be required to appear 
before an officer o the Immigration and Naturalization 5enrict 
to reaffirm or reswear to the allega(iona C9ntain,d in the peti
tion aad for odter.inquiry which may be pertinent. However, 
when the petkioner is an oraan.itation, that penon may aathor~ 
iu: .another member of the organi~tion to ap~~· lit that event, 
a otatement by the person who Slgne"d the pet1t100 must be oub
oaitted to the elfect that the name<! member i>f tho orpnl!ation, 
whose tide shall also be indicated, has been authorized to appear 
before the lmmisration and Naturaliution Servi<e in behalf of 
the petitioner. 

10. Fll. Submit a fee of $2S with this ~ilion. 
a. The fee is required for filing the petttion and is not returl>

able regard Ieos of the action taken thereon. 
b. If you mail your petition, attach money order or check, 

P!Yable to lmmiaration and Naturalization Service, Oepanment 
of Justice .. (Exceptions: Remittances in Guam must be payable 
to "Treasurer, Guam; and thos, in the Virgin Islands must be 
payable to CommisSioner of Finance, VifJiit blands.) 

11. I'INALTIU. Severe ~alties are provided by law for know· 
iqly and willfully fal.,lyinr or concealins a material fact or 
usinl any false document in the submission or this petition. 

Gl'O 963-001 
U.S. GOV£11NMf.NT rJIIIITING Qf"PI(;I: IHI OF-3.1,-018 

for tale by th• Su,.,lnt.ndtnt of Oocu~Untt, U.S. Government Printing olfk~ 
~intfon, D.C .• 20~02- ;n••,.!_? '!!'"11$5.00 pet 10~ ,--, 
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In Re 

Deportation Proco:?edings Against 

JOffi'l' LEUNON, 

;~ppellant 

• 

APPELI.ANT' S ME!I\ORANDUM OF L_'t>,W 

Interest of Amicus Curiae 

The New York Civil Liberties Union is an organi·" 

zation established to protect Constitutional rights. We 

believe that the matter of deportation proceedings against 

John Lennon p!'esents important issues of due process and 

equal protection under the Fifth Amendment as well as a 

serious First Amendment question involving the right of 

American citizens to receive artistic communications free of 

governmental interference. 

~··'········ ...•.. T .. 
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I. THE FUNDAMENTAL REQUIREMENTS 
OF DUE PROCESS APPLY TO DEPORTA
TION PROCEEDINGS AND HAVE NOT 
BEEN MET IN THIS PROCEEDING 

It is fundamental to the American system of 

justice that a reviewing court carefully examine the full 

i 
record of a depo:rtation proceeding to assure that due 

pr cx:ess is being afforded the alien. See Rowoldt v. 

'"l!>erfetto, 35:5 U;S. 115 (19'57): concurr·±ng opi'nion of 

Frankfurter, J. in Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee 

v. M9Grath, 341 u.s. 123 (1950). Convictions of aliens 

which have been 1:>btained in a manner violative of our 

basic due process standards have been subject to further 

inquiry in courts in which such convictions have been 

challenged. See Marino v. Holton, 227 F.2d 886 (7th 

Cir. 1955), ~· .9!.!1· 350 u.s •. 1006: State v. Gilman, 

291 A.2d 425 (1972). 

The st;andard of United States law is used as 

a guideline "to i3.VOid divergent and anomalous results which 

would follow from an application of varying systems of 

93T 
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foreign law.", Giammario v. Hurnez 311 F.2d 285 (3rd 

Cir. 1962). In deportation proceedings involving foreign 

convictions for .alleged misdemeanors, such crimes have 

been assessed and evaluated in accordance with the 

standards of United States :liaw:- Giammario v. Hurney, 

supra. United States' standards of law and justice are 

also used in evaluating foreign convictions for crimes of 

moral turpitude. See Mercer v. Lence, 96 F.2d 12.2 

(lOth Cir. 1938,),, ce&t. d§n. 305 u.S. 611: u.s. ex 

rel.Ciarello v. Reimer, 32 F. SUpp. 797 (DCNY, 1940). 

In such cases, courts look into the inherent nature of the 

crime, the facts charged in the indictment upon 

which the alien was convicted, the charge, plea, verdict 

and sentence. U.S. ex rel. Teper v. Miller, 87 F. Supp. 285 

(DeNY; 1949} 

The circumstances surrounding the conviction of 

John Lennon for possession of marijuana raise fundamental 

questions as to the validity of the conviction and the weight 

to be given it. 

The record reflects that Lennon had recently 

.. . . I 
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moved into an apartment owned by the Apple Record 

Company and often used by other persons. Without 

explanation or legal warrant, the police, headed by 

the notorious Constable£~:orman Pilcher, entered the 

apartment, searched it and discovered in a closet small 

quantities of marijuana in three different containers 

including a binoculars case. 

The arrest and the discovery of the 

marijuana in theapartment are clouded by the questionable 

conduct of C<,nstable Pilcher, who developed for himself 

a record and reputation for arresting famous musicians. 

Mr. Pilcher :ls to be tried for his illegal activity on 

the force in the fall of 1973. 

The. validity of the conviction of Lennon 

is also in question, because of the pressures 

on him at the time to enter a plea and terminate 

tile proceedin9. The plea was entered on a charge 

. . .. , - I . 93s···· 
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of possession, pursuant to a statute which had no 

requirement of scienter. While there is ambiguity as 

to the English proceeding, there seems to be some 

indication that the violat'!.i.15'n was technical and that 

Lennon may WElll have been advised tha~ ignorance of 

the substancE!' s existence was not a defense. 

These facts raise the most basic questions 

of due .Ptocess. Evaluated in accordance with the 

standards of this country, Giarnrnario, supra, a conviction 

obtained by illegal police work, an illegal entry and 

march under a criminal statute requiring no criminal ~ 

~· cannot provide a basis for exclusion of an 

individual otherwise fully qualified for alien-resident 

status. 

The immigration judge, quite correctly, did 

review the question of the validity of the conviction 

involved. As will be shown, however, his conclusions were 

I 940' 
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not supported by the law he cites, 

Althc•ugh theoretically the onus of reevaluating 

the guilt or itmocence of appellant and the extenuating 

circumstances pertinent thereto has not been placed on 

the courts, practically sp'eaking the courts are not 

precluded from reexamining such matters: 

"As Judge Magruder pointed out in that 
case [Pino v. Nichols] Congress did 
not place the burden upon the courts 
to consider extenuating circumstances. 
However, if the circumstances in the 
instant case are as petitioner alleges, 
thE! Attorney General may wish to give 
whatever consideration is possible to 
thE!m. Indeed, at oral argument counse 1 
for respondent stated that such 
consideration will be given to petitioner." 

Giammario v. Hurney, supra at 287 

The Appeal Board is mandated here to review 

the .appellant' 1; conviction in accordance with a 

~ndamental due process standard for the following reasons: 

the general practice of reviewing foreign convictions 

noted by the CIJUrt in Giammario, supra, the legal support 

I ...... 
I 
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underlying such review documented above, the overriding 

interests of justice and policy involved and the fact that 

fue immigration judge in the Lennon deportation 

proceeding chose to consider several important matters 

related to appellant's conviction which are presently 

part of the record (i.e., the matter of Officer Pilcher, 
I 

the illegality of the search and arrest, the absence of 

"scienter" in the English possession statute). This 

review is also compelled by the United States 

statute involved here which permits exclusion where 

the alien·has been convicted of illicit possession of 

marijuana. The requirement of. illicitness cannot be 

met under American constitutional law without a showing of 

criminal ~ ~ in the original conviction. A conviction 

rot meeting the standards of the statute or the 

Constitution cannot form a basis for exclusion. 
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A. The Constitutional Requirements 
of Due Process Have Not Been Met by 
the English Standard 

The introduction of this argument has made 

plain the circumstances of Lennon's conviction in 

England. The appellant does not argue that the board 

I 
must review the nature of police abuse or the legality of a 

:inevery case,but where the totality of circumstances cast 

doubt on the validity of a conviction, justice requires 

some scrutiny of that background. Some standards are so 

fundamental to our concept of "ordered liberty" that 

no court of law or administrative board could choose to 

ignore them. ·Palko v. Connecticut, 302 u.s. 319 (1937). 

The proceeding against· Lennon is entirely based 

on a criminal conviction for possession of marijuana. 

It appears, however, th&the most important element--crimin< 

intent to poss;;ss--was not, in the original jurisdiction 

943·· 
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an element of that crime. The entire rationale for 

exclusion--crtminal conduct--is lacking. 

The immigration judge discussed the question 

~,scienter in detail. It is believed his conclusions 

are erroneous .. 

First, the immigration judge reviewed the 

English law and found a requirement of scienter to 

exist in that law. Reference to the English law does 

not substantiate this: 

At the time of the plea, November 28, 1968, 

the English law read in pertinent part as follows: 

Dangerous Drugs (No. 2) Regulations 1964 

Sec. 20. 

"For the purposes of these Regulations 
a person shall be deemed to be in 
possession of a drug if it is in his 
actual custody or is held by some other 
person subject to his control or for 
him and on his behalf," 

' 
! 
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In the subsequent year, the English changed 

their law to provide for knowing possession. 

The immigration judge, reviewing the English 

cases (p. 20 c>f his opinion) found in the words of Lord 

Parker c.J. in Lockyer v. Gibb (1967) (2 Q.B. 243) an 

interpretation of the old law indicating that ~ ~ 

is required for a conviction of possession: 

.!.!.J:n"my .;}udgmeAt .. it is .q:ui.te clear 
that a person cannot be in possession 
of some article which he or she does 
not realize is, for example, in her 
handbag, in her room, or in some other 
place over which she has control." 

Such language might appear to justify his conclusion 

that: 

"l:n other words, completely innocent and 
unknowing custody or potential 
control over a drug is not possession 
within the meaning of the act and 
regulation." (opinion p. 20) 

In fact the conclusion is not justified. 

John Lennon pleaded under a statute which on 

its face did t1ot require knowledge. The lofty assumptions 

of JUdge Parker in all probability were not a part of the 

administration of that statute in magistrate's court. 

I 
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Both Lennon's: testimony· here and the change of the 

language of the English statute confirm this fact. 

In U.S. v. Carll, 105 U.S. 611 (1881}, the Court made 

the distinction between the assumption that intent was 

an element and the need for the allegation of criminal 

intent as part of the crime charged. The fact that 

the statute in question, read in the light of the common 

law and of other statutes on the like matter, enables 

the court to infer the intent of the legislature, does 

not dispense with the necessity of alleging in the 

indictment all the facts necessary to bring the case 

within that intent. lOB u.s. at 612 and 613. John 

Lennon was not advised of the.need for criminal intent, 

nor was such intent stated in the charge or the plea. 

A further reading of the opinion below susta 

the conclusion that scienter was not a requirement under En 

law. The hearing officer cites Regina v. Marriott (1971} 

I 

'. 
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Crim. L.R. 1972 in which the English court states that 

it does not lie in the mouth of a defendant to say he 

does not know of the contents of a box within his 

possession: 

"If a man is.in possession, for example, 
of a box and he knows there are 
articles of some sort inside it and 
i 1: turns ::mt that the contents comprise, 
for example, cannabis resin, it does 
not lie in his mouth to say: 'I did 
nc)t know the contents included resin. ' 
On the contrary, . on the .. se facts, he must 
be regarded as in possession of it and, 
if not lawfully entitled, would, therefore, 
be guilty of an offense such as that 
charged in the present case." 

These words c1re not consistent with the view of Lord ParkeJ 

In t:erms of American law this statement 

is simply wrong. While a jury or a ·judge--might not 

believe what lies in this man's mouth, the man has 

no other way to express what .exists in his head. And 

it is what exists in his head, his state of mind, his 

~ ~. which is what makes the possession criminal.* 

* In the words of the court in u.s. v. Lester, 363 
F.2d 68 (6th Cir. 1966): "True it is, of course, 
that criminal intent is an element of each crime charged 
in the indictment~ indeed an essential element of every fel 

····r 
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Presumably it is criminal conduct that the 

Constitution and Congress intended to punish
1

not 

just the conduct. Yet a person cannot act criminally 

unless he knows what he is doing. It is not criminal to 

have a binocular case in one's apartment, nor to be ignoran1 

of its contents. The mistake here results from a confusion 

of issues of c~redibility and standards of proof with 

"* standards of law. The iromigration judge 

concluded: 

"Finally the plea of guilty would admit 
that he was aware that there was some 
extra substance in the binocular case 
which was in his home but not necessarily 
that he knew it was cannabis resin." 

(Opinion p. 21) 

* An example best makes this point: If a defendant 
trying to show that he did not know that the white powder 
in his possession was heroin produced as a~tness a 
doctor·who explained that he had given the defendant 
the white substance thinking it was a different drug, 
no American court would refuse to ·entertain such proof 
and, upon believing the proof, acquit the defendant, 
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This conclusion is mistaken, for under the English 

statute, absent the scienter requirement, the only 

admission that can be inferred from a guilty plea is 

that the binocular case was in the apartment. Nothing in 

the plea nor the charge indicates that Lennon knew of 

the presence of the cannabis resin. But, more 

importantly, the officer below finds that by the plea 

under English law Lennon did not admit that he knew 

the substance was marijuana. In other words, the 

English did not require scienter--knowledge of illegality--tc 

obtain a conviction for possession of marijuana. 

Apparently, criminal liability--according to the 

immigration judge--depends on the chance that someone 

has substituted "a substance" for binoculars. 

Can it really be the law of the United State: 

that a man who fails to check the contents of each 
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container in an apartment in which he is temporarily 

living can be excluded from the United States for 

his carelessness? 

The immigration judge, given the uncertainty 

of the state of English law, proceeds to find that the 

omission of a requirement of guilty knowledge "is not as 

fOreign and outrageous to the system of jurisprudence of 

the United States as counsel for th~ respondent would have 

me believe." (p. 21 and 22). A minority of jurisdictions, 

he finds, do not require knowledge as an element. Again, 

his conclusion is mistaken. The lack of a requirement 

fuat the state prove defendant knowingly possessed a 

certain drug is antithetical to our most basic principles 

of justice and our concept of criminality, as well as 

being in opposition to the law in our fifty states. 

The immigration judge has incorrectly conclud• 

that· if a legislature eliminates the requirement of a 
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"specific intent: to sell" as an element of possession 

it thereby make:s "mere possession" the grounds of 

illegality. 

In fact, in the very case cited for this 

proposition by the immigration judge (p. 24 of opinion) 

the following language appears: 

"Possess as used in criminal statutes, 
ordinarily signifies an intentional 
control of a designated thing accompanied 
by a knowledge of its character ••• " 

§tate v. Reed, N.J., 170 2d419 (1961) 

It. is true that: in a number of jurisdictions "specific 

intent to se 11 ''' is not an element of the crime of 

possession: ho1.1rever, a distinction must and indeed 

has been drawn between this "specific intent" and 

"general intent:"--commonly known as guilty knowledge 

or scienter. ~~e rule requiring general intent as an 

essential element of possession prevails in the United 

'/ 

i 

I 

States. See 91 ALI\2d 810, also subsequent cases supplement in 

this annotation., i.e., lli.te v. Hennings, Wash., 475 

. . . . I ........... . 95r 
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P.2d 926 (1970), Spatar6 v. State, Fla. 179 So.2d 

873 (1965), mlate v. Gilman, R.I. 291 A.2d 425 (1972). 

In a 1970 c~se, the Supreme Court of the 

State of Washington stated: 

"We respectfully disagree with the 
conclus,ion in Henker [relied on by the immigratic 
judge) that the legislative 
objective was to eliminate scienter 
(willful guilty knowledge) as an 
essential ingredient of the crime 
of trafficking in narcotics. As 
.w~:, .disc.e:rn .the ~.€1gi.slati ve .Purpose, 
it is to make possession of narcotics 
a crime without specific intent to sell. 
However, the elimination of the requirement 
of proof of a specific intent to sell 
does not, we believe, warrant the 
conclusion that a general intent--willful 
guilty knowledge--need not be proven." 

State v. Henninas, Wash., 475 P.2d 
92 6. 930 ( 1970) 

The :immigration judge relies upon State v. Henker, 

314 P.2d 645 (1957) and State v. Boggs. 358 P.2d 124 (1961), 

both State of Washington cases. While both cases 

appear· to sanction the absence of scienter, they in 

fact do not. ~enker, as seen in the interpretation in 

-,.·- ' .. ' ., -
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Hennings, supra. discussed the absence of intent to 

sell as an element of possession. In fact the jury 

below was instructed that it had to find general intent--

knowledge--to convict the defendant of possession. In 

Boggs the court shifted the burden of proving guilty 

knowledge from the prosecution to the defendant, once 

possession was proven. This view of Boggs has b~en 

affirmed by the Suprerre Court of Washington in a recent case.: 

11l.llhe .. Ji>uJ:e .;Ln ·th.is <St·a.te i·s predicated 
upon our construction of R.C,W, 69.33. We I 
have consistently held that it is not 
necessary for the prosecution to show 
knm'lleclge or intent on the part of 
the accused to show knowledge or intent 
on the part of the accused to violate the 
act. State v. Bogc:s. 57 Wash. 2d 484, 358 
P.2d 124 (1961), State v. Reid, 66 Wash. 
2d 243, 401 P.2d 988 (1965); State v. Gania, 
69 Wash. Dec. 2d 546, 419 P.2d 121 (1966). 

Mere possession is sufficient, State v. 
Benker, 50 t'1ash. 2d 809, 314 P.2d 645 
(1957), absent a showing by the defendant 
that his possession was unwitting .•. " 

Washington v. Mantell, 430 P.2d 
980, at 982 (1967) 

Thus, the State of Washington law, as shown 

in the above cases, shifts the burden from the prosecution 

of proving wilful, intention possession of narcotic 

drugs, to the defendant of proving as a defense 
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that he did not wilfully, intentionally possess the 

narcotic drug in question; the question is one of 

credibility for the jury. If the jury believes the 

defendant's claim that his possession was 

unwitting, the defendant may not be convicted of 

illegal posse Sl>ion of a narcotic drug. 

The immigration judge's discussion of.the 

constitutionality of the omission of scienter in criminal 

cases such as!!..&· v. Balint, 258 u.s. 252 (1922), u.s. 

v. Greenbaum, 138 F.2d 437 (3rd Cir. 1943) (p. 24 and 25) 

is clearly inapposite to the instant case. 

The ~alint case involved a conviction for 

violation of Section 2 of the Narcotics Act, 38 Stat. 

786, selling narcotics without a written form issued 

by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, ostensibly 

a strict liability offense. The defendants therein were 

in the bu sine Sl3 of dealing in drugs: they were drug 

sellers dealinq with the public. The Balint decision is 

clearly understandable as it imposes a strict liability 

i 
': 

I 
I 
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and a higher standard of responsibility on those who 

consciously engage in a business such as selling drugs. 

Such individuals who have assumed the responsibility 

of their chosen profession "will not be heard to 

plead in defense good faith or ignorance." This 

conclusion seems inescapable in light of the 

widespread harm to the public which such an 

indiv:ldual' s acts mqy cause whether performed with 

or without knowledge. The court in Balint discussed 

its interpretation of Section 2 of the Narcotic Act, 

which omitted scienter and pursuant to which 

defendants were indicted: 

It is very evident from a reading of 
it that the emphasis of the section 
is. in securing a close supervision c£ 
the business of dealing in these 
dangerous drugs by the taxing officers 
of the government .•. Its manifest purpose 
is to require every person dealing in 
drugs to ascertain at his peril whether 
that which he sells comes within the 
inhibition of the statute, and, if he 

..... 

955' .. 
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sells the inhibited drug in 
ig·norance of its character, to 
penalize him .... Doubtless considera
ti.ons as to the opportunity of the 
seller to find out the fact, and 
the difficulty of proof of 
knowledge, contributed to this 
co·nclusion." 

u.s. v. Balint, 258 u.s. 250, 
259 (1922) 

In "public welfare offenses" the defendant is charged 
i 

with a duty to inspect his product. His failure to 

immigration judge seems to assume an absence of criminal 

~ ~- The ~ ~ is that of recklessness or of 

negligence. The defendant is charged with a duty to 

know that which he is disregarding. 

Thus in u.s. v. Dotterweich, 318 u.s. 753 

(1943) a prosecution of a jobber in drugs and a 

president for shipping in interstate commerce adulterated 

and mjsbranded drugs: the company violated a standard 

of care in u.s. v. Greenbaum, 138 F.2d 437 3rd 

Cir. 1943 (the president of a marketing company was 

indicted for unlawfully introducing cans of adulterated 

: 

i,i 
j 
' 

'i 
I 
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eggs into interstate commerce. For exhaustive listing 

see Sayre, "Public Welfare Offenses, " 33 Colum. Law 

Rev. 55 (1933). 

These cases are hardly analogous to the 

situation of an individual living in the apartment 

not his own. There may be some obligation under , 

the law to inspect the floor to protect license'es from 

injury, but there is no duty giving rise to criminal 

liability teo assure that the apartment is free of 

illegal substances. 

The' distinction between public welfare 

nffenses, omitting scienter (~ ~) and those 

offenses in which scienter cannot be omitted has been 

well documented. 

The modern rapid growth of a large body 
of offenses punishable without proof 
elf a guilty intent is marked with real 
danger. Courts are familiarized with 
1:he pathway to easy convictions by relaxing 
theorthodox requirement of a mens rea. 
The danger is that in the case of 
true crimes where the penalty is severe 
and the need for ordinary criminal law 
safeguards is strong, courts following 
the false analogy of the public welfare 

95T. 
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c•ffenses may now and again similarly 
relax the mens tea requirement, 
particularly in the case of unpopular 
c'rimes, as the easiest way to secure 
desired convictions ... The group of 
c•ffenses punishable without proof of any 
criminal intent must be sharply limited .•. 
The problem is how to draw the line between 
those offenses which do and those which 
do not require mens rea... [T)wo cardinal 
principles stand out upon which the. 
determination must turn. I 

''The first relates to the character of 
the offense. All criminal enactments in 
a sense serve the double purpose of singling 
out wrongdoers for the purpose of 
punishment or c<:>rrection and of regulating 
the social order. But often the importance 
of the one far outweighs the other. Crimes 
c:reated primarily for the purpose of 
singling out individual wrongdoers for 
punishment or cor·rection are the ones 
c:ommonly requiring mens rea 1 police offenses 

·of a merely regulatozy nature are frequently 
Emforceable irrespective of any 
quilty intent. 

"The second criterion depends upon the 
possible penalty. If this be serious, 
particularly if the offense be punishable 
~r imprisonment, the individual interest 
c'f the defendant weighs too heavily to allow 
c~onviction without proof of a guilty mind. 
~ro subjt:t defendants entirely free from 

9ss·· 
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moral blameworthiness to the possibility 
of prison sentences is revolting to the 
cc)mmuni ty sense of justice 1 and no law 
which violates this fundamental instinct 
can long endure. Crimes punishable with 
prison sentences, therefore, ordinarily 
require proof of a guilty intent." 

Sayre, supra, at 72, 79 

Justice Jackson, in Morisette v. United States , 34 

. U.S. 246 (1952), discussed the requirement of intent as a 

basis for criminal liability. Citing ~lackstones view 

that any crime must involve "vicious will" he notes 

that some inroads have been made on the 

requirement of intent: 

"Most extensive inroads upon the 
requirement of intention, however, 
a.re offenses of negligence, such as 
i.nvoluntary manslaughter or criminal 
negligence and the whole range of 
crimes arising from omission of 
duty." 

footnote, 342 u.s. at 251. 

Most aptly, ;rustice Jackson points to Holmes' 

statement in The Common Law that "even a dog 

distinguishes between being stumbled over and being 

kicked." It is to be hoped that one can ask as much of 

American jurisprudence. 

. .. ····r 959 .. 
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El. Appellant's Conviction for 
Possession of Marijuana is Not 
a Conviction for ''Illicit 
gossession" of Marijuana Within 
the Meaning of Section 212(a) (23) 
pf the Immigration and Nationality 

Act. 

ThE1 statute pursuant to which the Immigration· 

Service seeks to exclude appellant reads in pertinent 

part as follows: 

"Except as otherwise provided in 
this Act, the following classes of 
aliens shall be ineligible to receive 
visas and shall be excluded from 
admission into the United States: 

'' (23) Any alien who has been convicted 
of a violation of, or a conspiracy to 
violate, any law·or regulation relating 
to the illicit possession of or traffic 
:Ln narcotic drugs or marihuana ... " 

Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Sec. 212(a) 

Clearly, as the immigration judge admits, the purpose 

of this statute is to assure that an alien who has 

been convicted of "illicit" possession of marijuana (as 

defined by this section) may be excluded. The question 

arises as to Congressional intent in employing the 

term "illicit." The use of this adjective, a term 
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appearing nowhere else in the Immigration Act, to 

modify possession indicates more than mere 

possession~ "illicit" in this context imports criminal 

unlawfulness and at least knowing possession. 

Consideration of the dire penalty of deportation involved 

is further evidence of the fact that knowing 

possession was intended by Congress. Additionally, 

the immigration judge makes reference to the 

Congressional intent underlying Sections 212(a) (23) 

and related 24l(a) (11): 

"; •• it was the intention of Congress 
to make deportable those who had been 
convicted merely of illegal possession 
of a narcotic drug, though it erroneously 
£Oncluded that under the decided cases 
mere possession would result in deportability 
under the statute as originally drawn. 
The Congressional expectation was erroneous 
and necessitated the subsequent amendment 
of the statute ... '' 

Opinion, p. 15 

The current state of statutory and common law 

in the United States as discussed substantiates the 

"knowing possession" interpretation of the term "illicit". 

Thus, a conviction for "illicit" possession 

96t······ 
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of marijuana gives statutory recognition and 

reinforcement to the requirement of knowledge of 

the presence of the marijuana as an essential element of 

the conviction in Americn::. law. This essential 

element of knowing possession was absent from the 

charge, plea and conviction of John Lennon. The 

English statute pursuant to which Lennon was convicted 

(the Dangerous Drugs Act of 1965) did llQi include 

knowing possession as an element of the crime anq therefor( 

conviction cannot be a basis for exclusion pursuant 

to the statutory provision requiring a conviction for 

"illicit possession." 

A serious discrepancy exists between the 

actual crime appellant has been convicted of and the 

crime for which the Immigration Service seeks to 

exclude him. 

Where the crime for which one has been 

convicted (i.e. mere possession) is different from 

'the asserted 9rounds for conviction in the deportation 
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order (illicit possession), although both 

offenses may be very similar in nature, the 

propriety of the deportation order is seriously open 

to question. Ablett v. Brownell, 240 F.2d 625 (D.C. 

Cir. 1957)1 Cf. Thromoulopolou v. U.S., 3 F.2d 803 

(First Cir. 1925). 

In fact, if the elements of the statute 

pursuant to which the alien is to be deported have 

not been explicitly found by the hearing examiner, the 

alien may~- be deported. Thromoulopolou v. u.s., supra. 

Section 241(;:1) (11) of the Immigration and Nationality 

Act requires a finding of a conviction of a "violation 

of •.• any law or regulation relating to the illicit 

possession of .... marihuana ... " Given the Congressiroal 

intent under:Lying this statute, the potential penalty 

involved and the common interpretation of the offense 

of illegal possession of marihuana by courts in each of 

the 50 states,a conviction for mere possession or a 
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finding of simple possession is insufficient to 

satisfy the "illicit possession" requirement of the 

statute. 

John Lennon's ~onviction does not fall 

within constitutional standards of due process nor 

the purview of Section 241 (a) (11) of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act and consequently he may not be deported 

, .pur.sll.apt tb~r.eto. 

964 
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II. THE PENALTY OF EXCLUSION FOR 
POSSESSION OF MARIJUANA IS EXCESSIVE, 
ARBITRARY AND DISCRIMINATORY IN 
VIOLATION OF THE FIFTH AND EIGHTH 
AMENDMENTS TO THE UNITED STATES 

CONSTITUTION 

John Lennon is one of the world's best and 

most famous musicians. He has also produced :i,mportant 
! 

·works in the fields of painting and literature. He 

has e.xtensi ve busine s.s interests i.n the United States 

and pays high taxes here. During the two years he has 

been living in our countr~ he and his wife, a well-

known avant garde artist and musician (who has been 

granted resident alien status) have donated their 

services in many charitable and cultural projects. 

In short, Mx. Lennon is a highly "desirable alien" and 

this fact has been recognized by the Immigration and 

Naturalization Service which has granted him a Third 

Preference visa reserved only for those who have made 

valuable co:ntr ibutions in the arts and sciences. 

.. . . 1 
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The only barrier to Mr. Lennon's being 

granted resident alien status is his plea of guilty 

over five years ago to unknowing possession of a 

small quantity of marijuana, for which he received 

a small fine. 

The circumstances surrounding this plea 
I 

of guilty (discussed under Point I of this Memorandum), 

the ambiguities in the statute under which Mr. Lennon 

has been charged, and the constitutional problems / 
raised by it, taken all together,compel the conclusion 

that the-extreme penalty of exclusion is excessive, 

arbitrary and discriminatory in violation of the 

Fifth and Eighth Amendments to the United States 

Constitution. 

966"""•"·· 
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A. The Classification of 
~arijuana with Narcotics 

is Irrational 

l ... 

ThE! anti-marijuana laws in the United States 

were, without exception, passed 'before any empirical 

study whatevElr was made of the relationship between 

the use of the drug and any public or private barm. 1 
I 

In fact, all of the available modern scientific 

evidence ·shows ·marijuana to be relatively harmless. 

_It is not a narcotic2 and is not addictive. It causes 

1. Bonnie, Richard J. and Whi tcbread, Charles H., 
"The ForbiddEm Fruit and the. Tree of Knowledge: 
An Inquiry into the Legal History of American 
Marijuana Prohibition," 56 Va. L. Rev. 971, 
1011-1012 (1970). 

2. The Challenge of Crime in a Free Society, Report 
by the President's Commission on Law Enforcement and 
Administration of Justice (Washington, D.C., G.P.O. 
1967) p. 224 .. 

... . . ,,._,.. --,. ·-··· '""·-"·•·-·· 

I 
' 



,. 

- 32 -

no serious psychological dependency in the 

user~ being far easier to give up than cigarettes 

4 
or alcohol. No evidence has been produced to 

show that marijuana use, unlike alcohol consumption, 

has a direct relationship to crime. 5 Marijuana does 

not lead to he,roin use. 6 There is no known link between 

marijuana use and mental illness7 and adverse reactions 

3. Testimony of Dr. Isbell, Director of Research, 
u.s. Public Health Service Hospita~ Lexington, Ky., 
witness for the prosecution, before 1951 Kefauver Committee 
Hearings. 

4. Ibid. 

5. Bonnie and Whitebread, supra at 1105: Mandel, 
"Problems with Official Drug Statistics," 21 Stan. 
L. Rev. 991,1040 (1969); Kaplan, John, Marijuana: 
The Ne\~ Prohibition (Pocket Book Ed. 1970) at 122, 
136, 264-265. 

6. Kaplan, supra at 255: Bonnie and Whitebread, supra 
at 1106: President's Commission on Law Enforcement and 
Administration of JUstice, Task Force Report: Narcotics 
and Drug Abuse, pp. 13-14. 

7. Kaplan, supra at 192; Bonnie and Whitebread, supra 
at 1110: A11entuck, s., and Bowman, K.M., "The Psychiatric 
Aspects of Marijuana Intoxication," 99 AM. J. Psychiatry 
(Sept. 1942) at 249. 

968 
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to the drug a1:e extremely rare. 8 Marijuana is 

not totally harmless, but neither is any drug, 

. " . 9 l.ncluding asplcr l.n. 

To classify mar~·j: . .nna as a dangerous drug 

in the same category with narcotics for the 

purpose of establishing a penalty for its use is 

irrational because it is not based on fact. There 

is no question that the state has the right to 

proscribe the use, possession and sale of marijuana. 

But to classify it with "hard" drugs, considering 

8. Bonnie and Whitebread, supra at 1110. 

9. Kaplan, supra at 270. 

See also, generally: Marijuana Reconsidered, 
by Lester Grinspoon, M.D. (Bantam, 1971); 
Marijuana: A Signal of Misunderstanding, Official 
Report of the National Commission on Marihuana 
and Drug Abuse (1972); Licit and Illicit Drugs, 
Consumers Uni,::m Report (1972). 
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the present state of knowledge concerning the 

comparative natures and effects of marijuana and 

narcotics is arbitrary and constitutionally invalid. 

Even if such a classification when originally made 

was valid because little was known about the comparative 

properties of various drugs, the state has a duty 

to keep abrec1st of modern scientific developments 

,and to .!:!haJlge its laws accordingly. People v. 

McCabe, 275 N.E. 407 (1971) 1 People v. Sinclair, 30 

Mich. App. 473 (1972). The United States Supreme 

Court has helld that a classifciation which does not 

rest upon a reasonable basis and which is essentially 

arbitrary in nature constitutes a violation of the 

Equal Proteci:ion Clause. Lindsley v. Natural Carbonic 

Gas Co., 220 U.S. 61 (1911) Most recently, the 

Supr erne Court of Illinois specifically held in 

People v. McCabe, 275 N.E. 2d 407 (1971) that 

,,, 970 
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the grouping of marijuana with narcotic drugs was 

irrational and violated the Equal Protection Clause. 

See also People v. Sinclair, 30 Mich. App. 473 

(1972). '}'2 '/'' 
·""-

Similarly, the grouping of marijuana 

with "hard" drugs under the Immigration statute 

is arbitrary and irrational, and this fact, at least 

When viewed in the context of all of the 

circumstances: surrounding this case is a violation of 

the applicant's right to due process of law. 

97r 
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B, Excessiveness of Penalty 
()f Exclusion Violates Applicant's 
giqhth Amencr.1ent Rights 

The• Supreme Court has recognized that 

deportation i.s "a drastic measure and at times the 

equivalent of banishment or exile,' It is the 

forfeiture fc·r m sconduct of a resident in this 

country." Tan v. Phelan, 333 U.S. 610 (1948). 

In'""Trwv."'Dtllres, 3·5'-6 u.s. 86, 98 (1'958), the 

Court called deportation ''a harsh sanction that 

has a severe penal effect." 

The nature of covert penal sanctions was 

analyzed in Kennedy v. Mendoza-Martinez, 372 U.S. 144 

(1963). That case involved the constitutionality of 

a statute authorizing denaturalization of citizens 

who left the country in time of war or national 

emergency to avoid service in the armed forces. The 
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court held that such expatriation was, in fact, 

a penal sanction and, in so doing, indicated the 

criteria relevant to determining whether a sanction 

is criminal: 

case. 

Whether the sanction involves an 
affirmative disability'or restraint, 
whether it has historically been 
regarded as punishment, whether it 
cc)mes into play only on a finding 
of scienter, whether its operation 

,will promote the traditional aims 
of punis~~ent~-retribution and 
dE!terrance, whether the behavior to 
which is applies is already a crime, 
whether an alternative purpose for 
w1:ich it may rationally be connected 
is assignable for it, and whether it 
appears excessive in relation to the 
alternative purpose assigned, are all 
rE!levant to the inquiry, and may 
often point in differing directions. 
Absent conclusive evidence of Congressional 
intent as to the penal nature of a 
statute, these factors must be considered 
in relation to the statute on its face. 
372 u.s. at 168-169. 

Almost all of these criteria apply in this 

l. Exclusion is clearly an "affirmative 
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disability or restraint" on an individual who has 

lived for two years in this country, whose wife 

is a permanent resident here, who owns considerable pro-

perty,has cultural and J:>usiness interests here and 

thus has a "vested interest in his residence." Qi 

Pasquale v. Karnuth, 158 F.2d 878, 879 (2nd Cir. 

1947). Time and again, courts have recognized 

that deportation or exclusion for an alien who 

has established a residence here is a devastating 

disruption, since such aliens "may live within 

a state for many years, work in the state and 

contribute to the economic growth of the state." Leger 

v. Saites, 321 F. Supp. 250 (E.D. Pa. 1970), aff'd. 

sub UQml Graham v. Richardson, 403 u.s. 365, 376 (1971). 

In short, aliens, like citizens, form permanent 

attachments to their adopted communities, and 

deportation, like denationalization, results in 
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"the total destruction of the individual's status 

in organized society." Trop v. Dulles, 356 u.s. 

86, 101 (1958) ·. As such, deportation can only be 

seen as an "affirmative disability." In addition, 

it is akin t•o exile, which has historically been 

regarded as punishment. 

2. Under American law, scienter is 

a re_quirement of the offense (illicit possession of 

marijuana) that is the basis for the proposed 

exclusion. (See Point I of this Memorandum.) 

3. Exclusion for past conviction of 

possession of marijuana can only be directed towards 

the "traditicmal aims of punishment--retribution and 

deterrence," since no other purposes would be 

served by the exclusion once a proscribed act has 

already been committed. 

4. The behavior to which the exclusion 

proceeding is directed is a crime under American 

hw. 

5. The sanction is excessive in terms of 

the alternative purpose assigned for it--the stopping 

. 975 
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of drug trafficking--to which Lennon's crime has 

no relations:hip whatsoever. 

Once· it is clear that the proceeding 

against Lennon is penal in nature, he must be 

accorded all the protection guaranteed a defendant 

in a criminal proceeding, including due process 

procedures and rights under the Eighth Amendment • 

. .I,n. powell v. Texas, 392· U.S. 514 ( 1968} 

'lhe SUpreme C•ourt noted that "the cruel and 

unusual lan~lage of the Eighth Amendment immediately 

follows language that prohibits excessive bail and 

excessive fines [italics in original]. The entire 

thrust of thEl Eighth Amendment is, in short, against 

'that which is excessive.'" 

In O'Neill v. Vermont, 144 u.s. 451 (1889}, 

'lhe punishment of fifty-four years at hard labor for 

theft of liq1.:10r was struck down on Eighth Amendment 

grounds because "[t]he inhibition [against cruel and 

unusual punishments] is directed not only against 
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'' 

punishments of the character mentioned, [torture] 

but against all punishments which by their 

excessive l~mgth or severity are greatly 

disporportioned to the offenses charged. The 

whole inhib:Ltion is against that which is excessive •.. " 

at 458. 

In short, the Supreme Court has "made it 

punishments were as objectionable as those 

which were crue 1. " Furman v. Ge orgia,_U. S. _, 

33 L. Ed. 2d 346 (1973). 

As: Justice Marshall stated in his 

opinion in furman v. Georgia, a given punishment 

may not be cruel and unusual at one time, but mah 

become so at another. This concept has been stated by 

the Court on several occasions. In Trop v. Dulles, 356 

U.S. 86 (1958) it said: [T]he '[Eighth] Amendment 

must drawxs meaning from the evolving standards 

... 97-7 
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of decency that mark the progress of an evolving 

society." In Robinson v. California, 370 u.s. 

660 (1962), the Court held that the Eighth 

Amendment i:s not a static concept, "but one that 

must be continually reexamined 'in the light of 

contemporary human knowledge.'" 

Thus, even though exclusion of an alien 

for possession of marijuana might once have been 

reasonable and permissible, given what we know 

today about the relatively harmless nature of the 

drug, the pEmalty of exclusion has become 

excessive. This was the reasoning of the Michigan 

Court of Appeals in People v. Sinclair, supra, 

which held that a sentence of twenty years in prison 

was excessive for possession of marijuana. 

One test of excessiveness is whether a 

penalty serves a valid legislative purpose. In 

978 
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1 
I 

this case the penalty to be imposed on Appellant 

serves no legislative purpose whatsoever. It will 

not stop the spread of dangerous narcotic drugs 

because John Lennon j~~not and has never been a 

user or seller of narcotics and the record indicates 

that he was not even a user of marijuana at the time 

of his arrest. It will not prevent the entry into the 

United Stato3S of a dangerous or undesirable person, 

because John Lennon is neither. Indeed, the 

fact that hE~ has been granted a Third Preference 

' 
visa shows that he is very desirable, if his 

artistic accomplishments are not proof enough. No 

allegation has been made that in the two years 

he has been living here he has broken any laws 

or in any way shown himself to be unworthy of 

being allowe•d to remain. If the government 

believes tha.t he may violate the drug laws in the 
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future, it has the option of prosecuting him at 

that time. In short, no valid state interest is 

served by excluding him. 

The Supreme Court said in Furman v. 

Georgia, supra at 403: 

" .•. (W]here a punishment is not 
excessive and serves a valid legislative 
purpose it still may be invalid if 
popular sentiment abhors it. For 
example, if the evidence clearly 
demonstrated that capital punishment 
served valid legislative purposes, 
such punishment, would, nevertheless, 
be unconstitutional if citizens found 
it to be morally unacceptable. A 
general abhorrence on the part of 
the public wou]q in effect, equate 
a modern punishment with those barred 
since the adoption of the Eighth 
Amendment." 

c'onsiderable evidence was produced below, including 

~98-0' 
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affidavit!; from respected public figures and 

petitions from ordinary citizens, attesting to 

the fact that·the public, both in the United 

States and abroad, finds the idea of a government 

deporting a great artist because he once possessed 

marijuana to be both abhorrent and ridiculous. 

Not since 1953 when, in a similar fit of paranoia, 

the Immig:r.~t ion .and Naturalizaticm Service excluded 

Charlie G1aplin from the United States--an act 

which subsequently caused the government considerable 

embarrassr~ent--has there been such a public outcry 

against a proposed deportation. 

The public today, both at home and 

abroad, simply does not find such dire punishment 

for marijuana smokers to be morally acceptable, 

and for this reason the penalty does not meet 

constitutional standards. 
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c. The Penalty of Exclusion 
for a First-Time Petty Drug 
Offense is Discrir:1inatory 

Millions of American citizens smoke 

marijuana at least occasionally. A recent 

nationwide survey revealed that 61.~/. of the country's 

college students have used marijuana at least 

once. Over one-third of the students, 39,6%, 

stated that they had used marijuana ten or more 

times. 1 

Few marijuana-law violators are ever 

prosecuted. As of 1971 only one in every 5,500 

marijuana smokers was being caught and sent to 

. 2 
pr~son. As of that same year twenty-six states 

1. Playboy's Student Survey: 1971 

2. Kaplan, supra at 34 

. 982 . 
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had no minimum sentence for the sale of marijuana. 

In Graham v. Richardson, 403 U.S. 365, 

372 (1971.), the Supreme Court said that 

classifications on the basis.of alienage ''are 

inherently suspect and subject to close judicial 

scrutiny." The government therefore must justify 
' 
I 

Blch a discriminatory scheme by showing that it is 

necessary to promote a compelling state interest and 

'!hat no less drastic alternative scheme exists that 

would effect the same purpose. 

There is no question that stopping drug 

trafficking is a compelling state interest. 

Discriminating against aliens by imposing a severe 

p ena:).ty c•n them for a crime for which Americans 

daily go unpunished, however, in no way 

promotes this purpose. Even those few Americans 

who are prosecuted for felony possession of marijuana 

would be eligible after five years (under New York 

983 -· 
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law) for a certificate releasing them from any 

collatera.l disabilities they might have suffered as 

a result of their convictions. 

Even if some rational basis existed for 

distinguishing between American citizens and aliens, 

there is clearly no basis for discrimination under 

the Immigration Law against petty drug offenders 

as opposed to other petty offenders. 

Subsection 9 of 8 u.s.c.A. §1182 provides 

for the exclusion of aliens who have committed crimes c 

moral turpitude. It grants exception, however, 

to "[a 1 ny alien who would be excludable because of 

the conviction of a misdemeanor classifiable as a 

petty offense under the provisions of section 1(3) 

of Title 18, by reason of the punishment actually 

imposed, or who would be excludable as one who admits 

984• 



-- 1 

' ' ,. 

- 49 -

the commi-ssion of an offense that is classifiable 

as a misclemeanor under the provisions of section 

1 (2) of ~'itle 18, by reason of the punishment 

which might have been '.~.posed upon him ••. : Provided, 

that the alien has committed only one such offense, or 

admits the con:unission of acts which c cnstitute the 

essential elements of only one such offense." The 

statute provides that any such alien may be granted 

a visa and admitted to the United States if he is 

otherwise admissible. 

The rationale of the Congressional policy 

of ignoring or excusing a petty offense applies 

with equal or greater force for petty drug offenses, 

particularly "offenses" where drug possession 

may be inadvertent. The policy recognizes that one 

petty offense is not a rational basis for exclusion. 

This is particularly true where widespread petty 

! 
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illegal conduct exists among youth. 

To exclude John Lennon for past 

possession of marijuana when1 had he been convicted 

_instead of public intoxication he would have been --
given a "second chance," is arbitrary and irrational, 

particularly in light of the.fact that alcohol 

i . 
is a more direct cause of both public and pr~vate 

. . . 10 
harm than ~s marlJUana. 

Lennon would also have been excused once 

for public lewdness; harrassing other people by 

kicking, :3hoving or striking them; premitting 

prostituti('n to exist on his premises or forging 

a check,. among other crimes. No conceivable purpose, 

compellin9 or otherwise, justifies the distinction 

10. The President's Commission on Law Enforcement 
and Administration of Justice Task Force Report: 
Drunkenness, p. 35; J. Kaplan, supra pp. 275-320, 
specifically p. 318. 
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between these crimes and possession of marijuana, 

except that the latter is less harmful. Particularly 

in John Lennon's case, where the possession was 

unknowin9, the extreme penalty as compared with 

the second chance given to other petty offenders 

is particularly egregious and discriminatory. 

98T 
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D. Subsections 9 and 23 
of 8 u.s.c.A. §1182 Read 
Together are Ambiguous and 
Therefore Must be Resolved 
in Favor of the Applicant 

Immigration law is clear that ambiguities 

in statutoy language must be resolved in favor of 

the alien about to be deported. As the Supreme 

Court stated in Tan v. Phelan, 333 u.s. 610 (1948): 

' 1deportation ·is a drastic measure 
and at times the equivalent of 
banishment or exile. It is the 
forfeiture for misconduct of a 
resident in this country. Such a 
forfeiture is a penalty. To 
construe this statutory penalty less 
generously to the alien might 
find support in logic. But since 
the stakes are c0nsiderable for the 
individual we will not assume that 
Congress meant to trench on his 
freedom beyond that which is required 
by the narrowest of several possible 
meanings." 

See also petition of Catalanotte, 236 F.2d 955 (6 

Cir. 1956)1 Immigration Service v. Errico, 385 u.s. 

988 
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214 (1966). 

When subsection 9 of 8 u.s.c.A. §1182, 

granting a "second chance" to one-time petty 

offenders, is read together with subsection 23, 

which pr,:>vides for ·the exclusion of "Any alien 

who has been convicted of a violation of, or a 

I 

conspiracy to violate, any law or regulation 

relating to the illicit possession of or traffic 

in narcotic drugs or marijuana ... " an ambiguity 

is created. The statute is unclear whether any 

alien who has been convicted of any drug-related 

offense may be excluded or whether an alien 

who has 'been convicted of only one petty drug offense 

has the right under sub-seetion 9 to be admitted. 

In other words, it is uncertain whether the framers 

of the statute intended the exceytion granted to 

one-time petty offenders under subsection 9 to apply 

989 
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I 

as well to one time petty drug offenders under 

subsection 23. 

The rule that ambiguities must be 

resolved in favor of the alien commands that the 

subsection 9 exception apply to petty drug 

offenses. The correctness of this interpretation 

is supported by the fact that it reflects the 

repeated instances of leniency ip immigration 

law toward people who have committed a single 

offense and the attempt to give them a second 

chance. Nason v. Immigration and Naturalization 

Service, 394 F.2d 223 (2nd Cir. 1968). 

The statute under which John Lennon is 

t·o be deported was not intended by Congress to punish 

petty drug offenders, but rather to stop the 

traffic in illicit drugs. 

The nature of the offense of possession of 

.. , ..... _. ______ ·-r .I 
I 
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marijuana, particularly when that possession was 

inadvertent and unknowing for the reasons discussed 

above, does not justify the exclusion from the 

United States of;, a:- person who is otherwise highly 

desirable: and deserving of permanent resident status .. 
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III. THE FIRST AMENDMENT 
INTERESTS OF THE AMERICAN 
PEOPLE REQUIRE THE GOVERNMENT 
TO SHOW A COMPELLING INTEREST 
IN EXCLUDING JOHN LENNON FROM 
THE UNITED STATES 

In a series of opinions the Supreme 

Court has; ruled that the First Amendment guarantees 

the American citizens the inalienable right to 

receive as well as to disseminate artistic· 

communications free from governmental interference. 

E.g., Martin v. Struthers, 319 U.S. 141, 143 (1943): 

Lamont v. Postmaster General, 381 u.s. 301 (1965); 

Stanley v. George, 394 U;S. 557: United States v. 

Dellapia, 433 F.2d 1252, 1258 n. 25 (2nd Cir. 1970); 

Caldwell v. United States, ·434 F.2d 1081, 1089 (9th 

Cir. 1970): Hiett v. United States, 415 F,2d 664, 671 

(5th Cir. 1968); Brooks v. Auburn University, 412 

F.2d 1171, 1172 (5th Cir. 1969); Forture Society 

v. McGinnis, 319 F. Supp. 901, 904 (S.D.N.Y. 1970); 

'"1 

j 
I 
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United States v. B & H Dist. Corp., 319 F. Supp. 

1231 (W.D. Wise. 1970); ACLU v. Radford 

College, 315 .F. Supp. 893 (W.D, Va. 1970): 

Williams v. Blount, 314 F. Supp. 1356 (D.D.C. 

1970); Smith v. University of Tennessee, 300 F. Supp. 

77 (E,D. Tenn. 1969). 

Where government acts so as to affect 

First Amendment rights it must show both a compelling 

interest, Brandenburg v. Ohio, 395 U.S. 

444 (1969); AEtheker v. Secretary of State, 378 

U.S. 500 (1964): Stanley v. Georgia, 394 u.s. 557 

(1969); DeJonge v. Oregon, 299 U.S.353 (1951), and 

that no less drastic alternative to the proposed 

action exists. Shelton v. Tucker, 364 U.S. 479 (1960). 

John Lennon is one of the best musicians 

and composers in the world. The American people have 

a right under the First Amendment to enjoy his 

artistic influence and presence in the United States . 

. .. 993 
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Thus, before the Immigration authorities can 

exclude him they must show that a compelling state 

interest '~ill be served by so doing and that no 

less drastic alt<:'f~'.;l·tive to exclusion exists. 

Clearly, this is not tpe case. No 

conceivable benefit can be derived fran excluding 

people of great artistic stature fr0m our country. 

On .. tbl'! contrary, this nation is impoverished when it 

banishes people with life stylesdffering from 

1he norm, for it is often just those people who 

add most to our cultural and intellectual life. 

If immigr<~tion authorities believe that John Lennon 

. might in 1~he future repeat his offense, they have 

the alternative of deporting him at that time rather 

than puni1;hing him before the fact and depriving 

citizens of their right to benefit from his presence. 

At best the exclusion of a dintinguished 

,,, 994 
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artist from the United States for an old conviction 

of a petty crime, after he has already lived here 

for two y~ears, could be viewed as silly. 

John LEnnon, however, has participated in 

unpopular political·causes in the United States, 

as was noted by the immigration judge below .• He has 
i 
' 

opposed the war and has donated his name 
I 

and time 

and talents to peace and other political causes • 
• 

In such a case the government's action does not 
' 
j 

' 

appear te> be simply a routine matter, but rather to 

be calculated to achieve an improper government 

goal: the silencing of aliens who are outspoken when 

in this . c~ountry. 

While Lennon may .not have an absolute 

First AmEmdment right to remain in the United States, 

When go?ernment action not only denies the public 

the right to receive communication, but also appears 

to have the improper retaliatory motive of punishing 

. 995 
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an alien for expressing unpopular views, that 

action must be closely scrutinized. 

The loss to the American people, the 

damage done to the reputation of ·the United States 

as a tolerant country cannot possibly be 

justified by whatever reason exists here 

for expelling Lennon. No justification based on 

the rule of law where that rule appears discriminatory 

and retaliatory can be offered to explain the 

order below in this case. 

996 
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CONCLUSION 

For the reasons given, it is respectfully 

submitted that the order below should be reversed 

and the appellant should be granted resident status. 

Of counsel: 

Burt Neuborne 

Respectfully submitted, 

H. Miles Jaffe 
Eve Cary 
Attorneys for the New York Civil 

Liberties Union 
Amicus Curiae 

84 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10011 
(212) 924-7800 

American Civil Liberties Union 
22 East 40 Street 
New York, New York 

Counsel wish to thank Robin Colin, a student at 
Temple Law School for her invaluable assistance 
on this brief. 
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(Congress of tbt 11nfttll §l!tates 

Majj)ington, lll.lt. 

January 9 19 74 
Mr. Sol Marks 
District Director, INS 
20 W. Broadway 
New York, NY 10007 

Sir: 

The attached communication 

is sent for your consideration. 

Please investigate the statements 

contained therein and forward me 

the necessary information for re-

ply, returning the enclosed corre-

spondence with your answer. 

Re: I I 
(s'kL.)~------.....1 

(b )(6) 



In re: Jotm Wins tat Ono hnPe 
rile: Al7 597 321 

Leon Wi14es, laq. 
515 MllU.ecm Avenue 
1lew York, hW York 10022 

har Mr. Wtlclea: 

-~ 20, 1973 

Think you fer yetJI' lettft' •ce• lov'ellbel' 16, 1913 
ooncemtq the abwe-oaptiened atc.r. 

1 heve not yet ..., a t'HI'liCript ef the onl arau
ll*lt. l aa oertalD, beNa-..r, that the IOIIri _...no 
c..t.c.at wbJoh eou.ld auppon YCNI' n_.atan«<f.na" •• 
notced in the 1ut ,....paph of yeur letcer. 1 have 
~JC~Uult .. the INft u 11t•• IDd tlwy oeft'Cibenta J11.1 
noellect:I.Gft. Without :Ia •Y way U.,lytns 'lllhat the 
BOIII'd 18 ulti.ata ciM:l.dGD will be GD your appU.catf.GD 
fu tlefenmt of HoiaiOD GD tba Mri.te, l ..,t thtufore 
tell you tblt yw. an lncanot tn your t.~Htntan4ina that 
you w111 be iaf._cl of that nllna,if it 11 a4vene, 
tepal'ately lrul 1n advance ef IDJ dllteminatle ao the 
arita, 

/,..-"' ~" "''"""\ 

( cc: /.f~Dc~ent A. lohiiDo, II<(. 
, .... -"" 'l'r:l.al Attti'Day, Dll hni.oe 

hw Yolk, 11ft YOlk 10007 

ln'iD& A • ...,11 F •, ltq • 
...,.llata blal Attet:uy 
l'Mierr:toe 

MAR:mhl 
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LEON WILDES 
AITORNl::Y AT LAW 

§-1.5~.~ 

J~ '?Y~ JVr& too~~ 

CAULB ADDRESS 

"l.I:-:ONWit.lJES," N, Y. 

Board of Immigration Appeals 
u.s. Department of Justice 
521 12th Street, N.W. 
washington, D.C. 20530 

November 16, 1973 

Attention: Mr. Maurice Roberts, Chairman 

Dear Sir: 

Re: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
Al7 597 321 

I wish to thank the Board for the courtesies extended to me in 
connection with the presentation of my oral application before 
the full Board on October 31st. 

In keeping with the undertaking of counsel for both the govern
ment and the respondent to apprise the Board of Immigration 
Appeals of developments, I wish to inform the Board of the fact 
that service of process has been completed in both lawsuits 
pending before the u.s. District Court for the Southern District 
of New York. Moreover, I am advised {see copy of cablegram 
attached) that the trial of Detective Sergeant Pilcher and the 
other officers who participated in the arrest of the respondent 
in England in 1968 has been conc.luded, and that Officer Pilcher 
was convicted and apparently sentenced to four years imprison
ment. I am instructing British counsel to study the proceedings 
which have transpired to determine whether they may now form 
the foundation for a proceeding to reopen respondent's conviction 
in LondOn. 

I will keep the Board apprised of any such developments. 

It is my understanding that the Board will reach a determination 
with respect to my application that its deliberations be deferred 
and that I will be informed of the ruling separately and in advance 

'· 

1
"1 .. :-! ! ' II:· .. 1·1'1 

1006 



Lennon, 2 

of any determination on the merits. 

LW/ts 
Encl. 

_., 

very truly yours, 

LEON WILDES 

cc: Vincent A. Schiano, Esq., Chief Trial Attorney, New York District 
cc: Irving Appleman, Esq., Appellate Trial Attorney 

jOQ? 
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IM d I•'•rtt'• AeMl• 

In re: John Winlton tp= 

file: A17 595 321 

At 1: 10 p .a. 1 t:el.ephofted Hr. Wildes •t hU 

New York office ad 1~ead hill the 1ettel' which I • 

sending him today. lle stated he understood 1t 

clearly and would tal~e it into ecount when he 

Octobel' 30, 1973 

MAR:mhl 

Maurice A. Ilobert:s 
Cbaiml:n 

~ •, -'"''-· 
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In re : J olm Lepp.op 

File: Al7 595 321 

Attorney t.eoa Wildes telephoned fr011 New York 
at noon and requested a ccmt:l.nuance of oral arl\lllllnlt, 
now scheduled for October 29, 1973. He stated that 
in AU~W~t of this year, after the record Oil\ appeal 
had been fcn:w.rded to the Board • be ascertained that 
then was poaaf.ble wr.Poial em tbe part of the 
Gwen.nt tn the depot."tation poceediqs. He then 
•de a request to X.lgration Judge rteldateel for 
ditcloa\tt'e uader 18 u.s.c. 3504. The ~tien 
j\1dp felt that he dbl not have jud.ad1ct1on to hear 
such a .:ttf.on. Mr. Wilde& therefore contacted trial 
attomey Schiano and lllked h1ta to deolare whether the 
Gw.a:• 1nt had eugapti in Ullpl electronic surveil• 
lance. Mr. Schiano r.afued to gtve hill a responaive 
answer. Mr. Wildes r.110ently uked XWip:atf.on Judge 
Fielclateel to expand l:he record to include the fore• 
going •tters. 

Mr. Wtides bas abo tried to set reccmls frCIIl 
the Service of haw otlaer "non•pdOI.':f.ty" cases have 
been tnated. He neve1r received a hlponae from the 
Service and has been j'.nfO'Iaed that if be wishes this 
infOI'IIIIItlon he will Mve to proceed under the Freedom 
of InfO'I'IIItien Aet. 

Mr. Wildes atatecll that he has a copy of a 118110· 
ra4um indtcat:J.na that: the case has been prejudiced 
from the start; that a.t the time the B.epublio• .. Nat1ona1 
COil'l8ntion was schedul.ed fia San D1qo in 1972 • 
i:Mtructians 11ere sent to the laliJr&ticm Service 
that the napondent &lid his wife were not to receive 
any ~elief. Mr. W:f.ldee stated that the Gwem.nt 
was undel' the illpnas:ton that the respondent and b:ts 
wife had planned to join de110llStrators at the Convention 

1011 
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in 411 anti•Viet Na war d.eoilorultration, a fact 1fhich 
the respoodent and his wife deny. As a result 1 the 
Gov'et:i1111Utt bad deterllined that the respondent and his 
wife should be ouated as quickly as poasible and that 
instructions to that effect were given to the Iad.gration 
Service. Mr. W:f.ldes intends to bring these allegations 
out by evidence, to show prejudpent. He also intends to 
adduce evidence of illegal electronic surveillance and 
be is filing a court action under the Freedom of Information 
Act today. 

Und.er the eireUIIIStanoes, Mr. W:lldes feels that it 
would be prelUtul'e t~l argue the case on the 111er:l.ta next 
Monday, as the recorci is inc0111plete. He has tried to 
get in touch with tru~ District Director at New Yorlc to 
seek consent to a continuance, but Mr. Marks is unavail• 
able. Mr. Schiano :1.11 also II.Way from the office. Mr. 
Wildes contacted Mr. Schialo at h01111e and was inf<maed 
that Mr. Schiano will abide by whatever decision the 
Board e0111es eo. Mr. Wildes asked for a continwmce of 
about 60 daye, in the! thousht that in the interim the 
situation would be cxystaU.zed. 

I informed Mr. Wildes that none of the inforuation 
he had brought to my attention is reflected in the 
record now before the Board. If he has any docuraenta
tion which the Board should consider in support of his 
motion for a continuance 1 he should see to it that it 
reaches the Board by the fastest means posaible. I told 
Mr. Wildes that I would have to ascertain tha Service's 
position with respect to the requested continuance and 
would have to refer tllle question to the Board before I 
could advise him and this could not possibly be done 
today. I promised to telephone him the Board's decision 
on the requested cont:lnuance as soon as possible. 

I informed Mr. Appleman of the foreaoing and asked 
him to advise me of tt~ Service's position with respect 
to the requested conUnuance. 

OCtober 23, 1973 
Maurice A. Roberts 

Chatman 

1012 



STEVe:N L. WEINBERG 

STEPHEN IRA TAMSER 

LEON WILDES 

ATTORNEY AT L..AW 

515 Y1ADISON AVENUE:: 

NEW YORK. NE:W YORK 10022 

(:212J 753-3466 

Cct.otler 26, 

f\l:·l!:s c' c·l Iillmigl.ation Appeals 
·;·2\ i2t.!" ~t.r~~t-~ N·.w. 
wa:"'r: 1.ngtor•. D. c, :20531) 
At tw<t i.•Yll t'li:. r{a•rice R<:•be:r. t.t, Chairman 

"''~~ Uli'NON, Jchn 'Alston Ono 
Al7 ~9'7 321 

CAEILE ADDRESS 

'·LEONWILDES," N.Y. 

This wtl). cont'ir.m our rec~~:nt t,;,J.,,phcnt cor.versat:ic•ntl, (.Oift<1".·'·:cm.ns; 

(':" 'I'Ue!l;·,ay mc:~rirlg, Cct.:-b·~r "):id, ~t whi.ch. tim~ 1 rce'1'"""t.·:>u 1:'; 

ccntimcaK£: fox a period ,,f c•pr.·.rc·ximately 60 oays; cL tn.:. n~.l 

argum>:"lt m tr:e <lbove casE~. l'h" rec;uast \oJIU made :.~ ,., '.w r.·<: t:hil 
extraordit,ary recent develq:-menti'\' in thP. case, ncr·:· <:· :• v'.J.cn w~ore 
apparer.~t!y , . .n.tYWn to the Bol'\:t(; ptlc:t tc. :ti'.y t~le.pL<.r·<- :;aJ.J. .~\'1 t~i$ 

s~:.n:r.t: "iat:r;,. : forwarded, !U'l as:r~Hi.'ii, cq:>l~li1 of. ttw rele.,::;c,t .. k.::~:ree.l\ts 
J..r<.cluding t.i"lf" ltutmnoru!lel! and "(?mpl<~ ints whld1 lnvr.~ l·•~•:r, :. '· i. ;;.n 
t:wt1 actions il'1 the u.s, J)i$tr·i.::t (.;ourt, lor th<~ Scui:.Lt·n. :.:htn.c:t 
of New Yc·ri'., T(!day, l recE:i.v.~d yonr hd""phonic Xt 0 ]:J J<Or·ti•>9;; 
•:ontimxanc<, iHt~ I lndic:atea that unda.r tt.o cirGumstancet: ! "•'~!': t.ct 
prepa r~·<:l to "tt €,ryd ;jo)na "l1.'1j;l!e the case on the rncr it.s n nd wciJ.ld not 
hf! present at tre oral arqurr..ent, scb~duled for Mcnday, ~ct:ol:let 29 
} ?13' 

'l'}i<':' JJoard il<ls •lOW granted 
fiot.oller ll, 1173 to etate 
. .,hatever tot -..d T desire. 

me permise.1e:)n to appl'il!.t ' 1 •,;;.<':.'"'"day,, 
my pcsition and malt<: m_y t\S't. for. 

:t wisl'. <:.c- confirm my position as stated, that <:.Hr•(•t·.;r: in:: oral 
a::qum~nt on t.be merits, I am not in a position t<.' de . .r,; ·· • !.hi'. 
ttma, and that my appearanco is solely for the l)ur:pc!e of ll'~&king a 
special :r.equest t:: the l'.car ;; !;!; defer its aetenainatior. c: { t.ht• me.t it iii 
o1: the caao until the record ,::;n appeal is properly complett:~~d, or for 
other appropriate reliet cons lstent with my position that the thresh·· 
hold iasue of prejudg~~~ent mua1:. be dieposed of prior to tre Board' 11 
reachtng a. detertn:l.nation on the mer itl'l of the c<Uit>. 
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The purpou of tbia letter ia to 8.111ainate uy lliaapprehenaion 
•• to the l~itld purpOae of my Jlf•&rance before the Board thia 
oo.inq Wedneaday afternoon. 

I thank you for your courteay in allowinw ay appearance aa atated 
above. 

LW/ta 
cc 1 Vincent A. Schiano, ChJ.ef 'h:'ial Attorney 

cca Appellate Trial Attornt1y, waabirt9ton, D.c. 

CBM'IJ'IID MAIL 
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FOR THE 

Southern' District of New York 

~-')''' 7 

-.. ( '. ~ --: 

CIVIL ACTION FILE No._-__ _ 

JOHN WINSTOY ONO LENNON 

Plaintiff SUMMONS 
v. 

-ELLIOT RICHARDSON, Attorney General of 
._,_ the United States; LEONARD CHAPMAN, 

Comm~ssioner, Immigrat~n and Natural
izatJ.on; EDWARD A. LOUu,¥AN, Associate 
Commissioner, Immigration and Natural
ization; SOCRATES ZOLATAS, Regional 
Commissioner, Northeastern REgion, 
·Immigration and Nat'!lralization; SOL 
MARKS, Districlb~ndant Director, Distri t 
No. 3, Immigration and Naturalization, 

To the above named Defendant : 
Dcfc:-4.c!ants. 

You are hereby summoned and required to serve upon 

LEON \I'ILDES 

plaintiff's attorney , whose address is 

515 Madison Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 

.·· . .-

1-: 

an answer to the complaint which Js herewith served upon you, within 60 days after service of this 

summons upon you, exclusive of the day of service. If you fail to do so, judgment by default will be 

taken against you for the relief demanded in the complaint. 

, //( !, r:_, ~- '---.' ·:_,;___'_.,' __ ~~k 0/ Court. 

. - , I j ( j I :j 1-\.• ,- ,_._ ,_· -
{ ( . .,. . ' ·' -. . ,/ 

-~in.tv -clerk-:-
{' r ~ -

Date: ~) (~-~.- (; '\}ti/ :? 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
./ 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NElV YORK 

--------------------------------------x 
JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, 

Plaintiff, 

-against-

ELLIOT RICHARDSON, Attorney Genenal of 
the United States; LEONARD CHAPMAN, 
Commissioner, Immigra~on and Naturali
zation; EDWARD A. LOU~AN, Associate 
Commissioner, Immigration and Naturali
zation; SOCRATES ZOLAT~ Regional Com
missioner, Northeastern Region, Immigra
tion and Naturalization; SOL MARKS, 
Director, District No. 3, Immigration 
and Naturalization, 

COMPLAINT 

Defendants .. 

--------------------------------------x 
1. This action is brought under Section 3 of the 

Administra~ive Procedure Act, as amended by the Act of July 4, 

1966, 5 u.s.c. §522(a) (3), seeking· a preliminary and final 

injunction against the withholding of.records and information 

from the plaintiff and ordering that such records and information 

be disclosed. 

'PARTIES 

2. Plaintiff, JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, is a citiz~n 

of Great Britain, a nonimmigrant alien residing in New York City, 

State of New York, and an applicant for the status of lawful 

permanant resident of the United States. 

3. Defendant, ELLIOT RICHARDSON, is the Attorney Gen

eral of the United States, having his prinipal office in Washing

ton, D.C., and is charged by statute with the administration of 

the immigration laws through the Immigration and Naturaliation 
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4. Defendant LEONARD CHAPMAN, is Commissioner of the 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, with offices in 1\'nshing-

ton, D.C. 

5. Defendant SOCRATES ZOLATA~ is the Regional Commis-
. 

sioner of the Northeastern Region of the Immigration and Natural-

ization Service. 

6. Defendant EDWARD A LOUGHRAN, ·is Associate Commis-

sioner of the Immigration and Naturalization Service, with 

offices in Washington, D.C. 

7. Defendant SOL MARKS is District Director of District 

No. 3 of the Immigration and Naturalization Service, with offices 

in the City of New York, State of New York. 
I 

j 
I. 

JURISDICTION 

I 
B. This Court h~s jurisdiction in accordancewith 

I 

5 U .s.C.'.§552(a) (3) over t'he subject matter of this complaint; in
\<, 

sofar as tqe remedy provided be considered to be an injunction in 
'.._, 

he nature of Mandamus, this Court has jurisdiction over the sub-

ect mafter of the Complaint pursuant to the provisions of both 

8 U.S.C. §1361 and 5 u.s.c. §552(a)(3). 

VENUE • 

9 ., As a cause of act ion under the Freedom of. Information 

ct, venue is proper in the Southern District of New York, since 

he plaintiff (complainant) resides within said district; insofar 

s the Complaint presents an issue of mandamus, venue is proper in 

ompliance with 28 u.s.c, §13Dl(c), in that the Defendants are 

ublic officials sued in their ~f£icial capacity. 

-104:8 
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PRELB!IN'\RY FACTS 

10. On August 13, 1971 the Plaintiff was admitted to 

the United States as a non-immigrant visitor for pleasure, and 

was authorized to remain in the Uni~ed States until February 29, 

1972. 

11. On March 1, ,1972, a letter from defendant MARKS was 

written granting plaintiff permission to remain in the United 

States until March 15, 1972, and on March 3, 1972 Plaintiff 

filed a petition for status as an outstanding artist. 

12. Three days later, on March 6, 1972 and again on 

March 7, 1972, Orders to Show Cause in deportation proceedings 
i 

were issued against plai{ntiff by defendant MARKS charging 
I 

Plaintiff with overstaying in the United States and with failing 

to comply with the condf tions of his status, making _Pla~_ntiff 
the respondent in a deportation proceeding of the defendants. 

\. 
\13. Precipitated by an action against defendant MARKS 

\ 
commenced in this Court entitled JOHN 19'INSTON ONO LENNON and 

ano. against SOL MARKS, Civil Action No. 72 C 1784, resulting 

in a temporary restraining order, defendant MARKS granted 

plaintiff's application for third-preferen~e status as an out

standing artist, out nevertheless proceeded with the deportation 

hearing, which hearing had been adjourned to May 2, 1972. 

THE RECORDS 

14. Pursuant to Title 5, u.s.c. §552, the Plaintiff, by 

his attorney, LEON WILDES, demanded various records and infer-

mation from the defendant MARKS; as District Director of the 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, on May 1, 1972, which 
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were deemed necessary to prepare a proper defense to the depor

tation proceedings. [The demand is attached hereto and made a 

part nereof as Exhibit "A".] 

15. The records therein and herein concerned are records 

kept by the defendants, in the orindary course of their duties 

r~ting to the administration of the immigration laws, and con

cern various records and statistics about· (a) aliens apprehended 

who are excludable or deportable and tf\e various legal grounds 

under which they are deported or excluded; (b) aliens against. 

whom formal deportation proceedings were actually commenced; and 

aliens whose·cases were administratively considered "non-priorit" 

cases, against whom deportation proceedings were.not commenced 
' 

as well as the basis or ~riteria for determinations made by the 

' defendants not to commence proceedings in their cases; and (c) 
I 

i 
the standards for classlfication of cases as "non priority." 

These are the basic recdrds which are the subjett of this action 
' . ' 

and the requested records are in the exclusive control of the 
\_ 

defendants, are not accessible to the public, and the procedures 

for their classification, though of general applicability in the 

cases of all aliens subject to the u.s. Immigration laws, are 

not the subject of published regulations available to the 

public or interested individuals. 

THE_REQUESTS AND DENIALS 

16. As described, supra, Plaintiff, by his attorney, 

demanded the records described in paragraph #15 of the within 

complaint on May 1, 1972 from defendant MARKS, both formally 

(See Exhibit "A") and informally, by way of a motion to termin

ate the deportation proceedings. 

17. Prior to May 23, 1972, no reply whatsoever was 

from the defendant MARKS. 
1020 
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18. On May 23, 1972, Plaintiff's attorney telephoned 

Vincent A. Schiano•;>, Esq., the trial attorney for the defendant 

MARKS, who ijformed plaintiff's attorney that no reply would be 
' 

forthcoming. 

19. On June 5, 1972, Plaintiff's attorney informed 

defendant MARKS of this fact by letter dated June 5, 1972 

(attached hereto as Exhibit"B"), advising defendant MARKS that 

the Special Inquiry Officer (now called Immigration Judge) had 

granted Plaintiff until July 1, 1972 to file a brief in support 

of plaintiff~s motion to terminate the deportation proceedings 

based upon the information which was anticipated to be forth

coming pursuant to the May 1, 1972 demand under 5 u.s.c. §552. 

20. By letter dated June 14, 1972, defendant MARKS 

advised Mr. Wildes tnat the :,defendant maintained a public read-

ing room in which certain material~ were available for use, 

which materials, however, did not furnish the Plaintiff with 

any of the information requested, and for such matters, defendan 

MARKS referred Plaintiff to the Statistical Branch of the 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, at is Central Office 

located in Washington, D.C. (See Exhibit "C" attached hereto.) 

· 21. By letter dated June 27, 1972, .Plaintiff, by his 

attorney, moved before the Immigration Judge for permission to 

take the testimony of government witnesses in support of the 

Plaintiff's motion to terminate the deportation proceedings, 

repeating Plaintiff's allegation that the defendants had viola-

ted their own established practice and policy in commencing 

deportation proceedings against Plaintiff, wh:lc h practice would 

be demonstrated by the disclosure of the information in full 

demanded in the May 1, 1972 requests (See Exhibit "A") and 

further advising the Immigration Judge of the occurrences to 

Exhibit "D" attached hereto.] 
102 
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22. That motion, as a part of his decision, was denied 

by the Immigration Judge in his opinion which issued March 23-, 

1973. 

23. On April 13, 1973, Plaintiff, by his attorney, made 

a demand identical to the May 1, 1972 demand, from the Central 

Office of the Immigration and Naturalization Service. [See 

Exhibit "E" attached h~reto.] 

24. By letter dated May 16, 1973,. defendant LOUGHRAN, 

Associate Commissioner of the Immigration and Naturalization 

Service, advised Plaintiff's attorney to meet with defendant 
. 

MARKS to discuss the ·various requests made. [See Exhibit "F" 

attached hereto.] 

25. By letter dated May 21, 1973, Plaintiff, by his 

attorney, advised defendant LOUGHRAN that unless the informa

tion was received within thirty (30) days of his letter, he 

would commence legal proceedings to secure the information which 

had not yet been disclosed, althoUgh more than one year had 

passed. [See Exhibit "G" attached hereto.] 

26. By letter dated May 31, 1973, defendant LOUGHRAN 

advised Plaintiff's attorney.that although the agency's [Immi

gration and Naturalization Service] form [Form N-585] had not 

been filed, he was sendipg the agency's Annual Report for 1972 

which contained "some" of the information sought by Plaintiff's 

counsel, but that as to the other information, the Form N-585 

was necessary, along with the requisite filing fee. [See 

Exhibit "H" attached hereto.] 

27. By letter dated June 5, 1973, Plaintiff, by his 

attorney, supplied defendant LOUGHRAN with the requisite form 

[Form N-585], which, though it did not lend itself to the type 

of request being made in behalf of Plaintiff, was completed and 

forwarded to defendant LOUGHRAN, advising defendant LOUGiffiAN 

102 
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made not to commence or maintain deportation proceedings ar;ains 

certain aliens, decisions concerning "non-priority" cases, a 

class of aliens, it is alleged, which should have included the 

Plaintiff. [See Exhibit "I" att-ached hereto.} 

28. By an undated letter, defendant LOUGHRAN advised 

Plaintiff's attorney that a fee of three($3.00)dollars should 

have accompanied the application [See E:;s:hibit "J"] which was 
$1 

sent to defendant LOUGJ~AN on June 19, 1973 [See Exhibit "K"J. 

29. By letter dated July 16, 1S73, defendant LOUGHRAN 

disclosed some, and did not disclose other; information request 

ed in behalf of the Plaintiff, on May 1, 1972, almost fifteen 

(15) months earlier; however, by his letter, defendant LOUGHRAN 

advised that: (a) statistics were not compiled on the number of 

cases in which proceedings were not commenced because of human

itarian reasons; (b) data is not compiled on "non-priority 

cases," (cases which the government decides not to commence 

deportation proceedings); (c) data is not compiled on cases 

administratively "deferred" for temporary periods or "delayed'' 

for humanitarian reasons; however, defendant did define what a 

"non-priority" case was, in that it "is one in which the 

Service in the exercise of discretion determines that adve~se 

action would be unconscionable because of appealing humanitaria 

factors," such cases being "identified at an early stage in 

Service processing and are not put under deportation proceed

ings;" the factors considered, as explained by defendant 

LOUGHRAN, were (1) significantly adverse impact on subsisting 

and close family relationships; (2) age of the alien; (3) length 

of residence in the United States; (4) physical and mental healt 

of the alien. [See Exhibit "L" attached hereto.] 
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30. Dy letter dated August 1, 1973, Plaintiff's attorney 

on behalf of the Plaintiff advised defendant LOUGHRAN that the 

essence of the request was for tho information which defendant 

LOUGimAN stated that "data was not comPiled." [Bee Exhibit "M"} 

and that although date may not be "compiled," clearly records 

were kept of such decisions not to commence non-priority depor

tation proceedings, that these records·were or should be avail

able to Plaintiff pursuant to the Freedom· of Information Act 

and again demanding information as to said records, since, 

upon information and belief, district directors of the Service 

are required by internal operating practice to prepare a 

written report on every ~on-priority case stating the grounds 

and facts upon which the decision is made to delay deportation 

proceedings in each case) and file copies of same with the· 

Commissioner and with the office of the 

I 
appropriate Regional 

defendant LOUGHRAN. 

31. Plaintiff 
I 
I 

ha;s, by his attorney, exhausted whatever 
i 

administrative remedies were provided and whatever administra-
'\ 

tlve remedies defendants advised ~laintiff that he had, and there 
··-..... 

has been no response whatsoever to the last request dated Aug

u;t 1, 1973, a period of over two and one-half months. 

32. The records requested are not exempt from public 

disclosure, either by the Freedom of Information Act, or by 

any other appropriate statute. 

33. The procedures and criteria for determinations as 

to whether cases are to be considered in the "non-priority" 

category are of general applicability and should be available to 

the public. 

34. Defendants, jointly or severally, are obligated to 

furnish the Plaint iff with the records requested, promptly, 
' 

which they have failed or negelcted to do and which they con-

tinue to fail or 11eg!ect tQ_.disclo~<>-. 
1·4 . I 
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that this Court: 

. .. 

1. Issue a preliminary and final injunction directing 

defendants to cease from withholding from plaintiff the records 

ltept by defendants as to the cases in which the defendants 

decide not to commen~e deportation proceedings or decide to 

defer commencement of deportation proceedings (records as to 

"non-priority cases" and "special deferred cases"), together 

with any evidence, criteria and standards·considered by the 

defendants in making such decisions and. determinations; 

2. Order defendants to make available to plaintiff the 

records described in paragraph #1 of this prayer for relief, 

and more fully described_in the complaint herein; 

3. In.lieu thereof, supply to plaintiff a statement of 

the reasons for the decision and determination of all "non-
' priority" and "special deferred" cases and a·summary of the 
' I 

evidence which was befor'e the defendants when they so decided 
I in each of the cases; and 
! 

\4. Grant such other 

seems just and proper under 
'-, . 

-. 

DATED: OCTOBER 17, 1973 
NEW YORK, NEW YORK 

and 

the 

further relief as to the Court 

circumstances. 

LEON wnm:s 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Office and PO. Address 
51p Madison Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 
(212) 753-3468 

L. 
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Pursuant to Title 5, U.s.c., §552, the undersigned hereby demands 

that you make the following information available forthwith to ·the 

undersigned: 

(I) State the following separately, nationally and tor the 
' geographic area covered by the New York District Office 

of the Imm1r~ation and Nationalization Service, for 
specific annual periods ddring each ot the past (five) 5 
;vears: 

(a) 

(b) 

The number of aliens apprehended who are 
statutorily excludible or ~eportable and a 
breakdown as to the grounds tor thier deport
ability, and specifically governing, inter 
alia, excludibility under §212(a)(23) or the 
r:N7A., .and deportability under I.N.A. §§241 
(a)(2) and 241 (a)(9), and 241 {a)(ll). 

For same time p&riods and geographic areas 
and with the same breakdown as .to each ground 
for excludibility and deportabilit;v as in 
(I)(a) above, state: 

{i) The number ot such aliens in whose cases 
formal deportation proceedings were ac~ 
tually instituted; 

(11) ~he n~~bcr o! ~uch caeea in which proceed
ings were not instituted because ot human
itarian reasons, including age, illness, 
close family realt1onships, etc., stating 

~ the number under each separate category of 
humanttarian classification, 1ncluding,but 
not limited to age, infirmity, relationship 
to u.s. c·1tizen child, relationship to u.s. 
resident ·spouse, compelling national interest, 
pendency of third preference petitions or 
because aliens were professionals or members 
ot the arts or sciences ot third preference 
level; 

(iii) The number of such cases administratively 
considered "non-priority" cases in each such 
category and tor each such period; the specific 
criterion or standards tor such classification, 
and the range of periods of time tor which 
such classification exists. 

(iv) The number of such oases in each category and 
tor each such period for which proceedings 
were administratively deterred tor temporary 
periods of time or delayed during the tempor
ary pendency of such factors as are stated in 
I(b)(11) above. 

(v) The number of cases tor each time period and 
geographic area specified in which the removal 

. . · .. 
···-~rrr- - 'r:1 
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or aliens wos stayed during the pendency 
ot private imrn1Rrntion legislation in th~ 
Congress and, ts1th renpeot to any case 
not stayed, it any, tho rcaoona specified 

· tor nondetorral or all such cases. 

the standardc applied for claseit'ioation or a 
case as "non priority" or other olaaoit1cation 
by reason ot which an alien statutorily deport
able is 

(1) ·not made the· sub,fect or deportation pro
ceedings; or 

(11) it processed for depo~aion, granted in-
definite voluntary departure> or 

(111) extended periods or voluntary departure. 

It separate standards exist for each such cate
gory, plcaae otaoe them; state whether they are 
embodied in written instructions, regulations, 
or operating manuals, and if so, furnish a copy 
ot all ouch atandardo stating their respective 
effective dates and geographic jurisdictional 
areas or applicability. 

Yours, etc. 

LEON WILDES, 
515 Madison Avenue . 
New York. N.Y. 10022 

• 212-753-3468 

A~torney tor John Winston Ono Lennon 
and Yoko Ono Lennon 

. .. 
. · 

. I 
.. I.. 
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STEVEN L.. W£tNOERO 

j 

A1'TORNt:Y AT LJ..W 

!315 MADtSON AVENUE 

NEW YOt"<K. NCW VORl{ 100.22 

(212} 7t53-34GfJ 

• . " ' 

CADLE AOORCSG 

.. LEON'NILOES. •• N.Y. 

lion. Sol !1"rka, District tJirt.>ctoi 
J:nJL'1ig.::<Jli<.m c'- NatuYali?ation 
20 ~•est Broadway 
New YoJ:k. N~;;w Yc.,rk 10007 

E erv ice 

Re: LENNON, John \•inston ('no 
LENNON, Yoko Ono 
A17 597 3?J 

I I (b)(6) 

-----
j\!ark.s: 

l'.s you know, I prpsented a r.-..oouest tc- y(.u by hand 
oa May 1 , l ~:0 2 for certain in io:..toat.:.on under the 
of Ir£fcrr.:2ticn i-'ct, :.t•itl~~ 5, u.s.c., Para.· ~52. 
haa b'"cn received with r2Sf>02Ct. to this r<:Jquest. 

Jo'r•·ednn 
No reply 

0n tviay 23, 1972, l telephoned a_nd spoke with .Mr. 
V inc<.J:<t ;,, Sc1nc>no, the t:d.C>l Fttorney i:1 tC.e :)hove 
procoedings, who informed me that your office wot,ld nc.t 
reply to the request m::>d<:;, Hy iurther req<lest that th.;: 
refusal to c0mply with .ny n:oucst be stated in \tfr'iting 
was likewise refused. 

Under the circumstances, and in view of the fact 
that oveL a month has passed eince the prese!'ltation of 
my reauost, t:nless I receivz '{OUr inunedl<•te cc.mmunic<ition 
to the CCJ!trary, I shall c~nsider Mr. Schiano's reply tD 
be tl<o otJ:icial pol~cy of the New York Distr1ct Cfficc 
of tbe Inuuigration & Naturalization Service. 

The re!:usal tc comply ~r~ith my request is prejudicial 
to my motion,roade in the deportation proceedings in the 
~cv~ rnattcrG, to terminate the proceedings on the basjs 
o£ dJ.scriminatory prosecutioa in these cases. As you know, 
the Special Inquiry Officer has granted me tCJ Jul:t" 1, 1So7:2 

.. -·-- ···- _,...-
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. LEO_t;_ W 11..0 ES 
ATTOHNt:Y AT L,\W 

B\5 MADISON AVt:NUE 

NEW YORI<. NEW YORt<. 1002.2 

\.rithin which to file my ~icf in oupport. of my motion. 
Unless I receive the 2 'frH''Cititi!i'€icn requested, I will not 

• 

be in 8 pC.SitiOfi tO file the JorJ.ef On time. CADLE AOORESS 

i . 

L_ 

••LEONWILOCS." N.Y. 

I respectfully appreciate your immediate attention 
to this request. 

very truly youro, 

LEON 11/ILDES 

L~;fba 

delivered by hand 

-~ 

. ,•- .- .· 

.. 

------. 

lj II• 

~---- .. ---- 1o:m 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SE!tVICE 

20 WEST BROADWAY 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007 

..... ~ 

June 14, 1972 
' 

Al7 597 321 

• 

I I 
(b)(6) 

Lepn WUdoa 
Attornoy at l . 1 

IU5 lladison ,., . mue 
II .. York, He"· York 10022 

. J 

leterence is >::tde to your letters of Hay 1 and June 5, 1972, in which you da~aand 
that certain otatiatical data be made available to you purauant .to Title 5, U,S,C,, 
Para. 552, to• use in preparing your defense 9f clients in deportation proceedinga. 

I ' 
' You are advi&;·l that this office ma:hntdns a public reading room on the twelfth 

floor whore tL1 following materials arei available for your un: 
I . . 

1. Copi' 1 of the Annual Reports ~f the I~:~~~~igration and Naturalization 
Service for the years 1965 through 1971. 

2. Adll1.•·istrative Decisions undor the llllllligration and Nationality Laws 
of t!~ United States, with Clllllulat1ve indices. 

3. Unpul·lished Service and Board decisions relating to proceedings in 
Wbic:l· tho initial decision v&s made in the New York District office. 

4. Statc:•ents of policy, interpretations, and those manuals and instructions 
to st~ff (or portions thereof) affecting the public, with an accompanyinc 
index of any material issued a(ter July 4, 1967. 

~. Oopicn of Immigration and Nationality Laws, of Title 8 of the United 
State.• Code Annotated, Title 8 ot the Code of Federal Regulations--Chapter 
I, abd·tbe Department of State For~tgn Affairs Manual, Volume 9- Visas. 

You are invit•.•l to research those materials and to obtain copies of any of ];he 
atatiatical tt.•.lea which you find useful. If you desire statistics which are 
not covered ic tbe annual reports ot the Service, you aay communicate with the 
Statistical Br·;ncb, Central Office, Washington, D. C. to ascertain the avail
ability and coc't of special statistical tabulations. Any question concerning 
Service polic~ or instructions which are not within the purview of 8 C.P.R. 
103.9 (d) auat be addre~aed to the Central Office. 

s;eri:~ 
SOL IIARK8 
District' Director 
Mew York District 

' 

l 
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... ,, 
LEON WtL.O !:S 

ATTOnNE.Y A1' L.l..Y\1' 

~1!5 MADISON AVf:t.,UC 

NEW YOHt<. NCW YOr<l·; 10022 

.--, 
I .. 

'l 

CAOLC AOOFt£:::!>0:. 

''LI:ONWlLbCO."' N.Y. 

l~u. Ira. Floldot~ol 
fp~cinl lrt<t•~lty ~ffi~~r 

June 27, 1972 
• 

U. >,. Immigrution and Uatur:alizat ion Sc1-v ice 
20 west Droadw<.~y . 
New York, No\~ York lOOW/ 

Re: L£1JNGZ~, John 
l\1/ 591 321 

""" L£Nl!0~ 1 '"aj • I ' 

near Sir: 

1·1:1 n~ton CrtC 

cno 

:it is r:c-spectfully moved.' pursuant. l:.t; 8 C.F.r~. 2£;7.4 ia) (2) 
that the Speclal Inquiry (•ff:icer iaouc r;t>l>,pocnas requirinc,; 
the attendanco of gc.'verm~ent \iltne!lses n:->d · t.he product.icn 
of books, papers and other documentary evidence, in auppc.-rt 
of the r~wpot1dnnts' motion to teT.miuutf! these c'!eportativ'l 

·p:a.·oc. eedings. · 

. 
.. ~ J\ mot :ton to t.ermina~~c thane i_:;roeoedingR waa m.Jd•~ to tl-te 

~i$trict Director on March 15. 1972 under B ~.F.R. 24~.7 
<md theruafter the motion '·tao renewed pofore the Special 
lnquL~y Cffi<.:<~r i11 these prccccdingu. · •r!Jo mot.icn ~1ao 
further renewed at th,~ ':€!rminal·.iou ot the government' a 
case ::~rid £o1 t 01·1! il':f th::. i?i 1 i:J':; of <lppl i<.:aticns for .:1djuot:::cnt 
of etatus lm•:i"'r o<,et.i.c•n :>4:::. of the Im"ligrat ion and Nationality 
A•.:-t • 11 ~··:<>1\li:>J: <\ '·'d • 

' 
Cne c·f. th'.: .. b:-tacs t·t...·l' thf;l ~·.ot.1iou ,.,an t.1H~ !'net t!,i"tt t.bc 

•:ervice hnd v Lc·latnd it~ :.'\••a ·~st.r>bl i'lh"'d ,,,racticc illld pc.t i<:y 
in crnrunCncin•J -~nc~ ma.i r:t:-~ i.n:~-=-~g r..t~,~:o.r-t~~lt: i.o~ r..rrcct~edi:lqR 
#l\ftliJ1Ht t!-t(~tH.! ~tlj\~1_1~.. .!'"t, it.; c}:Ji.M~-4 tf',.);; -t'Ji0 ~f}T\FiCF.• hila 
1n1 ~f.r,v~ri.."1hl ':J pC".Jl :.C"'! '-'lh 'f.r:l., .. ,• .. u.; !;-~"J~ f~'~ !r-''=/f'!tl !.n t!'il-.1 iuetant 
::ms~. and tlm~. thto Eu.il4•:e to f<.•J.lcw ~his ut:t,:,bli:.hm: ---1 032 . ~ln'.\ 
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policy d!ilnio~> those al ione thoir du,. 
tho tl.S. conut it..-,t ion and cauaoo the 
Tho Spociul Inquiry t·fficor g:ca:-at<.Jd 
until July l, 19'/2 to fi.lo a briof .i 
proposition. 

In ot·dur. to &WCL't·a tho matcrii:tl 
ineuo, roupum.loutu' coullacl filod HL 
on Hay l, 1972 a rcquoi!t i<.>r tho uoc 

. specifying in detail thu infort:l(ltion 
this request is attached iHl !::xhibJ t. 

on Mny 23, 1972 tho respundontu' 
the government • s 'lr i.ul Attorney, tm: ·. 
said intortNlt ion. The govcrmutmt • u ': 
tp comply with the rcqucat and furth( 
information would not be turniohcd. . .. 
June 5, 197L \</aa prosented;to the Di; 
c<'py of which is attllehc<i as E:xt:ib:!.t 
District Diroct.t)r. dat.::d Jllh<> 14, 197:? 
inviting th<lt all furthnr qucaticr.u ._.. 
policy or. inctructi<ml> ·1 ••• nu!lt he ad 

I 

I 

.1cooa righto un:Ior 
;:roparablo lliltlli. 

reopondonto' counuol 
1pport of thia 

''ousary to brief th\.• 
.:.hu lJintr ict lJi roctor 

··:·ry intormation, 
·j\lirod. A cop7 of 

.;unacl t.elophoncd 
:: reqtwnting the 
:'1 J\tt.crnoy rcfuood 
::tated that tho 
:'urthor requeot dated 
:ct r::iroctor, 11 

'l'ho reply of the 
attacnod a:;; e;xhibi t J, 
respect to ":Jervicc 

::~il;od to the Contra 1 

It ia appC\rent that the intonuat'· contained in tho 
. reading r(.>Om of the New Yc.rk District fir.e of tho .Iln.-oigrntion 
and Natural!.:::ation Scnrlce dcocu uot c, il in the informatic;1 
requesb:ld by respondcnta, r;md that th·.. videncn ntuot be ob-
tained frotu the Contt:.ql Cftice of the dtfgration and Natu-
ralization Service in \:aahingtou ~.c. .ccorcUngly, it i.s 
respectfully ro..'<]llested that the Sp<lcL'. !nquiry C.ffice.r iosuc 
a 'subpoena to tho Com . .'ni.oa-ioner <.>f th(.' . ~nigration and r<atu
ralization Service or such othar deaL· .ted represontativa 
WhO may h8VC CUstody Of tha i.nformati:: llOeded by roopondentn • 
It is further requested thut tho S;:>eci. t Inc_uiry Officer 
defer the consicerot ion ot thi:!l point : ., the reapon1onta • 
brief until after any ilVaiJabl; infcnc" c.ion has bee,\ uecurod 
from the central Gftic(l of the lrraaig:t:~~~} on :.>ervica. 

i .• ~·. 
' 

~:m:;F.E.FCi\L: rea!>c.ndeutr.~ n:epoct.ha.'. :·· requeat tl.o.t. tt.e 
.Special- Inquiry Ofi:i.:.:dr e:m;.cr an c•r,hn 1..eauing .'.\ no;.,poena 
to t.ho ~entt·al Cfi.l.co oi t:1e l.m.'liJ.y-l.·at.: : il and Natu:r.nlizatiw • 

···1rr ---. , ----~~~ ------=----
.. F' . ' ·· -ro3 · ·· 
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Si:rvlce tc 11!Jp<:ar, tt'gotJ1er "d1:!1 .t"('tevant hooks, rPcorrl!l 
and oth<;r. ;!:-tta, at an apm:op!:tat.f! ofl:'ic(• ot tl~<: lm'lligrution 
and Natorul L7.<•t.ion :iurvh:e to givo teutimony with r!"npcct 
to the matter .'l stated i.n the requo:-st for in format icn dated 
~ay 1, 1!!7::, •. ~etur.ring .:o!l3Lkr.~•t"i-(Jn l'f the pc.>::tir>·::1t point
lit t·es 1~ond...,ots' · ~r i.<..f, u!l•' y-r-aot.lrv; '>'JCh 'ot~c::- <:m:.l J.utthc~: 

n;:ll.cf ilS may J,e juu1. in the ;,;J:u;nlt.<~s. 

_LN1ba 
·._ E::~CLS. 

.. :- ·. 

· .. 

'!.tEC~ N'!LJE:S 
Attornr:.y for the kospondentc 
515 ~:ad i::;c-n rwcnue 

;l-<ew Yor.k, UevJ York 10022 

· . 

.. 

.. 
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LEON WILDES 
/ A.TfORNF.'\' AT LAW 

.?IS Ji.c/.:u- .nf.-..
.A{;~ 'io/~ .A(~ ltJtJU 

April 13, 1973 

U.S. Department of Justice 
Inunigration. & Naturalization Service• 
Central Office 
11q D. Street, N.E. 
w .. ~:h i ""' on, D.C. 20536 

Attn: Charles Gordon, Esquire 

Dear Sir: 

.. 

Pursuant to Title 5, U.S.C., Para. 552, the 
undersigned hereby demands. that you make the attached 
information available to him forthwith. This infor
mation is of special andurgent necessity in connection 
with preparation of an appeal brief as to the govermncnt's 
action against my client, John Winston Ono Lennon. 

I 
Thank you in advance for your prompt attention. 

l . 
!. : ~-~er tru_. ly yours, 

:r_: •• : • ~/ 
' - {/ '. 
<_... '-· •.-' ... l 
. LEON WILDES 

- ... 
r.w: h;, 
Cr·rl:i fj,,.J Milil: Return Receipt Requested 

.. _._._ .. 

-· .. 
\ .. -

. ; 
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Pursuant to Title 5, u.s.c., Para. 552, the undcnJi<Jne<l 
\ 

hereby demands that you make the following information 

available forthwith to the undersigned: 

(I) State the following separately, nationally, and for the 
geographic area covered by the· New York District Office 
of the Immigration and Nationalization Service, for 
specific annual periods d~ring each of the past (five} 5 
years: 

(a) 

(b) 

The number of aliens apprehended who are 
statutorily excludible or deportable and a 
breakdown as to the grounds for their deport
ability, and specifically governing, inter 
alia, excludibility under Para. 2}2(a) (23) o= th: 
I.N.A., and deportibility ;mder I.N.A. Section 
241 (a) (2) and 241 (a) (9) , and 241 (a) (H) • 

For same time periods and geographic areas 
and with the same breakdown as to each ground 
for exludibility and deportibility as in 
·ex) (a) clbove, state: 

(i) The number of such aliens in whose cases 
formal deportation proceedings were ac
tually instituted; 

(ii) The number of such cased in which proceed
ings were not instituted because of human
itarian reasons, including age, illness, 
close family relationships, etc., stating 
the number under <'<H·h :><'l'·"·al ,. ,.,,, <'q"ry ,)f 
humanitarian classifi,·.!l ion, inclmlinq, bul 
not limited to age, intirmi ty, relationship 
to U.S. citizen child, relationship to u.s. 
resident spouse, compelling national inter- I' 

\ 

est, pendency of third preference petitions ' 
or because aliens were professionals or 
members of the arts or .sci <>ncc•s of third 
preference level; 

(iii) The nwnber of such .case·~• adonini:<l ratl vcly .c 

considered "non-prioriLy" cilscs in each 
such category and for each such period; the 

\ 
.. , ; . 
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(c) 

,- -
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/ -2,-
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\ specific criterion or sLmdarrls for such 
classification, and the range of periods 
of time for which such classification 
exists. 

(iv) 

(v) 

The number of such cases in each category 
and for each such period fm· which proceed
ings were administratively-deferred for 
temporary periods of time or delayed during 
the temporary pendency of such factors as 
stated in I (b) (ii) a hove. 
The number of cas0s foe <'ctd• 1- im<' period <~n~:. 

geographic area sp<'t:i fi,·<l in which Lh<' 1 
removal of aliens was sl<~yed dm:ing tlw • t 
pendency of private inuniqration legislations! 
in the Congress and, with respect to any j 
case not stayed, if any, the reasons spe- ! 
cif~ed for nondeferral of all such cases. f 

State the standards applied for 
of a case as "non-priority" or 
fication by reason of which an 
torily deportable is 

classification 
other classi-
alien statu-

t 

(i) not made the subject of deportation pro- l ceedings; or 

(ii) if processed for deportation, granted in- r 
definite.voluntary departure: or I 

( ''') extended · d f 1 t d j ••• per:Lo s o vo un ary cparturc. t 
If separate standards exist for each such ~ 
category, please state them;- slate wlle!hc'r they j 
are embodied in written instructions, regulations~ 
or operating manuals, and if so,. furnish a copy I_ 
of all such standards stating their respective t 
effective dates and geographic jurisdictional f 
area of applicability. 

\ 

Yours, etc. 

LEON,WILDES, 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, N.Y. ]0022 
212-753-3468 
Attorney for John l"inston Ono L~O"t 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION ANO NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536 

1'\.tAlE ADDilSS kli'U l'O 

Alto tUtt To nus nu NO. 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Hadison Avenue 

~ " , ·. ·~ 1S73 

New York, New York 10022 

Dear Mr, Wildes, 

Reference is made to your letter of April lJ, 
1973, asking the Service to make available certain 
information for use in preparing the appeal brief 
for your client, John Lennon, 

Shortly following receipt of your letter,this 
office asked District Director Sol Marks to meet 
with you to discuss the matter and, in particular, 
to ascertain whether your demands for information 
could be presented to the Service in less expansive 
and more manageable catego~ies, I understand that 
Mr. Marks has talked to yoj.l on the telephone and it 
~as agreed you would stop ~y his office for a meet-
J.ng, \ I 

\ ' 

You 'may be assured that renewed attention l~ill 
be given t9 your request wqen further l;ord is re
ceived from .you or Mr. Harks. 

... 

rr r 

S:lncer/), 

lEO~~ D/\,CVL~ 
E. A. Lough~/ · 

Associate Commissioner 
Management 

CO 2,12-C 
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LEON \Vli.DES 
. A'ITOI~NEY AT I.A\1/ 

.. 7/.f ... /lut1:Jt-'n" ._r/,v-nuu 

May 21, 1973 

u.s. Department of Justice 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
central Office 119 D street, N.E. 
washington, D.C. 20536 
Attention: E.A. Loughran, Associate commissioner, Management 

--Dear Mr. Loughran: 

Re: Your file:· CO 2 .12-C 
John Winston Ono Lennon 

I refer to your letter of May 16, 1973 concerning my most recent 
request for certain information for use in preparing my appeal 
brief in behalf of my client,; the above-named alien. I . . 
As you know, my request for ~he same information was filed with 

( 

' 

J-1r. Marks in exactly the sam~ form on May 1, 1972, over a year ago. 
The information was not furnished. On June 5, 1972 I again repeated 
my request for the same information. On this occasion Mr. Marks 
replied, on'\~une 14, 1972, advising me that his office maintains 
a public reading room on the twelfth floor for certain information, 
not relevant to these proceedings, was available for my use, including 
copies of the Immigration and Nationality Act. I considered this 
reply, to say the least, unresponsive. The preparation of a proper 
defense in my client's case required, and the preparation of an 
appropriate appeal likewise requires, all of the information re
quested. I have infonned Mr. Marks accordingly by telephone. 

Please take notice that unless the information requested is made 
available within thirty (30) days frelm the date of this letter I 
shall have no alternative other than to institute appropriate legal 

\proceedings to secure the necessary information in writing and to 
·examine knowledgeable parties as to the information requested. 

LW/ts 

ver •·; t{/J;:Y yours, 
/ I . 

j ,),1.(1_,-
-1.J..-l. ~-lc.t.\.{/() 

LEON *ILDES 

certified !4ail: · Return Receipt Requested 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. Z0536 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Dear Mr. Wildes: 

MAY 31 1973 
PO IUU 10 tKt1 rn.t. •G. 

CO 2.12-C 

This is in further response to your letter of 
April lJ, 1973 requesting information from the records 
of this Service for your use in preparing an appeal 
brief in the deportation proceedings brought by this 
Service against John Lennon. District Director Marks has 
informed me that you do no·t desire to modify the scope 
of your request. 

Although you have not submitted a request for 
records on Form N-585 as prescribed by 8 CFR lOJ,lO(a)(2), 
I am glad to send you a copy of the Annual Report of this 
Service for fiscal year 1972 which contains some of the 
information which you seek. See particularly Tables 
21 - 26. 

With respect to information which you still desire 
which may not be contained in the Annual Report, you are 
requested to file attached Form N-585 and a determination 
will be made as to whether the request will be granted 
_or denied. 

Some of the information which you seek may not 
exist. Some may exist but cann·ot be searched, collected 
and produced without unduly burdening or interfering 
with Service operations. 8 CFR lOJ,lO(aJ{2) •. If after 
your request is filed it appears that the fees chargeable 
will exceed $25.00, it may be necessary to notify you of 
the amount of the anticipated fees. 8 CFR 10J,7(b)(2). 

.,. 
-.-

Attachments 

r S~nce;ely, 

~-. 0' ~ilj. (-,_a,_ 
B. A. Loughr n 

Associate Commis ioner 
Management 

-----r_ f}_ . II, 

.. 
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LEON W!LIH-::-; 
ATI"t_llmJ;y AT LAW 

.June 5, 1973 

r.lr ... E .il.. Loughran, il.ssociatc Commissioner, H<:magemcnt 
u.s. Department of ,Justice 
Inmigration and naturalization Service 
Nashington, D.C. 20536 

Rc: Your file C02.12-C 

Dear .l:lr. Loughran: 

Your letter of Hay 31, 1973 has; jus'l: arrived and I return 
herm-1ith form N-535 which I have complet.cd and filed. The 
fo~·m, as you know, docs not lend itself to this type of 
application, as it is basically a request for data concern
ing an individual case in ~1hich the c:pplicant is required to 
supply most of the iderrtifyin<J · inforr.1ation. l'.a you kno•;r, 
we are not a;·;are of the names or oq1er identifying data con
cerning the cases as to \·rhich •;Jc h<:<vc inquired. 'Ihis info~•na
tion is kno<m only by your office and, I run quite certain, 
is consulted in 'lhe preparation of your annual reports. Other 
information not consulted in preparing your annual reports is, 
I understand, included·in :your records of "non-priority" cases 
furnished to you by the various district directors throughout 
the United States . . . 

.; 

·In view of the fact that the Board of Ilmnigrati on Appeals has 
required that we file a brief on or before ~ugust 6, 1973, your 
earliest determination vlill be appreciated. 

· LW/ts 
Encl.: Form N-585 

Very truly yours, 
" 

LEON WILDES 

Certified Nail: Return Receipt Requested 

· r· - ·· 1 
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Leon Wildes, Esq • 
.515 Hadison Avenue 
New York, New York 

Dear Hr ·-. Wildes: 

UNITED STATE~ DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
\IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WAsHINGToN, o.c. zosJs 

10022 

CO 2.12-C 

This is in reference to your letter and enclosed application of June 5, 1973. 

A fee in the amount of $3.00 is required for the filing of 
this application. Please retur~ the fee to this office along 
With your application, · Checks and moneY. orders should be made 

,.payable to the U. S. Immigration and Naturalization Service, Department of Justice, 

Enclosure 

... .. ... 

- Sincere~U __ 

fEO,:Ji-~1- R.(;(~·~.__,-
• E. 'A, Loughran/ 
Associate Commissi~ er 

Management 

,• 

. ·. .. . .., 
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"': . JUne 19, 1973 . , 

.. 
( 

. : ·: 

-~-

U.S~ Department of J.uatiee 
Immigration and Nat·ura1izatl:on service 

: t'iashington, · D.c~ 2'JS36 
··Attention r E A 1 h • • ~oug ran, 

~-- . ASSC'J<":iate COnunissioner 
,. . . .~:~ -~-·-··~ .,. __ ,.' 

' ' . . . ' 

-~-~:~ ......... ~,. .,. ; //. ~ ~-. 

. i ' · .. ·:·:_ ·,:·Rea 
I . '· .. ··-.-:~ ·~ .. ·: .. · //'·'{"" 

., . . . · · Dear sir a · • 
. ·!· ·• , I ,.( ,: .· ;y ·.' . . 

·> 0:. \ ••• 

PormN-585 

.·•. 

', . 

· As per Y.'tlb!! instructions of your tmdated letter received today, 
enelos.-::.,ci herewith please find our check in the sum of $3 .oo, 

. the fq,e for filing our application, form N-585, originally sub
.··: . 'rnitt(.>,a to you on June 5, 1973, and enclosed herewith, 
: . . ~ __ ,.. .- -·~ _· ~- r' /' ... :_ -- . . . 

,. YoU;•.c 'prompt action ~n this matter would be greatly appreciated • 
. -· :-': : ;., -~~ .. 

·. _..' 

. :_· 

_-, ... ;-.. ; .. .; 

. . ·-·J. ; 
. ~ ; . i 

. .-: 

. , ' 

... · -·~.--;~ ·. 

, .. · .... 
-~-- t ..... 

• · · .. · ; IJift-/ts 
/. rtncls. 

?;·:. 

·,. 

;' _.; • J!" . 

· ... ' .. .. 

. ···~- .; ~tr.. . ·· .. , ·'. ··-· 

. ' f. . . · . .: ' ; ,. ' ' ., 
. .; ' . . . ' ,. . 

' ' I .. 

. -~ ·~ \ . , 
. ' .. 

·.-_ ...... . ·., 

, .... 

'·: 

·\ 

.. .'" 

very truly yours, 

.- -~-

'; . 
•" 

• . . . : LEON WILDES 

. '"":· .. ·_.,. .. 

... _· . . ~:( . .... .. ·.·- .- .. ' .. ·\ 

. :.. ' 
:. :( .. ·_·: .. 

. ·., -. 

·.:- . 

.. --.~-- . 

,. 
. ~ . 

. . : 

' . ' -\ 
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UNITED STATES D::PARTi.JENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION MIU NfiTUI!fiUZfiTION SErlVICE 

WASIIINGTON, D.C. 20536 

July 16, 1973 

.,.· 4-

AHP trru TO n111 rltt HQ. 

CO 979-C 

. ' 
Mr, Leon \'li ldes 
515 l>!adison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

·near Hr. l'lildes: 

\'le are furnishing the following information in response 
to your letter of June 19, 1973. The numbers belo1~ correspond 
to your inquiry. . . 

I.a. Data on the grounds 'ior deportability of all aliens 
apprehended in violation of the immigration and na
tionality laws is not maintained by this Service. 
Ho1~ever, tables i showing aliens deported and aliens 
required to depArt, by charge, for fiscal years 1968 
through 1972 ani:! the July through December 1972 pe
riod are enclos!ed. Simi;I.ar data, specially ·tabu
lated by computer for the New York District, is en-

.. 

\ closed for fiscal year 1972 and for the July through 
'\December 1972 period. Statistics by district are 

not available prior to fiscal year 1972. These ta
bles reflect the charges against aliens who were 

· apprehended.and•subsequently left the United States, 
and not all aliens apprehended. Aliens deported or 
required to depart.who were statutorily excludable 
under Section 212(a) (23) of the I and N Act and 
those deportable under Sections 24l(a) (2), 24l(a) (9), 
and 241 (a) (11) are included in tpese tables.·. 

b •. i. Deportation proceedings were instituted in the cases 
of all aliens 1~ho were eleported as reported in re
sponse to question I.a. It is not'possible to deter
mine the number of cases in which deportation proceed
i.hgs · ~lCre instituted in the cases of aliens 11ho de
parted voluntarily. Not only may an alien apply for 

,. 
I 
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/ - 2 -, 

voluntary departure in lieu of instituting deportation 
proceedings; but he may also apply for voluntary de
parture -·any time LetvJCen the initiation of proceedings 
and the time his actual hearing begins. Also, in some 
cases, after the conclusion of u deportution hearing 
an alien may be permitted to depart volunturily rather 
than be deported. Decausc of these factors, the num
ber of pcn;ons against whom deportat,i.on proceedings 
were instituted who arc included in the tables showing 
aliens required to depart cannot bc;_.determincd. 

Deportation hearings completed by the Service's Spe-' 
cial Inquiry Officers, by district, during the past 
5 fiscal years are shown on Table 20A of the 1972 An
nual.Rcport of the ~miUiqration and Nuturaliza~
Serv~ce, which wus forwarded to you on !-lay 31, 197 3. 
Th~s data, ho\vever, includes all hearings completed, 
including those closed by death, departure, natural
ization, adjustment of status, transfer of the case 
to another office, and cases received v1hcre required 
departure was granted prior to hearing. Data on the 
grounds for deportatio~ for persons involved in these 
proceedings is not mairitained by this Service. 

Statistics are not compiled on the number of cases in 
which proceedings are not·instituted because of human
itarian reasons. 

·b.,iii. Data is not compiled on non-priority cases. 

b.iv. 

b.v. 

... 

' 

Data is not maintained on cases administratively de
ferred for temporary periods or delayed during the 
temporary pendency for humanitarian reasons. 

Statistics are' not. collected on the number of cases 
in which removal of aliens ;vas stayed pending private 
legislation in the Copgress. Table 56 of the annual 
report shm'ls the tota_l number of private bills intro
duced in the 75th through the 92nd Congresses. 

,. ~ 

c. A "non-priority" case is one in which the Service in 
the exercise of discretion determines that adverse 

· action \10Uld be unconscionable because of appealing 
humanitarian factors. Each case is handled on its 
individual merits. Generally,_ these cases are iden
tif~~d at an early.stage in Service processing and 

•• 
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are not put under deportation proceedings. HoHever, 
in a number of cascr; the appealing humanitarian 
facto1:s may occur or be recognized after proceedings 
have been stnrtcd. In the.latter cases, extended 
voluntary.departure or stays of deportation may be 
granted, as appropriate. 

The factors "'hich arc considered in these situations 
include - but are not. limited to - the follm·ling: 
•(1) Significantly adverse impact. on subsisting and . 
close family relationships; (2) 1\ge of the alien;, (-3) 
Length of residence in the United.Statcs; (4) Phys
ical and mental health of the alien. 

In addition to "non-priority" situations, District 
Directors have the authority to g"rant extensions of 
volmitary departure time or stays of deportation 
when "compelling factors" are present. Extensions 
or stays under these situations are usually limited 
to much shorter periods of time than "non-priority" 
cases. They are usually self-executing arrangements 
whereby a form of rel~ef becomes available, a tempo-

. rary illness is cured; or a ;-mrkmen' s compensation 
case is completed, etc. 

Pertinent operations instructions are o.r. 242.10(a) 
for voluntary departure cases and o.r. 243.3 for de
portation cases. These pages are contained in the 
volumes of "Current Law·s: Title 8, Code of Federal 
Regulations; Operations Instructions; and Interpre
tations", which are availablE.: in t:he rea<ling room 
of the New York District Office. 

s_i(erely, 

~--. l -.. "{~c·<1._,_, . 
0.· ,). 'A_l l:t'vat1 

.E. A, Lough:Gan 
Associate Commissioner, Management 

.· 

. '. 

.. I: il I 

t 
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LEON WILDES 

A'l"TOH.••mV AT l..AW 

SIS Jtu/,;u,,., ,nf,,.,,.,_ 

· ~. ~ .. 1; A"& ioo.!!.!! 

August ],, 1973 

_Immigration and Naturalization Service 
u.s. Department of Justice • 
Central Office 
11~ "D" Street, N.E. 
Washington, D.c. 20536 
Attention: Mr. E.A •. Loughr~n, 

Associate comrnissi~ner, Management 

Dear Mr. Loughran: 

-

Re: Your File: CO 2.12-C 
CO 979-C 

··: 

Thank you for your letter of July 16, 1973 and its attach-
ments. 

. . 

As you undoubtedly already know, the essence of my request for 
information is contained in items b(ii), b(iii) and b(iv), 
and the information furnished by you in reply to these questions, 
cannot, by any .stretch of the imagination, _be _considered to 
satisfy these reasonable requests which have continuously been 
made of your office. 

Your replies to these three questions do not state specifically 
whether or not such records are kept. It would appear from 
your replies, that "statistics are not compiled" as to the 
cases in which deportation proceedings are not instituted be
cause of humanitarian reasons, but it does not appear whether 
records exist, regardless of whether they have been reduced 
to statistics. Likewise, your reply that' "data is not compiled 
on non-priority cases" does not.advise whether you have such 
data in your possession, regardless of whether or not such data 
is "compiled", whatever that term may mean. From your reply 
that "data is not maintained" on cases administratively deferred 
for temporary periods for humanitarian reasons, on e may reason
ably assume that data is mairlnined, though perhaps not "compiled" 
on-non-priority cases. I~ short, I find that your responses 

'· 
' 

with respect to the essential questions put to your office on a.-·-
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Lennon, 2 / 

number of occasions, are u11responsive. Furthermore, the 
delay caused by the continued necessity to repeat the requests 
for this information has prevented me from documenting one of 
the essential elements in connection with my client's appeal to 
the Board of Immigration'Appeals. 

As I have stated previously, the denial of this information by 
the District Director has prevented me.from offering this in
formation as a potential defence in the deportation proceedings 
before the Immigration Judge in New York. Your office's con
tinued failure to furnish .. this int:ormation has resulted in my 
client's inability to fully document the argument on appeal. 
I must, accordingly, respecffully request·that this informa-
tion be furnished promptly. · · 

' I might add that it has come to my attention that district 
directors are required by internal operating practice to file a 
written report on every non-priority case with your office and 
that I find your failure to furnish this information, which is 
submittedly a part of your records and not exempt from the scope 
of the Freedom of Information Act to be an·improper depriation 
of my clie~'s due process rights to a full and fair hearing of 

his alloged doportability /'rom th:.::i:::
1
:t:::::. 

\ ,. • 'I . ~ tu_J._,'_ 
. \ ·. ·~~~~ES 

' ""'--LW/ts 

' . 

• 

.. -, 

· ... ·., 

'• . "\ 

. 

' 

~-~~·----·--------~--~--~-~----~--------------·-----------
~( T I 1049_..,._ mrr 

I 

' J 



:. )-

. ~ ,..r; ~ ;: : 'f 

• 
~r;:.,." 

... .I '"# . .., .. 
Your:., c:h.:., 

,lttMncy for 

( Of/iu aud Post Oj/icc .t1dJros 

To 

"\n,,rncr for 

~-~- ...._ NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT =~~-= 

# 
~ir:-Pka~c take notic~ that an order .. ..: 

,,f (. f. ;.he within~ is a true copy will be presented 

f,); settlement to the Hon. , 
,>i!C ('f tiiC iuJgcs of the within nam~d Coun, at 

f \ 
i.___) 

un th·; 

ar 

I l,l!:..:d, 

day of 

M. 

Yours, etc., 

.t.u,•rney for 

Offi.:c and Post Office Address 

·-
#, 

~"t 

19 
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l'''!T::D ST.'.TSS DISTRICT COURT 
!X·l'T::::;:~: DI.ST!l ICT OF :t.~W YORK 

JO!!?; WINSTOS ONO LENNON, 

Plaintiff, 

--against--

~LLIOT RICHARDSON, LEONARD 
CHAP~·!A'N, EDWARD LOUGHRAN, 
SOCRATES ZOLATAS, and SOL 
MARKS, 

Defendants 

( 
.. } ·. 
. ;~~- SUMMONS & COMPLAINT 

:1 
LEON WILDES 

Att~t.,, tor PLAINTIFF 
Oflice and Post Office Address, Telephone 

515 Madison Avenue 
New, York, New York 10022 
PL 3-3468 
===-:::----- ~~~ 

To ... 

Attorney for 

Service of a copy of the within 

is hereby admitted. 
Dated, 

Auocncy for 

· ... 

,If 

I 

. 

' 
' 

0 
U1 
0 ..... 
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8UMMO~ IN A CIVIl.. ,0.C110N , ' <- Y i ,.,\ •• ~ t z.ft.a 
(l'onnorli D. C. ..... Jfo. U , ..... (~·•»)~ 

FOR THE 

Southern District of New York 

CIVIL ACTION FILE NO. 7 3 c 111 4</ f{; 

i• 

,. ) 

.. 
.. 

' 

JOHN WINSTDW ONO LENNON 

~- i 
., 

"' ./ ;: ~-t: ·' '. ~·J ~; ··- ·~ ..... ·' -~ 
.. 

:-.~ ... ·-· ~ 

~ l· .... _, ~:':. ., 
"'.:·-. . 

--· > ·:·,) 
,. ; ·- 2 .. i-: .. > 

<'" ) - ~~~ 
' • .. • Plalntur 

·' ... ~ 

-:_·~ ~· :v. 
ELLIOT RICHARDSON, Attorney General ~f 
the United States; LEONARD CHAPMAN, 
Commissioner, Imm.igrat~n and Natural
'ization; EDli'ARD A. LOU~AN, Associate 
Commissioner, Immigratton and Natural
ization; SOCRATES ZOLATAS, Regional 
Commissioner, Northeastern REgion, 
·Immigration and Naturalization; SOL 
MARKS, Distric~u~ Director, Distri t 
No. 3, Immigration and Naturalization, 

. •;7o .the above named Defendant : 
Defendants • 

.You are hereby summoned and required to serve upon 

•' ~ - ;-

LEON WILDES 

515 Madison Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 

SUMMONS 

'"--_;. 

-------

-. ·.:: ·;:. -.. ' ·; : ' •,• .. · ~ ·:;- ~ 

..< •....an answer to the complaint which Ia herewith served upon you, within 60 days after aervlce of this 

·summons upon you, exclusive of the day of service. If you fall to do so, Judgment by default will be 

.. -taken against you for the relief demanded in the com~. 

[Seal of Court] 

~ . • Jfote-TJds nmmcms g luaecl piiDa&Dt &o Rille C of the Fecleral R11Jes of CIYD Procedare. . 

; . • . : '' . t • - -· ;: ' -; { J' •• 

f: t • I 1 
• f \ • ' 
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RETURN ON SEitVICE OF WltlT .. 

I hereby certlly and return, t.hat. on the day of 10 • 
I received thla summons and served it together with the complaint herein as follows: 

\ (:.~v.;. <>\ (~"'''·•· 
··- --- ----- - ~- ·-· 

Travel-'_$ 

Service-

Subscribed and swam to before me. a 
•.. .. ,, .. ,l ~ l'f"'" ,-~· • !.·.· '1. A..· .,,.,..., ~--~ day' Of'· ... , ..... " .;.,.#.,.. "' .... .-\. ~ v· · ;'"~:-:=-c:.-... 

[SBAL] 

United States Marshal. . H'•'• 

BY--------------------------------l}eputy United Statu Manhal.. 

:c·'. : ·. 
Note:--Aftl.da-rit required cmlJ'.If serrlce Is ma4e b7 a person other than a United States Marshal or his Depa~ 

,, . -.--; •:; ... : I .::• -~' ;'" ('• r • 
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4. Defendant LEONARD CHAPMAN, is Commissioner of tho 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, with offices in Washing-

ton, D.C. 

5. Defendant SOCRATES ZOLAT~ is the Regional Commis

sioner of the Northeastern Region of the Immigration and Natural

ization Service. 

6. Defendant EDWARD A LOUGHRAN, is Associate Commis-

sioner of the Immigration and Naturalization Service, with 

offices in Washington, D.C. 

L 

7. Defendant SOL MARKS is District Director of District 

No. 3 of the Immigration and Naturalization Service, with offices 

in the City of New York, State of New York. 

JURISDICTION 

8. This Court has jurisdiction in accordance with 

5 U.S.C. §552(a)(3) over the subject matter of this complaint; in

sofar as the remedy provided be considered to be an injunction in 

he nature of Mandamus, this Court has jurisdiction over the sub

oct ma£ter of the Complaint pursuant to the provisions of both 

au.s.c. §.1~61 and5u.s.c. §552(a)(3). 

VENUE 
t .•.. 1 

9. As a cause of action under the Freedom of Information 

is proper in the Southern District of New York, since 

he plaintiff (complainant) resides within said district; insofar 

s the Complaint presents an issue of mandamus, venue is proper in 

ompliance with 28 U.S .c. §1391 (o) , in that the Defendants are 

ublic officials sued in their official capacity • 

• 
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4. Defendant LEONARD CHAPMAN, is Commissioner of the 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, with offices in Washing-

ton, D.C. 

5. Defendant SOCRATES ZOLAT~ is the Regional Commis

sioner of the Northeastern Region of the Immigration and Natural-
' ;4.zation Service. 

6. Defendant EDWARD A LOUGHRAN, is Associate Commis

sioner of the Immigration and Naturalization Service, with 

offices in Washington, D.C. 

r 

L 

'1. Defendant SOL HARKS i.s District Director of District 

No. 3 of the Immigration and Naturalization Service, with offices 

in the City of New York, State of New York. 

JURISDICTION 

8. This Court has jurisdiction in accordance with 

5 u.s.c. §552(a)(3) over the subject matter of this complaint; in

sofar as the remedy provided be considered to be an injunction in 

he nature of Mandamus, this Court has jurisdiction over the sub

ect ma£ter of the Complaint pursuant to the provisions of both 

8 U.S.C. ~1~61 and 5 u.s.c. §552(a)(3). 

VENUE 

9. As a cause of action under the Fre~dom of Information 

ct, venue is proper in the Southern District of New York, since 

he plaintiff (complainant) resides within said district; insofar 

s the Complaint presents a~ issue of mandamus, venue is proper in 

ompliance with 28 u . .s.c. §1391(o), in that the Defendants are 

ublic officials sued in their official capacity • 

• 
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PRELIMINARY FACTS 

10. On August 13, 1971 the Plaintiff was admitted to 

( 

l 

the United States as a non-immigrant visitor for pleasure, and 

was authorized to remain in the United States until February 29, 

1972. • 
11. On March 1, 1972, a letter from defendant MARKS was 

written granting plaintiff permission to remain in the United 

States until March 15, 1972, and on March 3, 1972 Pl.aint.;t:ff 

filed a petition for status as an outstanding artist. 

12. Three days later, on March 6, 1972 and again on 

March 7, 1972, Orders to Show Cause in deportation proceedings 

were issued against plaintiff by defendant MARKS charging 

Plaintiff with overstaying in the United States and with failing 

to comply wi~h the conditions of his status, making Plaintiff 

the respondent in a deportation proceeding of the defendants. 

13. Precipitated by an action against defendant MARKS 

commenced in this Court entitled JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON and 

ano. against SOL MARKS, Civil Action No. 72 C 1784, resulting 

in a temporary restraining order, defendant MARKS granted 

plaintiff's application for third-preference status as an out

standing artist, but nevertheless proceeded with the deportation 

hearing, which hearing had been adjourned to May 2, 1972. 

THR RECORDS 
.. .. 

14, Pursuant to Title 5, u.s.c. §552, the Plaintiff, by 

his attorney, LEON WILDES, demanded various records and infor-

mation from the defendant MARKS, as District Director of the 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, on May 1, 1972, which 

• 
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were deemed necessary to prepare a proper defense to tho dcpor-

tation proceedings. [The demand is attached hereto and made a 

part hereof as Exhibit "A".] 

15. The records therein and herein concerned are records 

kept by the defendants, in the oriQdary course of their duties 

re#\Yting to the administration of the immigration laws, and con

cern various records and statistics about (a) alien~ apprehended 

who are excludable or deportable and the various legal grounds 

under which they are deported or excluded; (b) aliens against 

whom formal deportation proceedings were actually commenced; and 

a liens whose cases were administratively considered "non-priori t " 

cases, against whom deportation proceedings were.not commenced 

as well as the basis or criteria for determinations made by the 

defendants not to commence proceedings in their cases; and (c) 

the standards for classification of cases as "non priority." 

These are the basic records which are the subje~ of this action 

and the requested records are in the exclusive control of the 

·defendants, are not accessible to the public, and the procedures 

for their classification, though of general applicability in the 

cases of all aliens subject to the u.s. Immigration laws, are 

not the subject of published regUlations available to the 

public or interested individuals. 

THE REQUESTS AND DENIALS 

16. As described, supra, Plaintiff, by his attorney, 

demanded the records described in paragraph #15 of the within 

complaint on May 1, 1972 from defendant MARKS, both formally 

(See Exhibit "A") and informally, by way of a motion to termin

ate the deportation proceedings • 

17. Prior to May 23, 1972, no reply whatsoever was 

forthcoming from the defendant MARKS. 
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18. On May 23, 1972, Plaintiff's attorney telephoned 

Vincent A. Schiano9,Esq., the trial attorney for the defendant 

MARKS, who i•formed plaintiff's attorney that no reply would be 

forthcoming. 

19. On June 5, 1972, Plaintiff's attorney informed 

defendant MARKS of this fact by letter dated June 5, 1972 

(attached hereto as E~bibit"B"), advising defendant MARKS that 

the Special Inquiry Officer (now called Immigration Judge) had 

granted Plainti.t'f until July 1, 1972 to file a brief in support 

of plaintiff's motion to~terminate the deportation proceedings 

based upon the information which was anticipated to be forth

coming p\!.rsuant to the May 1, 1972 demand under 5 u.s.c. §552. 

20. By letter dated June 14, 1972, defendant MARKS 

advised Mr. Wildes that the defendant maintained a public read-

' ' , 

ing ro9M in which certain materials were available for use, 

which materials, however, did not furnish the Plaintiff with 

any of the information requested, and for such matters, defendan 

MARKS referred: Plaintiff to the Statistical Branch of the 

Immigration andNaturalization Service, at is Central Office 

1 ocated in Washington, D.C. (See Exhibit "C" attached hereto.) 

21. By letter dated June 27, 1972, Plaintiff, by his 

attorney, moved before the Immigration Judge for permission to 

take the testimony of government witnesses in support of the 

Plaintiff's motion to terminate the deportation proceedings, 

repeating Plaintiff's allegation that the defendants had viola-

~ ted their own established practice and policy in commencing 

dep'Ortation proceedings against Plaint iff, wh:lc h practice would 

be demonstrated by the disclosure of the information infull 

demanded in the May 1, 1972 requests (See Exhibit "A") and 

further advising the Immigration Judge of the occurrences to 

date. [See Exhibit "D" attached hereto.) 
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22. That motion, as n part of his decision, was denied 

by the Immigration Judge in his opinion which issued lllarch 23, 

1973. 

23. On April 13, 1973, Plaintiff, by his attorney, made 

a demand identical to the May 1, 1972 demand, from the Central 

Office of the Immigration and Naturalization Service. [See 

Exhibit ••E" attached hereto.] 

24. By letter dated May 16, 1973, . defendant LOUGHRAN, 

Associate Commissioner of the Immigration and Naturalization 

Service, advised Plaintiff's attorney to meet with defendant 

MARKS to discuss the various requests made. [See Exhibit "F" 

attached hereto.] 

25. By letter dated May 21·, 1973, Plaintiff, by his 

attorney, advised defendant LOUGHRAN that unless the informa~ 

tion was received within thir~' (30) days of his letter, he 

would commence legal proceedings to secure the information whic 

had not yet been disclosed, although more than one year had 

passed. [~e E·xhibit "G" attached hereto.] 

26. By letter dated May 31, 1973, defendant LOUGHRAN 

advised Plaintiff's attorney that although the agency's [Immi

gration and Naturalization Service] form (Form N-585] had not 

been filed, he was sending the agency's Annual Report for 1972 

which contained "some" of the 1nformation sought by Plaintiff's 

counsel, but that as to the other information, the Form N-;585 

was necessary, along with the requisite filing fee~ [See 

Exhibit "H" attached hereto.] 

27 ~ By letter dated June 5, 1973, Plaintif~, by his 

attorney, supplied defendant LOUGHRAN with the requisite form 

[Form N-585], which, though it did not lend itself to the type 

of request being made in behalf of Plaintiff, was completed.and 

forwarded to defendant LOUGHRAN, advising defendant LOUGHRAN 

that the request was being made pr1marily as to decisions 
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made not to commence or maintain deportation proceedings agains 

certain aliens, decisions concerning "non.-priority" cases, a 

cilass of aliens, it is alleged, which should have included the 

Plaintiff. [See Exhibit "I" attached hereto.) 

28. By an undated letter, defendant LOUGHRAN advised 

Plaintiff's attorney that a fee of three($3.00)dollars should 

have accompanied the application [See·Exhibit "J"] which was 

sent to defendant LOUqftAN on June 19, 1973 [See Exhibit "K"). 

29. By letter dated July 16, 1973, defendant LOUGHRAN 

disclosed some, and did not disclose other, information request 

ed in behalf-of the Plaintiff, on May 1, 1972, almost fifteen 

(15) months earlier; however, by his letter, defendant LOUGHRAN 

advised that: (a) statistics were not compiled on the number of 

cases in which proceedings were not commenced because of human

itarian reasons; (b) data is not compiled on "non-priority 

cases," (cases which the government decides not to commence 

·llepert-a·t-i-en ·preceedi:ft8'S); .(~) data is not compil-ed on caees 

administratively "deferred" for temporary periods or "delayed" 

for humanitarian reasons; however, defendant did define what a 

.. non-priority" case was, in that it "is one in which the 

Service in the exercise of discretion determines that adveese 

action would be unconscionable because of appealing humanitaria 

factors," such cases being "identified at an early stage in 

Service processing and are not put under deportation proceed-

:ings;., the factors considered, as explained by defendant 

LOUGHRAN, were (1) significantly adverse impact on subsisting 

and close family relationships; (2} age of the alien; (3) lengt 

of residence in the United States; (4) physical and mental 

of the alien. [See Exhibit "L" attached hereto.] 

• 
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30, By letter dated August 1, 1973, Plaintiff's attorney 

on behalf of the Plaintiff advised defendant LOUGHRAN that the 

essence of the request was for the information which defendant 

LOUGHRAN stated that "data was not compiled." [Eee·Exhibit "II"] 

and that although data may not be "compiled," clearly records 

were kept of such decisions not to commence non-priority depor

tation proceedings, that these record~ were or should be avail

able to Plaintiff pursuant" to the Freedom of Information Act 

. and again demanding i_nformation as to said. records, since, 

upon information and belief, district directors of the Service 

are_ required by internal operating practice to prepare a 

written report on every non-priority case stating the grounds 

and facts upon which the decision is made to delay deportation 

proceedings in each case, and file copies of same with the 

appropriate Regional Commissioner and with the office of the 

defendant LOUGHRAN. 

31. Plaintiff bas, by his attorney, exhausted whatever 

administrative remedies were provided and whatever administra-

tive remedies defendants advised J;?laintiff that _he had,- and there 

has been no response whatsoever to the last request dated Aug

u;t 1, 1973, a period of over two and one-half months • 

. 32 •. The records requested are not exempt .from public 

disclosure, either by the Freedom of Information Act, or by 

any other appropriate statute. 

33; The procedures and criteria for determinations as 

to w~etll.er ~s are .. ·1oP . .laa...&GAS:MiePfiMI. i:ft the "non-pri-ority" 

category are of general applicability and should be available to 

the public,· 

34. Defendants, j_ointly or severally, are obligated to 

furnish the Plaintiff with the records requeillted, promptly, 

which they have failed or negelcted to do and which they con-. 

ttnue ~o fail or neglect to disclose. 
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WIIEREFORE, Plaintiff prays that this Court: 

1. Issue a preliminary and final injunction directing 

defendants to cease from withholding from plaintiff the records 

kept by defendants as to the cases in which the defendants 

decide not to commence deportation proceedings or decide to 

defer commencement of deportation proceedings (records as to 

"non-priority cases" and "special deferred cases"), together 

with any·evidence, criteria and standards considered by the 

defendants in making such decisions and determinations; 

2. Order defendants to make available to plaintiff the 

records described in paragraph #1 of this prayer for relief, 

and more fully described in the complaint herein; 

3. In lieu thereof, supply to plaintiff a statement of 

the reasons for the decision and determination of all "non-

priority" and "special deferred" cases and a·summary of the 

evidence which was before the defendants when they so decided 

in each of the cases; and 

4. Grant such other and further relief as to the Court 

seems jutt and proper under the circumstances. 

DATED: ocromm 17, 1973 
NBW YORK, NEW YORK 

\ 

·-

~N WiLDEs 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Office and PO. Address 
515 J.fadison Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 

- (212) 753.:..:3468 
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,Rurauant to Title 5. u.s.c •• f552. the undersigned hereby demands 

that you make the to1lowing intormat1on available torthwith to the 

undersigned : 

(I) State the tollow~g separately, nationally and tor the 
geographic aroa covered by the New York District Ottice 
ot the Immigration and Nat1ona1izat1on Service, tor 
spec1t1c annual per1ods ddring each ot the past (tive) 5 
years: 

(a) The number ot aliens apprehended who are 
atatutor1ly excludible or deportable and a 
breakdown as to the grounds tor tb1.er deport
ability, and speciti.cally governi.ng, 1nter 
a11a, exoludi.b111ty under S212(a)(23) ot the 
t:lr.'A., and deportab111ty under I.N.A. SS241 

---(a)(2) and 2111 (a)(9) • and 241 (a)(ll). 

(b) Por same time periods and geographi.o areas 
and wi.th the same breakdown as to each ground 
tor excludi.b11i.ty and deportabi11ty as i.n 
(I)(a) above. state: 

. . ~. 

(1) The number ot such al1ens 1n whoee cases 
tormal deportat1on proceedings were ac
tually 1nst1tuted; 

_ (11) The number or such cases ln wh:!.ch proceed
ings were not :1nst1tuted because ot human
itarian reasons, including age, illness, 
close tamily realti.onships, etc., stat~g 

~ the number under each separate category ot 
human1tar1an classit1cat1on, 1noluding.but 
not limited to age, 1ntirmity, relationship 
to u.s. c~tizen ch1ld, relationship to u.s • 
resident-spouse, compelling national ~terest, 
pendency ot third preterence petitions or 
because aliens were proteasionals or members 
ot the arts or sciences ot third preterenoe 
level; 

(111) The number ot such cases adm1nistrat1vely 
oonsldered _"non-prlorltY" cases ln each such 
category and tor each such per:!.od; the specltla 
cr1ter:1on or standards tor such claas1t1cat1on, 
and the range ot per1ods ot tlme tor whloh 
such class1t1cation exists. 

(lv) The number ot such cases in each category and 
tor each auch perlod eor-which proe=eedlngs 
were administratively deterred tor temporary 
periods ot t1.me or delayed d-uring the tempor
ary pendency ot such tactora aa are stated 1n 
1 (b)( 11.) above. 

(vl The number ot cases tor each time period and 
geographic area apec1t1ed 1n whlch'th.e removal 

. . .. . ' ' . 

• 

• .. · 
' ....... 
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or allons was stayed during tho pendency 
or private 1mm1y~ation legislation in the 
Congress arid. w.1th reapoot to any case 
not stayed. 1r any. the reasons speo.1r.1ed 
ror nondororral or all such oases. 

(o) State the standards applied ror claaair.1oation or a 
oaae as "non priority" or other olaaa1r1oat.1on 
by reason or whlob an allen statutorily deport
able la 

(S:).riot made the aub.feot or deportation pro
ooedlnga; or 

.. - ~ ·.-
. --"" 

(11) lr processed ror deportaion. granted ·1n
<l•rln1te voluntary departure; or 

-•... 

. , 

. -.· .· - . 

.•. ·-.. _ ... 

.. 
,: .;._ .. _ 

·' 

._ ... __ .. , .. 

•• o::-.- ...... 1;.• • ----·.-·-

'":.. -~ 

::- .·-· 

(111) extended periods or voluntary departure. 

<-xr separate standards exist ror each such cate
gqry. please stabe them; state whether they are 
embodied in written lnetructlons. regulations • 
or operating manuals, and 1r so. rurn1ah a copy 
or all such standards stating their respective 
errective dates and geographic .fur1adlot1ona1 
areas or appl1oabi11ty • 

. . 
Yours,. etc. 

LEON WILDES;, 
515 Madison Avenue 
Hew York,. H.Y. 10022 
212-753-3468 

A~torney ror John Winston Ono Lennon 
and Yoko Ono Lennon 

.. · 

."\:. 
I 
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LEON WIL.OU:e 
ATTORNt.:Y AT U-.W 

IS-tiS MADISON AVEt..,UE 

NEW YOr.tK. NI::W VORl( 10022 

CADLE ADDAEaS 

••t..E~LD••• .. N.Y. 

·June 5. 197 ~! 

Uon. sol t•arko, District Dirccto1: 
lnnnigz:ation & Naturalh•ation f:o!J:vice 
20 ~'test Bro<odway 
New YOJ:k, N£;W Yl.~rk 10007 

Re' LENNON, 
LENl"'ON, 

'~ 1\17 597 

D<::ar Mr. Narks: 

John winston 
Yoko Ono 
321 

(b)(6) 

l'.S you know, I prps .. nt~ a r"quest tc-· yr..u by hand 

Cno 

on Ma)- 1. 1~·12 for certain i.nfo:unatj_on under. the Jo'r-,··edc--m 
of Ir .. fc..rr::aticn Act:,. rJ.-.itl".=!. 5., U.S.C., Para* 552 .. liO reply 
bas bc;.::n rt:ceived with r""Sf>E:Ct to th.is r'='quest. 

en May 23, 1972, l telephon<:<d and spcke with.Mr. 
V inCt!:lt i•. Sclll.cmo, the !erial i-.ttorney i:t tbe ~bove 
procoedings, who informed me that your office wot.,ld nc.'t: 
reply to the rc.que:.st mcd<:o. l-ty iurther requeg t. that th~ 
refusal to comply with .ny request be stateo in writing 
was likewise refused. 

Under the circumstances; end in view'of the fact 
that over a month has passed s.ince the prese~tation of 
my request, ~nless l: recE-<iv:a :.tour immedi<•te communication 
to the ccntrary. X shall cgnsider Mr. Hchiano's reply tD 
be tt>e otricial policy of the New York Distr1.ct Qffice 
cf the :tiMligration & Naturalization Service. 

The ref.usal tc comply with my re.:-luest is prejudicial 
to my motion.made in the deportation proceedings i.n the 
wcv~ matter::;, to terminate the proceedings on the basis 
of dl.scrimin?.tory prosecutio,n in th~aoE<~ caseo •. i!.s you know, 
the Special Inquiry C·fficer has granted me to July 1, 1972 

• 
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. -~T&YEN L.. WKtN8ERO 

PA-.-

LE 0-N.-_W I L c C: 0 

ATTORNEY AT L#"W 

8-U$ MADISON AVENUE 

NEW YORK. NEW VORt< ·10022 . 

- ·--- .,:_~--~- --

• 

my motion. 
.I wi.ll not 

within which to fiie my ~ief in support of 
Unless :r receive the 2 'i'Hfifflil'ite1cn r(!quested, 
be in a pcsiticn to :Cile the brief on time. CADLE ADDAESa 

•"LEOHWILDE:a. •• N.Y • 

.I respecti'ully ~ppreciete your inunediato attention 
to this request. 

Very trul.y yot1ra, · 

•:.· 

LEON W.ILDES 

L!;/ba 
de!ivered by hand 

·. ~ ' ... . . 

. , 

•. 

.. 
. . 

• --,·~-:n ·• 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF .JUSTICE 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

20 WEST BROADWAY 

-~ lfildes 
.Attor1111y .at Lair 
cOlts lladisoD AveDue 
,..._ York,· •- York 10022 

. ;J»ar Sir 1 

NEW YORK. NEW YORK 10007 

JUDe 14, 1972 A17.&97 321 
I I 

(b)(6) 

~~ereuce is aade to your letters of :llay 1 aDd J~ne 5, 1972, 1D which you deaand 
~at certain statistical data be aad~ available to you pursuant to Title 5, u.s.c., 
.Para. 552, for uae iD prep&riDC your cletenae 91 Client& in deportation proc-dinga • . · 
·~ou are advised that this o~tt6e ... ~talus a public readiug room ou the twelfth 
·:1~oor Where the toll.owiug aaterials Ue available tor your use: 

.1. Copu. at the A-ua1 Report>• of the J-lgratioD aDd Naturalization 
Service tor the years 1965 through 1971. 

2. AdaiDiatrative DeCisions uDder the J-igriatioD aDd Jfationaltty Laws 
of the United States, Wlth cumulative tDdlcea • 

.a. UDpubltahed Service and Board decisions re1atiug to proceedings in 
which the tutttal decision wsa aade in the New York District office. 

4. StateaeDts ot policy, interpretations, and those aanuala and iDatructtona 
to ataf~ (or portions thereof) affecttns the public, with an acco.paDJ'iDC 
iadex o~ any aaterial issued a~ter Ju1y 4, 1967. 

~· Copies of I-tcrati_oD aDd Jfationaltty Laws, of Title 8 of the Uaited 
Statea Code Aanotated, Title 8 of tbo Code of Federal RegulattoDa--Cbapter 
1 0 aDd·the Departaent of State Por~ign Affairs MaDua1, Voluae 9- Vtaaa. 

You are iDYited to research these aateriala aDd to obtaiD copies of &DJ' of $he 
atatiatical tables Which you find useful. Jf you desire statistics Which are 
-t covered iD the annual reports of the Servi-ce, you aay c0111aunicate with the 
.Statistical Branch, Central Office. Washington, D. c. to ascertain the avail
ability and coat o-L special. atatiatiJ~:al tabulat-ions. Any queation coacerntnc 
Serv1ce policy o:r iaatruct1ona Which are not Within the pur'l'i .. of 8 C.I".R. 
~03.9 (d) auat be addre,aed to the Central Office• 

.. 

~-:r;::~ 
SOL MARKS 
District' Director 
.... , York Dlatrtct 
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L 1:: oN WI I..._D!::. B 

ATTOONCY AT L,t.N 

tUJ:i MAOISON AVENUE 

NEW. YOfU<.. NL:W von .. : 10022 

t2t2l 7D3•340U 

-- .r: 

CARL£ AOORC&S 

••LEONWILDI:B. •• N.'Y • 

Hc:..n. Ira Ficldotc•ol 
:,'pecinl ln<JI;iry v:ffi<..:(•L· 

Juno 27, 1972 

u.s. J:mn\igrution and naturalization Service 
20 west Droadway 
New York, Nct'll York lOOO'/ 

Rea LENtoC!~, .. ~·ohn WJ n'<~ton c nc 
J\17 !:'9-, 321 

Dear Sir a 

• , 
L£NUON, -:lc}~o Cno 

:Ct is x·espectf.ully moved, • pursuant_ t~' B c.F .R. 2&7 .4 {a) (2) 
that t't:e Special Inquiry C•£ficer issue S\>o.f>Oenas requiring 
the attendance of gov.:rm!lent witnesses a::1.d the producticn 
of books, papers and ot:her documentary evidence, in B\1ppc.-rt 
of the rcspondnnts' mot:l.on to terminate these deportation 
p:t·o<. eed in9s • 

• , · A motion to tcrminni;c these proc<!ooings waa m.:1d~ to the 
!Jh•trict Uire•~t:.or on March l~, 1972 under S ~.l:" • .R. 24.'-. 7 
and theroafter the motion •.-1as renewed pofore the Special 
1n'}uL:·y Cfficer in these prcccedingr;. · '!:!-1e mot:icn \-las 
further rene'lo."cd at tlv~ t:.crminatci.on ot the govC"rrtment • a 
case nnd follO\'!'-! .. &&':J t-he i"ili.n<; of ;::.pplicatic~ns for ocijuot:aent 
of etat:\.ts 1Jn•:ier o~•ction ;>43- t'f the :Imr.tigrat: ion and !iationality 

. Act, .. , ....... '-'i:>I:d,_,d. 

C'nc of th'.!' bilacs h:l' ':he ;1cOt iou wan t;he filet t!l<:tt: t.hc 
!iervice h.nd v i.e.· luted it!!: :.'W;l ns't'.t>hl inhed practicie aud pc>l icy 
in commencin'} anc~ malr.t.<tj.!',i.:'lg (.'"'~'ortat io>1 r.~roc~crJing .. 
ll~'Jni11nt. the-<:-"' Hl) <m:!. .!'t. i.~; cl:1 i.rn~-:'1 th-::~;; ·t:he S<:•rvico:· has 
nn J.rovnr i"bl ~l poi:.{.''! vh i.r:'• . .,..la t;ot 1:~'1.!.c.·-;~f'td in th~! i11utant 
cusu, and tim~·- the J.'ai h.p:''' to foll:::"· ~hi.s ·=-~,t:-.bl ishcr1 

- ._: ____ ·------~-----~ -- ----·-'--· 
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policy deni.cf' tbose aliuns thoir due p.roco.:Jo& righto undor 
· · tho \l.l:i. Conot itution and causco thorn irreparable harm. 

._·. 

.•. 

The Spacial J:nqui.ry t.·fficor g:ca:1tod the reopondonto• counnol 
until July 1, 1972 to filo a brief i.n suppoxt of this 
proposition. 

l:n o.r<.lur. to e&curo tho mstcrial nocossory to brio f th\) 
i uuuo, reap(mtlunto • couuao.l f i lod '"ith thu lH .. otr ict U.l roctor 
on J.tny 1, 1972 a rii'qU<HJt ror tho uucoaoary int:orruntion. 

;·· . epeciiying in detail thu infOJ."'l\31:.ion required. A copy of 
this reque~t is att~che<.:l <u: Bxhibjt 1. 

On Mny '23, 1972 the reopondonta' counucl telephoned 
tho goverruncnt's Trial Attorney, further rcquunt:inc; the 

... said intcrnmtion. Tho govcrmutmt • o 'l'rial .1\tt.ornoy rofuood 
t:!' comply with the recruest and further stated that tho 
J.nformat.:i.on would not be furniohcd. . A further requcot datfad 
June 5, }.97<! wae prosented;to tho District Lircctor, a 

--- . 

CC\py ot: which is attac.•hcd as E.'Xl:ib!.t 2. 'i~ho ropJ.y of the 
.District Director dated June 14, 1972 ia attached aa Exhibit 
!nvitin-;r that all furthnr gucstic,ns with respect to '";.~rvicP

policy or inatructions" ... nut;t he ad<:!rosacd to tho Central 
· · _OfficcH. . 

l. 

It ie app'!'.rent that the intonnation contained in tho 
reading room of the New vc.r)( District Office of tho J:m."'lligration 
f!nd Yatural:!.::ation Service clccu not contain the inform<:.ticn 
requested by respondents, ond that tho evidence muot be ob- · 
taincd frc>~.ll the cant1<4l Cfl:lce of tho ~mmfqrati.on and Natu
ralization Service in \.:auhingtou D.C. AccorcUngly, it i.s 
re~pcctfully requeoted that the Special Inquiry Cfficer iosuc 
a 'subpoena to tho COln..TDiss-ioner of tho Immigration and :>atu
ralization Service or such other douignatcd rcprescntativa 
who may have custody or the informati.on needed by roopondento • 
It is further requested that tho Special Inquiry utficcr 
defer the considerot ion ot this point in the rcspon•lonto • 
brief until after any available infct:mation has bee<"\ secured 
·from .the C'llntral Cftica of the ~muigration ;.>ervica • .. ~ • 

•:n~F.EFCiili res.Pcndeut..a z·eopect.t:ul.ly requeet tlsat. tt.e 
.S.peci.al J:nquiry Ot'i:icdr e:u"t:.er an C•r .. hu: i&ouing a ou;;;,poena 

. to tho ~ent1:al Cfilce o:t' t~1e :.t:m.rru~rat-.i..:-n and Naturoliz.Atior, 

,._._. 

\ 

.· 

. . . -~ •.. . , .. 
'• 

· . 

• 

i 

j 
i 

! 

!l ,, 
I 
~ 
;) 
.-1 
,. 
iJ 
~ 

' ~ 
~ • 
; 

I 
~ 

l 
I 

i 

I 
J 
i 
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r· 

-J-

. ,. 

s~rvicc to n~"'p(.•;,lr, tt.'gct.hct• ~li.th 'r<.>lovant. hooks, r<.•corn:~ 

and oth<u <!:lta, ;tt au apol.'opriat.P. office of tl'•.•1 ltnrnigrution 
and Natur.:ll i?.ath.>n ::Jcrvice i:o giV<.3 testimony with J:r!Bpcct 

·to th<:! matter I'! stated h1 th.;- t·cqu<'!st J'or in fonnat it.·n datud 
t'..ay 1, 1~!7~. ·:'l.e~ .. n:ring ..::or-•• 'lld,;!r.;:at.iun cf the pcr.tin·.!nt point.. 
·l.r. resvon•i.,;nt.s' lni""f• 3!h~ -JT<~.ntin•J '\uch other il:'ld i:urthcr 

.. :eclief il!J rnay l .. c juut. jn t·hc pJ:u.mif·•~s. 

'· ... ~ 

....... 

. ··. 
.·· 

-.: 

·Reupect fully snbmi f:ted, 

! .. P'..C!i: \'liL:>ES 
httorn~y for the kespondentc 
515 ttaci::;;C'n ll.venue 

.·:wew Yor.k, uew York 1.0022 

.•. ,: L\~&ba 
··.~<CLS. 

. •· ... 

·.·· 

-~ ... .. 
·' 

... .-~. 
. .,-.· 

.. .... ,: '"';; __ : .· ····-= . ~ ..... 

"-. . . 
... . 

· .. 
.' ~~-~-

'!•· .......... -. 
: -~' 

;- /.· -~ ...... : . ·-:• .· ~-

<. · .. -~-· ... 
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• 
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LBON WILDES 
ATTOJ-tHg;v AT LA.W 

S/S J~..:....- .r:£,..,..4_ 
.A~ ~ . ..A:""?k ~oo.u 

. i 
,I April. 13, 1.973 

U.S. Department of Justice 
Immigration & Natural.ization Service 
Centr.al Office 
119 D. Street, N.E. 
W;o::hiii'JLOn, D.C. 20536 

Attn: Charles Gordon, Esquire 

Dear Sir: 

Pursuant to Titl.e 5, u.s.c., Para. 552, the 
undersigned hereby demands. that you make the attached 
information available to him forthwith. This infor
mation is of·· special. and urgent necessity in connection 
with preparation of an appeal. brief as to the govcrJL~ent's 
action aga.i.nst my client, John Winston Ono Lennon. 

Thank you in advance for your prompt attention. 

J,W:l>a 
f.'<•rL i. find Mail: 

I . 

.::~ ~- ·, ~ t,! . . 
·. : ·;-~er truly yours, 

_·;. ·. 0·· .I .1. 
. . LEON WILDES 

tO ~:i -~·/ .. : -~-

Return Receipt Requcste<l 

:.._ ·· ... ·· -, : 

t ._,. ... ~: ' -f 

. ,_. >.~~--~~z-· 
. •. ~-

·: 
. ' 

. • .. • 

••. ; l 

·,· 

. ·-~ 

·' . • '· ' 
't 
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Pursuant to Title 5, u.s.c. • Para. 552, the un<lcrsi9ncd 

hereby demands that you make the following information 

available forthwith to the undersigned: 

(I) State the following separately, nationnlly, and for the 
geographic area covered by the New York District Office 
of the Immigration and Nationalization Service, for 
specific annual periods during each of the past (five) 5 
years: 

(a) 

-----· 
(b) 

·' 

The number of aliens apprehended who are 
statutorily excludible or deportable and a 
breakdown as to the grounds for their deport
ability, and specifically governing, inter 
alia, excludibility under Parct. 2l2 (a) (23) of th· 
I:.N.A., and deportibility ·~nder I.N.A. Section 
241 (a) (2) and 241 (a) (9), and 241 (a) (lJ.) • 

Por same time periods and geographic areas 
and with the same breakdown as to each ground 
for exludibility and deportibility as in 
(I) (a) above, state: 

U.} The number of such aliens in whose cases 
formal deportation proceedings were ac
tually instituted~ 

(ii) The number of such cased in whicb proceed
ings were not instituted because of human
itarian reasons, including age, illness, 
close family relationships, etc., stating 
the number under c·~ch ,.,., ••• ,-,.,, •• <"ai•••J•>ry or 
humanitarian clctss i r j '-'" 1 ion, in<- lttd i nq, buL 
not limited to age; inlirmity, relationship 
to u.s. citizen chiid, relationship to u.s . 
resident spouse, compelling nntional inter
est, pendency of third preference petitions 
or because aliens were professionals or 
members of the arts or sci<'nces of third 
preference level~ 

(iii) The number of such cctsc>H ~clmin ist.r~ti vcly 
considered "non-priority" cnscs in each 
auch category and for each such period; th4 

·•.-

• ·' ,.· 

~ ' . ! 

·: ':•. 
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(c) . 

-· 

-2-

specific criterion or standards for such 
classification, and the range of periods 
of time for which such classification 
exists. 

(iv) The number of such cases in each category 
and for each such period for which proceed
ings were administratively deferred for 
temporary periods of time or delayed during 
the temporary pendency of such factors as 
stated in J:(b) (ii) above. 

(v) The number of cases f' or e;tch 1· i Ill<' period <tn• 
geographic area spec i r i ,•d in which Lhe 
removal of aliens was sl;tyed during the 
pendency of private ~rnrnigration legislation: 
in the Congress and, with respect to any 
ca·se ·not stayed, if any,· the reasons spe
cif~ed for nondeferral of all such cases. 

State the standards applied for classification 
of a case as "non-priority" or other classi
fication by reason of which an alien statu
torily deportable is 

(i) not made the subject of deportation pro
ceed~ngs; or 

(ii.) if processed for deportation, granted in
defi.ni.te voluntary departure; or 

(iii) extended periods of voluntary departure. 

X£ separate standards exist for c<tch such 
category, please state them; sLate whct.hc'r they 
are embodi.ed i.n written instructions, regulation~ 
or operating manuals, and if so, furnish a copy 
of-all such standards st'!ting their respective 
effective dates and geographic jurisdictional 
area of applicability. 

1!>-• 

\ . 

. - ·) 

~' . .. '. 

'. 
- ··: 

"'• ~-

-. 
I ; 

·-· .·.· 
Yours,_ etc . 

LEON WILDES, 
515 Madison Avenue 
New· York, N.Y. 10022 
212-753-3468 
Attorney for John Winston Ono LEmOJ 

. ' 

I 
I 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536 

·fl 

·CO 2.12-C 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Nadison Avenue 

1973 

New York, .New York 10022 

Dear Mr. Wildes, 

ReCerence is made to your letter of April 13, 
'1973, asking the Service to make available certain 
'i.nrormation for use in preparing the appeal brief 
~or your client, John Lennon. 

Shortly following receipt of your ietter.this 
~£'£ice asked District Director Sol Marks to meet 
wi.th you to discuss the matter and, in particular, 
to ascertain whether your demands for information 
could be presented to the Service in less expansive 

.. ;and more manageable categories. I understand that 
Mr, Marks has talked to you on the telephone and it 
was agreed you would stop by his office for a meet
ing, 

You may be assured that renewed attention will 
be given to your request wqen further word is re

·ceived from yot.~ or Mr. Harks. 

... ~ 

.... 
, v 

·-

sf!'••r?'J, 

~{}~ . D/\y~~~~ 
E. A. Lough~/ 

Associate Commissioner 
Management 

\ 

·~-. . 

• 

·. 

t... 
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LgoN \Vn.n•o:s 
1\TrOU:NI~V A,. l.AW 

S/S ~./!:,,/.;..,,,_ sY...,.,u,..,. 
.At;.,.<&;~ JV&.' /t?t?.:!.:! 

1 
... , 

.. I. 

CAUt..B -ADl>RRMS 
-LISONWJLOEs.- N~ Y. 

• 

May 21, 1973 

u.s. Department of Justice 
Immigration and Naturalization pervice 
Central Office 119 D Street, N.E. 
Washington, D.C. _20536 
Attention: E.A. Loughran, Associate commissioner, Management 

Re: Your file: CO 2.12-c 
John Winston Ono Lennon 

Dear.Mr. Loughran: 

X re£er to your letter of May 16, 1973. concerning my most recent 
request for certain information for use in preparing my appeal 
brief in behalf of my client, the above-named alien. 

As you know, my request for the same information was filed with 
1-tr. Marks in exactly the same form on May 1, 1972, -over a year ago. 
The information was not furnished. On June 5, 1972 I again repeated 
my_ request for the same information. On this occasion Mr. Marks 
replied, on June 14, 1972, advising me that his office maintains 
a public reading room on the twelfth floor for certain information, 
not relevant to these proceedings, was available for my us~ including 
copies of the Inunigration and Nationality Act. I considered this 
reply, to say the least, unresponsive. The preparation of a proper 
defense in my client's case required, and the preparation of an 
appropriate appeal likewise requires, all of the information re
quested. I have informed Mr. Marks accordingly by telephone. 

Plea.se take notice that unless the information requested is made 
.available within thirty (30} days from the date of this letter I 
shall have no alternative other than to institute appropriate legal 
proceedings to secure the necessary information in writing and to 
examine knowledgeable ·parties as to the information requested. 

yours, 

LW/ts 
Certified l4ail: Return Receipt Requested 

. . .... . . .··-: .. 

• 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536. 

MAY 31 1973 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 

:<New YorJ(:, New York 

-. 

10022 

This is in ~urther response to your letter o~ 

CO 2.12-C 

. .April l..J, l.97J requesting in~ormati.on from the records 
··o~ this Service for your use in preparing an appeal 
-brief' in the deportation proceedings. brought by this 
Service against John Lennon. District Director Marks has 
~nf'ormed me that you do not desire to modi~y the scope 
o~ your request. ; 

Although you have not submitted a request ~or 
~ecords on Form N-585 as prescribed by 8 CFR 10.).10(a}(2), 
I am glad to send you a copy o~ the Annual-Report o~ this 
Service ~or ~iscal year 1972 which contains some o~ the 
inf'ormation which you seek. See particularly Tables 
21 - 26. 

With respect to in~ormation which you still desire 
!Which may not be contained in the Annual Report, you are 
requested to .~ile attached Form N-585 and a determination 

· will be made as to whether the request will be granted 
-.~r denied. 

• 

Some o~ the information which you seek may not 
exist. Some may exist but cann·ot be searched, col.l.ected 
and produced without unduly burdening or inter~ering 
with Service operations. 8 CFR l.OJ.10(a)(2) •. If' after • 
your request is filed it appears that the ~ees chargeable 
will exceed $25.00, it may be necessary to notify you of 
the amount of' the anticipated fees. 8 CFR 10.J.7(b)(2). 

'!Attachments 

r- s:nce;el.y,. . .. . 

E. A. Loughr n 
~~ U. *lLj'('vll.., 

Associate Commis ioner 
Management 

\ 
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LEON \'\'ILI.H~S 
ATI"OUNJ;y A1" LAW 

Sf'S ..-./tu&;w,,_ d-cnm> 

./Yu.,. ~ .... ~ .A('f!/. f'CIC122 

~ ADfl'ltEBN 
, --UX~MwtLnt;s.- H~ V, 

• 

June 5, 1973 

Jlr •. E.A. Lough;ran,Associatc conunissioncr, l4anagement 
u.s. Department of Justice 

.. J:m::nigration and U'atural.ization Service 
\-Jashi.ngton, D.c. 20536 

Re: .Your file 002.12-c 

.Dear l·lr. i.oug~r<in: 

Your letter of Hay 31, 1973 has; just arrived anq. I return 
here\'lith form N-535 which I have completed and filed. The 
·£arm, as you kno\'1, docs not l.end itself to this type of 
application, as it :is basically a request for data concern
ing an individual case :in \"lhi.ch the <l.ppli.cant :is required to 
supply most of the :identifying i.nformati.CJn. As you kno-.-1, 
we are not a\·;are of the numcs or ot11cr identifying datu con
cerning the .cases as to which "'1e have i.nq~i.red. Thi-s informu
~ion is known only by your office and, I am quite certain, 
is consulted in the preparation of your annual reports. Other 
information not consulted in preparing your annual reports is, 
.:r understand~ included·in your records of "non-priority" cases 
£urni.shed to you by the various district directors throughout 
the United States • . . .· 

. ·.:rn view of the fact that the Board of Iuuni.grati on Appeals has 
required that we file a brief on or before ~ugust 6, 1973, your 
-earliest determinution will be appreci<;Lted. · 

i -~. 
' 

.···LW/ts 
··Encl.: Form N-585 

Very'truly yours, 
"\. 

LEON WILDES 

·Certified 1-lail: Return Receipt Requested 

, . 
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.. . . . IMPORfJ'.UT -·Stf: IN:;H:UCrtON5 01 t l:tVlRSE. !•LEASE FILL Il-l Willi TYPtWRITtl{ Oi{ rRINT 
IN blOCh lLJ I LRS IN INK. 

(.Sc:o ltHllruction 3 on lo~·"unt) 

rc.RSCZ'f co:.rsrurn:G 
li&aa - ........... 

- • • .o:.' -.. 
~ ·. .· • ··.· 

. ~-· 
iiGilAJU~ <ri PLtSO:I CO..i;;iU.Uif~.). 

,_. ' .. 
···.;: 

. 

1~-SP£CIFIC INFOR:.tAT10N OEStREO 
.- f '• 

·;.see Attached List --- - " .. 
r . 

2.-STATE PURPOSE FOR WH~CK DESIRED 

of;J:mmi.gration To prepare b:;:ief on appeal to Board 1'-.ppeals in behalf of 
John LI;Nl.WN 

.IF INFORMATION tS FOR SOCIAL SECURITY OENEF"ITS-. SHOW SOCIAL SECURfTV NO.: 

- : " ~- ..--·- - - - -OAt A IO,.I:l .. ,-11h-.~AioO,J C.·lll.: r .• COP.il 
.-.'--;===~==--------. -----"G"'ov"fNtWAC l.liDliLE rlAA~;-;c..::-'-'=---.-;;l ... -.u'"oE"•7•'~.£=GJ"'~"'"k"··'"'"''c=ur,-.,.,.,,M""-"•"a,------. 

to attached list of da·t.a previously rcqu<jlctcd. Thiq.lict \"!aS 
f6..l~fZEU&iU-ATili.ta-6ITf:,iliiY 

to tho 'Nou Yo>:lc D:i.s·tr:i.ct P£ficc a.nd to tho Ccn·t.ral Office 
h;;-===;-7;:;;;=-------------,...-'~';;a.=DATE Oi !liRlll I ;;;-ro:,fi\Li:OAU tao:.\ wilfcn tut f<Ji< uwH.;'"'s"r"'A"T"es•--~--,, 

\ ,11. DATE 01' tNlRY 112, l-IJ\1,\£ Or 1/ESSH OR OWER /,\EAI<S OF tNTRY ,. 

L-c------------,c"'·""i\""'E;;·-.T1:aic'iic"Wfi'JG imoF.f.lATfm:J~m;:rr1EZOiJ \:JA'; IJI\'H.!!!A~!:~[i) 
13. NMI£ ON I~A.lUi<Alii:AUOU C>RIIFICATE l•. CERliHCAJe NUMOfR lls:tiiffiiRAtoiATi;l;rOiu;l "il)Awl;;c----------., 

1:7. NAA'IE AND LOCA110N OF NAlUP.AUZAUOi-1 CCURf 

,.---~~-~LOI~c·fc:oi.'d.:TI.: ll:,.; nvc:( r. UL BlUJid.2'UJUJ. VJ!' A~PL.IQA.NT I - .· 
£t~t~V[.) FG:: G.:"Vtnr::.:~:J·r UJ~ 0:-!\.V 

11-.ll Ofl JC£t DAlEo 

nE R.ECO~OS Of ltl£ II.V.UG::AllOH AND tlAlURAllZAtiOU SER.vtCE kErltCT tHE t·otLOWINGt 
. . .':- . . 

0 lAWFUt.I~Dl.1JS.:.IO« fO:t U:U.\AN£t.."T C:ESJI;fU=E: oa ---------------------"' -.,--------,--------------" 
0 t:Atui:AtiZAncm mroi·~~.Anc;t ,...s snowu AOOVf as coaRta .. 
0 l:Al'-';;ALIZAllOIIIU (COU.,T) OU (LM2'l1) ________________________ _ 

AT(LOOA2'l0U) -----------~--------------------------------------------------~--
0 l>Al£ OF Li!:lli -----------------------------------'----_;_------------' 
0 Ar:OIVAI. UCOCD DAl£1>'-----------5 

0 

\ 0 corr:s AlJACHll) AS UQU£$1£1>•----------------------"'GNAlUitE --------------------

llllE-----------------------

"··. '-. 

• 

•' 
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Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
.Mew York, New York 

Dear Mr •. Wildes: 

UNITED STAT£~ DEPA~TMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURAUZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536 

.J 

10022 

; 

CO 2,;12-C 

This is in reference to your letter and enclosed application 
·cef June 5, 1973. 

A fee in the amount of $3.00 is required for the filing of 
-;this application. Please return the fee to this office along 
-~th your application. Checks and moneY. orders should be made 
payable to the U. s. Immigration and Naturalization Service,· 
~partment of Justice. 

.. 

· Sincer~ly, _. 

JJ£.0 ~ ·~~?/!--~/'}eC-rv- · 
. , · E. A. Loug ran( 
Associate Commissi er . 

Management 
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JUne 1973 

service 
•. 

·· .. "" . ·. : ·~ 

Yoxmllr-585 

-., 
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· .... -'.As per Y.'tlhe instructions of your undated letter received today. 
enclo6~d herewith please find our check in the sum of $3.00, 

., '· . the ff!te for filing our -application, ·form N-585, or.iginally sub
·.':~· ~ •;..mitt~,d to you on June S, 1973. and enclosed herewith. 

_ ... _:: .. .. · -~- ... ,.~·:·:.... . . 

;.~ :' ,.~: .. , .. 
.. t,; 

-~ ,:. 

. ' 
'•: 

" ··:.:_ 
; ...... . 

~n this matter would be greatly appreciated. 

Very truly yours. 

... . ·. . . ·l-~ 

. · :LEON WII.DBS ; .. 
-_:.·.__ . 
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UNITED STATES DL:PARTiY1ENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION ANU NATUHAUZATION SERVICE: 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536 

July 16, 1973 

.• 

CO 979-C 

-· 
Mr. Leon Wildes 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Dear Mr. N'ildes: 

We are furnishing the following information in response 
to your letter of June 19, 1973. The numbers below correspond 
to your inquiry. 

I.a. 

.. 

Data on the grounds ~or deportability of all aliens 
apprehended in violation of the immigration and na
tionality laws is not ~aintained by this Service . 

. Ho,.,ever, tables showing aliens deported and aliens 
required to depart, by charge, for fiscal. years 1968 
·through 1972 and the July through December 1972 pe- · 
riod are enclosed. Simi)-ar data, specia11y tabu-
1ated by computer for the New york District, is en
.closed for fiscal. year 1972 and for the Ju1y through 
December 1972 period. Statistics by district are 
not available prior to fiscal year 1972. These ta
bles reflect the charges against aliens who were 
apprehended'and•subsequently left the United States, 
and not all aliens apprehended. Aliens deported or 
required to depart.who were statutorily excludable 

. ··under Section 212 (a) (23) of the I and N Act and 
those deportable under Sections 24l{a) (2), 241(a} (9), 

·and 241 (a) (11) are included in tpese tables.·-

b •. i. Deportation proceedings were instituted in the cases 
of all aliens who \'lere deported as reported in re
sponse to question I.a. It is not possible to deter
mine the number of cases in which deportation proceed
i.:t¥gs ·\-TCrc instituted in the cases of aliens v1ho de
parted voluntarily. Not only may an alien apply for .. 

, . ~ ~ . 

-· .. : ... 
' .. 

. -~. 
-~ . 

• 

. , 
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voluntary departure in lieu of instituting dc!?ortation 
proceedings, but he may also apply for voluntary de
parture any time between the initiation of proceedings 
and the time his actual hearing begins. Also, in some 
cases, after the conclusion of a deportation hearing 
an alien may be permitted to depart voluntarily rather 
than be deported. Decause of these factors, the num
ber of persons against \.rhom deportatj.on proceedings . 
were instit.uted who are included in the tables shm'ling 
aliens r.equired to depart cannot b~. determined. 

Deportation hearings completed by the Service's Spe~ 
cial Inquiry Officers, by district, during the past 
5 fiscal years are shO\'In on Table 20A of the 1972 An
nual Report of the Immigration and NaturalizatiOn
service, which was fonvarded to you on May 31, 1973. 
Th~s data, however, includes all hearings completed, 
including those closed by death, departure, natural
ization, adjustment of status, transfer of the case 
to another office, and cases received where required 
departure was granted prior to hearing. Data on the 
grounds -for deportatio~ for persons involved in these 
proceedings is not maintained by this Service. 

· h.ii. Statistics are not compiled on the number of cases in 
which proceedings are not instituted because of human
itarian reasons. 

·b.iii. Data is,not compiled on no~-priority cases. 

·l>.iv. Data is not maintained on cases administratively de
ferred for temporary periods or delayed duri-ng the 
temporary pendency for humanitarian reasons. 

; "-~- _. 

b.v.' Statistics are' not •. collected on the number of cases 
·.. in which removal of aliens was stayed pending private 

- ~- 1egis1ation in the Congress. Table 56- of the annu-a1 
-.: report shows the tota.l number of private bills intro-
.. duced in the 75th through the 92nd Congresses. 

~, .. ... 
-c. A "non-priority" case is one in whfch the Service in 

.. · the exercise of discretion determines that adverse 
action '"ould be unconscionable because of appealing 
humanitarian factors. Each case is handled on its 
individual merits. Generally, these cases are iden
tiffed at an early stage in Service processing and 

..... 

-' ... ~ . 
' • • • ~ -,_ ~ > • '. 

. . .~ -~··. '. ~-: 
. ... · , .... '·, :.' 
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are not put under deportation proceedings. llo\'levcr, 
in a number of cases the appealing humanitarian 
factors may occur or be rccogni?.cd. after proceedings 
have been started. In thc.lattcr cases, extended 
voluntary departure or stays of deportation may be 
granted, as appropriate. 

'l'he factors which arc considered in these situations 
include - but are not limited to - the follo\·1 ing : 
•(1) Significantly adverse impact .. on subsisting and · 
close family relationships; (2) Age of the alien;. (·3) 
Length of residence in the United States; (4) Phys
ical and mental health of the alien. 

J:n addition to ·"non-priority" situations, District. 
Directors have the authority to grant extensions of 
voluntary departure time or stays of deportation 
when "compelling factors" are present. Extensions 
or stays under these situations are usually limited 
to much shorter periods of time than "non-priority" 

.cases. They are usually self-'executing arrangements 
whereby a form of rel~ef becomes available, a tempo

. rary illness is cured; or a -v;orkmen • s compensation 
case is completed, etc. 

Pertinent operations instructions are O.I. 242.10(a) 
for voluntary departure cases and O.I. 243.3 for de
portation cases. These pages are contained in the 
volumes of "Current Laws: Title 8, Code of Federal 
Re.gulations; Operations Instructions; and Interpre
tations", Which are availabl.e in the reading room 
of the New York District Office. 

sj.Cerely, ·• ~ ~ . . . ? ?J;_ t ~·~\i;n~·~ 
.E. A• LoughJtan 

Associate Commissioner, Management 

Enclosures .· 
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August 1, 1973 

,~mmigration and Naturalization Service 
u.s. Department of Justice 
Central Office 
119 "D" Street, N.E. :
'Washington, D.C. 20536 

- ' 
. Attention: Mr~ E.A. Loughriin,·_ 

Associate COmmissioner, Management 
• 

Re: Your File: CO 2.12-C 
CO 979-C 

.;J>ear Mi. Loughran-: ·-
Thank you for your letter of July 16, 1973 and its attach
ments. 

.-.. - ··.•' 

As you undoubtedly already know, the essence of my request for 
information is contained in items b(ii), b{iii) and b(iv), , 
and the information furnished by you in reply to these questions, 
cannot, by any .stretch of the imagination, p~ _considered to 
satisfy these reasonable requests which have continuously been 
made of your office. 

Your replies to these three questions do not state specifically 
whether-or not such records are kept. :It would appear from 
your replies, that "statistics are not compiled" as to the 
·cases in which deportation proceedings are not instituted be-
-cause of humanit_arian reasons, but it does not appear whether 
records exist, regardless of whether they have been reduced 
to statistics. Likewise, your reply that· "data is not compiled 
on non-priority cases" does not advise whether you have such 
data in your possession, regardless of whether or not such data 
is "compiled", whatever that term may mean. From your reply 
that "data is not maintained" on cases administratively deferred 
for temporary periods for humanitarian reasons, on e may reason
ably assume that data is mairtained, though perhaps not "compiled" 
on-non-priority cases. In short, :I find that your responses 
with respect to the essential questions put to your office on a 

':·. 

~===-=---~-•·' -----------~ ----------"----------,-,-
• 
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number of occasions, <lre unresponsive. Furthermore, the 
delay caused by the continued necessity to repeat the requests 
~or this information has prevented me from documenting one of 
~he essential elements in connection with my client's appeal to 

,. ~be Board of Immigration· Appeals • 

. hs I have stated previously, the denial of this information by 
t;be District Director has prevented me from offering this in
~gpmation as a potential defence in the geportation proceedings 
R@~ore the Immigration Judge in New York. Your office's con-

;~· -t;:i,nued failure to furn±sh· .this information has resulted in my 
· · · · · . ·; el ;ient • s inability to fully document the argument on appeal • 

. J f!lUSt, accordingly, respect!'rully request that this informa-

- ,~ 

·~ . 

' . 

~~Qn be furnished promptiy. · · 

· · J m;ight add that it has come to my attention that dist.rict 
@~~ectors are required by internal operating practice to file a 
~w~,i.tten report on 'every non-priority case with your office and 
t;hat I find your failure to furnish this information, which is 
~t~Y1;1Jnittedly a part of you·r records and not exempt from the scope 
@f the Freedom of Information Act to be an·±mproper depr~tion. 
@f my clie~s due process rights to a full and fair hearing of 
h!~ alleged deportability from the United states. 

·. ~· 

... 

' ~ . 

··-. 

. Very truly yours, 

qf;~ 

.. '\ 

• 
. ' 

.. · ·.-:, ... 

· .. 
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SL\TE OF NEW YO!ll.;:. COll!\ITY OF CERTIFICATION TIY ATTORNEY 

The undersigned, an attorney admitted to practice in the courts of New York State~ certifies that the within 
has been compan~d by the undersit,med with the original and 

found to be a true and complete copy. 

Datefl: 

STATE OF l'iE\X' YOHK, COUNTY OF 
ATTORSEY'S AFl'IRMATlO:S 

The undersigned, an attorney admitted to practice in the courts of Ne'\v YoTk State. ~ho\\"3: that (Jeponenl i'3-

the attorney(s) of recor.-l for 
in the \vlthin action; that deponent has rc-atl the foregoing 
and kno'""·s the conttonts thereof; that the same is true to deponent's ov.·n knowledge, except as lo the matters therein 
statf':d to he alleged on information and belief~ and that ns to those matters deponent hellen~:; it lc• be true. Deponent 
further says that the reason this verification is made by deponent and not by 

The grounds of deponent's belie-f as to alt matters not stated upon deponent's knowledge are as folio\YS: 

The undersigned affirms that the foregoing statements are true, unfler the penaltie-s- of perjury. 

Dated: 

STATE OF NEW YOHK, COlJl'iTY OF 
INDIVIDUAL VERIFICATION 

deponent is the 
read the foregoing 

the same js true to deponenes own knowledge, except as to the matters 
belief, and Lhat as to those n1atters deponent believes it to be true. 
Sworn to before me, this day of 19 

, h<"'ing duly sworn, depose~ and ~ay~ that 
in the within action; that deponent ha~ 

and knows the •·ontenl~ thereof; that 
therein state-d to be alleged on information and 

STATE OF NEW YOHK, COUNTY OF 
CORPORATE VgRIFICATlON 

of 

, being duly ;3-WOrn. deposes and ~ays that J~ponenl .it: the 
the Ct)rporation 

nanted in the within action~ that deponent has read the fore~oing 
and knows the content;;; thereof; and that the same is true Lo deponent's own knowl<'dge, except as to the mattt:rs tlwreiu 
stated to he alleged upon information and helicf, and a.-; to tho . ..::e matters deponent believes .it to be true. 

Thi~ verification is Inade by deponent because 
1:" a corporation. Deponent is an ofllcer thereof. to-wit. its 
The grounds of deponent's belief as to aU matters not stated upon rleponenfs knowledge are as .follows: 

Sworn to before me, this day of 19 

STATE OF l'iEW YOHK. COUNTY OF ss. Al-FlDAVIT OF SERVICE BY 1\f "-IL 

being duly sworn, depose."> and says, that deponent is not a party to the action, is over 13 years of age and re~ides at 

That on the 
upon 

day of 19 deponent served the within 
attorney(s.) for 

in this action, at 
the addre-ss dt..>-Signated by said attorney(s) for that purpost~ 

hy dt>pns.iting a tnw copy of same endosed in a postpaid properly addressed wrapper~ in ~ a post officp -- official 
depository under the exclusive care and custody of the United States post o-ffice de-partment within the State of New l'ork. 

Sworn to before me~ this day of 19 

ST.\.TE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF ss.: AFFIDAVIT OF PERSONAL SERVICE 

being duly sworn, deposes and says, that deponent is not a party to the action, IS over 18 years of age and resides at 

That on the day of 19 at No. 
deponent served the within 

upon 
th" 
person so served to be the 

Sworn to before Inc~ this 

herein~ by delivering a true copy thereof to 
person mentioned and descriheil in said papers as the 

day of 19 

h personally. Deponent knPW the 
therein. 

1100 



' .. .I 

r I~ 

:....~ .. 

l .. 

fj 

z i 
0 

~ 
" 
0 

0 ' r 
0 

" ?. 

< 

NOTICE Of' ENTRY 

Sir:- P~;,;)SC take uotict: that the within is a (~erliJicd) 

true copy of a 

d11ly cr·crcd in the office of the clerk of the within 

nam1~d court on. 19 

Dated, 

Yours, ~tc., 

Attorney fnr 

Office a11d I,ost Office ,\drlrc.~·y 

-·,·\"""'··---;_,;. 

To. 

Attnrncy for 

NOTICE OF SETfi...EMF.:N I 

l 
Ill Sir:-Plcasc tnk,· notice that an order 
• 0 

' 
z of which the wHhin is a tnw topy will be prc:~eutcd 

for s-:ttlcmcnt to the Han. 

one of the judges of the within l1<#ll1Cd C0urt, at 

al 

lhH!.!t 

day of 

M. 

Yours1 etc., 

Atlomcy for 

Otjice and Post Office ;1dclrcss 

To 

19 

Index No. Year i!J 

tsJ::IT."0;J 0Tt-·'1~:3;) lJISTI:ICT 
!)!:ST·:~ICT OF }a;' .. : Yf)P.E 

.ecce=~=== oc -- --

JO~IN ,·,··ri~\:JT 1~)[,; '11:\0 

Pl:'tjntiU, 

-8p~ni.I1.St-

.:.ILLIOT l11CHfJWSON, LEONARD 
CHAPi.lf,N, EDWARD LOUGHRI'N, 
SOOB..A.T&S 200l..ATAS, ANll ~QL. 
~-,:IJ'tK :s , 

Defendants 

StDJ!)IONS ::,. CO:J;;>LAINT 

LSOL 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

Office and Post Office i\drircss, 'l'clcphollc 

515 ~adison ~venue 
New York, New York 10022 
PL 

To 

.Attorney for 

'J ') 
,,l-,} 

Service of a copy of the within 

Dated, 

is hcn:br aJmittcd. 

,., .. '-'!f·'V'Pi'i':~-'~~~;·~·~·'J""~~~ilpJ-:c-~'fl·•l-1\·,.J'!«.••~v-.-·-
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CIVIL ACTION 
( ) I 

-------------------------------------/ I !. 
JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, 

Plaint iff, 

-against-

THE UNITED STATES OF AHERICA; 
ft013ERT H. OORK, as Acting Attorney 
General of the U11itcd States; 
RICHARD KL!ENDIENST, Individually 
and as former Attorney Genernl of 
the United States; JOHN A. MITCHELL, 
Individually and as Former Attorney 
General of the United States; 
RAY!.lOND FARRELL, Individually, and 
as Former Commissioner of Immigration 
and Naturalization; LEmU,RD CJ!APr>lf,N, 
Individually, and as Commissioner of 
Immigration and Naturalizat1on; SOL 
MARKS, Individually, and as District 
Director, New York, Immigration and 
Naturalization; the IWHGRJ\TION AND 
NA'fUHALIUTION SERVICE; and PERSONS 

. UNKNOWN IN THE lJNITED STATES GOVERN
MENT, 

Defendants 

To the above named Defendants: 

/ 

SUMMONS 

You are hereby summoned and required to serve upon 

LEON WILDES, ESQ., plaintiff's attorney, whose address is 

515 Madison Avenue, New York, New York 10022, an answer 

to the complaint which is herewith served upon you, 

within 60 days after service of this summons upon you, 

exclusive of the day of ssrvico, If you fail to do so, 

' 
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judgment by default will bo taken against you for tl1o relief 

demanded in tho complaint. 

I r 

Nt 
' I! I 
' ' 

': Clerl< of Court 

/ I 
' I 

;i 
;· 

'/, 

/ 

I ·~·-------------------------------( I Deputy Clerk 

(Seal of.Court) 
i ) u {i j· ', 

V I I I ', 
' / ,' ! .( 

October 23, 1973 .J Date: 

NOTE:- This summons is issued pursuant to Rule 4 of the Federal 
Rules of Civil Procedure. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DIS'rRlC'r OI<' NE\1 YORK 
----------·--···--·-~---·-~----~--xCIVIL ACTION FILE tlO. 

JOHN HINSTOH ONO LENNON, 

Plaintit'r, 

~against-

THE UNITED STATES OJ7 Al•!EHICA; 
ROBERT H. BORK, as Actin~ Attorney 
General of the United States; 
RICHARD KLIE11DIEH8T, Individually 
and as former Attorney General of 
the United States;. JOHII A. IUTCHELL, 
Individually and as Former Attorney 
General of the United States; 
RAYMOHD FARRELL, Individually, and 
as Former Commissioner of ImmiF,ration 
and Naturalization; LEONARD CHAPMAN, 
Individually, and as Commissioner of 
Immie;ration and Naturalization; SOL 
MARKS, Individually, and as District 
Director, New York, Immigration and 
Naturalization; the IMIUGRATIO!~ AND 
NATURALIZA':i'ION SEFlVICE; and PERSONS 
UNKNOVIN IN THE UNITED STATES GOVERN
MENT, 

COMPLAil< 

Defendants. 
------------------~·-·-··~~----~---x 

INTRODUCTION 

1, The within action is brought by plaintiff, JOHN 

WINSTON ONO LENNON, for a mandatory injunction and other 

relief. The causes of action arise out of the unlawful 

electronic surveillance of the plaintiff, the violation of 

various rights, privileges and immunities guaranteed this 

plaintiff by the First, Fourth, Fifth and Ninth Amendments 

to the Constitution of the United States, and the unwarranteJ 

and illegal institution of deportation proceedings against 
114 



the plaintiff, commenced and maintained against him by the 

defendants herein. 

JURISDICTION 

2. The Jurisdiction of this Court rests on Title 

28, u.s.c, §1331, granting to the court ''original jurisdic-

tion of all civil actions wherein th~ matter in controversy 

exceeds the sum or value of ten thousand dollars ($10,000.00) 

exclusive of interests and costs, and arises under the 

Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United States." This 

case arises under the Constitution of t~e United States and 

other laws of the United States. The matter in controversy 

e)tceeds~ exclusive of' interest and costs, the sum of ten 

thousand qollars. 

3. Jurisdiction or tne oourt further reats on T1t1e 

28, U.S.C. §1361, granting to this court "original juris-

diction of any action in the nature of mandamus to compel 

an officer or employee or the United States or any agency 

thereof to perform a duty owed to the p1ainti.ff'." 

4, The jurisdiction of this court further rests oh 

Title 28, u.s.c. §1343(c), on the Constitution and laws of 

the United States and more particularly, Title 18~ U.S.C. 

§3504, Title 8. U.S.C. §§1101 et seq •• the Firstj Fourth, 

Fifth, and Uinth Amendments tQ the Constitution of the United 

States. 

PARTIES 

5~ t'laintiff JOHN WINSTON ONO LEllNON is a native 

and citizen of England, lawfully admitted to the United 

States a3 a non-immicrant visitor f'or pleasure :l.n Aur;ust, 

1971, is of' full age, and is pre3ently a resident of the 
110 
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City, County and State of Ne~l York, 

6. The defendant UNITED STATES OF A~lliRICA 1s made 

herein a party-defendant, a3 and for the entire I•'ederal 

Government of the United States of America, 

7 • The defendant,. RICHARD l\LIEIWIENST, is a ei t1 &en 

of the United States, and on information and belief, a 

resident or Washington, D.C.; ahd is s·ued herein both indi-

vidually and in his capacity as the former Attorney General 

of the United States whose acts and conduct both individu

ally and in this then official capacity were responsible for 

some or all of the unlawf\l.l acts hereinarter complainted or. 

8. The Q.ef'endant, JOHN A HITCHELL,. is a citizen of' 

the United State$ and on informat.ion and belief'~ is a res i.

dent ot the City, County and State of New York 0 he is sued 

tndividually and in tpe capacity as the former Attorney Gen-
f 

eral of the United St1?.tes whose acts and conduct both-indi~ 

Vidually and in his off'icia1 capacity were responsible for 

some or all of the unlawful acts hereinafter complained of. 

9• The defendant, RAYHOND FARRELL, is a citizen 

of the Un1 ted States and on informat-ion and belief, is a 

resident or Washington~· D,;.C •; -.he is- sued irid1 vi dually and in 

the capacity as the f"ormer Commissioner of Immigration and 

Naturalization whose acts and· conduct both individually and 

in his official capacity were responsible for some or all 

of the unlawful acts hereinafter complained of'• 

10. The defendant LEONARD CHAPMAN is a citizen of' 

the United States and on information and belief' a resident 

of Washington, D.C.; he is sued individually and in his 

capacity as the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturali&a-

tion whose acts and conduct both individually and in his 

official capacity were responsible ror some or all or the 

unlawful acta hereinafter complained of'. 
11 6 
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11. The defendant SOL MAHI\S is a citizen of' the 

United States, and has offices in the City, State and 

County or New York; he 1::; sued individually and in his cap

acity as Dist.rict Director. Ne\1 York, of' the Immigration and 

Naturalization S•~l"vice, whose acts and conduct both indi vid-

ually and in his official capacity were responsible for some 

or all of' the unlawfOl acts hereinafter complained of. 

12. Defendant IMfUGRATION AND UATURALIZATION 

SERVICE is a f'ederal governmental agency, with its Central 

O:ff'ice located in WAshin(';ton, D.C., and its District Office 

relevant to the facts of this complaint located in both the 

City, County and state of New York and in Washington, D.C. 

13. The defendant PERSONS UNKNOWN IN THE UNITED 

STATES GOVERNMENT' is named a party defendant herein to in

clude all persons in the employ of, directly or indirectly, 
' 

the defendant UNITED STATES OF AMERICA anq any and·all 

federal governmental agencies, who are presently unnamed but 

whose acts and conduct, both individually and in their 

official capacity,. were responsible for some or all of the 

unlawf'u1 acts her·einaf'ter complained of'. 

AS AND FOR A FIRST CA:U3E OF 
A£:riON, PLAINTIFF ALLEGES : 

1~. On OJ:' about the first day of' t-iarch, 1972, 

plaintiff' LENNON ~~as granted until March 15~ 1972 to remain 

in the United Stat;es by defendants MARKS and SERVICE; on 

March 6, 1972 and again on Harch 1, 1972. defendant HARKS~ 

without 1ecal foundation or explanation, revoked plaintiff's 

authorization to remain in the United States until March 15. 

1972,. and at th~ same time commenced deportation proceedin(js 

against the plaintif'f on the grounds that plaintiff had 

overstayed his authorized time in the United States and on 

the additional ground that the plaintiff' had violated th" 

proviaions of his permitted stay in the United :Jtates, 

I 
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violation 11as directly cau:H~d by the retroactive revocation 

of plaintiff's Quthorlzed time to remain by defendant HARKS. 

15. After a hearing, an order was entered by an 

Immigration Judge which granted the plaintiff voluntary de

parture in lieu or depot•tation, but. which ordered deporta

tion in the event that the plaintiff failed to voluntarily 

depart from the United States within.a prescribed period of 

time; the said order was based upon the alleged overstaying 

by the plaintiff of his authorized time in the United States 

no violation of the provisions or his permitted stay were 

found. 

16, The order of the Immigration Judge is now on 

appeal ano is prE,sent1y before the Board of Immigration 

Appeals. 

11 8 



19. Said defendant and its.Chief Trial Attorney, 

Vincent A •. Schiano·,, have failed and refused to affirm or 

deny the occurrence of the unlm1ful acts alleged and de-

scribed, supra. 

20. The Immigration Judge has declined to order the 

government to comply with the provision of Title 18~ u.s.c. 
§3504, and imposed upon plaintiff, by letter dated September 

12, 1973, additional requirements before he would in fact 

hear said motion. [See Exhibit ''B" attached hereto,] 

21. In reply to said requests by the Immigration 

Judg~, plaintiff, by his attorney, complied with said re

quests on September 20, 1973, and thereby made a further 

demand for the relief requested. (See Exhibit: "C" attached 

hereto.] 
' 22' The 3Cmmigration Judge has failed to take furthe 

action with regard to plaintiff's motion, and to date there 

has been neither ~m affirmance nor a denial of the occurrenc 

of the unlat'iful acts alleged and described, suora • 

.:?3 .• Plaintiff complains that the unprecedented 

revocation of his authorized stay as a visitor placing him 

in illegal status as an overstay, and the simultaneous in

stitution and maintenance of deportation proceedings against 

him, and all of the evidence adduced therein, were either 

the primary product of the unlawful acts alleged above or 

were obtained by the explottation or such unlawful acts. 

2~. The Immigration Jud~e before whom the deporta

tion matter was orip,inally heard has declined to grant the 

relief herein requested. 

25. The Board of Immigration Appeals, before whom 

the deportation proceeding is now p·ending on appeal, has no 

Jurisdiction to order the relief prayed fo1!' herein. in that 
,_.. 11 9 
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/ 

the jurisdiction of said Board in deportation cases is limited 

to Appellate reviel~ bas"!d upon the agency record file and th 

Board does not conduct trials or evidentiAry hearin~o. 

26, There is no administrative or judicial body 

other than this Court before whom the issues of unlawful 

surveillance and the refusal of the defendants to affirm or 

deny the existence of an illegal act or acts can be raised. 

21. The· plaintiff herein \·till suffer irreparable 

· harm by the continued prosecution ot a deportation proceedin 

tainted by illegally-obtained evidence; moreover, should 

the Board of Immigration Appeals be permitted to hear and 

determine the appeal in the deportation matter now before it 

without having included in the record on appeal the evidence 

of unlawful government activity which t·airfud the entire 

administrative proceedings, plaintiff will suffer irreparabl 

harm. / 

28. Plaintiff would be unable to secure tne relief 

reqUested hez>ein sta,ted or raise the threshhold issue stated 

herein before the Second Circuit Court of Appeals should the 

matter reach said court by direct appeal of an adverse 

decision by the Board of Immigration Appeals under Title 8, 

U.$.Cl §ll05(a)~ in the absence of said issu~ having been 

considered by the Board, 

29. P~alntiff has exhausted whatever administrative 

remedies exist. 

30; Plalntiff has no adequate remedy at law. 
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AS AND POR A SECOND CAUSE 
OF ACTION, PLAINTIJIF ALLEGES: 

31.' Plaintiff repeats and realleges with the same 

force and effect as if repeated in full herein, parar;raphs 

of this complain1; numbered "L" through "30", inclusive. 

32. Pursuant to Title 8, U.~.C. §§1153, 115-, 

defendants Jointly or severally owed a duty to the plaintiff 

to rule and to exercise its discretion as to whether or not 

to designate plaintiff, upon a third-preference application 

filed by plaintiff, ':-,(~~·:'·a!! an alien who, because of 

his exceptional ability in the arts would substantially bene

fit prospectively the national economy, cultural interests or 

welfare of the United States. 

33. On or about ~Tay l, 1972, plaintiff moved in the 

United States District Court, Southern District of New York 

(Lennon end ano. V:..i1arks et al., Civil AQtion File. No. 72 . 

C 1784) for injunctive relief to compel the defendants herein 

to exercise discretionary relief, which until said time, the 

defendants had totally failed to do. 

34. On or about May 9, 1972, defendants, in a 

ettlement or the above-described action, exercised the dis~ 

cretionary relief herein described and· ruled upon the appl1-

ation in favor of the plaintiff, but not until defendants 

1ere urged to so do by an Assistant United States Attorney 

nd only after the District Court (Lasker, J.) had entered a 

emporary restrainit~,g order enjoining the deport:;ation Proceed

ngs pending a hearing on the issue. 
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35. During the cour~e of the deportation hearing, 

and thereafter, plaintiff, b] his attorney, has applied for 

various forms of discretionar:t relict', all of v:hich have 

been denied. 

36. The defendants, through defendant MARKS and the 

Immigration Judge, have the di:>cretionary power to terminate 

the within deportation proceediile;s and, upon in.formation 

and belief, have additional discreti011ary power to classify 

plaintiff's status as one entitled "non-priority," or one 

in which deportation proceedings will be indefinitely de~ 

layed or deferred for humanitarian or other reasons. 

37. Defendants have refused to provide to plaintiff 

or his attorney the standards and cireteria and other infor-

mation as to its action in cases sim!lar to the plaintiff 

as to which cases are; or should- be calssif'ied "non-priority" 

' 
pu~suant to the powe~s alleged in paragraph "36" herein, and 

' i 
such refusal is the subject o:f ~nether ~ct:ton be-twe'O'n the 

same or similar parties as are concerned herein, entitled 
' 

John Lennon v. Richardson et al~ Civil Action File No, 73 

c 4476. 

38. As to the exercise of: discretion with respect 

to classifying plaintiff as a non-priority case, therefore~ 

upon information <md belief, defendants jointly and sever

ally have !'ailed to exercise such pov1er with respect to the 

plaintiff herein, 

39. As to the exercise of all other discretionary 

relief with respect to plaintiff', upon information and be-

lief', defendants have failed to exercise such powers '"ith 

respect to plaintiff, or, in the alternative, have routine~ 

ly denied all such discretionary relier in a course of con

duct which violates plaintif'f 4 s rights and privileges under 

the Constitution of the United States, as more :fully appears 

in the allegat!ons. infra, in this complaint. 
·~ ·-~· I 11 2 
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~0. 'l'hc followinr; diucretionar.v relief has been 

requested uy plaintiff, by his attorney, and has been denied 

routinely, or,, in the alternative, not acted upon, by the 

defendants, either jointly or severally, nlthouv,h thin is 

not intended to be an all-inclusive listihg:: request to 

discontinue institution of deportation proceedings ar,ainst 

plaint! ff'::; 1·1ife, Yoko Ono Lennon, 1vhich proceedings were 

eventually terminated in favorable action by the Immigraticr. 

Judge; failure by defendants to consult with the District 

Director of Washington, D.C, as to all applications for 

extensions of time, as required by plaintiff's waiver; re-

fusal to terminate deportation proceedings maintained a

gainst the plaintiff; the denial of the discretionary relie~ 

of granting the plaintiff permanent resident status; the 

revocation of status which was bona fide. creating overstay 

status, and the then i~stitution of deportation proceedings 

based on overstay, which status was created retroactively by 

the defendants; the refusal, in advance, to entertain any 

and all extension applications; the failure to adjudicate 

third preference petitions until the proceedings were 

temporarily restrained through judicial intervention; the 

unprecedented institution of deportation proceedings in a 

case fraught with serious humanitarian considerations fol

lowing the extraordinary and precipitous procedure of retro-

active termination of voluntary departure timet the denial 

of plaintiff's due process rir;ht to prepare and present an 

available defense to the deportation proceedings through the 

.failure to furnish information to which he is ~ntitled unde_ 

the Freedom of Information Act; the denial of plaintiff's 

request to depose kno:vledgeable government officials as to 

the practice of the ger·vice in other &irnilar cases; and 

numerous other acts on the part of the government. 11 3 
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41. The dis cretlonary pmvers described above are 

vested in the Immig:ration Judge and the District Director 

and in other officials of the defendant SERVICE by statute 

and/or rer,ulations, and the authority is granted to said 

officials to exercise their discretionary power according 

to their own understanding and conscience. except w;!.th re

spect to the exercise of discretionary extensions of stay 
\ 

which were expressly conditioned upon the concurrence of the 

District Director of the Hashington, D.C. District. 

42. The action taken by some officials of defendant 

SERVICE demonstrates that the hearing officer's decisions an 

the decisions of the District Director were based on infer-

mation outside of the record before such officials and demon 

strated that said officials, including the District Director 

defendant l·UR!\S, and the Immigration Judge, failed to exerci e 

tnei r ovm understandin~ and co!lscience 1 end that in effect 

such ''discreti011" was pre-determined and pre-judged, as 

appears more fully, infra. 

bS, Upon information and belief, a memorandum issue 

from the Superviser. Intelligence Division, Unit 2 of an 

unknown Federal Government agency,, 'l'ihich advised that the 

plaintiff had intentions of remaining in the United States 

and 11as seeking permanent residence therein; that permitting 

such residence w?s judged "inadviseable" anc! that it "was 

recommended that all applications are to be denied"; that 

the association of the plaintiff with various citizens of 

the United States vias "judr;ed to be highly political and 

unfavorable to the present administration"; t:hat said 

matters hdd been discussed in earlier reports and communi-

cations, and that because of these factora and the centro-
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versial behavior of' the plaintiff', the plaintiff was to be 

judged ns both nn "untlcllil'enble and dnnr:erous" alien; and 

that because of the "deli.cate and explosive nature of this 

matter the whole affair bad been handed over to the Immigra-

tion and Naturalization Service" to "})andle." [See Exhibit 

"D't attached hereto.) 

lJ4. The! within memorandum, described heretofore and 

attached hereto as Exhibit "D", was, upon information and 

belief, circulated to certain officers and administrators 

within the defendant SERVICE, either directly or indir.ectly. 

45. The' denial of all discrotionary relief was. 

upon information and pelief, either based upon the memoran

dum described and attached hereto as Exhibit 0 D" or by per-

sons involved in issuing said memorand~, or by other unkno<m 

persons within the govel"nment, who instructed officials in 

the Immigration and NRturalization Service to deny all dis-

cretionary relief, 

46. Upon information and belief. the officials 1d th n 

the defendant SERVICE were made aware of and had knov;ledge 

or the fact that various officials of the United States 

Government wanted the plaintiff to be deported or removed. 

and that all discretionary relief applied for by the 

palintiff \'las to be denied, not by Immigration officials 

acting under the statutory power conferred upon them to 

grant or deny diacretionary relief according to their own 

understanding and conscience; but because of other factors 

which were not made a part of the record during the depor

tation proceedings and ~lhich are, in part ,described within 

this complaint. 

47. Attempts have been r:Hl.de to request the relict 

herein sought from various of the def'endants, but to no 

avail. 
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li8. 'fha above views of the unkown Federal 

Government authorities were known to of.flcinls within the 

de.fendant SERVICE prior to the denial·of all administrative 
. 

discretionary relief, and that the intention or the Federal 

Government or its officials to have such discretionary re

lief denied >tas ,, upon information and belief, made clear to 

all officials wlthin the defendant S~RVICE who ~1ere required 

to know of same because of their direct concern with the 

deportation proceedings involving t~e plaintiff herein. 

49, Because of the various .facts stated above, the 

District Director; .defendant !"lARKS,. and the hearing officer 

(Immigration Judge) have, upon information and belief, faile 

to exercise thei:t' own individual Judgment in -ruling upon 

such discretiona:r>y applications~ 

50. As a result of the facts stated above and the 

ensuing deportat:lon proceedings, plaintii'f was precluded 

from seekine one of a number o.f the other legal non~immi-

grant statuses in which he might have remained in the United 

States legally tc• conduct his pe:t'sonal and professional 

business; that he was by virtue of the institution or depor

tation proceedings, relegated tQ a remedy of. applying .for 

permanent residence status only, like~:ise a discretionary 

application; that the plaintiff's deportation proceeding was 

prejudged and the Immigration Judge and de!'endant f·1ARKS ;.Jere 

not permitted to and did not exercise the above-described 

discretion which rested in them by statute and/or regulation 

51. As a ·rurther result or the aforesaid prejudge

ment; the pla1ntifr did not receive a full and fair hearinr; 

as to his applications for discretionry relier, and plaintir 1 3 

rights and priv11et:es under the Fifth Amendment to the Unite 

States Cons ti tuticon, and more particularly to the pUC·' proces. 

e;unPanty contained, th·~rein, were consequently violated. 111~ 
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52. TI1at the deportation order wh!c~ ~bus issued 

by the Immieration Judr,e in said proceedin,o-: :::.:-_ould therefore 

be declared null and void because it is v1c:2.-;~ve of 

plaintiff's due proces:;; rights and privilege.!. r;uaranteed 

to him by the Constitution or the United Sta-;es, and more 

particularly by the Fifth Amendritent thereto. 

AS MID FOR A THIRD CAUSE 
OF ACTION, PLAINTIFF ALL~~S: 

53. Plaintiff realle6es and repea~s., with the 

same force and effect as if re-a:;;serted here!.:-,, paragraphs o 

this complaint numbered "l" through l152", incl-usive. 

54, Plaintiff is entitled to the pro~ection of the 

rights _guaranteed to1 him by the First, Fourth. F~_!th, and 
J 

Ninth Amendments to the United Ste.te:: Con;:;t!.t:.::t:!.on. 

55. Upon tnformation and belief, the::::-e exists in 
\ 

the Feder-al Government a conspiracy or determ.: .. ned plan to 

deprive the plaintif£ of these rights, wnich conspirance 

was demonstrated by a course of behavior which 1·1as unlawful, 

unreason(l.ble and contrary to law. 

56. Upon information and belief, Federal agents, 

acting und~r claim of Federal authority; commi~ted the 

following acts which 1·1ere directly viola.ti ve or and in 

contravention to the United States Constitution. to wit: 

the wir1n6 by an ·electronic or other' device of the telephone 

of plaintiff and/or his attorney and others with whom he has 

been in _telephone contact, w1 thout authorizat1 on; the sur

veillance of the plaintiff' in derogation of his !'reedom to 

associate and to SJ?ei!l.k and express his opinion; the inter-

I 
£erence with and c:over or pla!ntif!'' s mail w:!.thout proper 

ll ·order • ·--- ' 111 

f 
f 
t 



57. That as a direct result of the unconstitutional 

acts of federal a~ents, described more fully in paragraph 

"56", !>Upra, plaintiff suffered the following damage: 
. . 

(a) the revocation of plaintiff'S authorization to remain 

in legal non-immigrant:··: status and the issuance of an un-

warranted depo:ration order; 

(b) the denial of all applications for discretionary relief, 

without the required independent utlderstanding or those 

charged by law to exercise such discretion, such discretion 

having been unl~easonably interfel•ed ~lith by branches (}f the 

Federal Government which t~ere not concerned t"li th the lal~ful 

administration of the Immigration la~1s, other than the 

granting of the one discretionary application which was 

precipitated bY the commencement by plaintiff Of an action 

in the United ~itates District Court to obtain a aid relief; 

and 

(c) the failure to exercise any discretion whatsoever with 

respect to the requests for discretionary relief filed by th 

plaintiff, other than on the one or~s1on described above. 

58. The remedy sought herein, namely: the granting 

ot a judicial remedy by a Federal District Court to a plain

tiff who is claiming that a constitutionally protected in~ 

terest has been un~easonably and unwarrantedly invaded and 

interfered with, is essential and indispensable for the 

vindication of the plaintiff's conttitutional rights. 
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WIIEHJ~FO!;E, :.-::;intiff prays that this Court grant 

the following relie~: 

ON 'rJIE FIP:::'r ~?.USE OF AC'riON: 

( 1) Compel the defen'!a:-.t:> and those acting with and under 

said defendants to ~erform their duty to affirm or deny the 

occurrence of an illeeal act or acts pursuant to Title 18, 

u.s.c. §3504. 

(2) Conduct a hE:arinr; pursuant to the aforementioned statute 

to determine whether and to ;~hat extent such unlat~ful and 

illegal acts have influ0nced the determinations made hereto~ 

fore by defendants with respect to the plaintiff's immigra

tion stat us, should the defendants admit the existence of 

any such illegal acts; 

(3) Enjoin the defendt.nts and their agents from continuinG 

to hear and rule on the deportation matter~ including, but 

not limited to, enjoining the Board of Immigration Appeals 

from rendering a decision on the matter until s~ch time as 

the admissions, denials, and/or hearings sought herein are 

forthcoming; 

ON THE SECOUD CAUSE OF ACTION: 

(4) Order that a hearing be held on the issues raised 

therein, and f'-::Jr the specific purpose of determining ~~hether 

or not the actions of the defendants and their agents, 

including the institution and determination of deportation 

proceedings against the plaintiff have been prejudged, and, 

if after such hearinc;, it is determined that there ha5 been 

such prejudgment, order the defendants to discontinue all 

such proceedings again~t the plaintiff; 

1119 



/ 

ON THE 'rl!I HD CAUSE: OJ•' ACT! ON: 

(5) Order that a hearin~ be held on the issues raised 

tl1erein, and for the specific purpose of determining whet!Jer 

or not the plaintiff's rights have been violated as alle~ed 

therein, and if it is determined, after said hearing, that 

there has been a substantial violation of the plaintiff's 

civil or constitutional rights, orde~ the defendants to 

discontinue all such proceedings against the plaintiff; 

(6) Along Nith such other and furthe"r relief as to this Cour 

seems proper under the circumstances. 

DATED: NEH YORK, NE\ol YORK 
OCTOBER 23, 1973 

,' 

c~,.eiJ-11/ )uJtfc:) 
tEON WILDES 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
Office and P.O. Address 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 
(212) 753-3468 
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LEON WILDES 
ATl'OH:-.lEY AT CAW 

S I.? ._/fadt.·lvnJ .s:J:~,u.-~ 

CAtU.e AODR~!'\S 
''Ll;ONWJLDBS."' N. y, 

I August 1, 1973 

Inunigration and Natm:alization Se:rvice 
20 West Broadway 
New York, Nev,r York :L0007 
Attention: Hon. Ira Pieldsteel, 

Inunigration Judge 

Re: LENNON, John l'l'inston Ono . 

Dear Sir: 

Al7 597 321 

• 
MOTION TO SECURE AFFIRf.!i'\NCE OR DENil\L OF 

OCCUIO.ENCJ3 OF UNLA\·JJ?UL AC'l' 

I 

I 

,, 

It is respectfully moved!, pursuant to the provisions -0£ 18 u.S. 
Code 3504, tha·i:. the Immigr;:ticn J"..ldge h~rein s0C11:re 1 in behalf 
of the· respondent, the affirmance or denial of the occurrcmce ~ 

of certain unlawful acts on the part of the government, namely, 
the illegal use of any electronic, mechanical, or other recording 
device, wiretap, mail cover, surveillance or other improper in
vestigatory device • 

The respondent herein is aggrieved that the proceedings to deport 
~him heretofore instituted by the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service v1ere unnecessary, ·illegal and improper; that they may 
have been instituted as a result of the exploitation of an un
lawful act \·lithout which he migl)t othenvise have continued in 
lawful non-immigrant status with the consent and authority of the 
Inunigration and Naturalization Service; that ho las thereby been 
subjected to severe harrassment, mental anguish, and the depri
vation of his due process rights in violation of the cons·titution 
and laws of the United States; that the' processes for the renoval 
of undesirable aliens may thereby have been abused and/or mis
applied for political or other purposes. 

This request is separate from and ancillary to the proceedings 
heretofore· had before the Irmnigrution Judge, relates to proceedings 
heard by tho said Inunigration ,Judge and evidence adduced t:h":::ein, 
and it is therefore requested that tho same Immigration Judge 
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Lennon, 2 

secure such affirmanccs or denials as arc required by law. 

WHEREPOHE, respondent respectfully requests that the Immigration 
Judge direct the government, its agents, officers, and emplo:rces, 
including, but not limited to, such agencies ar; the Federal 
Bureau of Investigat.ion, the. Central Intelligence Agency, the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, the vJhitc House "Plumbers 
Unit", local police authorities, and all other investigatory 
agencies to affirm or deny in writing \~lJcthcr any unl<Mful act 
including the usc of any clectroni·::, mechanical, or other device 
as defined by 18 u.s. Code 2510(5) in.violationof the Constitu
tion or laws of the United states or any regulation or standard 
promulgated pur£>uant thereto, 'tlhether relating to the private 
communications of the responpent, his attorney, or of third 
pM:ies, has been porpGtrated: whether and hml such infol."Ul<ltion 
disclosed by any such unl1n-iful act \~as communicated so as to 
precipitate the abrupt and unprecedented denial of temporary 
stay to the respondent and tl1e precipitous and unwarranted in
stitution of e~cpulsion proceedings, and 

WHEREFORE, respondent respectfully requests that the Immigration 
Judge make all such responses available to the respondent and his 
counsel and enter an appropriate QJ:ue.r: 'chG::oor; g:::-a!'!t!.n<J thl"> 
respondent such other and further relief as may be just. 

Respectfully submitted, 

LEON WILDES 
Attorney for Respondent 
515 Madison Avenue 
Ne\<1 York, Ne\<1 York 10022 
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lJNITI~D STI\::r.s DEPI\riTMI:NT OF JUSTICE 

IMMfGj1/\TION /I.N[) N/\TIJiU\U7t\TION fa:nVICE 

0:::0 WEST llHO/\OWAY 

NEW YOnt<., NCW YOHI\ 10007 

l.~r. Leon \'lildc.':J 
D:/l.5 P~dison /.venue 
No·;/ Yo:L"k, tl. Y. 10022 

l)cp'tcrnbcr 12, 1973 

Rc1 JO!lll l'lll!STO:~ WO LEclNO;'i 
Al7 597 321 

l have bafo:r.e c" your cot:\on of f.ugust 1, 1973 rcque5ting certain rcli.cf 
ttn<1c:r 18 USC 3~)0-'l in tho :;:bcvc mnt·tc::."• 

Since the subject's case ls p1·cr,~ntly pendJ.ng on nppcal before the noard 
of lc<71igrc:r~:to:1 t:)fi0.·':1lG, :l::: in r:r.1 v:lc·.-J tbn"t :iu:-:i..nclic~:i.on ovo:r ·your r::o·~:lc:l 
rests nccc(;Ga::11y t·Jith t.l~:} l~0u::d o~d cEould be d~.j:CC't:cd to that bod?· 

If l did have jur:lsclict:i_orl ove::- your r:ot:\o:1, ! ~~ould be forced to point 
ou·t cc:.·..-::a~n do~cc'\:G fatal to the :'cqucst .. 

Tho DoHon c1oo3 not n;:Jpo<n:· to have boon sc:r.vcd 0:1 tho sovo:mc'"nt trial 
utto:zncy, 1.~r. St;:.~:0.2:10 9 -cr.d :i.G cc::t:~!r~ly no·t one r::,:tch :ls c;:8:1nblo to 
c;< pa~cta rcnolu·~:7.o;), no:- han the r.c:::onsn:-y :?cc boc·n pnid. 

Thora in no n1lcan"";icn :ln tha pc:1pc::s 1.-.hnt tt:~ 00'!n:=:-nrn~nt h<HJ rcfuned to 
off:tr:1 o:r deny tbc occu::r·c:1co of t:l-:.o ollcacd unlm·,ful uct. 

Ccrta:!nl y 1-t ccc:-::~ p:cc:-,:1-(.i.~;:c to r;cck judic:l:1l ; n~.o:rvcn"t:ton ln the nbsc;-.cc 
of nn~h :rc::usnl. :t bnvc '~akon tb~ l ib~:~--ty of rc:':c:~.·:::i.P.g n CC?Y o:': -~ronz
rcquc~t to f-~l'• Schiano ::o:r cuch t;ct:l.o~1 ati tba ~~::-vice mny docid~ to tn}:o 
on your rcquc~ t. 

{::rl c:(ur.J:lno~ion of § 3504 sl~Q!·:s that H :io a prococlu:ra1 device aosociatcd 
vlith the :1ntroduc .. ~ion of ovidoncc ~-n tho p:-ococdlng. 

Your motion fa:tls to srcdfy '.:he pa:rHcu1ar cviclcnca r:hich H is c:ta1c~d 
;_5 inoC::Jlc~d .. blc bc•cnuso it :tn tho pr5.oJ:-:y proCt1ct of nn unlrl':rfttl cc .. c. Tt1ir; 
ir, pn:·~:tc:uln:L'l .. •r 2r?'J=··~aiY~ in v:iot·l of t1~o fac-t -'~hut nll o-i the cvic~c:-lco in 
tha p1'occod:ios;$ b.s•"l'o:rc r: .. ? ,-:Js c5.t!;~:r o:{;'o:-cd by you or c!oc\'.~O:itn:cy oviCc:"lco 
to \·:~:ich you o:{:7c:"Cd no o!)joc"~1on. 

Ccrtal.nl y th'"::-c 1·:o11ld scm to b~ a sc:dou~ question of lochcs, in ottcr;/~ing 
to :rr.dnc nt th:t$ -::5on, r::~~"o tJ:nn a ycnr n-:=~cr the: hcn:d.ng, o!:>jcction "to 
the introducUc:J of cvidcnca r::1ich !:>Lould have been D:Jd~ nt tl:o hcur:i.r.g. 

CCI V:lnr:cnt A. Sch:tnno 
Ch:tc:; Tx~.nl /~ .. ,;;';_o::nc~y 

. Vcr'L_truly yours, 
~ . ···----·- ~ .... ·-"-----~.:J ('~. ~--' .t 

InA FJEW3"fEEL ... 
J~igrat~on Judg~ 
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<~~nu; AtJfHm}-;S 
''l.nONWJLllCB,"' N. Y, 

• 

LEON WtLDEH 
,~;nnW\1•:\' AT LA\~' 

/l l.f (,(t.,!r:J<•n· ,c;;.(na(/ 

' 
September 20, 1973 

Immigration nnd Naturalization Service , 
20 west Broadway 
New York, Nelv Yorl~ · 10007 

Attn: Hon. Ira Fie\dsteel, Immigration Judge 

Dear Sir: 

RE: JOHN i'ITNS'l'ON ONO LENNON 
A17 597 321 

In connection 11ith my M.otion dnted August 1, 1973 in the 
above matter requGsting relief under 18 u.s. Code 3504, 
your ruling dated September 12, 1973 was just received, 
as it 1·1as incorrectly addressed and apparently misdirected. 
I must differ v1ith you about the proper jurisdiction to 
rule on this request. As you know, the Board of Immigration 
Appeals considers itself bound by th0 administrativE) record. 
My reading of the statute leads me to conclude that it is 
the trinl judge or the Federal District Court which are 
obligated and empowclred to require the government to affirm 
or deny the occurence of illegal acts. 

Your letter cites a number of procedural inadequacies in 
my Motion and avoids ruling definitively with respect to 
the serious substantcive issues raised by the Motion. In 
order to clarify the procedural matters raised, I wish 
to state: 

·(a) A copy of the Motion 1vas served upon the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service u.t 
the same time that service was effected upon 

., 
~ .. 
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r,cnnon, 2. 

• 

• • 

the Immigration Judge. I have also contacted 
Mr. Vincent A. Schinno, Chief Trial Attorney, 
and he ·has declined to affirm or dony tlw 
occurro:ncc of any unlawful acts on the part of 
the gov•3rnment. You may consider this to be 
the respondent's allegation that the government 
has refused to <1ffirm or deny the occurrence 
of the unlawful acts allegca. 'l'he matter is ripe 

·. for you:r decision. 

(b) It is not nqcccsary under the Statute that 
respond(mt point to a specific item of 
evidenco to wh~ch he objects. As stated in 
the Mot:'Lon, the respondent is aggrieved that 
the proceeding::; to deport him \'/ere completely 
unnecessary, illegal and improper, and that 
he has been subjected to severe harrassment, 
mental anguish, and the deprivation of his 
due process rights in violation of the 
Constitution and the laws of the United States, 
in that the processen for thP. :r.emovi'\1 of 
undesireable aliens may have been abused and/ 
or misapplied for political or other purposes 
in his case. His claim is, i.n the terms of the 
statute, that the inztitution of proceedings 
in his case and all of the evidence adduced 
therein were either "the primary product of 
an unlm·Jful act" or ''obtained by tl1e exploita
tion of an unlawful act" and that in the 
absence of such unlawful act or acts the pro
ceedings against him would never have been 
instituted at all. 

(c) Your letter speuks of l<Jches as though it \vere 
a proper defense to the illegal activities of 
the government. The circumstances and infor
mation upon the basis of which earlier suspicions 
as to th·~ possibility of illegal government 
activity ripened into belief in the serious pro
bability of such illegal acts, did not occur 
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Lennon, 3. 

, 

• • • 

until the completion of the proceedings before 
the Immigration Judge; · moreover, since the 
commission of ille<;fal.acts of the nature of 
those complained c:k*r" herein effect the vi tal 
constitntionol rights, and particularly since 
the matter is still pending Jjefore the Board 
of Imm.i.grution Appeals on administrative review 
upon the request of the government for an 
adjournment, no issue of laches should deter 
a proper substantive determination of this 
Motion. 

I would appreciate your immediate and final ruling upon 
this Motion, in default of which I shall consider your 
letter of September 12th and the oral reply of the Chief 
Trial Attorney to be u final agency dete11uination refusing 
to obtain the affirmanccs or denials to which my client is 
entitled under 18 u.s.c. 3504. 

I 
I attach the Motion. fee of $25 .00 

cc: Vincent A. Schiano 
Chief Trial Att()rney 

Very truly yours, 

LEON WILDES 

CERTIFIED MAIL: RE~~URN RECEIPT" REQUESTED 
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. '· 
FP.OM: . Supervisor, lntcll igcnco Division, Unit 2, 

TO: Regional Director, Grollp 8. 
SUBJECT: TilE SUPi:H\/IS/0,•1 0:: TilE ACTIVITIES OF OOTII JOliN AND YOI<O I.CI"'iO.':. 

It IJas co~c to the futhcr ~ttcntion of tl1is office tl1at John 
Ono Lennon, formoly of the ilcattlos anJ Yoko Ono Lennon, l·li fo of Jc.hn' 
lennon, have intcn~ionr> of remaining in· this countrY and scokinn pt;l'll\~oitJ;'lt 

:residence therein, us sot i:OI'th ,in a previous c.on~l':lunicntion this hn:. been 
····judged to'be ioadvis;,blc .:>nd it 1·1a·s rccommcndod that nll applicntions 

·· Me to be· den i od. 

Their rclutionships 1"ith Of1e (6521) Jerry P.ubin , and one Joh~ 
Sinclair (1;536), also their many coromittrr.cnts 1-1hich arc judged to be hi(jhly 
politicul ,,nd unfavor~ble to the prC1SC11t udministration. This Vias set forth Lo 

. your office in i'l previous report •. nccaus8 of this and their contrivcrsul 
· behaviour, they ure to be judged ~s both undesirable and dangerous aliens. 

\' -
.... Because of the del icatc and cxplo~ive n<tture of this mDttGr the 

whole affair hus been handed over to the Immigration and Naturi 1 izatiOil Service, 
to handle. Your office is to maintain a constant scrvai I lance of their 

·. ,(osidei')Ce and a periodic report /is to be sent this office. All coopgra'tion 
:· i~.to. give.n to. the,INS .Dnd ;:,11 :r'oports are· to be digested by this office • 
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" ~ .... ~ 
,,, . ;; ~- ·~-~!l•!l ;s 01 (.:a:;J;<:.i) 

c··!f:ce .._,f !he cicrk uf the within 

19 

y.._,un., etc.> 

0 :::~ -l :.! ]',·.I ()jfi:c .L!Jrcsi 

• 

T<> • 
~\n<..•:-nc:-; f~,r-

NOT'lCE OF' S.C~1'Li:~1LNT 

:'i!':-P1,:-a~<2' :a.ke n\.r:;cc tf::n a:1 order 

hf \'-"hic!t t.h.:! wi:h;n -is a rru.::- copy nill be presented 

~.::--J.-e:uc~t to th,: H0n 

-:~ c·f thr.:: fcd;;cs of the within named Court, ut 

c•n the 

a!' 

lht.::J~ 

• 

.·1· -•n;::_,• for 

day of 

AL 

Y C•ttrs, etc.,. 

Oj[i.·.: end Pes! OJ]i.:c Address 
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hH.kx Nu. Year l'J 
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John LanDon 

co e:n .. c 
septlmber as. 1973 

Michael !loon • Collgresii!IIID William Steiger's Office 

X 

X 

statu of IADDJ~»D' a proceediasa 

tb'. IUO..l !loon WU CODI:aeted on ~/21/73 at 10145 A.M. He 
atatad tbat atnea bit call ora 9/19173 he,.. able to obtain IIIUCh 
of the f.afonatha he dMi.-.d fl'OIII the L1t.uy of eo.ax-.... !Jov· 
~~Wr • a. Inquired u to the prelaat ttatwl of wbject '• proceecli.~tga. 

Mr. Boon •• ..,.eed tbal: •.teet'• wUe, Yoko 0!10 lei ••• •• 
gi'Uted p..--....t n.Adaitlt acatua ud aulljatt Jot. Leu ua,.. 
under Or:dar of lleponatirm vtdob lie bad 1pp4111.led to the IU 
but 1llalch bad not ;yet '-o deciclild by the Board. No furtbar 
lafollllltf.on •• reqvuted or furaitlled. 

All aettcm pu&'l\laGl to Kathy l:lllbart'a, HC~nt.ary to ActiD& Coil· 
rdaiO&'IIr- Gr ...... telephoalc taatJUitiou. See attached 1111110. 

CCI CO 703.1006 

"'I WF • JoiUI Lenaon 
,. DC tOIIC ull w 

~~: l.'olaer 
0 JFG LOll 

r 0 operations Log 
' ttgatians Los rPrmn~n . g ~~~~~------------- tn~I~OOO~~~@~\lli ~~ ~ ~~Y~xu~lb 
. ~11-;;-;;:--_-:-::_-:::::_ 
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(b)(7)(c) I 

File 

mu;aw I 

Jolm I..et~D~m, Al7 597 321 unc > 

a> 703.731 
Jae u. 1973 

Mtu EU.ubeth llae of CoaaftNI-a ca..,_• offt.ce, 011 J\188 11, 
1973, callecl eoaceraillg tbe aubjeet 11 can. She •• llftlaed 

< , 1.e 

that the u.&antimll , ... l'auad aulilject dlportable OD Much 23, 
1973, and grate&! Ida -.obiU&ry departul.'it witld.D 60 .,... Purtber, 
that lnno .,..led fro~~ tbat dlcltiOII aacl hla an te DOW 

peadl.• 'befon tbe BIA. 

cc: 

WF - Jolm J.eman 

DC:WQUdlv 

[ ork Folder 
0 JJi"G Log 
0 Operations Log 
0 Investigations Lw;:· · 

[] ----------------~
[] ------------------
Filed by: -------·--- . ' · 
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I. 

RE:: t~ • . ~ID MRS. JOl:W LENNO~ 

lir. Lennon is ineligible. for a visa and admisdon into 
the Gnited St:a tes be.c.au.se of a ·conviction of posseuing 
cannabis ruin .. /f.;n. alien c:anvicted of such an offense. may 

· not b~ adtnit:t:eli-J.or ~:rmanea.t residence. Nevertheless, . . . 
· his entry raytbe:cautltorized ~der a .s~ial provisiOn of .. · "·:,, 

law for a ~ry. ~it... · · · · ·· · ·· · 
t:,t;.>'- :. . ,:-~:'<·'. .: .. :; .. '~·-S" 

· · , . _.-.~.-i'_-·~ .' :--·· ·_.··: <F· .. : .. :· . ,._ · . · -. · .... ·.-
-Mr. Lerllii)G<ls .. presenb?'ri.llit to .tlur·l.l'ftitel:l States was.;.:,::·<.> 

· authorit.ad ~r· this special provbion of law. far bila;i.n4fu 
purposes and to. attend a custody hearing in court proceedings 

··. ·;tn connact~n:,,with•·Nrs.:. Lt.umon' s cll.ildi'!by a pre.viowl· ~i.ap..;"'- · 
His entry was.<authorbed for these purposes upon. the recolJllllllllda .. 

· tion of. tl;!e Oet>art:ment of. State. Service records show l:b.a:a:;:. · 
·Hr. and Nrs~'\tennon were last ac!Qftted into this_ .country oclii~':;· · 

' ' ····:~-' ·' -

in app.J.y~~~h~~I ' <·, i -~·'··'--

A . . haari .. ';~ore: a Speela:l Illituf..ry Offic* 
. af.· this .s~wa••c:cm:l.ua4 aa·~u;::·l972:~ 
'Ol\: March··U~!'73~~ his dects:ioa,. · fitLliiltg>i!.ll:;.,cl.aarcmi~~4a:~: 

.·. deportabl.a.~.sranted hi,la the pri.vil.qe of departing the ,,~,1;1 . 
·. Tlnited StatUljt'iolunt.tttly- withi.ri OOii'days. Mr. I.eru:ton has ' 

appealed, fl:Qia:~ deeisiol:l. and his.·cau is now pending ~fo;ceci 
., .. the Board. o~..:l)llm:l grat.ioa·Appeals. :Ln,W!!Shington, D ... c.. · 

\~~~~;~,:~~l~~;;_'::<· .... _,·'/i.~~~fl~••=·<:;:?_-:·:;_J'~:t·~~~~;~;§; .. __ :_: .... · _.:·~·~t~~~~~r;.:.: · ._ ··: ~':.~7::;~~·>··.; :.: 
. ;:;;;: ,';;; ..•.. Mrs••·(~~l!l';awdicatian fCr:: adjustlll!nt c.tf:'her. 111111~..,., 

. ;;;,~_gratian sta · . pft'lll8nent~ ftlil~"lus• been grernb!d.,;,, 

~': . ..... . "'''':~ ·. <~~: 
.. :,:· ~'. -, ....• 

. 7:~~j,.".. . . . . 



CO 893.l•C 

Your latter of April !i, 1973, to l'ruUaat lltlll)n, c.oacaming 
Mr. Jolm ~ hu beea marred to thit s.rvtce fen" r.ply u it 
eoncar• aa s-tgntt.on ut:ter. 

'llle ~gntt.on judp bearUig Mr. LeDP«m'a cue fOUIId h1111 
cleporteble "-t grated hta a period of aixty daJI vf.W• which to 
depart voluntarUy froa the !Mf.ted Stataa. Mr. r.e-n bu appealed 
tbll ded.at.on to the Board •)f 'IMiaratioa Appeala. The futve 
action of thlt Sen1ce wUl be dlpalldeat upcm the Board'• decision. 
In the 111111Gtillll no actt.on lcmioa toward l!lx'. l..4Mcm • a d4!pClrtlll'e 
~ be talwl 111hile the cue h befon the Board. 

WF - John Len110n 

DC:WCN:dlw 

1 _, I 

' ·• I 

.. . 
.r..ta F. Graefle 

Auoef.ate CoMlaatoner 
Operatf.OBI 

LJ iue 
ifr' Work Folder 
[] JFG Log 
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APR l31S7l 
OD 837-C 

Your letur to tlle lllpartiiBnt of State~~. Jobrl 
1..-on baa t.D referred to tbi1 S.~ for nply aa 1t CODCeraa 
an i..tcration •ttu. 

'l'be l.lali&ratioa judge Iauria& Mr. !Aumrm11 cue fouad bia 
depon:.tble but pated hill • pertod of at.ty Uyl wttbf.ft t1lhieh to 
depert wl\JII.ta'tly fRill the UUtacl state~. Mt. I P I'NI'I baa appHled 
thi• c*iaiort to the Ba&rlil of ~ AppNu. 'l'be fucun 
action of thla Service will be depeadeat; vpcm tbe Board'• decut<m. 
ln the 11116ntilll 110 act..lol! liiCik.t.ltc ~ Mr. l tllUDII' 1 -.,utun 
wUl be tabft while tbe 4:&M f.a beton the Board • 

/ 
I 

V cc: WF - John Lennon 

f;;j J:. ...... 'f"' -

b1. k. .. ""' 
As10date Cclaiulonet:' 

Opentf.ont 

:/File DC :WCN:dlw .IJ work Folder 
JFG Log 

1 operations Log 
~, Investigations Ioog 

l ------------------
', ~---------------.... 

,_;· -~.] ed by: -----------
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Depa1~tment of State 
Visa Office 

DATE#~/13 
To= IDS/ Ce~cJ Olfe 
FROM: Chief~~ 

Public Services Division 

Since.the attached appears to fall 
wit · your jurisdiction it is for
w aed to you a:nd the writer ()has 

not been info:~:med. 
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. tlNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATJilN AND NATURAUZATION SERVICE 

Wi\SHINGTON, D.C. 20536 

April 2, 1973 co 893. 1 

t t(L,_X' _____ ___, 

Your letter tc1 the President concerning Mr. John Lennon 
has been referred to this Service for reply as it concerns an 
immigration matter. t. 

The Special Inquiry Officer hearing Mr. Lennon's 
case found him deportable but granted him a pei'iod o£ 
sixty days within which to depart voluntarily from the 
United States. Mr. Lennon has appealed this decision 
to the Board of Immigration Appeals. The future action 
of this Service will be dependent upon the Board's decision. 
In the meantime no action looking toward Mr. Lennon1s 
departure will be taken while the case is before the Board. 

LW~ 
.,.) 

Sincerely, 

E. A. Loughran 
Associate Commissioner 

Management 

'Ar r ~~ w.. p . Joll '-t L ...-"'VI a v,. 1\ /1 ) '1 7 3 ;2./ !1/f ( O · CJ L:rwc /\, 

NOTE: Mr. Fieldsteel (phonetic), the SIO in N.Y. office, called 
at 10:45 a. this morning (4/2/7 3) in response to request from 
this offMo/tk~rXJtified wh~n the appeal (Notice of Appeal to BIA) 

l C< ~,::;~~:~~· ~N,,~:_: ':·~:;r· """" 
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Mr. Jon Hunter, Esq. 
Morgan l'oint 
East tleven, Connecticut 06512 

Dear Mr. Hunter: 

CO 837·C 

This will acknowledge receipt of your letter of May 16, 
1973, signed by you and Mila Watta, concarning Mr. John Lennon. 

The t111111tgratf.on judge hearing Hr. l..enllon'a case found him 
deportable but g~:anted him a perto<l of liaty days within wbtc:h to 
depart voluntarily from the United Statea. Mr. Lennon baa appealed 
thia deci1ion to the Board of lmmtgratton Appeala. The future 
action of this Service will be dependent upon the Board's decision. 
ln the ~~~e~~ntime no ac:t1o!l; looktna toward Mr. Lennon's departure 
c:an be taken while the c:e.M ia before the Board. 

/ cc: WF - John Lennon 

DC:WCN:dlw 

Sincerely, 
l ;·'I ... --~~ T"' ,>""':-'~···· ""\f"'-0 

' ' 0' T .,..,, ~ \... 

:'',' 

JM F. "GHe!W' 
Aeeoc:iate Cammtaaioner 

Opera tiona 

[?!'Work Folder 
[] JFG Log 
[] Operations Log 
[] Investigations LOg 

[] -----------------
[] ------------------
Filed by: -----------
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Mr. James F. Greene 

Morgan !?oint 
East Haven, Conn, 06512 
16 May 1973 

Acting Commissioner of Immigration flnd Naturalization 
119 0 Street N.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20536 

Dear Commissioner Greenn: 

1 protest the recent ruling of Judge Ira Fieldsteel in the matter of 
former l!eatle John Lennon. I ut·ge you to personally reconsider this decision 
in view of the following facts. 

The law under which Mr. Lennon pleaded guilty was most unfair. The law 
has since been repealed in Britain. That law would have been unconstitutional 
in the United States. 

Recent developments in Britain have thrown open to serious question the 
validity of the original ar~est, It appears that the principals responsible 
for Mr. Lennon's arrest have since been indicted for "conspiracy to pervert 
the course of Justice". More specifically they are charged with planting 
marihuana on the parties they arrested. Once indicted the arresting officer 
fled Britain and was returned t•' custody in Australia. 

The President's Commission on Marihuana has recommended that possession 
·of marihuana be decriminalized. Yet this same offense renders John Lennon an 

undesireable, 
The financial benefits inuring to the United States are so great that for 

economic considerations alone Mr. Lennon should be requested to live in 
America. Mr; Lennon's business c•perations directly employ Americans and his 
influence on the music industry has indirectly created many more jobs for the 
people of this country, 

Mr. Lennon! a artistic contributions to Alllei:ica'. have'been' immense; 
Mr; Lennon presence in America is in no way detrimental to this country; 

we can only benefit by his living in the United States, 
I appreciate your consideration of this matter. 

Very truly yours, 

l:~{~. ~;a; 
Kf;en wattr 

em-·\~ 
J n Hunter, Esq. 



Hr. !iar:bert Ia ill&, l."rotident 
llorldview Film ho.tuctlou • liiiC. 
4 ·, llelt 44\:11 Strac~t 
N!w York, Hew York l 0036 

Your letter Gf Febr\mry 71 1973, witiiiACI.oti\\Na, adl'tt~ to 
the Attot'NIY Gt.nual, liiU nfettltd t.o M l.leci!IIIM U tMOlvaa a natter 
within the Jurildic:tion etf thJa sem.e. 

Itt. LetiQOft 1a be11g11Jle for a vtn Alld ad!Uuion f.l'lto the Unltod 
;~tatea *auu of 111 ccmvt.ctiou of po. .... l"& CUP~Mbil reda. Aa alien 
eonvtetcd of tuCh a.n off_,. lilA)' not be 8411ttc..cl for peiW!Delilt retidel:lce. 
~1111, hill entry •1 be autborl.Mid VIMIH a ~~pC~Gial pNvielon of 
lew for a talllpOftry vt1tt. · 

h'l:. l.eai11DA1a ptePJlt Vilil~ to tll4 Uaf.ted SUtu •• autbortaed 
under thb epedal providon of J..w for illldMN pupo .. aa.:l to 1\tterul 
a CIIStod)' I'IMri.lt$ tn court ~8$1 ia OOIIIII'I:'Umi with M.n. lAMOl\1S 
ebUd }q a t:tt:e'lttoul 1111ft.1.a,ge, l!ia aatry WI illiltbot:.tud fur ttMIIae PIU'· 
pone upoo the ~adaticm c•f the Oepartlldt of :>catlt. S.tvic:e record~! 
show that i'tr. aDd Mn. L.enlloa ••n lut aaatttllld tato Ws ~ on 
Auguet 13, l '!71. 

Since they did aot depart f1:\1!ll tlle \Jaind St«Ua witkin the t.b:ae 
allthoriaed, depo'rtatlon pDOeelltap VIM taatltut.e t131id.Mt tl'IIJisa 1.111 

tbl:lt gnwad. sublequent to the 1Nitit~o~ttoa of IUCh proceed:l.ap. the 
L\epartatat. of Labor 111111114 a labor eert:l.ficAttn oa ltr. LlhlDOI'J'I ~lf 
11nd be wa -~ a thi-N pn;f....,.. el&Nlfk&ttor~ b1 thta S.rrl.c:e 
to bit u.d in applying for A 1uatgrut vtu. 

1'b.e (!op<>rta.tioa be.trlJis breJ!on au il!lld.gr&tton judge ortgtM.lly 
Hl:aeduled for Mafth 161 l97l, aalll adJ~ Oft MYentl OC¢HI.ODI, WI 
«melu.dec!. at\ 1>'4y 17, 1972, At l:Jtat tl1111t 1 t.be 1.Jiad&Ut1UR Jud&& a&'ftl 
nr. ~·· attcm.y 11&\tU Ju1)' I, 19720 to file a brlAf. The brief 
•• timely ncat'ftd od tile tr.td attomey npl:Uhthlfl the Service wcs 

I 
. gt._• a 11ldlar pedod ill wbkh to nlmft a br1e! in reply. The trial 

Oftile 
c1 Work Folder 
0 JFG Log 
' Operations Log 

Investigations Log 
LJ -----~------~~-~-- ... 
I~ ------------------
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attorney'• brief we ~ivecl ead Mt'. ~·~ la.vyer 1111\11 given an 
opvortuRU)I' to fUe a nt44 brief, \lh1ch llaa *"' nllmitted. A re• 
port £1:0111 the UaitcMi St.otu P'lll!U.e Health Serriee COYer1Jti & IIIIM!icAl 
e:r<lllliMtion of Jtn, John ~v::>n 11 eltptet.ad at an early date. 'l."'l.ere· 
after, an l.l!la1.gr&tltm judp 1i'ill enter his \ll"der beaed t1pot1 hie cun-
41deratton of oll the evidence and with t:Q~Jplete r&g;trd to due ~ocess. 

/S/ 

7 ••.. ,~~·~-
A.taoef.Ate Coat.aa.iotlt'll' 

Operd:lotl$ 

cc: District Director, New Y(lrk, New York 
Attention: Assistant Di11trict Director, Investigations 

Letter under acknowledgeuaent and its epslo•"m' 'f attached 
inclusion in files Al7 597 321 llndl .. _____ _._ 

DC:WCN:dlw 

,/ 

i WF - John Lennon Correspondence 

for 
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A R T A N D H * I S TORY FILM S 
AN A S S 0 CIA l:IJ 0 :N~ ro -F-----t-N-D"'E P E N D E NT FILM MAKERS 

~::.-~2 ----- ---------
Filed by:,... ..... --------:-,_:----~ 

Richard G. Kleindienst 
Attorney General, U.S.A. 
Justice Department, 
Washington D.C. 

Dear Sir, 

Herbert Kline, President 
Worldview Film Productions Inc 
450 N.Boi:bur;v~ Dr\ve. 
Beverly Hills, California 
Currently ~ filming 
.1;2. West 44th Street 

February 7, 1973 

I realize how busy you must__.--b.e.--wiJ:_mat:-ters--other t'h3.n the fate of two artists, 
even world famous ones lik~Ju:L.i~r.tqQ~---~~<! Yoko o~::;:-_,who seem like heroes of 
the ''Now Generation Children", including my own···t:eenagers; but I am writing 
to. you. dir.e.c.t:.l¥,. .. :Ear two. reasons~ 

The first is that, although I realize many distinguished Americans on the en
closed list, including professors, attorneys, artists~ and musicians, have 
forewarded their endorsement +oMr. Raymond Farrell of the Immigration Service, 
which, I understand, is within your department, I wonder if these citizens have 
thought to contact you directly for your consideration and advice to Mr. Farre>l· 
on the Lennons. 

The sec0nd is that I have found - as a filmmaker in many countries - that if I 
could get something important to the attention.of a man in the Number One, de
cision· position, miracles could be worked. For example, when I wanted to fihrr 
the invasion of Poland for the documentary film I made with James Hilton calle•:·. 
"Lights Out In Europe", I received the unofficial help of President Franklyn D. 
Roosevelt after showing him my earlier anti-Nazi film~ "Crisis" in a private 
showing at the White House. The same holds true with President Benes on film
ing the overthrow of Czechoslovakia; with President Cardenas in elic.iting an 
interview with a Pre~American, anti-Hitler statement for March of Time; with 
Prime Ministers such as NEHRU in India, and Levi ESHKOL in Israel, on filming 
difficulties in their countries. President Nixon reaeived a letter of mine, vi 
my~ear namesake, Herbert Klein, in regard to discrimination against the late 
Louis Lomax's young son, at my boy's Hollywood school. The »resident bothered 
to take a suggestion to appoint some sub-cabinet officials frem minority group . 
that would give a better image to school children, and raise their respect as 
part pf the American scene. 

Now I have been filming, with the help of President Pompidou 1s Minister of Cul· 
ture, Jacques Duhamel, the first feature film on the Renaissance of our times 
as per the summary enclosed. This l~s Picasso, Henry Moore, Marc Chagall, au 
other GIANTS of Modern Art,- but also many of Amer~ca's great talents, as Moth 
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well, Lichtenstein, Oldenberg, Nevelson, cSegal, etc., and I am adding scenes 
just filmed on Yoko Ono's Conceptual Art, and o¥hers• on her life in art, music, 
etc. with John Lennon. The film treats them as ARTISTS, making an important 
contribution to the World of Art in general, and to the American Art Scene they 
are part of, with the admiration of American born artists and filmmakers like 
myself. 

Surely, artists who belong with the world's greats should not be expelled from 
our country, especially since I have heard that the London Police Officer who 
made the drug charge against John Lennon, is being held on charges of perjury 
which fits Mr. Lennon's defence, that in this case, the drugs were a "plant", 
as has happened with other prominent individuals who were later released -
including children of some of our government's high officials. 

I don't presume to judge the legal aspects of the case. As an American citizen 
working in England, France, Italy, Germany, and Spain, on my Modern Art Film, 
I have answered many attacks against our country as being "uncultured","barbar
ic", etc., as best I could. 

Apart from the positive aspects of the Lennon's cultural contributions, and the 
many Americans in music, publishing,&filmmaking who receive employment through 
their work, I am concerned that their expulsion would be used by critics and 
enemies of ou;r country as a "cause celebre'", indicating repression which many 
of them are not so quick to condemn when happening in a dictatorship, as with 
great Soviet, Czech,&Yugoslovia, and other writers either in prison, or on a 
"non-person, non-publishing,. list. 

Let us not allow the Lennons' case to be used against our country. 

Even more important, however, is the tradition that America has always given 
u.\c.tuary to people of different races, religions, and political persuasions; 
let us extend this freedom to the Lennons. 

Undoubtedly, their 1970's Conceptual art, ideas, and lifestyle may seem uncon
ventional to many people, but, as President Pompidou just pointed out in making 
a grant to aid art in France, the Governments of earlier periods did not encour
age, or a'id., the Impressionist$) the Fauves who were called "Wild Ones", the 
Cubists, Futurists. Dadaists, or Surrealists, who were often ridiculed and jeer
ed at. Now, as.Pompidou stressed, the works of these artists are mainly in the 
possession of American millionaires, or donated generously by them to our great 
museums, and France can not afford to purchase its own masterpieces. 

Many of these masterpieces were created by "School of Paris" emigres, such as 
Picasso, Miro, Dali from Spain - Chagall, Lipchitz, and Soutine from Russia -
Giacometti from Switzerland - Mod-gliani from Italy - Brancusi from Roumania 
etc. Never-the-less, they made Paris the Art Capitol of the world, and in a 
sce"tle I filmed on the occasion of Preident Pompidou honoring Picasso's 90th 
birthday at the Louvre, he said; "We are here not only to honor Picasso as a 
great artist, but as a man who chose to live in France." He said France should 
welcome even dissenting artists, like Picasso, who expresses himself as freely 
as the Lennons. 

personally, I want you to know that I, and many people in the Arts who are 
American citizens, feel glad that two such exciting, important, contemporary 

' 
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talents as 
and prefer 
on earth. 

John Lennon and Yoko Ono, findAmerica the country of their choice, 
to be part of the American Art Scene, and Life, to anywhere else 

Please, sir, with all the respect I have for your office as Attorn~y General 
of the United States, let us allow the Lennons to have the personal and art
istic freedom that is a credit to our country; "healing the wounds" of· different 
opinions on war and peace that our President has been able to proclaim to the 
great joy and relief of a world often critical of our country. Do not let us 
add expulsion of the Lennons to the arguments we must defend ourselves against, 
knowing America's basic freedoms are such that even a film director can write 
to the highest officer of the Justice Department not only without fea~, but 
with hope for a favorable action, at a time when President .Nixon has just 
signed a bill for Aid to the Arts. 

Sincerely, 

')~?}U;~ 
Mr. Herbert Kline. 

HK/isl 
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HERBERT KLINE 
From a wealth of material, Crucible has extracted a few teactioos to some of Mr. Kline's films. 

"THE TRIUMPH OF MODERN ART" 
After a Hollywood screening of the assembly-cut, Writers' Guild Academy members wrote: 

"We predict this film will win the Feature Documentary Academy Award." 
The concept for this monumental Project originated with Mr. Kline several years 
ago. He planned, researched, outlined the general form, enlisted artists, raised 
working capital, etc. with the aid of Associate-Producer, Julius Evans and Attor·· 
ney, Leon Kaplan, and over a period of considerable time filmed scenes with 
artists in Europe and America. 
The assembly cut, containing about 80% of final material, is in process of being 
edited with PAUL FALKENBERG of "Pollock," "DeKooning" and "Matisse" 
credits. Main photography by England's DERRITT WILLIAMS and by ARNOLD 
EAGLE (of "Noguchi.'' Hans Richter's "All the Dreams that Money can Buy," etc.) 

SOME AWARD-WINNING FILMS MR. KLINE HAS DIRECTED: 

"WALLS OF FIRE"·- A film on Mexican Muralism opening in April has just re
ceived the Hollywood Foreign Press Feature Documentary GOLDEN GLOBE Award. 

Director Kline Co-Authored this film with Producers Gertrude Marks, Edmund 
Penney and Editor, Gene Fowler, Jr. 

Henri Langlois: ''The Cinematheque Francais is honored to sponsor "Walls of Fire" at the Cannes Film Festival." 

Lewis Jacobs: "One of the greatest documentaries on Art." 

Arthur L. Mayer: "A brilliant film" 

Syd Cassid (Ed. of 'Boxoffice'): "I am enthused about the exciting quality of your direction of 'Walls of Fire'," 

"CRISIS" -Filmed in Czeeho·Slovakia. "N.Y. Critics Ten Best Films" 
Frank S. Nugent: "It must be regarded as one of the finest political documentaries ever made." (N.Y. Times) 

Howard Barnes: "Brilliantly recorded ... fine and provocative documentary ... compelling interpretation ... 
challenging and unforgettable ... an indelible record ..• " · 

"LIGHTS OUT IN EUROPE" - Filmed in England & Polish Front. ("Ten Best Films") 
Time Magazine: "Herbert Kline has already made one Feature documentary in Europe, 'Crisis,' to which 

the world's critics have taken off their hats. And for Americans who wish the utmost in 
realism about Europe's war ... this film is important because it lets them live through almost 
two hours of the real thing." 

"THE FORGOTTEN VILLAGE"- Filmed in Mexico. First Prize, Best Feature 
Documentary, Brussels World Film Festival. 

Bosley Crowther: " ..• abiding delight, .. integrity in the poetic writing by John Steinbeck, the sensitive 
direction of Herbert Kline and photography of Alex Hammid .. a moving record of a vital phase 
of life ... beauty and effectiveness of the picture. . . Too much cannot be said for the remark· 
able performances which Director Kline has drawn from the native actors." (New York Times) 

Robert Breen: "From 'Forgotten Village' to 'The Triumph of Modem Art' assembly·cut, these are superior 
award·worthy documentaries deserving of world-wide audiences." 

Joseph Levine,AVCO Emb~say,will Distribute. People the world 
over will see ~n Americ8n Film contribution to Art end Culture. 
1'/e p1.en s icnul teneous Premi ereain P~ris ,London, Washington D.C. 

------- ----- -·------·· 
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"THE TRIUMPH OF MODERN ART" 
.._. 

A Feature Length Film of Artists of the Century since Cezanne - A Work-in-Progress 

Director-Producer HERBERT KLINE 

Based on the director's concept-·as ifVasari's "Lives Of The Artists" could have been filmed 
with such Renaissance giants as Michelangelo, Leonardo, Velasquez, El Greco, Rembrandt, 
Durer, etc., in a kind of Cinematic Mosaic. The Artists are shown in their individual life-styles, 
painting, sculpting, giving us their views in their studios, homes, exhibits. 

Scenes Already Filmed in France - England - Italy - Germany - Spain - US A 

CHAGALL 
MOORE 
LJPCHITZ 

CALDER 
ERNST 
MASSON 
MANZU 
BEUYS 

SOULAGES 
DASILVA 
ZAI WOU-KI 
SEGAL 
KIENHOLZ 

MOTHERWELL 
NEVELSON 
LICHTENSTEIN 
OLDENBERG 
BEARDEN 

BACON 
CARO 
RILEY 
KING 
AGAM 

DE CHIRICO 
KAHNWEILER 

PEGGY GUGGENHEIM and her Venice Collection of major Surrealists. 
1972 Moderns at the Documenta, and Munich Exhibits of "Degenerate" Moderns. 
YOKO ONO Conceptual Art; and related film scenes with JOHN LENNON. 

"Screenlife" Scenes of Early Moderns, Painting: Artists living and dead. 

PICASSO- MATISSE- BRAQUE- LEGER- MIRO- GIACOMETIJ- DALI 

Personalities, Critics, Actors, Political Figures also taking part: 

ROBERT HUGHES, Time magazine critic; JOHN RUSSELL, London Times. 
PIERRE SCHNEIDER of L'Express and Paris Critic for the N.Y. Times. 
SUZI GABLIK and DAVID THOMPSON, critics. RICHARD JOHNSON, actor. 
Cinemateque Francaise' HENRI LANGLOIS in a scene on Art and Photography. 
President GEORGE POMPIDOU, Minister of Culture JACQUES DUHAMEL 
and JEAN LEYMAIRE honoring PICASSO'S 90th Birthday at the Louvre. · 
LEWIS JACOBS-Scene of animation filming of MARCEL DUCHAMP'S Art. 

ORSON WELLES, whose appearances and narration contribute to the unity of the 
work, expresses the filmmaker's view: "No one film can include all great Artists of 
the Century since Cezanne, but we are showing you more than ever before in one 
motion picture." 

Additional Art and Artists to be included in the final editing: 

NOTE: 

MONDRIAN • KANDINSKY · KLEE · ARP • BRANCUSI • MAGRITTE ·MARIN 

DAVIS· POLLOCK· DE KOONING · ROTHKO ·KLINE· SMITH· WARHOL 

Final Filming to include, also, a Portrait of a Famous Person being painted by a 
major M?dern Artist-not in the realistic traditions of portraiture. j:l £..~ ~ :!( 
W~ry~ Ot C, IUA-7telt/AC.. GAL<.tfV2'( M.oD~Aftl.?" l.~H/&1 r" 

"THE TRIUMPH OF MODERN ART" is shown with the director's work-print 
commentary which will be replaced by a writer of stature in the art world. 
(This assembly-cut contains about 80% oftbe material for the final version.) 
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I encl.o~ .. e this tt......,.r.-JicBte how I p1.Bn to fi1:u ~ericB'-~ cuit~r81. 
contributions in our NationBl.. Gal.l..ery,as re1.2·~ to President .Nixon•s 
just announced g13nerous support of the Arts C~nd to refl.ect the new 
internationa1. cooperetion resulting from his trips to Pekrng &Moscow • 

. --·c-:···--..,,~-G~,:-.l{·s-- ~~~~i~·t T ,O;t;·i~ 
'~ ··~-.J f> ~-- -- -

- ... ~ . ., ; ;:r • n ~ ~~ 1. '""" r."S 1
1 t. .. '.· , ·, · :, ""'1014 

~ -o 1 n .... :r 11 ... '· ~ . , ~ ..i..'U! ... C<.J - v.. ..... ~ ~ ~ "--' \ 
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·I 
r·f', <· ->:_;H-8 :!mport;;.nt paint

'_i'i.l u~e $!)Viet Unittn., 
·,-l,~<,. ,; -..•.·ori-;s hy 2'-!.::n.issc, 

Pio::asso and Van 
.j The announcement by the 
~~ National Gallery was a·scoop 

'.:~;_; i1c shi:10ed to the 
-~L ;;::·.::: iwxt month for-

of sizable proportions in_ t~ie · 
museum and gallerJ sp-he:re ... 
since major museurns had · 
been eagerly seekin~ access 

. :cr:~.1o::;t tbo arr<1y of irnpres
:,;e;;:;,:-i !·,~vJ jJD::;t.in<pn:s-si.onist 
,,.-;1;-!-,,~ ;;:.; the ·first exh~bilton 

1 to Russian~heid worl:cs, and 
j it was a stunning co-up for 
.j the Knoedler Gallery. a com~ 

\, merci.ul dea1er~ which played 
the lead role in ·obtaining th-e 

! loan. 
-:,\ ,·,: .'rn ~·xt to b~ lea.t 

:,1 i.l·· Uni:c:::d St.J.tes by the 
:.::w"·:._~t \..lnla::.. C.n:y individual 
-~,_-;:;, ·,;s 1;;:.t~ br:e.n previously 

;i. The 41 works will be on 
L view in the National Gallery 

t f from March 31 through April 
j 29, · dtfriilg the first l'Iush o~ 1 

f the spring tourist se.asoh in ·1 
:,; the capital~ and then in th-e 

1-...;d.._: ;--_vo.til.a_hle from that 
<:i;:_:nrr;~'s f:(bukrus store of 
c' rt tro.:<·,::;t,~·cs. 

-,·h<! \v-nrhs ]lave been se .. 

ef ri-.•..:' ;-r•.·rn1.ltage State l\-Iu
~ ... elnl in Leningl'1td .zmd the 
k'us.hkin Museum in ~'i.'oscow_ 

Knoedler G.allt~IY at :21 East r 
'l 70th Street fro"1- Mey 3 1 f through 26. I 
l Both plac.:os have a-lready 

beb,llln working out spe· t 
chd arrangements for show ... 

,,_ 0 ,.,. S . tL d.0. uets ov1e oan 
Of 41 Major Paintings 

Ctill-ti~~u;;d Fr-om l'.age l~ CVt 6 

lc::~nister~ i \Vas ahJe to avoid 
I"·!-__\ t.:_<f,!, ·~ l.}w~ PXGCUtiVC Said 

· .. -~~:~te;:-.:h;::,.• ln London. · 
· ·-n.J~. arnnJgt:m~nts~ wllkh 
c~ine in no sen.sc- as a bolt 
.;.r;:t of the blue~ are p..1rt-ic
u-' <'r-h.r :rich 'in a s~rics of 
r~:-hl~--:d :facts~ most of which 
~.x:1tCT ln the- imposing per .. 
:;t•i::_,·~!! vf D~·- H.an1_7HCtj. the 
~;-:_n~ ~~r ~us:Sia"ii'C:Uii-~res. 

Ti1c 74·ye~u··old 'executive 
'-':.;,;·; OiH} !1( l~our principals 
v. i1o neqnired Knoedler's in 
Dt·t-;!tnber, 1971. 

In. C;i_·-tobcr. he ga:ve a Goya 
p,;_'·t-r.:~it worth Sl~mHlio~ to 
: •·-:- HPr.mHo:;e. •1nd palntHl}.~S 
f<•Jn1 Dr. HanH1wr•s O\vn col
k··iim"'lr indud[ng works hy r 
~-T;~;:ut. St.u:ut and Eakins~ 
:1_s ;\·cH as Remr:wamh:,. Ru
;~-_'::·~ ·:md Goya. arc no\V Q'-1 

i"~h!h:lioil in the lJushkin 
··'tnn. They were shown. 

<' .: ~\·_:f' in Lc:}\n.fi_rad. !11 both 
· they rupvrte.dly drew· 

-~~>i.:!silc. [iod;s of viewers 
;·_; ·fon-nect lines early in 

1 ~ •• fro~ty mornings. . 
., ;:h::lt- hclf"Cd~ of cour-Se,"" 

: "". :1amr:1er said- at Clar-; . 

:;:----':-~t- .Tu!y. the Ocddental 
c·leum. Corporation.. of 

· ~- ,~ h he i-> chief executive 
·- '(_·r~ 1vorkcd. out an urn-.. 

·i l J contract for deals 
· .. :; r:~u~.;;.ta. In December it 

, :;," !i.\:d an S.S-0-miJ.Hon con-. 
·d lnYt1ixing: metat-finh>h
--~ ~:qni.~tn:t.:at and nh-:-keL 

i ld :<;hhO'f' rnct on that one 
~r tb:- Foreign Tr.:tde 1\--Hn

Niknhd S. Fatotichev. 
in the wny he had first 

·.- .. ~'o::vn-i.n l92l tt)workout 
:11t:>s w·f~;ng:erneHts dir~ct

·xi.t!l Len:n. 
'h>-~ fit~~i rle;:~dls of th~ puh

d!:>do:·ni.r<? ·w·('re work-ed 
'''.t ;;,t 1{:30 A.?'vl. yest.::-rday 
, , .-( tr-.:;:n.:;-Athlntic phone 

!i~ f_-,/O't~vt?•-..!1 Dt. H.;1mm~ 
· -._; J. \ :a .. n~.· t-lro~.vn~ direc-.. 

,_ .;-. ~;,[.;! N~ttiona1 GaU~ry~ 

••Let•s dream a little/~ the 
db-ector remernbered Dr. 
Hammer as having told Jr.im 
before the agreement was 
made. 

Mr. Brown said he had 
been trying without malting: 
much. headway tn get a Joan 
of \Vc-stem works from the 
Russians~ Then, _in January., 
he had a pht)ne conversation 
with Dr. Hammer~ «He sald 
he bad been talking abouc an 
exbibiUon to be si!nt to us. 
and I couldn't quite figure 
out who- us was. u Mr. Bro-wn 
said. 

""Us." as: it-prove(~ was-Dr~ 
Hammm ... •s gallery. Knocdler~5. 

Mr-.. Bt·own~s reactiOn- W3S 
•Why not Washington .. too?u 

The- Metropolit-an 1\fusewil 
of Art is among many znu~ 
scums t.hat have been in 
recent pursuit of a Soviet 
to..·ut exhihjtion. A spokesman 
there said yesterday that, 
,.assuming the international 
situation remains in th~ more 
or less cheerful siate that it 
now is, we wou!d hope to 
have an exhibition» frm.n the 
Russian hoard. 

The Soviet Government ltas 
agreed to beat"" a part of the 
cost or insuring the works .. 
which inclcde seven by 
Matisse, seven by Gauguin, 
six by Picasso, five by ~
zanne, · three by Van G<>gh, 
two eac'h by Monet.. Renoir~ 
Rousseau and Deraln and 
single works by Pissarro~ 
Sisley, Braque~ Vlaminck and 
lk~er. 

Knoedfer~ which -occupies 
a hands(;,me, white··f.;.'tcbd, 5-
story Fren-ch-style townhou~e 
ju-st off Madison Avenue, with 
rlee.r U-nt naiTOw (':tthihltion 
spa{;e inside. wm kr:.ock hoies 
in its \Vans and ex:;mnd it:.; 
gaHeri~s into the large ad
joining house at 1!} East 70th 
Str~~~ which it has ;already 
purchased,. in time for the 
eY.hihition here. 

"With the new buHding. 1 
think we'll be. equipped to 

"Ttffi 

VIe $re~ asking Jot--.r~ Ri cherason 
of Knoeol..ers wbo h8s been 
hel.pful. to our work since 1 ts 
inception to ~rr2nge for us 
to fil.m thi's import2nt ~rt1sti c
cul..tur81.-~ol..1tic81. cooperBtion 
be-tween the USSR fino USA l:'s 8 
major sequence in our fil..m.IT ~r 

CJ..J_..;_~~-:t-;lr) .. ~.L • .. >-<-<.·.~ .. h. .. 

ing the· V.Jo.rt..s and -hitm:Hing: 
the crowdS that are expected 
to be drawn to the- exhibi
tions . 
~nc s..-nooth dJplnmat.ic 

hand of Dr. Armand 
Ham:;:n-12r, th~ oil executive 
who .is cbairma:n or the local 
gallery. was b-ehind the loan; 
It was worked out w.ith Mi.'ls . 
Yekaterina A. Furtseva~ the 
Soviet l\·Hnister of Culture~ in 
a sedr-....'i of visits that came 
after. President N1xon's jour• 
ney to '1-.ioscow la .. 'it May. 

"Dealing di.r-ectl}" _with a_ 
:ontinucd ~;g;-iG, Column If 
. ...... ~··--"-"'"'"~ .. ,"''"'~~~ I 

,;i 

,...Child \Vith a '\Vhip.",. by R.enoir~ i~ Oll"-' of the P'<"'i•5~~i!·:;_--; 
from the Soviet Unioza that wili be at l>J>oedlcr Go 1!.:; "'· 

· hand1~ the peo-vte." said 
J'}h'l...Bic.h.'ll:.<J..son, a vlce presi· 
(ient of Kn-oOOlel.". '"We ar-<} 

·1.vot"ldng out arrangement.c; to 
h.nmHe crO"wds, lines on the 
s!d\.~\-valks outsk1c, and we're 
in touch with the police an-d 
securi-ty people." 

Admi..o;sion wiH be chaLgeJ~ 
with the- proceeds going to 
U1e National Gallery~ 

''\Vhat w~ didn't want t.o 
do w~-ts ju-st ~ln-oHter im
pn~.ssionh;t show.'' !\'ir. Rich
~rdson f'"Aplained~ •·h~cau-c;-e 
WI!J feel the American pubHc 
has hc.;:n SilOHed b.)~ the 
number -or imp-ressionist ex
hibiti-ons i~ this cou."1t.7. so 
we -concentrated on post
impl'!lssioni.sts as . oppoaed · to 

imprs,c;sionis-t!>:. On<! r:: :.-:')~ 
we marl0 Ivf<::ttsse a ;.< .-:-•t. 
f-eatu-re of this show i.'-:' f:,:!.t 
the N~tUnna1 Gai!~·ry 11-::.~,~·; a 
st.runJ~ rt.~p>-.(';·.>•.:·nt:nin~L" 

Mr. Urr~wn S:!td tb2l: ;;";--,; :1~ 
other SU{~Urity p:ecautit_,n·:: ! hD

rRuss;ans had ::t'jb~d li1--:-d_· ~!-:. ... : 
works be shov.-n 1;r.d <T ~-:.>_d.~ 
te-rp-ro1)f IH.<:H:f:.l·iai ... Thcjr ,:·J!~ 

-!ectior:,s .are tremen._!n~·.-:J-;,r 

.r~i;h c.~i:t. t_~:!{uf~~~~~1 l~~:n~~; 1~ 
Paris :J.t the 'turn tlf the 
tu-~··v ·w~re ::td•-.entt:!"~':.~:~ 

weitJthy~ a gn::at -con;,tJ:n .);-..~ 
fo-r p1dtup ,J:f art hy uok:u:; --·:n. 
artists. They wer>! hcyin.g: ·:liD f 
c~::w.::.sc:s riFtht cf~ -:-.;-..~ -~~~;. :; •.•• 
walls and got their p;c:< o'1' L 58 
the best:... ll 
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'"' ,. 

TbU vtll ackeowlecla•• Heeipt of )'GUr letter of July 13, 
1973, eONieratae Hr. Jolila Le-. 

Mr. l.emloll'e .,..1 'to the lolrcl of x-tarattoa Appeela 
... acoaut4 befon tbilt iotly oa Octoller 29, 197l. De dect•tcm 
on tbe appeal 11 tttll pe~lldill&• Fvrt._r aettoa &, tllh SeTvlc:e 
11 coattapat upcm tilat d4Mldon. 

staeenly, 
/S/ ,,_T .. ·:~.T~_~;;';.~2 ~-..., "_-.:·';1:(...; 

'{ .tv Jl-:-
J .... F. GneM 

Dtpvty co.tedoner 

cc: Regional COIIIIdssionet·, Burlington, Venaont 

Letter under acknowh,dgement, with attachlllent, is attached for 
for your information, Please furnish a copy to the District 
Director, Hew York, ~~ York for inclusion in file Al7 597 321. 

ENF:OHC:dlw 

// 
cc: WF - John Lennon Correspondence 

, vTJerat1ons Log 
, ; r~vestigations LOg· 
! •. J 

[] ----~----------·--

[] ----------~-------
Filed by: --..!:""~ 
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/ .;._:':; -- ;, . ,..., ............... ' 

.~ 

Jobn (Jlld Yoko Lennon have Yokohopesthatifsheacbieves 
qreed to a tr.ial separation, Cl · success, "people will stop tuming 
purely professional separation, against me. I can't tell you what 
accotdingtoYoko. antagonism I.seetn. to arouse. 
· "fm going to see," she says, "if Everytime. rm pregnant, John's 

· I can make it on my own, which is fans send me dolls with pins stuck 
·something 1 should have done in in them and all sorts of crazy voo-
. the first place. But you know what doo stuff. I don't know. Maybe the 
love does to people. They want to negalivism is what causes me to 
do evrtry'thing together." · have so many miscarriages." 
· Yoko pl(IJls to tour ·Europe Whether Yoko C(IJl make it in 

) ' · wflile John rernoins in California · the cutthroat rock business with-
where he's just :finished a new al- out John beside her is highly 
butn p:rtkfuced by Phil SpectOr. doubtful • 

. . ' 

'• 

'•. 

I'· 

I I• . 
l 

' ., 



(b )(6) 

i 

i: 
" 

co s:n~c 

'i.'hla wUl HkOIIIWl.Ci&e rentpt of your letter of July 13, 
1973 1 eofte811!'1d.Jl& Jir, JO,II Umam. 

n.. tllW.grat.ton j!Nip ll.Mrl~~g Mr. l ..,....., eaae fmmcl IWl 
deportable but gnnud ~lim a ptlriocl of llxty day• 1d.thin 'llhleb to 
doept.trt -.oiJ.uctadly f!'CIIIl the Uatted Stew. Mr. t4· Mil baa qpuled 
thit dedai.:m to the lkM•rd of 18d&ratl.on Appeala. Tile future 
action of tla:l.a &ervf.ee ,,_n be ••tiiRdellt ~ tbe lklard'a deelaioll. 
ln too MGAUIH no actic'l'l lookl'l'f& toward Kr. Lubon '• departure 
e8l:l be taka while the ClAM u before tlwt Board. 

v.-1TP 
Ja.,. r. a~····· 

M~bte eo.tutoaa.r 
Operatloas 

cc: District Director, New York, New York 
Attention: AsllistEtnt District Director, Investigations 

For your informatic•n. 

OC:OllC:dlw 

J 
cc: I.JF • John Lennon Correspondence 

o/F1U 
S ll'orlt :Foi~IIl' 
0 JlG J:,og 

0 Opt rat ions :r.os 
[] Inves\igations LAS 

0 -----------------
(] -------------~--·-Filed by: _ .. ___ .. _ .......... 
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Edilorial. 22-.t\ 
'Nr* AU;)d~h:l Pt'f:U 

Former Be;:ili! J<:b UlUIOJl 
ISS 00 days to !c.-ave the. ~n- · 
ry, the U.S. Immigration and 
Natnral!Gtion Service ruled 

. . .. 

_t .4'":' 
• I.: 

/ ! 

Friday In New York. 
District · Director Sol l\Jn.rks 

said Lennon· and hls artist 
w~. · 'l'oko. · o.o; were both 
"dtPQrtahle" but tllat Miss 
oBo has received permanent 

D 

resident allen status. that lie waa ''not at Uberty' 
• Marks dlstribut!ld 47-page to disclose the Lcnilons' wherE 
copie3 of the decision by sp~· abouts. ,, 

- clal Inquiry officer Ira Field· • Marks said Lennon hat I 
steel, who !ound them both piled for voluntary depw LoMOD Said P em 

.. deportable on the ground that from the United S!ll.tel Deportatlcm Ap5" 
they have remained here avoid legal daportation,-
longer than pennitled by Jaw, legal action for whiCh b An attorney for .lGbJ 
be sal<!. Jaat Mav 17. non says the former 1 

The Lcnnons were here The Lennons said ~ singer apparently will 
. under visitor visas and had been fighting deporta 8

11
. fedt 7 1 d~ : 

·. applle<l for. permanent resl· : cause of a ';rexas court un o eave cou~ . 
dency, but John [#!noon's ap-; awarding :t.fiss' 000 Cl!Stilltin Iii! :da1!f or be·dePCB 
plication was· denle<l because ' her 9-yeaz-.old daughter an uitdesltabl~ llllen: ·' 
of a 1968 conviction In Eng- anothE'r marrlagf! provided Lennon 32 and ltls 
land for marijuana possession. girl is rals!ld in the u~ nese wife: v..i.o Ono, w 

Their visas expired Feb. 29, States. · ! · clared "deportable" i 
1972. Lennon . has 10 days to "If we ~ere deported," 1 : In New York, but an lrr 
a!>peal, hut his attorney said said last year, "it Is syn: tion judge granted Mr 
he do~ not know whether: an rnous to ?ur lOsing thf! C : non perinancnt re:Sider 
appeafWm be filed. . That is. why we are So o status, allowing bet to 

Latoyer r.- WUdes added perate about it... · ' •· , ~ here. . · , 

Immigration Unit_ :~~j.s~:§ 
hashish. , .. 

Probed By U.s.: 
·•V . .· .. · ... 
~~· . .. 
·..-,:_ 

·Faces" In The· 

.. 

)-166 



'1'h1a will ICklnrl~Mall your r .... t. lauar: to the Atc.na7 
G_.ral ~ U.. vt.Jit of Sella Lnsu• to the Gll1ta.S 
Statet. 

LU. LJ ••'• t ... .orary vlatt for a..u.a purpoua 
.a atbort.M4 ..,.. tlw. nee nrnr••u. .t tlul ..,_bllllt of 
$Qlte after &11 ..£ ~~ fac.toH ia hU Clll4l tla4 hall c:&nflllly 
••L•ced. II tal ur t!eparteo • 

cc: co 212. 24-c 

..... , ........ 
Aaaoc1ate Cc LMhlau 

ot••U.. 

~ CC: W/F • Jolm 1.£111011 (with copy of letter lll'lder reply) 
<::::::::::. 

TC/CGM/jb 

1167 



r 

.. 
1 

. • (J Mn-~~f~ f 
•\:·, ·, 

• 
I . 

• 

,J'J jl' 

"-

/~"~L: • 4:. ;::- ~.}1-/c- i-L) .. ;'-- .. r;· . __ .... 

/ .• ;( l' /. . l :.·· 

1169 



I 
,.,·t' ' •• ... 

1reality 
age 25 still needs to be die· 
tated to. TV's frequent re. 
sort to stereotypes t ran· 
scends racial lines. Still the 
fact remains that tonight's 
script is by a white writer, 
and this may llelp explain its 
weakness as an authentic 
portrait of black life. 

A television network ef· 
fort to p,ortray a blacll 
mother-son relationship is 
worthwhile. But "That's My 
Mama!" fails to show much 
relationship to reality at any 

' or rultural. 

• 
•••••••••••••••••••• 
: SHAPE UP ... Sll M DOWN 
• THE NEW "IN" WAY • • :a,LLY 
.: Cbsses Now ·~arming 
• · • Teen-Agers & Aduhs 
I • Beginnets & Advanced • • • • 

Call 223-6100 for Cireulatlon, 
and order The Washinrtn!l 

IRISH WA J'UFORD 

$13.25 

ON! Of A COlL!CTION 
OFPAmtiNS 

~r.~· 
i3~~--~ 

3463 ll.Falrfax Drive 
AlilllgtOII """ ........ -........ 
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Jack Auder11011 
ud 1M W'lliue11 

ll1tJDon of injultice and 
rupt!Oil In Sai&OD have 
beell rife, 
cret documents 
etnam's own leldtrl 
tbe existence of Slleh(;;'d'idff: 

. 
.,.,, .. ,.w--a-r, rumort Footnote: A spokesman' t:i, 

be- was aolnc to lead a to stay in the chief · Le0n~r4;. 
Pllll rus- t!on 11alnst Richard Nixon States lndefinetely. . aaid the

1
. L0e8n?,or~n.~tiJI,-irL~ ('fl.et!ms) thel972G0Pconvention. · Our investigation turned 11P ~""' 

hellfln prison We have learned that aliens not only with heroin and District Dl~ · 
Chau Doe non's aerious troubles with mart)uana convictions, but I M;arks dEiciined comment. .. >~!1!1 
of tbese Immigration and Naturalization rape, murder, robbery, bur· Copyri1bt,lr!4 uatl<d '"'""<s,.41c.,. 
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. STORAGE SHED DISCOUNTS. · 

SAVE 30.00 STORAGE SHED 
158.89 1 O'x7' 

Stmdy slefd checls, 1npie t'ih 
cons1ruct1on, exdu~·IV€' lmi!'.h· 
:ng proces~. 

l62.4910'xHI'STORAGESHED#WES1010 .......•. $132.49 

PAINT SUPPLY DISCOUNTS 

GLIDDEN PAINT SALE 

4.s9 €idde:> FAST & EASY 
LATEX $

379 WALL . 
ftA I&CT ~· 

SAVE 1.50 'I' 

74l! MASONITE 
CRESTWALL 

RUSSET 

$598 
'l''"•;] f" 1~"'1'-'."\1 ,., 

'•"'"· 

~ 
9.BBWAHITE 

TREASUREWOOD 
CAROLINA 

$838 

1172 

\ 
' 



.. JOHN· 1:/J:NSTOH 

Pla irrtiff, . . 
• 

. -againGt- . 
ELLlOT RICW\RDSON, A ttorn::!y General of the United 
.Sta teo; LEm;ARD CHAPJ.U\N co:.J;:ISSIOI:ER, I!l1!'.1i:::;n:: tion 
and .Naturalization; zmJAHD A. LOUC:·R:.Ii, Associate 
Co:-•• raiosioner, I:P.·'dgra tion C:c ·Ha turaliza tion; 
SOCRATZS ZOI..ATA'S, Regiotlal Co;n.missioner, North
e{:lstern Region, Im::tigration & Ifatu:ralization; 

:-#=({() {{ 7 

SOL l'!.:l.RKS,.Diractor, District Uoo 3, L"1..1!igration 
and Naturalization, 

Defendants o 

• 0 
0 

----·--------------------------------~-------------X 

· Plaintiff, 

-against-

L":!on :·rildes, l·:e;·l Yo:ck, N.Y •. for Plaintiff 

. 
• 
: 

• • 

73 Civ o 4~-76 

X 
=< -

Ill 

V> (,.M <:.I 

p ~··· 0 -- ;.u;=: 
•'I, ,J::' (; I II 
z t,.r\ .... t~J 

:< ...., -:') 
-- 0 ..- c: 

• ;.u 
...... ··• 
"'1· 

73 Civ. 4543 

Paul J. Curran, United States Attorney for the Southern District 
of l!e• .. r York, for United States of America, J:>seph J.rarro, Assistant · 
United States Attorney, of counsel 

J------·---------------------------~----------~-----------~------------.---~---~---

DISTRIDUTION: INS SC(3)N(l) ROCOU-NERO. May 9, 1974 .. 
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' 

OPINIOH AHD ORDER 

Plaint:iff John Lennon has Inovcd for an 

order enjoinin~ various of!iclals involved in the 

enforcement and ad::1inistration of United States 

immigration la\IS fro:n further proceedings :regal'ding 

his deportation.* An appee,l fro:n his deportation order 

of March 23, 1973 is presently pending before the . 

Board of Immigration Appeals (tb,e 11Board 11
), 

Plaintiff and his t·life entered the United 

States in 1971 with authority to remain until February 

29, 1972. On Harch 1, 1972 they were adviSed that 

their authorization had expired and they ~~ere expected 

·~ to leave by r.!arch 15. Ho•·1ever, on Harch 6, concludin.;-

they had no intention to leave by if:arch 15, the District 

Director of the L."1.::1igration and Naturalization Service 

{
11 IHS 11

) comr.1enced deportation proceedings against them. 

This proceeding cane on to be heard before Immigration 
' ' 

Judge Fieldsteel. At that time, plaintiff and his 11'ife 

asserted that the deportation proceedings had been dis-

criminato:rily cow~enced because L~S had violated its 

practic;:e by not allo~dng then "non-priority" status.** 

*~hose offit~ialu are ~~3 d·~~et1~cr1~s in tile t·~J nc·~ions 
Lennon co:n:nenced in Octo'oel' 1973 described infra. 
** 11Non-priority" refers to a categor~' of cases in 1~hich 
the INS will d,~fer the de:J:>.l'tura of an alien indefinitely 
and take no ac'd:::m to disturb his im.;aisration status on 

the ll'round ::hat such action'\1ould be unconscionable, because 
.... 0 l ~ . . .L • "" ..... .t \ of the exis::ence o.: appea_ ... n.; 11\L:lan:L.,anan :Hlcvors. 

'~..... .. " ..... , ··~'' - ~-
I 
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In this case, the asserted grounds for "non-priority" 

status \~ere that the wife desired to remain in the United 

States to endeavor to 'locate and obtain custody of her . 

child by a former marriage, and plaintiff-husband desinod 

to'remain'with and assist her. 

The L~~igration Judge allowed the wife 

permanent residence,* but plaintiff-husband l·tas ordered 

deported. The Imr;J.igration Judge l;uled that his sole 

function ~~as to determine vthether the deportation charge 

was sustained by sufficient evidence, and finding that 

plaintiff-husband had been convicted in England upon 

his plea of possession of 11 cannibis resin", ruled he 

was deportable as aiFatter of law.** The Immigration 

Judge denied plaintiff's request to terminate the de

portation proceedings on the grounds of (1) discriraina

tory commencement and {2) because of INS' alleged 

violatio~ of its mm practice as regards "non priority11 

·status, stating: 

It is ~~i thin the District Director 1 s 
prosecutive discretion •~hether to 
institute deportation proceedings· 
.against a deportable alien or 
temporarily to withhold said pro
ceedings. !·/here such proceedings 
have begun,it is not in the province 

· ¥J?ursurm~ to .:icc tion 2'+5 oi' tile :61migra tion and Na tiOt'lali ~Y 
~-· Act,. 8 u.s.c. Sec, 1255. 

**Section212 (a) (23) of the Irnrni;1ration and Nationality 
Act, 8 u.s.c. Sec. 1182(a)(23). 

.. 3 -
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______ , __ ,,,,,,,,,,, _____________________ _ 

• 

of the· lrr~'nigra tion Judc;e or or the 
Board on /,ppeal to revie1·1 the Vlis
dom of the District Director's 
action starting the proceedinGs ..• 

Plaintiff's appeal fro::1 the determination of the 
. ' 

I~~igration Judge to the Board of Drunigration Appeals 

is s~b judice. 

Thereafter, and in October 1973, plaintiff 

commenced ho actions in this Court. Action #1, 

under the F~eedom of Information Act, 5 U,S,C. Section 

552, s'eeks INS information and records relevant to the 

maintenance by INS of a :rnon-prio?ity" category of 

cases and the standards used in determining its 

applicability. 

" Action #2 seeks an order 1) requiring 

certain government defendants to divulge, pursuant 

to 18 U.S. C. Sec. 3504, vlhether or not plaintiff 

has· been the subject of unla1>1ful surveillance . 

and 2} granting a hearing on the question of whether 

or not the defendants had "prejudged the case against 

him, II 

Plaintiff's principal contention is that 

he is entitled to a stay of all proceedin,;s "until 

a reasonable time after olaintiff has been furnished \~ith . 
the inforr.tation and records sought in Action No. 1, 11 on the · 

- 4 -
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'· 

ground that Hhile he. is not subject to Cl<:r,>orta tion 

until after a final decision of the Board, l<· and rev:i.ei·l 

by the Coltrt of Appeals, H he ~~ill be forced to go 

to the Court of Appeal.s on an inadequr1te and prejudicial 

record in the event the decision of the Bo~rd is 

against him.*** 

There seems little question that the District 

Court has jurisdiction to enjoin pgency action for 

violation of a Freedom of Information Act claim. 

Renegotiation Board v. Bannercraft Clothing Co., 42 

U.S,L.vl. 4203 (U.S, Feb, 19, 1974); Sears Roebuck & Co •• 

v. N.L.R.B., 473 F.2d 91 (D.C. Cir •. 1973). H011ever, such 

po;·1er is to be exe~ised only upon a clear showing of 

irreparable :l.njury. Sears Roebuck, suura, at p. 93 

states: 

••• it is only in extraordinary 
circ~~stances that a court may, 
in the sound exercise of discre
tion,intervene to interrupt agency 
proceedings to dispose of a single, 
intermediate or collateral issue. 
A cogent shoNing of irreparable 
harm is an indispensable condition 
of such intervention. 

~8c.r'.R, Section 3.D(a) (1973). 

**8 U,S.C. Section 1105(a){3). 

***Plaintiffs point out tlw.t revie;·; t~.fore the Cou:·t of 
Appeals"sh::tll be determined sol.ely upon the administrative 
record upon which the deportation order is based, The 
A ttorn~y General 1 s findint,s of fact, if supported by 
reasonable, substantial, and probative evitlen:::e on the 

·record considered as a whole, shall be conclusive;" 
8-u.s.c. Section ll05{a)(4). 

5 -
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On the facts before me, there is no ouch oho1·1inz. 

The plaintiff cannot be deported as a matter of law 

until a final dctert:J.ina tion has been made herein by 

the Court of Appeals~uniess that Court so orders. 

The information and records sought have been held to 

be irrelevant as a matter of law by the Immigration 

Judge.* If that ruling is proper~ there is no basis 

for an injunction to permit plaint:1-ff to obtain these 

records to introduce in that proceeding. If'it is 

improper, either the Board or the Court of Appeals 

may reverse 'd th appropriate directions to the Immi

gration Judge to receive and consid~r such proof.** 

*! note that even if' the requested infomation shoulo 
prove to be relevant in a WlY overlooked by the parties 
or the Court, plain"Ciff is not entirely r~ichout remedy. 
8 C,F,R. Sec. 3.8 prov.ides a procedure for the reopening 
of a Board determination upon motion of a party. If 
the Board should fail to permit plaintiff to reopen and 
in doing,so commits an abuse of discretion, judicial 
review is available in the Court of Appeals. Schieber v. 
Immi<>ration and J:raturaliz<~.'Gion S2rvice, 461 F.2d 1078 
2 CiT. 19 ·2) • .clle existence o:;: this procedure ful·ther 

supports my view thu t the plaintiff 1-lill not suffer irre
parable injury by the continuation of :Soard proceedings. 

**In the event that the position of the Immigration Judge 
is held to be incorrect and proceedings to · . · 
determine the merits of plainciff 1s selective prosecution 
claim proceed ~lith out awaiting the release of the 
information to lvhich plaintiff is entitled in Action #1, 

. I will, at that point, reconsider plaintiff's application 
:'or a s t~~Y. , 

- 6 -
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Thus plaintiff 1'lill have his review and be. protected 

against improper deportation during its course. 

The plaintiff alternatively see:<s this 

preliminary injunction. pendin~ the outcome of Action i/2 

on the ground that if the injunction is not granted, 

he ~1111 have no recourse from his asserted "prejudgment 11 

herein and/or the claioed use of tainted evidence against 

him. 

Hm1ever, plaintiff, in his very limited presen

tation on this ground, has made no sho>'ling that any 

Immigration official involved in this proceeding has.not 

exercised his independent judgment,* and the Board has 

yet to rule. Any clfa~.m of prejudgment is necessarily 

premature when an agency's appellate body has yet 

to act.** 

Nor has plaintiff demonstrated a need for 

a stay of the Immigration proceedings until defendants 
• 

affirm or deny the use of illegal evidence against 

plaintiff. Judge Fieldsteel 1s opinion is based solely 

*EXhibit 1'D" to the complaint in Action i7-'2,<1:1ile provocative, 
:f.s not a sho1'1ing. · · · . 

**Given a proper showino;,a hearinc; on prejud~ent uight 
be appropriate after the Board's determination. See 
u.s. v. ex 2'el. :~ccardi v. ShatFhness:, 31q u.s. 260 

5+ . fo s~ay the proceedin;s at this poin~ would 
be improperly disruptive,, even assu;:1int.; a proper sho•~ing 
had been r;:ade. 

- 7 -
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on the record of Lennon 1 s conviction in England,·* 

Plaintiff has, in any event, specified no evidence 

admitted in the pl'Occedings Nhich night be inadm~ssible 

as the product of an unla1·1ful act and therefore 

I see no. reason to de'lay further proceedings. 

·con:>equently, I decline to grant a preliminary in

junction on the alternative grounds urged as to 

Action #2. 

For the foregoing reasons, the plaintiff's 

motion for a preliminary injunction is denied, . 

~ .... :.....-1:,.-' 

U. s. b~ J. 

il··rhere c<'ln be, and ~,s, no c1ai:.1 -v:1aL the eddence o;.' the 
conviction vias illegally obtained. 

- 8 -. 
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NEWS DIGEST 

rf""l ,..-, 
(.,.) .. 

January 28, 1974 

John Lennon, in a last attemptto prevent 
the u.s. government from deporting him, is 
appealing to the Queen of England to pardoD 
him, The Ex-Beatle was convicted in London 
in 1968 of possessing marijuana. Lennon 
wants. very much to become a U.S. citizen, 
but foreigners with drug convictions are not 
permitted U.S. citizenship. Lennon would 
like to fly to London and appeal to Her 
Majesty in person, but he is afraid that if 
he once leaves the u.s., he will not be al
lowed to return. Lennon• s non-resid~nt visa 
expired last February, at which time U.S. 
immigration authorities sought to deport 
him, but he hired a battery of lawyers who 
won him extensions. Beatle John has been 
an exemplary individual in the U.S,, con· 
tributing to many causes and working 
strenuously for the relief of Bangladesh 
refugees. No doubt he would prove a 
welcomeaddition to this country, He is 
intelligent, talented, and creative, which 
is more than can be said for some of the 
bureaucrats who want to deport him, 
(Parade, WASH, POST l/27) 

·--------------· 
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, . , residing i lle
i:he u.s. because or a 

pr:tor co:-:viction for possession of 
marijuana white living in England 

· . was appealed .to the BIA. · · 

CO. 243. l29-P 

Re: LENNON, John 
ll/6/73 . 
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{MIA·M1 HEHALD 11/2) See DIGEST 10/26, 
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(b )(6) 

1 have your recent letter ccrncer-ilin[; ::cul L!cCcrt.nc}' 
and John Lennon, fomer· meobers of "The Beatles". 

Hany l)Grsons heve written to this Service concerning 
their cases. So~o of the letters we have received heve 
opposed permitting thetl. to enter or stay in the United 
States. So-:::te, like )'O'Jr letter, he;ve f:Gvored pernittinr; 
the."':l t.o co:nc to this C:Cij..."ltry c.ncl re::.1E.in hu:~r~. 

\.bat is involved in both their cases is the fact thct 
they heve been conv1<t'ted of violations ol: the l.ct~ relating 
to ~ru~rijua.na. Under the irl::!igrntion laws, these convictions 
lllll!tc thet:1 inadmissible to the United Statea. 

, 

In :tr. Le."m<m' s case, he was gi von permission to com() to 
this country under a s~c:ial provision of the lt:m which cll01;.1S 
such permission to be given for a ter.1porary visit. i'.fter he 
CillllO to thh countcy, l·fr, Letu~on indicated a desi!:'C to stay 
he):ll pet'l:lll.nently. Ho .was found t:o be inE:ligible for tlw.t 
status bee~usa of his convietion in London in 1966 fo~ 
possession of "c.:~=h:!.s recin". !:ir. Lel1non has filed an 
eppeul to the Board of Itllcigration lippeelG i.n l{asbington, 
D, c. froQ a decision by this Service requiring him to de~rt 
fr01:1 tho lloited State&. The appeal iG now pending, rmd cny 
further <:.cti.ol'l on H,-. Lennon' a ccsG \-"ill deperd :.:;->on t.I1e 
dccisior: lllQOe by th:~t Boarcl. 

ill:-. HcCart:ney w:ls convicted on Ilove.."lber 14, 1972 of 
trying to sour;c;lo eannebis into lllreden. Also in liu1:eh of this 
year, he pled guilty to e;r011in:; tlllri jt.L:!!'..:l on biG faro in 
Scotlr.m.d and l::la :fined for that violation oi: l<ltl, 

tO J.((J,/11'- ( 
? 

(._ M Ll 
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l·!e cpprecirttc the t:*~rcssion of yo;Jr vie\,ts uith re~·.::rd 
to !!r. llcC$-rtncy ancl Hr .. l..c.nnon. lim~eve::, unless c:ncl U:l\:il 
tha Cong-::cos c.mncls the pro·lision of l..nt~ tf.lich nciJ r.~c.1:~as 
thcr.t iP~doissiblc to tl1<: pnitru:l Stutes, it is not r'o;;sihl~ 
for tb:to Sarvice to tak(~ c.ny otbcr action in their c::H:cs. 

Al7 597 320 

:.iinccroly. 

d:=:·~ 
;~oci~te ~~ssioner 

~1eratioris 

---- ••\ -·-,·. 
\ 
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,,,, ___ , __ --··-··-·-----

IIOUSTOII • Yola:l ODo Len~ W. nr.trded 
p•r••••t. cuttoiiJ of her ~r by a 
aou.toa court on May 14., The child •,s 
wbanllbolata are liDkrlown. 
(CillCA.QO DULY a '/U) See DIGEST . 
4/l/73. ' 



MONDAY- MARCH 2(1, 1973 

.NEW YO~K • .John Lennon must leave the 
U.S. in 60 days but his wif~ Yoko Cno, 
was granted permanent re$idence and may 
event::,:ally apply for u.s. citizenship, 
INS District Director Sol Marks gave the 
first press conference he has ever held 
to announce the rulings by Immigration 
Judge Ira Fieldsteel contained in a ·47· 
page decision. Lennon was denied perma
nent residence because he was convicted 
in London in 1968 of possession of canna·· 
bis resin, popularly kno'm as hashish. 
Lennon was given 10 days in which to ap· 
peal. If he does appeal, his case will 
go fir.st to the BIA arid .t:hen, if neces• . 
sary, to a u.s. Circuit Court of Appeals, 
He might thus be able to stay in the U.S. 
for years as he goes. through due process, 
John and Ono did not attend the press 
conference held in the MASH room oo the 
14th floor of the INS building near the 
southern: tip of Manhattan. MASH is 
the acron}'lll for r.lultiple Accelerated 
Summary Hearings •• an INS device for 
quick processing of aliens who are will· 

· iDS to leave the country, jokingly re
ferred to in the building as Move Aliens 
Swiftly Home. Lennon was granted per
mission to leave voluntarily rather than 
be deported. If he leaves voluntarily 
at any til!le in the nel!;t 60 days he might 
be able to return ae a vidtor on the · 
sa~e kind ~f a waiver of his nar~otics 
conviction that enabled him to co~ here 
in 1971. (WASH. POST 3/24 and others) 

i 
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NEW YORK (AP) -A decision in illf' 

deportation proceedings agains' 
former Be a tle John Lennon an,\ 
his wife, Yoko Ono, maY not be 
reached until September. lt\S r·e· 
ported yesterdaY that the Gov
ernment is awaiting a. transcript 
of the MaY 17 hearing in the 
case, and sro Fieldsteel w1ll b· 
awaY for the month of August· 
(WASH. pOST 7/14) 
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MONIIA.Y • f·liiY 1.5, 1972 

l',,.:;:,; 't•)£1$. •· U.O?Orta·<;ion proceedings 48;airuf 
.:..:.tr, :.Oc;nC•Il we:t"c ~ .. ceiised in New York yeb/<>v
<:..: .. y c.0te:r t: .. " f:).l."'JJe:: Bcs.tle's lawyer i.ntro
:L-ee '""':.::ris,; .:v~a<:rH.;c;: indicating tlul.t 
J..,,,1m;;:.is ;,if.,, 'loko Cr;o, has been and may 
.~..:ilu.Lp,;: still be a l.agal alien reside~1t of 
::.., Dnl.ted S:;;;.tes, !NS District IUrec:tot 
So~ r'.arks S<llid that l'lra. Lennon's re&i-
d<!ace st.at . .w woui.d rea~ly make no concretE: 
ciii£erenc.e in en~ case 4i,ywa.y. "There • s 
""vcr been ~Jmc:i c,uestion about her being 
iF"-rttcd reaideney. 'l"he problem reets with 
~~~n().-,~:s. .:h:ug conv:tction .. u Lannon wa 
"'mv;L::tod ";: l.Oii.tiot:~.>•>io;-, of. a small quant1 fy 
"t li<l<'il.illih l<:<!~<•rl<ll:>h resjnJ by a British 
~~o~ft'O: .in lS6B.. At t£,e hearing, Dr. Lester 
Cnnapoon, a p6'!C!1iucri$~, Hllrvt~.rd pro• 
fe'><;or lllld aucoor of "•i&rijllllna Reconll1• 
;;«'-"'"<.1," testified tlu!t ce>nriAbis resin wa 
:· • .,i ':tier a ;1J:I.r<:otic no1!' marijuana, Len· 
'"""' s la'llyer ci•nm.ed that illlllligration lawe 
''"'":•<ically bar reiiidency only to thos·e 
conv~c~ed of poaseuing "narcotic drugs 
:;,-,r: ~t'.:"::.:.juo.r:.a .. n 

ClliASH. ro:rt 5/13; 
.. · (Ji~a> (I CA ••. \ 
L i/C f\ • \ ~·v111"n . 

(b )(6) . . 
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I lilY, MAY 18, 1972 

NEW YORK - The deportation proceedings 
again8t John Lannon were recessed for at 
least tw 110nths yesterday With a pre·--..__ 

- oiction"to a reporter froii SIO lra Field· 
steel that "this thing could drag on for 
several years." At the close of the 
bearing yesterday, Fieldsteel granted 
both parties until July 1 to file briefs. 
In addition, the American Civil Liberties 
Union plana to file a brief on behalf of 
the Lennon&. Lennon's attorney aaid that 
should Fieldateel's verdict be negative,he 
would appeal to the BIA, and later, if 
necessary, to federal courts for review. 
(WA~H. POST 5/12) 
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::r,; YOi'J\ - John I.Bnnon will likely be 
:::_','_.:c:-e:, d<e;:.J:ttect from the U.S. today 
,, ;, :: ">']~ears (liS fore a special inquir, 
, __ ,, i:c;:;ording to top offi-

" '""~-- , the Lennon case i 
,,:',.'~ c,:,,:: e:~-y. He overstayed his visa, S' 

••i,~ );Eve to leave. Their attorney, 
Ij(~V~1 1~Ji:~de$} said 11 I~ ve never seen a ca~ 
ha::::dlei this way before. 11 After diSC\l.S< 
ing c:>e case •,Ji tb Sol Marks, New York 
direccol,' of INc;, he said "it was pretty 
clear to f:.e tL~tt the shots were being 
Cii,, .. ~: il:l:,ir.gto:~." It seems certair 
'" ~ t~ .'!~·; <::~xpc:ete(t, todr.ty' s ru1ing got 
·i~" ·.t~~~'L thF;Ii: 7 they 'J.:LiJ appeal. 
i lu,•&:tJ::r r .. :rtic<lt· by 0tt-Jphcn Isaacn ln 
S-:;.y,; '" ;;<Oc ;;l0n or 11!\JH. POJT 5/12) 

.... 
!!? 

·'>k4¥W&¥Wt'·· t!WP'''! 
THURSDAY, MAY 11, 1972 

fiJ' ('ti]}t_•\·i iJ~,~~ h'l'l 

-ti!tJ j t\~-; \.v(I\Jlil ti;) 

l''t4J'.'·>ll.t' t~li('l~·: ; fJ;:-:t(~..Jd ~~: 
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John Lennon and Y oko 
To Have Press Conference 

Jor.n Lennon and Yoko Ono 
wiU be present at a lJI'es;;; con
f.::: renee ce.lled by the National 
Committee for ,John and Yoko 
io be held atl0:30 A.M., Friday, 
··/lay 28, in tho ballroorn of the 
National Press Club, 14th and 
F Sts., N. W., Washington, D.C. 

Ken Dewey, Chairm:to or the 
1:'-t'<itional Committee fo;.~ John 
and Yoko, and ~t membor of 
the New YorkStateComnliSsion 
on Cultural H.esoul'C·~·s, said. 
today: 

":0:ow and then citizex:s must 
rerrnnr1 govern1n1ml that it is 
()hlil~<J.led to act in tho public 

interust .. Our groUJi ha~; formed 
to make clear to UH,,">e Within 
tho Jus\lco Department'" Imml
g·ration and Naturalization sor ... 
vice, and within the present 
administration, that deportation, 
i:arra.ssmen~ or intimioation of 
J'ohn Lfmnon and Yoko ono is 
not i."1 the public interust. We 
wwld liko support from all 
otherti who agree" 

"If as mounting t1Vidence 
sug;gests~ this couple i:i,having 
difficulties simply because of 
t.hoir outspoken, sincorH~ and 
nvn-\1olent OI;r.•osition to tlw 
w:.~.:r jn Vietnam and tc rolated 
1SSUi::J.S1 then very serious 
lJUt~sUun~; about tilt: rnlsu.c;o of 
I',•JVUfriHJOflb} J!•'JWI:l' ·nw,t hO 

. \ 1"~'' I 

,,.(,,,,.,1,,\j ·~"·" "''"~

'" \ .. ,1; .... p,,,, tJ._ • 

~;>fi\.llt.c hi .\,.,, "' \ J~;!vi l .t"''11\'!t! 

·· • 11· \)nao•\ 
~rif\ "'{Pl-" ''11" ~·~·o q~'"'- , .. 
.-~~~ }fll""'l''~~ 111 •;.ol<.'"'~';••lnl' r;.n1:1-·" 
~·~(~t\nn ~,_,r i'""''~n·~c~i••t1 nf rn•.l.,'i_ .. 

iHfll\'.-1 h-. r::t•tt ,,,.,,\ f·••n· I'C> 1 '''~ ~·e:•. 

·~~tli:'llj\n• H•f,,l n•vll•.~• ''" lh~· ~~~ .• 
ttlll\\•l~ "-'- \II'" ,.l,uln\-:-:\l•.dl'•tl 

i\\\l\ 1 ::o•t\'dil ,',\t!•~•·!)Hiill\1\tl!l 
on IJ:li"nul .: .. ,·unl,v !oi'~Ht::l•ln' 

l J ~.nvncu tht~lll hy ti\HI.I' 
I I I' •' !,Uml~l;\\'~' re\1\0V•Il fftf\Ll t !!' · ••'-

Wfl\ll(' fll;l)~~ jiHb!k tLtlt\~)_)'!''J'~:; 

eonft'!''Jne·.·~ Otl Fr.ld.a}·· 
Th•.~ nfforts of thw ~~overn

mont f:o make John :umnon and 
Yokr Ot\o appear undesirq,ble 
include attemM.s to dissuade 
ant\-e,rug organw•Uons from 
working witU tho Lennons ll1 a 
Tlllf· despite the influence t11al 
John Lennon, \\\e worl<l-!amous 
rocl; star, and Yoko ono, t\1o 
urternattooally known artistl 
eou·~.d ~·x.ert on tho optnion~ of 

yol•"t•. A 'J'~>X<ls conrtgr~'H'll•,•{\ 
-\,hnlf\ '"'.'::~ol\•; fJ( b•~r ~·\<'''l~ ::~·:~r 
nltl r1s:.owl'~"""• l·~y,k·•.•ln!h•\''''n"' 
t\lfl'>ll lhr.d l),q l '~ 110"11 q \•I ito" 

hr.~t tlt• 111 LJ.n \'n\1<-:.<l ·:!•II''') 

'l'\1~ !1111H1Jil'>ll••H 'lUI 1'1•'-•t, \!PI:·, 

Wl•U!·! tiLl ,;-;;·l('•'f~l~iH•/ ~<_~.(\:\II" 

froro chUd. 
'l'l\C N•tlonal Con;m\t\o<' tor 

John and Yoko represents mem
b<,rs of tlle Ad Hoc commlttc;o 
fer Artistic F'ret'H_l:)n:t, U\1.~ 
Ju ... o:;ti<:e !or John and Yoko 
c•y_wnttte-e, and concernedc\ti ... 

zens, Vlho h•Ve tndependenlly 
•nd spontaneously come to
gether ior the spocitlc pur~o~.)se, 
of suprJOrting John Ler~n.on's anu 
Yoko Ot~o's dusire to l>ecorr.t~ 

_per mailent rusid.ents of tho 
~~ States~ ~nd to c,,.f·~n•) 
their constitutionally zuaretn ... 
teed i'ighls ottreeilom of speec·:l
and expression~ DisLnguisi1ed 
members of the Nativnal Com
mittee and concornvd citizer.s 
Will be present alVlig wHh J otm 
and Yoko to i:inswer qui.ilst:ons. 
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MEMORANDUM 
OF CALL 

YOU WERE CALLED BI-

;J!({. 
dF (Orgen,tat/on) 

VISITED BY-

0 PLEASE CALL- b~8~7d'T0'---------
0 WILL CAlL AGAIN 0 IS WAITING TO SEE YOU 

0 RETURNED YOUR CALL 

RECEIVED -5. 
STANDARD FORM 63 
REVISED AUGUST 1967 
GSA FPMR (41 CFR) 101-11.6 

0 WISHES AN APPOINTMENT 

• 
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VOL. IV, Numberi5,( Issue 93) 

THE ROSSLYN --
John Lennon and Y oko 
To Have Press Conference 

John Lennon and Yoko Ono 
Will be present at a press con
ference called by th.e National 
Committee for John and Yoko 
to be held atl0:30 A. M,, Friday, 
May 28, In the ballroom of the 
National Press Clut•, 14th and 
F sts., N. w., Washington, D. C. 

Ken Dewey, Chairman of the 
National Committee for John 
and Yoko, and a member of 
the New YorkstateCommission 
on Cultural Resour,::es~ said 
today: 

"Now and then citf:~ns must 
remind government that it is 
obligated to act In the public 
interest. OUr grouphasformed 
to make clear to those Within 
the Justice Department's Immi
gration aRd Naturalization Ser
Vice~ and Within the present 
administration, that de•P<>rtation, 
harrassment, or intimidation of 
Jobn Lennon and Yoko Ono is 
not In the public Interest. We 
would like support from all 
others Who agreeo 

Hif as mounting evt.dence 
suggests, this couple is. haVing 
difficulties simply be<:ause of 
their outspoken, since·re, and 
non-v:tolent opposition to the 
war in Vietnam and to related 
issues, then very serious 
questiolls about the ml.suse of 
governmental power rnust be 
raised." \ ,. ;-

The administration wanis 
Americans to believe that its 
efforts to deport John Lennon 
and Yoko Ono are solely based 
on Lennon's misdemeanor con
vf.ctlon tor possession of mari
juana In England four years ago. 
Specific information on the at
tempts by the adm!nis·tration 
and a Se~ Sllb-committee 
on Internal Security to conspire 
to silence them by their 
summary removal from the u .. s. 
will be made public at the press 
conference on Friday. 

The effm'ts of the govern
ment to make John Lermcm and 
Yoko Ono appear tmdesi.rable 
include attempts to dis.suade 
anti-drug organizations from 
working With the Lermons In a 
This desptte the lnJluenco that 
John Lennon, the worl<Lfailllous 
rock star. and Yoko Ono, the 
Internationally known artist. 
could exert on the opinions or 
yoUth. 

A Texas court gra.nted 
them custody of her eight year 
old daughter, Kyoko, on the ~::on
d!tion !hat the Lennons bring 
her up in the United sta.tes. 
The Immigration service, ttl.us, 
WOUld be separating parents 
trom child. 

The National Committe<> for 
John and Yoko represents m~nn
bers of the Ad Hoc CommHtee 
tor Artlstic Freedom, the 
Justice for John and Yoko 
Committee, and concernectc:ttl-

zens, Who have independently 
and spontaneously come to
gether for the speclflc purpose 
of supporting John Lannon's and 
Yoko ono•s desire to become 
permanent residents of the 
United states, and to defend 
their constitutionally guaran
teed rights oftree4Qm of speec"
and expression. Dtstingu1slll>d ' 
members of the National corn.: 
mtttee and concerned citizens l. 

Will be present aloog With John 
and Yoko to answer questions. 

-· -
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~1"0HN LENNON AND ~TZO ONO 

') Cij ;; C(1. 1?1- /;.: l 

The following 
Yoko Ono Lennon in 

a~e the particulars with respec.t to John Lennon and 
connection with their u.s. immigration problems: 

A. JOHN LENNQN: 

• 

B. 

1. Citizen of Great Britain 

2. Date of birth - Qctober 9, 1940 

3. Passport #1829355, issued by Great Britain 

4. Occupation - musician, composer, artist 

5. Presently admitted into the u.s. on August 13, 1971 under 
classification Bl/2 under visa #704155 issued by the u.s. 
Embassy in London, England under the provisions of Section 
212 {d) (3) (A) (23) with all matters relating to this entry 
to be referred to the Immigra~~on and Naturalization Service, 
Washington, D.C. office under file #1.7597321 

6. Lennon • s entry was origincll.ly valid until September 24, 1971 
but it was extended until November 30-~ 1971. He was granted 
a waiver under Section 212.(d) (3) of his inadmissibility 
under Section 212 {a) (23). Lennon was convicted in 1968 of 
possession of cannabis, contrary to Regulation 3 Dangerous 
Drugs {#2) Regulations 1964 and Section 13 of the Dangerous 
Drugs Act, 1965. The fines and costs amount to »171 (b150 
fines and »21 costs). 

7.· Mr. and Mrs. Lennon have been in the u.s. during the follow
ing periods: 

a. April 24, 1970 through September 15, 1970 
b. The month of December 1970 
c. The last two weeks in July 1971 
d. August 13th through the.present 

YOKO ONO LENNON: 

c. Attached are the following exhibits: 

1. Xerox copies of visa and I94 form for John Lennon 
2. Xerox copies of visa and I94 form for Yoko Ono Lennon 
3. Various papers relating to English drug conviction 
4. Affidavit in support of application for extension 
5; Various papers in connection with stay of Mr. and Mrs. 

Lennon in u.s. from April 1970 through mid September 
1971 
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DU. 7-12-74 

Hugh Brien 

OApprO'ftl ON-•a•-
0 C:O...C.t 0 Note a. File 
0 Neceuatl' act1011 0 Sipatute 

O PertelepiiOIIe 
coa•emacioa 0 Call .. ll&t. 

os.. .... 
OA•re•••ted 
Q Fot ,-- illf--

tioa. 

Vern JerVis is conferring with ADD Kiley 
re oublicity which is to be released by 

the Deoartment. 

,_ "111'0 ... __ _ 

--ATIOH AND IIATUIIIALiliATIOIIUIIIYICE 934·128 



JUL 1 S 1914 

Appellate Tl'ial Attoney 

Joba Via1toa ORo Leaaoa, Al7 595 321 

The Servieo arre.. 1r1tla tla·• load' • 4ocbi.. ••• ltaa ao 
olljeettoa to iU paiiU.uU,ta •• a pncellaat tlecbloa. 

Associate Commissioner, Enforcement 

,I 
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::..H.TBJZCT 

' Interim Decision 

----r·l 1 .c.o·;lellac:e T:cial l o?ERA'tlON cool: 

-.- ~-----;-----\---· fo:tJ,:orne··:t ~: ~~;~ONVA:~N'G Ol<~FXC£ t .. SIGNAT~:::; 
l n..; *" ........... J ... sz::: !.::Z -·;-,,:----+-----!---+---·-----------{ ll- CO~CU ..... ""ii:"''C"' 

i I "~ " - l(. AS P.EQU:::in':::>. 

. ·---:1 ---------------!~C .. CO),!!.IENT L,. FOR ¥Ott"! r;!';?Q -1 I I 0. !';ECESSARY AC'I'ION J,! ·?l:R T~::.::CC)( 
-- ! E- ?\OTE: t:.R~TUR~ 

: Ot:tcr F .. NOTE: 4 FILE. 
l G .. CALL ME E;.:t. ____ _ II{. PRZPARE R:i:!'LY FOR SlCNAT<mE 0?•. 

~ .. 
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Sam Bernson July 11, 1974 
Acting General Counsel 

Irving A. Appleman /l/J.,..,r 
Appellate Trial Attorney _1{v . 

JOHN WIN~ ONO LENNON, Al7 595 321 

Attached is a copy of the Board of Immigration llppeals 
decision of July 10, 1974, in the subject case. Because 
of its bulk the record f:Ue is being retained in this of
fice, but is readily available and can be forwarded if 
needed.. The decision has been designated for publication. 

The decision holds that lmowled.ge of possession was re
quired for a conviction :ln England under Section 1 of the 
Dangerous Druga Act of 1965, for possession of cannabis 
resin, and hence the responc'lent is within the proscription 
of Section 212(a)(23) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act and cannot qualify fc)r discretionary relief. No ob
jection is seen to publication. 

A prompt response would be appreciated. 

Attachment 

\-c: Associate Commissioner, Enforcemejlt 

\\ 

'-, ~ .... ~ __ ··-·~--.......-

- _,__....,._. 
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'' d. \'\~<>h~. 
llbtttro ittttt.a lrpttrtmrnt .of 41ustirr 

1Snnrb nf llmmigrntinn .Appeals 

mu.a~iugtnn. D.Ql. 205:ut .. 

nlolll 
Filet Al7 595 321 • Hew York 

01 BDAU or USPCIIDBii': I..ecla Wildu, Esq. 
515 Madf.IOil Avmue 
New York, New York 10022 

Ho Milee Jaffe ad 
Eve Ca:t:y, EaC(Io 
New York Civil Ltbe.:tiel Ualcal 
84 Fifth Aveaue 
New York, New York 10011 
(AIIicut Curiae) 

Of counnl: 
Burt lfeubome, Eaq. 
Aaael'icaa Civil Llbel:t:f.et Ua:f.ca 
22 Ea1t 40th Street 
New York, Hew York 10016 

011 BEIIAIJ' or I&M SEIVICE: Vf.Dceat A. Scbiaao 
Trial Attoaey 

ORAL ABOOMBlft't October 31, 1973 

CHABGES: 

Order: Sec. 241(a)(9), 1&1 Act (8 u.s.c. 1251 
(a)(9)) • Noaf .. tgr~at vi1f.tor • 
failecl to COIIIply with coadttlou. 
of such 1 tat\11 

. . . I 1200 
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Al7 595 321 

be• reYOkecl pvsuaat to 8 ColoR. 242.5(c) becaue the 
Dbtd.ct Director bad teamed that they had. DO intati.Gil 
of departins frcM tbe Uaitecl StatH by March 15, 1972. 
Orders to Show cause were isltMd oa March 6, 1972 cbaqf.Da 
the I'UpCIIldet and his Wife With beint depol'table t.ader 
eaatt• 24l(a)(2) of tfla Mt foe._.,,. IH wa.r• m tbt 
UU.c.t 8~-afhto tMU ~ ...... 4111pind -
Febr\:l.u7 29, 1972. Supersnt.q Oriert to Show ca .. 
were iuued tbe aat day repeatmt the cbat:p of r a ill• 
ina 1-.• tt. aattlll•ue4 _. ddf.Jis a chlqe wicll 
allepcl failan to 1011pl1 Vitia tbe e•tltlou of aoa.t.l• 
grat statu_... aecti• 241(a)(9). The lattel' chaqe 
_, DOC p•Jud ~ by tile· Santee. 

A d~pel'tatiaa hMriq wea IMlcl. , ID a decili.Gil daCM 
Mal'ch 23, 1973, the ~- Jacls• &IDCI (1) tbat the 
reepoad~Dt •• bt.a Wife were acef•tll'atl who-had atayecl 
leas• thaD av.tbcn:isH ad were therefOI'a deportable 
uaclill' secti.Gil 24l(a)(2) of tbl Act; (2) that the ntpODcl• 
eat'• wife w.. 1tatutorily ellglble for adjusc.aat of 
statu \lDCic aectioft 245 of the Act, 81Ul that tb.:l.a re• 
U.ef abould be granted in the earc1ae of diacretica; 
(3) tbat the re.,ODdaat waa statutorily tneligible for 
adjuaf:lllilat of stataa bee••• he wu fned!ri•slbla to the 
UD:I.ted StatH UDCiel' IICtioa 212(a)(23); and. (4) that the 
re~ptmdeat wu statutodly aUpble for: the pridlep of 
voluotary depart:are aDd tbat he aboul.d be grated this 
privilege :Ia Ueu of deportation. The t.tgrattca Jadse 
orderect the re.,_iat1s wife1a statua adjaated tO tbat 
of a pe~at ruideto He deD:I.ed the n.,oad•t '• ap• 
pU.catioll for adjuac..t of atatua and gr•tad the re• 
~t 60 daya tD vb1cb to depart wobatarily f1011 the 
Ullf.tecl StatH. An altenata or:der of deportatioft to 
Easl•d was eatel'ecl. V Tbe rup_...t hat appealed 
UO. that deciliCIIlo 

------·-··-----------··-----------------·-----····--··· ?J The nspaadut dleliMcl to cleslpate a cCM~try to 
which he would pnfel' to be •eat. 

- 3 .. 
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Oa. app .. l, coeael b.u aullld.tt..a a eotlca tbat we 
defer tbe clec11lca lD tb1l cua peUmt the CNtCOM of 
two COII«t Mtii:M fU .. 1»1 t:t. ::::•a: lD tba Ulliltall scac. DUa:t.cc eoun: ,_ tbe s AI D11M:J:tce· of._. 
Yoft. 'l'b.ele nita lDwbe thnll butc claiM by tbe n
.,.. •• c. 

l'ald.ally, tbe ftiiiiDdiDt 11 11±181 p11CI PIC to , 
5 U.S.C .. S52(a)(,) to c111'el prdactt. by tba Sftdca 
of certaia 4ata··J:SIIItial ''1aaapr.Lodcy" cu ... V 
eo.tal lMlinu tbat tbe ncoril nlatf:DI to 11uoapd• 
odty" c.._ .. Y .... tbat tbe ...--1. pnctlca ·of tba 
Diaa:ict Dincte&' 11 aot tD iud.wte cllpKtad.ca pm
caacltDp fa ~taa•11 t:latlu to tba n~pGDdat1a, 
eel tbat tbal'efore tbe Dbtdct Dt.nctcn: abued his 
dt.tcntiaa by ilnt•s a Orclar to Sbow C.M iD the 
pl'aNBt C:IMe 

Slldlu claiM bave 'buD _.. tbat a dt.acreticaii'J 
Serv:f.ce polf.cy, which peralta certat.D deportable ali .. 
wbo an berleft.cl.adaa of approfttl vita petltiaat to n• 
III8.'1D ben ct:U a v:f.la beca.as avllt.lable, UJ' CGD.fer 
a eofcm::aabl• dgbe to rraslD 1D tbe UD1tad Stat•• 
Such cl•f• bava be-. cat11tatly njec:tacl. vuallio! 
•• IRS, 461 r.2d 1193 (10 Clr. 1972); Spat! v. IIS, 442 
Fo2d. 1013 (2 C:l.ro 1971), cel'to d•t.M, 404 u .. s. 857 
(1971); Ar!ftropa Vo ~ 445 r.2d 1395 (9 Cir. 1971); 
Bowt·Ye D:lfqict Dt.n!ticpr, 443 fo2d 30 (9 CU0 1971); 
Maeta Vo B!, 425 l o2cl 693 (7 Clro 1970) J l.tg'F!!!f 
v. DIS, Clvt.lloo 71•1816 (7 cu. Juae 12, 1972h DlK!n 
v. IRS, 339 r. Suppo 1034 (l·c.D,. Ill. 1972); Matter of 

··-·---··----··--···-······--·-··········-··-····--···· Y "'aapriorit)'u c..., an tbHe i.DYOlvt.as depoftable 
au .. wban·tbe 88"111 11t, for h• Mttari.a or 
other rea.aa, cboat" eot to proceed with deport&• 
tlca proceH:blp ft aot to ....u a deportatlca 
Ol'del'o 

- 4 -
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Merced, Interia Decilb 2273 (IIA 1974) J Matt!J of 
Qalluu, lilterira Deci1b 2177 (BIA 1972); Matter of 
G!tsaiF• 13 WI Deco 680 (BIA 1971); Matts of Li, 
13 WI Dec:, 629 (BIA 1970), We baw beld tbat tbe de
clllca to lo\le a.one~ to Sbolr CauM 11. a ~~attll' 
~tWY W.t:h+e tbe ecope of tilt Diatdct ~·• 
pftlle•to.r&al cl.iiCIIet••• ll!tW of !I!PM11 HpftJ 
MaCtfli' of,.., •• I~R; !fthl' of G&U!F!f, 1ap~a; 
ef. lltt!E of A!aH• IDtllria Dnuta 2243 (Ill 1973), 
Oft flaletiCIIl U Bet l:ll nftW·tbe Dlltrict Dlnet:ot'11 j•••••• ill tuttt:-tfas dep~etatt. pne•ettop, bat 
to detendM wtbl&- the drpartatlaa cbarp 1a ..,. 
tUM4 by tilt rr,utat.te edhace;; Siace tile :blfac•• 
ticiD n~J~rifaa ~d.edtJ" cu .. nlatee to a •cter 
beJGDCi OC IC .. e of ~- ..... DO nu• to defu 
OUI' dMllila r.U.. till wtt••• of eoa.rt Uclp.tt. 
wb1cb could taka yMn, u eor•r•l bu ....._tte.l, 

'lbe re~p•d•t ir aao re*ias 1a order C«llll"!llJDs 
tba Attomey G•rral ID4I certaf.D Santee offf.ciala to 
pftfon t:bei~ ltatut01'1 chaty ...... 18 u.s.c. 3504 to 
afftza or deay tba occurnace of tllepl acta alleaed1y 
co.aitted qaiut tbe ~t, inclwlinl wireca, lad 
eltw:t:r:oatc aune:111~Dee, I'D acklldaa, a beuiq ir n• 
queated punu.t to 18 U..SoC·, 3504 to clatentDe whetbal', 
1acl to what ext~at, ualawfu1 acta bave :blflu..ced tbt 
deteniaatf.ODI lllde by tbe Serri.ce in tba t:..,•d•t'• 
cue. The re~p•'rat1t U'lfii•C for liD Ol'del' •Joiafq 
depol'tadaa pnc .. UDp peadhtl tbl outc .. of bir 
coUl't actioal WU deaW by a jwise of tbl United Stat• 
Dtatrict CoaR for tbl Soacben Dirt:rict of Ifw tol'k ill 
a cleclaioa dated Hay 1, 1974 • 

. Colaael claiM tbat a cowt ll tbl oaly fu.a ill 
wb1c1l eri."-tiar')' beedap _.,If 18 u.s.c. 3.504 ca be 
ccedacted. W. reject tbil ccat•tfa• ly f.tl •ttrJ 
ter.., 18 Ut.S.C<. 3504 ll appUcaltle to a._.htutin 
bN.rtnp, aM 110tica• to nppNII en.-. haft bento• 
fore bate _. aM a4judlceblt f.A depo:rtatica praoa .. f.Jip 

- s " 
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before ~tioD judpa. see Mattei' of All. Y:llll lAd 
Laa, 13 I&ll Deco 294 (IIA 1969), aff1d, Au Yi Lau Yo 

D!, 445 r.2cl 217 (D.c:. cu. 1971), cert. cle:nied, 404 
u.s. 864 (1971); Matta" of Wpoa, 13 1&1 Dec. 820 (IL\ 
1971); *J• of P!J!!I·I.opu. Il'lta"f.a Deoia:Laa 2132. 
(BIA·1972 • · 

C1M•n1 did .c IJI'••••t bU -*'• •h.r aott. '* 
at the b.Nor:l.q befon tbl fwl pat.ta Jwil•• Ill aa .tp• 
pi'Opri.ate cue, w ca rrFFnd tbe pme•d'lllf' co tile 111-
llipatf.ca j_.. foe a ~ • a ..Clal •hr HCU. 
3.504. Iafon w rmrd, balfeYH", w -c 1te tatiaftN 
tbat a UMful P'CF••• -.ld be ,., .. by ~aeh a rr rd, 
IIIMl tbat thin wu a ..u.tl near .., tbt -.t:U. we DOt 
F-nt•tecl co tile fspetf.aa J'llds• at tbl tt.e of the 
heacf.as· 

It f.a uul.Nr eaotly bMr Wllh e'lf.d•ca of ••tail· 
1A'Ilea -t be pna•tad f• a pftt1 to ahow tbat he or 
1he 1a "agrievadt' withia the •••tna of sectiaa 3504 
(a)(l). · C.:11¥an I:D re E:e•, 452 r.2d 1239 (D.c. cu. 
1971), can. tt.iad, 401 u.sc. 930 (1972), with U!lttri 
Stat!f Yo YR!t 460 Fo2d 328 (1 CUo 1972). Bawever, it 
is DOt DHIIIIC, for Ul to l'eecb that i.IIUeo · 

Ill tlw pl'Htllt caa, all coo••l baa preHDtecl 1a a 
pbotecopy of aa u1ulatecl • sor_.. :llldtcatiDa that ,_. 
u-b- pUt)' wiabH tile re.,_dlat to be placecl.-1' 
aune11laano Couuel baa nfuled to dtftlse how, ..._, 
a frc:a wborr tbat •••••- wt obtafMd (Traucd.pt 
of oral arsa•t, PP• 2.5•31) o We nMd .,n · illfomatu. 
U.. bu bMa ,c•••ted to wcx:at a re """ for fur:tbll' 
bearilll befon the f •anc:Laa Judi•• 

Mo:novu, the tl:a:wt of the -.terial offnM •••• 
to be ill the dtnctl• of •bolwtaa tbaC 10111•• f .. I'IJir:lJ 
illflU=cM the Diltrict Df.ftctolr to tutitute depel'taU. 
pnaeclf:Dp. AI we haw alnecly atatecl, thU 11 a .. cc. 
outat.cle the aca,• of '*' jUl't.HtccU.. SectieB 3.504 n-

- 6 -
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lata to ev:l.d!Ree. C:O..a1 baa not claiiMcl tbat lilY 
eyid!pce relattas to deportab111ty or illeli&ibility 
for adjuatlllat of ltatul •1 baft bMa 111eplly olt• 
t:ailled. Ill fact, a:f.Dce tbe evt.d-.ce :ln tbe caM cca• 
alated aolely of tbe raapcad•t'a aclld.tted pftleaee :ln 
tbe IJaitM St-. afCW fa•u J 2,, 1972, - dlle _.., 
oft of bU GIIDfteet. ..... be ftldlly ..taiftell, W baw 
gnat difficulty ta ucuta:la1q wbat e'f'iclwM:e tbe n• 
tpaad•t M1 bepe to AI• I IJfhUMo . 

f:lnaUy, the r .. ,•ll•t clt'w tbat b1l caM bM 
.... pl'ejndsed lty tile hcvlee. c .... l baa cited 
Ao!!ntl •• SMr h 1111, 347 &~1;, 268 (1954), _. 
Baf!U. •· '•••· 322 r.2d 1016 (D.c. cu. 1963), 
u •tllorit.r f« tbU caat•tf.aa. Botla of tbole CIMI 
ta .. l-.t aU... • wn e.ced•dly..,_..le ae4 
.,.. d•W clUcntt.sry nltef fftiFl deponattca. 
Both au .. cba11 ..... the ·detal of dllcretf.cui'J l'e• 
Uef Oil tbe sro•cl tbat atat•••ta by the Attomey 
OIURl ba4 pre.,.ted tlw loUd («, ta lufalipo, the 
Senice) fr:oa Mkial m illdl&l •d•t diacntioDal'y de• 
tu:rdutia u n•dred lty the applicable replatiou. 
Oa. appeal it wu held tbat tbe cliltri.ct COUI't abould 
bave g1VIID tbe au .. a opport:aity to prove tblil' 
alleptiaat of pnj'Oitlll•t. 

Tba pl'et•t cue, bMN981', 11 diattapllbab1e fhD 
!uf!Jfm -' Accarii• Tba nepaacl•t wu fO'IDI to be 
tt:ft.utorib WeUrUpJ.! fol' adj•t:llellt of atatlll. Stace 
tbe twtsrat:ta judp nled the rea11•••t f.aelia1ltb 
u a •ttel' of law, be ae.u blld • oppertwaity to 
eui'CUe b1l clilcntial wltla n88ri to the appllcatiaa 
for adj•c..t of atacw. 'J!blnfon, be c••t be 
ccui.clenld to ba" pnjadpd tbt nep•d•t'• appllca• 
ti•• See Mgce11p 9o Baag, 349 U.S. 302, lU (1954). 
'1'ba CDly dilcnt:t.•I'J relief fOI' 1lb1ola tbe l'llp•••t .. \ 
wu fa.i to be ttawto:rily eU11tt1e wu vel•tii'J cia- \ 
partue, IDd wltb rupeet to tb1l n11ef the u.tpattaa 1 
Judae aeniMd IWI d1Hnt1ca ia fag of tbe nap•d• \ 
eat. 
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opportunity to aque. Courllel indicated tbat he fully 
under1tood our podtioa (TraDicri.pt of oral ars-eat, 
P• 13). He declinu Arllll •t OD the •rttt aDd stated 
that he would rely inltead oa hit exteuive brief 
(Traaacrlpt of oral ars••t 1 P• 47). 

The n•,....trat 11 cblrrp4 ........... nct:I.OR 24l(a)(2) 
wltta barilla r ... d.-d :bl the tJaitM Stat• Af1:11l' tbe· 
aptratica of hil a..cboriaed atay u a D•teNar-t. 
The ra~pae-.t•a autbr.td.utiaa to rnda in the Ullited 
Statu aaW ce ,......_, 29, 1912, bat tbe DUtrict 
Dlnctor, in the aai'Ciae of dilcftt:tce pur11rMt to 
8 c.r.a. 242 • .5, araated the n~p•h•t the prbilea• of 
depal'tiq vol•tarily ce « befon Mlll'cb 1.5, 1972. 'l'be 
Diltrlct D1rector1a d.t.acmttioatz'J acti~a did DOt exted 
the pedod of the n~poad•t '• autbod.ud atay, aor did 
it nltOl'l b1a to a lawful DODt-tar•t 1tatus; the n· ..-a•t rna:la41d ban •rely at the 1afferace of the 
Diltrict Dinctor. Hatter of Merced, Interia Decilice 
2273 (BIA 1974); Mattlll' of Gallma, Inc.dsa Decil:l.oa 
2177 (BIA 1972). AI 

OD March 6, 1972, the Diltdct Direct« ravolceG the 
retpoad•t'• pririleae of voluatuy departun punuat 
to 8 c.r .ll. 242.5(c). Th:1a npletiGil allolrl a D:l.atrict 

................................................. -·····-········--
W The diHnt:t••I'J' ar-t of vobatai'J d.,.t::un •hr 

8 c.r.a. 242.50») 1bMild aot be OCIIIlfaMd with actioa 
that a District Dinctor .., tab uader 8 c.r.a. 
214.l(a) to ext_. the p4lri.M of a DOD'-iarat•• 
autlDri.Ud acay puc• 1 t to aa app11cat1• ...- by 
a Doatr.tanat a11 8\ltbodsed ltay bu DOt yet 
up:l.re4o We eRn at ap:ea with laapap • pap 3 
of the twfpaU. Judi•'• opiat. wb1cb :bulicatet 
that the ar•t:taa of the privilese of wl•tai'J 
departuz'e by the District Director ext•d•d tbl 
pedOII of tbe n~~p••t 11 acbor:bed stay. 

- 10 .. 
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D11'ector to revoke volwatu:y deput;ur:a sr•~• UDCier 
8 c..r .a. 242o5 without notice if be ucartafnl that tl» 
applicatiGD fOI' voltat.u:y depll'tue abDuld DOt bave 
b .. sr•ted· The :resvlattcwa nit 110 autbol'ity :la tl» 
Boari to reri• aucll a n90CU1aa. see 8 c.r .a. 242.5 
(c); 8 c.r.r.. 3.t(b). n. cl•d .. ia to nvoke a srat 
of·••l••IW/ drpa.-.. _. t•a.. ••••••'- ,_... 
ceedb•p 11 a •tteJ: of pneu~todal d1lc:red.oa wllt.eb 
11 ouulde tbe lurd'• judHictica. Matt!!' of Mftcad, 
supn; ... lfatts of , •••• , 13 Dill Dee. 680 (iii 
1971); Matttl' of qal.J.mt. npn. 'lbe re~p•d•t ~-
110t el&f.a tbat a wa :l:rutlaM to r rm put leltrauy 
29, 1972 b7 tiMt ..-c of vo1atuy dlpll'tun, 11Me at 
tbe tt. tba Dtltd.ot. Diftatol' IZ'IDUd that pririlep, 
Oil krdl 1, 1972, tbe ntpDD•t bad al:udy rtada• 
lCIDpl' of h1l ... volitt.. 

'lba pnMDt c ... '*' ... 411~ t.rc. Matt!J: 
of SUft!, llltedm DeciliGD 2230 (IIA 1973) • 'lbl.t caM 
dealt with aa all• who bacl bea .-...cte41 u a 1\0Bt.l• 
grant ttuclat foro a fixecl period of tiM. Before tbll 
autbortzecl ttay bad upf.nd., the Diltrlct Direetor at• 
tapted to urevob11 tba aU•'• ucaf•ip•t •tud•t 
atatu ad to cbarp bia ...._ uctica 241 (a) (2) at • 
DCIDt.igr•t wbG rvdae41 loaau the pHIIltteclo We 
held that the District Dinctol' bad 110 autbol'ity to 
llzevokeu a DCID~t ltat\Wo If the District Di.nc• 
tor bel1e9tld tbat c:M aliea wu violattns the cCDdttiaaa 
of n~t ltatu 1 be sbcNld ba.,. inatit:uted de• 
pOI'tad.CID proe .. dlap UDdel' aectica 24l(a) (9) fOI' failan 
to •:blUm o•iwt.,._c ttatulo 'lha Diltdct Directec1 • 
other optiOD wu to wait until tbe ali•'• aatbodae4 
stay lwl upincl .a4 tbal, if tbll aliaa failecl to deptu:t, 
to inatitute dapo:rtatioll pi'OCeldillp Wld!l' tecttca 241 
(a)(2) bue41 upoa tbll aU• 11 ba•:tac remai.Md lCI'lpl' tba 
pemittecl. 

Tbe reap•d•t*s dtuatica, ~... :1.1 quite dif• 
fer•to His •tbod.sH stay explrecl CID feJn:ult.l:y 29 1 
1972;. At that potat he lott h1l lawful nca:l&etgnat 
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ttatu. Be reu:f.aecl :In the Uaited Statu aenly aa a 
deportable ali• who had beaD sr-tted tM cl1acntifaary 
privi1ese of deputiq vo1•tarily pun.-t to 8 c.r.a. 
242.5. 'the decia:loa wllethu or not to sr-t vol•tuy 
departure ••• 8 c.r.a. 242 • .5, or to revoke aucb priri• 
leae oaee p:•L*l, il a ..... ..._. tbe ..a. ...... uratln' 
of tt. 1)1at.TI::l.ot DC.RoiiDII.. Wit ·~t.lt dtat d•polti:Uitt? 
uaclet: aectica 241 (a) (2) of the Act baa be.- eatali1bed 
by evict.ce tbat 11-cluc, caaritactq aad ••.U.vooal. 

III. ELIIDD.lft lOR WUIWI al 8UtUS 

'lbe ra•p•i•t applied ,_ act,_•••t of atatua •••r 
aecd.ca 245 of tt. Ace. ID order to show elialbilit)' 
fol' adjuaC:..t of atatu, . • alia -c Htalilta tbat 
ba wu mapectad Dll adld.tted ol' puoW mto the UD1ted 
Stat:H, tbat ba 11 •U1:lble to receive • t.ipat viaa, 
tbat he il +taaU.le to tba Uaitecl Statu for par71aat 
reaict.ce, aall tbat • :~Mf.anat visa 11 t=ecllataly 
available. S:f.aca acljuat:Mat of atatu il a privilap, 
the aliiD hal the bul'dal of eltablilbiag hit e11SU.ilit)'. 
8 c.r.a. 242.17(d); Mppt •rre v. INS, 409 r.2d 832 
(9 Clr. 1969); Cfhs!J! Vo JH!, 415 Fo2d 1096 (9 Clro 
1969). 

The :tr.lsnttoa judp fcaaa that the retpacleat wu 
not fldmiaaf.b1e to the Uaited StatH for ,._eat real• 
ct.aca bee._. he wu acludabla _.._. 1ect1• 212(a)(23) 
of the Act u CQa wbo bad baa C*lvicted of violatf.Bs a
law relatJ.Da to the illicit po11111ioa of IDII'~. 
Sectica 212(a) (23) pl'Ofl.clee for tbia aclaef.GB of: 

Ar&y alia who baa beea ccavtcted of a viola· 
tiCIO of, or a COIUpiracJ to violate, -.,. law or 
replatl• nlatiq to tba llUcit ,.,....,lea of 
or traffic :In Ul'Cotf.c drap or IIU'f.bulaa • • • • 

A cert:ifie4 copJ of a nccml of CCI09ictf.CIIl 'IIU pleca.t 
m eridatca, •llowiDI tbat Gil lonMec 28, 1968, tba ra
lpGild•t pl..-d p11ty ::In the Mar)'1eboae Hasf.•tnt• 1 

- 12 .. 

1211 



Al7 S9S 321 

Coul't (&tslaDd) to a cbup of haviaa a ~el'O\Ut ctrus, 
c..,abia reaiD, iD bia poanatioa without beiq duly 
autbodze4 (Ex. 10). 'l'be ldtilb statute which be do-
1ated wu Beplatita 3, Daseoua Dxup (Jo. 2) lepla· 
tiou, l>ap:rou Dn&e Act of 196.5. Copiea of- the 
Bdt:itll ttatute D nemlatt.o. wen 1Dti!'Oduced as 
l+tbd:t 11. tbe piC'ttr•t .a:an&CWJ pcovbf.ou ant 

D8Dpnaa Dl:up Act 1965, Sectioa 1: 

The ckqa to· wllt.ch tb1l Put of tb:1l Act 
appliea an a- oplu., coca leav .. , poppy• 
.cr•, ceaauil, oc •bu ra:la aad aU pnp
arattcaa of 1llbicb cenuia r .. :ln f~ tba 
baH. 

Rep]AU. 3, ~ Dnp (llo. 2) B.eplatiau 
1964: 

A penoo aU.U not be 1D poaaua1cD of 
a cJ.rq Ullleet be u gtllerally 10 autborlaad 
or, t.IDMr tbil bplatiaa, so llce~U~ed or 
authod•ecl u a ae .. r of a 81'0'1Pt nor other· 
wiH tba 1D accord-.ce witb the prov:la:l.mul 
of tbue lelulatiou ed, :f.n the cue of a 
penoa U.c•aed. or au~ind •• a lllelllbeZ' 
of a group, witb tbe teNt aad cODditic:el 
of b1l lic•c• or groUipl authodty. 

The ntpauS.t baa acW.tted tbat tba record of coa• 
v1cttc. relata to Ida (Trat.cript of hearin81 p. 30). 
levertbe1 ... , the reeplllldtrot coateGI that bia coav1et10D 
doH not place hill wltlda tba exc1uioa pl'CWUioa of 
eectt. 212(a) (23) beeMIM (1) tbe Brititb 1tatute •i• 
which he wu ceari.ctecl did not require .... rea, aDd 
(2) c.-aa.u ream il not ·~" vitld.n tbe =etaa 
of aect1cD 212 (a)(23). · · 

As to tbe coatea.tiea ~ .... rea, lt 11 Mia• 
t:a111ecl by C.O II H1 1D h1l brief that I b:i.1wlwlan CIH 
cc:.tain:lea c uta ra:la wa f~ 1n tbe reap-.deat'• 
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bouae, but tbat the nlpODdeftt ba4 no knowledge of the 
pres•c• of the dn& (iespoaMt1

• bdef on a:p,eal, 
Po 54; Trmscript of bearing, P• 81) o Be pleaded. 
guUty, cowael alle ... , beciHale lack of bow1ecla• wu 
not a clef .... to a pnaecutima wu1er tlw Dlllaei'OUI 
D:t 87 ~t of 196.5 ('bll?lllpt of Olllal ars lit, Po 46). 
'I'bel'efon, c.o •nl ct.at.., the l'llpl'llllllt11 plM of · 
pilty WM • adllisaiaa oa1y of playa:lcal conti'Ol of a 
bfaocul an cue vb1cb pro,.. to c.at&ta a dtDgerou 
dz'u8 (llelp•deat1t brief OD lppMl, Po 62). Coaua1 
USIIfl that tbe t:elpl'llldtDt did DOt adlltt ..., kacliwl.Mge 
of tlw clns'• pnHDoe, ancl tbat be thenfon ...,.ld aot 
COM vitbta tbe clala of pcta•• wboa Calllp:NI vi1becl 
to excl._ 1adet' ncticD 2U (a) (23). 

Tbe p~ of aecti• 2U(a)(23) were mtealled 
to deal vitb. forellll u .wll u dcl•nt1c coaYict:lcuo 
s .. Matts of Gg'dot, 10 Wf Dec. 261 '(BIA 1963), · aff1ct, 
Gard9l •· IIS, 324 r.2d 179 (2 Cir. 1963); cf. s. Rep. 
Roo 1515, 81at Cats., 2d Seu. 410 (1950). B~JWevet:, 
Ullder fedenl law, in orar to be coari.ctecl of tbe crt. 
of po1aeaetoa of lll8ri.buaDa ODe 1a11t bave knovleaae or 
illtent to polllllo 21 U.S.C. 844o Tbe &aM il true 
undar the law of tha Dilt'dct of Colwa:la, United Statu 
Vo Weaver, 458 Fo2d 825 (D.c. Cir. 1972), &I well u tba 
ln of the vut IUjodty of ltateto Sett AnDot., 91 A.L.&. 
2d 810, 821 et 1aq. (1963) IDA 1uppl...at1. Therefore, 
it 11 fair to state that 1D eDACtiDI 1ectioa 212(a)(23), 
Coop:eaa did not inted to axelu61 pen.~ vbo wre · •· 
tirely •••• that a p'fOl!dbited IUHt•ce vaa in tbe:l.r 
po.,eaaica. Cfo VHJ! •• BoltDbeu, 237 l o Suppo 282 
(S.Do CAl •. 1964); Matte; of Sw, 13 1611 Deco 569 (Bil 
1970). Since the retp~adeat hal railed a aisatfieant 
queatiOD naA¢inl tlw bowl•se r~t of tba 
Britbh 1tatute, w believe that a in-cleptb c1iacua1GR 
.of the lritilb. 1• 11 warrat ... 

.. 14 -
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A. lnowledse Reg!f.:reMDt of Rdtilh Stagate, 

the biatory of the Bdtilh law :relatms to illepl. 
poaMUioa of dnp 11 quite tDvolved. ~ Tbe earlieet 
:raponecl decilioa :relatms to potMNioa of d:rqa il 
L. v. ep.;ca. llt6tJ c-.. x.. a.. 6». ID tblc 
cue, dnp ....,. fCNDil ta the trlllllk of a cu pilft at 
outalde a bova• m widcb tbe dafaat•t .... 8l'ftlte4. 
the defeau ..., that be bad bor:retUad tbe car fzoa a. 
fJ:UDcl acae 24 baan ea:rll• D4 waa wnue of tbe 
pna•ce of the clnp. Tbe trial court coadcted tbe 
de:fwad•t, bU the CoaR of Crf.tnal Appeal :revene4, 
bold:I.IIS that tlwn WI ut a'Gfftc1.at erichan of cca• 
ICicMt poa1e11ioa of the dfts to SO to tbe JVI'J• S:lace 
it W8l CODCHH bf tbe phiiCUtt.. at trial tbet kawl• 
eds• waa a nec11.-y el••t of the cd•, tbil cue 
doel aot help peatly m clarlfyiaa tbe 1esa1 defidtioa 
of ,. .... u.. ._,., ODe c:an•tator hal notecl that 
"u the law t•dl to work rather by deacriptiCID tbiD by 
deftDitiCD the can 11 ialpo:rtet u aa 1lluat:ratt.c. of 
a fact-aituatioD when a penOD was held not to be tD 
po11811iCID, 11 A, OVIilll, Daageroua Drap••PoiiNiiCD, tbe 
New Law Joumal, Sept..a.u 28, 1972, at 844., 

1'D Lockyer Yo ~. [1966) 2 All Eol• 653 (QoBo), 
the first fully reported cue, a bottle contamms 
tableta wu dt.coverecl tD the bold•all which tbe de• . 
feoU..t wa1 carrytDg. Tbe tabletl were fOUD4 to be a 
prohibited d:rq. tbe def•clalt aclld.tteclly .,.. aware 
that abe wN tD poN .. Iica of the bottle aad tbat the 
bottle cCDta:I.Pcl tableta; however, she cla:lMd tbat a 
fdead bad giV'IB the bottle to hft' to look after aad 
tbat abe did not know what the tableta were. tbe trial 

----------····------·,······················· ... ··------····· if Then wen HYeral pnd.eceaton to the Daasenue 
Drags Act of 196.5. However, aiDe• the proritl-.a 
relattDs to poueadCIIl ue nearly id•t:lcal, no 
disttDctloD betwe• tb• will be IUde tD tbe fol• 
lowins ditcuaalCIIlo 
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court concluded tbat abe waa :In uuutbodaacl posMIIlcxa 
of a probibitecl q, utwitbltacl:lns the fact that abe 
might not have knCND that the tablet• she bad were such 
a prohibited clrus• the defeadat wu stv• leave to 
appeal her convictiOD. 

On appeal, the QuHD's Beach Divist.c. auata:I.D.ed the 
~. beWI."DI ta.t Wlhile it ._. nna11117 foe tba 
pro...-.tion to aa ta.t the defwa.t kn• tbat abe bM 
tbe ar:ticlea wtd.c:b ttaud out to be a ctras. it aa Get 
necuauy tbat abe abould know in fact tbat tbe arttclea 
wen a dft8 .a a dJ:UI of a put1C'I:Il.u ebu'actft o 1D tbe 
CCNI'M of btl op:lniOD, Lori Paner r•clced the follaw• 
:Ins notable dictams 

In ., judg s 1t, lMfor:e one ~·• to a coa• 
sideratioa of a 1U1cesl1ty for _, rea or, aa 
it il IOMtilles Hid, a coaslc.ieratta of wbltbu' 
the replation t...,.ed • ablolute lf.lbllity, 
it 1e of coune neceii81'J to con~idel' poa ... sion 
itself. In ray judpeat, it il quite cleu that 
a per._ c...,t be saicl to be :In po11esef.oa. of 
some article which be or ebe does not realiae 
11, or 11111y be, in be:r: handbag, :In her :r0011, or 
in tOM othar place over which she bu coa.trol. 
That, I ehould have thought, it el ... ta:r:y; 1f 
soaeth:lng were tipped into ODe 8 • basket ancl one 
had not the vaguut notiOD it wu there at all, 
one could not ponibly be said to be :In poll•· 
lion of it. §} 

Lord Pa'rk.8 abo refured to tbe Caaeia caae of 
Beaver Yo !.u (1957) S.C.I. 531, :In vh1ch the ujority 
of tlw Supr_. Court of Caada coacluded urula a 1:lldlar 
statute that ODe who bu phyaical pou ... lon of a pack• 
age which he believee to contam a banless nNtao.oe, 

----------·--------·------------·····--·-------·-------!J (1966) 2 All Eol• at 65So 
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but which in fact c«ataina a narcotic drug, ca:naot be 
coavicted of being in poa ... dca of the drug. Lord 
Parker exprened dia•sr:•••t with thia view and •sreea 
inatead with the diaMating justice• in Beaftr. 

l'D L. v. Stdt.p. [1966) Cria.. L. lev. 558, tbe de
fen:' tit .. ~ of )liDIIIIItDI e ckat fCIIIIIIIidin a 
:roca at a boaH whHe 1M WI li'fiDco The trial judp 
bad inatncted t:be jusy that tt we uceaaary for the 
pEOIICuttca to ..... that the def•d•t lived in the 
:roca aad ''bad a c1 m intereat in it 10 that aha cca• 
trolled all the thin11 that wer:e ill it of aay lipifl• 
caace." The cca'fictt. we queabM by the Couz1: of 
Crhd:aal App•l, wbicb bald that the jury abould baM 
been directecl to ciecide •tbtr tba defiDUI'lt IIDew of 
the dns aad if 10 whether IM bad pol ... aloa or cca• 
trol of it. 

In the case of Dalal, [1967] Cd.11. L. Rev. 125, the 
defllldalst appealecl :froa a COD'IictioD for poNellica of 
aa:naabil aad tba llllpolitlCID of a thne•year teDtenca. 
He claimed a bel:Lef that the aubataace he poaaeased w.u 
an Indiaa culinary herb rather tha a daaseroua drug. 
The Court of Cdmtnal Appeal accepted the idea tbat for 
the aeoteace to have a. rattoul fo•datiOD there mu~t 
be coodftcing e'lideace ·that the defendant knew he w.u 
carrying ca:naabu rather tbCl curry powder. The court 
concluded, bolreftr, tbat tbe evidence fully luattfied 
the trial judse1s rejectlCID of the defeadct • explaaa• 
tloo of iDDocence aacl abo juatif:lecl tba :f.lllpoaitica of 
the Ievere ••t.aeeo 

The Houle of Lorda cCIIllidered for the flrat tiae the 
type of knowleclp required fol' coa'l:lctioo of the atatu• 
tory offeDM of dzug poneslioa in Wamer v. Meti'OHUtaa 
Police Cqrrd••loaer. [1968) 2 All E.a. 356 O!.L.). lD 
that cate, the def•dat1e va we 1toppecl by pollee IDCl 
two pucell wen found, ooe coataiaiq bottlea of per
fuM aacl the otbe:r coatalDiDS 20,000 811phet•t:ae sulpbate 

- 17 • 
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tablets. The clefeaclat cla:f.med that be sold pufi ue 
u a lldeUne 8Dd that be belteved botb packaaee, wbicb. 
bad 'beeo left for hill at a cafe, cOD tamed pert... Tbe 
J1D'1..,.. mltl"'letecl tbat the defee.S.t -. pilty if be· 
bad CODtrol of the box Wf.cb. iD fact t\1l'Ded oat to be 
full of a t • • ' ••• • dat bU et-a oi 1aok oi •••1-
edp .. ~be erne-., ill Mefpttca of •••ta-. 
Both the trf.al judp el tba J\11:'7 expntl&d the opiDiOD 
that the det.Ddat kDew tbet the pUCel ccetatnecl the 
dr:up, alttv...p tbil fiDdDla-. aot aec•Pl'f for a• 
victia. 'lbe defadat .,.. caavicted and tbe Court of 
App•l afftn•i. L. w. !!mer· [19671 3 All B.a. 93 
(C.A.). . . 

OD eppaal to dM ••• of Ltmll, theft wen caly a. 
poiata • wblcb. tbe fl• jatlcu could ap.e: (1) tbat 
u pel' I.ord Paltel:11 .U.cta ill L!sk:ur, a per: ... deq 
Dot poNUI ICIMt:htaa wbf.cb. 11 lltpped illto b1l COilb:'Ol 
ent:I.J:ely wlthcNt bU lalwledla, •• (2) that tbe 1ppaal 
ill !lmS tbftld be dfpifleclo AI to the -tal ele
IMIIlt necuNI')' to caa'fict a IUD of pou•a:.f.cl:l, tbe ill• 
d1ri.du1 jWiticet took diYflf'M lpp:ro&chuo 

LoJ:d Guelt felt tbat the pi'OIICNtiOil ... t ID tbat 
the. accUMd bad lmcwladp tbat be po...,Nd the packqe 
01: bottle 'lfbicb. cantaiaed tba clnp. Accordq to tb1l 
view, a penan aa- to be ill po .... atca of a padraae 
will be da•ed to also poe ... • ita c:aateta. V 

Lol:'d Monil upnel&d tu opf.Dioa tbat a penea po~~· 
,...., the caac.t1 of a ca.tdall' -.. be la kaow:lllal1 
ill cantrol of that ceataillc lD c:I.J:t• rt•e• in wicla 
be bed tba opprr-ttalty, 'lllaet:bft a•il.ed of or not, to 
diltoWH tbe ccetaltlo JJ 

---·-················--·---·-·····--------------···---· V [19681 2 All &.a. at 384-85. 

Jj ld., at 37.5. 
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On the otbet: balld, Lori Peuce and Lori Wilbedol'Ca · 
botb tbousJ:It tbat a penOD coalcl not be said to be ill 
poa .... lco of tlw cCllltenta of a packa&• if be wu en• 
tf.rel7 ua.at.an of tboae c•t•ta. 'l'heae two juatic., 
cODCluded tbat proof tbat a per,_ lcaelrtDal1 poae.,ld 
a paebaer Rild a 1-111 a ...-uu tbet t. a1tlo a.. 
tbe CODteata; bcnlnec, tba def_..t abotald be aliGned 
to .... rt in bla w ... ta.t bl W DO klloiJIIledp of, 
or ,.. geaaiDely .Utlk• as to, the actual COD.t•ta 01' 
their :1111clt utun, IDCl ncdvad ct. 1-oc•tlJ, and 
that be bad rao n•••lble oppoetuaf.C,. af.Dce ~ 
the pNII•• to accpaaU.t bhnlf witb ite CCIIlt•te• !Jj 

Final17, Lori Reid took the vift tbat the statute 
requtnd the pnMCUtioa to prove f.:ta fro~~ wlaicb tbe 
JUl'J coalcl f.rtfer that the defeedaDt a• tbat he bad • 
prohibited clrus U. his poeaeM1Clll. !9.1 Lori Reid aleo 

-------------------·--------------···-·-···-····--·--···· lei .. , at 388•90, 393·94. Lord Pe.uee further atated 
tbat 11tbe tem. 1poaauslon 1 is aatilfied b7 a kaowl
eclp ODly of the esilt•ce of the thins itself and 
not ita quaUtietl, and tbat iporece or Ills take aa 
to :l.tt qual:l.ti .. 11 not an escaae. 11 Icl01 at 388. 
The illtrocluct:I.Clll of thil aOIM!Wbtt metaDhJilcal db• 
tillctf.oa betw•• "Jd:acl" and 11qualitiur' wu the· 
subject of cdticia by ecaaee.tatora., ·See ••I• 
D. Miers, 'l'ha Meatal El._t In Dzus OffeDcetl, 20 
Nor. Ir.L.Q. 3701, 380 (1969); A. Owen, Daa8HOWI 
Drup••POM..,loa, 'l'ha New Law Jwmal, Septrahr 
28, 1972, at 844, 84So Howver, it ebou.ld be notecl 
that Lord Pearce felt tbe quutlClll of wbetblr a 
cliffennce ill qualltiee --.ca to a cliffenace in 
kind 1111 a matter for a jury wbo would probably de• 
c:lde lt seaaibly ill fawu of tht geaulnely bmoceot 
but asaiut tu pilty." (1968) 2 All E.a.. at 388. 

Id., at 367 .. 
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tugelted that: "ID a caae like tbb Padia..,..t, if 
consulted, might think it ript to transfer tbe ODUI of 
proof so that an accuad would haft to prove that he 
neitbel: be nor bacl •1 naeoa to auapact that he bacl 
the pi'Obf.bited dna in bill ,.. .... toa. • • • 11 l1/ Lord 

Puna 11'1*· foirtb a dpol].w • •"''•· W · · 
With the aupd.ca of~ Gueat, the juatlcee ex

pr:eaa'ICI the cpfafoa that tbe ciJ.%ectiao to the jury pva 
by tile trial CCMS~t hN bete dafectt ... W flevertbele81, 
Loria aetd, ,..,..., ad wtlkdone believed tbat tbe cle• 
f•d•t' 1 etocy 'l'epl'd:JDa lack of bowled.a• .. eo pre• 
poeteaM that: no ~1• jury cnld have acquitte4 
hila, ad tbat tblnfore no :t:Djutic.e bad ~ dooe. W 

Fra the for:eso:JDa ditwasic:a, it il encleat that a 
. ujoc:l.c., of tiMI coact, couitt:t.ns of ton. Reid, reuce, 

and Wilberiorce, 'Delleved that there wu a tu'Dttantial 
1mowleclse ~t for coovictioo of pOIMIIioo .of a 

------···-·····---·······-···-·----------------··--------JJJ Id., at 367. 

JJ1 "It wWld, I tbink, be an iarprovlllellt of a diff:l.• 
c.ult podtioll if Parli.._t were to eaact that wba 
a persoa bu C'llllUtbip or pbya:l.cal potnllioo. of 
drual be tball be pilty unlell be provea on a 
balance of the probabiUties that he wu unaware 
of the:l.r natu:re or bad reasoaable excuse foe their 
poiHHiono o o o11 ldo , at 390o 

W ld., at 370, 375, 391, 395. 

1:!J/ ldo, at 3701 391, 395. See Sectioo 4, Cr:lai,al 
Appeal Act of 1966. Lord Mol'ri.t took tba view that 
although the ju:r, inttructioo wae faulty 1 the ad- · 
ud.ttecl facts broup.t the def•dalt witb:f.n bis clefi.
nf.tioo of po .... lica 1 thenby juetifyiJla di18:l1Hl 
of tbe appeal. (1968) 2 All E.R. at 375. 
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daDsenua drug. 'l'be infe~:ea.ee tbat po .... lica of a 
pacbp .. t poueasta of ita coat•t• 0011ld be n• 
butted by the clefeMet if be railed ,.tetial doabt 
tbat he k:aw the cct.ta; tbU COI&lcl 'be doae eltbu' by 
lbawtq tbat be W 110 riabt to O{Ma tbe pMkap aad DO 
~•• to •••Fat ta u•t o tli to be UUdt, 01: b7 Mltu 
ins tbat he ..... a-bly llf.8t:aba .. to tbe ~-e. .. 
bad DO l'HIODable OppK~lt)' to UCHt&ia wbat tUy Wl'e, 
See D. Mien, TU Metalll-t Ia Draa Off-•, 20 llll'. 
Ir.L.q. 370, 389-90 (1.969). TM •JoritJ ¥1• in Wt•w, 
tbe, WI tbe ~Uq interpntatice at ttaa t1JIIe of 
the r11p_._t 1 caarictioa in 1968. . · · 

The casu Wid~ wen decided after W!m• -ccafim 
the ut.tec• of a aD11•t•dal ICDaw1eds• r~t 
for ec.rictia of pHNUlca. :rn L. v. Milldott. (1971] 
1 All E.&. 595 (C.A.), the def•ckat pou•M4 a ptakaife 
with .... tracH of c abu • the '1ac1e. oa appeal 
froa the defradet'• cadctlca, tbrl Court of Appeal belcl 
tbat, ill order to •tabl:Uh unlawfal po., .. alae of c ••bU• 
the proHCutlca bid to ahow tbat the defedlat kD.w 01.' 
hacl re11GD to lcDar tblt a fol'elp aubltaace waa ca the
knife. The COUI't DOtM that D.othins aiel m Wager D.l• 
sated tbe D.ec ... ity for IUCh pnof of l&aMrleclp. 'rbe 
coa¥1ctlca wu ..,.w. 

lD L, Yo Irrtpe, (1970) Cria. L. a... 642, tba de• 
fea"-t bad I bottle -ill bit pOII .. dca fticb caati:IDM 
bl• atc.•eb pUb •leas witb so. Alllpbet-ta .. , tbe 
lattc bef.Ds a probibltH drq. He de:Hadecl ca the 
&rOIDI tbat tbe s ; bet•bl• hid beea preecri.bM for 
bla wife, .. that lbe at ·blft 'Pt tbM m b1a bottle 
by aWotalir.ef CODII'P•tly, ba eJai•td, be bacl DO ba-wl• 
edp tbat the ' 1 bet• I•• wn tbeno the tr1a1 j .... 
db:ecterl tbat if tba defal-t lalwiasly pOIIIIIIII tbe 
~ttl• hi al10 po11.,Md tbe cCIIlt•ta, aiM the j_,. n
tame4 a guilty ftl'dtcc. '1'he COIIl't ef .t\ppMl nat:al.ae4 
the appeal, atatt.a tbat tbe j'UI')' dlnetlae we ... .,.. 
bee•••• the cue rtaacM wn co .. aarable to tlltN• •n 
a c1na we su., .. :IHo a pe~~••'• packet or bat~ Witballt 
bls lr.:Mwledp. -
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We coac1.'4161 tbat tlw atat:wte ,..._which tba re.,•i· 
at wu c•Yictecl coatafaed a nfftcl•t bowleds• n· 
quir-t to ..... tblt penau ••• pGIIMiicD ... 

·-----···-·-.. ···---·--···---····---···-------------.----(U) 1f be pt'Ofte tlw.c be beUMed tbe ..... 
ltMU ·01' , •• '•It ia putt• CO be a CliiGIUI"'Uid 
..._ '*a c Ulan• -... e1 a •••• II,....., _. 
tbat, 1f it W fa f110t "- tbat ccatnlled ._. 
01' a ~t:nlllllll -.. of dale clllcdptica, be 111 1cl 
aot at tbe ..ccial ~ -.. ..._ em 'ttl•l -., 
offrue to ...,. tld.a 11atfce ~ppUM. 

Tban an .. Yft'al •tat•••n ia the l..Ulad.we · 
biat:DJ:J of tbe W rue of Dnp Act of 1971 whl.cla 
1Ddicate tbat at leMt .. a ler of PazU.••• be-
11evecl tbat u a r ... 1t of ...... tbe en. of poe
sea.t.- ..- tbe Dlasaro• Drup Act of 1965 -. 
"abeo111ta'' •• dl.d DOt ~· .., ... na. • 
Part. ~ •• B.c. ('tb aer.) 617·18 (1970). 7b1a 
view 1..,.... the fiiOt:: tblt- tben wu a nkuadal 
bowledp r•:fz' rt befon .-e could e'ftll be satd 
to be _:Ia "po. .... :f.aau of a c.maa. To HJ tbat pea• 
seulaD u • "abeobata" off ... b• the .....,u.. 
Tile ten 11aNobate" it 'fU'J ta,'ftiOt•. Aa-. 
potDt .. .,. bJ ton reane ta !••s •· Pstlu· 
[1969) 1 .All E.l. 347, 3.58 (H.t.), tbe ten -
11abMlu.te'' may deMd:be "aa off•••• to wld.da tbe 
nonal ... 1 ticM of .... na ._ Det:: .,ty, 11ut 
1a wbicla the acc.ll~~Dl'U of tbe off1an (wtdt lit 
881' acWitf.C~~W~l lapUcatica of .., n.) .., •11 
ta~pact •- aesr• of ll:ll.wlell .. , e.s., -the wn 

(eoat1d) 
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endnly fnna a•t voulcl aot be cearicted. I'D tbia re• 
spect:, cuea ncb aa kY'R•· lfgriott. SStb., aacJ 
C!!ptlter eatabU..IIl tbat penou .,.ertiDI; plaulble de
feall't 'bue4 Clll lack of Jmowle4p wen not cc.ri.cted. 
Qa tt. OCbel' biDd, D CIIN .... II' Uf 2Se Jf'Wt 
r t=; _. !!I!W• 1111 r:t t:1a ildn1111 Wiltlnl ._ 
quite ..W.le, tbe COI.U'C. auttaf.zrld the cc.'licdoaa. 

It 11 tra.e dille ,.. of tbt t ... tati"DD af tbe 
b•llllp I"MJUtrl IIRt :Ia tM Brit1Jh Cllll .... oltt:uM, 
It bu H. ngtated that t1W1 _,1M clue, iD pa&'t, to 
jud:ldtl o,..rraaatta to tba &. tbat ja:riel ...... ,. 
abuH a liberal foc.-latiCJD of tbe ....,1..,. ra•dr~uec: 
ami be too eapr to allow clzq ptddlC'I to eacape for 
lack of proof of ....,1.... D. Mien, 'lbe Matal El-t 
Ia Dna Off•c•, 20 IGI', Ir.L.Q. 370, 376•77. 383 (1969). 
s .. tbe cc tDtai'J Clll tbe Daly ca• :Ia [1967] Criao L. 
B.ew. 12.5. Tbil flllll' 1111J bave b._ llilplacecl; bclwver, 

·we do llot ieU.• tbat the Dlaserou Drup Act of 1965 
createcl aa offeue wld.cb perm.ittetl the CCIIlvictiOD of 
pei'IKIUI wboae po .... af.ca WM i.&l~Doaat 8llcl nacltly ex• 
plaiDtltle. 

Coa'fictica fol: poaaeaaiaa of c•1 n tltia ruiD uacler 
the Dlalero• DftJ811 Act of 1965 r~ tlaat tb.e dt• 
fesul•t have had lcaowleds• tllat bt pMae111d • :1.111c1t 
IUbltaace wbicb pZ'OvM to 1M c tltil ru:la. A pii'IKa 
wbo WU eDtinly UD:Ilftee tbat be pHHIIed IDJ illicit 
IUI:NitMtce woulcl INit baw · bMa cca'ri.cc.i ••• tbe 

. DM1n:aa D& ar Act of 1965. Tbe n.,•h•t'a plN of 
pUty to tb.e cbtqe of ,_..,.,_ of c 1 lMil nata 
wtbc tbe n•aec•• Drap Act of 1965 11 a caariA:tta 

·····-----·--···------····-····-----~------------------1pouaaaiaa1 uta Waqv'• cue." We lttu ... 
tbat tbe Cllll, llOt tbe PRliMIBtai'J Debet .. , 
are tbe IIDtC accr.wate toune of tafcrllll.tioa aw to 
tbe atate of r.a11111 law at tbe tt.e of t.a. n
ep•d•t'• c.'fiett. • 

• 2.5 • 
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of a law relatiq to t:be :llUcit poaa•a:l.oa of .arilulaa 
vU:bia t1ae ••'•I of aecttc. 212(a)(23) of tbe Ia-tan• 
tiOil -· Netf.-lity .Act. . 

lwti Ull7h1 C'Ffll11 iMt Rtf• eDit tt. l'I::'IDC 
plan In I & 'ltiJ' • tbe all• I• of. ...... ct aa•l 
lr1t"f.ah law die& not pualt a det.u of lack of ._.,_ 
ec1ee :1.11 DOt nfl.eeW ta tbl l'uari. ID a late.- dat1Mi 
l!lanla 14, 1972, ldtt* cniNl ntatn..t bJ tt. r:npaad• 
.at at: tbe tt.. fJf bU oae'ftcda 111M: .. that: be lNU...a 
the .. ., .. daat t.1 a ,_. clef- • tba &eu of till · 
CMe.lJj a.....-, tt. I'Dipaaluat allaptllJ apl'eead 
a CIDUI'D fft tM vel,.. of bil vf.fe, vbo .. d-. 
pzsarMt _. •''*:fa& ,..,.loal_. -ct.at clifff.ald.lll, 
f.f .- ..,.. called ..,_ to t•dfJ. lritillll ca · ueal 1tatlill · 
that ........ oltlt.a*i to ... J.t.ta to Ida [tbt ···•hat) 
tbat tlla·OillJ IIII'H epee that: vo.ld obri.ata tbe __. fo&t 
bft (bil v:l.fa1a) lppnaNaee ..U 1N fol' lda to pl ... 
p:l.lty. 11 Tbe lettc :l.tlpU.• tMt Cbe r:eep IB:I1tat pleat ad 
gu:l.lty to obriata tbt ucesatt)' fOl' bill wife's .,....ea · 
aa a vttra••• Brttiell ce;msel daM DOt· atata that bU 
ad¥lce. to tba nnp•«•c, or: tba nSf•d•t'a decla:l.oD 
to pl ... pile,, w .-,tldq to to vttb tbll ...... wt
l.ty of a daf ... bued oa lack of -.11d11 •tal' tile 
Brit:l.8b ttatuta. 

'tba nap •••t ba4 • oppelaaity to obtata addce 
ef ca IIJ•t•t eo•••l _. to fully U.dpta all poaa~la 
def••••· Be cbaae t.nec•• to c-. a oal.allac .. 11.* 
by phattaa piltJ to tile cllflfll- tnp•nac:l.oD pnaasd• 
tap en ut a focw fw l!aiU• I fef»1 tbe cr-tU. of 
pUt, atoll bH alna., ...... c .. lblud " tile I' lip ••• 
eac•a plea. s. •••re •· liL 377 r.21 971, 974 (7 cu. 
1966), vacated lad r ••'Ill • otllec P••ta 377 fo24 975 
' ' 

-~·-·--··----··--·---····---·----------------------······· lJ} A ~ of tb:l.ll lattft :1.1 -,p •W to tbl ~,.,_. .. 
• , •• •U. co ..... t .......... 24, 1972. 
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1D the nttD, tben 11 1Dnff1cl•t evtcllaoe to tuppel't 
tb.il bJpotbNia. It 11 poB11ille tbat othel' p•ta of tbe 
f_.le ad male plata MY cea.ta!a active e~. 

· 'l'b.e slat of Dr, Gri:a.,ooa'• •tt.•y ia t:bat, .. 
\11M ta tbl l.lal.tld Stat:•• tbl teaa 1'-ri.buaau n&n 
-., to a pu ; 1 ••• • 1 nnue • toM• ~ ..a 
IIlia lei be diN '•r' 1111111 fa. I . I .. l.a rlltia 1iiiiiil& 1a 
c13np1~1111• to "'HW• o'pw <• 'pMM) (TMIMC'fpt 
of be•q, P• 37). *le t:ld.a aq rU-IIM MM 
t .... :loal snell,-• .. 'IIIGC p lr••••• 'bJ lt. 

!be tala ~u 1a Mt deftald Ia tM Act, -
11 t:be 1-.a•laCi .. ldl..,. upl.id.t .. to ....... . 
to M p.,. tv dM u.. Ia tbl •••ee of ..,Ud.t 
leaialatbe pU••• we-t ltri" to :batespnt: tbe 
Act :Ia a e I I II' CGDIUhat wltla till CMIJ ... i.Gaal pta'• 
pOll. 

· Tba pnri.alcaa for eM uclulaD aa4 cleportat1• of 
penMI CODviCtM of pe•nl~ of ~ ..... pan 
of a CCJillftU1aa•1 ~eben to deal Vitb tbe edl.a of 
dna .-.. s. l.eip. •· 1651, &6tll c.1., 24 s..a., 
u.s~ Code ec.,. • Ad, 1..,. 3134•35 (1960). 11s otber: 
ltae:.t• baftal tbe MM ot.jectt .. , C.p:UI baa t%MtM 
tbe tll'll uean..e...u •• taclalltaa c-ahia nata. 
21 u.s.c. 802(15); Act of Aupet 16, 1954, ch. 736,. 
68l Stat. 565; Act of July 18, 1956, cb, 629, 1106, 
70 Stat, 570; ... Pa1Cf:' Statn v, Pienefie\d. 437 
r.24 1188 (5 c~r. 1971~ cere. dialed, 403 u.s. 933 . 
(1971); !Jp1cef sgw v. cwlH. 426 r.2• 134 (9 c&r. 
1970), cut. d.t ... 404 u.s. 846 (1971). Ia tbe 
llba•c• of apnN ~•11 111U..l cU.ncttM to tbe ca .. 
tr_,, we ahlll :aot cnate a dlltiDctiae 'b.etwua c Fl abu 
retia aa4 ~ _.. tile ~ _, llatt.altt.J 
Act. 

. Sa,enl fe.rtal COBta have MtM .tJaat b'IMeh . 
(en uu n.ia) 11 ..nly a reftaM fcma of ~ 
'PtrM §tagt v. Pi!!EC!Utl!l, aupn; ... Dp1t!f StiW 

• 28 • 
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A17 595 321 

241(a)(2) of tU Ad, ad tbl.t be ia ltatatedlJ :la
elfphle. for: .. ,_.._, of •cu.-. uaclll' aectf.• 245 of 
tbll .Mt. 1M n~p•trac 1a eoc •lliDl• fft •J ftlt•f 
fna llflftaU. ••npt wl•tai'J .,.,.,~ •• •lela bM 
"- II I tM CO .... IIIIJ tM i. '1 nt'- j lflh '1'lut ..... 
rnds •h• J • I& 11 rrlull • ••111& •n•kl eta •111•11 
will tlunfon M M 'n ... 

IVIIUI Olm& hie 7 nt to tM t-t .. da j .... 11 
oct r, tbe l'eap•hat 1a ,. .. &ttelt to lllplrt &c. tbe 

-Ud- sea ... ..a.-cartlJ 1fltlda 68 . ..,. tn. t:M date 
of t:hU OI'Mr or _, eac .. f.aa lMLJaaf tbat tW. u _, 
be azac• 'bJ tile Diatl1.et: Dtncc.; _. Ia tbe •...c 
of fdlwe. ao c. f~ptrt, tbe rnp• hat 1ba1l be de
poned .. ,_,..... 1a tbe t.tant:t.aa JU.'• m•. 

.. 31 -
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Re: Attached from Mr. Gary Graden of St. 
Missouri. Would appreciate your comment. 
you. 

Respectfully referred to 

Chief, Congressional Liaison 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
Department of Justice 

Louis, 
Thank 

""\olasliingtoi:i";· · n·;·· c;·· ···· ··, ···················· ··············· ··············· 

for such consideration as the communication 

herewith submitted may warrant, and for a report 

thereon, in duplicate to accompany return of 

inclosure. 

By direction of 

u. s. s • 

. CIL-ft1 7C3· !lJ-9 

c)'h'->~' ~~ /ej 
111 ll ~- ~· 

.. ' / y 
/ 

1231 



(b)(~) 
I 
i 
' 

: :.::· 

Sfp 25 1974 

.... ,. ................ ., 1 , ..... ..,,1. 
4tr It_, Mlf, I w•t 111111 .a I llillll ldla 60 .... ,_ 
the .... ef U.t foriai• ta ..,. e. 'lf t •>me •ilr t ... 
tM v.t.t.lil n.. ......... •tqtu ,. '· 1174 •• -diD 
a. tatl• *• I ta1t IIIIIUU. ..... WI fUM ta 1M 
WIM ....... -... el --~~ &11 .. !1111. • -~~~~~~ fM 
nri.tlr ...,. *· ta ra•e ..,......_ 1 r ,._ ,..,,., en. 
of tile ,.uu. by tb&t C.Urt. 

Tbak ,. t• ,.... Satelwt t.a dd.l ..... 

........ 1,, 

Carl J. v.lt, Jr:. 
Aottaa U.pilltJ c , ...... , 

CC: CO 243,129-C 

CC: Commissioner's Reading File 

ENF:HB:me 

1234 
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lliARNt:!'j E. SHFIIVER 
• 4TH DIST!UCT, KAN&III 

RooMUOI 
l'tA'I'M.IItN House o,,.ICI!: BufLDIHI 

LUTER ROSIN 
ADMINIIrflltATI"'I AIUIII'fANf 

oHO, o,• ~" lo "'' h 

,·'"' 

(ongttss of tbt 1lnittb ~tatts 
~oust of l\epresentatibts 

Uilrulbington, Ji).<C. 20515 

August 31, 1974 

lrllt;tiBllh 

'''"lJ··-..~TTEE ON APPROPRIATIONS 

~ ·'' IIUICOMM1'n'IIS: 

U...O~t-·HEALrM, £oucAtroN, At'iO WD..PAAit 

f'OIItiLQN OtolRAt'IONII 

This. is to acknowledge and thank you 
for your recent letter regarding the deportation 
matter of John Lennon. 

As you know, the decision to provide 
for the deportation of John Lennon was made by 
the Immigration and Naturalization Service and 
not by any Members of Congress. 

I recedved a similar inquiry about a 
month ago and at that time I contacted the Com
missioner of Inunigration and Naturalization Service. 
Please find enclosed a copy of the response I 
received which I believe you will find infopnati ve • 

GBS:clf 
Enclosure 

With kind regards, I am 

Sincerely, 

• 

I . 
}<-) ~ P- ' 

/ <::>< .1 v1w-v r6. 6';h.Wr-tv . 
Garner E. Shriver 
Member of Congress · 



...... ..._ ........ I 

UNlT:::O STATES DEPARTM:O::\T 07 JUS7;c?: 
! • IMW.iG~ • AN'~ :iATUr!ALIZATiON SEFiV:Ct:: 

dAiiHINGTo:lN, O,C, 2053G 

O?flc.E 01 THi CONMISSIONiR 
AND afi'Cl 10 THI5 tiLl MO. 

co 703. 659 

Dear Mr, Shriver: 

I have your letter o£ July 2 9, 1974, with enclosed correspondence 
£rom regarding the deportation matter of John 
Lennon. 

Mr, Lennon entered the United State; as a visitor in August 1971 
and was authorized to remain until February 29, 1972. As a result o£ 
his failure to honor that departure date, he was informed that he was 
expected to depart by March 15, 1972, ar.d that failure to comply would 
result i,n the institution o£ deportation procGeding s. 

Upon his failure to depart, a deportation hearing was held and the 
immigration judge found that Mr. Lennon wa~ deportable in .that he had 
rema~ned in the United States for longer time than permitted. The immi• 
gration judge granted Mr. Lez.:non 60 days in which to depart voluntarily 
from the United States in lieu o£ deportation. He appealed the immigra• 
tion judge 1& decision to the Board o£ Immigration Appeals. 

On July 10, 1974, the Board of Immigration Appeals dismissed 
Mr. Lennon1a appeal and granted him 60 days £rom the date of that 
decision in which lt.l d11part voluntarily from the United Statee. 

Mr. Lennon is guaranteed and indeed has received the same constit11• 
tional rights o£ 11 due process" and "equal protection u.nder the law11 as would 
any other alien or citizen o£ this country, and you may be a&&ured that he 
received a !air and impartial deportation hearing. 

Thank you £or your interest in this matter. • 

Honorable Garner E. Shriver 
House of. Representatives 
Washington, D, C, 2.0515 

Sincerely, 

~fJ···~ 
L. F. Chapma~. Jr.· 

Commissioner 

.. 

·., 

i. 
I 
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At: gust 21, 19'(4 

Form #2 
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. 
. / #~;o•t;,!,4•3j 

- {}_ -~o9 Go 

.. 
• I . ~ 

··rr··· 1239 



. . . 
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\. -~ 

o\;; ~ .-,· 

'. 

·_; 

. i 

., 

. ' 

.11 . ,.llli~~l: 
' -' ·''; ' ' 

"'."',""'" n, 'j. )TD 196~, 
JK ... ,.~, .......... 

, .. ,.,\v.;j-,.·· , 

.:<. 'I ..1 · I..<. f -/!.--! 

'. ~ --" . 

.._.,.ll.y ref ... to 

INS 

Uon he.lewith submittel! ~Y Walrl\'a&t. 

Please reply dirently tG tbe constituent 

and forward a.dypl:l.C:$ J;G!Ji$t to this 

office ~ith the originaL C:!l;rnsJiW311ence. 

By dUo~,,..·:;. '.·. J'JJ ... ,· .•... l. , 
' . .. 

· u.a.s • 

.. 
' 

e~J{/ ,~; 7-?i 

#'~~.L· 
. :'j IJ.~l'lf: 

• :i 
' • 1 

-

! 

I 
I! 
n 
!! 

.IIIII I 
. j 
~241. I 

I 
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., .1 ........ ~ . I 

September 11, 1971.! 
• I·• 

Respectfully referred to 

INS 

for such consideration as the corrununica-

~ ti.on herewith submitted may warrant. 

l Please reply directly to the constituent 

1 and forward a du.elicate report to this 

office ~~ the o~iginal correspo~. 

By direct of 

·' .( d 
. u.s.s . 

. :,:~·--~' 
./ .. ·· 

1243 
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II I J!ldi 
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.''' n 

Sept~mber. 1~, +~70 Q 
; 'M~~b·~~-~iiJ 

r , , .. ~·: \ ; J I , · ' 

196 

INS 

for such consideration as the commuaicaw 

Uon herewith sul:>lrl1ttec!l may warrant. 

Pleas• reply directly t:o ·the aonatt:tuent 

8l"'Q forw@rd a duplicate ralt to this 

office with the original cmt•!.e<?nCl!!!~e • 

. . ,· 
' ' 

~ ! . 

. :, 
' ~· 

.... 

I 

I 

~245 i 
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,.-...... ; ., .··,i 

• 

'• 

(' 

~tfullly refeRee~. to 
INS 

for such consideratton as. the commun:t.ea• 

t:lon herewith sl.il:l.aitted mJy wanant • 

. Please rep~y directly to the. conat.t.;tuent 

and forward a dY£li<rlte · tlp!:t~t to this 

•. . 

.. 

. 
• • . J 

1 

' ' " ' . . 
·.·IE!.! I 
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i• 
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I 
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JprMING$ ~W.VA. 
Ct.MNl~NI!' P!!'-L, ~.: 
aT ~o.r.D M,lt::l""'tOV, MA!lS. 

· 1 <oiiiA·rlOll~ NH.<:;;.JN, WJ9, 

t. ~~-~~~ ~ ;·;~o~~~. ~!~~· 
Al_.o.N c:,U,Nt.1l•~!, (:AL,W, 
HAR(Il(J ).', J11J~Ilt.:'f, IOWA 

¥1JWAM p, HMH"-WA'I', MAJNI 

$'tEWAW'f' L. l<lf(;CI..UR€, &TJ,F'I'" PI!IIC.CTOR 
I'I:OI.'Ui:l'n' I• MGU:', G.EitlitflAL. tovNiiEL 

S£P 1 8 1974 

.. 4K !r:*· 

COMMITT'EE ON 
LABOR AND PUSLIC WI!LPARE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 10510 

TO: Immigration and Na. uralhation Service 
425 I St. N.W. 

.. 

Washington, D. C. 

ENCLOSURE FROH: 

RE: 

I am fotwarding the attached for your 
consideration, I t~ould appreciate receiving 
any information you :1ave available that will 
enable me to be responsive to my constituent's 
inquiry. 

Please return the enclosed correspondence 
with your report. 

Thank you for your time and e.Efort, 
~ 

Reply to:· 

SE!~ATOrl HAlUUSON A. WILLIAHS I JR. 
352 Richard Russell lluilding 
\'lashington, D.C. :20510 

C!l17 u. 7 ()1.S If tj 

c:rff7M/ ~ k 

I. · }Iilii , I vso 



(b )~6) 

I 

... 
co 243 .129-c / 

'l.'MIIr. 71111 for ,. .... cccc-•tte• ~ die ..,_tade 
•tter of Mr. Jcltlll t ••••· 

For.,._ W: I:MD, a~ at n.t. Mr. I :a11 

••aatatU. _.. ._ fll• a Beptl '• 6, 1f74 ta tht 
1lltbld .... OIWt -~ •••1• Ia - 1'olt. '1'lle ptti.U. for 
~ ltaJII Mr. I u•t fllllltatS. , ...... WteN'Mtfal 
of ... PfdtS• .,. ... Cclvt. 

1254 
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u@ 
FREE .JOHN LENNON 

CHARTER 

\'J~ ;Hf! <I 'HUUI) ut COr:;;ltn.:o.J arr'll'ti'OO.~ t.ol$11\~ lUf VJICI! Ill ,Jrntr.st ~11 ~ll IIJIUSti;;P 

'"·' ~ w·;\Jid likP to $Ce th13 Ame.rical"' Peoole ·:•~iln t:,e ,v,oor~'''''\V '1·.1 ~ ·~··~ P\~··tn)n to votP. nn the option 'lf deportinq 
,,n':f Beatie, J•1hn lennon, ur ~llowrng ~:J rem:i') wrll'!irr t·l': bJ'HH:~rr~$ 11· t.'le United St.::t•H . 

. '!!! r.~c.,nued t~e .,.,.;.,~,strt•rtr~.HI:ll! v ·'~ r~ Jlr:qr:no' .I ·:d:l•l I'+'"'·~··'··,.,,,., r~-f' l~t~11 w ·rl:i,;1 ,,f thl! A•Tl'Hi~an svstern 

~ f j.:str ·e. 
·::~ ,;hall:;~n~e the horHH'IWie Gerald·~. ~or,•, Pr~si'den! •!I ~'hJ <Jnrifui ~Ltf!t 'The Scr.~rt.HY ,·,f St~te '· Thfl Se.:ertary of Interior, 
.:1.1 tk!! 11.5. Supreme Court to show;a;;sf' w::y the <trTIIHt :M, P'lO:'I~ ~~'I" r,een ct~:1red thr. ri'lht 10 dc:<:•l!-:! the diS!lO$ttion of 

hn lpnflon 
··; .. c~allehqe thl! :'ltU~ ( H<!arst P .:,1,:. t1 ·n, ~!r;:;91t Arrow P·wlts:-,.,r~. ,1 ' •• , ~·:t. to show ,;ause why it :ra$ contiuned to ingnore 

· 'IS mis1:nrtt•' ;~ '' i JH!ce and t~ll JW il'lo~ .rw1~ ,;')'mist !h<~ 1\r;l~n-;J;'l P~r, ·I~ ti'l qo unnnsw"'nn: . 
·,• .' .h~llangjj t~oe disc io~k'!l'fS ot r:1e :ntt~c! ~t~·. s to CXf'IOsr. iqs Poi··Hi-_JI m.1v'' a11anist the musi:: atu, 

•~!~ .:~'ll"r)91.1 th·) p~O'll~ of t~e Unit-~tl Stit'!S ,,, Amrm;:;a to ~l(crcov· •h•1•r 'H,,:..: nan electiun and t'J .:onmler the evidence fairly. 
·.•? 11 nt alh•'V!<' t!'l•• sim:..~l~, \•·,so tl'l~\, t·l·ln ~s (.1"11'1 !,'il!lC!r\ .(<Jo•!, w·: I;"_ Now :1er" Man. 

C. J, L, 

·~"·iJ~·T.'\qy t'I!1~1ATI()tJ AR£: o"JON P'"!()f\f AND if,'/ nt':V}':7-\:'llr MJrl 

/0::1?0 'ft, !"ROI\10T.".:: A LA~Gl'i SCALE EfFC'lr;t Fl FREE JMlN t~NNON' 

-~-· .. td ~[g~~[g!RJ 
Of 

COMMITTEE to FREE JOHN UN NON 
TC SHOW CAUSE: Why the Amerkans people 
hav~ ~<;en •iente-l t:te riqht to dllCirle 

Jotin lent,ono; dProoratio.n by the U.S. Gov. 

Nam~:::::::::::::~:::::::::::::::::t Ad\lto~~ _______ , 

C::itv ------:=;s~':"~';::.~z~;·: ·:;-:;-:;-:-:f-1 
S irma tim~ 
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1tii""'_, J A.CK ANDERS(;:,; __ y 

,'$ ~ i Beatle John Lennon 
. :~-.< 1 G t 'D. t Deal" 

.Ji 1(:" l 0 Ir y 
In a case with Watergate o1ertones, 

ex-Beatle ;;olm Lennon i~ being hustled 
out of the tinited States on a six-year-old 
h a s h i s h charge while more than a 
hundred aliens with similar or worse 
drug records remain. 

The simrer-composer's major problem 
does not appear trJ be his J96U gwlty 
plea in Enaland to unwitUng possesswn 
ol a small ~mount of "hash," Rather. lus 
offense seems to be outspoken opposition 
to the Vietu&m \\'C\r and false rumors 
that he was going to lead a demonstra· 
tion agaiml Richard Nixon at the 1972 
GOP conveHtion. 

We bav•o learned that Lennon's s~!·i· 
ous troubles with the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service. a branch of the 

. Justice DepDl'tment. hegan after Sen. 
Strom Thurmond, R·S.C., began to !md 
him troublesome. 

In early 1972. Thurmond wrote a note 
about Lennon's aciivities to !tis friend, 
then Attv. Gen. John Mitchell. The can
tankerot\s but candid Thurmond conceded 
to us he wrote to Mitchell but explained 
it was an "informational" ietteJ' about 
Lennon. not one calling for action. 

Nevertheless. action swiflll' followed 
the letter. Leon Wildes. Lenno'n's lawyer 
and former p:·esident nf lhe prestigious 
Association of Immigration ~nd ]';ational
ity Lawyers, told us: 

''! intend to pro\'e the Jetter resulted 
in instructions b theu District Director 
Sol Marks (of Immigration ht New York\ 
to disregard Lennon's other equities and 
to scuttle any applications he might file 
untll after Ire had bee~ deported." 

The record in•.leed shows that 11ithin 
days of T'lttrmond's letter, a stay for 
Lennon \'.'Js revoked and strict deporta
timl pi·o,.:ceclinus began. 

Other l'tJcords at Immigration shew 

/
./ 

', ·. 

' 
' 

that more than 100 aliens with dr•Jg 
records have. unlike Lennon, been grant· 
ed "non-priority decisions" which p0nnit 
them to stay in the United Slates indefi
nitely. 

Our investigation turned up aliens not 
only with heroin and mari,iuana cvn\'ic
tions. but rape. murder. robbery. burgla
ry. auto tl1eft, perjury and el'en bigamy. 
All have been allowed to stay in thr 
United States for "humanitarian" rea
sons. 

ln one case, an alien had six diiferent 
conl'ictions, including drug violation anc 
rape and seven other arrests, Another 
was described in lnuni gration fiies a' 
one of "the largest suppliers of mari· 
juana and narcotics" in his are~. At one 
time. an alien himself admitted to '' 
"heroin habit costing ~0 a day.'' 

Compared t0 these, Lennon loo;;; like 
a choir boy, 

Unlike many other foreign stars v:ho 
make big money in the. l!nited Slates 
and run, Lennon has begged for Jienms
sion to remaiu here. His musical enter· 
prises have generated some ~50 miilion 
worth of business and brought t:nlol~ tac: 
revenues to local, state and federal 
collectors. 

The I e g end a r v singing star ha> 
summed ~Ill his fee!it!gs about the immi, 
gration mess and his love lor the Untte<' 
States this way: 

", .. Nobody came to bug us. hu.iile 
us or shove us, so we decided to Jmke 
(the U.S.) our home. if the Man Wol'ls 
to shove us out, we gonna jump and 
shout, 'The Statue o( L i b e r t y s~iu, 
'com.eF" 

.Footnote: A spokesman for hnllligra
tion cl:ief Lem:a,·d Chapman sDid the 
Lennon case is being handled ir: a "rott· 
tine way." Hetired D i s t r i c t Di,·ector 
Marks decllned comment. , 

• 
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ROBE>;,.T TAFT, JR. 

,.· ..... ~0 

. ' 

September 12, 1974 

The Honorable 
L. F. Chapman 
Canmissioner 
immigration and Naturalization Service 
Department of Justice · 
Washington, D. C. 

Dear Mr. Chapman: 

Enclosed Is an explanatory letter fran I I 
pertaining to the case of Mr. John Lenn'"~'"''· _______ ...,. 

I would welcome your canments and any information which would 
be helpful In formulating an appropriate· response. 



Mr. James F. Greene 
Acting commissioner 

Septelllber 12, 1974 

nai9ration and Ratural.ization Servioe 
119 D Street, H. E. 
washington, D. c. 2053E' 

Dear Mr. Greenea 

Enclosed is a petition which I recently received from 
Mr. Richard r.. Lauano R~Jardirl9 the deportation of 
John lAMOn. 

With kindest r&~J&rds, 

t.Wacr 

Enclosure 

----------------

sincerely, 

Lowell Weicker, Jr. 
Uftited States Senator 
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~ 

Date 

/d /;-/Jti CENTRAL OFFKE ROUTING SHEET 
-·----------- - - - • 

I I TION & !; IRA! IZHION SFRVICr 

Rouri'O~ ... OPR 1---!l.HE Initial~ ADDRESSEES 
FROM A J·p~ ~ ~~~~4 Order Cud(' 

._ __ 
IN OUT 

~ 

COMMISSIONER 
TO-, 

Ex(•cutive Assistant ~ -~- 1------ - - -- --- ---- --- --------------------
General Counsel SUBJECT 

-------- --- .. --· .... -- --
PubUc Information Officer 

DEPUTY COMMISSIONER 

---1---f-
Exec, Asst. Depury Comm. 

Director, F ietd Inspections 
--·- f-

P~"h Director, Inte lligenc(' -------
Dire1:tor, Internal love stigations 

ASL'C.DEP.COHH.PLAN.& EVAL ~ 

AS3X. C0/111. ENFORCEHENT 

i ' Asst. Comm. Border Patrol 

I ..IL Jo!-v l c I l J Iii u Asst. Cotnm. Det .. &: Deport. 
.. 

l 
I Asst. Comm. Investigations 

j A&'liC. C0/111. EXA/1/NA T/ONS 

Asst, Comm.. Adjudications 

Asst. Comm. Inspections 

A&'llC. COHH.HANAGEHENT ~~~.~ 
Asst. Comm. Administration se numbers to show order of utin g 

Asst. Comm. Naturalization OPERATION (ODE 

. . .... X-ORIGINATING OFFICE J-5tGNATURE 

Asst. Comm. Personnel A-APPROVAL J-SEE ME 
B-cONCURRENCE K-AS ~EQUJl:STED 

C-COMMENT L-FOR YOUR INFO 
·-~~ - D-NECESSARY ACTION M-PER TELECON 

E-NOTE & RETURN 

F-NOTE & FILE 
G-CALL ME Ext, 

H-PREPARE REPLY FOR SIGNATURE OF: 

Other 

' 

REMARKS 

(Continue Comments on Reverse) 

FINAL DISPOSITION ACTION COMPLETED BY: NO ACTION REQUIRED BY; 

(Must be completed before return to flles) D LE'I"TER 0 MESSAGE O OTHER 0 

I FORM CO 275 (REV. 5- !7 • 74) 
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I 

CO 893. Z-C 

I have your letter, wil:h attachment, to the Attorney General 
regardin& the deportation matter of John Lennon. 

On July 10, 197 4, the Board of Immigration Appeal• dismiued 
Mr. Lennon's appeal and granted him 60 daya from the date of that deci
sion in which to depart volw11tarily from the United Statea. However, on 
September 6, 1974, a petiti•)n to review Mr. Lennon's deportation order 
was fUed in the United Statu Court of Appeal• in New York, The petition 
for review etay• Mr. LeDJlCl,n'e deportation pending determination of the 
petition by that Court. 

Your •tatement that Mr. Lennon'• deportation was precipitated by 
"purely partiaan and ideolo1;&ic:al motivn" is simply not true. Mr. Lennon's 
case was referred for a deportation hearing bec:auae it wu found that be 
had violated the nonimmtgu.nt statue under which he was admitted and 
thus became one of the thou.aande of cases that are referred for deporta
tion hearings every year. 

ln Fiscal Year 1974, thia Service deported 18, 8Z4 aliena to all parte 
of the world, while another 718, 740 were required to depart without the 
iuuance of formal deportal;ion orders. I think you will asree, from the 
number of aliens removed, ae indicated above, that this Service hae little 
time to single out any alien for arbitrary treatment u you allege. 

Thank you for your interest in thia matter. 

Sincerely, 

Carl J. Wack, Jr. 

/ 
Acting O.puty Commiuioner 

I CC: co Z43. 129-C 

CC: Commissioner's Reading File 

ENF:HB:dg 
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Orf~Cii OF THE COMMISSIONER 

Dear Mr. Forsythe: 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF' JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATIO•N AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536 

AUG 2 G 1S74 

co 703. 1060 

I have your letter of August 8, 1974, with enclosed correspondence 
(b)(6) froml I regarding the deportation matter of John Lennon. 

Mr. Lennon entered the United States as a visitor in August 1971 
and was authorized to remain until February Z9, 1972, As a result of 
his failure to honor that depa1·ture date, he was informed that he was 
expected to depart by 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 than permitted. The immi
gration judge granted Mr. Lennon 60 days in which to depart voluntarily 
from the United States in lieu of deportation. He appealed the immigra
tion 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. 

Mr. Lennon is guaranteed and indeed has received the same constitu
tional rights of 11 due process" and "equal protection under the law" as would 
any other i>lien 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. 

Honorable Edwin B. Forsythe 
House of Representatives 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

F. Chapma , Jr. 
Commissioner 
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' .' \ c:Onlirell of tf)t &nittb 6tattl 

. .;Jirfillllt of 1\tptellentallbtl 

. llaJbin!llon. ru:. 

Sapt•mber 3 1974 
Immigration & Naturalization Service 
Congressional Liaison 
119 D Street, N. E. 
Washington, D. C. 20536 • 

Sir: 

~rhe attached communication 

is sent for your consideration. 

Please investigate the statements 

contained therein and forward me 

the necessary information for re-

ply, returning the enclosed corre-
~ . 

spondence with your answer. 
I 

Yours truly, 

; EliF/id ··-·-·-·-- . 

"" ..... - ~·r 

~-f~ i 

~~--1--<-,' 
• 

. . 
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. ' .. 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, O,C, 20536 

PW.. ADDII£SS REPI.Y TO 

OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER 
~D d'll TO THIS fiLf. HO. 

Mr. Lennon entered the United States as a visitor in August 
1971 and was authorized to remain until February 29, 1971.. As a 
result of his failure to honor that departure date, he was inform!!d 
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 haq remained in the United States for longer time than permitted. 
The immigration judge granted Mr. Lennon 60 days in which to 
depart voluntarily from the United States in lieu of deportation. He 
appealed the immigration judge 1 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. How
ever, on September 6, 1974, a petition to revic;;w 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 11 due process" and "equal protection under 
the law" as would any other alien or citizen of this country, and you 
may be assured that he received a fair and impartial deportation 
hearing .. 
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STROM THUPMONO, S,C::, 
JOHN 1'tiWO:R, 'TJOX, 

STI,!;,Jn" ::;v:.·.:'ICTON, \..10. 
ffo'.rl"i'f ~~. JAt.K':t'N, WA$ .... 
!';A.M •. l"'"'ltN, J .... , N.C, 
f'OV/,\<1.'".1 ', 1,4A:~IWN, P><E\', 
'r> ,.J)~J;d" J·· ~It: 1.'-ITi'il:O:, NJ.f, 
I:U>!~'i f', C'{RO, JR., VA. 
HIIROLO ;:, 1-!UCl-ti;S,I)WA' 

I"E'TtA' H. bOMINI<.•:f'! ! ·.r"'· 
r<AnRY (\(lf..OV(AT"'I 
WILLIAM It, !IAXill!,'',, 1 J ,,..._,,,, 

• \¥lL:..tAM L, tco'fl·, VA. 
.- . ' ,: 

-~CnHe~ .$mfe.s ..$~£e 
SAM NUNN, (,)-'1, ., ~· .. 

COMMITTEE: ON ARMED SERVICES 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

August 23, 1974 

Honorable Leonard F. Chapman, Jr. 
Commissioner 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
425 I Street, N. w. 
vlashington, D. C, 20536 

Dear Commissioner Chapman: 

.· 

Enclosed is a copy of a letter I received from r4r. 
Chester W. Hanson, Jr., President, Athena Enter
prises, Inc., 1515 Monroe Street, Denver, Colorado, 
with attachment, concerning the immigration status 
of Mr. John Lennon. 

I would appreciate receiving a report on the matter. 

Best regards. 

PHD:bg 
Enclosures 

Sincerely, 

Peter H. Dominick 
United States Senator 
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By AL ARONOWITZ 

r. J~'·' vonK -John was wearing 
: : •. _ !··:~. hi·_; c:h•:1Utut JJ.air gUstcninn: in 
H;.! 1t1;J !.tudi-:J- li[J&ts, big ones over 
h~~ t • .rs. Girting in u booth by himscff, 
J.-.·o:<:•~:· ::t liis :;Cssion band through a
J · ~·.- -:o:f·c·-:-;; p<!rtfticn, chang-ing on a 
! ··I ; i-'c'-ly ck:·tri~ grinning~ laughing, 
· u · ::; :r~•"-' eh;tHcriug liltc some nuu.l 

· ''"'~" who l<ccps whipping the 
, !.. -~ITrt:.:Ja.ck, kerr,aaach, kerrr

._,:. ~c~uit;g theshjt out of aU hi. pils
" '· • '.>ccr-1 be lmows perfectly well 

·i ,,. '·, ·c<:t everybody home safe. 
;-_: ;r ;r, 0.1 htiriy. 

' ' K cl'.m:r was bushed and didn "t 
~~-: 1 T_;rC.FlJiHg hints about it. Klaus 
'\/t,,v 1 ;n~.nn !}<;-.·er Joses his cool but he 

.,., ,;L.rti 1:; to pale nround the fringes. 
t. '~ ·i hopkir.s always looks like you 
"::no.;~~ t~hvl' hin.1 over but now be Was 
n . .r: iJ:Ie. Even Indian £d (Jese Davis) 
...... c.:,.rliug to droop and you know 
\ ,r,.:t :·.1t o.">. be is.lt \YmJ pneof tbe most 
c! · , '";! c l•ands ever lo put Jocker
r · )<,F :.~;.;;: iato a studio and how could 

I ; ,. ·l;; h11 enjoy playing with lhem? 
;_ ·~wJ~c Y/a:J ll:e ~as enj«;)ying it 

• Jo • h.:h. 
1 ·.-,·.;·: running them ragged. They 

i.. ~ U 1;-<.c~::H ;;oing for days; Iohn, of 
' • "' • ht.,l•.cd as bright, cheerful, fresh 
:1- ·.! .d·-rt ;J5 a tondsticker dancing on a 
.. ,. o h. :f. M,-d coachman? He was Den 
L.rs ·";lmfr,g lhc chariot race. When I 
1: r i h Hu:y were doing the s.:Venth 
;J, -e! .. ;t~!o:ml m...'ll'athon take of some 
ir ,1. • "'""tal with a tricky break. and 
t~---i~ ~--~::J lt>ft me, ol-d !art. gasping. 
.: a: :[mi over a_gnirt they did it, some-

- tlw-c:· hlowi:ng it -in the middle some
·,, -~-t ... ~ :·n-J John would just start count
;1- i r---: r._~~:!in:, ~-two--ttJree .. fuur·/1 

~, :-•ti off t~zyiJ zoom, with hardly 
·, lim!!- far a -swallow ·of .air. Pi .. 

· •:· '·'Y ;r~ a t:t!(Cy ot·- :tt Jtrast one 
;; ·.:.d t;ollcu off on. He wanlcd 

t,, ,: . ~ ctl ae:1in. rif!!It away. "two-two
':. 1:!<:-ff.Lrr."~ hut !.ihdty Yakus. the en· 
;_.·n~· r. cut in over the talkback and 
t:-1~-1 ~~~:1 f;l,·y"d have to \vait a minute 
~,' o;;u·;c .tl>ey had run out of tape and 
f· __ ·.:- ~~" ::: to change reels. . 

n/l :n~~;::h! .. John cried out, his head 
.h~J[;_i ~-- '·TV.-~rd~ tiki! the executioner 
i · "' , •· 1 p1•lkd the switch on him in the 
cf-. ·:~ rk c~.cli!'".· 

fl, l·aPrl!ooked at him 3S if he were 
, . ·:~nd of idiot. Here the sei-geant 

~J:;d :·1·,1 t-ol'l them lo take ten after a 
~H't-'1·;· __ .! f•;;---r:=d march and Mr. Banz..ail 
• t·~·r-r i I ~t:Tc b freaking out be~it.use he 
c -~·; ---!if tu get to the front and go 
,_., •• 1 :."-' inp. I thought I even .heard a 
co:q: !c of the band metnbers go, 
.. ,.,'f ... , •• Th<>y cotdd hardly lift them
:~~;- .• ~- o>JI •lf their little sound-buffered 
''- ·:·; ''iJ",H:;to&,or;tr-clchtheirJegsor 
~·""':~ __ " dgurettc. · 

:r,- -~ f:d i1nd tolil me the night be.: 
J<~i ·.! ; :tl .i,;.rltn WttS :i slavedriver ... WeU, 
!·~·-· ~-··-·;.v, John.,.s., uh, he~s a slavedriv
' r." 0 •;·adt Keltner saying thnt?Thcy 
l: .. ·i·! i~ in.thcir own ways but they 

::: i i' ,-.,; ,--, 11e pride of a gang of Mis
, ';,f,·s. To be port of the 

1 .;·_ :- t n ·-; vc to be able to keep up. 
I '· ·. ,,. "''"'d keep up the way they 
~, t.· · • ·: h:~ up. They h:-td bet;un w-o:rk 

L1 . ~:-1-ni <>nly a fnw nigJJts b,~forc. 
·;,; :1:: ! <:,'' fhi!; was fl1c J'a!'it tune. Thcv· 

John always works when he'o working 
in New York. He cume out of his glass 
cage and into the control booth.grin-· 
ning from b.!hind his shade•. I said 
hello and made a few lnme jol<es uboul 
how fast he was g.:tting the album done. 
He -.,n of joked back but his head was 

· info- the tune he wns- working on. He 
had just enough time to be polite 
with me. 

lli:ept looking· at John and thinking 
of that horrible blotch of darkne'B that 
had run in ali tlH! newspapers on)y a 
couple of days before, a horrible blotch 
of darkness wbicb was rcpr~nted to 
be .n picture of John. It had run with a 
story about the govcrnmcnt•s Jatest at~ 
tempi lo de"porl him. a riding by nn ad
ministrative law judge in the fmJnigra
tion Department,. if rm not mistaken. I 
thought nbout the horrible blotch of 
darl<ness and about how John bas been 
living under lhis threat for what must 
seem like years now. 

That's why he's rushing. l told my
self. He needs the money. He nee-ds th~ 
money lo keep fighting the case. Isn't 
that ridiculous? Look bow much we're 
charging him just to stay here. Isn't he 
an asset to· us? Jsn •t he worth more to 
us in the country than out of the courl ... 
try? Should that even be a considera- . 
tion? The fact of the matter is that John 
Lennon~s presence gives us spiritual 
warrnth, and lhars son1etbing you can~t 
measure with no price tag. They mity be 
different fac-es now .. but it was the same 
people who threw Charlie Chaplin 
out too. 

I was with my 14-year-old son, Joel, 
and we took a walk out on the Record 
Plant roof where there·s a picnic table~ 
It's always a treat to spend some lime 
on a roof in New York City. I told JoeJ 
they were deporting John. 

"'Why?'" lm n,;k~ in amazement, dis
belief. jaw drops :tnd incredulity ... \Vho 
w:.nts tor· 

. J 
i 

r 
I 
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highest-level stories rve ever been able 
to catch say that's where John's de
portation order originally carne fr(Ottt.. 
And !hey weren"t even after him, it "'"" 
Yoko they found offensive. And ~o. 
according to- the brilliant slrateJ!ic 
thinking of the type no;v m:od:> rod;l;,; 
in the presidential transcript->. llr>:y llg· 
ured if they deported J'ohn lbey"d ~ 
getting rid of Yol<o. 'The excuse:> That 
disere<!ited ol.dEnglish dopt> charge 
against Beatie John: The ace nru-1< whO 
busted him got busted hims..-lf for ov<>r
zcatousne3S:. He admitted. he pbUI<!d 
the slJit on most of his victin1s jt!st so 
he could be a hero. 

So here is John not even doing his 
number witffYoko anymore :t3 far as 
I cnn see and the bureaucratic machin
ery, set in motion ngainst ltt!T by our 
contemporary Marie Antoinetles. re
lentlessly keeps trying to nail him. br1't 
there any way to slop this idiocy:> J 
stood for a long time hung up on th"e 
unreality of the nighttime technicolor 
rooftops of New York. There"s alwair~ 
sontetbiog new to see in this citv •. s..tJt 
mine that it is. The first words f """" 
heard John say, way back at the a.,arJes• 
first JFK press conference when they 
landed here in 1964,_ u·ere that a lirUc 
lunacy is good for everybody. As long 
as l"ve known John. he's been living 
with a little lunacy. more or less. But Jte 
had to re totally crazy to want to liv .. 
in New York. 

The irony came down on m., like a 
guillotine. Here they we-re. votin-g o:n 
lhe articles of impeachment. and J'ohn 
gets another deportation onJer. Maybe 
it I<'<U the White House thai decided to 
kick John out. but now the \Vhire 
House is gelling kicked out too. Some
body will have to ask .Martha Mitchell 
about r:hi~ one. And what does ·~o~p 
Throat• ... have to say? 

•·1 t -, ;:"- H~ti. ;;i-lttf ... tuJ;u of fh~ 
.:~ t·'• t'J.,-t (~I· 4·tth Sln ... "Cf, where 

., 
· ,.;J; _witz lfa.1 p1udttrctl rccordt 
:r#--~1 u/t#>Jtl ;tih• llttl.,;,. IJU.tbJP'if 

'.v-:.kl• . .;;-.::. J ::.in:.:, ~~..: ::.v.;l -:.~5· Htia! 
<ttrcsrious in Jnhn·s c:asc~ I 1t>nked out 
nvc:r (he uniut<tJjin:.~blc skyline of the 
tnwn where John h.ad tried to ntakc llis 
lumH:. Y-tHI Ynnw. I don't have any tli
n·cl wir(:H l:n U1c \Vhih! JJou:,c. hut 1hc 

l didn't stay long at the scs~ion. It 
was nearly JAM. John an.l lit·~ hand 
went back lo \Vorfc_ Thry wr-rP. h!IVine: 

i 

d t:;.ut11:.l lt.nt:, \.t,l•ut'lalni;:.. .anti .-.:;_ Lei U u: 
f!PVt.:·mm-t.-nt explain i.t to mv sou~ Jr,t:l. 
l.ct them explain it to :dl o~r citi7-l"'n~ .. 
The questions are. ''Why? \Vho .·:!.·325 
wants to?.. r 
~.;;; • ..:...::==--

~:~:!:.. 
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NI!W YORK--On July 18th, the Jus-
1ice Department announced that it 
had ordered John Lennon to leave the 
country by September 1 O!b, after the 
f1nmigration Service denied Lennon an 

:e.'\tcnsion of his non-imntigrant visa 
·because of his guilty plea in England 
to a 1968 marijuana possession charge. 

On the same day, a Califor;,ia state 
·senate committee urged decriminaliza
tion of marijuana pOssession in the 
state~ calling it "no threat to publiG 
health, safety or morab., 

Four days later the .New York Post 
·· in an· :editorial said. .. The crime for 

which John LCoinon was convicted in 
London in 1968 would not even land 
him in a New York jail." 

· On that day a~o. FBI statistics on 
marijuana arrests m the U.S. were re
leased: 420,700 in 1973, 292,179 in 
1972; and Keith. Stroup, director of the 
National Organization for the. Reform 
of Marijuana Laws, estimated· that 26 
million AmeriCans· occasionally smoke 
marijuana. 

·· · The dry statistics and public state
ments of support - including many 
from within the show business commu
nity-nonetheless left Lennon riding a 
lonely horse. According to one of his 

. attorneys, :Steven Weinberg, his next 
step is the federal courts. uunless there 
arc orders by the court to stay that de· 

~·. cision, -Lennon is going ~o have to leave 
,~..o.the cout:ttry~:-~ .W!f:inberg said .. "But 

wherever there·· is an administrative de-
cision that. you feel is against the weight 
of evidence, you can always petition the 
federal courts to review that decision ... 

A Senate staff member (the Senate 
immigration and naturalizatiOn $Ub

committce. along with it$ House eoun .. ~ 
terpart, oversees the Immigration Serv-· 
ice) said, "He can try to get the charge 
appealed or whatever the procedure is 
in England, or something can be passed 
through Conaress which gives the at
torney general the authority to judge 
whether John Lennon or others can 
establish permanent residence in a spe
cilic case--something that allows these 

· exclusionary provisions to be waived."' 
Prospects in both of those areas are 

slim,. however, since Lennon bas tried 
before"~ unsucces.sfully, to have the Eng
lish charge dropped, and since there is 

' . no expectation of a special bill getting 
through Congress. 

"I think there should be some revi
sion of ihc law if small amounts of ' 
marijuana are involved/' snid Rep. 
Joshua Eilberg (D-Pa.), chairman of 
the House subcommittee. But he sug
gested that no action has been taken 
because "for the past two years we have 
been totally occupied by the confirma
tion of the vlce-presiden! and the im
peachment inquiry ... The subcommit
tees are under their respective houses' 
judiciary committees. 

A Senate subcommittee stan inem
ber said, •"The reason excluSionary biUs 
have not gotten out of committee in the 
Senate is because of the objections- of 
the cha:irma.n} .. ~he chairman, Sen. 
James 0. Ea.•tland (D-Miss.), said. 
wh~~.., n~ked about the Lennon case. 
· .. ,Viu.J1.\W. .. hJ.t7.:: don"f know what vou 
arc talking about. u · 1 

The .rnujority of staffers. contnctcd I' 
l><:~icvc that ·their employers (the com-

•··· C:<mllm*<'tl 011 Pag .. Z7 
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Lenncn.'s OptroQ 
Continued /rom page 19 

mittee members) oppose any change in 
the laws affecting drug offenders who 
$Cek resident status, although those 
same committee members would never 
say so publicly. 

Whether any legal prospect is open 
to Lennon, though, is questionable. 
Two Senate staff members spoke of the 
Byzantine workings of the Washington 
mind. "Lennon has get enough money 
to keep appealing this thing forever," 
one said, "and that's what they11 Jet 
him do." The other: ")f he'd just hire 
Edward Bennett Williams then be could 
do whatever he wants." 

Coll1L1UrJffients: 
LetHiimBe 
RINGO STAnn: Don't you think it"s 
time to end all this silliness and give 
John his visa? Beca~JQ he's one of th..., 
grcat~st of our tiine and your time.~~ 
Amer~ca should be proud that John..! 
wants to· live here. .. · 

LOU ADLER: History will reflect on the 
life· of the incredibly tahinted John Len
non. His contributions will be remem
bered, and felt, long after the rule and 
rule makers that cause us to defend his 
right to choose where he wished to live 
and create, will have disappeared and 
been forgotten. . 

DAVID GIEFFEN: I tMnk it's so moronic. 
He's certainly not undesirable. To me. · 
it makes no sense; it•s sad 3nd· tragic. 
The political system in America is in 
such complete disarray, this is jUst an
other kind of ridiculousness. Lennon is 
certainly more desirable than Nixon. 

~ICI!AnD PEnnY: The times are strange 
rndeed when an antiquated Jaw can 
f~>rce a man lo leave this country, par-: 
tlculnrly when that man has contrib
uted so vitally to our culture. It is to our 
credit that John Lennon has chosen to 
live in this country. Most important, 
he's one of the few people who really 
understands and loves the essence of 
rock & roll. 

CLJV£ DAVIS: This country was found
ed by free-thinking great minds, but 
the breed is a diminishing one. We 
should be thankful that Lennon wants 
to make these shores his home. Since 
his spirit will always Jive with us, it•s 
really poi~tless to .banish its physical 
manrfcstatton. 

ART GiiRFUNKEL: If John Lennon is 
dep~'!ed, I'm leaving too .•• with my 
musrcmns ... and my marijuana .•. 

YOKO ONO! I'm very saddened 'by the 
news. John's lawyer is now preparing 
to appeal to a higher cobrt and I hope 
that will work. John is a very line per- . 
son as well as a very talented musician 
:'-nrl a soilgwriter. His- music bas given 
JOY to many people in this country. I · 
still believe in the American justice and 
hope th~t h~ will M nllowed to stay in 
the counlry he iuvcs ~o much.. \Vc 
shoulu pray and think positively. I 
personally think John should buy a 
hou~c here with nn anchor. 
--.:...::--

·< 
~'1-:"l:-';-;'c:: ~·- , .. 
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RE: Attached communication from 

Ll _____ ,.lre: John Lennon. 

Respectfully referred to: 

I&N 
Congressional Liaison 
Washington, D, c. 

Because of the desire of this office to be 
I responsive to all inquiries and ~ommunioations, 

your consideration of the attached is . ' 
requested, Your findings and views, in 
duplicate form, along with return ot the 
enclosure, will be appreciated by 

Claiborne Pell 
Uou-•••••••••oooooo•••••••••••••••••••••••*•••••••••oooooooo~o 

lon u.s.s. 

Form ;¥2 
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Respectfully referred to: 

INS 

eecause of the desire of this office to be 

responsive to all inquiries and communications, 

your consideration of the attached is 

requested. Your findings and views, in 

duplicate form, along with return of the 

enclosure, will be appreciated by 

u.s.s. 

Form #2 

,. 
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L 
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Respectfully referred to: 

INS 

' Because of the desire of this office to be 
responsive to all inquiries and communications, 

your consideration of the attached is 
requested. Your findings and views, in 

duplicate form, along with return of the 

enclosure, will be appreciated by 

u.s.s. 

Form #2 
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August 12, 1974 

Respectfully referred to: 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 

Because of the desire of this offi~e to be 
responsive to all inquiries and communications, . ' 
your consideration of the attached is 
requested. Your findings ar1d views, in 
duplicate form, along with return of the 
enclosure, will be appreciated by 

\ 
'-, ························································~···--·· --. ..... ...._ _____ ... JJ..s.s; 

Form #2 
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~t 14, 1974 

Respectfully referret ttl 

Immigration & Naturall .. tlon 
119 0 Street, N.E. 
Washington, D.C. 20536 

Because of the desire of this 1ettU. llA lit 

responsive to all inquiries ant 1 !nil n:~ieations, 

your consideration of the attached is 
requested. Your findings and views, in 
duplicate form, along with return or the 
enclosure, will be appreciated by 

Form #2 

• 

~~ .. d. ... k--;l;;:_ 
u.s.s. 

lloy entsen 
Attention Tanya Hart 

• 
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I 
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M~YIN:mc-.ILL..t . ~ ,f""'ro- ~ .. 

.. ...- ~ntMA.N ' 

CHITWOL.IPIC1.D,CAU,, . ',.... ~ :~.· .• '.i...,., "'''. 
.tOHH vwNG, n:x. · 
'riJrfO 1110/CALI(I, WYO, , (' 0. 

;(; , Jl I,.?-/ <:2_. 
,_ CY~) Cf..:; ~ •. ........ •·•·• ~ VICE CMA!fii:MAN 

~ ; HINIIV M, JACKSON, WAIH, 
.,.....,.,, I1'UAffr IYfiiiNO"'''N. MO. 

=~~~==~~r· . . r .~nitre~£( of tbt ltnittb 6tates 
DRYAI.HANS.IN,IDAHQ· ,, ' ' "', -~·-...~ 

"~•nn.r, Ntv, 
.108EJIH Jilt, MONTOYA, N, MIX. 
GJ:O~QI D. AIKEN, V'l', 
WAL.LACB:P', IINNETT, UTAH 
Pl'fiiUt H, DOMINICK, COi.O, 
MDWMD H.llNCKR, Jft.,TDIN. ......... LUJAN,JO.,H,M<X, . ,, I JOINT COMMITTEE ON ATOMIC ENERGY 

I:OWARD J,IIAUIIft, IXICUTIVI i'~' 

I 

I \ "''; .. ..,.· 
',.w( \\.:~~~,.. ' 

,• ., ~. 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

General Leonard F. Chapman 
Commissioner 

August 19, 1974 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
425 I Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20536 

Dear Commissioner: 

I am enclosing correspondence from a youns constituept. 

I 
Could you please advise me of the status of the John Lennon 
case and the official position of the Immigration and Naturaliza
tion Service with respect to his deportation. 

With best wishes, I am 

JOP:mtl 
Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

John 0. Pastore 
United States Senator 

AUG 3 0 
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HOUSE OF REP.RISSENTATIVES, U.S. 
. . WASHINGTO.NrJ C. 

··' a .. 
''"" t; r":l, I.' • I -.I 

' ~ 'l f, ', ', _·, 1 ' ... 

. {!.!J~~~(.2.Q ... ~ i .. ·.: ...... , 19 .. H .. 
·-"''! , •• "- ,• 

• \ 'J .... ,-•' (\ 
. , ; ' ~I c: '·, , 

Immiqratiori and Naturalizatior. 
Service 

Office of Leq. Liaison 
Washinqton, D.C. 

The attached communication is sub
mitted for your consideration, and to ask 
that the request m~de therein be complied 
with, if possible. 

If you will advise me of your action in 
this matter and have the letter returned to 

' me with your reply, I will appreciate it. 

\ 

...................... ' .......... . 
27th of Californla M.C. 

. .. ...... , ................. District. 

-



Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

co····· 
... II Flat T IJI 

I ... J11U1 llf'ltf al J 11 It 16, 1114 •1 M• till ............. 
•- "' Jflr. ,..... ! 1 Ila 

Mr. IIFIU llttutj lilt ..... Sur .... a .... t.a '1811t, 1111 
allll .......... • rrt 111ft -lltiuurq •· lm. At • nalt al 
JU ............. dlilt Atf.l"lUM dllt, .... Ill tl tlitlt Ill .. 
Jllttn• til I Jlrt lir 1fln1a U, tf11, ... t~~~e•a- tilt...., ..W 
ll!lildt it dlt itAttlltl• ttl: 'II tal ... fll I b L .... • 

U,.ldt IUIJIUI til ....... a 111 IIDIIII•IIIIirlltiWI llla.l _. 
AI 1 ft ILII ............ - Jfr. litE t·- 'I Ill till a tiM 1ltJ. .......................... ,., ............... ,.. • • ................... *· h ......... _., ... lllllt .... ..,..,,.,... ............... u... ... ......... .. ..... ... 
till t f&PitfW ...... tUltiiW e. ....... Cll 1 7S 118 4 1J 111. 

Oa JUr It, lf14, tllllt ..... Cll' 11 ttlill 'llllh •r 'tlld 
•• 1 •• Q&llf ... pllllll ....... , __ ....... 
........ U. 1llldG tit I I II\ WI !t1Jd., fiW dlt 'lllllltl llrtte . 

.. ...,,.. • Jlllllllll' t1 u '" • • • .., •• a ..a.teu••._.,.. • 
HI'. 1 I , ,_ ... ..,....._ tMt I II •• IIUI• Ill tlf t1lil 
t 11 ttiM ... IUlll Ill*' 4111l. jl'tld&l lstlw _,a ff.Ml ..... Ill 
ltJIIIl?t•.., III ftiM wldtllt 8 a u.- fiW dtl flit .,_ dJI ft-.1 .. , .. , , ......... 

lfr, I• a 1t q pn 8 td ..a t lu• IIU ........ dlt ,_ 111111l• 
tltlnU fltltU 4 "M ,., u•u• ..a.._.., Jlrllll u.a. _, Ql ...,.. 
...... .., .............. ,_ till ....... ., .... ,. ., .. 
... Ill t111R lit ....... l faU ... t ilfltClll .11£$1 dill ........ 

'flllall .,.. - ,.. .......... dlh ·-· 

11111 T I utra. ..... V. '-ar 
'WI f tilt- IlLite 
.. 81&111, I. C. ABO 

' ' .. 

hr/1 
0" / 

L. r. ,.., •· h. 
Ct 1 .. 111111 

•!-G CC: CO 243. t29-C 
cc: eommlss oner•s Reading File 
ENF:HB:me 

1346 



-,, 
... , . ;~" " JAMU o. IAI'I'LAND, •n11., ow..( J 1 ·-. 
,.... ..... L. MCQ,JD.l,AN. ARK, ROMAN 1., HfiiUSK.\~ 
'- U.M J, QYIN, ,JJt,, N.C. HIMM 1... PQNI;, HAWAII · . ., •• v 

............. A. HART, M~ HUt1M teon', No. 
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COMMilTD ON THI JUOICIAAY'r 1 i ! i ~ ·':'. \ 
; ; ; ~ ' ,, ~ 1 

WAIHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

Aup;ust 16, 1974 

Congressional Liaison 
Immigration and naturalization Service 
~~ashington, D.C. 

Re: John Lennon 

Ladies and Gentlemen: 

•• "-'' < 

p:· 'l: 19 
I !• " ,. 

I have been contacted bv several constituent~ 
concerned about the imminent deportation of John Lennon, 
the British entertainer. I would apPreciate your 
brief summary of the background and reasons of his 
deportation, as well as any appeal alternatives still 
open to him. 

Please send this information as ouickly as possible 
to the attention of Joanne Parsons f my staff. 

Thank you verv much for y 'deration of this 
case •. \ 

J N V. TUNNEY 
U ited States Senator 

JVT :jp 
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UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 
IOVtamtN DISTRIO'I' OP NEW YORK 

Ullft'ID 11'1'4'1'1!18 COUliTJlOUSJI 
fOIZf IIQUAIIII 

N.1W YORK. N. T. 10007 

RECEIVED 

[J,ij(i 1 ~; 1974 

Qleneral Counsel 

Sol Isenstein, Esq. 
Office of the General Counsel 
lmmigr~ttQn and Naturalization Service 
119' ''l'l" Street, N.E. 
Washington, D. c., 20536. 

~l•tt John- Winaton Ono Lennon v. Richardson 
73 Civ. 4470 (RO) 

lbur ref.: CO2. 12-C 

Dear Mr. Isenstein: 

Attached hereto is a self·explatu!ttory letter 
·-uom-the-at:torney for the plaintiff in the above-entitled 

________ ........Ktion •.. Although some oi the infonnation sought may have 
previously been supplied to the plaintiff, please furnish 

.. ..the.~unders:l.gned with· the appropriate responses to the 
questions contained therein in order that we may respond 
to this inquiry. If there are any doubts or questions 
arising from the plaintiff~ s letter, please contact the 
undersigned and we will be happy to di#icuss the Govern-

-Milt's position. 

lbur courtesy and c.oaparatil:ln.,ar.e .. greatly .ap• 
~eciated. · 

Encl: 

Very truly yours, 

PAUL J. CORBAN 
United States Attorney 

By: Q,3¢< '? If? a '"'4" 
JOSEPH "P. MARRO 
Assistant United States Attorney 
Telephone (2~2) 264-6588 

1348 



' ' . ' 

A'I'T<INNE\' AT LAW 

SIS~d
~ ~-' ..-Y!Y. ttJtJ.I.I 

''''l ~~- .. , •.. ''!"'~·· /~ 
, ~ •· .. '~' , • o· . , . . . I 

C'~BLa AI)DAEIS 
..... Ol!IWIL0£11." ~. v. 

United States Attorney 
Southern District of New York 
United States court House 
Foley Square 
New York, N.Y. 10007 

July 12, 19,4 

Att: Joseph P. Marro, Assistant u.s. Attorney 

.. · , 
·~ ......... 

I I 
./ 

Re: John Winston ono Lennon v. Elliot Richardson et al 
73 Civ. 4476 (RO) 

Dear Mr. Marro, 

I refer to your letter of June 13, 1974 in the above 
case, in which you informed me that you were forwarding 
all of the decisions (1,863) to approved non-priority 
cases to my office. This will confirm our telephone 
conversation soon thereafter that the package received 
by my office contained only about 540 decisions. On 
auiJ· lOth however, you advised me by telephone that the 
remaining decisions were being mailed to me. 

Further confirming our c•nversation of July lOth, you 
agreed to attempt to furnish all information to which we 
are entitled in this case and I agreed to write to you 
specifying in a general way the additional information 
needed. The following dat~, ~n addition to the missing 
deoisions is needed: • · 

1. Proof that the decisions being furnished 
by you constitute all existing decisions 
throughout the United States of approved 
non•priority cases and that the records 
furnished are accurate. 

2. Proof that there ar~no other similar 
,. , . ·· · categories, programs or procedures 

·n·;--:.~1 7•,t,· , .. ·.:.. '· • .. . ..~.~ ... ' ; '', ·, .. · 
.. . . ..... ~· 

' ·• 
'• 

. I 
. i 
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whereby deportable aliens are permitted 
to remain in the United States for extended 
periods of time for any reason whatsoever 
other than the non-priority category ~ 

(e.g. "Special Projects": indefinite 
voluntary departure, etc.). 

3. The procedures and practices followed in 
the non-priority and under any other 
similar program by which determination• 
are made to permit deportable aliens to 
remain in this country: the operating 
practices rules, procedures and practices 

. --- ------oririy persons or bOdies making SI.'.Ch ~ 

-- ---· - =t==~n;:;~::~: . !!t~=e=i:~~e!i ~;e~ther ·. ---- ---
records of their deliberations ~re taken. . 

4. The standards or criteria for decisions 
to permit deportable aliens to remain 
whether rules, procedures, practices or 

--minutes are kept: if in writing, copies 
are respectfully requested. 

S. Records of cases rejected or denied at any 
level of the decision-making process. 

6. The method of classifying, filing\and record
keeping with resp~ct to approved a~d denied 
cases. 

7. The procedure followed for periodic review 
of approved and denied cases. 

I have found a number of decisions to be pertinent to.our 
inquiry and I take the opportunity to attach·a copy of one 
of the decisions, a young man from Trinidad residing in 
Hew York, to illustrate the point that the use of these 
decisions in my appeal of the Lennon deportation case is 
most urgent. 

(continued) 
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If the information specified above can be furnished 
promptly without the necessity of deposing witness~s, 
we have agreed that such procedure wou~be preferab~le. 
However, since this action is statutorily entitled 
to prompt disposition I would appreciate hearing from 
you as soon as possible as to what additional 
information can be made available. 

cc. Honorable Richard OWen 
united States District Judge 
.united States court House 
Foley Square 
Hew York, N.Y. 10007 
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Viet Aide Affinns 
Jack. Audenon 
and Les Whltten 

THE WASHINGTON POST Thun.Uy, Aug. 29,1974 F·7····,, 
i .,,,, 

other arrestS. 
described in immilll'&tj.On 
as one of "the largest;~ , 

of marijuana and na~ 
his area. At one time; lin' 

ad)llitted to ·,; · 
•••• N ••• I"h•eroiin habit costing $80 a Cia)':".~ 

Compared to these, Len~Wli'' 
like a choir boy. , • •• 

Unlike many other foreiP,. 
who make big moneyinll<e'

States and run1 Lenn:un~-.~ 
for permission toz&r,:! 
His musical enter«'.• 
generated some$» 

~~:~;r:; ~~~~~·~~t worth of business· and ~ 
] untold tax revenues to -~ 

eqloi-,110<,.1, state and federal collec-. '·• 

The singing star has summed'' 
his feelings about the imnrt:•:.o 

mess and hislovefortbe· · 
States this way: • · · 
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SAVE30.00 STORAGE SHED 
I S8.89 1 0'>:7' 

• 

;.,:,,;,J; -,r,¥/' ·,!'.uJ:., :,~,.,,_, :',;, 
• ll''SI,'IJ\ '''),; •) ~· .ft!.:,.,,- !,, '•"'·, 

162.49 10'x!O'STORAGESHED#WES1010.. . .. $132.49 

. 'PAINT SUPPLY DISCOUNTS · 

GLIDDEN PAINT SALE · · 

4.59 ~ FAST & EASY 

wl1P$379 
D ~ INT 

;,sMASON!TE 

CRESTWJi,U 
RUSSET 

$598 

~ 

9.118 WAl·Lin 

TREASUREWOOD 
CAROLINA 

$838 
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TELEVISION 
Dwight Newton 

International 
---,;:;;"':;;> }-"'/ , v a; tit 1- -
cartoon time 
Ingenious J·ean Marsh, creator of "Upstairs, Down· 

stairs" and portrayer of Rose, the program',s ever popular 
parlor maid, soon will be doubling as tbe Alistair Cooke of 
the animated cartoon set. 

Mi~ Marsh will be 
fetched from Britain to San 
Francisco to perform as 
hostess for "International 
Animation Festival," a new 
series that KQED, Channel 
9, has sold fotr distribution 
on the PBA network be2in
ning March 4. 

The executive producer is 
Sheldon Renan of the Pacific 
Film Archive, UC-Berkeley. 
Renan and the Archive are 
emerging as towering new 
factors in Channel 9''5 fiscal 
future. 

Another forthcoming Pa
cific F'ilm Archive project 
produced through KQED is 

JEAN MARSH "The Japanese F'ilm" serie5 
Animation Hostess hosted by fomer Ambassa· 

dor Edwin 0. Reischauer 
and scheduled for the PBS 

network beginning January 9. 

The selling of any network series spells extra produc
tion money in the kitty m.d heaven knows KQED can al
ways use money for a kitty. The station last year did not 
place a single substantial series. 

The big PBS series attractions - "Masterpiece Thea
ter," "Hollywood Television Theater," "Washington Week 
in Review," "Sesame Street," etc. -rolled out of Boston, 
Los A.nig!!les, Washington, D.C., New York and other pro
duction centers. KQED general manager Willlam E;. Oster
haus submitted 11 netwotrk series i~as for next season. He 
sold three for a batting average of .272. Not bad for a 
production team that last season struck out . 

• 
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Tues., Aug. 6, 1974 -1:1 j!!,J.i:<ttminer-Page48 

Stocks spurt on 
chance of early 
zmpeachment 
AssoCiated Press 

NEW YORK - The stock market took a Sipectacnlar 
upward jump today, impelled by what brokers described as 
hopes for an early resolution of the impeachment issue. 

In the first hal! hour of trading the Dow Jones average 
of 00 industrials was up 25.82 points at 786.22. It was one of 
ts biggest half hour gains ever. 

The biggest gain ever recorded by the Dow for a full 
ttalf·hour session was 32.93 points on Aug. 1~, H171, after 
Presicrent Nixon announced a sweeping series of economjc 
measurM, including a wage-price freeze and a devaluation 
•f t!he dollar. 

Gainers led losers in to. 
1ay's trading on the New 
x ork Stock Exchange by a 
~ne·sided 7-1 margin. 

Turnover was very active. 
Brokers said today's rally 

.vas spurred by a series of 
1evelopments that seemed 
to increase the likelihood of 
a speeding . . up in th~ 
?rocess of determining Nix· 
on's future in office. 

The first, they said, wa! 
the call for Nixon's resigna. 
ion yesterday by Sen. Rob· 
ert P. Griffin. the second 
ranking Republican in the 
~en ate. 

That was followed after 
he close yesterday by a 
statement from Nixon an· 
1ounc!ng the release of tran· 
.cripts of three CQnversa· 
loTh~ which he said "may 
'urther damage my case." 

Newspapers across the 
ount.:ry lePOrted tl,i< "''""· 

peachment issue was wan· 
ing. 

Brokers said a key point 
in investors' minds was the 
hope of stabilizing the coun· 
try's political situation so 
that economic problem~ 
such as inflation and high in· 
terest rates could be given 
first priority in Washington. 

''More and more people 
have been coming to the be· 
lief that as long as the im· 
peachment situation go e s 
along, the economic prob· 
!ems we have would be ne. 
glected in Washington," said 
Alan C. Poole at Laidlaw· 
Coggeshall lnc. · 

Typical of the sharp gains 
In many individual Issues 
were Halliburton's 3314 rise 
to 136; DuPont's 2'h·point 
gain to 153, and Eastman 
Kodak's 3% jump to 90'h. 
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John Lennon f ~ / 1, 7 f/-

John Lennon 
to fight U.S. order 

Washington . 
Entertainer John Lennon - a 

member of the now-disbanded Beatles 
rock group - plans to fight a 
government order to leave the United 
States bv Sept. 10 or face deportation. 

The Board of Immigration Appeals 
disclosed Wednesday it has dismissed 
Mr. Lennon's petition to delay its 
decision until the conclusion of 
pending lawsuits fighting deportation. 

Mr. Lennon was ordered out of the 
country last year by a federal 
immigration judge because of a 
conviction in Great Britain in 1968 for 
-ossession ol mariu na. --
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j,.l ......... ,,., ............. c;,,."'"'.,...., ,..,,n,, 
for Sanatorium for Christian Scientists 
in Los Angeles, Calif. 5·day week. 
Good salary, retlremer<t 'lllan. Exp. 1m 
electricity & ptumbtng needed. Call Ad
mmistt~tor. (213) 2.21~9174. 

CHRISTIA~ SCIENCE NURSES 
Sunland Home Sanatorium 10 Southern 

baths. slate 
$91,500-8-1 
ily room, 4 , 
acres wood( 
RENTAL-F• 
Suitable to 
S350tmontn 

JUS7 
MAl 

California's finest climate, has imme· WILLC'. 
diate need tor Christian Science Grad-
uate & Pr~tical Nurses. Retirement 312 W.t 
Plan LOlling atmosphere. Write or call W~~~ 
(714) 582-3179 SUNLAND HDME. 4135 Uhou' 
54th Place, San Diego, CA 92105. 1::=== 

COMPANION/HOUSEKEEPER 
For acti11e elderly woman in North 
Shore suburb. Live-In, own room in 
family home. Onvers license helpful but 
not necessary. Salary arranged Refs. 
Call M,. Hill, (617) 356-2626 (Mass.). 

RESIDENT AT DAYSTAA HOME, 
Needham, Mass. urgently needs 
woman for part-time continuing aid. 
Call af1er 5 p.m. Mr, Haskins collect 1 
(617) 775-0573 -······-----~ 
HOUSEPARENT FOR ASHER HOUSE 
at U. of Te)l;aS, Austin. Must be class
taught Christian Scientist. Job involves 
being a 1riend to 6-8 university-age 
Christian Scientists. cooking, some 
housekeepmg, paying bills and other
Wise caring tor house needs, Start mid
Augul'lt. Write tor application to Asher 
Student Foundation, 620 Abbott Road, 
East Lansing, Michigan 48823. 

LIVE WHERE YOU WORK - N~ 
commuting. Permanent posrtions offer
ing good pay & ample fringe benefits, 
assistrng in the nursing dept Age not a 
factor. CaU or wrtte (609) 921·8900. Mr. 
Buehring. TENACRE. Box 632, Prince
lon, NJ 08540 

MAINTENANCE MAN FAMILIAR 
wtpll.Jmblng & mechanical equip., in 
charqe of 16 rm fac:ihty & 7 acre 

WESTON 
BUNG RA 
detail Fat 
ceilinged 1 
and Windt 
dining roc 
baths, 2 Ia 
setting & 
from Mass 
easy ct 
$131,000 

EYE. 

HILJ 

308 Was 

Cape Cod. 
Rental of Su 
E. Melson \ 
Ellis, Associ. 
Telephone 9• 

WEYII!OUTH 
Boston vrt 
Owners orig 
? car gac. 
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* * * 
POP SINGER B. J. 1110MAS was fined $ro for assaulting 

a policeman in Nashville, Tenn. 

David Janssen and. Buddy Greco's ex-wife, Dani. have 
finally decided to get married-on St. Valentine's Day next 
year. 

John Lennon, who's been 
ordered to le;~~ ,1ihe U.S. 

· ·· wiihin a few weeks' time ~
cause of a. marijuana pos· 

· session conviction in London 

! ~ 

non intends to become an 
American citizen. 

Former cowboy' m o vie 

\ 

DAVID JANSSEN 

hero, Ty Hardin, ls out on $2000 bail after spending five 
weeks in prison in Madrid, Spain. Hardin is going to need 
more than the U.S. cavalry coming over the hill to help him 
get out of the spot he's in with Spain's federal police. 
They've charged him with major drug tr&fficking Offenses 
after allegedly seizing 25 kilos of hashish from his automo
bile. 

l S.f. ~ut1diW, ~xaminer 8.-CI:milltill:f~: 

Jv1· Jl, I '17 1-
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NAME-A-GRAM 
Bond. c a r b o n, cardboard, 

coated, drafting, filtet, flY, 
kraft. la<:e laid. news, note, 
pulp, safebt. sand, tar, wall, 
wax, writing, wove. 

LOOK & LEARN 
1. Denmark. 
2. (a) Truman: (bl F. D. 

Roosevelt! (r;) L i nco I n; (d) 
Hoover. 

3. Ice hookey,-
4. Alligator. 
5. Trickery or deception by 

auibblinl or false reasoning. 

JUMBLE 
Lerp!CY, ponderA facile, totter, 

Det.sm, quea!rJ- SPARE TIRE. 

BRAIN 
TWISTER 

3. A. - t;:xcessive loy over 
the possess•on of 20 PQints 
should not temDt you into rash 
action. Partner could not act 

:r.r 
tIs~ 
three evr:l 

could e ·1sas rous. so pass 110 
the recommendl3d call. 

4. A. - You have sufficient 
strerurth to warrant a jump re
bid, but neither of 
is good . 
raise of. •t 

support· 
1na: suede-s your n~ turn. A
reverse bid of two dH!Imonds 
fits the !:)ill, 11lnce it indicates 
a hand of considerable 
strength. 

S. A. - Three spades. The. 
cue bid serves a dua pur· 
I)OSS. It oer 
at three no 
the limit of 

is 
es ·t 
be 
1drm 
ia_ a 

6. - Thret clubs, lf partner 
hold$ e spade control, slam is 
lfkefY. You can start 8ftting 
across your message With • 

l·umo $hill. By a oa•sed hand, 
his is forc:::inS: for one ~-· and ter,ds to show a ft tor 

oartner s suit. Naturally, you 
will not be Dr'e'P8red to settle 
f~r less than a contract of five 
diamonds. , 

7. A. - Four clubs. A mere 
r~turn to three ClUb$ would be 
a gross und(nbld. Partf'\er h~s 
shown a fa1r hand w1th h1s 
free rebid, and your hand is 
equiya1ent in strength to an 
openmg bid ln supDOrt of 
clubs. 

8. A. - Pass. Partner's dou· 
ble of one no trump ~j:hows a 
goOd hand. From your holding. 
it Js obvious that West will 
have little helD for this part• 
ner, so you can eXPect a sub
stantial penalty. 
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Elliott Gould Mick Jogger 

~ Suzy: New Yo~k 

: Mick made the party 
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.When Gllllllviwe Waitt and her hus
b•nd, John· Phillips, arrived at Le Club 
(Elliott. Gould was glvilig a party there 
for Gen&vltve) Uley bad· old Mlck Jagger 
In tow •. Would you believt Hick llew all 

-~tffi Sf£1're'f£tfdfti}Vtfi! 
wearing a light-blue sweat shirt and 
Printed bl~e silk pants. So adorable. Mick 
has rente a house right next to the 
Phillippses in Montauk for the months of 
August and Septembe,r. Is that a good 
friend? 

The reason for the party -.there's 
always a reason - was to launch Gene
vi.eve'a album, "Romance Is on the Rise," 
Tit be sure everybody noticed her, Gene
vieve wore a rf· 1!lk • d~s which 
she stripped o~ater, ~yg cream· 
colored antique silk shorts and bra. What 

· else would you wear to do your number? 

waa in a .beige knit suit. 
who Is supposed to be 

marryilig Elliott (and who l.s In· town) was' 
definitely not there. When someone .asked 
Elliott If she waa comli!a:, lie ·said )le 
hoped so. So much for long engagements. 

DD.aud Johnny Ryan nipped In from 
Nantucket on one of their rare summer 
visits to the city. DO was wearing pale 
silk print pajama:s. Johnny had on a red 
corduroy jacket He always was trendy. 

Susan .Shiva was wearing a long 
white pleated silk dress,. and Gil Shiva 
wu wearing a white oafari suit. Very 
bwana. 

Maxime de Ia Falaise McKendry 
wore one of l»r lona blua-and-white silk 
prints. She'n soen be appearing In "Dra
cula," C'l'hat illce girl?) 

• 
P'eter Beard returned from a 'Photo

graphic assignment . in Mellico .. \IUJt in 
time. for the party, He was with phoWgra~ 
pher B'arbara Allen, ~ llihom bo'• been 

se~ng quite 1 lot. Slie's also been seeing 
JUite a lot of him. tit for tat. 

• 
Michelle Phillips, John Phillips' sec

ond.wlfe (Genevieve is hiJ third), arrived· 
In a black pants suit am;! a gardenia in 
her 1ong sandy hair. She flew. in from 
BeVerly Hills lor the party and flew right 
out again the next day. (What's the big 
hurry, honey?) 

Marsia Trendor, who designs Gene· 
vieve's clothes, was t here with "her 
steady beau, Lenny Holzer. Marsia wore 
a long pink dress and a huge deep dark· 
delicious red feather boa. 

Hiram Keller Wa$ there in his usual 
fedora and a white linen suit. Cat Ste
phens, the rock star, appeared in an 
orange Erie Clapton T -shirt. Cat threw a 
glass of white wine at two photographers. 
He hit Elliott Gould. Then Cat tried to hit 
another photographer with his walking 
stick .. Someone should send him· back to 
his sand box. 

Lorna Lull came with her stepmother 
Patti Luft. Yvonne Elliman, the guitllrist, 
came with stitches. in her thumb. Yvonne 
stopped a bottle while she was appearing 
with Eric Clapton in Providence one night 
last W!!ek. That's entertainment? 

NOW retreat 
"A WMkend that's all your own" will 

be held by Contra Costa Chapter, Nation
al Organization for Women, Aug. 15 to 18 
at Northstar VU!age, Truckee. 

The .four - day retreat will offer • 
.swimming, Wking, riding and discussion ~ 
groups. Details may be obtained from . 
Caren Black, 2079 Norse Drive, Pleasant 
Hill, 94523;·phone, 825-2192, 
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A ,eriieal appraisal of 
By Arthur Bloomfield 

Looking 1Ift an: elderly 
Buddha In grey ~el, bit . 
twinkly quality a little ault• · 
ed but his flow of epigram 
pretty much intact, VIrgil 
Thomson met . too pr111111 yes, · 
terday prior to iaklat liP lll.t 
role as compq.,-irl'(elli· 
dance at the ])QmlnWail Col· 
lege SUmmer Center .of the 
Arts. 

What lured· the compo$er 
of "Fow: saints in Three · 
Acts" to Dominican, I 
asked, and Tho!WIOil popped 
back with ',four ~: ·.:'A 
very good fee!" Ah,· filll!t'a 
what I get for ll!likillg a . 
dumb question. 

Talk moved on to the er~ 
of music crlticiSni. TIIOmsori. 
was a crjsp ·and much-read · 
critic on the old New Y\irlf · 
Herald-Tribulle In the '40s, 
and he's going to !ecturee11 
the subject to teenage stu· 
dents dtlring the Summer 
Center innings. 

"Why talk about critl· 
oiool? Well," !Said Tholl)son, 
"lt's one of my most enter· 
tainlng lectures, and after 
all, we're stuck wi~h reading 
Dl)wspapers that print the 

u,,, .. ,.," a pfece of 
•• :~-~-- 1 to do 

responsibility'. ~ 

-

h 
a 
1< 
s: 
u 
C! 
fl 
e: 
fl 
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d~ . . . 
. . Jll'4lll'j~Dl :f ,p r: . "te~~.cb,illg'' )ng and lecturjng hu )leen 

"Wllat 1 tell the .kid$ Is . bu~g cl:i,tl!tl! and ~·certify-, '·the baSic Thom®n!an fare 
pretty simple. Ycu see, a in( ~etrl tor JO.l» on {ea4· lOt the lru!t few years. The 
mw c.ntlc has only got to ing A.~Mr~ean ~em:. . . ex·K~an Jti)l.lives at the 
a~k hilpBelf, 'Did I sa:rwhat " . · .. · ~· . ·. · . ; , · .cl>lorM. old Chel.tea &tel in 
I mean, and am IwllHilgto . But. that tup .1\aSnt. New Yorkandhe'theldonto 
mean what I said?' In the tuil'n!!d 'ut .. ·. ~c.~~ fiait''ll!l'1ii& Qual 
last analyslllllklngordlsldk· ~. ~· ~~~· pro-' .'VoJ.ta,ire i!IP~. 
ing a piece of mutlc bat gram e ~~.cl'lties spend · . 
nothing to do W\th the cr1t- m:oo:e tim.e ~ their stu· ~-::-:-----c::::--cc-
ic's resj}Oih!£bllity. But If he crettls ~ '10 ~dofflimding 
can find out whalt the mu· mallagi(~ edi~s than they 
s\c•s about and tell his read- do teach!!llg ~em how to 
ers, well n~w, that's a good write good En~h.'' 
idea." Thomson~:> $1so down .for 

When someone suggested a composition seminar at 
that critics ouglrt: 00 be Js. Dominican. "I imagine what 
sued licenses, the standards I'll do Ill ask ~lltude!Ws to 
for hiring of such animals show me· their ®•llltilllll'l . 
b · th "'"·- and I'll tell U!em whether r ... -~~;=;=---1 
s:~n~ot~ :at v~~~~k:fei: they're good ill' lousy. You ,.. 

!er Foundation has had a certailtly e:m't:Jetlturealbout i·l~~;r~~;~ eomposlt!on." 

That'~ popularity -A~-A-e!l_dy_· -di~~~of~o~ I I 
"Thalt's Entertamment," 1 ' 

th I! e mluti·Sita.rr«i movie .of · , (E::: .. · 8:30 Tonight 

fr:mgr~em:~arl:%'= APP!!!RGANNALC··~E~" r'~- ~~!~:~e;H~ 
pictures, has been hell! 0"\>tl: .. r;Ut .. ' . , • I DU.MI WAJT!.it I 

indefinitely at the North- · A31l'~iloMP AlA MAE WEST •" IJ.11'l'llt' •illll&'l' podnt Theater. The Unitild · · , • ; ~=~=r~ now in its ~Ho11~h:: !P1 J;JOCX lUU'f . 

Tonleht thru su•r 

STAN GETZ· 
MI....,.WaiCOI'U 

Shows, 9>.30 & 11,30 
. KEYSTONE KORNi'R 

750.Y•IItti0/S,F. 711-o697 

iq jLtiJII rtiLll'fhtll'l' 
SKYliNE COLLEGE· SAN. BRUNO INT~RS&:TION ?56 I..JN/ON 
ADM. $1.50 355-7000 ext 234 juty'l!i..,._2i ~AUG I Z 

TICKETS $,? RES, $87·2~1"1 

. TONIGHT AT e:ao 
•
11tRRESISTI8LE"' 

. .. ..;.s.f.CtilONIIII.t , 

usnLL'FRESH AND I.OVI!LV.;.., 
AN INFECTIOUS]OY!" 
' -Mielollol.o ..... l.f •. lliAMIIIII ·.· 
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. JOHK LENNOK 
D~portaticn appeal denied 

nation were on strike while 
talks were temporarily re· 
cessed in San Francisco 

, with American Smelting and 
. Refining . Co., in Phoenix 

with Pl,lelps Dodge Co. and 
in Tucson with Magma Cop· 
per Co. <\bout 16,000 of the 
strikers work in Arizona. 

Ex-Beatle ordered out of U.S. 
United Press lnterna&nal it's resolved," sald Wildes. him deported becaul!! of h\1 

"John has been here since strOng iiii!-war vili\n. 
W A S HI N G T P N August, 1971, and the gov: 

Singer-composer John Len·. ernment wanted him out Lenmm's estranged wife, 
non, the Beatie who moved sin~ March, 1972, and he's Yoko Ono, wgn ll!!manenl 
from the pinnacle of rock· still hpre." residence status 1i Febru. 
'n'roll to the front rankiJ of ary, 1972, when Lennon wal 
the peace movement, has The Immigration Board first ordered to leave the 
been ordered to leave the rn1ed unanimously that Len. country. 
country beca11se of an old non w.u not entitled to ex· A friend quoted Y oko aJ 
marijuana charge~ · tension of his IIOII·Imllllgrant saying about the order fol 

vila because of the marijua· Lennon's departure: "I'm 
Tr.e Justice Department na conviction. very saddened by the news 

said yesterday that Lennon, . • . I hope that he will bl 
34, a British citizen, has Lennon and his supoorters allowed to stay .In the COUll'" 

been ordered to depart vol· 11c~Li;lm:;th:e;g;o;y~er;nm~ep;t;w:a;nt;s;;tr;y;h;e;l;ov;e;s;s;o;m.uc;:~h.;";.ij untarily In 60 days oo: be de-
ported because of a gl!llty 
plea · to matijuana posses· 
sion in England six yeats 
ago. 

Lennon's lawyer, Leon 
Wildes, said In New York he 
won1d appeal 1 n federal 
court the Board of Immigra· 
tion Appeals rn11ng. 

"I won1d say If he (Len· 
non)~e he is interest-
ad in Ita on, lie will be 
here a,n r ohears until 
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WATERGATE Page 8~JJI.£xmttilttr ** Thurs., July 18, 

Nixon's Rench burg 
--clown to scholar 
United Press 
International 

WASHIN(JTON 
T h r e e months before 
naming him to the Su
preme Court President 
Nixon wasn't sure of 
W i 11 i a m Rehnquist' s 
name and referred to 
him as a "clown." 

Evidence released to· 
day by the House Judi· 
dary Committee cites a 
conversation between 
the President, domestic 
adviser John Ehrlich
m an and aide Egil 
Krogh in July, 1971, in 
which they were dis· 

cussing instituting mas
sive numbers of lie · 
detector tests to deter- JUSTICE REHNQUIST .. 

however, we, us, we 
had that meeting. You 
remember that meeting 
we had when Itold that 
group of clowns we had 
around her e. Rench
burg and that group. 
What's. his name? 

EHRLICHMAN: 
Rehnquist. 

PRESIDENT: Yeah, 
Rehnquist. 

Less 'than three 
months later, Nixon ap· 
pointed Rehnquist, who 
had been legal counsel 
at the Justice Depart
ment, to the Supreme 
Court and said of him: 

TV eovera,ge 
of Judiciary 
panel voted 
Associated Press 

WASHINGTON - The 
House Rules Committee took 
the first step today toward 
opening up the Judiciary 
Committee's final debate on 
impeachment for television 
and radio coverage. 

The Rules Committee ap
proved, 10 to 3, a resolution 
which would allow the Judi
ciary Committee to vote to 
allow electronic coverage. 

The House is scheduled to 
vote on the resolution Mon
day, If It passes, the final 
decision would be up to the 
Judiciary Committee. 
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August 12, 1974 

To: Congressional Liaison 
Irrunigration and N'aturalization Service 
HashinP.;ton, D.C. 

Enclosure 
From:l .. __________ __.I 

Ref: Deportation of John Lennon 

I forward the attached for your consideration. I would 
appreciate receiving your response with an additional carbon 
copy, and the return of the original correspondence, as soon 
as possible. Please direct your reply to Judy Juillard of 
my Washington, D.C. staff. 

Thank you for your time and 

Judy Juillard 
Office of Senator John V. Tunney 
1415 Dirksen Senate Office Building 
Washington4 D.C. 20510 
202/225-38 1 

enator 

--------·------------,..-
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August 8 1974 
Immigration and Naturalization SerVice 
Congressional Liaison 
119 D Street, N, E. 
l<ashington, D. c. 20536 

S:ir: 

The attached commu1ication 

is sent for your consideration, 

Please investigate the statements 

con~a~necl therein and fomarcl me 

:r.~ n'2.::essa:ry information for re-

ply, ::eturning the enclosed corre. 

sp::~:1:-:·:.:::nce with your answer. 

Thank you, 

EEF/rd 

l 

.... ··--·--·------t376-r· 
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August R, 1974 

Respectfully referred to: 

Co:fessional Liaison Office 
Department of Immigration 
Vlashington, D. C. 

':'Please bring me up to date re this case. 
Thank you. 

Because of the desire of this office to be 
responsive to·an inquiries and communications, 

your consideration of the attached is 
requested. Your findings and views, in 

duplicate form, along with return of the 

enclosure, will be appreciated by 

Form #2 

I 
I 
I 
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Wnite~ ~~~lr!e$ · ~ennte 
\ ; ' . ~ 

"I C~.: 

MEMORANDUM 

J'lsa se i10t e .. :e:~~ ~ ·~ "c t c~1'::d let (.e."~" from 
a con.s~:.ituerr:~ fo:rt-le~·,-:~-. to ~/01: for an:v 
cor.siderat:col: the conesponetence au~y wax·rant. 
I ;.rou.ld g:re.:,··::.1;,r aprn'f.lci.3J:':': J"' 1J.r ehecking into 
this ma+.ter. Upon c~);.-,_~J:.E/·/ .. or. of yc;;_.r .i~r·.rr~~~-i ... 
cat~.()n_~ plr':lase a/lY"i.sc· ·;;~ o·::- ~:-,;~e 1l:.a·::1n~ o~' ~;::i.s 
>a(!'fl=l ~·~ d"1"t•"·f•"!of'!.t-.0 n,..,--j ·.~A"'"~·I"•' ~-:A . i ri~'~·· f f-+ :r ~;,: ~)- .... L·. -.:;;...~-!.:::.~-~.:'..,~ I;H,.l~ .. ~-:.:...:~ ..... (...., or ... 1 ... ,.l.;;.~.l ~-e,n.-e 
in at~ envelo?e :r.a:~:lt:r:d to the ?ttt,~ntlon o~ .. tt·.!! 
r.edsla!·Ive '<nil SecH::;:, --•.:.....-.•.. ._ ... _..., ·~--... ·---~~"" ~ --

Yo~Lr n:1~:d.ot·.~~-:1~~ :!.~- :.:-:Ln :r:n~~~~~r in 
~~J!1-~~~c-la+.ed .. 

..,, ,·J"q-.,~~·,)" 
•'• .. ""·- ~-- .. ~ 

1 
i 
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CO 892. 70·C 

I baw year letter e•f ~uat 8, 1974 conc•rm~:~~ the 
deportation cue of Mr. J~n Lelmon. 

Your pl• for J.elliettey tn Mr. IMlaNI1a cue ta wll tabn; 
ltowewr, thlan~ an no pnPIUt.'lml t.n the x-ii\'&U..a and 
Natt.maU.ty Act u n rlllllld Nnby a w&t'Nl' of aobdalltU.ty •Y 
be &l'AIIIted to a ,.rton wilD hU '-n eonvtcted af a .-rcotioa 
v:t.e lation. 

I ngnt that my NJily 11 not fawrabl•. 

Stncenly, 

CC: CO 243.129-C 

,. 
·' 

CC: Commissioner's Reading File 

ENF:CAB:me 

IJ 
. "':.Z,1A.-v>'v~;. 
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This refers to your letter concerning John Lennon. 

llr. Lennon is ineligible for a visa and admission into 
the Unit$0 States because of a conviction of possessing 
cannabis resin, An alien convicted of such an offense may 
not be admitted for permanent residence, Nevertheless, his 
entry may be authorized under a special provision of law 
for a temporary visit. 

:1r, Lennon' s· present 11isit to the United States was 
authorized under this special provision of law for business 
purposes and to attend a custody hearing in court prOceedings 
in connection with Hrs. Lennon• s child by a pl:evioua marriage, 
His entry \•las e.uthorizl!ld for these purposes upon the recommen
dation of the Department of State. Service records show that 
Hr. and Hrs. Lennon were last admitted into this country on 
August 13, 1971, 

Since they did not depart from the United States within 
the time authori~ed, deportation proceedings were instituted 
against them on that ground, Subsequent to the institution of 
such proceedings, the Department of Labor issued a labor cer
tification on ~~. Lennon's behalf and he was accorded third 
preference classification by this Service to be used in 
applying for an immigrant visa. 

\ 

1387'-
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A depol."tation hearing before a Special Inquiry Officer 
(now Immigration Judge) of this Service was concluded on 
Hay 17, 1972. That officer on Harch 23, 1973, rendered his 
decision, finding Mr. Lennon deportable and granted him the 
privilege of departing the United States voluntarily within 
60 days. Hr. Lennon appealed that decision to the Board of 
l!!lllligration Appeals, Washington, D, C, In a decision dated 
July 10, 1974, the Board of Immigration Appeals determined 
that the decision of the Immigration Judge reached the 
correct decision and the appeal ~ras dismissed. Further, the 
Board granted him 60 days from the date of the order to 
depart frOlll th& United States voluntarily. 

Sincerely, 

Jamea F, Greene 
Deputy Commissioner 

II., '·I 1-::~i! 
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CO 892.70-C 

1 haw yot,~r lett.r ef ~ovpat 6, 1974 With Nferuoe be:l.118 lllilde 
to our pnrtoulltl'NIPIII••• COhanlJ18 the deportat:t.en caH of 
Mr. John Lerimll. 

Our S.mce hal ao ._,,.... that Mr. I•wnoo we depRtelt fn~~~~ 
EQgJAad after havi• ben ~lll'rtatechf pataeali~m of nueettu. 
H•uer, a fOMip comrlotlclllll fer ,.. .... len ef au•ttcc _.... o 
allen ac11ild&1>1e £1011 tl.- Ullttlld Statu puniiiUK to Section 212(a)CU> 
of tt. llat&n.tf.n ancl Netf.c!Diltty Act .u • 1-.t. 

Tblml il aotld.IIIS ia tblr x.tpat1on ad NatiOMU.ty Act that 
puat.ta de}lllll'tAUOI'I to be tta,.. fer tbl tole ftiUOII dat MIIDIII h 
Wl111ng to 110111or 01' ac.-pt. eutody of tbl deport.M. 

Mr. Larmon 11 plll:lllltMii ... iiiiiMcl ... .. ~. .... tt.
coaatttutional rtlht• of "UU pr;ooeaa" ud ,.._1 patectioa uadlr the 
law"' u wwld &RJ other aUtt~~ or c:l.ti ... llf tllf.a c:ouat.I'J, aad you •Y 
be aMUnd tbat be reeaiv.d a Wr and f...,.rt:lal de'pel'tatf.cm bMr:l.'ll&· 

Tb&nk you for )'O'Ur :l.fttt,J'Ht in this ~tar. 

CC: Commissioner's Reading File 

CC: CO 243.129-C 

ENF :CAB: 111e 
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L !"AI ;V 0 J\1 

July 31, 1974 

This refers to your letter conceming John Lennon. 

Mr. Lennon ie ineligible for a visa and admission into 
the United States because of a conviction of possessing 
cannabis resin. An alien convicted of such an offense may 
not be awnitted for permanent residence. Nevertheless, his 
entry may be authorized under a special provision of law 
for a temporary visit, 

Mr. Lennon's present visit to the United ~tates ~~as 
authorized under this special provision of law for business 
purposes and to attond a •!Ustody hcarin'!, in court proceed:l.ngs 
in connection with Hrs. Lennon' 3 child b!' a previous marriage. 

·His entry t~as authorized for these purposes upon the reconnnen
dation of the Department of State. Service records show that 
Mr. and ~~s. Lennon were last admitted into this country on 
August 13, 1971. 

Since they did not depart from the United States within 
the time authorized, deportation proceedings were inctitut~d 
r.gainst them on that ground. Subsequent to the institution of 
such proceedings, the Department of Labor issued a labor cer
tification on llr, Lennon's behalf and he was accorded third 
preference classification by this Service to be used in 
applying for an immigrant vina. 



... ,.~' 

A deportation heari.ng before a Special Inquiry Officer 
(now Immigration Judge) c•f this Service was concluded on 
Hay 17, 1972. That officer on Harch 23, 1973, rendered his 
decision, finding Hr. Lennon deportable and granted him the 
privilege of departing the United States voluntarily lvithin 
60 days, Hr. Lennon appealed that decision to the Board of 
Immigration Appeals, Washington, D, C, In a decision dated 
July 10, 1974, the Board of. Immigration Appeals determined 
that the decision of tha Immigration Jud~a reached the 
correct decision and the appeal was dismissed, Further, the 
Board granted him 60 days from the date of the order to 
depart from the United States voluntarily. 

Sincerely, 

Jam&s F, Greene 
Deputy Co~issioner 

--·--·-·· ·---·--- -···------~ 
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flllublnglon, a . .:. 

July 25 1974 

Immigration and Naturalization 
Commissioner Leonard F. Chapman Jr. 
425 I Street, N.W. 
Room 7100 

Sir: 

·The attached communication· 

is sent for your consideration. 

Please investigate the statements 

contained therein and forward me 

the necessary information for re-

ply, returning the enclosed corre-

spondence with your answer. 

Yours truly, 

h.n ~ h. !':t'"; + (j'UA. 1 ./ocCIJ}~ 
Second District 

M. C. 

Nebraska 

Letter fro1 .. ____ _,1 
sh 

... 
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l!~fngton. Jl.(. 205t5 

July 30, 1974 

Hon. James F. Greene 
Commissioner 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
119 D Street, N.E. 
washington, D.C. 20536 

Dear commissioner: 

Enclosed please find a copy of a clipping sen.t 
to me by a constituent. I would appreciate your com
ments on the matter. 

Thank you in advance for your cooperation. 

EIK:bwg 
encl. 

····· · · ·;--rn--------+t4oo--
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Ulasbington, :IU:. 

August J 19 

Office of Co ' 74 
I--• ngressio 1 ~gration & N t na Liaison 
Washington D Ca uralization Servi ' · . ee 

Sir: 

The attached communication 

is sent for your •"o 'd - ns1 erati on. 

Please investigate the statements 

contained th . erem and f orward me 

the necessary informa . tlon for re-

ply, returning the enclosed corre

spondence with Y01:tr answer. 

Yours truly 

/7_ J IJ(/ ' /) f)) 
J.J~a • ..-1-:( -\__"'Y 

Wm. S. Cohen ' M. C. 

WSCss 

re: I .... _---JI 

(!., 71...!5,. I I~ 

- · r Tll:lll---------r-14.,.,0 .... 3~ 
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July 26th, 1974 

Respectfully referred to: 

Immigration and Naturalization 
Office Of Congressional Liaison· 
119 D St. N. E. 
Wash, D. C. 20536 

Because or the desire of this office to be 

responsive to all inquiries and communications, 

your consideration of the attached is 

enclosure, 

Form #2 

.. 

!:4~~1)11 
--------

" """" ·----------r--,-...,...,------1!""7t4ft04-.l I 
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GAR;J.'i'.R !;. SHRIVER 
., < ,' 4rJ, .JI __ ,,_RIC'J', KANIIIII$ ... 

. . ' ... 
' ' Ufal$fllngton, ~.(:. 20515 

July 29, 1974 

Hon. Leonard F. Chapman, Jr. 
Commissioner 
Immigration & Naturalization Service 
425 Eye Street, N. W. 
Washington, D. C. 20536 

.Dear Mr. Commissioner: 

Please find enclosed a letter I have 
~ed from my constituent,~;;;;:;;;;;;;~ 
L......JOf Wichita, Kansas, express1ng concern 
over an article he has read relative to the 
deportation of John Lennon. 

I would very much appreciate your 
providing me with information upon which I can 
base a response to my constituent. 

With kind regards, I am 

GES:clf 
Enclosure 

------t-··--··--· 

Sincerely, 

Garner E. Shriver 
Member of Congress 



t-!.""'I'IISON A. WlU..l.-,MS, Jff., N.J., t:HA!RMAN 

Jt:NW;-~~·.s RA.:..OOU'H, W. VA, JACQ¥1- K. JAVITS, N.~~ 
t;J..Aiikll'l~l> PtU... ft. I, PETEII H. t)OMINIC::I(, COt.O. 
l!:OWARO M. Kli'NN£t:IY, MASS. RIC::li.\1'10 1!1, SC~WiiKER, PA. 
G1,Vl.OJ'IIC NSI.SON, Wl$. RODERT TAI<T, Jfl., OHIO 
WAL.TEH P', MONO.-.U', MINN, J. GLENN BEAL.1.. JR., MD, 
'r!-40MAS f", tAGL.c:Totll, MQ, 008Em" 1'. STAFF'OftD, vr. 
AL.AN CI1Af'I$TQN, C,O,L!f'. 
f-!AltOLO T-· HUGHES, IOWA 
WIL..I.J .... i-.t D.I"IATWIWAY, MAIHE 

S'l'IMA.m' E, MCc:U!Ri;, STA.P'P' OUI:!:CTOR 
llCQ.O:RT ii. NAQt..J::, G.tNIMt. COONS€!.. 

'£0: 

ENCLOSURE FR0!1: 

RE: 

COMMITTF:E: ON 
LABOR AND fiUEil..IC WELFARE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 2.0510 

July 24, 1971+ 

Immigration Service 
425 I St. ,N.W. 
Washington, D. C. 

I am fon~arding the attached for your 
consideration. I 1muld appreciate receiving 
any information you :1.ave available that will 
enable me to be rc~sponsive to my constituent's 
inquiry, 

Please return the enclosed correspondence 
with your report. 

Thank you for your time and effort. 

Reply to: 

SE:jATOt< HAi~RISm A, WILLIAr,tS, JR. 
352 Richard Husscll Juilding 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

! I 1409 
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I UARRI!I.I'.lN 1\. Vilt.LIAfroiiS, JR,. tf.J.., ct«AlFCMAt4 

JU4NI"(Q. RANDOLPH, W. VA,, JA<:O• k. J"\IITS, N,l.~ ,, ' 
CLAI110~NE PEU., IU. Pl.TER H. CJOM\Nit;:K., COLO:~ 
I:OW.II.IttO M. Kt.NNI:DY, "'ASS, FUC::HARD $. SCHW&:IM:E .. , PA. 
GAYLOfltO NELSOM, WI$, ROtliftT TAif"r, Jft., 'OHIO 
WAI..Til:lt !I', MONDAl.l, MINH, J, Cill,,a:NN 81£1'U,., Jill,, MD, 
THOMU Ill', f!AGLUON, MO. ' RQ.NJt't'T, $'TAFf'OMD, VT. 
Al-AN CAAN:frON, CALif', , ·,:. 1 

HcAftQw.,E.,!iV~~E:~ •.. IOWA .' .. .'_. 
WJU..IAM 0.11A1'HAWA'I', lo4A1NC: 

lrr£WAAT E, MC CLUR£, STAFF DIRI'CTO!Iil 
710\lERT E, NAGI..&:, Gi."'11tM. c:o.INSlEl. 

LABOR ANO PUBLIC WELFARE 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 2Q.S10 

TO: 

July 26, 1974 

Immigration Service 
425 I St., N,W. 
Washington, D. C. 

ENCLOSURE FR0!1: 

RE: 

I am fonvaruing the attached for your 
consideration. I 1muld appreciate receiving 
any information you ;1ave available that will 
(mable me to be r(lSponsive to my constituent's 
inquiry. 

Please return the enclosed correspondence 
with your report. 

Thank you for your time and effort. 

Reply to: 

SE:~IlTO.K HA~<.R:CSW A. WILLii\L·lS, JR. 
352 Richard Russell iluilding 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

1413 
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,, 
HAf'Jt1$QH A, WlC,.l.IAM,, JR.~ N.J., CHAHUIII-.,,. 

· JI>NNJ~S rMNDO\.PH, W. VA, JAeOI K, JAVff$, tj,l,, 
Cl.o'.fi\11011NE P£U.... "·'· J>rrt"' H, POMINIC:I<, QOt.O, 
EbWAIIIt) M. KtNNEDY, M,US, A!C:HMIO $. SCHWEJK£", f'A. 
GAYI..ORP N£J..$0H, WlS. 'RQ!t&l'n" TAI"T, JFI:,, QHlO 
WAI.."fE'A: Ill', MONOAl.E', MINH. J, GI.&NN ar.AU.., JM,, MD, 
THOMA$ 1"'. E/ooGU:I"ON, MO, l'IOIIEifT T. $'1'AFFOI'tD, VT, 
AI...AN CMN$TON, CAUP'. 
HJ'.~IJ;I.LHU-=<t-tl':S,IOWA 
WH.J..JAM 0. 11ATHAWAY, 'M~!NE 

STEWART E. MCCt.t,lft(, STAP'P Dlllte:eTO;t 
l't00li;RT E, P4AGl.E, GENERAL COUNSEL 

.. :~eotvt·Mi:T1"EE··ON-'···:..·""'-- ,:"-'-- . .:: . ......:::.-· .. - ,.:::..¢:...·.;.::- ... ~ 

LABOR ANO PUBL.JC W.S:L~ARS:: 

TO: 

ENCLOSURE FROl1: 

RE: 

WASHINGTON, O.C. 205f0 

Aug. 1, 1974 

Immigration Service 
425 I St. N.W. 
Washington, D, C. 

I am fonvaruing the attached for your 
consideration. I 1vould appreciate receiving 
any information you i1ave available that 1vi 11 
enable me to be rc!sponsive to my constituent's 
inquiry. 

Please return the enclosed correspondence 
with your report. 

Thank you for your time and effort. 

Reply to: 

SE:~ATOI{ HAlmiSOH A. HILLii\.HS, JR. 
352 Richard Hl.lsscll Iluilding 
Washington, D.C. 20510 

1 I 1:415 
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,,., 

t!ilniteb ~faft.~ri>enate .. · ·" 

MEMORANDilM" \ 
\ ··, \• 

r•' \: \'( 

\ '. 

!'lens·~ note the attached letter !'rom 
a contltitMnt forwarded to you for any 
considerat:to~, the correl!l)Ondence oay warrant. 
I would gr.~atly appreciate your checking into 
this nmtte:r. Upon comple~:.i.on of' your inw:sti
gation, pl·~ase advise me o:f' the status of this 

· case 1.n .~:plicate and ~~ the or~ginalletter 
in an envelope marked to the attention of the 
:f!egislat~! ~!£ Section:. 

Your assistance in tMs mtl'cter ia 
appreciated. 

Sir..cere1y, 

/fii• 
Birch Buyh 
United. States 

.. 1418 
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~Cn:Hcb -!Vfah~.$ ~-~na!~ 
Ha.,.,_l~y So~.t,J! Tttc. 
~ 3 S tt...(e...., 5-f- re.e f-

.. ~A,,.,._. .. I 

, ....... , 

fl7eJ -f'arJ.I f1 Cl gqc~ '' S' J"dS' 0 ::us S 
12~ : J ciH l..ou1o;z, 

Respectfully referred to: 

j_Ng 
Eecause of the desire of this office to he 

responsi•1e to all inquiries and comJJLmications, 

your conJideration or the attech~j i~ 

re·;'leStsd. Your findings and vi~ws, in 

d~plic~te form, along with retur~ cf the 

enclosure, will be appreciated by 

u.s.s. 

Forrn #2 

1420 
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•.. 
·' 

_; ·---· .. 
. i - , , .,-_ ·---~-.c··· • 

\Jvd/ ,) '1; 19 '!If 
-. ;_--~' • · ___ .J~ ... -.- '· . . -·..::.~.·· 

r· ·, . 
: : . I I ' ~ : .... . , ,, · .. ,·: I 

~Cni£eZI 
. I . -

Because of the desire of this office to be 

responsive to all inquiries and co~~unications, 

your conJideration cf the ~tte;·t~d is 

requested. Your findings and views, in 

duplic~te form, along with return of the 

enclosure, will be appreciated by 

u.s. s. 

Form #2 

., 
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·.,. HENkY M, JACKSON, WASI<t., t::liJIIIRMAN .r" ,·•· ~ 

'.d~n ... T~~>If'. ANDERtON, N, MttX:. GMOO.'> Au:.orr,t.·:.i. 
AL.AN oll:lL.t., NEV. ' LEN 0. J0f"OAN, lpAH', 
f"~NK CH1J:ll:H, U'J~t~O PAVL J, I"'ANNIN, Al':tt%~'"' ., ' 
~ftANK E. MCI,'>S, IJ'T'AW C:LUIFORD P, HANSS:N, W\"0. ,... ..,) 
QI..'S:'•'TIN N. I!!UftbiCI<, N, DAK, MA.I'IK 0. HATI"Iti..D, ORI5:~ \ • \ 
Q.~·;;."o·,f:. I'>IC GOVERN, S. "AK, Hll!NRY 19~1,.MON,.PK4-• '• ' ...., 
1.£ .... M!O'CALI", 11/lCNT, JAWUtS ~: !'YCKI.~t N.l;, · 
IJIJKE GRAV:j:L, ALASY.A , .. 

' ·'\ \·, 

JERH'( T, VEML.E~, STi. .. F'DIRECTOR 

COMMITTE!:: ON 
JNTE:RIOA AND INSULAR Af'FAIA:S 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

July 25, 1974 

The Honorable L.F. Chapman, Jr. 
Commissioner 
Immigration and N<~turalization Service 
Department of Justice 
washington, D.C. 20536 

Dear 1-1r. Chapman: • 

The enclosed correspondence from a 
Washington State ~~onsti tuent is respectfully 
submitted to you :Eor every proper consideration. 
Please provide me a report concerning the matter 
and send.your response and the enclosure directly 
to my Seattle office at 802 United States Court 
Hou~e, Seattle, Washington, 98104, telephone 206-
442-7476. 

HMJ: jk 
Enclosure 

... I 
I 
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\V:L.t.IAM H. HUONUT Ill 
11nt Outrmc1', INDIANA 

' -
WASHINGTO~ 0Ff!Citl 

1001. l..ONCWOitTH iJIJil.OINO 

WASH!"tQTON, D.C. 20515 
(202) 2.2S..401t 

• 

ctl:ongregg of tbe Wnittb j,tateg 
... ~llJ!~tof l\tp~~sentatit.tes . ,_·.. . .. ·-·· . . . ....... -·-··· ...... --.~ ..... 

U!alibington, ltt. 20515 

,July 23, 1974 

General Leonard F. Chapman, Jr. 
Commissioner 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
119 D Street, N. E. 
Washington, D. C. 20536 

Dear General Chapman: 

I~ 'JIANAf'O:.•.s: R!':PICl:: 

·. 4~: t F~';:lA!.. ~lt..t.JN.3 
4:~ G:An O~ro S'l'Atutr 

11'/!J, ~POL!.>, ll'WP. 45UJ4 

(3.11) C:i)..p~t ·,.·. 

A constituent,lr---------------------------------------.1 
Indianapolis, Indiana, has expressed to me n1s po1nt of view 
that the deportation of John Lennon, the English singer, 
should be stopped. 

Any comments you might make on this issue will be 
appreciated. 

WHH/pb 

With every best wish, I am 

Sincerely yours, 

\.t) . t.t. A,~'IL 
WILLIAM H. HUDNUT III 
Member of Congress 
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,,, ............ --..,-I 

.. ,./ ~ ,;t..f $. /..) y -c 

I 

\ 

July 29, 1974 

Respectfully referred to: 

Congressional L:i.aison O:'fice 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 

I 
Because of the desire of this office to be 

responsive to all inquiries and communications, 

your consideration of the attached is 

requested, Your findings and views, in 

duplicate form, along with return of the 

enclosure, will be appreciated by 

. 

' .............. '- ....................... ········ .... ···---
u.s.s. 

awf 

Form #2 

• -l I 1428 
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Co Respe~ctfull 
ngressional L' . '!referred to 

lmmigrat' tais on 
W ton and N -
.. ashingto aturalizat' .................. !:! ... !J.:.E· .... 2 0 53 6 Ion Service 

••••~•••••••••on, ....... .......... ········· 

for such 

····-·· ...... 

consideratio n as the 
herewith communicati 

submitted ma on 
th '! warrant 

ereon, in ' 

and for a report 

duplioate to 
i -
-nclosure • 

accompa ny return of 

B:r direct, ~on of 

Clifford P. Case 

CPC:sj 
u. s. s. 

I 
I I-"' 

' 
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Much 6, 1974 
co 893.1 

'tOIU" recent lette1' addftand to the l'restdeftt, ng&Ntrw 
Hr. 3o1m lemxm l:JI.q beeD referred to th1a Service •tra tt 
CODCerDI au lnalptloft •ttu. · 

'.l'be bld.gratf.oa cue of Mr. Lanncm ta pre8811tly oa appeal 
to thl l'lc:lll.rd of Immig1:'attoa Appea la, llaahtDgtoQ, D. C. Futun 
actioa by thta Service would be &Uf.ded by thl dechlon nnderecl 
bJ that Boud. 

J'ula1 F. Cree. 
Deputy COIII:ll11oi.'IU' 

cc: DD New York, New York - A17 597 321. For ,aur tnfomatioa 
&ud file. 

l'l'l (!" ..::J-/3./~ ?-(" 
'W0/1E21mv -

1432 



Hucb '· 1974 

-------- / 

(b )(6) 

Your ncant letter. addnned to the Passport Office, State 
"-part:mont• Washington, D. c. regard!~ John Lannon, bu bean 
nfen:ed to this S.mce atnce it concem~ an imd.gr.'a.Uoa lllltter. 

Tbe f.JDigratiOD CI1IHI of John tatmOa 1a pruantly em appee.l 
to the Board of lnld.!.rratioa Appoals. Waabi~, D. c. Future 
ecuon by th11 Semce will 1» guided by t111 dedstoa nnclared 
by that Bolu:d. 

cc: DD Nev York, New Y<~>rll: • Al7 597 321 relatea. For ,aur 
bxfOXIDJltion and file. 

~>(! : e 0 .::llf' a. /.;;. '- c._ 
WPO/ JEI? IIIII 

1433 
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(b )(6) 
! 

A:prtl 18, 1974 

Your ncant httltr, &ddnaHd to t'- St&bl Dapar:taut, 
auw._... n. c. ....,..us Jollrt Leaaoa, 1u -.. lltfe:rr:ad to 
tld.s s.nt.ee a:lnee tt connftll art :l..tpattoa •tte:r. 

Tbl t..qnttcm cue of Jolm t.,.. ia pnaeatly em appMl 
to tbl Board of 'I tp&UCift 4ppMll, .. W..toa. l>. C. Fut.un 
ac:tioft by tld.s hnf.ela wtll '- ptcW by till dlctaicm re•nd 
by tblt Board. 

Stneenly, 

cc: D.D. NEW YORX CITY. • Al7 597 321 reLates. Correspondence 
under •cknowledpmlnt attached for your tafot'mlltion and 
file. 

cc: CO 243.129-C 
cc: Commissioner's Reading Copy 

ENF:WPO:GW: smd 

1434 



Dear 1v1r, Holmes: 

r have your letter of July 18, 1974, regarding the deportatiun 
llliltter uf Mr. J vhn Le.rumn. 

(Jn July lO, 19 7 4, the Board o£ I.mmigration Appeah dismiued 
Mr. Lennon's appeal of the hnmisration Judge's order and. f>ermttted 
him 60 days from the dat1~ of the decision in which to depart volun
tarily from the Uniteo St011.tet~. 

An alien in the United ::.tatn is guaranteed the same constitu· 
tional rights of "due proceu" and "equal protection of the laws" as 
are citizens of thiiil cowttJ~y. Therefore, in deportation proceedings 
an irwivioual mu&t be charged with apeciiic violations, accorded a 
heanng, and if desired, may appeal the validity of such charges. In 
relation to •uch proceedings, the Supreme Court hai ruled that the 
applicability ot auch charges must be sustaineo by clear, convincing 
anti unequivocal evidence. 

You may be a~>oured, Mr. Holmec, that Mr. Lennon haa been 
granted a fair and impartial hearing. 

Thank you for your intere;;st 111 thh matter . 

.::~mcerely, 

L. F. Chapman, Jr. 
Commiuioner 

.:vir, Jon Holmes 
;,;f' Director, The J:'olaroid Collection 

(~Vf .Polaroid Corporation .1 e. ·.. \ Carnbrid.se, Mauachuaet1:s 02139 

'\~\ ,1 > j CC: Commissioner's Rea.ding File 

ENF:CAB:dg 6:;4-13 --
1435 
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1\ouunj OPR 
Order Code 

---,; ···-r 
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I J..f 

~ 7l 

~ 1!; 

REMARKS 

IMMIGRATION & NAi2llzATION SERVICE 

CENTRAL OFFICE ROUTING SHEET 

DATE 
IN OUT Initial ADDRESSEES 

COMMISSIONER 
Execm:ive Assistant 

General Couosel 

.,./, t7" - Public lnloroouion Officer 

~).- ll'71:.-~ h:JEPUTY COMMISSIONER 
·rc1, i[(J).. I~ Exec •. Asst. Deputy Comm. , 

Direcwr, Field Inspections 

Director 1 Intelligence 

Directort lnternallnvesdaations 

AS'DC.OEP.COHH.PLAN.& £VAL 

1'1h<" 7~;..r ~......-:: ASSOC.COHH.ENFORCEHENT 

I Asst. Comm. Border Patrol 

1-1/iS tJ I lull Asst. Conun. Oet. & Deport. 

Asst. Comm. lnvestiaations 

A5fJJC. COHH. EXAHINATIONS 
Asst. Conun. Adjudications 

Aut. Coaun. Inspections 

ASSOC.COHH.HANAGEHENT 
Asst. c.,_, Administration 

Asst. Comm. Naturalization 

Aest. Comm. Personnel 

~/( IRA WP If) A "'• /I. ~ _ ... , t:rNP 

Other 

FllfAL DIIPOirriON ACTION COMI'LBTI!D BY: 

-., 11~3 

"lD••• 1/;. 3 /Jr 
FROM p~ C.,.A-r;-

'TO ¥ 

c.,~ 

SUBJECT 

~ 
i) 

~ 

t:J~r-1.!)~ 

ROUTING- Uae olllllben to ahow order of rolllios 

OPERATION CODE 
X-OIUGIIIATINO OFFICE I-810NATUI'II! 
A-APPROVAL J ... l!ll: Mil 
B-cONCIII'IRitNCB K-AI RBQUI:BTID 
C-COMMI!NT L-POR YOUI'I INFO 
D-NECI!!RRARY ACTION 11-PBR TII:LII:CON 
E-NOT! ill RETIII'IN 

F-NOTII! • FILE 
G-CALL liE E.t, 

H-PREPARB 118PLY FOR SIO!IATIII'IIt OF: 

C.t>.t\ 
. 

ctl r/'/'J>'f 
(Continue Co~ent• on • ...,.,,.) 

NO ACTION RI!:QUIRBD BY: 

(Muol bo -lotod-- to lllot) 0 Llt:TTIR 0 IIIBBIIAQII 0 OTIGIR 0 

/FORM co 275 (ll.llV. f~ ti~ 74) 



(b )(6) 
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... ·---..-,..--.. •-,...,, ,-----~·-.. -----~L-~~'"""' •"~'"'~'"""'""'' "'~'"""" 
W.V:HI~'fON, o.c. ~0515 

TE:L-1 225~5Z06 

PtJBLIC WORKS 
' DISTRICT OFF ICC$: 

HOUSU: ADMINISTRATION 
'o()~% of tbe W!ntteb ~tattt~.D 316 f'EOER.IU .. DIHLOING 

JOt NT COM M I rTEF. ON 

CONGRESSIONAL. OPERATIONS 
~ouse of l\epre5entatibe~ 
mta~bfngton, ~.Qt:. 20515 

September 16, 1974 

Congressional Liaison 
Ir:mdgrati on and Natura 1 i zati on Service 
119 D Street, NE 
vJash i ngton, D. C. 20536 

Dear Sir: 

Re: John Lennon 

55 PLF.ASA.N1' SntE:lrf 

(;oHcoRD, NEW HAMPSHIRE 03301 

1'EL,1 224-4167 

23 TI!Mf'L£ STA:E:ET 

NASHUA, N~ HAMP~HIRE 03060 
TEL.: (l$3-4525 

d arn enclosing a copy of the letter received from II 
regarding the deportment of John Lennon. I 11oul~e· 

g a report on the matter. 

Sincerely, 

' (!.~ 
. ~vel and 

.. 

•I ember of Congress 

JCC/jm 

Enclosure 
' 

t438--



..... , o· --... ' '11AMIIIICSN A. MWAMI. Jll., N.J., CHAIIII ' 

. , • ,_....,., ltANCIOLJ'H, W.VA. JN:.Oa·K. JAYIT , • """"'" 
~-... 1 (IICU.., IUo PI:TIR H. DOMINICK, c:o&.0. 
ltOWAitO M, KINHED'II'. MAtt. ltlCHAllllt'l $, SCHWII~III, ...... 
MY~ NIUION, Wit, 'lOll"' TAn'. JN., I)HIO 
WM.TIIIII P', MONOAt.l, MlHN, J, QUNN arALL. Jill,, MO, 
TNOMAI fl, IAOI,..&"ffN, MO. -..:wr T. STAPP'OftO, liT, 
MoNt CltANITOH, Cltl.l~. 

.:~~: .])(0 ~'P· /.2.7-~ 
~Cni!eb .!Dfa&s;~e~~te 

MIUa.D L HVOHI•. IOWA , 
wn,uAM D, HAfiiAWAY, MAINI 

ITIW""' L MCCLUII.r, ITAW OIRIC'I'Qft 
IIIIIDIIfft' L fWIU, ............. COUNIRL. 

TO: 

, CoMMITTEE ON _ -
r.AmR AND PIIIILIO W~ .. RIC 

WASHINGToN, D.C. '20510 

Sept. 20, 1974 

Immigration Service 

ENCLOSURE FR0!1: 

RE: 

I am fon~arding the attached for your 
consideration. I iwuld apprGciate receiving " 
any information you have available that·will 
enable me to be responsive to my constituent 1 s 
inquiry. 

Please return the enclosed correspondence 
wi til your report. 

• Thank you for your time and effort. 

Reply to: 

SE!iATOrt HAHRISW A. WILLIANS, JR. 
352 Richard Russell Building 
\iashington, D.C. 20510 

• 

(! )nq 7tJ3, 51-y 

!lh~lo/1 
(k,vt/ ;~!/7,cf 

-----------~---
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(!!'}; L/ 7tJs. 7 F I 

Sir: 

~-·~ ,.( £/3. /,< 9-&. 
,.,.J.•' 

•ou•e of l\tprt&tntalibrs 

•lillington. JI.C:. 

The attached communication 

is sent for your consideration. 

Please investigate the statements 

conta~ned therein and forward me 

the necessary information for re-

HC~TE TO 
IMMIG & NATZ . 

• 

u~~LJ!/!Id 
/ . 

. 
. 

. . 



.. 
1515 MONROE STREET • . DENVER, COLORADO 80206 

{303) 399-8681 

Senator Donald Brotzman 
Cannon House Building, Room 403 
Washington, D. C. 20515 

Dear Senator Brotzman: 

August 14, 1974 

It has come to our attention that John Lennon has ~ntil September 10th to 
leave our fair country. It is extremely difficult for us to understand 
why a man of his talent; someone who has made so many contributions to the 
music of today, who has for the most part been an ideal citizen while in 
this country, and of course, someone who is far from indingent, should have 
such an inhuman power play put upon him. 

It is important to note that we have no financial interest in the future 
of Mr. Lennon, but only in the interest of the art of music. Since living 
here, John Lennon has written several songs, produced many records for 
American artists and, in general, has added to the color and flavor of the 
American music scene. As a concerned citizen, as a voter, as an appreciator 
of this man's significant contribution, I ask your intervention in this 
matter. , 

CWH:tc 

Encl. 

~ 



. Nl!:.V ro~K.:..:on Iu~lyViiS:ttiih:-. i!t ieeTuusS:.:-rnni'C"'!:tm~~~m~:m:: ...... """...,."'"""",..,. __ .,... ..... -'-······c•--..... 
: ticc Department announced that it say so publicly. 'I 

'i .. 
I 

' h:l<l ordered John Lennon to lea·•• ... h .... •I Whether any legal prospect is op""'-
• _country· by Scpt~mber 1Oth, aft , .h ...... 1 to Lennon, though, is qucstionab' '· 

" 

Jmmi~ra:ion Service denied Lennon an 1 Tw~J Senate staff members. spoke of tfil! · 
.extension of his non-immigrant visa tlyzantinc workings of the Washington 
because of his guilty plea in England · mind. "Lennon has got enough money 
.to a 1963 marijuana possession charge. to keep appealing this thing forever," 

I ~ 
J 

!~ 
1: 

· : On the same day, a Califor~ia state one said, "and that's what they11 let 
f. senate committee ur&cd decriminaliza- him do." The other: "If he'd just hire 
' tion of marijuana pilssession in the Edward Bennett Williams then. he could 
:state, calling it· "no threat to public do. whatever he wants." ~~ 
. · hcaith, safety or moral>." 

Fourdays later.th~ JVew York Post 
· in an ~ditorial said, ''The crime for 
"which John Lennon was convicted in 

London in 1968 would not even land 
him in a New York jail." 

· · On that day a(so, FBI statistics on 
marijuana arrests in the U.S. were rc• 

. leased: 420,700 in 1973, 292,179 in 

1 
.. 1972; and Keith Stroup, director of the .. 

1 .

. Natio.nal Organization for the .Reform 
of Marijuana Laws, estimated that 26 

1. million Americans occasionally smoke 
! '' •• . ' 
· .. :mariJUana.. · 
·· • The dry,. statistics and public•state-

ments of support - inCluding many 
from within the show business commu· 

. nity...,..nonetheless left Lennon riding a 
lonely' horse. According to one of his 

. ~ttomeys, Stev~n Weinberg, his next 
step is the federal courts. "Unless there 
are orders by the court to stay that de
cision, Lennon is going to have to leave 

·the country," Weinberg said. "But 
wherever thcr~ is an administrative d~
cision that you feel is against the wciuht 
of evidence, you can always petition the 
federal courts to review that decision." 

A Senate stuff membor (the Senate 
immigrntion and naturalization sub-

1 committee, along with its House coun· 

I 
terpart, ovmces the Immigration Serv

.l . icc) sai~. "He can try to get the charge 

I 
appealed or whatever the procedure is 
in England, or something can be passed 
through Consrcss which gives the at· 
torney general the authority to judge 
whether John Lennon or others caa 
establish permanent residence in a spe
cific casc:-something that allows these 
exclusionary provisions to be waived." 

Prospects in both of those areas arc 
slim, however, since Lennon has tried 

. , before, unsuccessfully, to have the Ens· 
i !ish charge dropped, and since there is 

no e~pectation of a special bill getting 
· through Congress. 

''I think there should be some revi· 
sion of ihc law if small amounts of 
marijuana nrc involved," said Rep. 
Jo~hua Eilberg (D-Pa.), chairman of 
the House subcommittee. But he su~· 
gcsted that no action has been taken 
because "for the past two years we have 
been totally occupied by the confirma- 1 

tion of the vice-presiden! and the im· 
peachment inquiry." The subcommit· 
tees are under their respective houses~ 
judiciary committees. 
• A Senate subcommittee staff fuem· 

J:UNCO &:rAt:::: Don't you think it's 
. time to end all this silliness and give 
John his visa? Because he's one of the 
greatest of our time and your time. 
America should be proud that John 
wants to live here. ' 

LOU ADL~;::: History will reflect on the 
life of the incredibly talented John Len· 
notl. His contributions will be remem· 
bercd, and fcl4 long after the rule and 
rule: mal1ers that ¢ause us to defend his 
right to choose wh~re he wished to live · 
and crcalc, will have disappeared and 
been forgotten. 

DAVID G~FF~N: I think it's so moronic. 
He's certainly not undesirable. To me, 
it ma!<es no sense; it's sad and tragic. 
The political system in America is in 
such complete disarray, this is just an· 
other kind of ridiculousness. Lennon is 
certainly more desirable than Nixon. 
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UlC:J~~nD rtn:tY: The time~ are strange r! 
indeed when an antiquated law can _ ·i 
force a man to leave this country par· 'i 
ticularly when that man has co~trib· · i 
utod so vitally to our culture. II is to our · 11 
credit that John Lennon has chosen to , 
live in this country. Most important 11 
he'~, one of the few people who real!~ j 
understands and loves the essence of ,· 
rock & roll. jj 

Jl 
11 

CLlV£ DAVIS: This country was found· 
ed by free-thinking great minds, but 
the breetl is a diminishing one. We 
should be thankful that Lennon wants 
to make these shores his home. Since 
his spirit will always live with us, it's 
really poi~tlcss to banish its physical 
mantfcstatJOn. 

I~ 
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I 

A!lT GA!l~VNKEL: If John Lennon is 
dcp~~ed, I'm leaving too ... with my I 
musJcJans •.. and my marijuana .•.. 

YOI>O ONO: I'm very saddened 'by the 'I 
news. John's Jawyer is now preparing 
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fmvrvlr!IX- "'otr..nr~V~rnl'lnlTnl'!l"'lr .... -~~-.,.--.,..,..,..,..,..,..,....,.~,.,...,...=.,,.<'··· -.... _, ~_.,....,....__ ., .... ·c-: ··" ... 
r;l""lc~. lob chc>Iuul h;•ir gli:;tcnint in · :· .. 
JL·. fi~-1Cj ~(l,~JiO .li;..;,H;;, bic Oil.;S lWCi' 

I.i> c:;rs,.,itt1ag ill a· booth by himself, 
~:0!;;ug, ill i.i.; session bund through a-
pl;ae .. 1t\,;:,~ p:.rt;tion, c:hang·in~ on a 
ulid I. r;dy cl<ctric, grinning, laughing, 
L:>iilln.;: ·~a.o d;:ttcring like some m::~.d 
co~ci""'.n who keeps whipping the 
!;o"~ kenraaack, kerrraaack1 kerrr
"ack, scdn(; the s{.it out of all his pas· 
~""~"n;. c1:ccpl be knows perfectly well 
I.e'" • :~ing to get cvcryoody home safe. 
~ h:'!) ;~P:1lt,. u hurry. 

Ji.\1 Kch;·,"r was bushed ar.d didn't 
;,,i~;d dropping hlr.ts about it. Klaus 
V ~ :.;m;ll;a r.~vcr loses his cool but he 
-.. :.:. ,,;.r;i;;g to pale around the fringes • 
. . ;,:;y Hc?b~ lllways looks like you 
c.J~.:.J b~c·.v i,im over but now he was 
' . IL:~lc. Even Indian Ed (Jesse Davis) 

. ·,l:.t:.i ;-.;::·~: t~nz to droo;> ::md you know 
wL. ~r. ox he is. It was <;>nc of ltJe most 
")·;,,_,.,;;~ bsnds ever to put locker
Tv ... s!hlc into a studio and bow could 
J~ .• r. h~lp but eujoy playing with them? 
:·;~~ :..·cubic was he was enjoying it 
too :-h~..h:il. 
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He w~ running them ragged. They 
h~ci i;ecn goiog for days; John, of 
cour&e,looked as bright, cheerful, fresh 

L------- _; ___ ..... ____________ ._. j 

Po•i4 Gill>r 

~nc alert ll!l a toadstic:Cer dancing on a John always works when be's working 
cue boll. Mad coachman? He was Ben in New York. He came out of his glass 
nurowir.ning the chariot race. \'{hen I cage and into tt.e control booth. grin· 
vd::cd in they were doing the sevenlh ning from behind his shades. I said 
in:erantional marathon take of some hello and made a few lame jokes aoout 
i:lstrumental with a tricky break, and how fast he was getting.the album done. 
their sp.:ed _left me, old fart, gasping. He sort of joked back but his head was 
Ovc; nnd over nsain th~y did it, some. into the tune he wa~ workin8 on. He 
tim<;s blowing it in the middle some- had just enough time to be polite 
w:,c1e and John would just start count- with me. 
inz oii ·~ain, "two·tWO·three·four," I kept looldng at John and think:"g 
and off thcyll zoom, with hardly of that horrible blotch of darkness that 
enoug:1 time for a swaUow of air. Fi· had run in all the newspapers only a 
ll~i:y tt~y got a take, or at least one couple of days before, a horrible blotch 
th~~ Jclm h::<l Cotten off on. He wanted of darkness which was represented to 
to &•• off a(lain, right away, "two-two· be a picture of John. It had run with a 
tl".i'~c-four," but Shelly Yakus, lhc eo· story about the government's latest at· 
tL1ecr, cut in over the talkback and tempt to deport him, a ruling by an ad-
to:u him they'd have to wait a minute ministrative law judge in the lmmigra-
bec:.~,e they had run out of tape and tion Department, if I'm not mistaken. 1 
lie had to change reels. thought about the horrible blotch of 

"Aaaua~h!" John cried out, his head darkness and about how John has been 
jerl;lng ~pward, like the executioner living under this threat for what must 
hr.~ jt:;,, pulled the switch on him In the seem like years now. 
clcc·iric thair. 

Tne band looked at him as if he were That's why he's rushing, I told my-
self. He needs the money. He needs the 

SO:l<~ ~ind. of idiot. Here the sergeant money to keep fighting the case. Isn't 
had jliSt told them to take ten after a h "d" 1 ? Lo 

· 40-mile forced march and Mr: Banzai! 1 at n ICU ous. ok how much we're 
charging him just to stay here. lsn 't he 

ov~r there is freaking out because he an asset to us? Isn't he worth more to 
can'l wait to get to the front and go us in the country than out of the coun-
ovcr th~ lop. I thought l even heard a try? Should that even be a considera-
coupie of the bund member> go, tion?The fact of the matter IS that John 
wwhcw!" They could hardly lift them· L 
sclv~s out of their little sound-buffered ennon's pres•:nce gives us spiritual 

warmth, and that's something you can't 
enc~mpmcnts to go stretch their legs or measure with no price tag. They may be 
~mu:·~i.: .:. cig~rcuc. different faces now, but it was the same 

Jr.dian EJ had told me the night be· 
fore tkt John was a slavcdrivcr. "Well, people who threw Charlie Chaplin 

out too. 
you kr.ow, John's, uh, he's a slavadriv-
er." Or was it Keltner saying that? They I was with my 14-year·old son, Joel, 
~c;;, sairi it in their own ways but they and we took a walk out on the Record 
"'"'' '·-·--'-'·-'·---~->-~-··'---'· ---~""'-....._ __ J..,_......,n,_t '-'roofwh_ereJhere's a picnic table. 

highest-level stories I've ever been able 
to catch say that's where John's d~
portation order oril)inally came from. 
And they weren't even af<er him, it was 
Yoko they found offensive. And so, 
according to the brilliant strategic 
thinking of the type now mad: public 
in the presidential trans-:ripts, they fig· 
ured if they deported John ti:ey'd b~ 
getting rid of Yoko. The excuse? That 
discredited old English do~e charge 
against Beatie John: The ace nar~ who 
busted him got busted himself for over
zealousness. He admitted he planted 
the shit on most of his victims just so 
he could be a hero. 

So here is John not even doing his 
number witli'i'oko anymore as far as 
l can sec and the bureaucratic machin
ery, set in motion against her by our I 
contemporary Marie Antoinettes, re
lentlessly keeps trying to nail him. Isn't 
there any way to stop this idio~y? I 
stood for a long time hung U? on the 
unreality of the nighttime tcc:micolor 
rooftops of New York. There's always 
S<'mcthing new to see in this city, salt 
mine that it is. The iirst worJs l ever 
heard John say, way back at the Beatles' 
first JFK press conference when they 
landed here in 1964, were that a little 
lunacy is good for everybody. As long 
ns I've known John. he's been living 
with a little lunacy, more or less. But he 
had to be tqtally crazy to waut to live 
in New York. 

The irony came down on me like a 
guillotine. Here they were, voting on 
the articles of impeachment. and John 
gets another deportatioa order. Mayb~ 1 

it waJ the White House that ~ccidcd to , 
kick John out, but now the White I 
Hou~e is g~(\j" )licked out too. Some-J 

i ··1 -- - - -·~. !44T 
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Qu~stnC:!s about leb~nn 
NEW YORK }l::n:::::: r--~·-~,~~"' '.; ;,; i'>(:L';"' : '' ':"'' ,.,~~7';''1 

sl~tde,, '* du~~tnut hair glistening in I. .·. J . .·. . J 
tho: f:;t.cy >!uuio li!;ht>, big ones over , · ""J 
h::i ~ar;;, ~inini; in n Pooth by himself, ~ 
lot..)}du_;' nt L;s session band tiJrounh a · 
r-;ctq-gk$;; partitlcn, chang-ing on a 
~oi:J iJo~l)" e'~cMic~ grinning, laughing, 
sl'r.ilin~ <ald dia*ring like some mad 
co:~chtm;n who kccp3 whipping the 
hor;c,, kerrrawu:k, kerrraaac,k, kerrr
Gud, scaring the shit out of all his pas· 
se:.~er;, "xc.:p: h~ ~.nows perfectly w~ll 
n.;, noing to g~! e11crybody home safe. 
;:{;,;\ jv.:;t in"' huay. 

Jim Keltner was bushed and didn't 
mL•d dr<!c?i"2 hints about it. Klaus 
VoQrr.~;;,,n n<vl!r loses his cool but h~ 
w.s ~tarling to p;Ue a{ound the fringes. 
1\li:l::y Hop~ ihs always loo!cs like you 

· cr.:.,'d b!o.v him over but now he was 
invisible. Ev~n Jqdiau Ed (Jtss~ Davis} 

· 1\>S stmting to droop and you know 
· Wtwt :;n QX he is. ll was one of the most 
dynamite bands ever' to put locker
room s!iul: into a studio tU!d how could 
John h.ei:; but ~njoy playing with them? 
. !he tr;:,L<tle was he Wall enjoying it 
too n;uch. 
.)!e 11·~• rJnning them ragged. They 

bud .betn going for days; John, of 
t;Oiltse,looked as bright, cheerful, fresh 
a1;d ~!"; i as a to~d>ticker dancing on a 
e~.e b;J1. !,J~d coachman? He was Ben 
liur v;innini! the chariot race. When I 
wal~eJ ir. tl~~y were doing the seventh 
illl~mz'i",lal mmathon take of some 
.iL.!:trumental with a tricL-y break, and 
til~ir speed left me, old fart, gasping. 
'Over ll!ld over agaill they did it, some· 
tlme5 blowing it in the middle some· 
'whtU and lolm would just start count· 
ing off again, "two-two-three-four," 
and off they\! zoom, with hardly 
crtough time for a swallow of air. Fi
nally they got a take, or at least one 
that John llild gotten off on. He wanted 
lo g:!t o!f _3ga!n, right a·way, "two~two· 
t:.ree..four," but Shelly Yakus, the en· 
ginecr, c>;t in over the talkback and 
told hitu th¢y'd have to wait a minute 
ce.:ause they had run out of tape and 
he had to change reels. . 

~Aaaa.~gh!" John cried out, his head 
jerkl,13 cpward, like the executioner 
hd just puJlcd the switch on him in the 
eb;tric chcir. 

The b~nu looked at him as if he were 
some kind of idiot Here th• sergeant 
l>.:d just toiJ them to take ten after a 
<10-mile forced march and Mr. Ba11<.ai! 
O'er there is freaking out because he 
can't wait to get to the front and go 
ovtr the top. I thought I even heard a 
couple or the band members go, 
''Whew!" They could hardly htt them· 
!eN<> out of.JI!'!i!: m!l.ll.!l.£.~·bulf,!!red 
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John always works when he's working highest-level stories .I've ever been abt: 1 

in New York. He came out of his glass to catch say that's where John's de· ! 
cage and into the control booth.grin· portation order originally came from. j 
ning from behind his shades. I said And &hey weren't even aft:r him, it wns 1 
hello and made a few lame jokes about Yoko they found offensive. And sv,.

1
. 

how fast he was getting the albwn done. according to the brilliant strategic 
He sort of joked back but his head was thinking of the type now made. public 1 

into the tune he was working on. He in the presidential transcripts, they fig. 
had just enough ttme to be polite ured if they deported Jolm they'd be 
with me. getting rid of Yoko. The excuse? Tlut 

I kept looking at John and thinking discredited old Ellglisb dope charge 
of that horrible blotch of darkness that against Beatie John: The ace nark who 
bad run in all the newspapers only a busted him got busted himself for over. 
couple of days before, a horrible blotch zealousness. He admitted he planted 
of darkness which was represented to the shit on most of his victims just so 
be ~ picture of John. It had run with a he could be a hero. 
story about the government's latest at· So here is John not even doing his 
tempt to deport him, a ruling by an ad· number with Yoko anvmore as far as 
~inistrative law judge in the Immigra- I can see and the bureaucratic machln. 
hon Department, if I'm not mistaken. I ery, set in motion against her by our 
thought about the horrible blotch of contemporary Marie Antoinettes, re-
darkncss and about how John has been lentlessly keeps trying to nail him. Isn't 
living under this threat for what must there any way to stop this idiocy? I 
seem tike years now. stood for a long lime hung up on the 

That's why he's rushing, 1 told my- unreality of the nighttime technicolor 
self. He needs th•~ money. He needs the rooftops of New York. There's always 
money to keep fighting the c~se. Isn't scmething new to sec in this city, s>ll 
that tidiculous? Look how much we're mine that it is. The fust words I ever 
charging him just to stay here. Isn't he heard John say, way back at the Beatles' 
an asset to us? Isn't he worth more to first JFK press conference when they 
l'S in the country than out of the coun· landed here in 1964, were that a little 
try? Should that even be a considera- lunacy is good for everybody, As long 
tion? The fact olthe matter is that John as I've known John. he's been living 
Lennon's presence give~ us spiritual "vhh a little !un:.\cy, mor~ ('If les-.. 'Rilt he A......,._._._. .... ,..... ........ had .to heJntallv ~'"r Ja.-""l.!llto livo 
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:J·. · ·hn' Le al"···· ....... t Lennon's Opt• 
1
1 0 S . a . .. . . Ions.-~-~ 

Case: Fe; cantinued from page 19 ~. · ·' 

. . 0. ·pti.ons Left mittee members) oppose any change in the Jaws affecting drug offenders who 
. seek rCllident status, although those 

same committee members :would never 
say so publicly. 11e~ YORK-on July 18th, the Jus· 

tlce Department announced that it 
had ordered' John Lennon to leave the 
country by September lOth, after the 

. Immigration Service denied Lennon an 
· ex.teosion of his non·immigrant visa 

because of his guilty plea in England 
· to a·1968 marijuana possession charge. 

On the same day/ a Califoniia state 
senate committee urged decrlminaliza· 
tion of marijuana possession in the 
. ~te, CJilling it "no threat to public 
health, safety or morals." 

Four days later the !few York Post 
in, an editorial said, "The "ime for 
which .John Lennon was convicted in 
London in 1968 would not even land 
him in a New York jail." 

· On that day a~o. FBI statistics on 
ll'farijuana arrc$ls in the U.S. were re
leased: 420,700 in 1973, 292,179 in 
1972; and Keith Stroup, director of the 

.. National Organization for the Reform 
of Marijuana Laws, estimated that 26 
million Am'ericans occasionally smoke 

. marijuana. 
' The dry statistics and public state· 
ments of support - including many 
from within the show business commu· 
oily-nonetheless left Lennon riding a 
lonely horse. According to one of his 
attorneys, Stev~:~~ Weinberg, his next 
step is the federal courts. "Unless there 
are orders by the court to stay that de· 
·cision, Lennon is going to have to leave 

. the .eountry," Weinberg said. "But 
:wherever there is an administrative de· 
cision that you feel is against the weight 
of evidence, you can always petition the 
federal courts to review that decision." 

A Senate staff member (the Senate 
immigration and naturalization sub· 
committee, along with its House coun· 
terpart, oversees the immigration Serv· 

' ice) said, "He can try to get the charge 
appealed or whatever the procedure is 

, in England, or something can be passed 
l through Congress which gives the at· 

. 1'. tomey general the authority to judge 
whether John Lennon or others can 
establish permanent residence in a spe• 
citlc case-something that allows these 
exclW!ionary provisions to be waived." 

Prospects in both of those areas are 
slim, however, since Lennon has tried 1 

before. unsuccessfuOy, to have the Eng· 
)ish charge dropped, and since there is 
no expectation af a special bill getting 
through Congress. 

Whether any legal prospect is open 
to Lennon, though, is questionable. 
Two Senate staff members spoke of the 
Byzantine workings of the Washington 
mind. "Lennon has got enough money 
to keep appealing this thing forever," 
one said, "and that's what they'll let 
him do." The other: "If he'd just hire 
Edward Bennett Williams then be could 
do whatever he wants." 

Comments: 
Let Him Be 
~INCO STAlll: Don't you thin !I; it's 
lime to end all tltis silliness and give 
John his visa? Because he's one of the 
greatest of our time and your time. 
America should be proud that John 
wants to live here. 

LOU ADL!lll History will reflect on the 
life ·Of the incredibly talented John Len· 
non. His contributions will be remem
ber<!d, and felt, long after the rule and 
rule makers that cause us to defend his 
right to choose where he wished to live 
and create, will have disappeared and 
been forgotten • 

DAVID GErFil't:Itl!ink it's so moronic. 
He's certainly not undesirable• To me, 
it makes no sense; it's sad and tragic. 
The political system in America is in 
such complete disarray, this is just an· 
other kind of ridiculousness. Lennon is 
certainly more desirable than Nixon. 

~!CHARD PIIIYl The times are strange 
mdeed when an antiquated law can 
f?rce a man to leave this country, par· 
hcularly when that man has contrib
uted so vitally to our culture. it is to our 
credit that John Lennon has chosen to 
lile in this country. Most important 
he's one of the few people who n:all; 
understands and loves the essence of 
rc·ck & roiL 
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"I think there should be some revi· 
sion of ihe law if small amounts of 
marijuana are involved," said Rep. 

·--...J....lcttl.I1Aa J;;ill:>snL W;f!,L~"~of 

CLIVI DAVIS: This country was found' 
ed by free·lhinking great minds, but 

·the breed is a diminishing one. We 
should be thankful that Lennon wants 
to make these shores his home. Since 
his spirit will always live with WI, it's 
rcal~y pomtless to banish its physical .,.....,..., __ 
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OCi s \911\ 
co 703.149 

DeH Senatcn~ S~ton: 

I have your letter of Se1~tellber 24, 1974 naal'ltllg the (\epoJ:tatf.on 
matter of Ml', John tenncm. 

on July 10, 1974, tile Boiu:d of TJwqr•U• Appeala d......._eed 
Mr. Llar!Oa'• appeal a araf:illd htm 60 dqt hal tb4l data of that cladet.oft 
in whtc:h to dapllrt wluataril:v fftll the U'l'd.tu sta•. ~r, m 
Sept-..r 6, lt74, a petttifm: to nriew MJ:, t..moa'• dcwport&Um ol'lller •• 
ff.lecl in the U!.Uted Statal Collrt of A.ppull ta X. Yolk. ~ petitio~~ 
fer revtw 1tay1 Mr. 14 um '• cleponatioa pea4bl a det..._tt.OD ef the 
pet1U.cm by that Court. 

Mr. !lwye1r' • alt.eeattoo that thil Seli'VI.Ge, in Ml'. f.elmCID' 1 ease, it 
telecU.vely eafoftb; th4a s.tsatlcm l&R, le diiPlY aot tl'Ue. 
MJt. I....,.. • a "" •• nfftnc tor a dtrportaU. 1uta'lal beeaule it ,.. 
fouad that he hid V'ielattd tb.e ~t atatWI lllldu whtch he ,.. 
Mad.tted to the Ul\ltad Stat•; Gad thwl, he baosar caa of the thowl.utcl• 
of eaees that are nfena« fellS' depntat'lell heuqp ftU1 YMr. 

In fiacal :r-r 1974, tlU.1 krf'f.ce depone.c.\ 181 824 alieu to all part• 
of the vodd, ..au.e ....,..Nir i'18, 740 ,... ~ tel 4epa.rt: without tba 
lal\lotftee of foallll depoctatlclll 4mlen. I thilllk that Mr. Dwyat: will agree, 
fftlll tM l1\llllb4ax of Ulqal aU.•• ~-. u f.aldteated lflbew, that thil 
SIU'II'ke bas U.td.e tiM OJ: f.IICUMt:l.a\ to ahlle out lillY aU., be he 
Jo1m LG:Ion or plahl: Jolla Sldlth, tor acbiauy tna.,_t u alJ.eaed by 
Mr. Dwyer. 

Hano~rable Stuart S)lldllltelft 
l.Tnl.tld Statu Saattl "•*••· n. c. 20s1o 

CC: CO 243,129-C 

CC: Commissioner's Reading File 

ENF:HB:me 

Sincerely, 

I, 

L, F.~~ Jr. 
~aW.r 
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1 

1974 
. .. -·, c.r:v /0 , '··' i\\ ...;>-· 1:: . ' . ~ \ ' 

JCniftl\ ,S"'fe• -Stm4£e I 

Enel 'd from I St. Louis, Misso'uri, 
re his continued opposition to the deportation of . 
John Lennon 

Respectfully reterred~o 
! 

Congressional Liaison Office 
Immigration & Naturalization Service 

tor such consideration as the communication 

herewith submitted may warrant, and tor a report 

thereon, in duplicate to accompany return of 

inclosure. 

By direction of 

1460 



I 

.. .. 

;:: ....... 

. ·~, 

., ., .. ... 

.. 

• 
. .. 

/ 

-Tr~ .. eo~!'!<!llfn~<!!-- . ..-. --.1" 
, . I ' j;f '· ·•"' ""' ·,.,, ' 

Lennon1s 
Hustle 

------------Jt!dt An~Cll:'5Cn 
IN A CASH with Watergate overtones, . 

ex· Beatie John Lennon is being bustlt!d 
out of the Uniled States on a sil:·year·old 
hashish charge wllile more than 100 alien• 
with similar or worse drug records re· 
main. 

The singer-composer's m:1jor problem 
does not app~ar to be his 191l3 gttilty plea 
in England to vnwilliM possession of a 
small amount of "ha$h'' Ratite!", his of· 
fensc seems tn be outspoken oprcs.ition to 
the Vietnam \!.'at· and l8lse rumors that he 
was going to lead a demonstt·ation against 
R i eh a r d NlxiJu ~~ the ln72 GOP co~· 
vention. 

We have learned that Lennon's serious 
troubles with the Immigration and Natu. 
ralization s~rvice, a branch of the Justice 
Department. began after Senator Strom 
Thurmond (R<p-S.C.), began to find him 
troublesome. 

* * * 
IN EARLY 10i2, Thurmond wrote a note 

about Lennon's activities to Ius friend, 
. 1- . then Attorney General John Mitchell. 1'he · 

cantankerous but candlrl Thurmond con· 
ceded to us he wrote to !\!itcheil hut ex· 
plained it was an "infonnational" letter 
about Lennon. not one calling for action. 

Ne~·et1heless. action swiftly followed th& 
letter. Leon Wildes, Lennon's lawyer and 
former prestdent of the prestigious Asso-

. ~ation of Immigration and Nationality 
Lawyers, tuld us: "I intend to prove tile 
letter resulte1 in Instructions to the Dis• 
trki Directol' Sol Marks (of Inunigration 
in New York) to disregard Lennon's other 

; 

.. · 

,. 

. 

equities and to scuttle any applications he 
might flle until after he had been deport· 
ed." 

The record indeed shows that within 
days of Thurmond's letter, a stay for Len. 
non was revoked and strict deportation 
proceedings began. 

Other records at lmmigt·atiiJn show 
that more U1an 100 aliens with Jru" 
records, have, ~nlil.e Lennon. b~en grant: 
ect "non-priority decisions" which PN'nut 
them to stay in the United Slalrs i11dcfi· 
nitely. 

Our investigation turned up aliens not 
only \\ith heroiu and marijuana c•onvic· 
tions, but rape. murder, robbery. bur;£la. 
ry, car theft, perjury and even big a my. 
All have been allowed to stay in th~ Unit· 
ed States for "humanitarian" reasons. 

* * * 
U NL!KE many other foreign stars whQ 

· make big money in. the United States 
and run, Lennon has begged for perrnis· 
sion to remain here. His musical enter
prises have generated some ~50 million 
II'Orth of business and brought ttntol<l tax 
revenues to local, state and federal collec' 
tot·s. · 

The legentlary sillging star has 
summed up his feeling> about the immi· 
gration mess and his love for the United 
States this way: 

" ••• Nobody came to bug us, hustle u~' · 
or shove us, so we decided to make (the 
U.S.) our home. I! the Man wants !o shove 
us out, .we gonna jump and slloJut, 'The 
Statue of Liberty said, 'Come!'" 

Today's ·column is by Jack'. Ander$on 
a-nd Les Whitten. • .. ' 

; ; . 

.'! . 

·, ... 

.. 
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RE: MR, AND MRS. JOHN LENNON ' ·~ ' ~ 
i I' j.., 

u I 1 i •·· · 

. Mr, Lennon is ineligible f!>r.,a ~isa and admi.ssion into 
the United ·states beeause of a C'onviction of possessing 
cannabis resin. An alien convicted of ·such an offense may 
not be admitted for permanent residence. Nevertheless, 
his entry may be authorized under a special provision of. 
law for a temporary visit, 

Mr. Lennon's present visit to the United States was 
authorized under this special provision of law for bu~iness 
purposes and to attend a custody hearing in court prdceed
ings in connection with Mrs, Lennon's child by a previous 
marriage. His entry was authorized for these purposes upon 
the recommenda~ion of the Department of State. Service 
records show that Mr. and Mrs. Lennon were. last admitted 
into this country on August 13, 1971. · 

Since they did not depart from the United States within 
the time authorized, deportation proceedings were instituted 
against them on that ground. Subsequent to the institution 
of such proceedings, the Department of Labor issued a labor 
certification on Mr. Lennon's behalf and he was accorded a 
third preference classification by this Service to be used 
in applying for an immigrant visa. 

The deportation hearing before a special inquiry 
officer originally scheduled for March 16, 1972, and ad
journed on several ocassions, was concluded on May 17, 1972. 
At that time, the specia't inquiry officer gave Mr, Lennon 1 s 
attorney until July 1, 1972, to file a brief, The brief 
was timely received and the trial attorney representing the 
Service was given a similar period in which to submit a 
brief in reply, Thereafter, the special inquiry officer 
will enter his order based upon his consideration of all 
the evidence and with complete regard for their right to 
due process. It is anticipated that this order, which is 
subject to appeal to the Board of Immigration Appeals, 
will be entered by mid-September. 



OCT 11 1974 
%Lt 

Jc~ Z43.1Z9-C 

I have your letter of October 3, 1974, and attachment 
regarding the deportation matter of John Lennon. 

The second paragraph of our letter of September ZO, 
1974, inadverte~:~tly showed that Mr. Lenno~:~ was authorized to 
remain until February Z9, 1974. Thil date properly 1hould be 
February :Z.9, 197Z. 

Thank you for bringin& this matter to my attention. 

Sincerely, 

CC: Commissioner's Reading File 

ENF:HB:me 

·\'& 
/ 
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'"" , WAIIftiNOTON, D.C. 20936 ' · 
' .. ~ ... ' . 

.• P"tltt Oflon~r toMMISSfllNER 

CO 243,129-C 

Your letter of August 14, 1974 addressed to the President, concerning 
Mr, John Lennon, has been referred to this Service for mply, 

Mr. Lennon entered the United States as a visitor in August, 1971 
and was authorized to remain until February 29, 19~ As a result of his failure 
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 d,eportable in that he had remained 
in the United States for longer ti~e than permitted, The immigration judge 
granted Mr. Lennon 60 days in which to depart voluntarily from the United States 
in lieu of deportation, He appealed 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 .11:1\d 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 detennination 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 
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, 

i?d!hJ~ 
~ari~~~;,- t}.' 

Acting Deputy Commissioner 

·. ·.' ' '' 
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John's Legal 
Case: Few 
Options Left 

NEW YORK-On July 18th, the Jus
tice Department announced that it 
had ordered John Lennon to leave the 
country by September 1Oth, after the 
Immigration Service denied Lennon an 
extension of his non-immigrant visa 
because of his guilty plea in England 
to a 1968 marijuana possession charge. 

On the same day, a Califo~ia state 
senate committee urged decriminaliza
tion of marijuana possession in the 
state~ calling it "'no threat to public 
health, safety or morals.~· 

Four days later the New York Post 
in an editorial said~ .. The crime for 
which John Lennon was convicted in 
London in 1968 would not even land 
him in a New York jail.H 

On that day also, FBI stati!iotics on 
marijuana arrests in the U.S. were re
leased: 420,700 in 1973, 292,179 in 
1972; and Keith Stroup, director of the 
National Organization foe the Reform 
of Marijuana Laws, estimated that 26 
million Americans occasionally smoke 
marijuana. 

The dry statistics and public state
ments of support - including many 
from within the show business commu
nity-nonetheless left Lennon riding a 
lonely horse. According to one of his 
attorneys, Steven Weinberg,. his next 
step is the federal courts. HU nless there 
are orders by the court to stay that de
cision, Lennon is go-ing to have to leave 
the country/' Weinberg said. HBut 
wherever there is an administrative de
cision that you feel is against the weight 
of evidence, yon can always petition the 
federal courts to review that decision:~ 

A Senate staff member (the Senate 
immigration and naturalization sub
committee, along with its House coun
terpart, oversees the Immigration Serv
ice) said. "He can try to get the charge 
appealed or whatever the procedure is 
in England, or something can be passed 
through Congress which gives the at
torney general the authority to judge 
whether John Lennon or others can 
establish permanent residence in a spe
cific case-something that allows these 
exclusionary provisions to be waived." 

Prospects in both of those areas are 
slim, however. since Lennon has tried 
before. unsuccessfully, to have the Eng
lish charge dropped., and since there is 
no expectation of a special bi11 getting 
through Congress. 

"I think there should be some revi
sion of the law if small amounts of 
marijuana are involved," said Rep. 
Joshua Eilberg (D-Pa.), chairman of 
the House subcommittee. But he sug
gested that no action has been taken 
because "'for the past two years we have 
been totally occupied by the confirma
tion of the vice-president and the im
peachment inquiry." The subcommit
tees are under their respective houses,. 
judiciary committees~ 

A Senate subcommittee staff mem
ber said. "The reason exclusionary bills 
have not gotten out of committee in the 
Senate is because of the objections of 
the chairman. •• The chairman, Sen~ 
James 0. Eastland (D-Miss.), said, 
when asked about the Lennon case. 
·~who'! What? I don·t know what you 
are talking about. •• 

The majority of staffers contact¢ 
believe that their employers (the com-

- Cont~n Page 27 

. ..1.9 
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'Mama 

LONDON-She was the queen of L.A. 
pop society in the mid-Sixties. Her 
voice helped make the harmony that 
made the Mamas and the Papas; her 
house in Laurel Canyon was a gather
ing place for musician friends like Dav
id Crosby. Stephen Stills. Joni Mitchell. 
Eric Clapton and Buddy Miles. Crosby, 
Stills and Nash. in fact. first joined theit 
voices at Cass's; from there they de
cided to work together formally. On· 
stage, she was .. Mama Cass." the comi< 
presence. And~ as her former manager, 
Bobby Roberts. said: HShe was over
weight. but she carried it off like she 
was a beauty queen." 

Cass Elliot, 32, died in the early 
morning of July 29th in the London flat 
of Harry Nilsson, where she was living 
with her friend and road manager, 
George Caldwell. during her stay in 
England. Death was ruled accidental at 
a coroner·:; hearing the next day; the 
post-mortem showed that she died as a 
result of choking on a sandwich while 
in bed and from inhallng her own vom
it. She had complained to friends re
cently of frequent vomiting. possibly 
the result of dieting. 

That evening, when her secretary. 
Dot MacLeoud. failed to reach Elliot 
by phone. she went to the flat and 
found the body. Several persons. ac
cording to manager Alan Carr, had 
been in her apartment the morning and 
afternoon of her death~ but thought she 
was asleep. 

Elliot is survived by a daughter. 
Owen~ seven, from her first marriage to 
songwriter James Hendricks. She was 
also married for a short time to Donald 
von Wiedenman last year. 

Cass had just completed a successful 
two-week.--.n&agement at the Palladium 
Saturday, TUiy 27th. To play the Palla· 

'-'"'I 
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Lennon's Options 
Continued from page 19 

mittee members) oppose any change in 
the laws affecting drug offenders who 
seek resident status~ although those 
srune committee members would never 
say so publicly. 

Whether any legal prospect is open 
to Lennon. though, is questionable. 
Two Senate staff members spoke of the 
Byzantine wprkings of the Washington 
mind. '"Lennon has got enough money 
to keep appealing this thing forever/~ 
one said, "and that's what they'll let 
him do." The other: "If he'd just hire 
Edward Bennett Williams then he could 
do whatever he wants. H 

Comments: 
Let Him Be 
RINGO STARR: Don't you think iCs 
time to end all this silliness and give 
John his visa? Because he's one of the 
greatest of our time and your time. 
America should be proud that John 
wants to live here. 

LOU ADLER: History will reflect on the 
life of the incredibly talented John Len
non. His contributions will be remem
bered, and felt, long after the rule and 
rule makers that cause us to defend his 
right to choose where he wished to live 
and create, will have disappeared and 
been forgotten. 

DAVID GEFFE-N: I think it's so moronic. 
Hes certainly not undesirable. To me, 
it makes no sense; it's sad and tragic. 
The political system in America is in 
such complete disarray§ this is just an
other kind of ridiculousness. Lennon is 
certainly more desirable than Nixon. 

RICHARD PERRY: The times are strange 
indeed when an antiquated law can 
force a man to leave this country, par
ticularlY when that man has contrib
uted so.vitaHy to our culture. It is to our 
credit that John Lennon has chosen to 
live in this country. Most important. 
he's one of the few people who rcaUy 
understands and loves the essence of 
rock & roiL 

CLIVE DAVIS: This country was found
ed by free-thinking great minds. hut 
the breetl is a diminishing one. We 
should be thankful that Le-nnon wants 
to make these shores his home. Since 
his spirit will always live with us, iCs 
rcallr pointless to banish its physical 
manifestation. 

ART GARFUNKEL! If John Lennon is 
deported, I'm leaving too ... with my 
musicians ... and my marijuana ... 

YOKO ONO: I'm very saddened ·by the 
news. John's lawyer is now preparing 
to appeal to a higher court and 1 hope 
that will work. John is a very fine per
son as well as a very talented musician 
and a songwriter. His music has given 
joy to many people in this country. I 
still believe in the American justice and 
hope that he will be allowed to stay in 
the country he loves so much. We 
should pray and think positively. I 
personally think John should buy a 
house here with an anchor. 

l7 
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Machinef 
By TOM MURTHA 

NEW YORK- In the fall. 1969, 
arrived in ~1inneapoli.s from St. Cloud 
Minnesota. I hung around outside th( 
crumbling dives and coffeehouses OI 

the Wesl Bank hoping to catch a phan 
tom strain of Koerner, Ray or Glovc1 
or mayhc Dylan. not yet faded frorr 
the chill north wind. 

But John Koerner was in Denmark~ 
Dave Ray WhS in hiding and Tony 
Glover was writing. resisting pressure 
to compose his memoirs, and doing fate 
night radio. Dylan was long gone, ex
cept from late night smoky conver
sations. 

Guitarist Leo Kottke had preceded 
me-he'd been thrown out of St. Cloud 
State a year or two earlier. Except he 
was old enough to get into the bars. It 
was left to the thousand copies of his 
first local release on Oblivion~ 1 2-String 
Blues ( 1969), and his weekend pres
ence at the Scholar Coffeehouse to fill 
the myth gap in Minneapolis's senti
mental night life. 

Kottke, though self-conscious, was 
not seJf -centered. Still isn't_ He sought 
what he provided. "I sometimes had 
the fccJing I was hanging around a dead 
person," he said to me in New York 
one afternoon last May. 

In 1974, he is riding lee Water. his 
best seHer at 185,000 copies. It is his 
seventh album not counting the Obliv
ion re-release two years ago. 6- and 12-
string Guitar is on John Fahey's Ta
koma label ( 1970), and a 1970 remake 
of the Obhvion Circle 'round the Sun 
is on Minneapolis's Symposium. now 
national1y distributed by Takoma. 
Sounds like it was recorded in a bath
room-it may have been. 

The last four~ Mudlark, Greenhouse, 
My Feet Are Smiling and Ice Water~ ar-e 
on Capitol. Leo has become what is 
known in the biz as "solid product.·· 
That means his recordings wi11 never 
lose money. because he is not a ... pop 
star" but a "virtuosoH by prevailing 
critical classification. 

Or. if you like classifications. here's 
a new one: pop virtuoso. That means 
people are beginning to realize he is 
not only a definitive 12-string guitar 
stylist but also, "hey~ pretty fast.'~ Pre
sumably, this will soon free him to add 
a gold record to his waU every few 
months. with cutouts and finally reis
sues bringing up the rear. until at last 
he is consigned to the ethnomusicolo
gists for the final eulogy and copyright 
battles. 

This bothered Leo for a while. 
HWhen I was in a blue mood, 1 used to 
think, 'Is that all people are really in
terested in is all that? .. • .... He spattcred 
his tongue against his front teeth like 
a child playing a toy machine gun. It 
made Leo feel guilty, like it was his 
fault or something. Bad enough that 
John Fahey told him his voice sounded 
like "geese farts on a muggy day." Be
tween all that and Holiday Inns~ Leo 
went into a decline~ stopped writing 
and started crooning-as best he could. 
His third Capitol album~ Jive from his 
annual gig at Minneapolis's Tyrone 
Guthrie Theater, is the best example of 
that stage. He played through all those 
Vaseline machine-gun tunes as fast as 
he could.,. to get them out of the way 
and get hack to the business of proving 
to himself he could still tug those long, 
hanging melody Jines, like the early 
"Ea.srcr in the Sargasso Sea," from 
within himself. 1477 



,, Hang On to John 
~ ... 

This is the finit letter I've ever written · 
to any publication, but your article re 
John Lennon's deportation really 
stirred something in me. 

While the mass media is busy ex
tolling the true powers of the people 
(example: Nixon's trip), bow about 
The People, the real majority who be
lieve that John Lennon's deportation is 
absurd, speaking up en masse. If every 
single one of your readers and every 
one of their friends and relatives were 
to spend just five minutes (a small 
amount of energy to say thanks for all 
the joy John's music has given us) to 
write a letter to their congressmen and 
senators about how they feel, it just 
might help. 

ANGELA COPPOLA 
San Francisco, Calif. 

You can help in particular if your 
congressman is on the Immigration and 
Naturalization S~bcommittee of either 
the House or Senate. Representatives: 
Joshua Eilberg, Penn.; Jerome R. Wa/. 
die, Calif.; Walter Flowers, Ala.; John 
Seiberling, Ohio; Elizabeth Holtzman, 
N.Y.; Hamilton Fish, N.Y.; Tom Rails
back, 111.; Charles Wiggins, Calif.; Law· 
renee Hogan, Md. Senators: James 
EtlStland, Miss.; John McClellan, Ark.; 
Sam Ervin, N.C.; Edward Kennedy, 
Mass.; Phillip Hart, Mich.; Hiram 
Fong, Hawaii; Strom Thurmond, S.C. 
and Marlowe Cook, Ky. Address c/o 
the respective Judiciary Committee, 
Washington, D.C. 20015.-Ed. 
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f(OLLING STONE. OCTOBER 10: 1974 

Lennon: Back in the US.S.A. 
Bv JoEL SIEGEl-

NEW YORK-The Board of Immigration 
Appeals ordered John l.ennnn to leave 
the United Stares voluntarily by Sep
tember Srh. 1974~ or be deported. Of 
course Lennon chose the th;ru altcrna
ltvc: His case is now at the Court Of 
Appeals where it may stay a full year 
before going on to the Supreme CourL 
Meunwhile Lennon has launched a 
counteroffensive: John Lennon vY. the 
United ,\'tmes. Srill in its pre-trial stag~s 
at the Federal District Court in New 
York City, l.cnnon· . .., countersuit cries 
Wat~rgal•~-

Latc- in Fchruary 1972-. the sccn~trio 
runs. South Carolina R--·publican Sen
ator Strom Thunnond sent a note to 
then Attorney General John Mitchell. 
John Lennon, Mitche!J was informed, 
was planning a masslv~ peace demon
stration at the 1972 Republican con
vention, then planned for San Diego. 
Columnist Jack Anderson has reported 
that Thurmond admitted the communi
cation with Mitchell hut denied suggest
ing any action. ReganJ1c~s, Lennon's 
immigration problems hcgan virtually 
within the week.. 

( Les Whitten. Anderson's ass1stant 
who prepared the column on Lennon, 
t~,)!d ROLLING STONE. "I was aston
ished that Thurmond wouid confirm 
that communication." He began pursu
ing the story, Whitten said, when an 
immigration lawyer in \Vashington told 
him about the case. "( thought Lennon 
was getting royally screwed. He seems 
to care about the country . . seems to 
think we've got something going. We 
~houLd be proud that he wants to stay. 
We thought-we're considered pretty 
:-otraight~ Jack doesn't even drink te-a
that our ~aying something might help.") 

March 1st, 1972, the [mmigrafion 
anJ Naturalization-S<:rvicc granted Len
non a very standard 15-day extension 
on his visa, pending more very standard 
paperwork. Then on March 6th and 
again on March 7th. Lennon's attorney. 
Leon '"''!Ides. explalm..:d, "they revoked 
it and labeled him an ~overstay' because 
he'd stayed pa~t Fehruary 29th. And 
they told him to get out." 

Hearings and appeals followed, as 
did a series of petitions and protests. 
The latter took attorney Wildes to the 
office of New York Senator James 
Buckley. "I spoke with Tom CoJc of 
Senator Buckley's office. He told me 
that my clients were considered to be 

security risks." (Wildes represented both 
John anti Yoko. Yoko has since been 
granted ~·Permanent Alit!n" status.} 

Th(' government's case against Len
non is based on a l96R British mari
~uana conviction: Marijuana possession 
JS specifically spelled out on the list of 
lllnc~<.;Cs ant.l illegalities that can keep a 
fore1gner from beC()ming a United 
States resident, although Wildes is 
quick to point out the conviction was 
for hash-an illegality not listed-and 
that the legal definition of "'possession·· 
ch<1nges as you cros:l the Atlantic. In 
tfK~ United States you have to- know it.'s 
-~- . ·- . ·- ~ ; 

to he there. By the U.S. definition, Len
non is guilty of no <:rime at -all, a def
inition Lennon himself would expand. 
"l was planted by a headhunting Eng
lish cop who·s now in jail for planting 
people." he told me. Why the guilty 
plea? "'I was living with Yoko, who was 
pregnant. We weren't married. She 
was foreign and I thought they'd get her 
and they said they'd let her off if I 
pleaded guilty. I made a deal. .. 

Wildes's research has netted I J g 
cases of a liens allowed resident statu"' 
"even though they have convictions at 
1east as serious as my chcnt's," lndtttJ
ing one convicted murderer and one 
·~wlth six. convictions including rape. 
burglary and impairing the morals of 
children.·· 

"There arc narcotics dealers that'vc 
been allowed to stay/' Lennon said. 
'"Murderers, rapists, multiple convic
tions for dope~ heroi:1, cocaine. What 
the hell. rn tu right in.H 

Wildes couldn't figure it out. '"'I've 
been doing deportation for 15 years," 
he said. ""and no case has been handtcd 
by the gov Crhtncnt like thts one." Why 
the government pressure? Why the 
catch-22 on the overstay status? Why 
John Lennon, of all people? Then, last 
Septemher. Lennon acquired a docu
ment through a former New York City 
narcotics officer. Jt was a typed copy 
with errors and misspellings. undated 
and unidentified. 

"'FRoM. Supervi:icr, Intelligence Di
vision, Unit 2. 

"To: Regional Director, Group 3. 
"SuRJECT: The Supervision of the 

Activities of Both John and Yoko 
Lennon 

"It has come to the further attention 
of this office that John Ono Lennon, 
formerly of the Beattles and Yoko 
Ono Lennon, wife of John Lennon. 

have intentions of remaining in this 
country and seeking permanent res
idence therein. as set forth in a previous 
co~mun_ication this has been judged to 
be madv1sable and it was recommended 
that all applications are to he denied. 

'"'Their relationships with one (6521) 
Jerry Rubin, and one John Sinclair 
( 4536). also their many committments 
which arc judged to he highly political 
and unfavorable to the present admin
istration. This was set forth to your of_ 
fice in a previous report. Because of 
thi:s and their contriver-sal behaviour 
they are to b~ iud!!cd as both ItntiP~ir~ 

''"Because of the delicate and explo
sive nature of this n1attcr the whole 
affair has been handed over to the Im
migration and Naturilization Service, to 
handle. Your office is to maintain a 
constant servaillencc of their residence 
and a periodic report is to be sent this 
office. All cooperation i~ to given to the 
INS and all reports are to be directed 
hy this. office." 

In September 1973 it was just short 
of ridiculous hut. says \Vikles. in Sep
tember 1974 It makes sense. "When I 
first saw it 1 didn't believe it, l thought 
it was a prank. But now the pieces are 
falhng into place. '• 

Lennon's countersuit is based on 
three major points: illegal government 
surveillance; prejudice on the part of 
INS officials who were '"ordered" to get 
him out of the country; and Lennon's 
hcing denied constitutional rights guar
anteed under the First. Fourth and 
Fifth Amendments. 

Asked if he•d been singled out by the 
Nixon administration, Lennon replied, 
"1 think somebody just.. thought, 'Oh, 
there's one of them, let's get him.~,. His 
attorney is not so humble. He told the 
court, "The government has conspired 
to get him out under any circumstances 
... as a result of a communication from 
Strom Thunnond to his friend John 
rv1 itchcH . . . this action was brought 
regardle-ss of the circumstances and 
under orders from higher authorities." 

The Justice Department labeled 
Lennon's document "'fraudu1ent and a 
counterfeit" and denied any illegal sur
veillance. lNS has denied any prejudg
ment. And the government has asked 
the court to dismiss Lennon's counter
suit on those statements. Right now, 
that is the limbo wherein John Len
non's future lies. 

11 
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Moody Blues: No-w Its Separat 
BY ANDREW BAILEY 

LONDON-~·1 suppose;~ said Graemc 
Edge. "that we ·ve created something 
of a Frankenstein. This thing has grown 
bigger than all of us." The monster be
ing talked about is the Moody Blues, 
which its five creators are now giving 
an enf orccd rest. 

After their last seven albums 
sailed past the million mark~ the 
Moodys have found that their creative 
juices are not flowing so freely. But 

not only in sales but in togetherness 
terms. The group. with its careful cor
porate setup, manages itself and pro
motes its own tours. Major decisions 
are made in the unagitated conditions 
of a board room. situated above the 
Cobham record shop which bears the 
name Threshold, also the title of the 
group'-" own label. 

But, as Edge admitted, living the 
sheltered life and deliberately creating 
a group mystique have left them with a 
double-edged legacy. "\Vc all know per-

double LP due for release in a fe' 
weeks-to keep the fans happy and th 
cash now healthy. 

"I always think of the group as hcin 
the overlapping part of five circles, an 
to suddcn1y say let's radically alter tt 
style would naturally alienate at lea~ 
one of the five. \Vhat I hope is th;; 
people wiH see through the solo stuff t 
what else is possible and then give t 

room to do different things when we g1 
back together. u 

The Moodys have always stayc 
they insist it's only 

.------------------------~------------

a temporary state. 
It's been two years 
since the group cut 
an LP and two re
cent attempts in the 
studio ended in 
frustration. "After 1 

recording 80 songs 
over an eight-year 
period, adding up to 
12 hours of music, 
it got to the point 
where we•d be half
way through a new 
number, and then. 
wallop, we'd sud
denly realize that it 
was beginning to 
sound like some
thing we had done 
before. Obviously it 
was time for a 
break.n 

The Moodys are 
not spHtting up, that 
is clear. But the 
band. which has al
ways worked QUt its 
decisions by com-
mittee~ ha:; decided 1 

to clear the block-
ages by working on 
solo projects. 

Mike Pinder, 
keyboard player 
and technical whiz. 
now lives in L.A. 
where he is working: 
on an album. As a 
foreign resident, 
Pinder can escape Alone together: Graeme Edge, Ray Thomas, .John Lodge, Justin Hayward and Mike Pinder. 
Britain •s new puni-
tive tax ratings 
which arc hitting hard at rock musi
cians, sending into exile~ among others. 
Keith Moon. It means that Pinder is 
allowed only 60 days each year in Bri
tain, and the Moodys• office is aware 
that in the future this could cause logis
tical problems for the group. John 
Lodge and Justin Hayward arc cooper
ating on a joint album and calculate 
that the results should be in the shop 
by Christmas. Edge is also part way 
through an album. with Adrian Ben 
Gurvitz, and is hoping for a release in 
December. Flautist Ray Thomas is the 
late starter. So far he is still at the 
writing stage. 

As Edge explained~ the Moody Blues 
made a conscious decision several years 
ago to hide behind the group image. It 
was a tactic. Edge said. to avoid much 
of the pressure. HThe group was always 
to be the star~ not the members.~· The 
strategy has afforded the five of them a 
rare degree of anonymity. With the ex
ception of Hayward, the Moodys are 
all in their 30s and yet still not house
hold faces. 

The group's calm lifestyle has been 
one of the factors behind staying to
gether for ten years. putting the band 
on a par with the Who and the Stones. 

fectly wen that our followers expect a 
particular thing from the ~Joodys and 
it does inevitably restrict what we do, 
what we ar-e allowed to do. 1 don't 
think that people look at us as individ
uals. I mean we're thought of as a heavy 
band, strange ethereal creatures who 
deliver pearls of wisdom. 

"If we put out this record." Edge 
said, holding a copy of his first solo 
single. "We Like To Do It, .. "'the reac
tiol~"- would vary from suici-de to threats 
of assassination, because it's really 
nothing more than a piece of good 
time, summery nonsense. 1•m what you 
could call a mongrel intellectual. but f 
do have my happy. flippant side. You 
know. it's been a long time since we did 
a Moodys LP. and you start to wonder 
if you are a plumber or a drummer. 

"I have to say that the thrill of the 
Moodys has gone. Now with my single 
out I'm listening to the radio and check
ing on the plays and reading the charts 
to see what's happening. With the 
Moodys it was presoJd success all the 
time. It didn't give me a thrill to watch 
one of our albums go up the chart." 

Edge reckons that it will be at least 
a year before the band records together 
again. though there is a Hbest of" 

away from session gigs with othc: 
hands. so was it strange for Edge to t: 
working with unfamiliar musjcians?" 
was like ... uhh . _ . " As Edge searche 
for the analogy his recording partne 
Gurvitz~ chipped in: "like going Oi 

with one chick for eight years and the 
screwing another?" Edge laughed an 
said, "Then:'s something in that; it 
n1ade me wonder if I'm any good." 

To Edge, the fascination of the sol 
project is that nobody is quite sur 
whaCs going to come out. "For the fin 
time in ages rve not been in there wit 
the others, going through the hangover 
and headaches, letting the songs filtc 
through our tapes and playing style• 
so I really don't know what to expe;: 
from the rest. I, for instance, neve 
write love songs because within th 
Moodys framework Justin is so muc 
better, but for my album rve written 
couple. They are pretty good, if not u 
to Jacques Brei. ... 'If I Go Away.' 
jecz, I wish I'd written that. Did you se 
him on the television the other nigt 
with Minnelli? Monsters. I love them. 

Edge. a sci-fi expert and poetry a( 
diet. a devourer of books on war an 
topics like black magic and hypnc 
tism. is already ahead

1
o4§ifself an• 
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titioner: 

UliJTED STATES 'OEhRTMENT Ot' JUSTICE 
hwmigralioo 1111d Naturalization Servict! 

.-,. 
J 

I CORftt!l'liOft Wil~ t~e htarlll! IO ht hrld 011 your pelitioa for Uhlrallzaliotl, uawer· each· ci( l~e quulillft" b~lo" 
' or "No" ... i.-.t si~l•g aa,- fur~h1!r nplanalion. 

'he qusti0118 ff.fer only tO wht hes\a!'iltfttd aftN the date you appur•d with your wilfteS9NI and filed your 
111 for naturalization. They do oot refer to anything that happened before that date. 

Jter you have a~swered every queMtion, sign your ume, l!ive yoar addres~. aad fill in the date and plat·c of 

S· 

·ou 111as1 BRING TIUS COMPLETED LETTER \'liTH YOU to the hearing and givt lito the naturaliutinn ..x· 
r, who will qeesti011 you further on your answers. 

the daie yoU: Ciltd your petition: 

, .• you married, or been "idowed, separated. or divorced? 

ve you been absent from the United Statu? 

.ve you know!~gly committed any crime or orfense, for which you have not 
en arrested; or have you been arrested, charged, indicted, con~icted, fined, 
lmpr!soned for breaking or violating any law or ordiaance, including traffic 
1latione? 

1ve )11U joined a~~y organization, including the ComMunist Party, or beeoMe 
sol!iated or connected therewith in any way? 

,, .• you daim~d c~emption from military •crvlce? 

It> the~e bee1; any chunge In your wilhngne.•s to bur ann on hehnlf of the 
ailed S111tes; to perfonn non•"ombatant serv1ce in the armed forces of the 
tiled State•; 10 pttform work of national importance under civilian direction,· 
tl,. Ia .. require!! it? 

1e Ia" pro•·ides·thal a pellll<>ner for naturalization shull not be regarded 
. a per&on of good moral charactrr "'bo, at any lime oftrr the filing of the 
·tltiGII f'.lr nalura!iza!lon, has belicv•d in polygamy or been a polygamist; 
celved income mostly from illegal gambling: committed adultery; been a 
••tHule or procured an, one for pro•tilulin•1: kno .. lngly ond for g1in eno 
•uraged or helped an alien lo enter the Lolled Stares illegally: been an 
!cit trafficker In dru~8 0! marihuana; or has been a hs.bitual drunkafd: 
l\·e )OU .bten sutb a p~r.on or commilled an~· of thue acts? 

.; '. ·' 

( l) Answer 

(3) !\uwer _____ _ 

(4) .\nswer _____ _ 

(5) :\nswer 

· (61 Answer __ . __ _ 

(7) ·Answer ____ . __ 

certify that each of the answers sltown abov£ were made by me or at my directioa, ~ad ll1a1 they are tru~· and 
rt. . . . 

lhlllo4dlttn ond liP Codt) 

I 



196 
. . 

•• 

(b )(6) 

J {!() 2(6. /~ 9'- u 
~CnHc(l i!){(l:{e~ -!Ocna!c ( 

1 .. ________ __.le~ e, 7"--'·7~ 

Respectfully referred to 

INS 

for such consideration as the comrnunica-

tion herewith submitted may warrant. 

Please reply directly to the constituent 

and forward a duElic~ report to this 

office v1ith the original correspondence. 
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POIII. 1'111 

rl.ai.Dtlff, 

v. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) Civil AotiOII No. 
) 
) 73·4476 (118) 

Deflllldallta ) 
) 

mwm 

W111ari H. W11eoD, 'DeiJt& cluly llh!On0 depotu - NJ'lt: 

1) I • Chief, BaocmU Mlliailtrattae ad lllfnatiall Bnacb, 

J.dlataf.atnti'ft Mviti•a, llaSpttiOII ad *tunliMtlon 

hnioe, Deparfaat o:f Juttoe. 

2) Ia that apt.Oity, I U.e CCIIltrol cmn: aU of the reoorde 

of the TM1pattoa •l latunliMttoa lervtce, 

3) All of the cMcf.aiou l!lll'ttfataa to the appl'GI'Ril of aoa

pdoricy _,.. an houtecl iD the C.tra1 Gffice of the 

Jw«patieG aacl Mataellutt• lervtce, W..htqtoa, D. c. 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

• 2 • 

4) Copl• of all deoialou of approved aoapri.orit)' caa.. bave 

been furalahad to Cha plaS.ratiff .a Che reclftdl fumiahed are 

Subacli.bed &Dd IVOm to bef,a.re me, a IIOCal')' public 1a IRil for tbe 

Dt.tti.ct of Clelwillia, thU _;,'2-~ day of October, 1974. 

,• L > • ' 
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HOUSE OF HEPHESENT .. TIVES, U.S. 
Wf,SHINGTON, D. C . 

. . . . . . . . oct~~~r .~ ....... , 19.7.4 ... · 

Director 
Congressional Liaison 
Immigration and Naturalization ser. 
Justice Department 
washington, D.c. 20537 

Th~ attachc·d communication is sub· 
mitted for your consiJcration, and lo a,;, 
that the request made therein be complied 
with, if possible. 

If you will advise me of your action in 
this matter and have the letter returned to 
me with your reply, I will appreciate it. 

.::t 

. -·· 

Very truly yours, 

!n.~ ........... ' ...... · ............... . 
M.C. 

~IN~~~ ............... ~9~~ District. 



·-"'uNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTft'£ ~L' 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE ..__, -•ro 

WASHINGTON, D,C. 20536 

OFFICE OF THE COMr.tiSSIONER 
••I "tt - .... TO TMII rtLI flO. 

OCT 211974 co 703.220 

Dear Mr. Reuss: 

This is with reference to the telephonic request of October 16, 1974, from 
your office for information concerning the deportation matter of John Lennon. 

Mr. Lennon entered the United States as a visitor in August, 1971 
and was authorized to remain until February 29, 1972. As a result of his failure 
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 than permitted, The imigration judge 
aranted Mr.- Lennon 60 days in which to depart voluntarily from the United States 
in lieu of deportation. He appealed 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 
other alien or citizen· of this country, and you may be assured that he received 
a fair and impartial deportation hearing. 

Thank you f(lr your interest in thia matter. 

Honorable Henry s. Reuss 
House of Representatives 
Ro.om 2186, Rayburn Building 
Washington, D. C, 20515 

CC: CO 243,129-C 

ENF:HB:me 

Sincerely, 

Commissioner 



;./{! 0 -< ¥ s. ~~ 'i:..e_. 
~"-·-" ___ _ _ .... , 

NOV i~~ 1974 co 703.671 

I ben JWUf l.atter of l)ttober 22, 1974, with awloaad 
(b)(6) ~· b- I coacamtug 

I Mr. JGha t ........ 
i 

10:. Ireli»"'a, ill 1971, &li!Pl:led for a ,...,.,not vt.ea ad ..,.. 
fwnd by a CGUul.u .tftcet to lHI I.MI~illle fw tvch a v1M .-.r 
SI$Ctlell 212(8,)(23) of the ~lld.pat._ .S tf&tiiiMlf.ty Act b1111nn he 
bad bMil earricted Of piiiMIRf.oa of ~OJ, lbliiiiVUt U applied 
for- RCei'ft4 a wUYW OJ! &t•dmbd.W.litJ ..._SectS. 212(4)(3)(!) 
of t:t. Act, whf.Cih ,....tt.t hfa ·I:IJ be blllpfiHd.ly atdtt.ct to the 'Uaited 
Statoa~a~t. 

Aa pnvtoul)' Hlated, M:r. 1 e noa ~11 1111taJ:ed the uatted 
Statal as a vf.dtor Sa Atlpot, 1971. liM wu -~ to re ria 
ttlllptttU'f.l)'lllltil Febluuy :tt, 1972, Be !aUtad to bcmo'r tha J'ebnuy 
4epaH.un 4ac., .... infoa.cl tbat be ....... hll to deput by lfanh 1S. 
1972, ad tbat failun to OUIIIJilJ WCIUld nate: tn the f.utitutioa of 
~ift pnoledh:t&•· Ujl8 Mr. y...,.•a Wllu:e to depan, a 
~tioa •• wu held • the -•anttcla) judi• fCIIII1d ll.tm cleport~ 
abla ta that u Md riiiPiJIIt'l to the 'Uabed Statu fCl' a 1AIIIa«' t111e dum 
puad.tt.C. M.r. I•r• the applied to adjuat hie 1tatua to that of aa 
~t Uilldet llct:lea 245 of tba :&ldpatta .. Jade1llty Aot. lUll 
qplkdS. .... MaiM u hn wu tt&WtacUy IMupblAt for adjUI-t 
of etatua to that: of • ~t lt111\1M he WI btbl•dblAt to tba 
uatted Stahl lllldu !leetttll 212(a)(23) of the Mit. 

J:a ~to Mr, RIN•11 I ;niHil of M.r, 1Armcm1J C&H to 
Mr. 1\udolph ....,...,., ..... pluM.,_ llltdatd that thb semc. hal 
'llO fUHd of lf:lr, ......,,., __. IMmea li.- ..m.hd for the offan of 
J!O* ... •lfm ef MI'COda, wll.eh wwld abo unJ1J!' Mr. Ntmayev larhluf.ble 
to tb• uatted !tal:u. 
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Ill rbeal 'hllr 1974, ddtJ ltniM • .,.,.. 11,124 aU.. -. 
a11 ,..u ., -. -w. •''- .,.._ ne.MO ... ........, c. 
..,._ 'llhllmr.d' * ••••••• _,._1 ~ •••n•. I thtak 
tMt HI'. lena will 11ne1 fftll I'IM II hr !If IU..., al.._ 
I ................... tl'lat ddt .......... Uttla dill ft' 
t.U111fr t. •tlllla .e: _,. aU.. k 1M ,_ t. •• !h' plata 
Johl'l lld.a, for ~ 1:1'Nrr71 t u ell .... bJ H:r. B•""· 

'1'hak '*" - ,.ur iattnft Sa dWt ~. 
~\ 

f ~ ~~.·11· 
.~ .... ..,_ L:~,/..,~ .... -. __ .~.,.. 

~ 
1. :r. aus , Jr:. 

e. s .. -.. 

~.,.._B, O.I.WC 
m.t.Wa~a-ra 
Vcrhflll-. D. C. 20510 

CC: CO 243,129-C 

CC: Cormnissioner's Reading File 

ENF:CAB:me 

I' 
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(b )(6) 

, .. ,,"',.~,..,··-··--~- .. ..._ ________ _ 
JO+l,. C:, STI!lNMS, MfSflf., CHAIRMAN 

nUAM'r #TMINGTON, MO. ' S"'f'tOI'f: 'I'HtJAMOHD, !!,&. { 
Hf:t4111o!' M, JACKSI)I'~. WASH. JOHN TOWEI't, 'til!:.\',},- I.,.\_ · 
SAM J, EAVI~. j · •. , N...<:!, 'f't'ff" tl. OOMINIC.. ~· ···' 
NO,AJIO 'JI, r:AMKJN, Nr:',, 8A~'I' 00\.,DWATI!:fli\Oow"'I.C. 
THOMASJ.. MCINT'I'M, N.H. WIWAM t... SCOTT, V/lo 
HAftM ,; hRO, J~,, VA, ROIIERT TAJIT, JR,, OH.O, 
lfAIIIIOLJ) E. HUGHr;$, I!)WA. 
MNHUHN ~. 

COMMITTEE ON ARMED SER,lC£8 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20510 

October 22, 1974 

Honorable Leonard F. Chapman, Jr. 
Commissioner 
Immigration and Naturalization 
425 I Street, N. w. 
washington, D. c. 20536 

Dear Commissioner Chapman: 

This will refer to my previous inquiry of August 
23, 1974 and your reply of September 4, 1974 (CO 
703.671) concerning Mr. John Lennon. 

I am enclosing a copy of a further letter I re-
ceived 'from ·my c.onstituent, .._ _________ _. 
Jr., on Mr. Lennon's behalf, 

I would appreciate your response to the questions 
Mr. Hanson has raised. 

Best regards. 

PHD:bg 
Enclosure 

Sincerely, 

CiLk~~~~'-
Pet~r H. Dominick 
United States Senator 



I 
I 

1 

(b )(p) 

~ 

I have yoo:r lette1~ repl'dUII the deportaticll!. lllllttc: 
of Mr. .tobsl 1~. 

For JOUr illfo1:Dat:l•, a pfiitlall to nvtw Mr. t..,.' s 
depon:aticll orift WiU :fU.ad Gil Sq'*"r 6, 1974, fA the 
UD.ited StatU COilrt of ,.,.18 f.D. tkw Yolk. 'ftle Pll(id.GD 
for nv:l.ev ac:.,. Mr. L11111011 • • depoJ'tati.Gft peadf.ug det:end.na
tl• of the ,.Citton by that Court, 

'l'b4llk you for yc~~~t mtuest ill thll •tter, 

Slnee:rety, 
r- / I' I . ,jl}j ',, __ J~~~~·.L;,,-~.- 0 ,I ' :-· ......... : .. ;:,·~~.,:Ac ..,J",_•l.., ·I \.fJl 

/.: 

// James F. GrMD4 
Deputy c.d.eriaaer 

CC: COI!IIllissioner' s R•~ading File 

ENF:HB:me 
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,_ G-25 
, .... 6-16.U) 

To 

D Approval 0 Note It Jlel11111 
ommeot D Note It File 

eceeeary actioa 0 Sipature 
er tele~oae 

coanrootioo 0 Coli me Eat. 

OSee me 
0 Aa requeated 

0 ~ot your illfotiiUI• 
tlOD 

Room __ _ 

D NATUI'I"LIZATION SII'IVICE GPO 922·61!5 
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(b )~6) 

LENNON 

Dec::embu 11, 1974 

Thh refers to you1~ recent letter concerning John Lennon. 

Hr. Lennon entered the United Ste.tea cu1 a vititor in 
Augutt 1971 and vat authol'illtld to remain until February 29, 1972. 
As a reault of his faUun to honor that departure date, be wa1 
infomed that he was expected to depart by March 15, 1972, a.nd 
that failure to comply lft)Uld retult in the inatitution of depor• 
tation proceeding•· 

\Jpon his failure to depart, a deportation bearing waa held 
and the illlllligration J!Jd,:e fouad that Mr, Leanon was deportable in 
that be bad rellll!.ined in tbe lmited States for lODger t11111 than 
permitte4. The illllligraUon judge grmttd 1ft. Leanort 6o days in 
which to depart voluntat·Uy from tbe United Statea in lieu o£ de· 
porte.tion. Be appealed the i!llllligratton judge1s deeition to the 
Board o£ Illllligration Ap~184la. 

•)n July 10, 1974, the Board of In1111tgratioo Appeals dilllllil&ed 
Mr. tennon'a 11ppeal and granted him 6o d•Y• from the date of tbat 
dechton in 'Which to deprart voluntarily fr0111 the 111'lited States. 
However, on Septaber 6, 1974, a petition to review Hr. Lennon's 
deportation order we filed in the United States Court of •\ppeala 
in New York. The petition for review naya Mr. LeMOI'I•a deports• 
t10Q pending deterainat1on of the petition by that court, 

1517 



Mr. t.errnon ia g~M~rantoed and indeed baa ncei'ved the san~e 
eollltitutional rigbta c1f "due pr:oeeu" od "equal protection under 
the lav" as would any either aliu or cituu of tbia c01111try, tlnd 
you may be asaured that he received a falr and impartial deporta· 
Uon hearittg. 

Thank you for you~· interest in thlt l!llltter. 

Sincerely, 

Jar.l$t F , C rtene 
Deputy COIII!Iiesioner 

1518 



• ;).. 4 3; j:;;_ q- t/ ' . ' 

<:::"" ACTION I 

ROUTIHG AND TRANSMITTAL SLIP ./ 
TO (Name, oltlctt <Jymbol ot loc•tion) INI TIAl.S CIRCUUI.Tt 

w 0 r6Rtet\) COOFIPIIIIATi0'N 

f/1{1.' 
. .,., 

~?or 7 
• II!IIT1AUI rou; 

tiATE INtO"AMA'fiON 

a IWITIAl.S W-On; ANO 
R!'TU~N 

'OA.U P!A CON • 
VI;AS.TION 

I 

• INITIAl.$ n~ t.Af: 

aut: SIWNo\TUAt 

REMARK~ 

']: b f: rr~ 1/ t. i/tr.r "" ~ (J (VI your 

~~r(,o.Jr<-K 

Jl 

\ '' '\' ; ' ; .• 
.. /': _\)· . . ~- .... / .. 

\ q,.' .Jt.,!.;, ''. t~t"- ' ., 
1,.• 

f •' • 

r~ 
·~ ,. ' . \ 

' ., - .I •' I .. ~ ,. j I (; .... , ... ..I . , 
"'"""\ ~. ' •'/ ' ,. •. ,.. ' . ... .I ,;, 

' 
,. . I I ,.._ 

" \ ''/·,. ·.J 
~ I ;.. / ' 

\ 
··~·- ,-~,- ; ' '· ' ~: ,.-:\ / 

.:_,_ ....... 

DoN T u$e this form as a RECORD of appro'\l'als, concurrences, 
disapprovals, clearances, and similar actions. 

P:ROM (Name, ottlce symbol or toc.tlort) 

·;~iLd?£ 
tf;J~~ PHON£ 

, 

OPTIONAL FORM 41 / ••• HB-ttJ-rnns~I U!II..Cl5 5041-101 
AUGU$1' U47 
GSA P'PMA ( •UCFRJ 100·11.201 
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·~·-"""·---~ .. .., . .,,,., -·~··*""'"'-"'··--··..;; ... ..; . .,~~·~·. ,..........,., __ 

DATE 
STATE ·A.I.D. ·USIA 

ROUTING SLIP 
1 /l:'l/14 

ro, 
~·~~ 

Initials Date 
Nome or T it!e 

0 1 Co~t ;; No. 
Bldg. 

I. Mr. Edward F. 

2. Associate Commissioner 

J, Examinations, INS Department of Ju tice 

4. 42.5 I Street, N.W, 

5. Wa.shington, D.C. 20536 
Ap_pro.\l.ot lv For Your lnformaHon Note and Return 

A' R'oqve$ted lniti\ll for Cleorone~t Per Conversotlor. 

Com1nent Investigate lv Prepare Reply 

File Justify See Me 

For Corr~t<':tiort Neen:sory Aetion Signoture 

REMARKS OR ADDITIONAL ROUTING 

Re!: Inquiry concerning deportation case 
of John Lennon. I 

I 
I 

Attachments: 
(b )(6) I 110/19/74 

/13/74 

a-, . I / 
~:~-,. ··~:/.--~. ~ ~·:> 

.PROM: ~~~·a.,:~,;: Sy~::l) ROOM NO. & BLDG. PHONE NO. . VStephen A. Dobrenchuk, ChJLef 
Public Services Division ~isa Office 21907 

FORM l , 68 JF•29 (Form•rly Form• 05·10, AID·5-.10 & IA-68) 

1522 



(b (6) 

I 
I 

"' ... 
' 

. • 

• 

. . 

• 
•• -·,. 
' . 

. .,. .. ' . ' 
' ' • 

The White House has referred to ~~is office for reply 
your letter of October 19 to Mrs, Betty Ford about 
the daportation case of Mr. John Lennon. 

The deportation of aliens is a matter "'ithin the 
jurisdiction of the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service of the Department of Justice. ~~e have 
therefore sent a copy of your letter to that Service 
for further reply to you. 

Sincerely, 

Stephe~ A. Dobrcnchuk 
Chief1, Public Services 
Divis~on, Visa Office 

j 

\ \ 

l! 

SCA:VO:JGarner:cf:mp 12/13/74 I 

f 

• 

. . I 
'• 

..,., 
.. 
.. "':, 

I 
J 
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I hoe your 1.-~at of Bou I I• lf, 1974, _,.ritfta the 
d.,..U. •ttu of JGim l ••• 

Iu fleal YIU 1974• dlu SNYiM ........ 18,824 aU_, 
to all putt of tha W'lld, eU.e ,...t,tau n.a,MO ,.._ nquu414 
to depe1: wit.Uut the itiJ''RIU of dlflthU.. ....S.n. 
Mlllttadl7, -., f.f _,, ef a.n alt., wn •• well ....... u 
Mf, un••· ••• ,.... 1 tllUic,.. w.n ...... ~ .- ......,_ 
of illepl aU• _,.lled, ., failteaW .-.., tllat dlU ...,.,... 
hat U.ttlia tirlll 0.. .. U.t- to ftalll• wt .., .u ... 1Ms he 
Job&l "'- , • plata JctJD S.S.th, fw ubttrarj tna._t •• 
al~ tit your kt:tw. 

'.ftuaak 1W ,_ ,_.. ilrt ... t ta thu atter. 

CC: CO 243.129-C 

CC: Sara Donahue 

cr=:·~~ 
hMI P. GC'MM 

Deputy Ct ltslooer 

CC: Commissioner's Rt,ading File 

ENF:HB :me 

1525 



(b )(6) 

Ko¥elbtr 6, 1974 

Your letter to tt. · hut.dent ta!IICU'fting .John ·Lannon baa 
bta l'efened to this Service for nply Jiac:e it t.nvolvu aa 
immigration matter. 

Mr. Lennon entered the United States a a visitor in 
August 1971 and waa authorized to remain until February 29, 1972. 
Aa a result of hie failure to honor that departure date, hti W!ll 
informed that he was expected to depal't by March lS, 1972, and 
that failure to comply would result in the inatitutiOD of depor· 
t&Uon proceedings. 

Upon hia failure to depart, a deportation bearing waa b41d 
and the i!ll!lligTation judge folllld that Mr. Lennon waa deportable in 
that he bad remainecl in the United Stetea fo1' lon,gel' tinle than 
pet'lllitted. The immigration judge grante4 Mr. Lennon 60 dan in 

·which to depart voluntarily from the United States in lieu of de• 
portation. He appeal•d the immigration judge• a deeiaion to the 
Board of lmmigration Appeal1. 

OD July 10, 1974, the Board of Immigration Appeala dtamieaed 
Mr. Lennon•• appeal and granted him 60 days from the date of that 

- ~- d~~eiaton in whtch to depart voluntarily from till tmitecl $tat••· 
Howver, on September 6, 1974, a P*t1tion to fti!V'tew Mr. JAmlon'e 
deportation order •• filed in the tl'lited States -~ ol .AppM.b 
ill New York, The petttton fen: revtn 1tay1 lot .• ~·a 4.,.U• 
UOill pendtna determtnatton of the petiUon by that eourt. 

. . -. ---- -------·-,..-,.I...,.I----'-----...I~S..,.2 7-r-



. . -- .. -, .. 

;\ 
) 

Mr. t.rnon -ia preat...S ancl t.ndMCl hu recetftll t:hlt
... u.wt:t.anal right• of "due proct~•" aruS "equal protKtion. Ullde'r 
tbl 1w' •• wulcl any otba' aUen u dUqn of thta eount:ry' and 
,... •1 I» _. .. und t:hat I» wecatvtcl a fatr and taparUal deport& .. 

tiOil ~-. 

Tl:lluk JIIV.· for JOUI' tatenat in thta mat~. 

ltaetnly, < 

Jlllu r. Gr ... 
D~putJ· eoa.:t.lllOM'f . 



':!,.... 
I 

N 
'"""' 

. ,_: .. -"-- ·-:,;,!! ''t 

"" 

· Hv JO£ TngEN tryill~ .to show that Marks 
• . - -~ · ·· . ..wasllQ\.a!lowcd to ~x,·rctsc' Job11 Lennon doesn't b1ow . , · · . ,, ~'th~:)llist·retion of ljis offtr~. 

I he h~lf. o. f 1t .. He. 'tl11nks I hat . . . · . . .·.· ,' ';. , _:,·!· . . ·.·. . , tire. ·r.efor_e_. d.epr.tvl.·ng l..enm.·n Ntxon s rnen were beilmd Ius ~ · . · , • L · if ·· of li.S. Constitutional r:gLt;, 
1~·portat·on prob!r;m~ -and · ... · - · · . · .· ofdu~ prores~ (which he h.~'>. 
he'srigh'. On I; he doe~r.'( -~ even :b0ugh he i>JI't u IU;. 
know how far they wrr~ wolf. ritizem. l! there han been liO 

ins ro go. h~!-rtVif!:~. And ft~n ·for_ over·. lenst kicked :Jr.ound in hls. c~: mtefi;)r,~nce, L~nnon : .. ::r~Jfs, 
in interview;; \vith hi~.~biy 1dU there was alwavs Len~ fice .. "Tb~t rrdght h\Jve bct>n he rnig~:t have ,y·,en !.~b·v.•d 

rdle:blP 5'0 1Jrces •.:.:thi", the notl'S be\i··Js. "DiCn·t he say di;;eus:·H)ci tangentlalJy,' 1 he to str.y ~lci·e on tt;r- &i'rJt.md 
u,s lr:lmi~r<>tbn '"'d i\i,;tu- something about the Pope said, "but r.ever with any (h,Jt he "';;n amst. or ?'l,lh· 
rahz~twn Serv1ce. we have sho!ild smoke grass?" asked seriousness." He also admits ground that he hea0eo a 
'·-~anwd the Sf{>p~ th«f ~A~re onrsourC'e. taJkmu.to Greene about the large corp,')r~tif;n Or, ~:'Jl'(! 
taken after the goverrn1or.\ The i1ea for the public caee but says that. Greene hkely. he migltt have o, .'n 
Ji!clded.:otlt~p?tt Lermo~ trial. according_ tq". •he d_id,ft ~nterfer~ in his dee~- ~~rant~d wi'nt I$ cal!;,l~ ''n;_;n 

Not only was tt.ere :1 {,gal sources, came from James s1on to d>?port Lennon, as priority" status. meamng he 
outs1de l!;!erferenc-e m h1s F, Gn•ene, then associate Lennon is how daiming in could have st!lY•'d for ··nu-
case, the wurcts say, but com'nissil;>ner ol the lmmi· court. "1 talked with him manit<orian" reasPns, . ju:;: 
there were. plsm for a big gr~twn Serviee and oow about it," Marks said. "A. like the 1!8 aliens his nttor· . , . ,. . ·' . , , , , " 

, vol.lttcal lrtal as well - a deputy comni~lor;et\ He'al: case of th;s Importance )•ou . noy says have bee.11 &!lowe;\ I approve~ of 11 ,\''~r.,. ! :l?" Mr. "." 'rc ',' .. :·: ·: '';,' ·. • ', 
· Ch!cago_7. Harrtsburg 7 lilld . legedly tel~phorre<INJ:w Volt' neces:sarlly would.: .. J lfl?n"t ,' to st.ay even thoogl:, they JliO>C- of 11 tlOII',, 1!1> OthY !i@ ":a,. ·""''1,; ·:•d .. r -~, .<te 

Gamcsvil!e B rolled mto one. District Dir~X:iof Sol Marlts;. construe til at as interference have far worse enmmal involvement tn the ~ase, he; ln•m•c· c• •'''' · ':i:r ' .,_,. 
It would 1M> a whole lot oftun" teil:ng him to revoke Lcli· at all. After all,. tire commis, records titan a pot charge. said, 11 as to recctve pw,n;•; tl•rt~·-"' • ,,.,. ·, · 
•f'ht'ly WI)Ufd piay Lennon·s non~s visa and to prepare tor s1oner .,ot · tmmJgnuion h~~ "&ut. i:vld1 "-·" Wet;:,. l~~.__~;.:: ~: \_,.,!:.; !,vi.l~ ~.:;-.;..·~:...; :.~:::. :-··~~ i>'lac·"". . 
albums -his songs support· the hg triaL complete a.uth6rity ~ested 1:1 !()wed to consider those possi, ·messa~es up the cham r•r Srh•·'"" \\ :>O I "'' ,., c.~ 
iqg sueh subversions as Irish · himliy the Attorney General, bilhics, Lennon ~!•ims. lie command to thcn-CJmr.us- leflli•e. rmt1i;;n•_· .. ,,, Sec··:' ·, 
lreedom. Women's !..Jb, !he , • • .' · . which is in 3L'C!ll'dam-e with was only allowed to throw sioner Farrel! "Mr. Marks prot~~"'l.lt atn<>:.,: o;·"'r · 
rightsoiblacks and lnd1ans, Marks got h1~ best man thestatutcs,andtheeommis- Lcnnonout ' informed me of the decision thmg5 thai I"! ', ... : ''''"" 
the· dccrtl)1inalization of fnr the case, tnal atlorney sioner can call the. shots on to proc~ed with the d•pcrta- cart>' b!and:e '" •J . !.,·, ,.·t,n 
marijuana. Sample lyri<:!'· Vmcent A_. ~hiano, ~hiano. • on anything." .. • ' '· . lton~Why-: &cause lhis man c~se end""'''"''' be· :r·oU:>lP , 
'.'No short-haired, yellow-. had been m charge of all'~~~ B , d'd e ther F'a;rell or Greene, however, -denies ILcnr.oni L1 very prominent in his al:e::'l'',: I•; r•u ~t, "•. 
llellied S(,lll of Tricky Oicl!:y JS recent b1g New. 'Yor_ ~. dePOt• G u. 

1 
ll :h sh 1 , lh giving. rtlllr_kl< any orde.rs in. 1n the. _11ew_, wo>'i<l Out<:id_e. r_o. mwr !'-:a7.'.''. \/•!~''. trpt 

going to Mother Hubbard soil Ia Iion cases"'- C~_r'lo:Ga!"bi' ' reene ca , e 0 5 10 · e · lhe clise. "·"''be~ was .. ,m.. tliete"iWOttld. IJe: tre!llelldolliic ~iaappeal'ill~ !r•)m hi> tt;•'-k 
soap me" And when they no, lrash rev~t~l~. l..e~?oncase._ , direction," he said, "He told interest. in th,is matter." he Ira;; st;:tcd). d~c!me,_ on 
finished that field day, they Cahill, former Naza:Herm~ WeH .. lh•s IS somethmg 1'41! wtat hewas41oin~ to dQ. , Greene said. ".,.! t:dked tfl comm~nt. 
would turn to another_ Len· Braunstemer Ryan, 1\appy_, tha~. I W1h Withhold eomment · ----
non's friends. pcop!~ like hooker Xaviera Hollander. on, Marks sa1d. 

Tne ,f-.1\air; j~:urti.J:.e"~~ ~~ .. r.-Jrrn~ ;;! ~'i1; . .., -;r -~-,-, · 
r~v Holl fer h\,.o sho•Nsf 7:30 iH~d i: r.t~·~ ,:;,.;l;a~· •;'f'<~!·· 

\ht: ,;un::;:;o~ (;,~. ~.poo<: 1 ~( ~ 

Jerry Rubin, Abbie Hoffman, . Marks, now reUred and Just who called the shol> 
Renl11e Davis, Bo!)bv Seale, living tn Florida, admitsthat is !he key to the whole Len· 

. Newton - ·all the -Jhe political trial idea was at non case. l.etmon is in coort .. " ----
' lt1NIP£R PlAZA,' 'FREEHOLD, N,J, _,_ ' · · 

""" I l' ' " ,.. . "'• t;.-

THE SUNDAY STAR.C.I!DOIR,btcimher t,l974 
~ ··~· 

·, ~lr., ,~\k;\; I -t- ;;;. ~- ~ ·: ~ 
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1\17 597 321 
20 West Broadway 

New York, New York 10007 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
5 15 Ned I son !\venue 
New York, N. Y. 10022 

Dear Mr. Wildes: 

August 30, 1974 

Re: John Winston Ono LENNON 

In consonance with the telephonic replies I heve mede today to your 
several requests, I reiterate: 

1. No stay of deportation will be granttd administratively 
and the order of the Boord of Immigration 1\ppeels will 
be effectuated; 

2. Nonprlorlty status, another form of expressing a stey of 
deportation, has been considered by 1118, and I find no 
strong equities nor oompell lng hUNnltarlan factors 
present to justify granting a stay of deportation. 

You are, of course, free to petition for such other relief as may be 
afforded by other tribunals. 

I 11111 enc I os I ng the seventy page copy of the oral ergU~~~ent before the 
Board of Immigration Appeals dated October 31, 1973, 

Enc. 
vJBG: ekw 

~ 

MI\URICE F. Kl LEY 
Acting District Director 

l 
I 
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Leon Wildes, Esq. 
5I 5 14ad I son Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 10022 

Dear Mr. Wildes: 

Al7 597 321 
20 West Broadway 

New York, New York 10007 

August 30, 1974 

Re: John Winston Ono LENNON 

In consonance with the telephonic replies I have nede today to your 
several requests, I reiterate: 

I. No stay ot deportation will be granted administratively 
and the order of the Board of IMMigration Appeals will 
be effectuated; 

2. Nonprlorlty status, another form of expressing a stay of 
deportation, has been considered by me, and I find no 
strong equities nor compelling humanitarian factors 
present to Justify granting a stay of deportation. 

You are, of course, free to petition for such other relief as may be 
afforded by other tribunals. 

I 8111 enc I osl ng the seventy page copy of the ora I arg11111ent before the 
Board of Immigration Appeals dated October 31, 1973. 

Enc. 
WBG:ekw 

Sincerely, 

MAURICE F. KILEY 
Acting District Director 

I 
' ' 

I 
I 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTM~.QIIt~ll.JST.I&iic£ 
. Y. c. MAiL IINIT 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURAL.IZATION SERVICE.' 

Auc 29 iO 23 AH 'N 

Date ·August 28, 1974 

TO District Director 
New York, N~w York 

FROM Appellate Trial Attorney 
Office of Genel'31 Coi.Uisel 
lmmig!'ation and Nat11ralization Service 

SUBJECT: JOHN LENNON, Al7 595 321 

§ Attached is a self-explanatoty communication concerning the above matter •. 

0 

0 
0 

Remarks: 

Attached is a copy of an order entered by the Board. It is requested that it be 
designated for publication. 

It is requested that the Board expedite the subject case. 

The Immigration and.Naturalization Service desires to be represented at oral 
argument of this case. Please advise date set for oral argument, and any 
subsequent changes. 

\ 

CO Form 83 
(REV. 3·2-70) 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
lmmigrCltion and Natliralization Service 

Form approved. 
Budget &ureau No. 43-R0104 

APPLICATION FOR A SEARCH OF THE RECORDS OF 
THE IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 
TAKE OR MAIL TO -
Immigration and Naturalization Service 

TYPE OR PRINT THE NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS OF THE PERSON TO WHOM 
INFOiMATION OR COPIES OF RECORD SHOUlD BE RETURNED UNDER THE LINE &ELOW. 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

PLACE "X" IN APPLICAaLE BOX(ES) (See attached rider) 
IT IS REQUESTED THAT: 

. ~INFORMATION BE GIVEN REGARDING PERSON DESCRIBED BELC,W. 

0 RECORD BE MADE AVAILABLE FOR INSPECTION. 

Fee Stamp 

REC£.1VED. 

IN ORMAl\ON 
·AuG 1 41974 
tmmigratlon and 

~ltur•llution Servic 
N•w York, N. :Yo 

D 
lfiiUIIlbtrl 

PERSON CONSENTING 

SIGNATURE Of PERSON CONSENTING 

EXACT COPIES OF THE RECORD BE FURNISHED . 

I. SPECIFtC INFORMATION DESIRED: D NAME D AGE OR DA IE OF BIRTH D ADMISSION DATA D NATURALIZATION DATA 

~ OTHER'All information corresocmdence ' memoranda relatina to nonorioritv 
2. PUR~ FOR WHICH DESIRED: I sociAL s;cuS!M't~f!c iation. SOCIAL SECURITY BENEFITS 

pending litig;ation ~OTHER (&plom f•lly i 

DATA FOR IDENTIFICATION OF THE RECORD 
3. FAMILY NAME GIVEN NAME MIDDLE NAME I'' ALIEN REGISTRATION NUMBER 

LENNON John Winston 0~0 Al7 597 321 
'·OTHER NAMES USED, IF ANY 16. NAME USED AT TIME OF ENTRY 

John Lennon John Lennon 
7: PLACE OF BIRTH 18. DATE OF BIRTH 19. PORT ABROAD FROM WHICH LEFT FOR UNITED STATES 

Liverpool, England 10/9/40 
10. PORT OF ENTRY Ill. DA IE OF ENTRY 112. NAME OF VESSEL OR OTHER MEANS OF ENTRY 

GIVE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION IF THE PERSON WAS NATURALIZED 
13. NAME ON NATURALIZATION CERTIFICATE ll.j., CERTIFICATE NUM~ER 115, NATURALIZATION DATE 

16. ADDRESS AT TIME OF NATURALIZATION 117. NAME AND LOCATION OF NATUR:ZATION COURT 

~~1B SIGN AT\ OF APh~ A (j /lll ~ )o DO NOT COMPLETE THIS BLOCK -
RESERVED FOR GOVEBHMEHI Y~E QHLY 

INS OFFICE: ..,..... DATE' 

THE RECORDS OF THE IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE REHECT THE FOLLOWING: 

0 LAWFUL ADMISSION FOR PERMANENT RESIDENCE 01-1 AT . 
D NATURALIZATION INFORMATION AS SHOWN ABOVE IS CORRECT. 

0 NATURALIZATION IN (CQURTJ ON (DATE) 

AT (LOCA.TION) 

D DATE OF BIRTH . 
D ARRIVAL RECORD OA TED SHOWED SUBJECT'S AGE AT TIME TO &E . 
D 

D COf'IES ATTACHED AS REQUESTED SIGNATURE 

TilLE 

Form N·585 (R•v. 6·1S·70)N 
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INFORMATION AND INSTRUCTIONS 

1. APPLICATION-Fonn N-585. Persons desiring a search of the records of this Service shall submit 
the completed application, in duplicate, to the nearest office of the Immigration and Naturalization Service 
except in those cases where naturalization data is desired relating to a naturalization that occured between 
September 21, 1906, and April 1, 1956. In these cases the fonn should be sent to the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, 119 "D" Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20536. 

2. CONSENT REQUIRED. The subject of a Service record may consent in writing to another person's 
obtaining information to which the subject would be entitled. A block is provided in the application fonn 
where such consent is shown. Infonnation from visa petitions may be furnished upon application of the pe
titioner or beneficiary, but an application by a third person requires the petitioner's written consent. 

3. FEES. (a) Basic Charges. A single fee of $3.00 shall be charged for a search of the records of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service. The fee is required for the search and is not returnable. When the 
information requested relates to two or more persons, groups, or things, the search for each is a separate 
service and an additional fee or fees shall be submitted. In addition,fees are chargeable for searching time 
or for monitoring time as prescribed by 8 CFR 103.7. Searching time, genet ally, is considered as covered by 
the basic fee of $3.00; however, additional charges shall be imposed for unusual requests that result in 
expenditure of considerable time. Charges for monitoring shall be assessed when the requester's examination 
requires assignment of an employee specifically for that purpose. 

(b) Copies~ A fee of 2fi cents per page, with a minimum fee of 50 cents, shall be paid for copies of 
Service records, but no charge (other than the basic search fee of $3.00) shall be required for the first page 
of a record. 

(c) Manner of Submission. lf this application is mailed, DO NOT SEND CASH. Attach a check or a 
Cnited States postal money order (or, if outside the United States, an international money order) made pay~ 
able to "Immigration and Naturalization Service, Department of Justice." An applicant residing in the U.S. 
Virgin Islands shall make his remittance payable to "Commissioner of Finance of the Virgin Islands;• and if 
residing in Guam,to "Treasurer, Guam." 

4. NATURALIZATION RECORDS. If naturalization occurred prfor to september 27, 1906, the subject's 
place of residence at the time of naturalizatrog ruust- be furnished. Such records rarely contain information 
regarding members of the naturalized person'~ family.' · · 

5. ARRIVAL RECORDS. Some passenger lists of the Bureau of Customs dating from 1820 are maintained 
by the General Reference Section, the N!1tional :Archives, Washington, D.C. 20408. Inquiries concerning these 
records should not be made on this fonn nor submitted to this Service but should be forwarded di~eeUy to.tn~t 
agency with suffic"i!')nt infflnnation f(}r an adequate seareh, i.e;~8PPI'9Ximate date~t oftravel, nameunderwh.ich. 
the person arrived, name of vessel, and port of entry and embarkation. . ' ' . . . 

This Service has records of arrivals at the port of New York since June 16, 1897,and at certain other ports 
since 1891. Our records of arrivals prior to July 1, 1924,do not contain birthdates but merely show age at 
time of entry. 

. . 
6. CERTIFICATE OF BIRTH DATA· FROM IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION RECORDS. 

A Certification of Birth Data may be issued for a fee of $3.00 to foreign-born children under twenty-one 
years of age who: 

(a) Have been admitted to the United States for permanent residence, whether or not they have since 
become naturalized, or 

(b) Are' citizens of tJl~ Un!'ted States and have been issued a Certificate of Citizenship by the Service. 

The parent, .i!Uardian,or other adult having a legitimate interest i11. a person who is under fourteen years of age 
may file ari application on such person's behalf. ' ... 

Where documentary evidence is presented to show the child's name·has been legally changed, the certification 
may be issued in the child's new name. 

\')\'"I)\ '. J " ) ' •• - .) . 

' :1," •• 
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UNITEC> STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE Form approved. 

I lmmlgr1ltlon and NaturOII:r:atlon Service 
Budget Rureau No . .43-R-0104 

APPL1CATI6N FOR A SEARCH OF THE RECOIRDS OF 
THE IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 
TAKE OR MAIL TO-
Immigration and Natur<ilization Servi¢• 

TYPE OR PRINT THE NAME AND MAILING ADDRESS OF THE PERSOH TO WHOM 
INFORMATION OR COPIES OF RECORD SHOULD BE RETURNED UNDER THE LINE llELOW. 

ieoD Wildes, Bsq. 
515 Madi•on Avenue 
New York, NeW York 101322 

, .. 

------------, 
rSu lrucruction 2 on r~~e11d 

PERSON CONSENTING 

SIGNATURE OF PERSON CONSENTINO 

-"""""•'"''"'"- EXACT COPIES OF THE RECORD 8£ FURNISHED. 

AGE OR DATE OF BIRTH 

3. FAMILY NAME GIVEN NAME MIDDLE NAME 14, ALIEN REGISTRATION NUM8ER 

LBIOJOI John W;lnStQQ ono Al7 597 321 
,5, OTHER NAM~ USED1 1F ANY 16. NAME USE~ AT TIME OF ENTRY 

John Lennon Jo~ Lennon·-
7;PLACE OF BIRTH , a. DATE oF BIRTH 19 P<\)RT _A8ROAD FROM WHICH LEFT FOR UNITED STATES 

Liverpool, Bn9land I 10/9/40 
10. PORT OF ENTRY 111. DATE OF ENTR'I 112. NAME OF VESSEL OR OTHER MEANS OF ENTRY 

GIVE THE FOLLOWING INFORMATION IF THE PERSON WAS NATURALIZED 
13 fU~AUZATION CERTIFIC.A'TE 

. -- '\ 

-- I'''· CERTIFICATE NUM8ER 115 NATURALIZATION DATE 

16. ADDRESS AT TIME OF NATURALIZATION 117 NAME AND LOCATION OF NATUR:ZATION COURT 

-

1118. SIGN.<T\ OF APXA fl /)J L; A> DO NOT COMPLETE THIS BLOCK -
RESERVED FOR GOVERNMENI !.!~E QIILY 

/ IN.S OFFICE: "" DATE: 

THE RECORDS OF THE IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE: REfLECT THE FOLlOWING: 

g LAWFUL ADMISSION FO~ PERMANENT RESIDENCE ON " 
D NATURALIZATION INFORMATION AS SHOWN ASOVE 1$ CORRECT. 

0 NATURALIZATION IN (COURT) ON WATEJ 

AT 

D DA" OF SIRTH ' 
D ARRIVAL RECORD DATED 

. 
SHOWED SUSJECT'S AGE AT TIME TO" 

D 

D COPIES ATTACHED AS REQUESTED SIGNATURE ·' Tlo" 
. f~. 

. .-·:." . 

Form N-585 Rev. 6-1 -570) N 
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INFORMATION AND INSTRUCTIONS 

1. APPL!CATION-~'onn N-585. Persons desiring a search of the records of this Service shall submit 
the completed application, in duplicate, to the nearest office of the Immigration and Naturalization Service 
except in those cases where naturalization data is desired relating to a naturalization that occured between 
September 21, 1906,and April 1, 1956. In these cases the form should be sent to the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, 119 "D" Street, N.E., Washington, D.C. 20536. 

2. CONSENT REQUIRED. The subject of a Service record may consent in writing to another person's 
obtaining information to which the subject would be entitled. A block is provided in the application form 
where such consent is shown. Information from visa petitions may be furnished upon application of the pe
titioner or heneficiar.v, hut an application by a third person requires the petitioner's written consent 

3. FEES. (a) Basic Charges. A single fee of $3.00 shall be charged for a search of the records of the 
Immigration and Naturalizat.ion Service. The fee is required for the search and is not returnable. When the 
information requested relates to two or more persons, groups, or things, the search for each is a separate 
service and an additional fee or fees shall be submitted. In addition ,fees are chargeable for searching time 
or for monitoring time as prescribed by 8 CFR 103.7. Searching time, generally, is considered as covered by 
the basic fee of $3.00; however, additional charges shall be imposed ·.for unusual requests that result in 
expenditure of considerable time. Charges for monitoring shall be assessed when the requester's examination 
requires assignment of an employee specifically for that purpose. 

(b) Copies. A fee of 25 cents per page, with a minimum fee of 50 cents, shall be paid for copies of 
Service records, but no charge (other than the basic search fee of $3.00) shall be required for the first page 
of a record. 

(c) Manner of Submission. If this application is mailed,DO NOT SEND CASH. Attach a check or a 
United States postal money order (or, if outside the United States, an international money order) made pay· 
able to "Immigration and Naturalization Service, Department of Justice." An applicant residing in the U.S. 
Virgin Islands shall make his remittance payable to "Commissioner of Finance of the Virgin Islands:• and if 
residing in Guam,to "Treasurer, Guam." 

4. NATURALIZATION RECORDS. If naturalization occurred prior to September 27, 1906, the subject's 
place of residence at the time of naturalization must be furnished. Such records rarely contain information 
regarding members of the naturalized person'·s family. 

5. ARRIVAL RECORDS. Some passenger lists of the Bureau of Customs dating from 1820 are maintained 
by the General Reference Scetion, the National Archives, Washington, D.C. 20408. Inquiries concerning these 
records should not be made on this form nor submitted to this Service but should be forwarded directly to that 
agency with sufficient infonnation for an adequate search, i.e.,\approximate dates of travel, name under which 
the person arrived, name of vessel, and port of entry and embarkation. 

This Service has records of arrivals at the port of New York since June 16, 1897,and at certain other ports 
since 1891. Our records of arrivals prior to July I, 1924,do not contain birthdates but merely show age at 
time of entry. 

6. CERTIFICATE OF BIRTH DATA FROM IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION RECORDS. 
A Certification of Birth Data may be issued for a fee of $3.00 to foreign-born children under twenty-one 
years of age who: 

(a) Have been admitted to the United States for permanent residence, whether or not they have since 
become naturalized, or 

(b) Are citizens of the United States and have been issued a Certificate of Citizenship by the Service. 

The parent, guardian, or other ad11lt having a legitimate interest in a person who is under fourteen years of age 
may file an application on such person's behalf. 

Where documentary evidence is presented to show the child's name has been legally changed, the certification 
may be issued in the child's new name. 
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A copy of the fmliowing documents located in the 
administrative files or work folders relating to 
this case are respectfully request: 

Each and every document during the period of 
January 1972 to this date relating to consider
ation of this alien and/or his wife Yoko Ono 
Lennon, Al9 489 154 for nonpriority elassifica
tion under Operations instructions section 103.1 
(a) (1}, including, but not limited to, any 
form c-312, any communication or memorandum 
between the New York District Director's office 
and any other off:ice of the Immigration and 
Naturalization SE!rvice or any other governmental 

. . 

or non-governmental person or body, whether 
relating to consideration of this case as "non
priority" or under any other procedure or practice 
relating to the deferral of departure of the alien 
from the united States or permitting him to remain 
here without institution of deportation proceedings, 
or execution of any order of deportation; if no 
such documents e:dst in the files relating to this 
alien, kindly so state, 

~ ,s 
Th~ pending litigation relating to the existence of a 
"nonpriority" program and for disclosure of tre practices, 
procedures and actual cases involved in such program in 
the u.s. District court, southern District of New York, 
73 Civ. 4476. However, at no time has the Immigration and 
Naturalization servic•e indicated whether or not consider
ation was ever given to granting this alien such nonpriority 
status. The purpose of this request is to ascertain whether 
such an application wa.s ever entertained, and actual 
consideration given to the application, Since form G-321 
is not a form available to the public, nor is there any 
published regulation :by which an alien may formally apply 
for this remedy, my client would wish to know whether his 
counsel's request for such classification was given any 
active consideration at all. 

My notice of appearanee as attorney for this alien is 
in the related file. 

. . I 1541 



UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 

DATE: 
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FROM: (~ 1"1 AAAdr 

___ For Your Information 
_ .Approval/Signature 

__;~:::.__P Per Conversation 
___ Not'e and Return 
___ Note and File 
__ PleB•se Reply (copy to mel 
___ Report Action Taken 
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-------___,...._,---,..--
.. .. 

___________ .. --- ·-------------------
JOHN l~INSTON .. ONO LElmo'N, · .. --.... .------X 

Plain tiff, 

-against-
• . . 

. ELL~OT RICW\RDSON, Attorney General of the United 
.States; LEOiiARD CHAPUAN CONlliSSIOI::En, Imnigre tion 
and . .Naturalization; zmTAF.D A. LOUCR:,lf, Associate 
Commissioner, Immigration & •Naturalization; 
SOCRATES ZOLl\.TA'S, Regional Com.rnissioner, North-. 
e~stern Region, Im.:nigrati.on & Naturalization; 

~~<ro Ct7 

SOL MARKS, Director, District No. 3, Immigration 
and Naturalization, 

Defendants. 

. . . 
• • 

• . 
• • 

----~----------------------------------·---~~------X t]OHli lUNSTON ONO LE:t-lli'ON, 

· Plaintiff 1 

-against-

• • 
• • 
• .. 
• • 

. : 
• • 
• . . • . 
• 

73 Civ. 4476 

X 
~ --ill 

(It c..J !2 
b ~ .,, .. - ;11-0 .~r-
""!· t:. () '" z -1<:> 

:< -o 0 
0 

~ c:: .. . :u - ··• 
iT-THE UNITED STATES OF AHERICA; ROBERT H. :SORK, as 

Acting Attorney General of the United States; 
RICHARD KLIENDIENs·r, individually and as former 
Attorney General of the UDited States; JOHN A. 
lUTCHELL, individually an1· as former Attorney 
General of the United States;. RAYMO!II'D FARRELL., 
individually and as former Co~~issioner of 
Immigratiqn and Naturalization; LEONARD CHAPl,IAN; 
individually and as Commissioner of Immigration 
and Naturalization; SOL !1JARKS, individually and 

·: 73 Civ. 4543 

as District Director,. Ne\~ York, Immigration and 
Naturalization; the Il-ll:.riGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE: and PERSOHS UUKNOl'n~ IN THE UNITED STATES 
GO"vER~1,lEN'l' 1 .. 

Defendants. 

. 
• 
• . 

• . . 

• • • • 
• • . • 

----,-~·---- ... ---------------------------------------X 
United States District Court 

s. D. New York 
MB;y l, 1974 

!.eon :·Tildes, Ha1·1 York, II. Y, tor l?lainaff 

Paul J. Curran, United States Attorney for the Southern District 
of He1·1 Yor\1:, for United States of America, Joseph Nar:ro, Assistant 
United Stat·es Attorney, of counsel 

' 

,: 

I: 
' . ' 

·r 
I 

.. I 

... ~,.·f: .. . ,.··.~~;~·····"· ··~:·"';'.-.-!"7'"'~· .. ·~t~·~· .. ~-~·:'7~~r--"r"t.~~.~·r.~'1 f!'" .... 'r.~·:'-.. r.~~~-........ - .. ~·-- ····-
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OPINION AND ORDER 

. Plaint:if'f John Lennon has moved for an 

order enjoining various officials involved in the 

enforcement and administrati9n of Unitec.l States 

immigtation 1ai'/S fro:n further proceedings regarding 

his deportation.* An appel:'.l from his· de.portation order 

of March 23, 1973 is presently pending before the 

Board o:f Immigration Appeals (the "Board"). 

· Plaintiff and his wife entered the United 

States in 1971 with authority to remain until February 

29, 1972. On Ma1·ch 11 1972 they ;.1ere. adviSed that · 

their authorization had expired and they were expected 
. •4 

to leave by Harch 15. Hm·1ever, on March 6, concluding-

I 

. they had no intention to leave by i.W.rch 15, the District 

.Director of the Immigration and Uatul·alization Service 

{
11IHS") commenced deportation proceedings against them. 

~is proceeding came on to be heard before Immigration 

Judge Fieldstee1. At that tune, plaintiff and his wife 

asserted that the deportation proceedings had. been dis~ 

crim1natori1y commenced because INS had violated its 

practic,:e by not allo>'ling ther.t "non-priority" status.** 

*Those offi.;!ials al~e tha d:~:"'et1-~nn1;s in the t~·;o actions 
Lennon commenced in October 1973 described infra. 
**."lion-priority" refers to a category or cases in \~hich 
the INS l'lill defer the departure of an alien indefinitely 
and take no action to disturb his Dmnigration status on 

the ground that such action'\1ould be unconscionable because 
... ft" of the exis ~ence of appealin~ hu.:umi .. al·ian ac ors. . 

\\\. .. 
,, ..... -~·-

• 
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In this case, the asserted grounds for "non-priority" 

status were that the wife desired. to remain in the United 

States to endeavor to locate and obtain cu.stody of her . 

child by a former marriage,· and plaintiff-husband desired .. 
to'remain 'with and assist her. 

The ~~~igration Judge allowed the wife 

permanent residence,* but plaintiff-husband \·1as ordered 

depot·ted. The Immigration Judge ruled that his sole 

function was. to determine 'l'lhether the deportation charge 
. 

was sustained by suffiCient evidence, and finding that 

plaintiff-husband had been convicted in England upon 

his plea of possession of "cannibis resin", ruled he 

was deportable as a.(atter of law.** The Immigration 

.Judge deriied plaintiff's request to terminate the de-· 

portation proceedings on the grounds of (l) discrimina

tory commencement and (2) because of INS' alleged 

violation of _its o;m practice as regards "non pr1ority11 

. . . 
·status, stating: 

It is within the District Director's 
prosecutive discretion whether to 
institute deportation proceedings· 

.against a deportable alien or 
temporarily to withhold said pro
ceedings. \-/here such proce.eding;s 
have begun,it is not in·the province 

I 

I 

*liursunn:: to ;::)oction 21~5 of the lmr.tigra~ion and Nationality 
Act,. 8 U,S,C, Sec, 1255. 

**Section212 (a) (23) of the J:nu:li$ration and Nationality 
Act, 8 u.s.c. Sec. 1182(a)(23J· 

.. 3-
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of the Immigration Judge or of the 
Board on J,ppeal to revie1·1 the wis
dom .of the District Director's 

. action starting the proceedings •••. 

t 

. Plaintiff's appeal fro:n the determination of the 

Immigration Judge to tne Board of Immigration Appeals 

is sub judice. 
' . 

Thereafter,, and in October 1973, plaintiff 

commenced ho actions in this Court. J1 ' Action 71'1, 

under the Freedom of Information Act, 5 U,S,C. Section 

552, seeks INS information and records relevant to the 

maintenance by INS of a "non-priority" category of 

cases and the standards used in determining its 

applicability. 

Action #2.seeks an order 1) requiring 

certain government defendants to divulge, pursuant 

to 18 u.s.c, Sec, 3504, '1-lhether or not plaintiff 

has·been the subject of unlawful surveillance. 

and 2) granting a hearing on the question of whether 

.. or not the defendants had "prejudged. the case against 
. . . ~ . . .... 

him." 

Plaintiff 1s·principa1 contention is that 

he is entitled to a stay of all proceedinzs "until . 

. a reasonable time after plaintiff has been furnished with 

' the, information and records sought in Action No. 1, II on the. 

- 4 -
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ground that Hhile he . is not subject to deportation 

until after a final decision of the Board,*. and review 

by the Court of Appeals,** he· \'1111 be forced to so 

to the Court of Appeal~ on an inadequate'and prejudicial 

record in the event the decision of the 3oard is 

against him.*** 

There seems little question· that the District 

Court has jurisdiction to enjoin agency action for 

violation of a Freedom of Information Act claim. 

·Renegotiation Board v, Bannercra:f't Clothing Co., 42 

U,S.L.W, 4203 (U,S, Feb, 19, 1974); Sears .Roebuck & Co. 1 

v. N.L.R.B., 473 F,2d 91 (D.C. Cir. 1973), However, such . 
power· is to be exe~ised only upon a clear showing of · 

irreparable injury, Sears Roebuck, suura, at p. 93 

states: 

••• it is only in extraordinary 
circumstances that a court may, 
in the sound exercise of discre
tion,intervene to interrppt agency 
proceedings to dispose of a single, 
intermediate or collateral issue, 
A cogent showing of irreparable 
harm is an indispensable condition 

· of such intervention. 

f8C.F,R. Section 3.b(a) (1973). 
**8 u.s.c. Section 1105(a)(3). 

***Plaintiffs point out that review 'b ~f"ore the Cou1·t of 
Appeals"shall ba determined solely upon the administrative 
record upon which the deportation order is based. The 
Attorney General's findings of fact, if supported by 
reasonable, substantial, and probative evidence on the 

·record considered as a whole, shall be conclusive;" ";) 
8 u •. S.C~ Section 1105(a}(4). . \~'t, 

····-;' ·5 ·-

'. 
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On the facts before me, there is no nuch shov1inc;. 

The plaintiff cannot be deported us a matter of law 

until a final determination has been made herein.by 

the Court of Appeals~unless that Court so orders. 

The information and records sought have been held to 

be irrelevant as a me.tter of law 'by the Inirnigration 

Judge.* If that rul:i.ng is proper, there is no basis 

for an injunction to permH plaintiff to obtain these 

records to introduce in that proceeding. If it is 

improper, either the Board or the Court of Appeals 

may reverse idth appropriate directions to the Immi-

- · gra tion Jud~e to receive and consid~?r such proof,** 

*I note that even if the requested infor~tion should 
. prove to be relevant in a WlY overlool~ed by the parties 

or the Court, plaintiff is not entirely without remedy. 
8 C.F.R. Sec, 3.8 prov;l.des a procedure for the reopening 
of a Board determination upon motion of a party. If 
~he Board should fail to perll\it plaintiff' to reopen and 
in doing.~o cow~its an abuse of discretion, judicial 
revieN is available in the Court of Appeals. Schieber v. 
Immi ra.tion and rraturalization Service, 461 F.2d 1078 

Cir. 1972), ~lle existence m: this procedure further 
supports my vie>q thut the plaintiff Nill not suffer irre
parable injury by tha continuation of Board proceedings, 

**In the event that the position of the Immigration Judge 
is held to be incorrect and pro-r.eedings to · · · · 
determine the merits of plaint;iff 1s selective prosecution 
claim proceed without awaiting the release of the 
information to which plaintiff is entitled in Action #1, 

. _I will, at that point, reconsider plainti:ff 1s application 
for a s t~.y. 

- 6 -
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Thus plaintiff will have his review and be protected .. · 
against improper deportation during its course. 

The plaintiff alternatively seeks this 

preliminary injunction pending the outcome of Action i~'-2 

on the ground that if the injunction is not granted, 

he will have no recourse from his asserted "prejudgment 11 

herein and/or the claimed use of tainted evidence against 

him. 

However, plaintiff, in his very limited presen

tation on this.ground, has made no showing that any 

Immigration official involved in this proceeding has not 

exercised his independent judgment,* and the Board has 

yet to rule. Any cl.ta~ of prejudgment is necessarily 

premature t~hen an agency 1 s appellate body has yet 

to 11ct.** 

Nor has plaintiff demonstrated a need for 

......... 

a stay of the Immigration proceedings until defendants 
. . 

affirm or deny the use of illegal evidence against 

plaintiff. Judge Fieldsteel' s opinion is based solely 

~'Eihibit "D" to the complaint in Action #2, \·li:ile provocative, 
is not a · shoNing. 

**Given a proper showing,a hearina on prejude;ment night 
'be appropriate after the Board's determination. See 
U.S. v. ex rel. ?.ccnrdi v. Shau::Jmess., 347 u.s. 260 

5 • ·ro stay the proccedin.;s at ~his point \•tould 
be improperly disruptive,, even assumin;g a proper shoi'ling 

·had been tJade. 
• 

- 7 -
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on the reconl of Lenrwn 1 s conviction in England.* 
' . . ' 

Plaintiff has, in any event, specified no evidence 

adrdtted in the proceedings· Hhich might be inadm;i.ssibl.e 

as the product of an unlawful act and therefore 

I see no· reason to delay f.urthex· proceedings. 

·consequently, I decline to grant a preliminary in-. . . 

junction on the alternative grounds urged as to 

Action #2. 

For the .foregoing reasons, the plaintiff's 

motion for a preliminary injunction is denied •. 

«·1'bere c<\n be, and is, no ciui:.1 tha·b the evidenc~ o~' ;;he 
conviction \·las illegally obtained. 

\uS 
- 8 -
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Pl..Az..\ 3-3468 

CABLB ADDRBSB 
"LEONWILDEB," N, Y, 

,.,... 

Auqust 9, 1974 

Maurice F. Kiley, Acting District Director 
Immigtation and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

Dear Sir: 

Re: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
Al7 597 321 

confirming our telephon~'.;;b~verlil""ti.9,f}, pf latlt week, I am 
writing to request an -elllhnsion of'if~~tary departure 
privilege in behalf of my client, .the above-named. A 
copy of this request is being forwarded 'to the Board of 
Immigration Appeals for inclusion in the record. I am 
also attaching a copy of form N-585 currently being filed 
to obtain copies of certain documents in the administrative 
file of thi~ case. As indicated, I will set forth the 
reasons for my request in this letter and I would appreciate 
your earliest possible response. 

As you know, the undersigned requested that the Board of 
Immigration Appeals defer its ruling in the deportation 
proceedings in this case pending the outcome of two related 
court actions pending in the United States District Court 
for the "Southern District of New York. The essential 
reason for the request to defer the determination was the 
Board's stated position that its jurisdiction is limited 
to consideration of the evidence produced upon the deporta
tion proceeding, and that it has no jurisdiction to consider 
elements entering into the determination of a District Direc
tor in commencing deportation proceedings. The Board has 
affirmed the denial of ~ant residence and has granted 
my client permission to depart voluntarily from the United 
States within sixty days from the date of its order (July 10, 
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1974) or any extension beyond that time as may be granted 
by the District Director. I hereby request an additional 
period of four months voluntary departure for the reasons 
stated below. 

The need for the additional period of time stems from the 
fact that my client's remedy at this point is a petition 
for a review by the Second Circuit, united States court 
of Appeals, and that the present record on appeal is in
complete for a fair consideration of my client's case be
fore that court. As expressed to the Board, the information 
being elicited in the District court actions is a necessary 
part of the consideration of my client's entire case, a part 
of which relates to the claim of discriminatory institution 
of deportation proceedings. I expect that it will take at 
least an additional period of four months to obtain the 
necessary additional evidence required for a full considera
tion of this case. A brief review of these two actions 
follows for your information. 

The first District court action is under the Freedom of 
Information Act and may be brought to a close shortly. The 
~overnment has furnished me, pursuant to that action, with 
some 1850 forms G-321 constituting cases where, despite 
their deportable status and the unavailability of adminis
trative remedies, aliens were permitted by the Service to 
remain in the united States. Among these are in excess of 
100 cases of aliens whose deportability ari•es from convic
tions for possessing marijuana or, in mapy cases, hard drugs 
including cocaine and heroin; these cases include aliens with 
multiple convictions, including rapists, aliens convicted on 
impairing the morals of minors, and even one referred to as 
the largest trafficer in drugs in his area. The overwhelming 
majority of these cases involve no stronger equities than 
exist in my mlient's case, and the standard of consideration 
for l'henpriority" classification established by the decisions 
now in my hands was clearly vitlated by the government's 
failure to classify John Lennon as a nonpriority case. I have 
requested additional information in this action and, upon re
ceiving the balance of the information which I have requested, 
am prepared to discontinue the suit, so that the information 
might be used to supplement the record on appeal before the 
Second Circuit. In connection with this issue, I am enclosing 
her7with a copy of form N-585 by which I have requested infor
mat1on as to whether the District Director ever considered my 
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client's request for nonpriority status, completed the 
required internal form G-321 or took any other action with 
respect to such consideration. As you know, this informa
tion is not made available to an alien and there is no 
application form for such remedy nor is the regulation 
governing its availability published for public use. 

In the second District Court action relating to the claims 
of prejudgment on the part of the Immigration and Natura
lization service, the parties have reached the stage of 
exchanging interrogatories and I have already served notices 
to take depositions in the action. I expect that these 
proceedings will also result in information which may be 
placed before the Circuit Court of Appeals in time for its 
eventual consideration of this case. 

As you may know, I must file my petition for review within 
six months of the date of the final deportation order but I 
am in this case required to do so within sixty days thereof, 
unless you grant this request for an extension of voluntary 
departure privilege. I think it appropriate to make my re
quest as early as possible and in this form to avoid unneces
sary motions in court and to permit the court review to be 
as broad as possible without any claim on the part of my 
client of the denial of his rights by virtue of an inadequate 
appeal record before the Court. 

ADDITIONAL REQUESTS 

I would be remiss in my duty to my ~lient if I were to fail 
to make a further request at this time. 

In the Freedom of Information Act action the government quoted 
in its brief its previously unpublished Operations Instruction 
relating to the nonpriority program. This Operations Instrae
tion, though uniformly applicable to all aliens and presumably 
available to every qualified alien, was never published in the 
Federal B.egister as required by law, nor made available to the 
public or the immigration bar previously. It is expressly 
applicable to "every case" and is not limited to any particular 
stage of the proceedings. Hence it is still available to Mr. 
Lennon if the "District . Director determines that adverse ac
tion would be unconscionable because of the existence of appeal
ing humanitarian factors." The Instruction is mandat:ory in 
form requiring that the District Director "shall" reconrnend 

1553 -" 
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consideration for nonpriority in such cases. As stated in 
the attached request for information relating to Distriect 
Director Marks' action, my client has notaetuamo~eV\edge 
as to whether the previous District Director, Mr. Sol Marks, 
ever actually considered his case. In any event, there 
appears to be non restriction upon your office's considera
tion of such an application at this time, nor is there any 
explicit limitation upon the power of the District Director 
to request termination of proceedings as improvidently 
begun by making an appropriate motion before the Board of 
Immigration Appeals of the Immigration Judge. 

Indeed, as you know, the government would have authority to 
place this case in indefinite voluntary departure status 
because of the effect upon the case of pending legislation 
currently before the congress. I refer to the companion 
bills of Representative Edward I. Koch and Senator Alan 
Cranston relating to amending the Immigration Act to pro
vide for a waiver in cases where there is only one simple 
conviction for possessing marijuana. The Immigration Service 
has, as a matter of practice and policy, placed cases which 
would benefit from pending legislation in abeyance in the 
past, and tmis could certainly be done at this time. 

In short, the government is clearly not required to proceed 
to remove John Lennon from the united States by its present 
practice and I would respectfully renew my requests that it 
take such humanitarian action in this case at this time. 

As indicated, I would appreciate your earliest response. 

LW:mh 
Enc. Ctpy of Form N-585 
cc: Board of Immigration Appeals 

Very truly yours, 

LEON WILDES 
Attorney for Respondent 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

---------·----------,..,....r-1 -------rt s~s~4t--"""'"'"' 
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Maurice F. Kiley, Acting District Director 
Immiqration and Naturalization Service 
20 Walt Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 
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Date August 8, 1974 

TO Dist~ict Director 
New York, New York 

FROM Appellate Trial Attoraey 
Office ol Geural COWiftl 
lmmi&ratioa aacl Naturallut.ioa Service -BIA 

SUBJECT: John Winston Ono Lennon, A17 595 321 

~ 

0 

0 
0 

Remarks: 

. ..co:ov of . _ . 1wi th attachments 
Attached ts IVselr-ftpliiiii~Ory commuaicatuHVtODcemJ.ril the abOVe 11atter. 

Attached is a copy of an order entered by the Bllllrd. It Ia requested that it be 
designated for publication. 

It is requested that the Bllllrd expedite the subject case. 

The lmmi&ration and"Naturaliz11tion Service desires to be represented •t oral 
argument of this case. Please advise date set for oral argwnent, and any 
subsequent changes. 

CO Form 83 
CRI!V. 3+701 
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Memorandum 
TO Mr. Irving A. Appleman 

Appellate Trial Attorney 
!6rN Service 

DAT.E:August 8, 1974 

FROM' Maurice A. Roberts, Chairman 
Boar.d of Immigration Appeals 

•·• · .. 

Will you pl&ue see that.tha attached 

letter concerning the above subject is for

· .. warded. to the appropriate Service office. 

A copy of our admowledgment is also 

. attac;bad. 

Attaclmwnts 

,. :· 

,i_, 



In re: John W:l.nllton Ono Iwop 
File: Al7 595 321 

.._, HI'. Wf.llua 

Augut~t 8, 1974 

'l'l:dlt ia ill ~· •• ... to JOflll letter dc.l 
Aupat .S, 1974 OQIIIII'Diaa tba ..... a•attioad 
matt:u. 

· h adadatat:rativa r.ooxd on ap~aal, wb1cb . 
oont.a1a• tM odglaal txanac:ript of the oul 
aran •t, v .. rtt:urwd to tha Iutlilll.pM;f.go au 
lfatun11.ud.arl Senioa with tba Jlo&o4'. '*dabd July 10 1974. 1 • ~. nfla::riaa 
1~ ftii'JIIt lor a· copy of ·the tr~ to the seme. foe appnpc1ata ·'lf"1Mttca,. 

Slnaanlr youra, 

I I I 
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LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
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k ~ f.'?!( 1'()(),3,! 
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August 5, 1974 

Board of Immigration Appeals 
u.s. Department of Justice 
washington, D.c. 20530 

Gentlemen: 

Re: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
Al7 595 321 

I would appreciate receiving a copy of the 
transcript of oral argument referred to in 
your decision dated July 10, 1974 in the 
above captioned matter. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

LW/ws 

yours, 

I l I 

F 

' 

k· 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Board of Immigration Appeals 

Wash!ngtont D.c. 20530 
... -·· " . --
l1l1 01974 

File: . Al7 595 321 • New York 

In re: JOlDl WINS'l'OI 010 LENlfOll 

. IN DEPOB.'l'.Uimf PI.C:ICDDDIGS 

·APPEAL 

· ON BEBAU OF U:~: Leon Wildea, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York lOOU 

H. Milee Jaffe and 
Eve cary, Esqs. 
New York Civil Libert:lea Union 
84 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10011 
(Amicus Curiae) 

Of counsel: 
Burt Neubome. Esq. 

· American Ci v11 Liberties Un:f.CID 
22 East 40th Street 
New York, New York 10016 

ON BlmALF OP I&N SERVICE: Vincent A. Schiano 
Trial Attomey 

ORAL AllGUMEN'l': October 31, 1973 

CHARGES: 

Order: Sec. 24l(a)(9), I&N Act (8 u.s.c. 1251 
(a)(9)) -Nonimmigrant visitor
failed to comply with conditions 
of such status 

I I I 
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Al7 595 321 

{ .. --. .... L· 

Sec. 241(a)(2), I&N Act (8 U,S.C. 1251 
(a) (2)) • Ncm.ilmgrant - remained 
longer than permitted 

APPLICA'l'IOI: Adjuablellt of status under aectlao 245 of 
the Iwi.,p'at:!Clll and hti~Uty -.t; 110ticll 
to defer; vo1uotary departure; temtut:lta 
of proceedinp 

The rea,lllldet Ia a Mle alieft wbo :la · a aatt,. ad 
citiHD of the ll'Ditecl"fDadoll. In 1971 he applie4 for 
a ncn~t viA aad wu fouad by a coal\tlar officer 
to be inelia:Lbla fO'I' ncb a YiN UDder eeetica 2U (a) (23) 
of the t-taratioa an4 Natioulity Act beeauae be ba4-
been ccnvicted of ponenf.cxl of maribuaaa, Howewr, he 
applied for and received a waiver of· f.u"'dllibility 
wder eectioa 2U(d)(3)(A) of the Act, which pemltted 
him to be tu,ondly adaitted to the Unitecl Statee u 
a n011fwiF•t• 

The rupcmdellt entued the United Statq with hla 
wife, a native md citiAIIl of Japan, 011 Augut 13, 1971. 
They were •tlxtli.Jied to r1 dn until Feln:'t.1Hy 29, 1972,. 
but they 4:ld uot depart fro. the United Stat:Q by tbat 
date, They 1'8C81ved a latter fro. the Diatrict Director, 
dated Macb 1, 1972, infomtns thea tbat their ntbortzed 
stay bed expired, that the Service e~d tiM. to cle• 
part frc:. the United Statet by Karch 15, 1972, fiDel that 
failure to depart Wllld reault in the inatitutf.oa of 48· 
portatioa proceedtnp. OD March 3, 1972, the rupoad
eots flled petf.tf.ou for preferred f..tption etatut 
UDder eecticrl 203(a)(3) of the Act. !/ 

In a letter dated Marcb 6, 1972. the District Dine• 
tor infoJ:IIled the rupalldent and hit wife ~t the pdvi• 
lege of voluntary departure from the United States bed 

----------------------------~------------------------·-Jj Theae petitima were approved on May 2, 1972. 

- 2 ,. 
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A17 595 321 

beer.t revoked pursuant to 8 C.F.R. 242.5(c) becawae the 
District Director bad learned that they bad no mtattion . 
of departt.ns froa the United States by March 15, 1972. 
Orden to Show CauM weft itsued em March 6. 1972 cbaqblg · 
tbe rupoa._t a4 hb wife with being deportable UDder 
aeet1oo 241(a)(2) of the Act for having ra.bt.ee iD the 
United Statee aftflt' their authorized stay had expirM Oil 
Pelmlazy 29, 1972. Supeneding Orders to Show C... 
were iaauecl the nest day repeatf.Dg the cb.l.qe of xurirt• 
ing looger tbaa aatborized at1.d adding a chaqe which 
allepd failure to CCIIply with the coodttic.e of noo:t.l• 
grat etatw UDder ae!tioa 241(a)(9). tba latter cbup. 
wee not pu:nuecl furt:bel: by the Service. 

A deportation beal'f.ns wu held. In a ded.alca dated 
March 23, 1973, the fw1srett.oo judge fOUI'lcl (1) that the 
respondent arad hie wife were nooi.tsra.ta who bad stayed 
looger tblll authorized ad were therefore deportable 
under eecticm 24l(a)(2) of the Act; (2) that the reapceul
ent'e wife wee stattatorUy eligible for adjuatllellt of 
etatua tll14er seetloo 245 of the Act, and that this re .. 
lief abould be granted in the exercise of discretion; 
(3) that the reepODClect wee statutorily ineligible for 
adjubM!Dt of statue becauae he was :f.nadlriseible to the 
United Statea under section 212 (a) (23); and (4) that the 
respODCltlll.t WQ statutcn:f.ly eligible for the priri.lege of 
voluntary' departtare ami that he should be granted th1.t . 
pd.v11ep in lieu of deportation. The l.tpation judse 
ordered the respcmde.t's wife'• status adjuteo to that 
of a pet'IIIMleDt reeideDt. He denied the reepondeat'a ap• 
plicatiOD for adju~t of statue and griDted the re• 
Bpondeat 60 days in which to depart voluntarily f'tOil the 
United Statet. AD alternate order of deporttt!Clll to 
Englrmd was entered. iJ The respondent bas appealed 
frOID that decilion. 

------·-----------·-------------------------·-·-----·-· ?J The respondent declined to deaignate a couatzy to 
which he would prefer to be sent. 
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I. MOTION TO DEFER 

On appeal, couuel baa tubll:l.tted a 1110tion that we 
defer the decf.aiaa in thf.J caM pend.ina the oatco.e of 
two court acttc.a filed 'by the rea,oade.t in the Dllite4 
.Statee Diatrict Cowt: for the Southern Diatri.ct. of •• 
York. TbiiM eutt1 inYolve three bade claf.lll by the n• 
lpODd8Dt. 

Initially • the retpcadeat 11 seftJD& p\11'1 lOt to 
5 u.s.c. 552(a)(3) to c0111pel prock&ct:loa. by the Service 
of cert:a!D data ~~ "nGDpriority" c:~••· ~ 
COUilHl believM that the ncOl'dl relatblg to "noap~:t
orityn eaaM •r ebllw Chat the noa.l pncttc:e of the 
D:l.ltriet Director is not to inatit:ute deportatf.CIIl pro• 
ceedinp in e~taDCea similar to the retp01Uiat1e., 
and tbat therefore the District Director abulad his 
ditcretlCIIl by. taautDg an Order to Show CauM in the 

.{ pretmt cue. 
~ · ... ' 

. Stadlu claf.lll ba" heeD made that a dtacretiCIIUll'y 
Service pol:l.c:y, which pemitl certain. deport:able au. .. 
who are 'bell.efictari... of .,roved visa petltioe.• to · ra• 
maiD here •ttl a vii& becGMa avatl.Ule, UJ' coafer 
a eafOI'Ceable ripe to re-in :1n the United Statu. 
Sucb claf• bMa bee caaaiate.tly rejected. Vyatlio! 

, v • .ll!t 461 F.2d 1193 (10 Ctr. 1972); Saay. v. AIL 442 
r.2d lOU (2 ctr. 1971), cert, dented, 404 u.s. 857 
(1971); wsw v • .II§.. 445 F,2d 1395 (9 ctr. 1971); 
Bo!n "• Plttriet l!&r!.ts:or. 443 F,2d 30 (9 ctr •. 1971); 
Mmwtla v. jjS;42Si':2a 693 (7 ctr. 1970); !•a•DM 
v. 1!!, Cblllo. 71•1886 (7 Clr. June 12, 1972); Vl!Mr! 
v. INS, 339 F. Supp. 1034 (N.D. Ul. 1972); Hatt!J' of 

~ "Noraprlodty" cue• are those :1nvolvllls deportable 
alieo.a where the pvel'lllliiDt, for lm==itad.an or 
other reuoas, ehoosea not to proceed with deporta• 
tion proceed:lnsa or not to execute a deportation 
order. 
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Me;:ced. Interim Decisicm 2273 (BIA 1974); Matter of 
Gallaree. Interlla Decision 2177 (BIA 1972); Matter of 
Ger9ft!IIO. 13 I&R Dee, 680 (BIA 1971); ·Matter of Lt. 
13 I&N Dec. 629 (BIA 1970). We have· held that the de• 
cisicm to issue an Order to Show Cause 11 a Mtter 
solely withtD the scope of the District Director'• 
proseeutorial diacretiCift, Matter of Merced. supra; 
Matter. of Gel'OD!a, supra; Matter of· Gallar•t• supra; 
ef. Matter of AaaD. Iuterim Decit:l.m 2243 · (BIA 1973). 
Our :fur1ct:l.01t :l.a not to review the District Director' a 
judpat ill inatitatin& deportatiOD proc:.eedmp. but 
to detemlne vbether t11e deportatim charge is eua
tained by the requisite evidence. Since the infoza
tion regudq ''nonp:dority" cues relates to a matter 
beyond our scope of inCJ.uiry, we see no reaiGD to defer 
our deciai• pending tbe outCOM of court litigation 
which could take yeara, as courutel has achdtted, 

The relpGildent is also seeking an order eoc~pell.in& 
the Attorney · Geaeral and certain Service official& to 
perform their statutory duty under 18 u.s.c. 3504 to 
affirm or deny the occurrence of illegal acta allegedly 
coaitted against the respondent, including wiretap aad 
electronic surveillance. In addition, a heartoa is re
quested purauant to 18 u.s.c. 3504 to detend.ne whether, 
and to what extent, unlawful acts have influenced the 
determf:nations •de by the Service in the respondent ta 
case. The respmdent's requett for an order eajoinina 
deportation proceeding• pending the outcome of his 
court actiou wu denied by a judge. of the United State• 
District Court for the Southern District of Hew York in 
a decision dated May 1, 1974. 

Counsel c.laime that a court is the only forum in 
which evidentiary hearings under 18 u.s.c. 3504 can be 
conducted. We reject this contention. By ita very 
terms, 18 u.s.c. 3504 is applicable to administrative 
hearings, and motions to suppress evidence have hereto• 
fore been made and adjudicated in deportation proceedtnga 

• 5 -
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before badgration judges, See Matter of Au, Yim and 
l.&l!• 13 :r.&ll Dec. 294 (BIA 1969), af£1 d, Au Yi Lau v, 
IMS, 445 F,2d 217 (D.C. Cir. 1971), cert, dealedr 404 
U,S, 864 (1971); H!ttg of Wq;u;, 13 I&R Dec, 820 (BIA 
1971); Mattet of Pegs•Ifto, Inteda Decision 2132 
(BIA 1972). 

Couuel Ud not preaent his 1110ticlll UDder aect:f.aa 3504 
at the hU'l'tq before tba 11aigratioa judge. In an ap• 
proprlate e.... we can r~d the p1:0ceedinp to the f.ll .. 
mlgrat:l.aa jwlp for a hea1'1Dg on a •tion UllGer aectioa 
3504. Before ewe r•nd, however, we 111W1t be aatilf.t.e4 
tbat a ueeful pu:rpo11e would be served by such a r•••d, 
and t~t then vu a valid reuon why the 110tf..ca vu DOt 
p:rNmted to the fwiP'aticn judge at the tiM of the 
hearing. 

It 11 UD.Clear exactly how much evidence of surftil• 
lance -..t be preaaated for a party to show that he or 
she is ''agdeved" within the meiDins of section 3504 
(a)(l). ~apaze In re EvfD•· 452 F,2d 1239 (D.C. C1r, 
1971), cart, deaied, 408 u.s. 930 (1972), with Ui'l.tg4 
States v. Doe, 460 F,2d 328 (1 Cir, 1972), However, it 
is not nec•u~:y for Ull to reach that issue. 

In tl:Mt pr ... t cue, all coUMel baa preHated 11 a 
photocopy of an Ullatecl mnariDcMt indicattna that , .. 
unknCMl party wbbed the reapondeat to be placed Ullder 
aurve:t.llanee. CowHl baa refueed to divulse how, wbea, 
and :frta ..._ that a a11raudua vas obtained (Tnnac:d.pt 
of oral argwu!llt, pp, 25•31). We need more iDforutiOQ 
than bat been pres-a:ted to warriDt a remand for further 
bearing before the f•igrat:l.cm judge, 

Moreover, the thrust of the material offered s .... 
to be 1D the direction of showing that aOIM!Oile improperly 
influenced the Dlatr:l.ct Director to institute deportatiOD 
proceedinga, As we have already stated, this u a matter 
outside the scope of our jurisdiction. Section 3504 re• 

- 6 -
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.latea to evidence. Couuel has not elaillled that any 
••Us!! relatills to deportability or melisibllity 
for adj'Wic-lt of etat'WI may have been illeplly ob• 
tdlled. In £act, •:f.Dce the av:l.clea.ce m the. eaee cca
lieted solely of the re~~poDdeat' 1 adld.ttetl pftlteace 1a 
the 'IJaited. Statu aftu February 29, 1972, •tlthe nc
ori of his caay:lctiaD fttch he readily ..W.tta8, we· baH 
pat diffic:ulty :lD. uce.ttamiq what evidcoe the re• 
.,_e.t ay hope to baw euppres...S. 

P:f.D.ally, the rupoadeat elailu that. his C... ha · 
bee· pnjuGpcl by tbe'"Serdce.. Coauel hu cit_.: 
Acc!r:9f. "• SWmsbpwJ• 347 u.s. 260 (1954),. asui ·· 

. Buf!J,tpp "• ~p!4J.22 r .2c1 1016 (D.c. ct~:. 1963),. 
.u ntlaoritr for thil COIIltetion. Both of tboae cue• 
f.DvolftiCl aliea wbo wre COD.Cededly deportable and. 
were deled diacretioauy relief froa deportation. 
Both au .. cballeapd the deial of dileredoaary re
lief Clll t:be sro-d that 1tateaeat1 by the Attomey 
General bacl prevented the Board (or, in Buflllino, the 

' . Service) £rca Mktns .an iDdepedent dilcretionary de• 
tendnatUa. a1 required by the applicable replatioaa. 
On appeal it wu held that the district court aboulcl 
... siven the ali•• - opportuDity to prove their 
alleptioaa of prejudpaa,t. 

The prueat eaae, b.owever, is diltinpababla froa 
BufaliDo and Acsez:cU.. The reapoacleDt was fCI&IIUI to be 
statutorilY iulipkle fol' adjustaeDt of atatus. Sf.aee 
the :t•fSZ'atioD judse ruled the reapond•t .iDelf.sibt. 
aa a matter of law, be never bad z opport:uD.ity to 
exel'cf.le hb dilel'etion with regard to the .-ppUcati.al 

. fol' adj'Wia.Dt of status. Therefore, he caoaot be 
considered to bawe prejudged the respondent's applica
tion •. See Marcello v. Bondf• 349 u.s. 302, 313 (19.54). 

. The only di~~erettoaary relief for which the l'eaponclet 
. was fOtm.d to be statutorily eU.gible wat voluntary de .. 
· parture, and with respect to this relief the :t.igratiOD. 
judge exercised his df.scl'etion .Y!, favor of the l'eapoad• 
ent. 
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Counsel hal characterized the iumigrat!OD judge's 
refuaal to. terminate proceedings as improyideatly begun, 
and hia refu.al to !laue subpoenas, aa inat:anc .. where 
appUcattoita for "dilcnt1011UY ·relief .. were pnjqed. 
eoua .. l'. cbal:aeterizatlon 11 incorrect. Tbose requeeta 
relatH to Mtten ocaf.de the scope of the fWptla 
jwl•'• jur:J.adictf.CID., cd tberefore h1l dadalt Wftll 

propc u a •ttar of law. 

The power to tenfute proceedhlp u 1alpro¥1Mit1y 
bepa. 'belCJDP to the Dtetr:l.ct Dinctor, wbD ta • en.
forc•mrat offtcer. The Diltdct Director declined to 
.we for tentllat1aa of the preaeat proc1edhlp (orr-
script of lutarllls, P• 1). As a quui·jwllctal officer, 
the iwl(p'attoo judge baclno power to grant the reUef 
aouaht by co.Hl exc1pt upon the 1110tioa of the Dutdct 
D1rect01'. 8 C .F .a. 242. 7; M!tterj of Wms. 13 I&B Dee. 
701, 703 (:BIA 1971); cf. Matter of Vbca'rrrr-Dtl\!!d:l.liLfb 
13 I&l Dec. 51 (BIA 1968). 

On Juae 27, 1972, after the hearing bad beeD cc:.
pleted, couuelmo•ecl tbat the u.igration judge 1uu 
subpotua puraua.t to 8 c.:r .R. 287 .4(a)(2). The au• 
poeau wce ICIUI)d: ill order to obtain e9id.tnce in avp• 
port of tba rupc~~det t 1 Mt:l.ao to ter.bwte the proceed• 
1np u illp'rcwf.clatly ltep. S:laee the 1ultpoeaa. nlate4 
to a motioa tbat tbil ~&sratica judge bad no power to 
cq~tlicler, hU refuul to 1due the aubpoeua wu prop•. 
See 'Qbqak v. JoTa. 273 F,2d 413 (S Cir. 1960); . 
)!att:s of Anttaltf.peo,. 13 I&1l Dec. 349 (BIA 1969). 

If tbe reepcllldeat bad macle a auff1c:l.eot sbotff.ns that 
illegal acta took place which lllipt have tainted eri.• . 
deace usecS at the beu:lag, or if be bad ••taltlilbed a 
prlara facie case of pnjudpsat, we would not have to 
defer to a eou:r:t, but rather could re m'll the proceed• 
ins• to • 181igratim judge for further hearing. In 
enence, however, the issues in both of the :relp(l0deat1s 
court actiona relate to h11 attempt to challenge the 
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District Director's decision to issue an Order to Show 
Cauee. Determinations relating to the District Direc• 
tor's decision to inatitute deportation proceedings are 
not germane to our function. 

We are not required to delay deportatf.oD proceedfAse 
to allow the relpCildaat to pursue collateral reaecliee 
in the courts. Matter of Asa:rnl, 13 !&R Dec. 171 (BIA 
1969). The enO.. of juatlce are but served by wilt• 
ing 1.lpCD a apeecly resolution of the ad&ltniat'rative de· 
portation proeeedfnaa. Should the collateral cballeqe 
remain Ul.'ldecided upoo "the cQncluaion of the deportatiaa 
proceedings, the alien could then apply to the Diltrict 
Director for a atay of deportation pending the outco.e 
of hb other Utigatioa, and be could seek review of a 
denial of luch a stay in the federal courts. This ap• · 
proac:h should afford an opportunity for IID'J respondeat 
with a meritodoua . cla:lla to preserve his rights, while 

, ( . not providing an extra meuure of delay for those who · 
i , in reality seek nothing more. We must therefore deny 

the respondent'• 1110tf.on that we defer our decision. 

In a letter to the Chait'lllllll of the Board of Imnrlgra· 
tion Appeals O..ted November 16, 1973, counsel .exprested 
his undentanding that we had agreed to infom him of 
our deeisica on his motion to defer prior to rendering 
a decisiaa on the merits. Counsel was informed by a 
letter dated NovEIIIIDer 20, 1973 that such an understand• 
ing wu inco:ueet. 

CO'l'll'l881 had more tbm seven ~ths in which to pre• 
pare for oral arguml!lllt ca the merits of the caae. He 
was informed in advance of oral argl11118llt by telephme 
and letter. and again at oral argument, that we be• 
Ueved he had sufficient time to prepare and that we 
expected argument on the merits. It was made clear to 
counsel at oral argument that by not arguing on. the 

.merits he was taking the risk, if the decision on his 
motion was adverse. that he would not have a further 

- 9 -



. . . 
' 

' .·:··.:--
·. '. . ~""""' . . . 

o: ·.. . I ~---. 
,;' 'j .-. 

' .. 

!""\ . ' . ''J·. 
'';-

' 

•.• A17 595 321 

opportunity to argue. Counsel indicated that he fully 
understood our position (Transcript of oral argument, 
p. 13). He declined argument on the merits and stated 
that he would rely instead on his extensive brief 
(Transcript of oral argument, P• 47). 

II. DEPORTABILrrY 

The respoDdent is charged under section 241(a)(2) 
with havins remained in the United State• after the 
expiration of his authorized stay as a nontm.lsraa.t. 
The reepondet • s autbm:ization to remain in the United 
States ended on Febl:uary 29, 1972, but the District 
Director, in the eserc:J.ae of discretion pur~JUa~t to 
8 c.r.a. 242.5, graa.ted the respondent the privilege of 
departing voluntarily on or before March 15, 1972.. Tbe 
District Director's discretionary action did not extend 
the period of the respondent's authorized stay, nor did 

. ( it restore hila to a lawful nonimmigrant statue; the re• 
1 , spondent remained here merely at the sufferance of the 

District Director. Matter of Merced, Interim. Decision 
2273 (BIA 1974)~ Matter of Gallares, Interim Decision 
2177 (BXA 1972). 2/ 

On March 6, 1972, the District Director revoked the 
reaponclet'a privilege of voluntary departure purswmt 
to 8 c.r.a. 242.5(c). This regulation allow a District 

·---------------------------------------------------------
2/ The discretionary grant of voluntary departure under 

. 8 c.r .a. 242.5(b) should. not be confused with action 
that a District Director may take under 8 c.r.a. 
214.1 (a) to extend the period of a nonilaigrant 1.1 
autbm:ized stay pursuant to an application made by 
a noniuDigrant whose authorized stay hal not yet 
expired. We cannot agree with language on page 3 
of the il'llllligrat:lon judge's opinion which indicates 
that the granting of the privilege of voluntary 
departure by the • District Director extended the 
period of the respondent's authorized stay. 
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Director to revoke voluntary departure granted under 
8 c.r.R. 242.5 without notice if he ascertatas that the 
applicatioo for voluntary departure should not have 
been gr.mted. The replationa vest no authority in the 
Board to review such a revocation. See 8 c.r .R. 242.5 
(c); 8 c.r.R. 3.l(b). The decision to revoke a grant 
of voluntary departure ad institute deportatic:a pro• 
ceedtap it a matter of prosecutodal diacred.OD wbicll 
18 outlicle the lklllri' a jurisdictf.on. Matter of !!f.Esed. 
s~ra.; see Matter of GeJ!.'!:'!l!'9• 13 I&N Dec. 680 (itA · 
1971); Matt!! of Qalle••· supra. The reapeaMat ca."' 
not claf.ll that he wu "tnclw:ed to reuta put FebruaJ:y 
29, 1972 by the &s:'•t of volUP.taty departan, atace at 
the time the District Director granted that privilege,. 
em March 1, 1972, the reapondeat bad already reaajnecl 
longer of hil owa volltioD. 

The preHDt cue can be distinguished froa.Matter 
, ( of Siffre, IDterf.ll Decision 2230 (BIA 1973). ·'.that cue 
I ' dealt with an alien who bad been adllitted u a nont.t• 

grant student for a fixed period of time. 'Before the 
authorized etay bad expired, the District Director at
tempted to "revolte11 the alien 1 s nonf•fg:tllllt student 
statu.s and to charge hJ.a under section 241(a)(2) as a 
nord.l!ld.gran.t wbo re~~~taed longer than permitted. We 
held that the Dittrict Director had no authority to 
"revoke'' a nooillatgrat statua. If the District Dizec• 
tor believed that the alien was violating the conditiCXts 
of non:lMigran.t statu, he should have inatltv.ted de .. 
portation procNdingt under section 24l(a)(9) for failure 
to maintain nontaaigrant status. The District Director's 
other option waa to wait until the alien 1s authorized 
stay bad expired and then, if the alien failed to depart, 
to institute deportation proceedings under aectioo 241 . 
(a) (2) baaed upon the alien 1 s having remained longer thaD 
permitted. 

The respondent's situation, however, is quite dif· 
ferent. His authorized stay expired on February 29, 
1972. At that point he lost his lawful non1Mfgrant 
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statui. He remained in the United States merely u a 
deportable allen who bad been granted the discretionary 
privilege of departing voluntarily purauant: to 8 c.F .a. 
242.5. The deciaiCD whether or not to grant voluru:uy 
departure UDder 8 C,J' ,1, 242,5, or to revoke IUCh prlYi• 
lege once graoted, 11 a IIAtter within the sole cl!tc.ntiCD 
of the District Director. We conclude that deport'Uillty 
UDder aectlaD 24l(a)(2) of the Act baa beea. eetallebri 
by eviclece that 11 clear, convincing and uaeqwJ.~. 

The retpGDdaat applied for adjutlleat of atatue .-r 
section 245 of the Act, ln order to show eligibility 
for adjutburlt of atatUI, an alien 111111t eatablitb that 
be was inapected and adaitted or paroled into the United 
States, that he b eligible to receive a i•fpeat YiN, 
that be 11 adllitlible to the United Statea for pei'JUQent 
reatdence, 8Dd that a t.igriiDt viaa i8 :lmlediately 
avaUable. Since adjustment of statue 11 a prlvilep, 
tbe alieo baa tbe burdeD of eatablf.shi:ng hia eligibility. 
8 c.r.R. 242.17(cl); btem:m:ro v. INS, 409 F.2d 832 
(9 CiT, 1969); Cabrera v. INS, 415 F,2d 1096 (9 Ctr. 
1969). . 

The f•f~Xatioo judge found that the reepandeat: waa 
not adaialible to the United Statet for ~eat reti· 
dence bet*lle he •• excludable uoder eectiOD 212(a)(23) 
of the Act u CDe who bad been convicted of violating a 
law :r:elatin& to the lll:l.cit poaseas;taa of llll1'f.lmlna. 
Section 212(a)(23) provides for the exclusion of: 

Any alien who baa been convicted of a v:tola• 
tion of, or a conspiracy to violate• any law or 
regulatioa relating to the illicit poa ... aiCil of 
or traffic in narcotic drug• or marihUana • • • • 

A certified copy of a record of conviction waa placed 
in evidence, showing that on November 28, 1968, the re• 
spoa.dent pleaded guilty in the Marylebone Magbtratee 1 
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Court (England) to a charge of having a. dangerous drug, 
cannabis resin, in his posaeseion without being duly 
authorized (Ex. 10). The British statute which he vio
lated was le,nLatiaD 3, Dangerous Drugs (No. 2) Regula
tions, Dangel'Owt D'rugt Act of 1965. Copies of the 
British statute ad regulations were introcl\11Ced aa 
Exhibit 11. The pertinent statutory provialona are: 

Danget'ou »msa Act 1965, Section 1: 

The dxuga to which this Part of this Act 
a,pl:l.es are r• optuaa, coca leavee,. poppy• 
straw, caanabil, caanabia reein and all pnp
arationa of which ccnabil reein font the 
base. 

Regulation 3, Dangel'fJUI Drugs (No. 2) !eguUtions 
1964: 

A per1011 shall not be in poseesaion of 
a drug unleat be is generally 80 authorised 
l)r, under this Regulation, 80 licensed or 
authorlaed as a me!lber of a group, no.r other .. 
wtae than in accordance with the provisione 
of thue Regulations and, in the cue of a 
person licensed or authorised as a me!lber 
of a group, with the terms and condition' 
of his U.c:ence or group autllority. · 

The respaodent baa adlli.tted that the record of con• 
vtction relatea to him (Transcript of hearing, p. 30). 
Neverthele11, the reapondent contendt that his eonvictiOD. 
does not place him within the exclusion provil:lon of 
section 2U(a)(23) because (1) the British statute under 
which he wu convicted did not require meat rea, and 
(2) cannabia reein is not "marihU82la11 within the meaning 
of section 212(a)(23). 

As to the contention regarding mens rea; f.t is main
tained by counsel in his brief that a binoculars case 
containing cannabis resin was found in the respondent • s 

- 13 -

I 

1573 



. ' 

,( 
I . 

( 

A17 595 321 

house, but t'hat the respondent had no knowledge of the 
pre1eoce of the drug (Re~pQndent*s brief on appeal, 
p. 54; Transcript of bearing, p. 81). He pleaded 
guilty, counsel alleges, becauae lack of knowledge wu 
not a def81\18 to a pro1eeuticm woer the Danprou . · 
Drugs Act of 1965 (Traued.pt of oral a:t:g.•eat, p. 46). 
Therefore, cOUillel claf.a, the re1pondeat11 plea of 
guilty waa • admaioa only of physical contl'ol of a 
binoculan case which pro'l8d to ccmtain a &m......-. 
drug ~deD.t1a brief cm appeal, p, 62). COURI8l 
arpee that the ftlpODdeot did not adllit any bOIIfledp 
of the drug1s pruace, 811d that he thenfore woald not 
· COIIle withb the claaa of penon• whoa Conp:eu wiaW 
to exclude 1111der tectien 212 (a) (23). · · 

The prorisiona of aeetioD 212 (a) (23) were 1nteaded 
to deal wltb foreip aa well as cionadttc convictialtt. 
See Matter of !fsdot. 10 I&B Dec, 261 (BIA 1963), aff1d10 

Gardo.f v, 11!, 324 F,2d 179 (2 Cir, 1963); cf, S, Rep. 
No, 1515, 8Iit Cong,, 2d Seta. 410 (1950). Bwever, 
under federal law, in order to be convicted of the ed.M 
of poaaet&iGD of marih'l2aDa one must have knowladse or 
intent to poeteat, 21 U,S,C, 844. The aae is trne 
under the la of the District of ColUIIIbia, Unite<! Stat!f 
v. Weaver. 458 r,2d 82.5 (D.c. Cir. 1972), u well aa the 
law of the ¥Ut Mjority of states. See Jumot •• 91 A,L.R, 
2d 810, 821 et teq. (1963) 811d suppleunta. Tberefozoe. 
:l.t .is :fair to state that in enacting aectf.c:ID 212(a) (23) • 
Ccmsreu dicl not inteno to exclude penons who were •
tirely unaware that a prohibited subetace wu in theiJ: 
poaaessf.c:ID. Cf. Vma v. io&ellbeq, 237 r. Supp. 282 
(s .D. cat, 1964); Matter of SUIIl. 13 I&l Dec. 569 (BIA. 
1970). Since the respondent has raued a lf.sniff.cant 
question reaarding the knowledge requireii8D.t of the 
British statute, we believe that an in..Oeptb diecuaa:l.on 
of the British 1a is warranted, 
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A. Knowledge Reguirement of British Statute, 

The history of the British 1aws relating to illegal 
posseealon of drup :l.s quite involved, 2) The earliest 
reported decision relating to posaeasion of drug~ is 
L. v. Canenter. [1960) Crtm, L. lev. 633. In t~t 
case, druB• ·wen found in the trunk of a car parked 
outdcle a hoae in whieh the clefe~uS.t wu arrestee. 
The defense wa that he had borrowd the car froa a 
friend ,_. 24 houn earlier and waa ~e of the 
presace of the drup• The trial court CODvlcted the 
defendalt, bat the Cottrt of Cr:l.adnal Appeal reversed, 
holding that there waa not •ufficient evtdeoce of con• 
scioua pos .... loa. of the drug to go to the jury, Since 
it was conceded 'by the prosecution at trial that knowl•. 
edge waa a necel8ary element of the crtmet this cue 
does not help greatly in clarifying the legal definitioft 
of poaaesatoa.. However, ace c01111.ea.tator baa noted that 

. 1 "as the ~w tende to work rather by deaeripticm. than by 
1 .. . definition the case b illlportant as an illustration of 

a fact-situation where a person was held not to be in 
posseuioo." A. OWen, Dangerous Drugt•·?osseaaion, The 
New Law Journal, September 28, 1972, at 844. 

In Lockyer v, Gibb, (1966} 2 All E.R. 653 (Q,B,), 
the first fUlly reported case, a bottle containtng 
tableta was diacovered in the hold•all which the cie
fend.mt wu carrying. The tableta were ;found to .be a 
prohibited drug. The defendant adadttedly waa aware 
that abe was in posaea,don of the bottle and that the 
bottle contatned tablets; however, she claimed that a 
friend bad given the .bottle to her to look after and 
that she did not know what the tablets were. The trial 

----------·---------------·--... ·---.. ------------·------------if There were several predecessors to the Dangerous 
Drugs Act of 1965. However, since the provisions 
relating to posseaaion are nearly identical, no 
distinction between them will be made in the fol
lowing discussion. 
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court concluded that she was in unauthorized poeaeaaion 
of a prohibited drug, notwithstanding the fact that abe 
might not have latCMt that the tablets she bad were such 
a prbh!bited drus• The defendalt wu given leave to · 
appeal her cocviction. 

On .,..1, the Queen's Bench Divisioo auautae4 tbe 
conviction, bolcUq that while it was necunry for the 

· proeecut.f.GD to show that the defeDdallt knew tbat she bad 
the articles which tamed out to be a c:trua, it wu n.ot 
necusuy that 8he should !mow in fact that the articles 
were a dJ:us and a druJ of a particular character. In the 
course of h1a opinioo, Lord Parker rendered the foll_... 
ing notable dicta: 

In If'! judpent. before one coaea to a con• 
a!derattoa. of a necetaity for 111!1DI rea or, aa 
it 1a sOMetimes said, a eonsidentf.on of whether 
. the replatf.on f .. a~ted an absolute liability, 
it !a of eO\'Ifte necuary to el!lllstder po .... s:tcm. · 
itself. In lfi.J jaclpent, it it quite clear that 
a person ccmot be said to be :ln posaes.tOD of 
some article which he or she does not reallse 
is, or may be, in her handbaa, In her ro0111, or 
·in sa. otbu place over which she hu contrOl. 
That, I aboald ha'le thought, is eletlelltary~ if 
soaetlWts were tipped into ODe's basket•and cme 
had Dot the V&pelt DOtf.OD it WU there at all, 
ODe ~d not poaaibly be eaid tO be in pouea• 
aioD of :tt. §} 

Lori PaD.er aleo referred to the canadian cue of 
B!§wr v. J!u (19S7] s.c.a. 531, in which the ..ajorlty 
of the SupreM Court of canada concluded uader a af.a:f.ler 
statute that one wbo baa physical poteeeeion of a pack• 
age which he believes to contain a hanlle .. tubatasace; · 

·-··---~-----------------------------------------------2/ [1966} 2 All E.Jt. at 655. 
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but which tn fact contains a narcotic drug, c8mlot be 
convicted of being in poaaeaaion of the drug. Lord 
Parker expressed dtsag1:eaeaat with this view and agreed 
tnatead with .the dta.-Dttng justices in peaver. 

In L.. v. Staith. (1966) Crim. L. B.ev. 558, the de· 
fendant waa convicted of posteMina a cb:ug fouad in a 
rooa at a houae where •• was livf.na. The trial judp 
had tnettucted the jury that it wu neceeM%'1 for the 
pronC'IItiOD to allow that the defenc:Uint lived in the 
rooa and "had a cc m interest :tn it so that abe CCR• 
trolled all the thtnpo that were :tn it of any signifl• 
canee." The eoavict:I.I.Wl waa quuhed by the Court of 
Cri•iDal Appeal, wbieh held that the jury should have 
been directed to decide whether the defendaa.t knew of 
the drug and if 10 whetlutr she had poss811iOD or eoa• 
trol of it. 

, { d In the ~-~~Dat!:• (1967] cr
1

tm.fL. Rev. 125
1

, thef 
r efendant ""Pl"--'" a convict on · or pouetl on o 

carmabta and the imposition of a three-year senteoce. 
He cla:laeG a belief that the substance he posn11ed was 
an Indian c:ulf.naxy hen rather than a daa,gereua drug. 
The Court of Criminal Appeal accepted the idea that for 
the sentence to have a rational foundation there ll1.11t 
be convincing evidence that the defendant knew he waa 
carrying cmnabu rather than curry powder. The court 
concluded, however, that the evidmee fully 1ustified 
the tdel judge's rejeetioD of the defendant a explaoa• 
tion of hm.oceace aui also justified the f.mpoait:f.oo of 
.the severe sentence. 

The House of Lorda considered for the first tinie the 
type of knowledge required for coovietion of the statll• 
tory offense of drug poaseeaion in Wamer v. MetrcmoU.tea 
Police CommlttiODer. [1968] 2 All E.R. 356 (R.L.). In 
that cue, the defendant's van wat stopped by police and 
two parcels were found, one containmg bottles of per
fume and the other containing 20,000 ampbetamh:le sulphate 
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tablets. The defendant claimed that he told perfmae 
as a sideline and that he believed both packqea, which 
had been left for him .at a cafe, contained perfauae, The 
jury was tnst.ructecl that the defendant wae · pilty if he 
bad contl'Ol of the box which in fact turned out to be 
full of ..,..,.twJ:au, md that hil clata of lack of bowl• 
edge wu to be cGDtidel.'ed only in llitlgat:l.ca of M:ltalce, 
Both the trf.a1 judp aad the jury expru11cl the opt:ataa 
that the defelld-.t bn that the parcel eoataf:aed the . 
drust, althnp thlt findtns ..,.. not lUICeiNl')' for COD.• 
rictioa. '1'be defenclat wa1 c:oadcted aad the COUl't ·Of 
Appeal afftDed. !&. ""' Vamer, (1967} 3 All B,l., 93 
(C,A,), . 

On appeal to the Houle of Lorde, the1:e wen •ly two 
pointl on wla:l.cb the five juaticee c011ld 9ee: (1) tbat 
U per Lori Paner1 I dice.. iD Lockr!!', a perM!' doea. 
aot poss... .-ethilis · wbich 11 slipped into bia ccctrol 
entbely without h1l knowledge, and (2) that the appell 
:lA Wamq 1boald be dtaiNed, As to the .atal ele• 
ment neceaaa:y to convict a IDIIl of posseuf.ID., the in• 
diridul juttcea took diverse approacbel, 

Lord Oueat felt that the proaeeut1on IIUt ahcN that 
the accuu. bad kowledae that he potiNNed tbe paekase 
or bottle 'llhich coata:lned tba cb:up. Acco:rdhlg to thU 
view • a panora shGIIn to be :l.r1 poHUtion of a padt.ase 
wUl be de•••d to alto po .... a its cmteata. 1J 

Lord Holda expnated the op:l.nioa that a penoa pos• 
. aeuee the cootata of a container wh• he b k:nolrf.1:li1J" · 
· in control ef that conta:l.rler in circuutaacea 1D 'llb!ch 
he had tlw oppol'tullf.ty, whether availed of or not, to 
dbcover the conteate. §.1 

----------~---------------------------·----------------1/ [1968} 2 All E,R. at 384-85, 

§} Id., at 375, 
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On the other hand, Lord Pearce and Lord Vllberforce 
both thought that a person could not be said to be in 
posseuloo of the contents of a package if he was en
tirely 1.111aWJ!'e of thole contents. These two justicea 
concluded that pnof that a person knowingly pos ... sed 
a pack•&• rallecl a •~oag infereace that he al.H knew 
the CODteata' however, the defendat ahould be aU.,.,... 
t() .... rt in hU defa~N that he bad no knovledp of, . 
or wee geau.taely wtalceo u to, the actual contaata or 
their :11U.cit nature, and received tbell irmoceo.tly, and 
that he bad no reMCIUhle opportunity aince accpall'in& 
the packase to aequ.td't h.lmaelf :with its contents. !/ 

Finally, Lord laid took the view that the statute 
required the proMcat:ion to prove facta f1:011 which the 
·jury eould in far that the defendant knew that he had a 
prohibited dng in hil poaaeuioo .• 10/ Lord l.eid alao 

-·----·--------------·---...._-.............. ___________________ _ 
Id., at 388•90, 393•94. Lord Pearce further stated 
that "the tera 'pos ... aiCD • ts satisfied by a bowl• 
eclge only of the exiatence of the thins itself aa4 
not ita quaUties, and that ignorance or m.Utake u 
to itt quallties l.a not an exculeo 

11 Id., at 388. 
The introdectloo of this &OMWhat metaehyatcal db
tinctloD be:twea ''kind11 and "qualitietft wu the 
subject of criticisa by commentators. See e.g. 

·D. Miera, The Mental Eleaaent In Drug Offmcet, 20 
Nor. Ir.L.Q. 370, 380 (1969); A. Owent Dangerou 
Dru.gs••Po•••••f.on, The New Law Journal, Sept r•ber 
28, 1972, at 844, 845. However, it should be noted 
that Lord Pearce felt the question of whether a 
difference in qualities amounts to a difference tn 
kind 11is a matter for a jury who would probably de-

. cide it sensibly in favour of the genuinely innocent 
but against the guilty." (1968) 2 All E.l.. at 388. 

121 Id., at 367. 
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suggested that: "In a case like this Parliament, if 
consulted. lllight think it right to transfer the oou of 
proof . so that liD. accUMd would have to prove that he 
neither krl• nor bad any reaaoa. to s-.peet that be bad 
the prohibited dJ:as :l.1i. hie poeteaaf.oD. • • • " llJ Lord 
Pearce put forth a etlllile augeatioa. YJ · 

· With· the ac.,ttoa of Lord Gueat, the juetiCM es
pre•••d the op:l.D.toa that the dlrectioD to . the jvy givea. 
by the. trlal cout bad beta defective. 13/ l•••ctbel••• 
torcla Reid, l'earce, and Wilberforce belle'1114 that: the de
feadlllt1s Italy reprdtq lack of know~qe wu so pn
postuoua tbat no reu.aable jury could have acqultted 
h:im, and tbat tberefere ao :l.D.juetice bad been daa.e. 14/ 

From the ftmtsoas ct.t.cwa:l.on, it 1e evldeot that a 
majority of tla eoi.U't, cou1at1D8 of to:r:&t le:f.d, PIW.'Ce, 
·and W1lbe1:force, bellewd that there wu a aubat:Dt:l.al 

1 
( lmowledp ~t . for convf.ctf.oD of p08HII1GI'l of. a 

····----·---------------...... -·-------------------------'*"·---
JJj Id., at 367. 

12/ "It WOIIld, I thfut, be aa illlpro¥ement of a dlffl• 
cult posttf.cll if Parlf.aaeat nre to enact tbat W. 
.a penoa bu 01111enbip OZ' phyalcal pos,..etoa of 
drap he shall be p1lty unleH be proves 011 a 
'balaace of the probU1Ut1ea that he was ...._. 
of their utah or bad :rea1011.ab~ UC\IH . for tbel:r 

. " . . poaa ... tc. • • • Id. , at 390. . 

~ Id., at 370, 375, 391,·395, 

W Id., at 370, 391, 395. See Section 4, Crildnal 
Appeal Act of 1966. Lord Moms took the view that. 
altbouah the jury :l.D.st:ruction wu faulty • ·the ad• 
mitted facts brought the defendant with:l.D. his deft· 
n:l.tion of poaseeaton, thereby juat:l.fylllg d1811ia .. l 
of the appeal, (1968) 2 All E.R. at 375. 
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dangeroua drug. The inference that posseedoo of a 
package MaDt poseulion of its contents could be re• 
butted by the defeadatt 1f he raised substantial doubt 
that he knew the CODteate; this could be doDe either by 
sbowtng that he bad no right to open the package · aod no 
rea1on to SUIIpect ttl contents to be illicit. or by show-· 
ing that be wa genui.Dely lld.stake:ll.as to the coate.U ccl 
bad no teatoaable opportaalty to qcertalu what they were. 

·See D. Mien, The Maltal Eleaaeat In Drug Offeaces. 20 !!for. 
Ir.L.Q. 370, 389·90 (1969). The majority vi• in. Wgper, 
then, waa the vrevail-g interpretatioft at the time of 
the reapoadellt a coavf.cti.Cil in 1968, 

The cu .. which were decided after Wernet cmf1m 
the existence of a sub11tant1al knowleclge r~t 
for coarictioa of pOIIUif.oo. In !..: v. Mard.ett, [1971] 
1 All E.R. 595 (C.A.), the defendant pose"secl a peabife 
with so. traces of eamtabls on the blade. On appeal 
froa the def._tant 1e conviction, the Court of Appeal belcl 
that, in orcler to eetablish unlawful posseesiOD of eamabis, 
the prosecution bad to show that the defeftdMt knew or 
had reaaoa to kncinr that a foreign subetBDCe was on the 
knife. The court noted that nothing said in Warner ne· 
gatecl the nec .. lity for such proof of knowledp. The 
conviction wae quaahecl, 

In L. "• Irv:f.pa. (1970) Crim. L. lev. 642" tbe de
fendant: baci a bottle m hta pOIIeJI:l.on which contained 
his stoaaach pilt. alona with &OM amphet..UU., the 
latt~ being a prohibited drug. · He defended· on the 
ground ·that the Uphetainea had· been preacribed for 
his wife, and that she must have put them in his bottle 
by mistake; coneequeatly,. he claimecl, he had no knowl• 
edge that the amphetaaines were there, The trial jw:lge 
directed that if the defendant knowingly poaPIIed the 
bottle he also possessed the contents, and the jury re· 
turned a guilty verdict. The Court of Appeal sustahled 
the appeal, stating that the jury direction was wrong 
because the circumstances were comparable to those where 
a drug was slipped into a person 1s pocket or bag w:ltbout 
his knowledge. 
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In !h. v. Fernandez, (1970) Crim. L. Rev. 277 • the 
defendla.t wa• coo.dcted of poaaeiSf.on of casmabb. The 
facta adduced at trial abowed that the re1pmderlt bad 
reaaoa to believe tbat the package he was carrying coa• 
tained a prohibited aubstaaee, The trial judge clincted 
that 11if the penon wen to receive the packap uader 
circ,..ta.eee whereby it would be clear to lllJ.y penoa. 
of ordilw:y ca -a ,.,.. that.it.mipt well coa~ 
either c1russ or aoae other uticle which oqbt not to 
be in diatributloa. the mere· fact that it c:oalcl net be 
ebow that the carrier knew the exact coo.teota ._ld 
not prevet Ida fro. llalng guilty • • . • ~ mere fact . 
that the pJ!OMC\IttOD ccmot show that he knew the 6QC&Ct 
nattare of tiM~ draa would not matter if he dtd bow tbat 
the package llipt well coatatn eoae probtbited article 
and if 1n fact it did COI'ltein a probtbf.tecl d'rtl&. '' On 
appeal it wu held that, ca. the facta of the cue, the 
di:rectiCD wu adequte. The Court of Appeal ob,.rvect . 

. { that: ''The majority view 1n Warner was that oae could 
1 not eafely rep.rd the offence aa abselute: SUM ~~ental 

element, or subjective teat, might have to be applied," 

In Sweet v, Pagley, (1969] 1 All E,R, 347 (H.L.) • 
the Houae of Lords coaatdered the question of whetber 
a landlord wbo bad no knowledge that casm1bil waa ·being 
1110ked m hU prflllt... could be convicted for bef.ns 
concerned 1n the -·••••at of pretd.aes used for the 
11110king of e_,u:ta u.a.dar section .5(b) of tlw O.prou 
Drugs Act of 1965. Tbe court's holding that the con
viction sbauld be . qu.Mhed hinged on the wordf.ns of 
section S(b) ancl prior enacaaenta. Bowe\'er, 1n the 
course of the opf.nioa all of the juttiee• agreed that 
lmowledp is notmally a requirEIIHI'It for conviction eel 
that such requil'eaalt should not be lightly dilpeuecl 
with. More import:aat for the present case. several 
juat:l.cee c<l•eated aa to what they thought Warntr held 
1n regard to the mental el.eaaent required for .::onvf.ctf.all 
of posaesatoa. 
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Lord Reid stated that he had no reason to alter the 
view which he expressed in Warner, that knowledge is an 
elenteDt of the crime. YJ Lord Pearce, Lord Wilberforce, 
and Lord Diplock all expressed the view tbat the term 
"posausf.oa" aa qed in Warner imported a mental ele
ment. l§j 

One coJJiteotator hu stated that prior to the enact• 
ment of the IUsue of Drup Act of 1971, the 1ltlltal . 
eleaeat ·required for conviction for drus poMNaiciD 

. conaiated of two stages: 
. . 

J!trat, it. bad to ·be -proved that a ac~ 
knew tbat be had actual or constructive p•••· 
lion of the article which contained the drup. 
Secondly, altbough it could not be proved that 
the acCWJed bew the exact nature of what he 
had, it bad to be proved that there were facts 
£rota which 1t could be inferred that he knew 
he had a aubataoce of an illicit nature, though 
not nec .. aarily what kind of illicit subttance 
:l.t wu. I. McClean & P. Morrbh,Harrts•t Cr:~.m&-
nal Law 269 (22d ed •. 1973). !ZJ · 

-------.--.. ·-···---------····---.. ·---------------·-· .. ----YJ [1969) 1 All E.l. at 349. 

W Id. • at 358, 360, 361. 

· 1Jj The Mtnae of DEUS• Act of .1971 attapted to . 
clarify the law pertaining to po•••••ioa. of dan• 
ge:roua draga. The Danseroua Druge Act of 1965, 
undel' which the respondent wu conrlcted, wu re .. 
pealed. Section 28 (3) (b) of the new Act spec:f.fi• 
cally prorlded that a defendant shall be acquitted 
of various drug offenses, including posauaion: 

(i) if he provea that he neither believed 
nor suspected nor had reason to sqpect that 
the substance or product in question was a 
controlled drug; or 

(cont 1d) 
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We conclude that the statute under which the reapond• 
ent was convicted contained a sufficient knowledge re• 
quireaent to ennre that persons whose poa ... stm waa 

------------------------·-------------.. ----------·--·-·-
(11) 1£ he provee that he bel!eved the nb• 

1taaee or product in qudtion to be a coatrolled 
draa, or a controlled d'l'U3 of a dqcrtpttOCl, 1uch 
that, 1:f tt had in fact bMD that .controlled druB 
or a coatroUed drus of that deacriptiOCl, he .. ld 
not at the •terial time bave baeD ce I ttf:Da ay 
offlllce to which thia tecticm appUM • .. 

By the fi!:Uebleat of tb:f.s sectioo., Parli&l!llt app•an 
to have bee talcfDg the course auggetted by Lord let.d 
and Lord Pell'I!'C8 in Waper. and thereby pbciq tM 
burden on . the defen.dat wbo baa bee 1bom to be in 
the phylical control to prove that h:t.a poaa ... b 
wo. :bm.oceat. 

There are teftftl atatr•mtl ·in the leablattve 
hf.atory of the Ktsue of D'rup Act of. 1971 which . 
indicate that at leaat one lllemher of farlh•l!llt be• 
l:leved that aa a renlt of Wamer the crt.e of poa
se .. t. 'lll:lder the Da.gerou Dlup Act of 1965 wae 
"abaolute" acl did not require IIDY meu na. 808 
Part. Deb., B.c. (Stb aer.) 617·18 (1970). Tbia 
vln f.gDOil'a the fact that there wu a 1\lbataatial 
Ja:lwledse re .. lreMDt before one could even be Nf.d 
to be in "p.oua•t•" of a drag. 'l'o say tbat ~-

. 1eaaf.aa :t.a • "ahaol.ee" offen•• bep the quutb. 
The tH'II '*ablolute" te very illlprectae. All wq · 
pointed out by to:rcl Pearce in Sweet •. Pmley. 
[1969} 1 All E.a. 347, 358 (B.L.), the tem 
"absolute" may deecribe "au offertee to whf.cb the 
nomal U8t111pt10D of meDI rea doe1 not apply. but 
in which the actual words of the offence (wf.thout 
IIDY additional implication of mens rea) may well 
import 1011e degree of knowledge, e.g., the word 
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entirely innocent would not be convicted.. In this re• 
spect, cases such aa Irvin&. Marriott, Smith, and 
Cmenter eetabllah that persou asserting plauaible d.e· 
fenNs baled oo lack of knowledge were not convicted. 
On the other hand, in cues such as Warner, toskyer, 
Fernagcle!, and Dalaa, where the defense• ad~ed were 
quite lncred!hb, the eourtt sustained the coa.tctiont. 

It is true that eo. of the foratlatiou of the· 
lmowledp requf.r--.t 1n the !rlt:llh ca... .... obtaee,. 
It baa beert. naeatecl that this may be due, in .part, to 
judicial ovezructton ;t:o the fear that juries 1K.Iald 
abute a liberal for.latioa of the knowledge r~t 
and be too eapr to allow drug peddlers to escape for 
lack of proef of knowledge. D. Mier1, The Metal El--.t 
In Drug Offecee, ~O.Nor. Ir.L.Q. 370, 376•77, 383 (1969). 
See the cc ataxy em the Dalu cue 1n [1967) Crim. L. 
Rev. 125. This fear may have been m!lplaced; however, 
we do not believe that the Dangerous Drugs Act of 1965 
created an offenae which permitted the conviction of 
persons whose posses.tcm was innocent and readily ex• 
plainable. 

Conricti• for poaseuian of cannabis resin under 
the Dangeroua Drags Act of 1965 required that the de• 
fendaot have had knowledge that he poSJessed an illicit 
substance which proved to be cannabis resin. A persoa 
who waa entirely unaware that he possessed .my illicit 
substance would not ha'Ve been convicted under the 
Dangerous Drugs Act of 1965. The respondent'• plea of 
guilty to the charge of po81asion of cannabis resin 
under the Dangerous Drugs Act of 1965 :ls a c:onvictioa 

-·-··---------------·-···~-----------------------------'ponessicm 1 as in Warner 1 s ease. 11 We bali eve 
that the cases, not the Parliamentary Debates, 
are the most accurate source of information •• to 
the state of English law at the time of the re
spondent's conviction. 
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of a law relating to the illicit poaaesa:loo. of marihwllla 
within the ae.,f:ng of section 212 (a) (23) of the l'mld.p:a• 
t:lon and Nationality Act. 

Furthersre, couue111 intimat1oo. that the ~t 
pleaded s-ilty oo. the advice of British couoael that 
Bdtilh 1ft did Dot pem:l.t a defe:ue of lack of knwl• 
edge 11 not n.flected in the record.· In a letter dated 
Much 14, 1972, Br:l.tf.lh cOUD.Sel retained by the rupl:llld• 
er.tt at the tillle of hit coo.Yictloo. stated that he beltned 
the relpCIIl._t ball a good defeue oo. the face. of the 
cue.'!!/ Bow..r, tbt reapoodent allegedly apretaecl 
a concem for tbe welfare· of hla wife, who waa t1ua 
prep~~~.t auliRiffer:I.D.a ph,.ical arK\ liiiDtioaal difftnl.tlea, 
if she wen called apOil to teatify. British counsel stated 
that he "was obUaed to.expld:n to .hill (the reapc-.dlat} .. 
that the ooly eoune opea that would obviate the ued for 
her (bia wlfe'•l appearance would be for him. to plead 
s-ilty." the lettR tmpliu that the reepar1det pleaded .. 
guilty to olrlf.ate the aec .. alty for hia wife1a appeanace 
as a witness. Britiah CO\I.'llel doe1 not state that his 
advice to the reapond.eat • or the reaponder.tt 'a decisiaa 
to plead gailty, bad •ythi:ng to do with the una.ailoil
ity of a dafi!!Dte bQed on lack of knowledge under tha 
Brituh statute. · 

' 

the reap1110.dent hacl 11ft opportuoity to obtain adYice 
of eoapetemt coaa,.l and to fully littaate all poaaible 
defenaea. He cbMe ina.tead to take a calealatecl rtalr. 
by pleadf.Da ptlty to the eharse. DeportatiOR proceecl
f.Dge are uot a foNI for redetendntng thill quutioo. of 
guilt, which hal already heeD established by tbe re.,_d .. 
eDt's plea. See aa••flo v. ~ 377 F.2d 971. 974 (7 Ctr. 
1966), vacated aod rentnded on ~ther grounds 377 F.2d 975 

-·-----------------......... -·----------------------··-------------
18/ A CC?JtY of this letter f.s appended to the reapODd• 

eDt's motion to terminate dated March 24, 1972. 
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Cl 

(7 Cir. 1967); Giamp'rio v. Hurney, 311 F.2d 285, 287 
(3 Cir. 1962); Matter of Gutierrez, Interim Decbtco 
2234 (BIA 1973). Althouah counael indicated at oral 
argwaent that a challenge to the Bdtbh conviction waa 
being contemplated, we have received 'IW infomatico that 
such a challeDie hu actually beeD ur:tdertakeD ('rranacdpt 
of oral arpneDt, PP• 45·6). 

:;c!ij;)U{~Jfl~.M!rf.huga Within the Mesfas 9f 

The respaulat auet'ta that the tetll "IIIU'f.h1.t.DAI11 u 
used in aectiGD 212 (a) (23) doet DOt include cf!DD•ld.a 
res:ln. Coallel iatmduced expert testf.IDoay by teeter 
Grinspoeo, M.D., and a book wdttea by Dr. Grinapooa, 
to show that cannabu ream b not marf.bwrna (Tranaertpt 
of bearing, pp. 35•43; ~. 13) • 

. ( Accerdf.na to Dr. Gdnapoon, there are tlu'ee gradea 
1 of intoxicating drug which are prepared in India &c. 

the plant Cggis nt&va (t.), and which ser" aa 
standarda against which preparatiol:ls produced in other 
part• of the world are compared for potency. Bh!nl cco
sista of Cf!DDabta sativa leaves dded and then eruaheG 
into a coarse powcie1.' and perhaps mixed with seeda and 
chopped up at .. of the plant. Gan1a. the seCOftd sb:Uigut 
preparation, 1a mad6 froa the tops of cultivated flllMle 
plants and 18 estimated q heine two or three timelt aa 
stroog as h991• Pure resia of the pistillate flower• 
is called eharru and is tbe 1110at potent of the intold.• 
cants, being five to eight times 1110re potent thaD !bat&• 
Charras, or c~bb refin, :f.8 called batbbh 1n soae 
placee. 

Dr. Grfnapooo baa stated that the chemical eompour:tda 
responsible for the intoxicatfng effect of ca:mabls are 
commonly found in the resin. Although it is generally 
believed that the plant's active agents are found solely 

- 27 -

I I I 

I 

I 
! 

. .. _.I 

1587 .... 



A17 595 321 

in the resin, the:re is !nsufficiE!l'l.t evidence to support 
this hypothetia. It is poaaible that othtn: parts of the 
female and male plants may contain active ewtancea. 

· 'l'he gilt of Dr. Ck!nspoon!s testillolly 11 that, as 
used 1D the United Statet, the tem "!.1IU'1.bulaa" re&ra 
only to a prepantioa. cc u :r•rable to Inclf.an hhr'• ll'D4 
should be diatiDpf.lbed fro. eannabll ream whtch 11 
c0111para1t1e to· India cbaqH (or h••b!th) (Tnucd.pt 
of heariag, P• 37). While tbia a~t bu aa. 

· tecbatcal appeal, we u:e uot perftlded by it • .. 
. . 

The tam "•dtmeaa" b not defined 1D tbe Act, ~ 
11 the legf.alatbe hiltory explicit H to the .... !D& 
to be give& to the tem. In the abNace of aplf.cit 
lesillative guf.clace, we IIUS.t strive to iDtet:pnt the 
Act 1D a ms •ner cauabtmt with the congnutoa.al pul'
potte. 

, I 
t Tba proviaiu:la for the excluaioa and deportattca of 

· persoaa CODdcted of pottae~aion of marf.huaa wm:e part 
of a CODgx.,.loaal tcbe.e to deal With the e¥111 of 
drug &baH. s. R.ep. No. 1651, 86th Coag., 2d Se11,, 
u.s. Coda Coftg. & M. lewa 3134,-35 (1960). In other 
atatut• badq the.._. objective, ·Consn- baa b."eated 
the tem "marf.b.uaalf u tncludiras camabta n~ta. 
21 u.s.c. 802(15); Act of Aupt 16, 19.54, ch. 736, 
68A Stat, 565; Act of July 18, 1956, eh. 629, 1106, 
70 Stat. 510; 1ee Upi~ Sytet v. P1etsfald, 437 
F ,2d 1188 (S Ctr. 197i; ctn:t, denied, 40~U.S, 933 
(1971); JJait!i Stftet v. C•l1f. 426 r .24 t34 (9 ctr. 
1970), cert. ct.nlecl, 404 u.s. 846 (1971). In the 
ab~M~RCe of expreu cf'.lqrulioaal directlca to the COD• 
trary • we tball not create. a dietincti.Ga. betwell'l c._uil 
nain and ur:lhuep vader the J:.igrat1ca mel Nati.Cilalf.ty 
Act. 

Sevm:a1 federal, courts have noted that baahi•b. 
(cannabia resin) b me:rely a refined fotat of maribua. 
United Statu v. Piercefteld, supra, ••• !Jrll.ted Statu 
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v. Cepelis. supra. It would be illogical to construe 
the tem 11mar1hwma11 under section 212(a)(23) as in· 
clud!Dg the canubta leavu (possibly mixed with ste.a 
and aeeda) which coa.tain intoxicating cannabis ruin, 
while not f.ncludtna the pure form of the re1:f.n which 
bas a IIIUCh greater intoxicating effect. Wb.Ue it is 
true that aabiguou pmviaiODI of the Uatsratiaa law 
are ofte.a cODJtraed :f.n favor of the · aliea. thu geaeal 
maxim dou not require wt to ignore cos.Qil PUe m d 
legislat19e objectivet 1n order to reach a conatractioD 
faver!Dg the al!eo. Cf, Chang Din lb!D v. Barbel', 253 
F .2d 547, 550 (9 Cir. 1.958), cert, denied, 357 u.s. 920 
(1958). 

Mattet' of Paulwt. 11 I&N Dec. 274 (BIA 1965), 1s 
diatinguillbable, That cue involved a facgual laaue 
coa.cemtns the identity of the drug that the alien waa 
convicted of trafficktng in. The record of · con'liction 
referred only to a "narcotic drugu under Clltlifornia 
law, which included subatll'lcH not defined aa "narcotic 
drugs" under the iuaigraticm laws as interprettd by the 
federal courts. Since the ccmvictioll was alleged to be 
the grouad for deportation under section 24l(a}(ll), 
we held that the factual uncertainty as to what drug 
waa invohed bad to be resolved against the Service, 
the party beuing the burden of proving deportability. 

tn the prea•t case, however, there is no factual 
dispute aa to wbat drag the respondent was convicted 
of poaaeadng •. The issue is a lesaJ, one: .. X. cannabis 
res1n "~~~&:d.~"· witbin the mean.f.ng of section 212 
(a)(23)? We bave resolved this legal isaue against the 

·respondent. 

Counsel has cited Mftter of Grax;, A30 310 271 (IJ 
September 23, 1971), an unpublished deciaioa. by an iJrat. .. 
gration judge, which held that hashish is not 11marfbuau" 
with1n the meaning of section 212 (a) (23) of the Act. The 

'Service took an appeal from that decision, but the appeal 
waa later withdrawn. Such withdrawal, however, does not 
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indicate Service acquieamce to that deeiaion. Cf. 
Matter of Mayabat. Interim Decision 2131 (BIA 1972) 1 

aff 1d on other grOIJDda Cabuco-Floree v. 1!.§., 477 F.2d 
108 (9 Cir. 1973). Our decisions are bindina pneedeDt 
on the hntaratiCD juclpa, rather than vice vena. 
8 c.r.a. 3.1(&). the tbort aoawer to counaet•s uae of 
Gray 1a that we dbag:ree with that deciaioa aod deelJ.De 
to adopt :lts reuCDinl :ln the preteDt ease. 

In hil brief, c:otmaal attacks the coa.atitutloultt:y 
of aectiqa 212(a)(23). W At he cOftCedllt, hcNewu, ,.. 
haV. no power to eouUer a conttitatioaal cballeqe to 
the ttatutet which •• adatn!ster. l!ftt!E of §agp!. · 
13 I&N Dec. 362, 365 (BIA 1969); Matter of Wcs&· 13 1&11 
Dec, 820, 823 n. 2 (BIA 1971); Matter of L-. 4 IH Dec, 
556, 557 (BIA1951). .· . . . . 

We are not U118JIIP&tbetic to tba plight of the re
spondent aod otberl in a similar aituatiCD under the 
illlraigratica tawa, whe have co.altted only one madbuwaa. 
violation for which a fine was impoaed. Nevertheless, 
arguaeata for a chimp :ln tbll law II\ISt be addreaeed tO 
the leaislatbe, r;ather than the executive, braoch of 
govexuaent. 

We have coacluded that the reepoodtat' a aot:I.GD to 
Clefer oar decision .. c be deaied. We have alto cOD• 
clud.ct that the ropoadaet ts deportable UDder aeetira _________ ... _____________________________ ..,. ___________ ., ___ __ 

We have also couidered the giCWI curiae bdef 
subaltted in behalf of the reapondeat by the 
America Cb11 Liberties Union. A large portioa. 
of that brief is devoted to ar,..._bJ coacemins 
the conttitutionality of section 212 (a) (23). We 
believe that the other issues raised tn the aa1CUI 
brief have been dealt with adequately in the coune 
of our optnioo and need not be reiterated. 
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· 24l(a)(2) of the Act, and that he is statutorily in· 
· >~ligible for adjustment of status under section 245 of 

the Act. The respondent is not eligible for any relief 
frot11 deportation except voluntary departure, which baa 
been granted to him by the immigration judge. The im
migration judge reached the correct result; the appeal 
will therefore be dismissed. 

ORDER: The appeal la dismissed. 

J11.TRTHER ORDD: Punu.t to the .t.igration judae'• 
order, the reapondeftt is pemf.tted to deput fra the 
United Statea volwtarlly with!n 60 days frola the date. 
of this ordel:' or any extension beyond that tiM u may 
be granted by the Diltl.'iet Director; and in the event 
of failure so to depart, the respondeslt shall be de• 
ported as provided in "the tlllll!.igration judp 'a order. 

Chairman 
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~ Lennon: 'Dirty Tricks' Victim? 
By WARREN THOMAS 

~ John Lennon doesn't know the hall of It. He thinks that 
~ Nixon's men were behind his deportation problems-and 
"- he's right. Only he doesn't know how far they were willing 
!ii to go. 
0 In interviews with highly reliable sources within the 
o.. U. S. Immigration and Nat~ :t·-::==:;;;;;:.:::;;:::::::-:====-J 
~ urallzation Service, Rolling j'f.! hould smoke !rfa;.;;;;i;j 
> Stone has learned exclusively lpne source. 
~·the steps that were taken I~ The Idea for the public 
~ afterthegovernmentdecided trial, according to th~ 

to deport Lennon. souroes, came from James F. 
Not only was there illegal reene, then associate com· 

outside Interference in hiz issioner Of the Immigra· 
ease, the sources say, but ltion Service and now deputy 
there were plans for a bit: !commissioner. He alleged'y 
political trial as well~-a Chi· /telephoned New York dis· 
cago 7, Harrisburg 7 and ltrict director Sol Marks. tell· 
Gainesville 8 rolled into one. I ing him to revoke Lennon's 
It would be a who'c lot of visa and to prepare for the 
fun. They would play Len· big trial. 
non's , alburns-- his songs ~~ * * 
supporting such subversions Marl':s gnt his best man 
as Irish freedom, \Vomen':5 _ for the ca~f', trial attorney 
Lib, the rights of blacks and ·' Vincent A. Schiano. Schiano 
'lndians. The. decriminaiiza· j had been in charge of ali the 
tion of mar1juana. Sample I recent big New York depoe
lyres: tation cases-Carlo Gambino, 

4'No short-haired yellow~ I II~is:h revolutim;at?" .Joe ?a· 
!Jellied son of Tricky Dicky 1 hill, former N az1 Hermme 
is going to Mother Hubbard ·I Braunsteiner Ryan, happy 
soft soap rne." And whPr. \ hool<er Xaviera Hollander. 
they finished that field day, ! (She sent him a copy of her 
thev would turn to another-~ 1 book inscribed: "You don't 
Let;non's friends, people lil\e really find me an 'unde~ 
.Jerry Rubin, Abbie Hoff· sirahle' alien, do you Mr. 
man, Rennie Davis, Bobby Schiano?" He passed on the 
Seale, Huey Newton .. ·all i.h,, pa.ss.'1 However, Schiano was 
heavies. And then for over· also a ''troublemaker." He 
kill there was always Len- had led a union drive; he 
non's beliefs. "Didn't he say had questioned too many im~ 
something about the Pope Cont'd on following page. 

·-

" .. -~ ... ~v~nuliii.L~ ., 

Stone 
Cont'd from preceding page , 

migration policies; and he I 
had refused to ans\ve~ qu:s~ 
tions during a grand JUry m· 
vestigation into what were 
described only as "irregular!· 
ties." And so he had been 
stripped of his office of Chief 
Trial Attorney and given a 
desk in an out-of-the-way 
col'ller of the 11th floor citi· 
zenshl p section. As a final 
insult, they gave him no 
phone. 

But Schiano was' still the 
man for the job, and Marks 
knew it. But the minute he 
·put Schiano on the case, 
Schiano started causing 
problems. First of all, he 
wdn't want a big political 
trial. Sources said Schiano 
argued that such a trial 
would be a dlsaster; it would 
create ill feelings among 
yoWlg people; it was unnec· 
essary legally. The govern· 
ment wanted to get rid of 
Lennon, right? Schiano ar· 
gued. That was a snap; Len· 
non either had or did not 
ha're a criminal record. If he 
had one, he 'vas out-and 
everyone knew Lennon had 
been convicted in the Maryle· 
bone Magistrates' Court in 
London on Nov. 26, 1968, for 
possession of marijuana. 
(Actually it was hashish, 
Lennon's attorney says, but 
that's another story.) That 
was the law. Simple as that. 
Why bother with the songs? 

* * o!< 

lllarks got back to G1·eene, 
sources said, and Greene got 
back to his bo", Raymond 

.! 

Schiano had still another 
beflt. Why revoke the two· 
week extension on Lennon's 
visa? Wouldn't it be simpler 
to let it run out than to re· 
voke it midway, creating a 
mile-wide hole in the pro
ceeding that l~nnon's law- ', 
yers were almost sure to run 
through? But apparently, 
the sources said, Matks was 
under intense pre'ssure to 
kick Lennon out, and on that 
point Schiano lost. : 

On March 6, 1972, Marks 
revoked Lennoo's visa ex
terusion which he had granted 
just five days earlier. "Il is 

i now understood that you 
have no intention of effect
ing your departure," he said 
in his letter to Lennon. lt 
Wlls an understanding, ¥arks 
sa.ld li!J\er, that he got when 
Lennoo and his wife, Yoko 
Ooo, applied on Ma.r<:h 3, 
1972, for status as artists, 
one way of eventually '!PJ~Iy· , 
tng for permanent reside~~cy. 

Marks, now retired and 
living in Florida, admits that 
!tie poHtical trial idea was at 
least kicked around in his 
of~ke. "That might have 
been discus.sed tangent'ally," i 

'<h I he said,_ '1but never WI.w1 any .; 
<;l'lo'tltousness.'' He also adfuits 
talking to Gr"""o about the 
ca~e but says that Greene 
wdn'l iDterfere in his deci· 
sion to deport Lennon, as 
Lennta is now claiming in 
court •t talked with him 
about It," Marks said. "A 

!!~~Sf( 'ulJ 
construe that as interference 

at all.A!ter all, the com
... ot·'klitltlit'tl't!/ift;;ii$ 
oon1~ authority vested In 
him by the Attorney Gen· 

Farrell, who was then the •hot.s on anything." 
commiss,ionei'. Whom Farrell But dld either Farrell or 
called is unknown, but ap· G1'~me 'lliill tlui sll<it.. in the 
parently someone concurred, Lennon case? 
because eventually l\!arks "Well this is thi 
told Schiano to handle the ' · some ng 
trial however he wanted. The . tha t,r ,.l!:,IL~YlLh!Iold com· 
big political trial was out. .1 nt'llt <Yttt' Mttk\s nM:---· 
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If• to 'h cup unsnsrnecf 
blelld aumbs 

Salt and pepper 
flour 
Melted butter or .IJIII'III'ine · 

, Pvt rio:Jtla ill a~ QIIV a bowl; let drain in refrigerator for at least 3 ho!lrs. 
·.-_ C9oJc trozes:a• splrJacft .as .suj~PS1'!!d ,on box.. Drain well in a strainer. Let CQOI; 
, r.qUeea out,.s1rtUC,ill!IJUid as pQSSible. Place squeezed spi.,P In mlxlns bowl; 

·' .. drained ~,iii!Kwell. ~Parmesan cheese, ea and nutmeg. Mlxwtll; 
.11!1'111 bnlad crutnt- ,_,.,, Add only enoup sd that mixture tan be sJIIIplld 

• inti) bills. It must - be to6 - just llrnt enouslt to handle. S.SOO- wi1h 
,salt and..-:•• ~~~-inch.~ls;.roH_in flollr ~--plac;e on wax 

' paper. Sprinlde wilh, ~r. \lrinS :2 qiiiii'IS unsalted water to ~ rollinS boil ;md 
cfrop In the llttll! .balls a few, at a time so as to not stop wallr·· boi~~RJ;· 
-When theY rise to top, bcril 3 minute$ Jonser. Remove. wi1b sldtttld tjJOOIIUI a 
HI'Vinsdish.l'ourmelted butiertwerall. Servewhb addiliolllil .... .,.lll!ll£1' 
~ MaMs six servings. · · teSf8l IN I'M'IDFSxi'loti!N 

1594 



i: 

i! 
!i 
ii 

I! 
I; 

!I 
II 
·I 
lj 
:I ,, 
!i 
I! 
•' 

li 
1: 
li 
1'. 
II 

li 
-.'! i! ,, 

•: 
: ~ 
' I 

i 
I\ 
I 
' : 
I 
11 

!I 
il 
li 
II 

il 
il 
il 
II 
II 
,I 
II 
i 
' 

I 
I 
II 
II 
II ,I 
~ I 

" il 
I' il 
~ i 
'I II 
il ,. 
" 

II -,, 
II 
'I 

II 
" II 
il 
I !, 
I' 

'-> ' !I. -1 

.. "• .. - ... 

,._, ~ l . 

UNITED STATES DIS1RIC'J.' 't ~OtmT' . 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT., OF··. NEW YORK 

JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, 
Plaintiff 

-against-

r • 

ELLIOT RICHARDSON, Attorney General of 
the United States: LEONARD CHAPMAN, 
Commissioner, Immigration and Natura
lization Service; EDWARD A. LOUGHRAN, 
Associate Commissioner, Immigration 73 Civ. 4476 (RO) 
and Naturalization. Servi,:e;. S?G@TES 
ZOLATAS, Regional Commissioner, North-. 
eastern Region, Immigration and Natura-: 
lization Service; SOL MARKS, Director,: 
District No.3, Immigration and Natura
lization Service, 

Defendants 

. _- '•" . --------------------------------------
JOHN WINSTON,QNO LENNON, 

Plaintiff 

-against-

: 

: 

: 

THEUNITED STATES OF·AMERICA: ROBE:a'I! ~ 

H,i-.BORK, as Acting Attorney General of : 
the.UnitedStates; RICHARD KLIENDIENST, 
individually and as former Attorney 
General of the United states; JOHN A. 
MITCHELL, individually and as former 
Attorney General of the United States; : 

73 Civ. 4543 {RO) 
.\ 

RAYMOND FARRELL, individually and as 
former Commi.ssioner of the Immigration ; 
and Naturalization Service; SOL 
MARKS, individually and as District 
Director, New York, Immigration and 
Naturalization Service, the IMM_IGRA
TION AND'NATt.mALIZATION SERVICE; and • 
PERSONS UNKNOWN IN THE UNITED STATES 
GOVERNMENT, 

TO: 

Defendants 

NOTICE TO TAKE DEPOSITIONS UPON 
ORAL EXAMINATION 

Joseph Marro, Esq., Assistant 
. S~ut:hern District •of New ¥orf;. 

FOley· square ;: 
New York, New York 

u.s. Attorney 

Sol Marks, District-Director 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
Ne'1,.YgQ · IiW Yo~k -------- .. ----
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PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that at 9:30A.M., on the 17th day 

of May, 1974, at 515 Madison Avenue, New York, New York, the 

plaintiff in the above-entitled actions will take the depo-

sition of the defendant, SOL MARKS, whose principal place 

of business is at 20 West Broadway, New York, New York, upon 

oral examination pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil Pro-

cedure, before a Notary Public or before some other officer 

authorized by the law to take deposit~ons. The oral examina-

tion will continue from day to day until completed. You are 

requested to produce the documents set forth below: all 

files, work foldors, cor.roapondence, transcripts, records, 

memoranda, notes, memorabilia, tapes, logs and all other re-

cords and documents including logs, steno books containing 

shorthand notes and all other records of telephone calls, inter 

views, appointments or other oral or written c~~unications, 

all reports or communications with governmental or non-govern-

mental agencies, authorities or persons relating to the 

plaintiff JOHN LENNON. 

Dated: May 10, 1974 
New York, New York 

LEON WIJ,DES 
Attorney for Plaintiff 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
(212) 753-3468 

II -·-···~~-~---"'------~--;...;.;.......:._ ______ -..-_r-____ . 1596 
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N.OTlCE OF ENTRY 

Sir:- Plea.~e take notice that the within is a (certified) 

true copy of a 

duly entered in the office of the clerk of the within 

named court on 19 

Dated, 

Attornay for 

Yours, etc., 

LEON WILDES 

Office and Post Office Address 

515 Madiaon Avenue 
Borough of Manhattan New York, N.Y. 10022 

Attorney{s) for 

NOTICE OF SETTLEMENT 

Sir:-Please take notice that an order 

of which the within is a true copy will be presented 

for settlement to the Han. 

one of the judges of the within named Court, at 

on the 

at 

r ~~d, 

Attorney for 

day of 

M. 

Yours, etc., 

LEON WILDES 

Office and Post Office Address 

515 Madison Avenue 

19 

Borough of Manhattan New York, N. Y. 10022 

To 

Attorney(s) for 

C~v. "cJrion U\(.4476 
Index No. 454.) 

XXXXX."!: 
Year 19 7 3 

Ur-~ I·J..''!.;.U ~, .t.-~ . .!.\ ..•• ; ~.J.: .. -:; -J.'...\.ICT C~>Oir.i.' 

;,_,. r;T~ iL;F: ::r .: .... -:;.:.s·.:.-:;·~·.J. ~--~"\ ~ '-.. Y0£1K 

- " . ·- • 'l ' 
L..h)t.11'1 · .J . ..;,J.,:., .~..v_. '....-.!..~-...· ~ ..... l ... ·l'-.. .-~.J 1 

...:·~~ ~IH:£11.:. 

__ __,;..__,,__, ---'· --. --II I:::T ~~, 
.UB..:::·EHD .. _i:J·.i.~ ... : 

,_, . : . .:..T :. =~·-i·; '2Cl-: '-'! ;\._.. L,. iJ".~:'k .. l I 

..:·,L._- T;-1<:~· ... _. .. · .... ··-
,., ; Il:.:- .L 

JiM.: .:IG . ·'l ,L,J. ~, 

=======================-=·,·~~·''=-,.~-;~D.' . 3;.· ~, 

J. '1..' i (.•;.·,/,_;. 
:j_.._:·.:·T 

LEON WILDES 
Attorney for _ _, ..:..: ·- ·' 

Office and Post Office Address, Telephone 

515 Madiaon Avenue 
Borough of Maahattan New York, N.Y. 10022 

(212) 753-3468 

To 

Attorney(s) for 

Service of a copy of the within 

is hereby admitted. 

Dated, 

Attorney(s) for 

v ~ v; 
:e ;1 -< s: .... _ 
Q > ,., f"'l .?<!- -< , .... .... (") 

:z: ~ ~!2 
~ co fS ::10 

~ a 
r 

" ()) 
L1) ,...., 
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© ISI73 .JULIUS BLUMIIERG. INC. 

STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF ss.: 

The undersigned, an attorney admitted to practice in the courts of New York State, 

0 Certification certifies that the within 
By Attorney h b d d ~ as een compare by ,the undersigned with the original an found to be a true and complete copy. 

Attorney's 
Affirmation 

shows: deponent is 
the atlorney(s) of record for 

in the within action; deponent has read the foregoing 
and knows the contents thereof; the same is 

true to deponent's own knowledge, except as to the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and belief, 
and that as to those matters deponent believes it to be true. This verification is made by deponent and not by 

The grounds of deponent's belief as to all matters not stated upon deponent's knowledge are as follows: 

The undersigned affirms that the foregoing statements are true, under the penalties of perjury. 

Dated: 

The name signed must he printed hen~ath 

STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF ss.: 

~ 0 Individual 
= Verification 

being duly sworn, deposes and says: deponent is 
the in the within action; deponent has read 

the foregoing and knows the contents thereof; the same is true to 
deponent's own knowledge, except as to the matters therein stated to be alleged on information and belief, and as 
to those matters deponent believes it to be true. 

0 Corporate the of 
ti Verification 

a corporation, in the within action; deponent has read the 
foregoing and knows the contents thereof; and the same 
is true to deponent's own knowledge, except as to the matters therein stated to be alleged upon information and 
belief, and as to those matters deponent believes it to be true. This verification is made by deponent because 

is a corporation and deponent is an officer thereof. 
The grounds of deponent's belief as to all matters not stated upon deponent's knowledge are as follows: 

Sworn to before me on 19 
The name signed must be printed beneath 

STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF ss.: 

being duly sworn, deposes and says: deponent is not a party to the action, 
is over 18 years of age and resides at 

0 

]1 0 
u 

Affidavit On 
of Service 

19 deponent serve~ the within 

By Mail 

Affidavit 
of Personal 

Service 

upon 
arttorney(s) for in this action, at 

the address designated by said attorney ( s) for that purpose 
by depositing a true copy of same enclosed in a post-paid properly addressed wrapper, in- a post office - official 
depository under the exclusive care and custody of the United States Postal Service within the State of New York. 

On 19 at 
deponent served the within upon 

herein, by delivering a true copy thereof to h 
person so served to be the person mentioned and described in said papers as the 

the 
personally. Deponent knew the 

therein. 

Sworn to before me on 19 
The nam! signed must he printed hennth 
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pellet! In .a mghte~.-acas 
the other night, before decid
ing whether to charge J.llhn 
WIIOn, the fQrmer Beatie, 
with battery.• Mr. Lennon is 

t1:'1 i. 9r!. ·~k ... :Ji.eoure: 
!lad bldt . . ....... 11\t 
~.~--at the 
·~ dul;'ad to~· 
''tall011 ll . twllla'' It Kq 
Pritt, the ma~r (If the 
Smothers Brothers, before 
being ejected from the club. 

OutsMe, Brenda Mary Per· 
kiM, a photographer, trred to 
take pictures of Mr, Lennon, 
and, she said later in a corn
plaint, be slapped her over 
the right eye. 

While the investigatiOII 
continued, Mr. Lenn011 lS said 
to have sent the Smothers 
brothers and the nightcl® 
ltla ~ for •·VIt lfiCI. -ent. . . 

. I, 

L+ ta···· 
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U.S. Dtpan.at ol .hlftice 
••IWIIt•, D. c. 20530 
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March 6, 1974 
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RleilanND et al. 
73 cty. 4476 <11.01 
Jelm ... t. Oao te..- v. 
Untced Statel of Ull'lca 
73 Clv. 4543 (10) 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

'l '" \ 
'·~._.l '":" . 

- ·~·~"~---:'"--------------------------------------: 

JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, · ,. •:~. 
Plaintiff 

-against-

ELLIOT RICHARDSON I LEONARD CHAPMAN I 
EDWARD A. LOUGHRAN I SOCRATES ZOLATAS I 
and SOL MARKS, 

Defendants 

• 0, 

: . • 
: 
: CIVIL ACTION NO • 
: 73 c 4476 
; (Action :f!:l) 

: . ' . 
: 

-------------------------------------------: 
-------------------------------------------: 
JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON 1 

Plaintiff 

-against-

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ROBERT A. 
BoRK 1 RICHARD .KLEINDIENST, JOHN A. 

. MITCHELL, RAYMOND FARRELL 1 LEONARD CHAP
MAN,. SOL MARKS 1 IMMIGRATION AND NATURA
LIZATION SERVICE, and PERSONS UNKNOWN IN 
THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, 

Defendants 

----~-------------------------------------

SPPPLEMEN'T TO 

. • 
: . . 
: 

: CIVIL ACTION NO. 
: 73 c 4543 
: (Action :f!:2 ) 

. . 
: . .. 
. . 
; 
• . 

PLAINTIFF 1 S MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AND OTWR RELIEF 

LEON WILDES 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York 1 -New York 10022 
753-3468 

Attorney for Plaintiff 

lj . 

' 

1603 
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subsequent to the filing of the plaintiff's briefh support 

01 
this motion, the ieading case of Banercraft Clothing Co. v. 

ogotiation Board , 151 u.s.App. DC 174, 466 F.2nd 345 (1972) 
21"- . 

• reversed in a five to four decision by the'united States Supreme w . 

court (42 L w 4203). In view of the review of.this important decision, 

• aupplement to the brief is being filed to .demonstrate that the 

•rwersal" of the United states Supreme court does not in any way 

diainish the authority of the Banercraft case for the proposition that 

the court may enjoin an agency, in particular the Immigration Service, 

pending the outcome of the Freedom of Information Act litigation. 

The supreme court's decision reversing .the Banercraft case 

ehould not be understood to limit in any way t~e jurisdiction of a 

Dietrict Court to issue an injunction in a proper case in order to 

preserve the status guo. By its own terms, it was-limite4 ·to .. the.· 

issuance of injunctions against the Renegotiation Board. 

"We find it unnecessary, however, to decide in these 
.cases, whether or under what circumstances, it would 
be proper for the District Court to exercise jurisdiction 
to enjoin agency action pending the resolution of an 
asserted FOIA claim. we hold only that in a renegotiation 
case, the contractor. is obliged to pursue its administra
tive remedy, and when it fails to do so, may not attain 
its ends through the route of judicial interference. 
The nature of the renegotiation process mandates this 
result and were it otherwise, the effect would be that 
renegotiation, and. its aims, would be supplanted and 
defeated by an FOIA suit." 42 LW 4209. . . 

The Supreme court analyzed the renegotiation process as being 

Of a very special nature under the Renegotiation Act of 1951. 50 u.s.c. 

t~ ........ ~ .. ~----~------------~~--------nr6mu~4 
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l2ll et seq., noting that the Renegotiation Board operates 
lllf• 

; ,,~ilY by informal negotiations with a contractor who has already 

.,..J• a contract with a government agenc_y, to "endeavor to make an 

•rf.-nent. with the contractor ••• with respect t<? the elimination of 

,.:.,sive profits." Sec. lOS (a) • The Renegotation Act provides for 

• 1ories of negotiations at various levels, there being no binding 

e!ftet of a determination at a lower level upon the administrative 

~uicer or Board, at the higher level. In fact, the judicial review 

~~ided for by the Renegotiation Act before the court of Claims is 

1 canplete de ~ proceeding which "shall not be treated as a pro-

cteding to review the determination of the Board" and the Board's 

letermination "shall not b'e used in the Court of claims as proof of 

the facts or conclusi_ons stated therein". sec. lOS (a). Moreover, 

the Supreme court expressly affirmed that the District Court has 

~itable jurisdiction under the Freedom a Information Act to enjoin 

~ency action in a proper case. 

· "With the express vesting of equitable jurisdiction 
in the District Court by Section 552(a), there is 

·little to suggest, despite the Act's primary pur
pose, that congress sought to limit the inherent 
powers of an equity court." 42 LW 4209." 

Even the four justices dissenting limited their dissent to the 

laaue of whether or not the r.enegotiation process precluded judicial 

intervention in the ag.ency proceedings. 

The distinction between the deportation process as described 

I. >y •tatute and regulation, and. the renegotiation process as likewl;•• 

• 
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,...:ribed by. statute .and regulation, and as analyzed by Banercraft 

~th the Circuit court and Supreme court levels, majority , . 

,Jdissenting opinions, militate for the issuance of an injunction 

,these proceedings. The renegotiation and deportation processes 

,..., distinguishable in ·several significant ways: 

1. 

2. 

JT.1P:tCIAL .REVIEW. The Reneqotia.tion Act provides for a 
de novo proceeding in the court of Claims, unfettered --by any prejudice from the agency proceeding and free 
from any claim that the Board's·determination is sup
ported by substantial evidence. The Immigration and 
Nationality Act, a U.s.c. llOS(a) specifically designates 
the petition for review to be "determined solely upon the 
administrative record upon which the deportation order is 
based and the Attorney·· General's findings of fact" and 
requires a finding that the Immigration Service's findings 
be "supported by reasonable, substantial, and probative 
evidence on the record considered as a whole" a u.s.c. 
ll05(a)(4) • 

DISCOVERY RIGHTS. The usual rights Of discovery are 
available in a proceeding before. the court of Claims 
under the Renegotiation Act 50 u.s.c. App. sec.l218, the 
court of Claims having been described "by virtue of :it s 
role in the renegotiation process and its general ex
pertise in the field of government contract" as being 
'uniquely qualified to supervise discovery against the 
Renegotiation Board." Note, 41 Gee. wash~L.Rev.l072, 
1084 (1973). The Immigration and Nationality Act's regu
lations do not .permit a respondent so subpoena a wit
ness in.his own behalf in a deportation proceeding, 
8 C.F.R.2a7.4(a)(2), nor is the Circuit court of Appeals, 
upon a hearing of a petitionfor review, in a position to 
he.ar witnesses, testimony, or engage in discovery, 
a u.s.c. 1105(a) (4) since the proceedings are required 
to be determined "solely upon the administrative record'. 

It is therefore urgent and imperative that the procedings 
before the Board of Immigration Appeals be enjoined be
fore they are closed and finalized by a ruling of the 
Board of Immigration Appeals, as the discovery provided 
under the Freedom of Information Act may not be admissible 

., 
' 

• 
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before the Circuit court o£ A~Peals if it is obtained 
subsequent to the finalizing emf.' t.llle record before the 
Board of tmmigration Appeals. 

3. FINALITY AND BINDING EFFEC~. The parties are not bound 
by a prior deter:<•l .. 1o:,?-:t:i'I'n T·' Je .r:il:. any level of the Renego
tiation Board structure. :>0 v.s.c. App. Sec. 1218. 
On the contrary, in an immigration proceeding, the parties 
are bound by the determina~ion of the Board of Immigration 
Appeals. Since the Board exercises the discretion of the 
Attorney General, as does the Immigration Judge and the 
District Director, 9 C.F.R. 3.l(d), the ruling of the 
Board of Immigration Appeals is the final word of the 
Attorney General subject to review under the provisions of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act 8 u.s.c. llOS(a) and 
·its decisions are final 8 C.F.R. 3.l(d) (2) except in 
cases which it voluntarily refers to the Attorney General 
on its own. ll· . 

4. CONGRESSIONAL INTENT. The purpose of the Renegotiation Act, 
.as expressed by Congress; with time not being of the es~ 
sence in view of the fact that the contract has already 
been made is• that the -~enegobia:\:ion-"proce~s .may:'.c:ontinue on 
various levels without reference to prior decisions below. 
The Immigration Act was intended to be one of confrontation~ 
with a prem'ium placed upon the prompt removal of deportable 
aliens from the United states. In fact, the purpose of 
Sec. l06(a) of the Immigration and Nationality Act (.'l'udicial 
Review) was to supplant and replace the many different 
.methods, ·: · often dilit£lry and indirect, of securing re
view of deportation orders which existed previously (e.g.,, 
declaratory judgment actions, habeas corP)ls, etc.). The !, 

procedure provided by sec. 106{a) was intended to stream
line the removal process through a one step confrontation 
based upon an exact and complete administrative record. 
The necessity that that record be complete and all inclusive 
militates that any action by the government to finalize it 
in incomplete form be enjoined and prohibited· by a Court 
of competent jurisdiction. The Banercraft decision holds 
that this District court has such jurisdiction and may pro
perly exercise it in an appropriate case' to avoid undue 
hardship, as might result if plaintiff is required to take 
his sole and. exclusive appeal of the Attorney General's action 
upon an incomplete record. The irreparable harm to plain-. 
ti~f of such a situation is obvious and should be remedied 

1607 
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by this honorable court. 

l LEON WILDES 
Attorney for Plaintiff 

l '. 

I 

'' 

' . 
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UNtTED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOU'rHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

------------------~----------------------: 
JOHN WINS'l'ON ONO LENNON, 

Plaintiff 

-against-

: 
: . 
: . . 

..,...~;u -~?~12# 
ELLIOT RICHARDSON, LEONARD CHAPMAN, 
EDWARD A. LOUGHRAN, SOCRATES ZOLATAS, 
and SOL ."MARKS, 

: C1V1L ACT!ON ~~. 
: 73 c 4476 

Defendants 

: (Action #1) . . . . . . 
-----------------------------------------: 
-----------------------------------------: 
JOHN WXNSTON ONO LENNON, 

. . . . 
Plaintiff : 

: 
-agaiiist- . -·. :. . : 

·. "\ -· ' .. : Cl:VXL ACTION NO. 
: 73 c 4543 
: (Action #2) 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMEJUCA, ROBERT A. 
BORK, JUCHARD KLIENDIENST, JOHN A. 
Ml:TCHELL, RAYMOND FARRELL, LEONARD 
CHAPMAN, SOL MARKS, l:MMIGRATICN AND NA
TURALIZATION SERVICE,and PERSONS UNKNOWN : 

. . 
: 

IN THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, 
Defendants 

: . . . . 
-----------------------------------------: 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

Upon the annexed affidavit of LEON WILDES, attorney for 

plaintiff, sworn to the \\ day of February. 1974, the summons, 
. ' 

complain~ and exhibits in the above-captioned actions, and it 

apPearing that under the requirements of Title 5, u.:>.c.sec.552·(a 

(3) plaintiff is entitled to a hearing at the earliest practicabl 

date, it is 

ORDERED, that the defendants and each of them show cause 

at a motion term of this Court, at the United States District 

COurthouse thereof, Foley Square, New York, New York on the ;~r 
h. ,.. - jJ.... . .;J._· /5 

day of'~. 1974 at 10 e'eleelt in the forenoon, or as soon 

thereafter as counsel may be heard why an Order should not be 

made herein: 

Enjoining the defendants in Action #1 to cease from i 
I 

withholding from plaintiff the records kept ~y C.e.fc::da::ts a!" <-r; I 
.· .·· . ·.. . . ·. ·. .. . . . I 

itbe ca-s''in~Cb'~':aia:felthnts'"decida~,:not;.·:,;t:o~~eDC&~porta-J . 

. " tion ·proceedings or decide to defer commencement of deport.:.;:;i;;;; 

.. ··I-T 1· 1610 
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proceedings (records as to "non-priority cases"), together with 

any evidence cons~dered by the defendants in making such decision 

and determinationst 

2. Ordering dEfendants in Action #1 to make available to 

plaintiff the records described in paragraph #1 of this prayer 

for relief, and more fully described in the affidavit and com-

plaint attached hereto, or in lieu thereof, ordering such defen-

dants to supply to plaintiff a statement of the reasons for the 

decision and determination of all non-priority cases and a sum-

mary of the evidence before the defendants when they so decided 

and determined, and 

3. Ordering that all proceedings on the part of defendants, 

their agents, servants, and employees be stayed, as such proceed-

ings relate directly to the deponation proceedings presently 

pending which involve plaintiff directly, including but not limit 

ed to, the determination by the Boa~d of Immigration Appeals 

concerning the plaintiff's appeal from a deportation order which 

... ..adv.e.rse.l;v a££.ec.te.d . .him, .and 

4. ordering such other and further relief as to this court 

seems just and proper in the circumstances. 

SUFrXCJ:ENT CAUSE APPEARING THEREFORE, it is PURrHBl\ OIU)UJ.UID 
i 

that service of a copy of this Order and the papers upon which. 

it was granted upon the United States Attorney for the South~rn 

District of New York on or before / P.M. on February.;!. 5"' 

1974 be sufficient. 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE 

MTED; NEW YORK, NEW YORK 
February :2-2--, 1974 

·····1-rr~· 

' 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COU~ 
·--$~_HERN DISTRic;l' OF NEW YOif< 

I 

--------------------------------~------ :· 

JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON. I 
Plaintiff 

-against-

ELLIOT RICHARDSON, LEONARD CHAPMAN, 
EDWARD A. LOUGHRAN, SOCRATES ZOLATAS, 
and SOL .MARKS~ 

Defendants 

I 

: 
: 
: 
: 
: CIV:tL ACTION NO. 
: 73 c 4476 
: (Action #l) 
: . . 
: . . 

----------------------------------------: 
----------------------------------------: . . .,. ~~ ·.-·' .. 
JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, - ' · . . 

· · · Plaintiff . . 
! .--.-~ ;f ,· ...... 

'<' •.• 

-against-
.- . . . 

: 

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ROBERT A. 
: CIVIL ACTION NO. 

73 c 4543 
(Action #2) BORK, RICHARD KLIENDIENST, JOHN A. : 

MITCHELL, RAYMOND FARRELL, LEONARD : 
CHAPMAN, SOL MARKS, IMMIGRATION AND NATU~ 
RALIZATION SERVICE, and PERSONS UNKNOWN : 
IN THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, : 

Defendants : . .. . . -··.· ~-,.:,..,_..;;·-., - : 
-----------~~-------------------·· 

AFFIDAVIT IN §UPPORT OF MOTION FOR A PRELIMINARY .. 
IWUNCTION AND OTHER RELIEF . . . 

STATE OF NEW YORK 

COUNT OF NEW YORK 

) 
)SS.: 
) 

·---~·- . 

. ..; .... - •..... 
~~ ~,_ 

( t 

LEON,ILDES, an attorney duly admitted to practice law in 

the courts of the State of New York, being duly sworn, deposes 

and says: 

1. I am the attorney for the plaintiff in these actions 

and likewise represent him in deportation proceedings institu-

ted and maintained against plaintiff by the defendants MARKS, 

and IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE. As such, I am 

tho roughly familiar with the fa±s and circumstances surroundin 

the deportation proceedings against plaintiff, the basis for 

the .w.ithin action. pursuant to the Freedom .of information Act 

~.{Act: loa #ll ·and :.the 'EaettJ.:Wbicib i:out • b-. sis·. for the .action cpu 

suant to Title 18, u.s.c •• Soc.3504 and the United States 

1612 
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' ' 

tution (Action #2) and,1make this affidavit in support "t.f plain-
i 

tiff's motion for a pr~liminary injunction and other re~~ef. 

"' 2. Plaintiff, JOHN LENNON, a non-immiqrant alien residinq 

in the City and State •:>f New York and a citizen of Great Britain 

is an internationally known musician and is presently the sub-
:1 c.~-: 
ject of a deportation order which was issued aqainst him on 

March 23, 1973. 

3. On Auqust 13, 1971, plaintiff, toqether with his wife, 

Yoko Ono Lennon, was admitted to the united States as a non

immiqrant visitor for professional purposes and for the purpose 

of appearinq in.custody proceedinqs as to his stepchild, Kyoko 

Cox, his wife's child by a former marriage, and was authorized 

to remain in the United States until February 29, 1972. On 

March 1, 1972, a letter was-written by defendant .MARKS qranting 

plaintiff permission to remain in the united States until March 

15, 1972. 

4. On March 6, 1972, while plaintiff and his wife were 

st'i.ll lawfully in the United States, defendant MARKS wrote to 

the plaintiff and his wife revokinq their permission to remain 

in the United States, and, simultaneously, ~ssued Orders to Show 

cause against the plaintiff and his wife charqinq them with de

portability based upon allegedly having overstayed in the United 

' States, makinq the plaintiff a respondent in a deportation pro-

ceedinq as an "overstay", created by the very revokation of 

status of the same officer who instituted the proceedings, and 

with no act or alleqation of any wrong-doinq on the part of the 

plaintiff whatsoever. At .the time the defendants were aware 

that the institution of deportation proceedings constituted an 

extreme hardship upon the plaintiff in that he and his wife were 

in. the midst of serious custody proceed~ngs in two jurisdictions 

in the United States with respect to their child, and in that 

the plaintiff and his wife were engaged in a desperate e{fort 

··"to 'locate cthe · ~hi'! d. · ·-xt. was 'furt:her :.~n. to the . defendants at 

the time that the very institution of deportation proceedings 

Tll 1613 
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~ could preclude most available! forms of discretionary relief 
·~---=---- / I 

able·within the deportation process because of the fact that the 

plaintiff had been convicted,! upon a plea of guilty, of the offe 

of possession of cannabis reskn before a British court in 1968. 

s. Deponent, in behalf of the plaintiff, requested on seve 
"- -.. ~-· 

al occasions that proceedings not be instituted, and, once in-

stituted, that they be cancelled, upon the grounds that they 

were discriminatorily commenced, tended to separate a family uni • 

would cause irreparable harm to the efforts to achieve legal and 

physical custody of the child, would deprive the united States o 

an artist of outatanding talents without due process of law, and 

was not in accordance with established (but unpublished) pro-

cedures not to institute proceedings in such cases. All of 

deponent's requests ·fer~ such relief were denied. 

6.. Deponent prepared and filed in behalf of the plaintiff 

and his wife applications for third preference priority as out

standing artists on March 3, 1972. Upon information and belief, 

the department of 'the de'fenaant,. l:MMIGRATION AND WURALl:ZATION 

SERVICE charged with adjudicating such applications was instruct 

ed not to act upon the application, but in fact, to secrete the 

applications in a sealed envelope in a secret place for :·safe

keeping, with no intention upon the part of the defendants to 
'l 

adjudicate the applications as required by law. Precipitated by 

an action agaiiEt the defendant MARKS commenced in the District 

court for the Southern District of New York, entitled JOHN WINS N 

ONO LENNON AND ANOTHER against SOL MARKS, Civil Action Number 72 

c 1784, defendant MARKS granted plaintiff's application for 

third preference priority status as an outstanding artist, ackno 

ledging that the plaintiff was an alien, who because of his ex

ceptional abilities in the arts, "will substantially benefit the 

national economy, cultural interests, or welfare of the United 

States. • B u.s.c.llSJ. ueverthe1es~.,de~1ld.il"t MARKS proceeded 

·vs.1:h\,the':4epertat:s.on ·'P~'.-..~:.'tb1tt:l'1.al:nt'ii!E'"ancl'mt-s 

wife. 

. . .. 1 I 1614 
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7. The defendants refJsed to discontinue deportation I 
,· I 

~-- ' proceedings against the plaintiff's wife, despite the fact that t 

she had been previously a ~rmanent resident of the United State~ 
based upon her prior marriage to a Unjed States citizen, despitei 

the fact of the approval of a separate thi~d prefer~nce petition! 

in her behalf, and regardless of the regulations and operations . 
instructions which provide that she should: normally have been 

accorded an opportunity to apply for permanent residence without 

the institution of aeportation proceedigs. The proceedings 

against her, in fact, resulted in the granting to her of the 

status of permanent residence and resulted at the same time 

in the denial of the same remedy to her husband, the plaintiff. 

8. Deponept was informed by a member of the staff of 

Senator Buckley of New York that his clients were thought to be 

"national security risks• and that the proceedings against them 

were instituted for this reason. On March 30, 1972 deponent 

· ··wrot.e --tG ·<the-ae£.endent .. FAR-RELL· requesting a personal meeting to 

afford his clients the opportunity to be confronted with the 

allegations being made against them and to set the record straig t. 

The meeting was declined. A copy of the exchange of corresponde ce 

is attached as an exhibit to this affidavit. 

9. Plaintiff moved before the Immigration Judge to termina e 

the proceedings on the ground of their discriminatory commence

ment, but the application was denied by the administrative judge 

who rul~d that ttit is not the province of the Immigration Judge 

or of the Board of Appeals to review the wisdom of the District 

Director's action starting the proceedings, but to determine 

whether the deportation charge is sustained by the requisite evi 

denca": .. ( Decision. page 6). Plaintiff appealed the ruling of 

the Immigration Judge to the Bca rd of Immigration Appeals, but, 

according to the decisions of t~e Board of Immigration Appeals I '.· .:cl..ted .by t:he :Xaaiqration :J~., .oe:tt:ht!lr the l:.U.grationi);Judge<1a0 

the Board has jurisdiction to review the actions challenged in 

. I 

• I 
these iudi(!i.>t.l .....,..,.. ........ Atn.n,._ . : 1615 
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before the Board of Immigration Appeals is limited to the pro-

~ 

I 
I 

ceedings before the Immigration Judge, and the record on appeal l 
of the Board's decision to the Circuit court of Appeals is limit] 

ed to the record on. appeal before the Board of Immigration AppeaJ
1
s .. 

The purpose of these actions is to expand the record before the 

Board and, consequently and eventually, before the circuit Court 

of Appeals, to inc1ude submittedly improper activities and pre

judgment on the part of various government officials. The inclu 

sion of this material in the record will submittedly show that 

the proceedings were commenced discriminatorily in violation 

of established standards for political or other purposes other 

than the even-handed enforcement of the immigration laws~possibl 

based upon tain~ed evidence. 

10. Deponent and his client have maintained that the deport 

tion proceedings should never have been commenced and that, once 

commenced, should have been terminated for the reason that, upon 

information and belief the defendant, IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZA 

TION SERVICE considers this type of case to be in its'hon-priori y• 

category, to wit: one which would normally not be commenced or 

if commenced would be termirated or otherwise concluded in a man 
i 

ner permitting the alien to remain in the United States despite 

the fact that he was technically deportable. Accordingly, based 

upon the-.;thesis that the case was properly in the "non-priority" 

category, that such a category exists, though no where incorpora 

ed inpublished regulations, and that it is uniformly applied 

through a Non-Priority Review Board within the defendant · :"~'.'::O.l\··· 

:UUU:GRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE , and deponent demanded 

various records and information from·.··,the defendant MARJ<S under 

Title 5, u.s.c. Sec.552 on May~ 1972, which demand is annexed 

to the attached complaint in Action #1 as Exhibit "A" • The I 
requested information was not supplied. It is to be noted that 

cJpl.aiatLf£•s,-requf,lS.t . .£or shdlar orelie.f .Qur.J.ng·the depcn:tation .. ·' 

-proceedings was likewise· t:hWarted. because the appUJcabl.e ·requl.a·1 

tion 8 C.F.R. 287.4 (~)(2) do not accord a.respondent in deporta~ 
I I 1 1616 
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j ,~, 
tion pro~eedinga.the ~ight to subpoena a witness, but sts 

such actio·n in the Immigration Judge who refused to grilnt the 

subpoena. 

' i 

11. The records concerned are records kept by the defendant.. s 

in the ordinary course of their business as a governmental 

agency and consist, upon information and belief, of forms on 

each case setting forth the alien's status, grounds of deporta 

bility, and the basis for the determination not to enforce the 

alien''!! departure despite his deportability, as wellL'as various 

statistics, data, standards and other records concerning the 

number of such aliens whooaJ:e excludable or deportable. Upon 

information and belief'such·records ~~~tt~ defendants (in 

Action #1) MARKS, as District Director, ZOLATAS, as Regional 

commissioner, and CHAPMAN, as COmmissioner of the Immigration 

and:-:Naturalization Service. 

·12. After a long series of communications (see Exh!its 

attached to the complaint in~Actidn #l labeled "A" through 

"M") the defendants did supply certain general information. 

However, at no time have the defendants supplied plaintiff or 

your deponentt-;wi th the records which we believe exist concernin 

the standards, criteria, and actual individual case records 

surrounding non-priority cases, which,·records.care the subject 

of the within action commenced and maintained pursuant to~e 

Freedom·· of Information Act. 

13. Defendanh LOUGHRAN, however, has confirmed the existen e 

of the non-prioritYl'program and has defined what he calls a 

non-priority case to be "one in which the Service, in the exer-

cise of discretion determines that adverse action would bem-

conscionable because of appealing humanitarian factors" such 

cases being identified at an early stage in service processing 

and are not put under deportati9n proceedings. 

a4.. ·;:%t ,,,is 'the ~enti.on :o'f your:·:4epanent. that :p~ta~J.U 

is entitled to these records or a detailed s~ey or • listinq I 
. --- - . r-r· 16 7 
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thereof pursuant to the Freedpm of Information Act as stated inj 

./ 

15. 

that this 

Moreover. deponent requests in behalf of the plaintiff 

court stay all proc~edings being maintained against 

the plaintiff as a respondent:effected by a deportation order 

~resently being administratively reviewed by the Board of Immi

gration Appeals, and on which oral argument was held on October 3 . 

1973 despite deponent's objections, and this affidavit is made 

in support of a motion for a preliminary injunction. 

16. A preliminary injunction is requested because through

out'·.the processing of the proceedings against his client. deponen 

has requested the records sought herein, and these records have 

neither been disclosed nor are they forthcoming. Nevertheless, 

procedures to deport the plaintiff continue. 

17. It is respectfully submitted that the disclosure of 

these records will support the proposition that the plaintiff's 

case clearly fits within the category of a "non-priority case" 

and that by existing though unpublished standards used by the 

defendants in determining and deciding that an alien fits within 

such categocy•·.;;and if such standards were disclosed, the deporta

tion proceedings could not have been properly commenced or 

maintained against plaintiff. It is further urged that the dis

closure of such records will demonstrate that the proceedings 

against the plaintiff were prosecuted selectively, in a prejudi

cial manner, for reasons unrelated to his immigration status and 

that consequently they should be terminated. 

18. Deponent appeared personally before the full panel 

of the Board of Immigration Appeals on October 30, 1973 to 

request that it voluntarily defer its determination reviewing 

the deportation proceeding before it,pendi:'9' the disclosure 

of the records sought herein, but such application has been 

effectively denied (see attached letter dated November 20, 1973 
.. 

·:of •. the-Cbairman of 'tbe'Board,of. l:ad.<JX"ation Appea.1:aJ,:,.aJld.~.;. 

information and belie( a decision of the Board is or may be 

imminent. 
1 18 
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19. In :'Action #Z plaintiff seeks similar relief but upon 

different grounds. Plaintiff seeks. to compel the defendants 

to perform their duty.to affirm or deny the occurrence of an 

illegal act or acts pursuant to Title 18, u.s.c., Sec.3504 and 

to conduct a hearing to determine whether or not various decision 

of t:ne:".defendant, the IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATl:ON SERVICE, 

with respect to discretionary applications filed by the plaintiff 

which have resulted in a deportation order against him, were 

in fact prejudged by the defendants, and in addition, whether 

such prejudgment was motivated, ordered, or supported by evidence 

obtained through illegal or unconstitutional means. 

20. Deponent has no adequate remedy at law. Since deporta

tion proceedings visit great hardship upon an alien, irreparable 

harm will be suffered by the plaintiff unless this court stays 

all proceedings by the defendants against the plaintiff until 

such time as the records sought herein are forthcoming and may 

become a part of the proceedings before the Board of l:mmigration 

··Appeals. "Moreover,· if any remedy ·at law exist·s, such remedy 

does not assure the plaintiff of adequate relief, because: 

(a) The existing remedy of review before the Board of 

Immigration Appeals is too narrow to cover all of 

the wrongdoing claimed by the plaintiff. The juris

diction of the Board is limited by law to reviewing 

the proceedings before the Immigration Judge which 

are in turn limited to hearing the sole issue of 

whether the plaintiff was deportable as an over

stay and, if so, whether he was eligible for cer

tain limited categories of discretionary relief. 

Neither the Immigration Judge nor the Board of Im

migration Appeals claims any authority to review 

the actions of the District Director or the other 

defendants who, · upon information and be lie£,. have 

· ~.a.·Cii: ®nfu>iracy to •aeny'"a'11.~ucaiD.s~;;lfo%'· ~·-

discretionary relief and have refused and neglected 

. -----·~-;ry r,. ...... re- 16 9 
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quested in thfs action. 
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' 
reither/ the Bpard of Immigration Appeals nor t••d 

circuit court of Appeals has authority, jurisdic-

tion, or facilities to conduct evidentiary hearings 

relating to t~intec evidence, prejudgment, or 

selective prosecution as requested in these actions. 

Moreover, the remand of such proceedings to be 

conducted by the Immigration Judge would be patently 

unfair and inappropriate in view of the claimed 

prejudgment of all aspects of the case against the 

plaintiff. 

(c) To permit the defendants to finalize an order of 

deportation upon the prejudicial and incomplete 

record presently before the Board of Immigration 

Appeals would constitute a patent miscarriage of 

justice, would prevent the plaintiff from obtaining 

full and adeguate review of agency action, would 

.pl.ace .the defendants in .a posi.tion to c-benefit 

from their own possibly illegal and arbitrary 

act, and to profit from the baseless refusal to 

disclose information necessary to the plaintiff's 

defense which should always have been available to 

the public, to make possible the use of tairied 

evidence without recourse to an ~rieved party af

fected thereby, and to permit possible prejudgment 

of applications by government officials without 

re90urse to the affected party. 

21. In view of the stated unavailability of an adeguate 

remedy, the plaintiff will suffer irreparable harm if the pro

ceedings before the Board of Immigrat:!.on !',ppeals are not stayed 

as reguested herein, nor is there any other impartial forum 

before which the proceedings requested herein may be heard. Fur

,_,·,~re. c'the existence Of ,--a •'Stay' o·f deportation Of 'the ;allen . 

in connection with judicial review of the ruling of the Board 

of rmmigration Appeals can in no way be considered to diminish 

\ .. I I 1620 
l 



I 

===~=-""'-"'"" --,_f''-;-

the-!~reparable ha~m which pla~ntiff would sustain if the Board 

of Immigration Appeals is permitted to reach its decision at 

this time, because such petitibn for review by statute "shall 

' be determined solely upon the ~dministrative record upon which 

I 

' 
the deportation order is based and the Attorney General's finding 

of fact, if supported by reasonable, substantial, and probative 

evidence on the record considered as a whole, shall be conclusive 

8 u.s.C.ll05(a)(4). Such limited review and the stay of deporta-

tion attendant thereto are obviously inadequate remedies under 

the circumstances. 

22. The defendants can suffer no prejudice whatsoever, nor 

can they allege any harm to the government if the plaintiff, 

JOHN LENNON, is permitted access to this honorable court before 

the completion of proceedings before the Board of Immigration 

Appeals rather than after their completion. 

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested that the court 

grant an Order staying all proceedings on the part of the defen

dants, their agents, servants and employees as such proceedings 

relate directly or indirectly to the deportation proceedings 

presently pending which involve the plaintiff herein, including 

but not limited to the determination by the Board of Immigration 

Appeals concerning the plaintiff's appeal from~ a deportation 

order which adversely affected him until a reasonable time~ 

{30 days) after the completion of proceedings before this .court, 

-within which time plaintiff may furnish the Board of Immigration 

Appeals with the results of such proceedings,and granting such 

other and further relief as to this court seems just in the cir-

cumstances. 

LWN W:tLDES 

J 

I 
l 

....... ·. .· .. I 
I. I I 1211 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

OIIUGJMnoN AND NATURAUZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536 

Mr. Leon Wildes 
Attorney at Law 

April 7, 1972 

515 Madison Avenue 
New York, N. Y. 10022 

Dear Leon: 

The Commissioner has asked me to respond 
to your le~ter of March 30, 1972. Although, 

IIID lllfti:'IO 1HII fU.fiCI. 

as you know, I would normally be delighted to 
discuss any problem with you, I don't see any 
point to such a meeting at the present time. The 
cases of Mr. and Mrs. Lennon are pending before a 
special inquiry officer. It goes without saying 
that any evidence bearing on their cases would 
have to be presented to the special inquiry officer 
and that his decision would be based on the evidence 

--1-n .• t.he ---~.ec.o.r.d.. ..Nei.t.her I nor any .other S-e~vice 
officer can influence the special inquiry officer's 
consideration and decision. I have no doubt that 
in this case, as in other cases, the Service will 
continue to adhere to its high standards of fair-
ness and impartiality. · 

Warmest personal r~gards. 

~~ 
Charles Gordon 
General Counsel 
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LEON \VJLDES 
A"'TOR.""fRVAT ~W 

s-rs...l~-sf
.K-~ .A:Yk -r&&.!.!! 

March 30, 1972 

The Honorable Raymond Farrell, Commissioner 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
Central Office 
119 D Street North East 
Washington, D.C. 20536 

Re: . Mr. 
.Al7 

and Mrs. John and Yoko Lennon 
597 321 

I I (b)(6) 

·Dear ·Sir: 

As you know, I represent Mr. and Mrs. John Len
non in connection with their desire to regularize their 
immigration status so that they may continue their ef
forts to secure the custody of Mrs. Lennon's Child, 
Kyoko, a citizen of the United States. our efforts to 
date have met with unusual and unexplained opposition 
on the part of_the Immigration Service. 

I have reqeived information through an official 
source that my clients are alleged to be national se
curity risks and that such allegations are cited to 
jus.tify the departure in this case from the usual fair 
and impartial application of the immigration laws of 
the United States Immigration and Naturalization Ser
vice. 

I respectfully request a personal meeting with 
your office to afford my clients an opportunity to be 



.--

- 2 -

-' 

- ....... ·· 

confronted with these serious, but apparently mi~
taken allegations, to submit explanatory information 
and, in short, to set the record straight. Since 
the institution of the present deportation proceed
ings are an apparent result of the allegations•refer
red to, I submit that their pendency cannot constitute 
an appropriate .basis for declining to arrange such a 
meeting. 

I would appreciate your earliest reply so 
that a mutually convenient date could be arranged. 

/ 

' 

~:147V' 
LEON WILDES 

LW/ns 

n1 1624 
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····•.1·1.·, . UNITED STP.,TES DEPART""!}~! OF JUS~ICE ... 
:"*- · BOARD OF IMMIGRAl iu~~ APPEALS • '·•i -· !-, .. 

Washington, D.C. 20530 ··•· 

In re: .Jotm Winston Ono Lennon 
FU.e: Al7 597 321 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
51.5 Madi$01\ Avenue 

'. 
November 20, -!973 ·t· . .-.'1' ......... 

.Mew Yom, -New York 1-0022 .. ' .. . -- :·· '. _-_ ... .- '. 
----:< \.~~· _,;:1 

. ))ear Mr. Wildes: 

• Thank you for your letter dated Navember 16, 1973 
concerning the above-captioned matter. 

X have not yet seen a transcript of the oral argu
ment. X am certain, however. that the Board made no 
commitment: which could support your "understanding" as 
recited in the last paragraph of your letter. I have 

.. .ccnaultad .the Board .. members ·and they c_orroborate my 
recollection. Without in any way implying what the 
Board's ultimate decision will be on your application 
for deferment of decision on the merits, X must therefore 
tell you that you are incorrect in your understanding .. l:hat. 
you will be informed of that ruling,if it is adverse, 
separately and in advance of any determination on the 
merits. 

' · _-Sincerely yours, 
---- - -- ~- '7J[aU!uie .0. /Jiu.-t; ------------- ----- --- ----· - ' -: 

.. · .· 
~.; 

cc: Vincent A. Schiano, Esq. 
Trial Attorney, I&N Service 
New York, New York 10007 

Xrv:fng A. Appleman, Esq. 
Appellate Trial Attorney 

. :t&N Service 

..... ... 

Maurice A. Roberts 
Chairman 

. ·: 

.. '· 
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UNITED f.'l'i'/i'ES DISTRIC'l' COUia' 
SOUTIIERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

i 
1 ------------------------------------------: 
'r- --- ·~ _ __,_-··-- ·- : 

., 
~ 

• 

JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, 
Plaintiff 

-against-

ELLIOT RICHARDSON, LEONARD CHAPMAN, 
EDWARD A, LOUGHRAN, SOCRATES ZOLATAS, 
and SOL MARKS, 

: 
: 
: 

: CIVIL Ae'IION NO. 
73 c 4416 

: (Action il) . . 
Defendants : 

: 

------------------------------------------: . 
-"--------------------------~-------------· : 
JOHN WINSTON 000 LENNON, : 

Plaintiff : 

-against-

THE UNITED STATES OF AMERI.CA, ROBERT A, 
BORK, RICHARD KLEINDIENST, JOHN A, 
MITCHELL, RAYMOND FARRELL, LEONARD CHAP
MAN, SOL MARKS, IMMIGRATION AND NATURA
LIZATION SERVICE, and PERSONS UNKNOWN IN 
THE UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT, 

Defendants 

: 
: 
: CIVIL Ae'IION NO. 
: 73 c 4543 

(Action #2) 

: 

: . . 
: 

------------------------------------------· • 
' 

PLAINTIFF'S MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION 
FOR PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AND OTHER. RELIEF 

LEON WILDES; 
515 Madis~.Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
753-3468 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
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PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

These are two actions brought by the plaintiff, a non-immi-

9rant alien presently in the United States, against various 

united States government~l officials. Action #1 is an action 

pursuant to Title 5, Sec. 552(the Freedom of Information Act) 

for various records and information to be disclosed by the de

f'flftdMt-s t.-hel'f!i:n, pursuant to said Act, and to enjoin the various 

defendants from withholding from the plaintiff the said records 

kept by them. The record~ involved are those relating to the 

cases of deportable aliens in the United States in which the 

defendants decide not to commence deportation proceedings, or 

to defer the actual deportation or removal of such deportable 

aliens, to_gether with aJ'!Y evidence considered by the defendants 

in making such determinations. 

Action #2 is a companion action agains.t various other de

fendants, likewise, u.S· government officials, seeking to obtain 

a hearing on the iss\lle of whether or not such officials conspire(· 

to prejudge an immigration case, including various applications .: 

discretionary relief and the commencement of deportation proceed 

ings against the plaintiff herein, and whether or not the eviden 

used to take such action was tainted. 

The plaintiff is the subject of a deportation order result·; 

ing from such proceedings, which he has presently appealed admi 

nistratively to the Board of Immigration Appeals. 

Plaintiff seeks in this motion to enjoin and prohibit the 

Immigration and Naturalization service, including the Board of 

Immigrattn Appeals from finalizing the deportation order and 

1627 
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doling the administrative recor d, as well as from taking any 

•ttondant action to enforce his remo~al from the united States 

ponding the disclosure of the information sought under the Free

dom of Information Act so that it might be filed with the Board 

of Immigration Appeals as a ~upplemental brief and thus included 

in the administrative record. 

Plaintiff ur.ge.s that this court has direct statutory juris

diction to act in the matter: has full power by statute and with

in its equity jurisdiction.to grant remedies in the nature of in

junction, mandamus and prohibition, and that a basis for injunctive 

relief in this nature exists in connection with both actions. 

Although there is no case inpoint, it is submitted that the 

facts alleged .in the ,c:,o~laint and the affida~it .in s~port of 

this motion warrant such preliminary rel~ by virtue of the 

fl~t':that·· in both -.cases the general equity powers of the Court 

may be used to preserve the status ~ and avoid irreparable 
! 

harm while statutory rights are being enforced. 
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STATEMENT Qt FACTS 

Plaintiff, who was admitted to the United States as a visitor 

-~c-on-August 13, 1971, is presently the subject of a deportation 

order which issued on March 23, 1973 by the Immigration and Na

turalization Service. 

In early 1972 the Immigration Service took unprecedented and 

unexplained action in the immigration case of the plaintiff and 

his wife, and it appeared that applications for various forms of 

discretionary relief had be_en prejudged for reasons unrelated 

to those which governed their normal approval or denial. These 

actions followed a period of anti-Vietnam-War activity on the 

part of the plaintiff. Plaintiff's stay as a visitor was extended 

to February 29, 1972 and he was informed that no further extensions 

could be expoctee. en March l, 1972 the Immigration Service wrote 

to plaintiff granting him permissicnto remain in the United States 

until March 15, 1972 and indicating that it would be expected that 

he would depart by that date. On March 6th, before plaintiff's time 

had expired, the Immigration Service,through District Director • I, 
Marks, wrote the plaintiff purporting to revoke his permission to 

remain and at the same time served plaintiff with an Order to Show 

cause charging plaintiff with deportability for "overstaying" in 

the united States in that he had remained beyond February 29, 1972 

"without authority", making the plaintiff a respondent i~ deporta

tion proceedings. 

On March 3, 1972 plaintiff filed an application for classifi

cation as an outstanding artist under the tmmigration law. Title 8, 

u.s.c. 1153 (a)(3). After two months h~d passed without any action 
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on said petition, and based upon allegations that the Immigration 

Service had secreted and refused to act upon the application filed 

b~ plaintiff, a temporary restraining order was granted by Judge 

Lasker of this Court on May 1, 1972, restraining the defendats 

from proceeding with the deportation proceedings pending against 

the plaintiff pending a hearing on the allegations. When served 

with the restrain.frq order, the Immigration Service immediately 

granted plaintiff's petition for a third preference classification 

as an outstanding artist, so that no hearing was ever held before 

this Court on the allegations that the petition had been hidden 

upon instructions it should not be adjudicated. The court action 

(Civil Action 72 c 1784) was withdrawn by stipulation upon the 

approval of the plaintiff's petition, and the Immigration service 

continued with the deportation proceedings. Those proceedings 

resulted in the entry of a deportation order against the plaintiff 

as an "overstay'~ despite the fact that his status as 81 "overstay• 
I 

was not the result of any act on his own part, but that the said 

status was created by the very officer who charged him with deportab: 

lity for being an overstay. The deportation order is presently 

on appeal before the Board of Immigration Appeals. 

'· '·! 

Plaintiff feels aggrieved and irreparably harmed by the fact 

that he has been prevented from obtaining information on matters 

vital to his defense and submitting such information to the Immi

gration Judge and later to the Board of Immigration Appeals through 

acts on the part of the defendants in these actions which arbitra-

ch 
. \ 

rily haw withheld and continue to withhold su 1nformation, 

denying the plaintiff his due process rights to a full and fair 

hearing. 

1630 
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In particular, the plaintiff has beem prevented from proving, 

through the acts of the defendants: 

(l) That the deportation proceedings should not have 
been conunenced or, once blvinn, been conunenced, should 
have been ten.i'i\a·t-e·.:..'i:,:,..,'l.:'l'IL;;. :lte plaintiff met the 
standards for "non-priority" processing of his case: 

(2) That the proceedings should have been terminated since 
the disclosure of the defendants' records and stat~ics 
relating to non-priority cases would demonstrate that 
plaintiff, within his specific category, was being se
lectively prosecuted on a discriminatory basis and 

(3) That there has been unreasonable governmental inter
ference (in an inter-agency fashion) with the immigra
tion proceedings by non-inunigration governmental agencies 
with the handling of the plaintiff's case. 

With respect to item'S '{l:) ·-and (2) above, plaintiff made 

every conceivable effort to obtain the records prior to the 

institution of Action #1. on May 1, 1972 he requested that de

fendant Marks supply p1aintiff with various records and informa

tion from defendants' files to assist in plaintiff's defence: 

the request was declined and plaintiff was referred to the central 

Office of the Immigration Service in washington, D.c.~ where fur= 

ther requests were made (see exhibits to complaint in Action #1) ••. ,, 
However, after a period of more than a year of corresp~~ndence re

questing such information, the records were not forthcoming. In 

fact, though defendants have stated that the "data. is not compiled" 

as to non-priority cas~s, they have at no time denied the existence 

of a non-prioxity program, nor have they denied that such records 

exist. These demands, made pursuant to Title 5, u.s.c. sec.552(a) (3 

continued until August 1, 1973 and no response whatsoever has been 

received to that final specific request, precipitating Action #1 

herein. 

!631 
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~ Action #1 requests an injunction pursuant to the Freedom 

~ of Information Act and this motion respectfully requests a 
.. , 
; ·--· --~;;eliminary injunction restraining all future proceedings on the 

~ .• part of the defendants with respect to plaintiff's deportation o~der 

and the administrative appeal pending with respect to such order. 

Plaintiff has requested that the Board of Immigration Appeals 

:; a>ntinue his case to await· the outcome of these actions, but his 

[ 

• 
request was denied by the Board. Moreover, at oral argument schedule 

f by the Board, plaintiff's counsel requested that a decision l:e 

~ ' deferred pending the receipt of the records sought in Action #1 

t herein and until a hearing was had w~th respect to Action #2, but 

o: his request was denied by the Board,~<hha!i the request under ad

visement, together with.its consideration of such of the merits of 

the appeal as could be briefed by plaintiff's counsel. 

The defendants have delayed and refused to furnish the plaintiff 

with the requested inforntion for almost two years, during wnch 

time they have nevertheless proceeded to press for a final order 

relating to plaintiff's deportability which order will be appealabl~ 

to the United states circuit court and"shall be determined solely 

upon the administrative record upon which the depoBBtion 6rder is 

based •••• " Title 8, u.s.c. llOS(a) (4). 

Plaintiff respectfully submits that~e entry of a final order 

r, 

of deportation upon the limited record now before the Board of 

Immigration Appeals would constitute irreparable injury to plaintiff's 

case. He respectfully requests that the Immigration Service, includil 

the Board of Immigration Appeals be stayed pending the disclosure of 

the information requested herein and until such information can be 

.presented cto .• the .sou·d, of .,.Immigration .Appeals cto expand J:he administr 

T 
! 
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ARGUMENT 

· POINT I: THE FEDERAL DISTRICT COURT HAS JURISDICTION TO 
ENTERTAIN ACTION NUMBER .L UNDER 5 U.S.C.SECTION 552 
AND 28 U.S.C. SECTION l33l(a). 

The Federal District court has jurisdiction to entertain 

Action #1 pursuant to 5 u.s.c. Sec. 552, which provides, in 

part,: 

•on complaint, the district court of the 
United States in the district in which the 
complainant resides, or has his principal 
place of business, or in which the agency 
records are situated, has jurisdiction to 
enjoin the agency from withholding agency 
records and to order the production of any 
agency records improperly withheld from the 
complainant ••• " S u.s.c. Sec. 552(a) (3) 

In addition, this. court is granted original jurisdiction 

of "all civil actions wherein the matter in controversy arises 

under the Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United States;" 

28 u.s.c. Sec. 133l(a), and a more complete description of 

jurisdiction of this court as to Action #2, which concentrates 

on allegations of "selective prosea:f:ion" will demonstrate 

that this Court similarly has jurisdiction over Action #2. 

That venue is properly laid in the Southern District of 

New York seems clear under 28 u.s.c. Sec. 1391: 

"(e) A civil action in which each defendant 
is an officer or employee of the United States . 
or any agency thereof acting his officia.l 
capacity or under color of legal authority, or 
an agency of the United States, may, except 
as otherwise provided by law,be brought in 
any judicial district in which: (1) a defendant 
in the action resides~, or (2) the cause of 
action arose ••• " 28 u.s.c. Sec. l39l(e). 

4 
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POINT II: PLAINTIFF IS EN'l'ITLED TO THE RELIEF REQUESTED 
IN THE COMPLAINT, AND IS ADDITIONALLY ENTITLED 
TO A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION, PURSUANT TO 5 U,S,C. 
SECTION 552 

Among other things.,,., cbr ~m o"! Information Act compels 

each governmental agency to publish various rules of procedure 

and substantive rules of general appliability in the Federal 

Register (5 u.s.c. Sec. 552(a) (l)) or to make various opinions, 

statements of policy and interpretations available for public 

inspection a.nd copying (5 u.s.c. Sec. 552 (a) (2)). It should 

be conceded on the part of the defendants in Action #l, that 

with respect to the rea:u"ds .. ..xeguested and which are the subject

matter of that action, said records have '.neither been published 

in the Federal Re!ister nor have they been made available for 

.·pUblic inspection and copyinq. 

The records sought are of general applicability to all 

aliens and~e presumably uniformly applied: tmoreover, they 
' directly involve the plaintiff, in that plaintiff is the respondent 

in a· deportation proceeding, and should have had available to 

him and his attorney, throughout the proceedings,the standards 

necessary to be met to qualify as a "non-priority case", a case 

in which the government decides not to go forward with deporta

tion proceedings. The,se specific records sought in Action #l, 

upon information and belief, consist of periodic reports by 

District Directors of local immigratiOn offices to the central 

Office located in Washington, D.c., in which each time a decision 

is made by a District Director to designate a case as "non~ 

priority" the Director must state the reaso~s therefor, record 

1635 
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said reasons, and forward his recommendation or decision 

to the Central Office in Washington, D.C. where an officer or 

committee of officers acts on his decision and keeps duplicate 

records. 

What theie records contain is clearly beyond the specula-

tion of the plaintiff, but it is strongly believed that these 

records will support either or both of the following two pro

positions: (1) that the deportation proceedings against plaintiff 

should not have been commenced or should have been terminated, 

within the current standards used in determining said matters 

by the District Director and for the central Office; (2) that 

the government, in this specific instance, is selectively pro

secuting the deportation case against the plaintiff for undisclosed 

reasons. 

In answer to the anticipated reply of the government that 

even if the standards were applied to plaintiff, said action on 

the part of the District Director is merely discretionary and 

therefore not subject to review, it should be noted that such 

an argument can no longer withstand the postulate that the Courts 

have the power to review an abuse of discretion; nor can the 

argument that the government cannot be compelled to perform a 

discretionary act hold water. See, e.g., United States ex rel. 

Schonbrun v. Commanding Officer, 403 F.2d 371 (2d Cir. 1968) 1 

Feliciano v. Laird, 426 F.2d 424 (2d Cir. 1970), Massiqnani v. 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, 313 F. Supp. 252, aff'd 

438 F.2d 1276 (7th Cir. 1971)1 and that to totally rob plaintiff 

of the opportunity to have disaetion exercised with respect to hi 

'I. 
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case; contrary to the rt\l<:!s of: a governmental agency, would vio-

late the plaintiff's right to due process... See united States ex 

·-··--- ..... -·rel. Rudick v. Laird, 412 F.2d 16 (2d Cir. l969); Hammond v. 

Lenfest, 398 F. 2d 705 (2d Cir •. .1.96~); .... and Knoll Associates, 
' . 

Inc. v. Dixon, 232 F. Supp. 283 (S.D.N.Y. 1964). 

That such records demanded, whether termed "private let-

ter rulings" or "technical service memoranda", are not exempt 

from production and disclosure under the Freedom of Information 

Act has been recently made clear. Tax Ana~ts and Advocates v. 

I.R.S., June 6, 1973 (U.S.D.C. D. COl.) 31 U.S.L.W. 2667(1973). 

Therein, the government argued that similar rulings, since not 

relied upon in preparation of new agency determinations, should 

be exempt, but the Court, in overruling such argument, held 

that they were "unctoubtechy ·•records' within subsection(a) (3) 

of the Act and therefore subject to mandatory disclosure if no 

specific exemption is available." 

Plaintiff herein is uncertain as to whether any discretionary 

act'was ever performed by the defendants in Action #l with res-

pect to classifying or not classifying him;as a "non-priority 'I 
' 

ease." He knows only that he duly requested such action. HOwever, 

that the governmental agency may not take affirmative action 

(deportation proceedings) against a private party (plaintiff) 

by means of a decision (deportation order) in which it implies 

that the basis for such action is tlBt the plaintiff is not a 

"non-priority case," and then refuse to disclose the standards 

and records relating to qualifications present and past for "non-
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priority cases" also has been establi:;hcd, at least by impli

cation. American Mail Line, Ltd. et al. v. Gulick, 411 F.2d 696 

(D.c. cir. 1969); see also, Getman v. National Labor Relations 

Board, 450 F. 2d 670 (1971). 

As to tne exemption pursuant to the Freedom of Information 

Act which protects "inter-agency or intra-agency" memorandums 

or letters which would "not be available by law to a party 

other than an agency in litigation with the agency," said 

exemption W!IS intended to "encourage the free exchange of ideas 

during the process of deliberation and policy-making; accord

ingly, it has been held to protect internal communications con

sisting of advice, recommendations, options, and other material 

reflecting deliberative or policy-making processes, but not 

purely factual or investigative reports." Grumman Aircraft En'r 

Corp. v. Renegotiation Bd., 425 F. 2d 578 (1970); Bristol Myers 

Co.l. v. F.'l'.C., 424 F. 2d 935 (1970). 
' Therefore, although factual information may-be protected 

only if it is inextricably intertwined with policy-making pro-

ceases, the courts may "beware of the inevitable temptation of 

a governmental litigant to give (this exemption) an expansive 

interpretation in relation the particular records in issue." 

Ackerly v. Ley, 320 F. 2d 1336 (1969); see also, Soucie v. David, I 

448 F. 2d 1067 (C.A.D.C. 1970). 

The agency herein, a s demonstrated by the exhibits attached 

to the complaint, has previously identified "a class or category 

of documents" in the normal course of its affairs, and it must 

produce them in response to a request phrased in terms of that 

class .or. ca.tegory, which .request has been made. National Cable 
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Television Association, Inc. v. Fed~l communications Commission, 

479 F.''d 183 (D.c.cir. 1973). Moreover, even if the agency 

had never segregated that class or ategOJJt production is to be 

required where the a~~;;~~J;::;<;J>1e Lr) identify that material 

with reasonable effort. National ~le Television Assoc., Inc. v. 

F.c.c., supra. Finally, even if the agency can demonstrate that 

the memorandum involved is so intertwined with policy-making 

· processes that it w:>uld violate the purpose of the exemption to 

disclose it, the District Court ma:t xesort to "in camera" inspection 

of some or all of the documents, EnvironmEntal Protection Agen-

cy v. Mink, 410 U.S. 73,..,9J .. .S • .Ct. 827, 35 L. Ed. 2d 119 (1973), 

'I 
' 
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POINT III: UNLESS THE COURl' GRANTS THE PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
HEREIN REQUESTED, PLAINTIFF WILL SUFFER IRREPARABLE 
HARM, AND THAT HARM WILL BE DIRECTLY CAUSED BY THE 
WILFUL REFUSAL OF THE DEFENDANTS TO COMPLY WITH A 
BONA FIDE REX)UEST PURSUANT TO THE FREEDOM OF INFOR-
MATION ACT. . 

Where no deportation action has as yet been commenced against 

plaintiff, it is difficult to find that iDBparable harm necessary 

to every preliminary injunction, the difficulty is removed, 

however, where deportation has been.commenced, and clearly exists 

when a deportation order has issued. Massignani v. Immigration 

and Naturalization Service, 313 F. Supp. 251, 252, aff'd 438 F.2d 

1276 (7th Cir. 1971). 

cases are innumerable for the principle that deportation 

v~ts great hardship upon an alieD. The United States Supreme 

Court has held that deportation may be as severe a punishment 

as loss of livelihood. Delgadillo v. carmichael, 332 u.s. 388, 

68 ·s. ct. 10, 92 L. Ed. 17. As stated by Mr. Justice Brandeis 

speaking for the Supreme court in Nq FUng Ho. v. White, 259 u.S.276, 

284, Jdeportation may result in the loss of all that makes life 
'I 
' worth living.~· 

Where the government itself wilfully refuses to disclose in

formation which would assist the respondent (plaintiff herein) 
. ' 

in presenting an adequate defense to the deportation proceedings, 

espedally when the governmental agency involved is required to do 

so by law, the irreparable harm is suffered bf the alien at the 

hands of the government itself. 

Plaintiff is a respondent directly affected by an outstanding 

deportation order1 at present, he is appealing that order. HOw

ever •.. the.,government· . .has failed .. to disclose .information .which may 
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provide him with an adE!quate defense to the proceeding; the 

government failed to dhclose same prior to initiation of the 

proceeding, during the 'proceeding, after the deportation order 

issued,and still refuses to disclose it while the administrative 

appeal is pending, as the plaintiff could now still raise such 

a defense at the administrative appellate level. 

If the plaintiff could expand his brief upon appeal at a 

later date, based upon the information sought upon its d~sclosure, 

the within motion for a preliminary injunction would be unnecessary. 

However, plaintiff is limited by Sec. 106(a) of the Immigration 

and Nationality Act, 8 u.s.c., ll05(a) (4), which restricts 

appellate review to the record established at the administrative 

level. And, should plaintiff find it necessary to continue his 

appeal to the second Circuit court of Appeals, as provided by 

Sec. 106(a), from an adverse decision, plaintiff would still be 

limited to the record upon appeal, which record is totally barren 

with respect td the information sought in the Actions herein out-

lined. He would thus be irreparably harmed if this court did 

not enjoin the deportation proceeding!.!'• 
'• t, 

There is authority, on the level of a.Circuit Court of Appeals, 

for the granting of a preliminary injunction of agency action 

pending the litigation of a Freedom of Information Act request, 

where a probability of irreparable injury has been shown. See 

Bannercraft Clothing co• v. Renegotiation Board, 151 U.S.App.D.C 

174, 466 F. 2d, 345 (1972)1 see also Sears Roebuck & co. v. 

~. 153 U.S.App.D.c.-,473 F. 2d 91 (1972). It is submitted that 

after almost two years of delay, during which time the Immigration 
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Service has never made any cl<:i:r. of ~iv,ilege, nor indicated 

that the information was non-existent o~ unavailable,nor made 

,,~ ~--any claim that one of the exceptions tJD; cilisclosure applies, and 

in the.., face of the posaJbioC~~~at-:ro harm to the plaintiff, 
' ,to ,., ' 

a temporary injunction s.hould issue. Plaintiff's :irreparable harm 

consists of the fact that he is faced with the choice of being 

removed pursuant to an improper deportation order or attempting 

to appeal such order upon an incomplete recor~ Through either 

alternative the plaintiff sustains irreparable harm. on the 

other hand, the government can sustain no harm whatsoever if-

the evidence which it is required to __ furnish to the public is. 

disclosed prior to the entry of a final order of deportation, 

rather than subse~uent thereto. 

-~lt'hough the within application may be a matter of first im

pression;: in that there is no precedent for issuing a preliminary 

injunction in a Freedom of Information Act case in an immigration 
. ' 

context, it is abundantly clear that upon principle the preliminary 

injunction should issue and that if the application is denied, plaint 

will be without recourse. To permit the government to continue 
., 

' 

to withhold evidence, and to interfere unwarrantedly with plaintiff'1 

deportation proceeding, based upon illegally obtained evidence, 

bad motive, and improper procedure, without cessation, is to 

effectively deny the plaintiff his right to due process and a fair 

and impartial hearing. Dombrovskis v. Esperdl, 321 F. 2d 463 (2d 

Cir. 1963). 

1642 
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In Bannercraft, the u.s. court of Apjpeals in the District 

of columbia Circuit, the circuits h~ving tbe largest volume of 

litigation under the Freedom of Information Act, sustained 
'·-- --~--""--

the granting of injunctions by the District courts restrating 
' : .. ~~; . 

the agency involved from'"Coftci~uing the administrative process 

pending the outcome of the Freedom of Information Act proceeding. 

The plaintiffs in the Freedom of Information Act proceeding were 

contractors whose contract was subject to renegotiation in 

administrative proceedings provided by law before the Renegotiation 

Board. They filed proper requests for the documents which they 

sought under the Freedom of Information Act with the Renegotiation 

Board, and in each case theix requests were rejected, the Board 

citing one or more of the exemptions contained in the Fre.edom of 

Information Act as a ground for rejecting the requests. The con

tractors successfully argued before the District Court that an 

injunction was essentially an order to preserve the status ~ 

and to prevent irreparable injury. Specifically, they claimed 

that without an injunction the renegotiation process would be 

completed long before the sta tus of the disputed documents '! 

could be determined. The eourt found that "Although completion 

of renegotiation would not formally moot the controversy, appellees 

contended, it would frustrate the purpose of the Information Act 

by depriving them of access to. t~e documents during the period 

when such access would be useful." (Id. at page 348). 

The agency argued that the Freedom of Inforna tion Act nowhere i 

conferred jurisdiction on. trial judges to enjoin Board proceedings.! 

They also argued,'· in ... the alternative, that even if such authority 

to enjoin Board proceedings existed, the doctrine of exhaustion of 
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~ administrative remedies precluded equitable intervention in on

going administrative procedures. The Bca rd' s arguments were 

rejected by the circuit Court of .l\ppeals • 

. •we hold that the Freedom of Information Act 
· does confer jurisdiction on District Courts to 

enjoin administrative proceedings pending a 
judicial determination of the applicability of 
the Information Act to document involved in 
those proceedings. we further hold that the 
exhaustion doctrine poses no obstacle to issuance 
of such an injunction in a proper case"(Id. at 
page 349) 

The court further held that not only did the statute confer 

authority upon the District courts to enjoin pending administra

tive proceedings, but it required that the District court decide 

the questions before it as quickly as possible and proceeded with 

a thorough examination of the statutory scheme under the Renegotia

tion Act and the number of judicial doctrines thought to present 

obstacles to the issuance of such an injunction. The court pointed 

out .(as is·the case under the Immigration and Nationality Act, 

Title 8 , u.s.c.: Sec. 1105 (a)) that the' Renegotiation Act pro-

vided for a "exclusive" remedy by cppeal to a different court and 
'I , 

acknowledged that "Clearly, then, in all three cases, the administratl 

remedies are not yet exhausted." Nevertheless, and despite the 

fact that the Freedom of Information Act does not mexplicit terms 

grant jurisdiction to enjoin agency proceedings until the records 

are produced or until their status is decided, the court held 

that such authority is within the general equity powers of a court. 

"As the Act's history makes clear, Congress 
was also troubled by the plight of those forced 
to litigate with agencies on the basis of secret 
laws or incomplete information •••• When this 
subsidiary statutory purpose is ktpt in mind, the 
~ssibility that congress intended to. authorize 
:Lnjunctions a.9a~nst penqing administrative pro-

£644 
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ceedings until sec:o:et records are revealed 
or their status determined seems less unlike
ly". (Id. at page 352). 

Court found that among equity•.s oldest inherent powers 

is the authority to prese.n.e .t~'~":;:'-'btus ~ pending a judicial 

review of the merits, and held that 

"Since temporary stays of pending administrative 
procedures may be necessary on occasion to en
force the policy of the Freedom of Information 
Act, we hold that the District court has juris
diction to issue such stays" (Id. at page 354). 

The court further distinguished the exhaustion of administra

tive remedies as not being a jurisdictional matter, but rather 

one which went to the timing of the action and cited a host of 

cases in which federal courts have reached the merits or stayed' 

administrative proceedings despite the existence of unexhausted 

administrative remedies citing as well Professor Davis to the 

effect that exhaustion of administrative remedies is 'bometimes 

required and sometimes not" (see 3 K Davis, Administrative Law 

Treatise, Section 20.10 (1958)). 

With respect to the requirement of a showing of irreparable 

injury, a normal requirement in equity for the issuance of an 

injunction, the Court finds that the parties showed a sufficient 

likelihood 6f irreparable injury in that they were being required 

to renegotiate contracts without access to important relevant 

documents.a Fortiori, when the alternative is being required to 

contest determinations as to discretionary relief and deportability 

without access to the document which might constitute complete de

fenses or otherwise show the illegality of governmental action. 

The Court, dealing with the equitable doctrine requiring that 

plaintiff demonstrate that there .is no adequate remedy at law, 



,; 

f 
I found that the prospect of ultimate iiiii?Pellate review of any . 

final order issuing out of the admimstr.ltive proceeding was 

not an adequate remedy at law, aJ'ld; held that " ••• it should be 

apparent here. that if~~~<~:!.';;m:±l';H'f c«lre to be granted relief 
;-,,,..,.y,-.- .. -- - ' 

at all, they must have it now befoue the administrative momentum 
' 

carries their cases beyond the poilst where the i"arm can be undone." 

.(Id. at page 357). Moreover, the G:t~Urt reasoned that even assuming 

that the damage could somehow be uadone at a later stage of the 

proceedings, and despite the fact that the statute involved (the 

Renegotiation Act) thus vested . ·. an exclusive power in the Court 

of Claims to hear the matter.E.!. n£!2., neither the Board nor the 

court of Claims had authority to correct e.rrors made under the 

Freedom of Information Act, since such authority was vested by 

the Information Act only upon the District Court to order production 

of appropriate document "and there is no reason to assume that 

this jurisdiction was not intended to be exclusive" (id. at page 

358). 

"Certainly it cannot be said that Congress intended 
the Board to enforce the Information Act against 
itself when one remembers that the main purpose 
of the Act was to provide a disinterested forum 
to assess the discoverability of agency records •••• 

Since a violation of the Freedom of Information 
Act can only be asserted in a collateral District 
court action, it is pointless to remand appellees 
to their administrative remedies. The plain fact 
is that there are no administrative remedies under 
the Freedom of Information Act. Once a party has 
properly requested information from an agency, he 
has exhausted all the administrative avenues of 
relief which the Act provides. His only remaining 
remedy is an action in the UUited States District 
Court - the very mode of relief which our appellees 
sought and which the Board now attempts to frustrate 
by pointing to other remedies which do not exist 
and which would not provilile a•dequate relief if they 
did exist." (Id. at pages 358-9). 
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The court likewise noted that equity doe.s not require 

l 
the performance of a useless act, and since the plaintiffs 

f·~ ~ .. were unable to assert a Freedom of Information Act violation 

I on appeal before the adm.int:r'.''!C:",':t·ci"'''f'·~.a!;(.io:ocy involved or before 

the court involved on judicial review, it would not be required 

that they exhaust suchmmedies. 

It .is clear that the Immigration and Naturalization Service, 

including the Board of Immigration Appeal~ and the Circuit Court 

of Appeals on judicial review, do not have jurisdiction to enforce 

the Freedom of Information Act. The government could not argue 

otherwise. The Information Act, by its.terms, confers jurisdi ction, 

presumably exclusive, to enforce its provisions upon the u.s. District 

Courts. Moreover, plaintiff in these proceedings does not attempt 

to take from the Board of Immigration Appeals the determination of 

any matters reserved to it by the Immigration and Nationality Act 

relating to the merits of the deportation charge as stated in the 

Order to Show cause and the applications for discretionary relief, 

this being the total jurisdiction of the Immigration Judge, Title 8, ., , 
.u.s.c. 1252, and of the Board of Immigration Appeals, as created 

and prescribed by regulation, 8 c.F.R. sec.3.1. What plaintiff 

requests herein is that the agency be enjoined from altering the 

status ~ so that the requested disclosures, long overdue and denied 

without reason, are made "before the administrative momentum" carries 

the case •beyond the point where the harm can be undone". 

Although the government has made no showing of any harm which 

it might sustain if the agency proceedings are enjoined, any delay 

entailed can be overcome by prompt disclosure on the government's 

part of the records involved, which are totatV subject to its control 

it£.11 Q%4- ¥ 
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It should also be noted that the Freedom of Information Act 

itself directs that the District Court give precedence to Freedom 

·--··--of· Information Act claims and set them down for trial "at the 

earliest. practicable datle'jil.'<:JU::.;.c,.·; ,;:a:·~. St:<e. 552 (a) (3). 

:1! 4 
' 
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CX>NCLUSION 

·~ -

1 It is respectfully urged that the court, in the interest 

I ---- .. oTjustice and pursuant. to its general equity powers, and upon 

I the points of law above-o"St'O:i~~·;y~~b the defendants from all 

further proceedings relating to the deportation of the plaintiff 

until a reasonable time after plaintiff has been furnished with 

the information and records sought in Action #1, pursuant to 

the Freedom of Information Act, or until such time as this 

Court may deem · just and grant such other and further relief as 

to this Court seems proper in the circumstances. 

4 11!$!1iii 

Respectfully submitted, 

!'J~l~/J.~ "--L~ILDES 

4& 

Attorney for Plaintiff 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
753-3468 
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BOI%4 9f Jr'mt&9i AmalJ 
1W!p1;19ciya! fo,x £ht Fil,! 

In re: John Winaton OL\0 L!tmpn 

File: Al7 595 321 

Alaiatant United :~tata Attorney Joaeph Man'o of 
the Southel:'n Diatl'ict ,of New York telephoned yeaterday 
in my abaence concem:bl& thil ID&ttft. I returned his 
call this morning (At•• Code 212, 264·6588). 

Mr. Kitto ateted 11:hat he wu call1ng at the requeat 
of the rupondent '• at1t:omey and of the Unifed State• 
District Court judge before whom r•pondent 1 civil 
litigation ia pending. nto.e acti<ml ohuae btu and 
prejudice on the part 4>f the Diltrict Director 1n atarting 
the deportation proceeding~, eeek information which baa 
been denied under the l!'rMdom of lnfO'I'IIIation Act, 11ek 
a judicial burin& on 11:he clw:ge of unlawful electmnie 
surveillance and request, amona other th1nga, an inj'WlCtion 
against further proceeding• in the deportation •tter. 
Respondent' 1 attorney had r~ueeted the Boud to defer 
decision on the appeal,, pencl1ng coq;~letion of the liti
gation in the Diltrict Court. Thia loud hac1 heard oral 
arsument on thet requeat, toptber With oral argument on 
the merit• of the appeal, and had re1erved decilion. 
Reapondent'a attorney now wilbta to proceed with the Uti~ 
gation and praent eviclen4e in aupport of hil requut for 
an injunction. This wcmld include, among other thinp, 
taking the depoaition of vuioua Govers:Ul181lt officials, 
PQIIibly including the member• of thil Board. lefo:re 
euf)arking on thia acti<m, counsel suageated that Mr. 
Marro covmmJcate with me to uoertain how soon the 
Board's decilion might be expectad. The District Court 
judge agreed that this should be done. 

I had dilcusaed thia cue this morning with Paul 
Schmidt, the ataff attc~~:ney to whom it hu been usillled. 
He told Illli! that he baa reviewed the recot:d, done fairly 
exhauative re1euch, and is about to embark on a fir•t 
draft of opinion. whicb he hopu to be in a po1ition to 
present to the Board by the end of next WHk. Of course, 
he cannot predict when a final opinion ready for signature 
will be available. 
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A4cordinaly, I to,ld Al8ittant Uni'" ltat .. Attorney 
Marro that while thte cue il oow t:ll:lC:Iu active couidera
tion, all I eat state 11 that Ill opinion tbould be forth
~ in the not too dietant fut~e, without indicating 
in flAY wcy what that c:!1eciaion will be or how aoon it em 
be expected. I told b.im that it wu unlikely that the 
decision would be CO!IIi.n,s out in a WMk or ao but that con
ceivably it might be f'orthcon:dng in pe-rhapa a m:mth or 100re. 

Mr. Marro expre.,ad his appreciation for: thil informa
tion, which he will relay to oountel and to the Court. 

Flbruary 14, 1974 

cc: Mr. Irving A. Applenen 
Appell.ce Trial A.ttomey 
I&N Service 

1651 



• 

(b)(6) 

.• ' 

• ....,_ 
! I 

. l ·•' 

• 29 19'74 
C0837..C 

'l'laie trtll eclulovllldat nca1pt of ~ letter of Julr lJ, 
1973, ccmeantaa Hr. Jotut LeDnoa. wt S' 0ff.3 

Hr. J.aDDoe•a appeal to tbe loaiJCI of t.t~tf.Oa .tppule 
-. •11'*1 tlefC)te that 'bo41 on OCtober 29, i973. 1'be decie1on 
C»D "-:.appeal I.e 1tf.U ·pelldi.Df• hrtber ecttoD "by We Seniee 
11 eoatt4eat upoa that cleoi1ioa. 

:-~·--:r~ . i 1,., '" ti~opar 
I l·• . .. '.... Ct I ... I 

~ · ' !:Eil J l3H : 
~oc: Reg:tonal C'lmmisaioner.·IB1Jt'L1nstant vea~t 

""Letter undl!r acknowledge~~t:' :~th ~-f.tac:hment, is attached for 
for your i~formation. Please furniah a copy to the District 
Director, ;iew York, New York for inclusion in file A17 597 321. 

ENF:OHC:dlw 

O·~<t)J~ ! ' 
': . . '. . 
' 

--·· l ' ~.·";;~···,1'.:\;; t ··' 
• I ·~ •;; ..-I::" ,+ ) • • · 

. ' • ....:; l';- ..... .#Iii • ••• _.,.. ...... - l .. ·,. -.· . . . '. 
~ ... ~··· .. ·--~ ~---"'' 
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/ ·.;...~· - ' ................. . 
'>' • ,.,_"'.1 
John and Yoko Lennon hav~ 

agreed to a trial separc~tion, a 
purely professio!Wl separation. 
according to Y oko. 
· "rm going to see," she says, "if 
1 can make it on my own, which is 
somethiJig I should have done in 

· the flrst place. But you know what 
Jove does to people. They want to 
do everything together." 
· Yoko plans to tour ·Europe 

wb.ile John remains in California 
where he's jUBt finished a new al
bum prdduced by Pb.il SpectOr. 

Yoko hopes that if slu! achieves 
· success, "psople will stop turning 
dgainst me. r can't tell you what' 
antagonism 1' seem. to arouse. 
Everytime. I'm pregnant, John's 
fans send ,me dolls with pins stuck 
in them and all sorts of crazy voo
doo stuf1.1 don't know. Maybe the 
negativism is what causes me to 
have so many miscarriages." 

Whether Yoko cari make it in 
the cutthroat rock bWiinesJ. with
out John beside her is ltigh1y 
doubtful. 

·. \ 
\~ 
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TO 

' •' 
( . I 
' ' 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
District Director, 
New York, New York 

(\ 

NE 50/9,3-C 
DATE: February 4, 1974 

FROM E, J. Wildblood, Jr,, Associate Deputy 
Regional Colllllissioner, tl'jierations, Burlington 

SUBJECT: Your Al7 597 321, John Lennon 

5010-109 

Attention: Assistant District Director, Investigations 

Attached for your infonation and inclusion in the subject's file are 
copies of correspondence between Mrs, George W, Boyd and Deputy Commissioner 
Greene concerning the subject, 

Attachment 

B*J U.S. Savings &nds Reg*larly on the P ayrolt Savings Plan 
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JAM[S L BUCKLEY JAN 14 l974 

Respectfully referred to: 

District Director 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, NY 10007 

Because of the desire of this office to be 

responsive t~L~~~, ~-rtttr~es i ~9~. ,communications, 
your consideration of 'the at~H~d is 
requested. Your: f~~i;~g~: a.~d views, in 
duplicate form, alo~~ with return of the 
enclosure, ,Y.IUl b~:. ~l~~1ted by -:; -: v~ .··I ~··.·:,.~ ...... 

., · , · , i I,, I , . ' ' t ,, :_ , ! . 
. .... 

............. ~~~~.~ ... ~.· .... ~Y.~K~.~X.. .......... . 
u.s.s • 

. ~~~~ ~~~~~ ~q: Regional Office 
110 East 45th Street 

Form #2 :~ew York, NY 18017 

10 
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tlonDr•t• ......... A. 81 a_. 
........ -NitJtt&ftWI 
........ o. c. 

Dlllr CIJIIflll In 01 .... 1 

~ Jt7 321 

Tt.lt ... It ftiW ,..,Ill ...... 'ttle llllr'4 ..... 1 .... 1tn ,.,_,,_,full .,.JI&JM lias Mia~. 

AI- • • ............... ._ iltn ... W *~~~rtf 
D to .... LIRII11 11 ...... lit ttJt lilt .. states, I will 
be ,,....., ... 11.\feN ,_ t ........ 

SOL._. 
District Dte'IIIW 
.._ 't'4lrk Dlatf"lct 

oc: c.-lui...-, c.t1Tal Office 

Att~ntlon: Canarwslout Mill Unit 
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.._ 111ft, lflw V41f'k 10017 

........ .,. ..... .,, 

,,,.,,,,.,~~ '"""·'""'•>'-< .,, b'·'~'"''·~' 

........... ',,, ... -- ........ ., ............. 

......... .... ••. Jltt ............ . . _ ........................ ..,. ..... ....... 
It ... Ill'. I .. IIIU't ...... fa ........ ...... , I Witt .. , ..... ~ ... ,..,. ,.. ....... . 

be. 

Sfll tt rely, 

-Dt*ftt •• ,....,. 
.... .,.... ltltlfrfct 

cc: C..ftlkltw, Otntral Office 

Athmtllllft: Oalll,_.ftMI Mill Unit 

WBG:ekw 

. ·-· . ,,.._,_,_ .... ~ ..• . .. "'' ....... ,. . "• ___ ,,, '"_,,.,. ....... __ , T .... !···-. 
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FOR INFORMATION PLEASE CALL 
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U"S" G"·OUrt reverses JQhn ~ehnon:-~ -_ Qeportafi On ori 
•!. '->1:-it~;~ ' T •, 

NEW XORK (AP) ,.,-The United States. .. ----~ __ --- ---~~ _ . , . . . . ~ _ .... 
)Ls.·.~ of. Appeals yesterc • _T!ie_ ·i>rdei: 'itself hl•dbeen been resumed it~-·· . ..... m_~e ~as dence and the •.. - · · · "· 
dit. ".· _;,_ vel'l!E<!·.. .• 11 deportation_·_ or-. s·h.elved lwo w __ eeks ago·Jiy .. th .. i! Y~erdsy'' s.l~ ~ -~. ___ . __ ·· . oHminigrati<lll. _A_ p- der.. • It senUho) _.·- • . ·_10 ilei" fOr forino:r Beatie John immi~tion_ and natilr~ held that t'"!u!!iit'a ·Brit-· ~bad ruled_. · .. theboanUor' .. . '. 
Lenno!;t _apd . directed reconSi- tion service On humanit;nian Ish coovieti!!a · ftii: fi'J:1 · "!Qilj eoUri niajorlcy nullified . in aceordance 1ri11J. · · 
~tlilil. (,If his. effort_ t_o gain g~ound5 because Lennoll's of hashish, · tomJd Iii a' llill ck!niaf. ol ·Lennon's appli- expreaed in thia •4 117 ·· 'P: ,· 
Rerma!)er!t residence . m 11\e wife was pregnant. ~r, · • . . . . . . . . . I . . 

~ - . . -

l 
1-, 



:Apl'fO .. I Noce a R- 0 See ae 
eo-at 0Note a Flle 0 Ao "''uolltd 

0 Nocuouy actioa 0 Si1aature ~- ,_ iaf ..... 

0 Per teleJII!ooe aoa 
. coa•ereatioa 0 Call me Ezt. 

Remarks 

PH I. 

\ 

-----IMMIGRATION AND NATUR4LII4TION HIOIVICI 

1675 



····
····

-
-
-
-
L
-
-
-
_
,
~
-
.
.
,
.
-
-
~
,
 

I 

.. 
• 

16
77

 



• 
. •' 

\ 

' 

.----

1678 



(b )(6) 

.· .. 

.. 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

IMMitRATION AND NATURALIMTION liiRVICE 
WA11HtHOTON, D.C. 208M 

JVN 4 1975 

............. ," 

................ 
CO Z43. lZ9•C 

ae,.I"Uh 11 ..._to,_ r•••• hteter couel'1lbat J.U MUCIL 
Mr. 14!1!101\ entered the Ullited Statee as a viii tor in Ausu1t, 1971 

ad waa authorized to r .. f.a UlltU February 29, 1972. Aa a re!IUlt of hf.l failure 
to hoaor that departure data, he was infoi:Md .that he waa expeeted to depart 
March 15, 1972, and that failure to comply would result ill the iDatf.tut:f.oD. of 
depoitatlon proceediD&a. 

Upon hh failure to depart, a deportation hearf.D& waa held ad tha 
~ratf.oa juqe fouad that Hr. LeMon 11111 deportable ill that bt W r iDed 
ill the United States for looaer tfM th1111 pelllf.tted. 'l'be ~rattoa jalfp 
ar1111tad Hr. 'LalmOn 60 daya ill which to depart volUiltarf.ly fto11 the Uaitad Statu 
ill lieu of deportation, Be appealed the t.f.aration JU:dae' 1 deciaion to the 
Board of z.f.aratf.on Appeala. 

On July 10, 1974, the Board .of x.qratf.on Appeals di!lllf.eaecl Hr. t II"~• 
appeal and areted h:la 60 ..,.. fr. the date of that deciaf.fllll ill *icll to 
clepart volUDtarf.ly fro~~ the Ubit .. Btatee. 'Bclwaer, 011 Sept-.r 6, 1974, a 
petition to nti• Hr. Lennoa1a deportation orier waa filed :La the 1Jild.ted 
Statea Court of Appeah ill llew York. The petition for revl• at.,.. Mr • ........,., •. 
deportation peadlaa dete~tion of the petition by that Court. 

Hr. 'IAIIaoB 11 suaraateed ... f.Dcleed baa received the ·- Coutltuti.Oilal 
rilbta of "4ue pl'OCaaa" lllCl 118lplal protection UDder the law'' u woold lillY 
other al:l.ea or cf.tizm of thil couatt)', ead you aay be aeaured that be received 
a fair lllCl illpfttial daportatioa hearlD&. 

TbaDk you for your f.aterut ill thil utter. 

Sincerely, 

, .... , •• Gneu 
Depu&y Commi11imutr 
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OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATic>N AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

W IISIUNGTON, D.C. 20536 

' ' 

PLU.SE ADDIM.S REPLY TO 

AND lWEI TO THIS fiLE NO 

CO Z43. lZ9lo!C 

Reference i• made to your recent letter concerning John Lennon. 

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

Upo~ his failure to depart, a deportation hearing was held and the 
immigration judge found that Mr. I.ennon was deportable in that he had remained 
in the United States for longer tl.me than permitted, The immigration judge 
granted Mr. Lennon 60 days in whic:h to depart voluntarily from the United States 
in lieu of deportation, He appealed the i11111igration 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 
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 i.n this matter, 

Sincerely, 

Jame• Q. Greene 
Deputy Commiuioner 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

._.. *· r...tck: 

... , at dloM qtl•t .._. lite •U•u ... U.. .._ .... ••• 
au ~tllllllt:r7 foll•lll lol'l• .. n, .. ufla•u "' .u_,J.M .. ,..._.. 

ICIOa aft•• '"' Mpa u l'tHlft WMIII&U. C.Uc ... ,_._.wiN • ._ .. •:r....,. ..._ SllliU, of wr _.._ .... • ...... ~uce~.,. to 
l ... tl .. ttt ~~~ell .......... ._ J..,..U,.tt• r .. lt .. b a c ... e.ua 
to fni.Ua ill 1t71 ..U•t ......_ .. ~ a,.; at llflllllc tiN • 
c._t .,._, .. w ........ uaatt.• (w.._atU. of IUW tcac. 
dti.a r nt.p) .,.. llllcau.l. w•.t• D1a a.cUIIl, a.. '"• •• o1 
._, 11 1 1af.U..W • ~~~et.-1111 •ttMIUa ,.. ..... , .. .,. .... , Ja• 
oa IU ...... t1111t a. Mit ..._pUC, of ttW. aa • ,.... at a ............. 

...._ actt.ca I'Mel•• tdAe c.,..,. 111 die ._ 1111Ua ....._. ra· 
INlW ta MliU..l au....., ...... !U.....U• ...._ .. ., ...... 1lf ._ 
'-SIIHU• ._.&.Cit c .......... oa. ,_..... ,...._ ..... ~Pla 111~ 
,...tt.pU.U '-"l'fUI ll ,. .... •llt&M • "._, wr eeialaala n~ 
1Utq ta CIN ..,. ... auc. ... ildlla&M. a.._ '111ft 8ia&riet 
OUlco of tM • ..... ipU .. cJat ,...,., C...t. ttfln f01 die 
dfct ..t ... itMIII'•J •tW.UlJ' to rwt•, ...,, IIIII c:llll'lliaato aU .,,, ............. . 
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(b )(6) 

OFFICE Of THE COMMISSIONER 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536 

AprU 21, 1975 

ll.efereuce f.l IMide to your reoat letter ocmeernf.ng Jobn Leamon. 

LIOOION 
MtO II'EnR TO THIS f'!U: HO, 

00 892.73..C 

Mr, Lennon entered the United States as a visitor in August. 1971 
and was authorized to remain until February 29, 1972. As a result of hie failure 
to honor that departure date, he wae 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 than permitted, The immigration judge 
granted Mr .• Lennon 60 days in which to depart voluntarily from the United Stet11 
in lieu of deportation. He appealed the immigration judge's decision to the 
Board of Immigration Appeals, 

on July 10, 1974• the Board of Immigration Appeals dismissed Mr. Lennon 1a 
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'• 
deportation pending determination of the petition by' that Court, 

Mr, Lennon is guaranteed and lndeed has received the sallie Constitutional 
rights of "due process" and "equal protection under the law'' aa would any 
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, 

JaMs F, Greene 
Dlputy Commiaatoner 
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(b )(6) 

Pl.UJE AIXIIESS 111'1. V TO 

OfFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536 

Jamary 15, 1975 
AHO IUtl TO THIS FILE HO. 

Youl' letter to thll I'reltdent concamt• Jobft J..emcn bu been referred 
to thit Service f'or reply, 

Mr. Lennon entered the United Statea aa a visitor in August, 1971 
and waa authorized to remain until february 29, 1972, Ae a result of hie failure 
to honor that departure date, he waa informed that be was expected to depart 
March 15, 1972, and that failure to comply would result in the institution of 
deportation proceedinge. 

Upon hie failure to depart, a deportation bearing waa held and the 
immigration judge found that Mr, Lennon waa deportable in that he bad ra~ained 
in the United States for longer tiM than permitted, The f.llnigration judge 
aranted Mr.~ Lennon 60 days in which to dapart voluntarily from the United Statll 
in lieu of deportation, He appealed the f.llniaration judge's deciaion to the 
Board of Immigration Appeale, · 

On July 101 1974, the Board of lmaigration Appeals dismissed Mr, Lannon'• 
appeal and granted bia 60 days fl'OII the date of that decision in which t~ 
depart voluntarily fro. the United States. However, on September 61 1974, a 
petition to review Mr. Lennon'• deportation order was·filed in the United 
Statea Court of Appeeh in New York. The petition for review stays Mr. Lennon'• 
deportation pending determination of the petition by. that Court, 

Mr. Lennon ia guaranteed and indeed baa received the same Constitutional 
dshta of "due proceu" and "equal protection under the law" as would any 
other alien or citizen .. of thie country, and you may be auured that he received 
a fair and impartial deportation hearing, 

Thank you for your intereat in thia matter, 

Sincerely, 

JM~a '1, Gnene 
Dllputy Co.leetoner 
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NEw YORK- Can you imagine what 
must have r,one through the judge's 
mind? Can you imagine the·torturc. and 
agnny he mu"'t have felt? Allow John 
LC11non- ex·Bcatlc iohn Lennon~ 
hardly the epiton'c of middle-class 
America-allow him to .. :to ... the 
word comes hard ... to invmigatt the 
United States Department of Justice? 
The idea is almost absurd! John Len
non, unfcttero;d and free, flying from 
one ftle cabinet to another. Opening 
drawers. i'ltlling out files. Askin!, 
questions. 

Dut on th.e other hand, the judge 
must have hail another thought: What 
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
publican National Conventio\)? What 
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. (llS 
December 5th, 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· 
quested, will be permitted to question 
federal ofi'cials; they will be permitted 
to see immigration flies; they will have 
a chance to try to prove the Watergate 
connection in the Lennon deportation 
case. But there is a catch. Judge Owen 
is afraid LemJOn might "disrupt" the 
operations of the eovcrnment,. The wit· 
nesses, therefore, will be witnesses ap· 
proved by the judge; the files will be 
fiks screened bcfor~hand. Although 
immigration olficials once phP.ned a 
big political trial for J uhn Lennon, 
Lennon cannot plan a big 'political trial 
for them. 

Lennon's attorney, Leon Wilde.>, was 
elat~d. He bsucd a press release th~ day 
:1fter the judse's ntling and left im
mrdiatclv for the Vin;in 1·s1:mds for a 
plannf"d "holiday. Thc:~.dcc:s\on \.\':1S ~'a 
Significant step foNctrd." the 1clease 
~Jidj hin vil'\dicating my r.ihmt's posi· 
tion th::tt he h,1C been sdccliY..ly prose• 
cutcd because" of h:~ ant\:~du1inistr1tion 
opinim~s." 'N;ltk:::i's associate. Steven 
~·'eir·h\:r''·· ~''Ill the jt1dge\ re5trictic·n~, 
").''P!~,] l)~:t r· .. ·.unr:-r 'i l'~n0i1's IIF~l'if·~·. 
,.!-\.~ jt~;,: \'.:~~\..~ ~J s~·~~ th;;t thGc\; ,)nmc 

\ ·'~:.1-l.,...;i:n":C l') the r-::;r,lo_> ,,.:~~ ::r~· CY.• ~> 
j,~ C,l•e.,,,, 

' 
' ' 

I 
i .. 

j 

\!1 .. \, ' 

....,.,., .. ' 

l 

Lennon to examine. T!1ere is Senator I, 
Strom Thurmond (R-S.C.), who has I 
admitted through a spokesman that he 1'. 
sent "some information;' at,out Lennon 
to then attorney gcner~l John Mitchell; 1 

a f<f>V weeks later the case ag>inst i 
Lennon began. There is Mitchell's No. I 
Two man, Richard Kleindienst; ~ources 1 
close to the situation say Kleindienst I 
sellt a note-"Let's get on this right I 
away''-which was clipued to Lennon's I· 
file in New York. There is Raymond 
Fan>ell, then commissio"er of th~ lm· I' 
mi&rition and Natuul'zat'on Sen,"c, I' 
a bnnch of the Justice Departu.ent. ii 
~ is James F. On·cnc, then Far· I' 
reB\ associate commi!-siuncr. There is _! 

Sol .Mark>, who he>ldcd th~ New Yor'-\ 1

1

: 

itTtfP.:~ration ofi~cc and there is Vir.:cnt · 
A. Schi:mo. the government ln·.vycr ; 
assip.n·;d t0 lht: casr. 1 

SnH'".;;~·; say ihat M."·:ks. ;~~~titJr on I 
firt·cr.~\ insrr~!ctinr·,,Ot"Lkr,~d S:~· 1 '.1r:0 

1 

:o hc.!d :f jd!(i .. : ~:·;~,:- ... ~to ::.hov: 
!k''·<t ~Cifj;,oa\ fg,,,~" fric:nrJt :wd 
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ideas th~tt he w~s unilt :o be a rcsid1~~'t 
of the U.S.--·but thot ~"''ian(nn.IJ;cd 
him out of ;t. Gr~cnc deni~s (l-;at; 
Morks says the idea might have been 
"UiscusscJ very tangentially''; ar~J Schi~ 
one im't talking. 

But if Lennon·, lawyers have their 
way, that will change. Sch:ano is high 
oa the list of witnesses they would hke 
w question. "\Ve wouldn't mind cxa:n
llling cv~ry one of t~e defendants," 
Weinberg said. Jlut if it gGt down to a 
crum .. h. he said, the big thrt·e are 
Schiano, Marks ~nd GJ!!t'ne. "B~causc 

. th~t's whe:e UH)' kind of predt'!tcrrni~ 

. nation was made,·- he said. ''Tl!ut's 
· ,,vhcrc instructions were gi,•en (JOel thos-~ 
i were the p~ople who rec·!ivcd th~ in 

:.trPctiuf'ls." 
L'~nncn·~ bwyi7-r~; ah;c \\';mt ;'J <;~C 

L·;::nnon':::; t'iic. "\'Jc 1'-:ilnt l'VC.ythli\.~.·· 
V/einbcrg 'i3i(l. "\\\: ;, ·.' ;;oing t:: c}..~ 
amine the go"C'rnm·:rl~ i;L: ;, : .. ~,r!~t>..:lv. 
... \Vc want to see ihY .. v ·.l1; thinu ., 
· 'ti ed. 11 

J~.1..,.t whu.t limits Ju~gc, >v.e:, p!.:tc::s 
on L~nnon's J.;<.>'Yi:>'i v.:rll r:ot ')C d·.~~ 
tid,~ .. ,! ltnW a c!cH:d hL:;~rinr.~ th~·;, s·:t 
foi JnnUMV 17th. Butt!·.- J:r,\its ( 11 lxn
no-! V.'i!J rfob'lbly not be dr~cj,h_•j ~1r:d 
aft..r the hcvring .:ny'Ndy. Juc:~~.: :.J:A·cn 
52~ :ias the rrpwntinn OJ. ix·inr; :~ 
Huv,?htful, canJu! and Fair jmlgG 
wllf•Se case load is so !:cavy il tak\!:~ a 
lon;J time for him t0 \V··)rk t'111t .1 de~ 
cision ( thi~ one took two J'1cntl1:-;). 
Eve~ t!~ough he w: ... s ap!Jc.lnted to ihr: 
bc~t~h by Richard Nlx.'n <1f'ld W~;,s in th~ 
Ju11tke Dcpanm~~at during the Ei~cn~ 
hower administration (he proscc·1t~d 
soue would-be <ls::,:nssins of Harry Tru~ 
m::m), Judge Owen has sor:~n.'!hing in 
co,tt;non v/th John L!.!nnon: Thi:y ar~ 
bolt, cumpos.,rs. Owen composes op. 
er;H. Aft.;.:.r :av.; school he ~t:.tdicd nt 
Julll:ard J.nd has writtt:n four or~ras 
whi<'h were well received both in this 
cout:try and abroad. 

His concern t\.at th~ questions ·c1 
compos~r John Lennon may disrnpt the 
govrmment seem ;;nroumlcd. 

Of the seven potential witnesses in 
the l enr:on case. only two---Thurmond 
an(i Greene-are still in governmr.nt. 
Mh:hcll and Kleindienst, you may 
ha\'e noticed, are no longer there. Far
rell o.itd Muks bve retired and Schi· 
ano is in pri·,rate law practice. 

Perhaps becrwsc they arc out rf gov
err.ment, Schiano and Marks are ex
pected :o 5ay there was illegal inter
ference in the. case from \V~shin'p:ton. 
Perhaps because he is still in rhc lm
mi:;ration SerYice, Greene is. c:;pect~d 
to soy that there was not. In fact, '.n a 
ldt~:- protest4n!; the RoLUNG Srm;E 
inv'':itig~tiuu Lithe cast;, Greene made 
his position quit~ cle;~r: 

··1\ir. Lennon is ~imply one of the 
thc·usands of tourists who .:ome to this 
cc:~·l~ry l;lS visitors for businr,ss or plea
sure and, lured by the attraction of 
ou~· natiOI)'s economic opportnni·ties 
an: fi'cedom, decide to remain here. 
Qf;e~ they do so illcgaily, "'' did Mr. 
Le;~oon. 

' 1Aithot'~rh he applied ior status a:, a 
permanent rt<.:.ident, I\Ir. Ler.non 1s riot 
c!igihle becJU:~2 he has a prior Orug 
con~~lction .. , ~1:1t is the law as ~~.~.~sed 
by Co,;gre,;s. 

'"Thir, p0siri,Jn was. uphck! in the 
L~!HH',a c~uc by the Imm;:;f'a!ion .it'd~e 
wl:,.'l •:nnd;!ctcd ::t l,carin,;~ ~1'1J by the 
'?curd of f;llJrllgrJ.tinn f'PP~=d~. 1: .::'~ 
il : 1!:H! il:;. i<~w, ns P1e ~1;•blic f!:iY~.··.;.:.. 
f{ J0,. i·., Wri:.1rg i!l f:1·,; t·:- ~,.:..,( .. ,i .. >Jt.i /;..:o 
S: ~m, then J r~ 

'I 
'I :: 
:I 

il 
'! 
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l"ATIUC'JA ScHRO!:!OER 
P'lftl'l' Dlor.nuc:r, DtNVEA, COI.QRAJ:JO 

/ 
I]~ 

ARM£0 SER:VICES COMMITTEE 

I"'ST OFFICE AND CIVIL 
8&:flVICE COMM1TTE£ 

OIITftiC'I' OP'P'ICI:1 

diN'VliJt F'm~ftltl,.. Bl)ILJ:IING 

1111 $TOVT STRUT 
D~o:, COI.oMDO 80%0% 

(303)837-23U 

WASMINCITON OmCI!:l 

tIt I I..DNtlwotn"H HOUSE Ol"f'ICI SU1l..t:IIHG 

WUH:INGTON. Q.C. 20!JIS 

(ongrt~~ of tbt Wnfttb j)tatt~ ~ 
.,ou~e of l\epre~entattbe~ 

lla.Uf)fngton, JU:. 20515 
(202) Ul-44) t 

December 16, 1974 

Mr. James F. Greene, Acting Commissioner 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
Constitution Avenue and lOth Street 
Washington, D.C. 20503 

Dear Mr. Greene: 

Recently, I have received several inquiries concerning the 
~).;'I 

of John Lennon. My constituents' concern is that Mr. Lennon 
ceiving 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. 

PS/ds/ck 

THIS STATIONERY PRINTED ON PAPER MADE WITH RECYCLED FIIIII!;RS 

- I 

' ' '~--
; '. ,· ,;' 

.... c 
:!"" 
::t:: ... __, 
.J;:.. 

,.-·-
';"'T1 

CJ 

..... -\ 
/' " ' / ·---

1717 



-
~
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

-
-
-
-
-
-

f1
( 

r•
~r
~r
 

lf
'!

f 
~~

~r
~ 

fl
l' 

l 
I 

&
, 

r 
tf!

ctJ
~ 

',l
it

=
,!

,' 
f 

~~t
~ 
:~

, 
~~~

 
1 

!tf
~t&

i 
(r

!;i
: 

It~
!;~

 :
~:

1 
•-

· 
~~~

 
1 

~~
~ 1~r

; 
&,

~~
~~

 f
'ir

l; 
•rr

1 
_ 

. 
i 

•
•
 
f·

 
t 

l 
• 
f'f

 ,
 ..

 , "
i 

_ ~ 
~ 
i 

.11
 :.

l ~
 r 

I} 
rf

 ( 
~ 1

 i if
. 

; j 1
 

s 
t1

 
l 

l"
' 

l 
(
' 

It
 

:.
(
 
!II

 
f 

Jl
a. 

I 
i 

. 
I 

l 
.. 

~ 
1: 

t 

@
 

0 
0 

~~
 

II"
 

1 
J:

 
t ~

~~
 

~~
 I

 
'<"

 
II

 
• 

.... 
5' 

:' 
I 

J 
E

 
. 

J 
r 

At
 

. :
o"

 &f
 

It' 
uj

:~
 

:f 
..

. 
. 

i~
 

us
 

ei
 

: 
~ 

~ 
·1

 
· 

Jf
 ·

 • 
(j

£
1 

• 
J 

r~"
t 

• 
_,

 
:;a

· 
U

l 
. 

=
'"

' 
~ 

, 
..

 
~
 

I
f
 

.....
 

~ 
i 

~~
 

' 

~A
 

• 
E

 
ld

rfJ
 ··r

f f 
-1-

l" 
!a

11
 

" 
t 

' 
. '

 
,, 

. r
 ,.

. 
t 

r 
• 

J 
t.

 

~ 
' 

~ii
 

.:
. 

• 
:t

 
,
,
 

It
 

::
It

 

~ 
""·~

 
·11 nr

 1
 •I'l

l 
.;r

lrr
 

,t ~
 

O
Q

 
.
.
 

I 
I 

__
 ,,

..
..

. 
~ 

E
 

if
 

~~&
!I,

 '!
rif

 '
r'l

 
, ·

: 
i 

8 i . 
,_.

 
E

 
-...

.J 
"' 

,_.
 

O
J 



(b l(6) 

LENNON 

December 19, 1974 

This nfers to your receat latter concerniq John lAanon. 

Kr. lA- utend tbe United Statal a1 a vhitor in Auauat 
1971 an4 •• authoriiiiCI to rtllllli,n •til rahrw~ry 29, 1972. Aa • 
re1ult of hi I failure to hoaor that ..,.rture data, be wa1 infor.ed 
tbet be waa expected to ..,.rt by Karch 15, 1972, aad that failare 
to comply would reault in the inatltutlon of d.,ortatlon proceedtaae. 

Upon hil failure to depart, a cleportatton heartaa •• htl4 
and the u.taratton JUII&e foun4 that Mr. L•wm •• deportable in 
that he had re.laed ln the Unita4 States for loopr tiM than 
penlitted, Tha t...ilretloa JUII&e Jl'lllta4 Kr. LIIIIIOft 60 day1 in 
which to depart voluntarily fl'OII tbe Uaited Stataa la lieu of da
portatlOII. Be ap,..la4 tlM t.i&ratlon Judi•'• dad.aton to tha 
Board of Iaataratioa Appub. 

On July 10, 1974, the Board of I.tsratton Ap,..ll d11111ilaa4 
Mr. ~ADDa'• appeal and aranted hbl 60 u,. fl'OII the uta of that 
dtcilf.oa in which to dapert voluatarUy fro. the United Statal. 
ll.owavar, on Sapt-.r 6, 1974, a petition to raviw Mr. 1AimoD '• 
deportation order wa1 filed ta the United Statal Court of Ap,..ll 
ia I• York. Tha petition for reviev atay1 Mr. Ltllllon '• dtporta• 
tlon peadtnc .. teadnatioa of tbt petitioa by tbat court. 

1722 



Kr. LeaDoD il auannt .. d and indeed b111 reeeived the .... 
eoaatitutiOIUil riabtl of "due proce11" and "equal protection llllder 
the lav" u voulcl aoy other alta or dtben of thil colllltry, ud 
you •Y be allured that he received a fair aod illplrtial deporta
tloo beadq. 

Thlllk you for your intereat io tbia •tter. 

Sincerely, 

J .. • r. c:r .. ae 
Deputy eo.iadoaer 
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JOHN LENNON 

Politics and the J 
By William·P. Jobes 

Star-News Staff Writer 

Former Beatie John Lennon's complex legal strug
gle against deportation is now nearing its third year, 
and there are growing indications that the Immigra
tion and Naturalization Service responded to political 
pressure in deciding to press its case against the Brit
ish musician. 

Although the Immigration Service says Lennon is un
able to remain in the United States because of a minor 
drug offense, records show that some 118 other offend
ers with more serious narcotics backgrounds have 
been permitted.to Hve in this country. 

Sources close to the case suggest that Immigration's 
unusual interest in Lennon developed when officials of 
former President Richard M. Nixon•s administration 
were informed that Lennon planned to appear at a 

• 
1n 

leftist rally at the 1972 
tion. 

ar· 
·;;;:-~~n~s-vlvani.;-and -West WASHINGTON, D.C.,. SUNDAY, QECI 
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&hTiLennon CBBe •'· ·.. .. . I, . . . . . . . 
~'Nati~Conven- oJ INS' New-York f)i$trlctoffldi, with ~er~ to im-

•· ·· ' ;, mediately~l-4ttni>rl'svis1[1lf'svisa,. · ' 
. • . •, 1 . Some officia~ wiijt intimate ki!Qwledge 11f me case · 
aetiv~ and· *'!SOcia- also claim that Thurniond's dat•. which ii!C1~ed an 
iti-wa.r ~ .lliew the accmnpanying l:ovlir letter, was also sent to William 
'rs a#d'li.re· ly di-: Timmons, Nixon's congressional liaison. · · 
orlil! ~ng . leave . . . . . • . . . . . . 
' today'imist ·d no Tunmons said.last week through an aide that he does 
PconveidiOO ·the not recall re<;elving ~y·inte!li~ce material from 
od: . • . . . . Thurmond, hut remembers "the senator's COI)Cern 
trom . • ~-· ~ about Lennon and his wife remailling in the country." 
tetiUil '5®urity · · ittee : . · . , · 
!y'attb8titne.,; , · · intel- ' THE AIDE also sajd t~t all of Timmons ~per;; 
1 · ·A . · m J n N. ~rom t!te Nn<on era are .tmpounded, thus makmg 11" 
~~ ;:, 1s:~neled tmposstble .to check the, ftles for a letter from Thur: 
artment and bitmiCJ'ation mood. 
to Sol Marks, tlten~or See LENNON, A-8 

(sunday Edition] 
ORIPPYDROPS - lnc<eaSint cl.udiness toclay witll 
cltonc:e. of rain by eYelling. Hig" In 40s. Rain prob
ably contii.aittg in11> Monclo,-. Low tonight in 30s, 
high tomouow i11 40s.. Details: E-14. 

=:::!!:!::;==================.=.=-:;=;.~~~an entire-- ouenos Afres. -4 
•EC" ... BER 15 ·1974 c..c m ~ki":g for sacrifice .... .,, _ ' . -~cad of pro""'~--- ,...._ --LI_ ,..1 

............ ..2 -----

' ·~ 
{' 
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Uh ... Star.JI¥. 
Sunday, D«einbtit '1Sr1'»'4 

• • •• 
nation 

""-.. -~< .-

. . ' 

~bo;· Talks 
$011 Miners .. 

·JUly, and ne~ funds ~~ped 
into the system under Ule 4irection 
of the Department 9f Health, 
Education and Weiflire to . 
modernize and make safer the 
decaying hospitals; which Nixon 
called outmoded and under-used. \. ~t was expected to be a wee~ 

If ~sumed coal production after a 
~-long United Mine Workers Beef PrO'/)OSB_.J trike .sputtered by the end of the . 
\ee.k, then related mine construction, • President Ford's Consumer advis-
-~ker contract talks broke down . er, Virginia Knauer, in a .letter to 

nd• union officials warn that· Agric'!lture Secretary Earl Butz, 
n ·more miners will be idled said his department should consider 
·~rrow unless a new contract for revising its proposed beef grading 

truction workers materializes.. system. She said a new grade 
n Friday, industry spokesman should be created bet\\'een "choice'' 

ated that 30,000 of the nation's and "good" beef to reflect beef in 
\000 union miners, mostly in the "good" category which is not 
!tern P_ennsvlV.ania and West marbledenoughto~uchoice." 
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world ! 

MikiUrges· 
Sacrifices 

Japanese Prime Minister Takeo 
Miki called for international cooper
ation to tame global inflation and 
the oil crisis and said Japan would 
try to maintain fritmdly relations. 
with all nations, in bis I1rst policy 
speech before parliament since be 
assumed the reins of the govern
ment Monday. 

Miki also said Japan must hold 
the line on imports of natural re
sources and hold back on fiscal 
expenditures. 

The new premier struck an entire
ly new tone in asking for sacrifice 
instead of pro,..•-'· · 
,__ .. 

nine-man military 
pumped 144 bullets ___ _ _ -----~. 
condemned thieves. Tlie ~ 
brought to 245 the nUillbl!t ·or • 
publicly shot in the military goVwn-
ment's crackdown on Crime. . 

Guerrillas Slain 
Two Argentine guerrillas aiJil 4 

policeman were shot· to death 
Friday night in a gunbattfe: at a 
"pe<?Ple's ja~l" used to ltqfd J•i_l_.f~•.a:P · -
VICUmS, pollee · s0 urces· saig; 'rile 
guerrillas were Shot whenthey ·tried 
to break through a police CQtd.,. .. 
around the house in the toWn Of 
Temperley, aboUt 10 miles south of 
Buenos Aires. 
,... ___ L_._ ,.... _____ _ 
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LtNNON 
. ContiiiUed From A·l 

Thllinfori!Uition on Len~on was obtained by Thur: 
mond in his capaCity as. a member of the Internal Se· 
curity subcolnmittee . but it is unclear whether other· 
coritmittee rhembers had acc~ss t9 the intelligence file. 

J a )I. Sourwirie, jleneral co upset to the co.mmittee, was 
asked'if his staff has any "private" files on Lennon. 

"I can't discuss private files onany\lody," Sourwine 
replie\1. "We 6o 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 sourte material. It's classified." 

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

Lennon, claims that high administration officials' 
interference in what was essentially an IJ11!1ligration 
Service matter is an illegal incursion on the right of 
immigration district directors to· exercise discretion in 
such cases. · · 

Wildes charged in a suit separate from his deporta· 
tion defense of Lennon, that evidence obtained by th.e 
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 gl!lhering 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 not 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 
Yoko 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 previous 
communication this has been judged to be inadvisable 
and it was recommended that all applications are to be 

, denied. 
, "Their relationships with one (6521) Jerry Rubin, 
and one John Sinclair (4536), also iheir many commit· 
rhents which are judged to be highly political and un· 
fAvorable to the present administration. This was set 
forth to your office in a previous report. Because of 
this and their' ~ontroversial behavior, they are to be . 
judged as both undesirable and dang~rous aliens. 

'.'Because .of the delicate and expi.I!Sive nature of this 
·matter the whole affair has been Jllmded over to the 
Immigration and Naturalization ~rvice to handle. 
Your office is to maintain a consttnt surv~illalll!e of 
th~ residence and a periodic report Is to be sent to this 
.office. All cooperation is to be given 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, Lenn.on 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 retul;lled to the di· 
vorce court in the U.S. Virgin Islands to seek !ega~ re-
lief. . 

The tangled legal fight climaxed in Houston, l'ex., 
when the Domestic Relations Cqurt there llwa~ded 
Yoko temporary custody of the child under the',c9ndi· 
tion that it be "exerCised within the territoriallhmls of 
the United States." · 

I ' 

The Houston court handed down its decisi$' on 
March 3, 1972, just two days after Marks declin d to 
grant Lennon an extension of his visa which ex ·red 
Feb. 29; and two days after Marks, in refusin the 
extension, gave Lennon until March IS to leave the 
country. 

The. timing of the custody proceedings played a' cen· 
tral role in Lennon's run-in with INS officials. U was 
the original reason Lennon sought an extension of his 
visitor's visa- a process Wildes terms "routine. •! 

INTERVIEWS WITH present and former go~ern· 
ment officials directly involved in the case inllicate 
this sequence of events: · ! 

Mitchell, on receiving the data from Thurmond, 
passed it along to Richar.d Kleindienst, depUty•;attor· 
ney general at the time. . ; 

Kleindienst, in turn, sent the file to Rayrilood F. Far
rell, then commissioner of Immigration, who p$sed it 
to James F. Greene, then associate commissioner and 
now deputy commi~sioner. · 

Greene forwarded the ljle to Marks in the New York 
District office, and Marks ordered his top trial attar· 
ney, Vincent A. Schiano, to begin work on the Lennon 
case. 
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In the meantilnil M11rks had rejected Lennon's re
quest for a visa eXtension,. citing Lennon's 1968 convic
tion in England. for possession of cannabis resin. an of
fense falling uilder the excludable offenses provisions 
o~ the Im.rnieration 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. frn!TJ 
the service through legal action. was the fonne:·:y ~<::
cretINS QPerational policy of granting "'non-pi·io,·i1y'' 
status to selected aliens. If an alien wished to rc..,iJc in 
the United States but had a narcotics record, ;' vi~t3. 
possible,. by applyil:lg the non-priority statu!;, for the 
agency to ulose" the case. often for years at a titne. 

In a specific example, Immigration has applied rill::> 
classification to one alien whose offenses include rape. 
burglary, robbery, disorderly conduct and variDu~ 
serious narcotics violations. 

Immigration officials say non-priority ~t<~tns i:> 
detennined: by the uequitiesn of applicant ali ~n :.; -
considerations of a humanitarian nature which n·vicw
ing officers determine outweigh. derogatory inforn:a
tiononllle. 

Citing Lennon's multi-million dollar business inter
ests in the United States and some 150 persons whns~ 
livelihood depends on his music enterprises, \\·'i ldes 
sought non-priority status for Lennon. but lt w<is 
denied. 

IN THE days following Marks' denial of the vis:1 
extension, Immigration officials in New York beg<.n to 
stumble over one another in a frenetic dr·lve to c.:.i.rry 
out the deportation order. 

On March 6. agents delivered to Lennon ;~n onh:T 
revoking his pennission to remain in the couni ry m:~i.l 
March 15. 

The revocation order, which Wildes clahns was 1.:;
sued without foundation or explanation. was follo'\vcd 
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
lowed Lennon until March 15 to leave under a vol un
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 preferer;ce" visa - one granted to members of 
the arts or the professions- and a stage in a petition 
for-'permanent residence. This strategy by \Vdd~~s 
apparently was unanticipated by Immi~;ratio~ anJ. de
railed the smooth departure higher officials haU {!ntici
patel!. 

- 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. Appar~ntly officia!Jy 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 appeur at the depc•rta
tion hearing March 16. 

A deportation hearing was held on l\Iay 17. 1972. Oa 
March 23. 1973, the immigration jwJ~~e issued :-1 ru]it}~_! 
that Lennon was deportable because of the n:J:-c;;~ic3 
violation. and ordered him to lenye the L'!1itt>ti St:;<cs 
within 60 days_ 

At the_ same time the judge granted "'/oko pci·m:ment 
residence in the United States. 

Lennon then appealed the imrnigration jud~c·s r-ul
ing to the Board of Immigration Appeals, whi.;.::h upheld 
the government's position. Wildes has since apf)eJled 
the board's ruling to the 2nd U.S. Court of .-',ppeals in 
New York City. where arguments will be heard cdrly 
next year. 

~T ONE POINT. the Labor Ik·p~crtrr;_-.:nt i:-::=>ued a 
certification in Lennon's behalf, anj imnEgratifJn did 
gnnt him the third preference status, but adhered to 
tht position that he is deportable on the b:~si.c: of the 
na-cotics charge. 

l1unnond. recalling in a recent intcn-"iev.' hi~~ rok in 
the:ase, said he received the in.fvTtnation on L:::nnon 

from a committee staff member and~ .. as 'quick as he 
showed it to me." sent it to MitchelL 

"I thought the attorney general should have the 
benefit (of the infonnation),'~ Thurmond said~ adding. 
"Frankly, I don't know whether we sent it to the Vvflite 
House." 

"We frequently forward m<1tters to various agencies 
as pertained tn thenl. for their appropriate action," 
Thurmor.d s.::t~d. 

HF: DECLl:\'ED, however, to reveal !he substance of 
l:ts rcpvrt tc) L\-1itchcB or the contents of the cover let
h'r. 

·· rn order to protect the people of this country. I feel 
\ ~ong;Tss :.hould turn o>.:er mattcr·s to the appropriate 
l'~·anches of government,'' Tbannonrl saiU. 

Grec..'ne, looking back on his initial involvement with 
the Lennon episode, contends the case ··was definiteiv 
r:rnperly handled" by the Imm.!gration Service. an~d 
Jemc·s he was ~tven onter:; on its dlsposttlon bv Far
relL who was the head of Im_migration. 

\Vhjlc insisting that Lennon is deportable solely <ln 
the basis of his drug conviction, Greene could not ex
plain why the 1 i-8 other alien narcotics violators ha vc 
been glvcn preferential treatment hy the Immigration 
Service, other than to Si'!Y that their "equities" were 
t-'re<iter than Lennon's. 

Schiano, •..vho is now in private in1migration practice 
in New York City, said the way in which the Lennon 
case was handled reflects the widespread opportunity 
and poter:tial for corruption of the in1mig:ration proc
l.':S-". 

u1 THINK the case may be a vehicle for re-evaluation 
of the l;Jw," he commcntt:d rcccntlv. 

A rill in Congress. sponsored hy -Rep. Ed\vard Koch, 
]). I'\. Y. and Sen. Alan Cranston. D-C ali f.. \Vould permit 
the attorm.·y general to exercise discretion in immigra
tion cases involving narcotics offenses. An nide to Koch 
~aid the hiH is stalled in the Huuse ilTI!nigration sub
committee, and probably will be reintroduced in the 
nev .. ' Congress in January. 

Sc'"tiano charges that political pressures were 
hrought to bear in the Lennon case a~ }!1 no other in his 
lengthy lmrnigration carc-<'l- "There was this atnH;s
phcrc. and they leane-d on the service to get sorr:cthing 
goin;.; .. , Scb.iano said. 

Dedaring that someone higher in the adminbtration 
sought <:t poEtical trial 1Jf Lennon, Schiano sa\·s he \V::..:, 
agai1~st that tack frmn the outst.:t. -

Schiano ls convinced that by keeping politics out of 
tl:c- P!'O~.eCllticn phase ot the l..entiOll G.t.'-iC'. he avoith:d 
tmnecess-tlry complications. "I robb('d hm of hio:: c~:·• 
i_;y lv.:eping it dean," Schiano said. 

WlLDES HAS a personal theory on what may have 
conit·ibuted to l~ennon 's !nmblcs with Imn1igr·ation 

"In tny opinion the Scnate)ntet·nal Security Commit· 
tee had a· staii study that said: 'These groups are aH 
ti·oublcmnkcrs. they carry bombs and so on. They are 
not crowd-getters but they do make a lot of noJ.sc_ · ·· 

"And th<.·n \4/C have an alien '\vho \·va.s one of the hi g .. 
gest crowd-getters," and who was Wildes says the staff 
believed, going to the Republican National Convention. 
That. Witdes says, was ena-ugh for Thurmond to start 
the P:lH rolling 

\Vihk~.:, ab.(J helieves Nixon hirnself was pet·sonalh-· 
inf'Jrmed of Lennon's <H'li\·ltles and rlin'cted Kkitl 
di,.,·r.~:;t f(l pnk1uce ;: rep1:;·: ()ne stH1:·ce IllltL·d that.~~:
l:Jctwd 1o l-L·nnm1"s fllc in the- :"'·,lev,, Yr,rk Ir-;1nHgt·atwn 
of:i'-'i..', 1\'c··.._· is a note tnnn Klein-dienst saying, "Let':--: 
get on U•is 

EVEN THOUGH the cYiJ{·n.:c in the case indicates 
\'iolation:; of the letter and spirit of i.mniigrati-on la-,'V, 
1:'-IS offietab refuse to ch3!1[-:;i..' the sennce·~, pos111on. 

In an int~n·iew with a \Vashington Star r·1..:por1cr 1n 
1%2, fon11er comn1issioncr Farrell said: 

"\Ve shouidn't c_!ways follu~x the L:nv to the letter hut 
v-.;c a little of the rnilk of bu~nan kindness in our deal+ 
ir::~."> 'Nith people.'" 

f .ennon cooltinucs lo hvc and \\'ork in :"'!e·.v York Cit\·. 
Be <md YLko an.' no Jon:~er living together, though tll:i
thcr ha.s fikJ f{1r a legal ~ep~:ration. Per::.;nnal friends 
ot' hoth h<tn.' :~atd that the con1bincd :.;1 rai!l of the etb!o· 
Jy fight .and the itnmignttion dispute peohahh· contrlh
ut-cd centr;_dly to a hrcakdnwn of tht.•ir rdatlorl::-;hip. 
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SHOP DOWNTOWN AND VIR< 
WASHINGTON • TYSONS CORNER 

All stores open 9:30a.m. Monday through Saturday. Sho 
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Tt1:1$;l~agoavc~x runs coot and 
rs.•~~·~~ig$~~; I'AOre reliable, 
reo~~!J08fltuhl1$ Vtde~tfc one- . 

· ~¢ton tuni~ .. ,And fot movit'l~h~OnVef1ience it haS easy 'roll 
~ets. As a~~ Cfiristmas ~:>onus offer take h<Dme a 12" > < -', --~: - ~:_ -- '.- •• : - _· --- - .. -~- -- • - • - • 

' ' 

'blaCka!'ldYffllte'portable reg. '99.95,·oow 49.95with the pur'- .. · 

.. e~_o18ttY~~voic~orconSt,tefrof1:649,95. · . . . .... · . · ·. :,·. _.······ · " 
. _·· . . . . 1 • ·. · •. n • -'~_ · -~-· ~--• . . .. · ·. . • .. • ..... ·. · __ .·. _' ,.,.. ".' vac"". •w_ "_t>tiCISe q< "'·" .. w__ ... ""'. · ._ TIX. .~. ··. ··.-. _ , tW&iit!tii~~~__.-·~tstiJld'~-' · · uilr*essary complicatleni:'"ti'omiecrmm~RA" • ' .!>8~- ." ' .. ' . . .. ' . . ' . . ..... "·· ' . .. . .... - . 
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OFfiCE 01' THE COMMISSIONER 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536 

JAN 1 0 1975 

I have your letter of November 23, 1974, regarding the 
deportation matter of John Lennon, 

i 

PLEASE ADDRESS REPLY TO 

AMD REFER 1'0 tHIS nl.f: NO.. 

CO 243,129-C 

1\.,~~~ 
'\ -
(~ 
~~. 
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J ~.t: 1 :' 11 ~~ J. . 
.- "~-

. / .c 
)~ '243: 129-C 

·' 

I have your letter of Nov-.Nr 23, 1974, rqardiag the 
deportation matter of Jobn LeiiDoll.. 

In Fiscal Year 1974, thia Service deported 18,824 aliens 
to all parts of the world, 11fd.le mother 718,740 were required 
to depart without the it~ of deportatiOil orden. 
Adzdttedly, fw, if aay, of theae aliena wre as well bown as 
Mr. Lemloll. Hewave.-, 1 thirlk you will qree, fl'CIIII the nl.llber 
of illesal aUeaa expelled, aa iDdicated above, that this Service 
ha11 U.ttle tillle or inclination to af.nsle out any aHa, be he 
Jobn t-noo or plaf.n Jolm Slltth, for arbitrazy treataeat as 
alleged in ~ letter. 

'l'hanlt you for your f.nter .. t in thit1 lll&tter. 

Sincerely, 

II!®OO·l8illi~W 111~11BliA\~ 9':-..... r-
J-• F. Greene 

Deputy Ccmatssioner 

CC: Commissioner's lading File 

,t:;,. ENF :HB :me 

~y ~ 
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FEB 12 1975 

1 ... ,.... S.?t:r:., .r. ·a., II. lffl, ••u•; ... a .... .. 
..., ....................... ,,.. .... , ., ........ u ...... ,.... .............. ,. ..... .......... .. .. ....... ...., ...... 
Wtr. ,_.O..IIUIDie-. 

...,.._...._ Alt?lltlle4e...., lW*'*uliiM ..... rt•r a 
.......... .. .................... ltiS. ............. .. ........... ....... ........... .......... ........... ..,. ........... , .... ..... .. ............................. ., 
t Flue••• t IIIMSiu Pftiltiiii' .... JIPPI I aphat..._ latlle 
Utetl!lt .... , ltDillid: c. .... II PI II a altll .. l lll ... fill Ia 
Jaq • .,. 19ft. .. • lUI • ••• C ltll•••• ,_ tMI C1NI Ia rt 
t111tt Mr • .,, t ••'• ••• ••.,...., • Jlt1nn• sn'....., lillll u .. 
.. r It tllllti,. .. ,. tiiM • I I.,. .. fll .... Ida ., IIJitll?lta 
WU ill II ... nfU IW 'lThl lillllr ,..llsfflf «tf .......... fll .. 
••••••• ... •• rn'Us...,. .. ..,. .. ut••••••••••••11111v 
if ............. rlw , ... A••••:P••• .. u•• tn ... u.tmlll II' 
• llfY til nt'Jit ..... , ... M I1JUI.I .. ltlrfn:L •1111'11: .. ... ....... .. .,. ............................. .., ..... .... 
• .._ tuMmut • .._..,. •~~;:::::~• .._ ••••--• 
Dr1111 rllel ... ftll Aft .... %1111'1 .......... .. .................................. , .............. .. 
U..,MIIl.._.H.IIUIINI"IIICI ............ .. 
wUIII till 1 .. , .. u dsa .. T ... tlll&l. 

Mr. a..u 11 11U11r ..... VIAtail ...... N & .......... Ia A .. rt '"'• 
...................... ,171 ......... ,,, .. lt'fL ............. . .... , ........ .,., .............. ,,., ............. , ...... .. ...... ., ...... ... .• ... .... ....... .. . .., .............. .. 
.. ....... ~a .......... uu ........ ?... .... ..... ~ ... .... 
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a beartaa before u i.mmiarattoa J•cla• lle wae fouad deportaWe1 bavlDa 
nmaiucl in the Urutecl ~· for a loa1er time than permitted. Hil 
appeal of thie clecieioa waa diaml11ed by the Board of lmmiaration 
Ap.peall; llowevn, 011 S.ptember o, 197-l, a petition to J>e<riew the 
ordu of 4eportat1on waa ftlec:l in a UDiied State a Coun of Appeal• in 
New Yol'k. Thl• ataya .Mr. Le1m0n1• cleponation penclizaa a 
detumiaation by that Court. 

WhUe theae p:roceriiqa involve very diU.rent iadhiclula, they 
are both auaranteecl the aame coaatitut1cmal ripp of ••clue proc:eu" 
an.G "ectual proiecU9n unG.er the law. u Ally other allen or citiun of 
thll eoii.Atry el~Joya the aame av.aralltee. From the foreJoiq r .. ume 
of their ea"'· 1 truat that you wW aaree thet theae coutttutieul 
ripta have indeed been rupec:tecl.. 

CC: A, Artukovic (WF) 

'>,CC: John Le:n11$n (WF) 

" 

Sincerely, 

Jamet F. Greene 
Deputy Commiuioner 

CC: Private Bill WF 87/ H. R, 2185 

CC: Commiuioner1s Reading File 

ENF~~T:jef 
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THE NEW YVHK riMES, MONDAY, JANUARY 2u, ms 

War Crimes Suspect Winning Deportation Fight 
"'"""' ,, '!'l:t ... '"' t1mu tortured and de?rived of their extradition hearings were pena 

'· '"·~~ property," ing. 
SURFSIDE, Calif., Jan. 19-- But late last year, the inves- In !959, the United States de 

Andrija Artukovie Is described \,, • ' tigation appeared to have been term ined that he was not extra 
by residents here as a friendly \ quietly closed .. The file, which ditabie to Yugoslavia. 
and cheerful old man who al· ~- had been in New York. head- T:•e extradition file, main 
ways has a word of greeting for .. J·, quarters for the nationwide in· tuined in court records in o Ln 
hi 1 hb . ._, ._,.x,:;~.'~·. vestigation of suspected Nazis, Ai:?(!lcs suburb, has s::1cc dis 
·s neg ors. " was ietumed to Los Angeles. appeared. Meanwhile. betwee, 
Forthethird~ndprobablylast ,. ' Although Mr. Wagner said In 1949 and 1961, three Coneress· 

time in 22 years, Mr. Artukovie .•. "".· a re~ent telephone interviewimen introduced private bii'' t·· 
has apparently survived an at· ' chat the case "cannot be corHgive Mr. Artukovic pennonen· 
tempt by the United Stltes '""'' '' A side red cl?sed,:' the head of thel[residence in the United s trttes. 
Government to deport him. . ,_..._,.. 1 J.N.S. office m Los Angeles, 1Ir. Artukovic has ·~nc:d re 

Mr. Artukovic, 75 years old "" ! Joseph Surreck, has s~id that/quests for interviews. b·.Jt c 
and in poor health, Is among a j 1he chances of deporting Mr. spokesmao for him while deny· 
group of Nazi-era war crimes -""' . · 

1 
.. , Artukovic are "almost nil." l[ing the ch_ arges le~·eled ,. Mr 

suspects who has found refuge ,..,. ·,./ "As far a. seekmg places to Artukovic b·, the Yuc·sla· 
in this country. "·'""• · deport him, we believe we have!

1

Government, said: "Sure. th'ne> 
Yugoslavia sou<;ht his extra- ., j exhausted our efforts," Mr. happen. It was war. \•le "'en' 

dition in 1959, but the United Surreck said. "We,cannot sendljust defending our homes." . 
States said the charges were htm to Yugoslavia. j Croatians who sett:cct ;" t'is 
"political'' and the evidence One problem that appeared to(southem california h lfb:>. r ar~a 
was insufficient. The State De- have encumbered eff?rts at de· in the postwar period say that 
partment has since refused to , · portmg, Mr. Artu~oVlc was the ,some in of the community of 
allow hi& deportation to Yugo~ ......... ·~'!~~;;,\~~.·;·!1~:, ;;~s$ ~;:;e-n.cy s. mterpre~at!'Otl of thejl7.000 revere l\lr. .'\rtu]:.':'1vL· 
s!avla because of possible lj k . h . tmmtgrat!On law. as a Croatian hero. But associ-

. "physical pers~cution.'' An~r a Artu OVl~ 10 a La·.vyers say that Mr. Artu-lates say ~!r. Artukovir fears 
Called Deportable photo made in the 40's. l:ovic Js deportab'e to any third' for his life. 

The authorities say that while. ,country that wtll take him. / The Jewish Defe"se Lea~ue 
!here is no question that Mr.'.Andrija Artukovic, former Min·\ Interpretation of Law 1ctemonstrated outside :·;s hco•e 
Artukovic, who entered thejister of Justice and Internal I But the Los An"eles office or[ last sun,tmer. and last lo.mth hb 
United States {)D a temporary,Afiairs in the Nazi-controlled'th• l.!'>i.S., which is now in,broth~r; home tn LosAngei"s 
visa ~ under an .as~umed!croatian reg:me of Ante Pave-~charge of the case, has main-lv.:·as ~tre~ upon._.-\ spe~·~~l s~Cl.!.
n,ame, lS de~ortable, tt IS un·!.iic was considered the mostitained that onl.y cou. ntrieslnty ouard has sr~,ce" b.en hlf(?d 
hkely he wtll ever leave the! • . !where he has resided or wtth to guard L'le Surf,.d .. home. 
country. promtnent. I whi~h he has had '"some rela-~ R -~h~V -h~-,-L·---

"1 .don't know what other File Goes West !tionship" are acceptabl.e. Mr. esearc e rc e aunched 
•countey would want a man of In a lengthy indictment of Mr.: Artukovic sou?ht reiu~e in Ire- VANDENBERG AIR FORCE 
this type," said Henry Wagner, Artukovic Yuooslavia had ac-·land and Switzerland before I BASE. Caltf., Jan. 19 (UP!)
:the assl.stant diri!Otor of theicused him of

0

having oraered coming to the l'nited Statcs,iThe Air Force launched a re
New York Immigration and 'between 1941 and 1945 tile' but bo~1 countries refused to 1search and devero9mont re
Naturalization Senice. lcteaths "of thou~~nds of men.;acce;lt him. ientry vehicle~ from this coastal 

When the I.N.S. announced in women and chlidren-Serbs, The I.N.S. ordered Mr. Attu-1space and mtsslie center early 
1973 a new drive to resolve thetCroats. Jewish people, gypoieslkovic deport~d in W.33, but ac-~today. 
cases of 35 suspected Nazi,era 1and other citizens of Yugo-lcording to immigration authori- . ------- ..... 
war criminals here, the case of'slavia, who were often cruelly ties, nothing was done because . REMEMBER THE NEEDIEST! 
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J l-

\1 co 243.129-c 

'11d.s refen to ,...-r letter ~ the deportatioll 
111.tter of Mr. JCIIm 1 ........... 

11:1 Ft.ecal Y41U' 1974, tld.a 11.,.._ "'trllttlll 11.124 aUens 
to all paru of t:t. 't!H'1d, while uudl~e 711,740,.... HqUtl'tlll 
bO depart wtt:hotat the illNIIIICe of llep1rtada ....... 
A41dtt.Sty. fw, if flllllfl• of th8e au.,. wn u wn lic:aiiMI. 
u Mr. l ""'· Buner:, I t:IWik ,... w1.11 .,.._, f1'la t:M 
111rier of 111ep1 all• expe11ecl, u fadtcated aov., that 
thi1 s.rvtu 'ball little tillll or taeltrald• te tfalle wt 
ay auea, be he Jotm. I41WM or plata J• W.tb, fft 
arb1t'f'U1 tna~t u allllled m ,._ letttlr'. 

'rbaak you f«' :?Wr lat..,.t 1a tb1t •ttar. 

/ sw ... ly, a , t·• I' I"';,.,. ... '""~ r.---:~ 
J ... F.C... 

Deputy Ctwdtato.r · 

CC: comtfadoaer's Reading File 

EN'F: llll :me 
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1

7.L....._ 
To 

D Approval 0 Note .!t Retum 

0 Comment 0 Note .!t File 
0 Necessary action 0 Signature 

Per telephone 
con•ersatioo 0 Call me Ext. 

Remarks 

Room 7o;7 
OSee me 
0 As requested 
0 For your informa• 

tion 

' I 
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November 5, 1974 

Reference ta ~e to your rec~nt letter eoncerning 
John Lennon. 

LENNON 

Ml', Lennon entered the lklit!Jd States aa a vtaU~ in 
A\I&Uit 1971 and wu autllor:t.nd to r81111l:ln until February 29, 1972. 
AI a reeult of b:t.a faUun to 1'lonH that tS.patture date, be wa• 
infofltlllll that be wu p.peettd to ct.pan by ltlrch U, 1972, and 
that failure to comply would reeult in the tnatttution of depor
tation proceed:t.ngs. 

Upon b:t.a failure to Qpl.tt, a daportatlon hear:lJII wa• held 
and the illlm:laut:lon jutlae found that Mr, Lennon wu ct.port&ble in 
that be had r811&tnrod in the lklittd State• for 10JIIft time than 
perm:t.tted. The i111111:t.grat:lon j\Wilae granttd Ml'. Lennon 60 daya in 
which to d.,...rt voluntarily fJ\1111 the lkltttd ltatee tn lieu of de
portation, He appealed tW. tamaration jutla•'• dee:l.lion to the 
Board of I11111igRtf.on Apt*lh. 

On July 10, 1974, the Board of lmmiarat:lon Appeala dta~iaaed 
Ml'. l.Atmoa' 1 appeal and panttd him 60 daya ftolll the date of that 
deetdon in which to depl.tt voluntarily ffOIII the lkltted Stataa. 
Howvar, on Sept•ber 6, 1974, a pet1Uon to revitw Ml'. Lennon' • 
dapertaUon order wae filed in the Unit41d States Cout of Appeall 
in New Yotlt. The petition fu rev1w at&yt Mr. Lennon'• deporta
tion p41nding determination of the petition by that court, 
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Mr, Lennon is guaranteed and indeed baa received the same 
constitutional rights of "due proceu" and "equal protection under 
the law" as "WUld any other alien err dt1111en of this country, and 
you may be auured that he received a fair and i111pe.rtial deporta
tion hearing. 

Thank you for your interest in this !llltter. 

Sincerely, 

James F. Greene 
Deputy Commissioner 
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TO 

OPTIONAL FORM NC. 10 
MAY liiU EDITION 
GSA PPMR (41 CFI'C) 101•11.1 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
Personal Attention: 

. Reqional Ca.missioner, 
Burlinqton, Vermont 

Al7 597 321 

DATE: September 16, 1975 

FROM : Joe D. Howerton, 
Aetinq District Director 

SUBJECT: John Winston ono Lennon • Non-Priority aeco..endation 

Attached are executed Forllfl G-312, Non-Priority Case s.._ry, and 
relatinq aaterial furnished by subject's attorney. 

As noted on Fora G-312, non-priority status has been reca..ended 
based upon inforaation contained in the subject's affidavit. 

Att. 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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CABLE ADDRESS 
"LEON'Wii ... O.C:S," N.Y. 

LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

515~~ 

k ~~ ff'Y. 1()()1!1! 

PLAzA 3-3468 

August 26, 1975 

Joe D. Howerton, Deputy 
District Director 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, N.Y. 10007 

Re: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
Al7 597 321 

Dear Mr. Howerton: 

I am pleas~ to enclose herewith the affidavit of my client, 
Mr. John Lennon, filed in response to the letter of the 
District Director dated July 25, 1975, in support of 
our request for the granting of non-priority status in 
this case. Because of Mrs. Lennon's medical condition 
and the necessity of obtaining statements from the 
Lennons' accountant and Mrs. Lennon's obstetrician and 
management consultant, the affidavit could not be sub
mitted earlier. It is hoped, nevertheless, that a 
determination as to non-priority status can be reached 
prior to the pre-trial conference scheduled to take place 
before Judge Richard Owen of the United States District 
Court on September 4, 1975. 

The affidavit sets forth in response to each numbered 
question, the response of my client, and further sets 
forth the humanit&rian factomwhich, we submit, establish 
clearly that adverse action on this application would be 
unconscionable. As you know, the relevant Operations 
Instruction, Section 103.1 (a) (1) provides that the 
District Director "shall recommend consideration for 
non-priority" •••••. "in every case where •••••• adverse 
action would be unconscionable because of the existence 
of appealing humanitarian factors". 

. ... /. 



John Lennon 
page two 

Our litigation in Lennon versus Richardson et al. has 
permitted us to review first hand all of the approved 
non-priority cases in existence. This information, 
to our best knowledge, has never been previously 
available to the public or the Bar. My office has 
analyzed the 1843 cases in which non-priority status 
has been granted by the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service. My analysis of these cases convinces me that 
non-priority status should be granted in this case if 
the humanitarian policies of the non-priority cases are 
to be carried out. 

Before proceeding to an analysis of the cases and an 
analysis as to why it is submitted that the standard 
established in these cases requires the granting of 
non-priority status to Mr. Lennon, I would first review 
the history of the Lennon case insofar as non-priority 
status is concerned. Former District Director Sol Marks, 
who originally considered the case, testified in pre-trial 
proceedings that he never considered the question of whether 
Mr. Lennon ought to have been granted non-priority status. 
He testified that there would have been no need to grant 
non-priority status early in the case because the Lennons 
were seeking only additional time to continue the search 
for Mrs. Lennon's chlld, Kyoko, and that he personally 
would have granted such extensions of time were it not for 
instructions which he received from washington ordering 
him not to do so. In answer to a question as to whether he 
would have recommended non-priority status if Mrs. Lennon 
were granted residence, he answered, without equivocation, 
that he certainly would have done so. 

"Q: If thereafter Mrs. Lennon had been found 
eligible to remain inthe United States, 
as she was, would that have been a case 
for voluntary departure? 

A: It wouMhave altered the circumstances. 
If we then had a legally resident alien 
and a citizen ch~, and Mr. Lennon whether 
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John Lennon 
page three 

he was a distinguished person 
or not, I certainly would have 
submitted for non-priority 
consideration." (Transcript of 
deposition of Sol Marks, pages 68-69) 

District Director Kiley, however, at a time when all of 
the files in the Lennon case were with the United 
States attorney and presumably not available for his 
thorough review, in answer to a previous inquiry made 
by my office, indicated that he would not recommend 
for non-priority status in this case. It is unknown 
what consideraions led him to this conclusion, as he 
did not to my knowledge have the file available at 
the time, nor did he call upon Mr. Lennon to submit 
oral or written evidence as to his qualifications 
for such status. This is, to my knowledge, the first 
time that the question is actually being considered 
upon a full record. Mr. Marks, it will be noted, was 
testifying based upon some 35 years experience with the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service, and based upon 
what he would have presumably done then had he remained 
District Director. 

An analysis of all of the non-priority cases follows. 
Of the 1843 cases granted such status, 138 involved 
aliens with previous drug convictions ranging from 
simple possession of marijuana, the lightest offence, 
to heavy traff~klng in heroin and cocaine, the more 
serious offences. Many involve multiple offenders. 

Although there are many cases with highly individualized 
circumstances, there are several discernable categories 
with drug convictions who are characteristically placed 
in non-priority status. Elderly aliens, particularly those 
who have been in the United States for a long time and/or 
would be separated from u.s. citizen or permanent resident 
families, constitute one such category. Similarly treated 
are the young, the mentally deficient, the ill or economically 
dependent. The major consideration, common to all these 
categories, :is the hardship caused by the separation of the 
family unit. 

. .. /. 



John Lennon 
page four 

Although the cases usually contai~ factors beyond the 
separation of a family unit, there are some cases in 
which the separation appears to be the only humanitarian 
factor involved. case 9-8, a copy of which is attached, 
is the case of a young man who was recommended for non
priority status because expulsion "would separate subject 
from his LPF wife and usc child. It would be a hardship 
on all of them to be separated as they are a well-adjusted 
family and devoted to each other." • The alien was 
convicted of transporting marijuana when he was 24 years 
old; Lennon was convicted of possessing marijuana when 
he was 28 years old. Not unlike Lennon, the alien was 
reported to be "a person of high calibre in spite o:lf his 
conviction for transporting marijuana. He is respected 
by people that know him and his employers hold him in 
high regard. He is a good husband and a good father.". 
No other humanitarian factors appear in the record of this 
case. It appears to be a case with fewer equities than 
Lennon's and a conviction of equal seriousness. 

on the other hand, non-priority status was granted in the 
attached narcotics cases where the aliens were also 
convicted of other offenses which were much more serious, 
e.g. murder (case 24-14), where an alien was described as 
"the largest supplier of mar;i.juana and narcotics in the •••. 
area" and an admitted heroin addict "using approximately 
18 grams of heroin a day" (case 9-9) convicted of selling 
a nd possession of cocaine (case 5-19) ; and in case 12-3 
where an alien was convicted of auto theft, contributing to 
the deliquency of a minor, vagrancy (pimp), rape, burglary 
second decree, disorderly conduct, robbery, suspected robbery, 
narcotics and other offenses. This case is not only 
significant because non-priority status was granted to 
a man with a long criminal record, but also because the 
reason stated for granting such status applies in the 
instant case: "Non-priority is considered in order to 
avoid separation of the family. While it is not evident 
that subject's wife and children are dependent upon him for 
support, it appears that in the event of his deportation a 
hardship would result to them, particularly the children 
who are of tender years.". 

.. .. /. 
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The alien was 47 years old at the time non-priority 
status was granted and there is no reason to believe 
that it was granted because of advanced age. 

On March 19, 1973, only several days before the 
Immigration Judge handed down the decision granting 
Mrs. Lennon the residence, District Director Sol Marks 
recommended for non-priority status, a 23 year old alien 
whose wife was a permanent resident· and who had two 
sons, one a permanent residence and the other a citizen 
(case no. 7-33), upon the basis 'that expulsion would 
separate subject from his wife and two minor children". 
Althoughfue alien was charged with posseston of fire arms, 
loitering for narcotics, grand larceny auto, possession 
of hyperdermics, criminal selling of dangerous drugs to 
a minor and criminal possession of drugs,he was recommended 
for non-priority status because "subject now appears to 
be a stable person who ~eager to become a good husband, 
father and a useful citizen. He is making good progress 
in school1 his job prospects are good, and his teachers, 
counselors and family have expressed high hopes for his 
progress" . No other equities appear in the case record, 
which is likewise attached. 

If the non-priority cases involving narcotics convictions 
are statistically broken down according to the principle 
reasons for granting such status, the separation of a 
family unit, in and of itself. constitutes a substantial 
category: 

Factors Number of cases 

Elderly 32 
Separation and 

economic 57 
Separation 36 
Youth 4 
Health 4 
Miscellaneous 5 

... /. 
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While a majority of 73 of the cases involved families 
of U.S. citizens, there were a substantial number of 
cases, totalling 461 wHch involved relatives of pennanent 
residents and even some (19 in number) where the status 
of family members was not comsidered. Accordingly, my 
conclusion as to the requirement of being related to 
a resident or citizen is that the cases do not distinguish 
between residents and citizens for this purpose. It is 
clear that if the equities exist, non-priority status 
will be granted equally in cases of aliens with lawful 
permanent resident families as they will in the cases 
of those having families who are citizens of the 
United states. 

Keeping in mind the above preliminary analysis of the 
relevant factors for deciding non-priority status, I 
turn now to the equities existing in Mr. Lennon's case. 
Mr. Lennon is the spouse of a lawful permanent resident 
of the United States. He is the father of her u.s. 
citizen cblld, as that term is defined by Section 101 (a) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, which includes 
a step child in the definition of the term "child". 
Moreover, the case recor~disdose that non-priority 
status has been granted based upon adopted cblldren, 
illegitimate children, those over 21, etc., or others 
who would not technically fit within the statutory 
definition of "child", where equities exist. Even grand
children have been considered as a basis for granting 
non-priority status. Mrs. Lennon's status as a lawful 
permanent resident did not begin on March 23, 1973 by act 
of the Immigration Judge1 she was a resident of the United 
States as far back as 11 years ago, having being granted 
residence on September 13, 1974 by virtue of her marriage 
to Anthony Cox, a citizen of the United States. She wa~ 
moreover, a person who has resided in this country in one 
legal status or another for the past 25 years, who achieved 
her education and developed her entire career in this country. 
Furthermore, in my opinion, she qualifies to be naturalized 
as a citizen of the United States. It is our intention to 
study the possibility of filing a petition for her naturalization 
shortly. Even considering her a resident of the United States, 

... /. 
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it is noted that ten per cent of the cases decided 
have this familial configuration. The attached cases 
numbered 9-8 and 7-33 are typical cases involving 
family separation in similar cases, although the 
convictions appear to be more serious than Lennon's. 
My client's wife has deep-rooted ties in the United 
States, having resided here for some 25 years. Reputed 
to be the best known person of Japanese ancestry, her 
recognition was nevertheless a result of her education 
and career which were fully developed in the United 
States. Her art and creativity have been products of 
American life and her professional associations have 
all been formed here. Her creative, business and emotional 
ties are likewise all in this country. In recent years 
they have been a product of her association with and 
dependence upon her husband. Forcing a separation to 
this couple at this time might place her in the dilemma 
of having to uproot herself from her true homeland where 
she is and continues to be a creative artist in order to 
avoid separation from her husband, who she dearly loves 
and needs for emotional, creative and financial support. 
Her ongoing professional endeavours are described in the 
attached statement of Norman J. Seaman, who has been 
familiar with and helped manage . her career during the past 
25 years. The family separation involved in this case 
would be a sufficient ground fo~ granting non-priority 
status, under the decided cases, even ~thout the additional 
factors presented by her complex medical problems and other 
equities. 

As explained by the statement of Dr. Manfred Epstein 
attached to Mr. Lennon's affidavit as an exhibit, Mrs. Lennon 
has attempted to have a chUd for a considerable period of 
time. Between 1958 and 1968 she had five miscarriages, 
all in the late stages of pregnancy. In an effort to 
conceive and maintain a pregnancy for full term she under 
went a cervix operation in 1970 and finally conceived only 
quite recently. It is her doctor's opinion that due to 
the extremely poor obstetrical history and her age, "in 
all probability , this is her last opportunity for motherhood" . 

. . . / . 
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The physical dangers involved in this pregnancy are 
documented by the doctors statement. He notes that in 
the event labor begins prematurely, surgery would be 
immediately necessary, and that any delay would "result 
in rupture of the uterus and would, in all likelihood, 
cause death to baby and mother" . 

Beyond the obviously serious medical consideration, the 
emotional well-being of Mrs. Lennon must be taken into 
account. These experiences of over 17 years of attempting 
to bear a child have affected her deeply. She has borne 
up well, thanks in large measure tofue devoted care and 
attention of her extremely attentive husband, Mr. Lennon, 
who in the words of her doctor "has exhibited unquestioning 
devotion and support of his wife and their unborn son." . 
The doctor concludes that in his medical and scientific 
opinion "separating this husband and wife would severely 
diminish this patient's chances of birthing a healthy 
boy". Mr. Lennon's presence at this critical period and 
after birtl}.as well are deemed vital to .. her condition by the 
doctor. T:Peir separation would, in his opinion, "at the 
very least 'be extremely traumatic and could cause the 
death of this unborn child ." A further contributing factor 
to the emotional strain which a separation would cause is 
the seven year long search for Mrs. Lennon's only child, 
which has been a source of pain to her, considering her 
inability to have another child. Case no. 124 was decided 
upon considering circumstances quite similar to those which 
appear in the instance case. The report reads: 

"His wife ...• is in a highly nervous and 
emotional state since the murder of their 
daughter and is receiving psychiatric help 
for her condition. Subject's presence with 
family necessary. Since the incident involving 
the death of the child received considerable 
publicity in the loca~ press, subject's enforced 
departure from the U.S. at this time might bring 
adverse criticism upon the Service." (Case 
recommended for non-priority by District 
Director Marks on March 16, 1965). 

. .. ;. 
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Mr. Lennon has been fully supporting his wife 
financially as well. Her earnings have been 
substantially less than her household and medical 
expenses. In fact, during 1974, her major business 
enterprise which was operated through a corporation 
resulted in a substantial financial loss to the 
corporation involved. 

It must also be noted that Mr. Lennon's ties to this 
country are very strong. His professional relationship 
with musicians '·in the united States which he considers 
to be the "Mecca" of the music industry, have developed 
over the years. He has transferred the financial 
base of his endeavours to this country from England, and 
his arrangements may culminate in the near future with 
a contract with an American company which will handle 
exclusively his international music and business affairs. 
These factors are of the type considered by the Service 
in granting non-priority status.(Case number 3-41~ 

It will be recalled that Lennon has always protested that 
the substance found in his possession was planted by a 
police officer who was subsequently charged with and 
convicted of similar activity in other cases. He pleaded 
guilty for a number of reasons, including the fact that 
his only witness to the police raid of their apartment 
was Mrs. Lennon, who was then pregnant and subsequently 
had a miscarriage. Rather than have her undergo the 
pressures of testifying in a contested criminal case, he 
chose to plead guilty. His major personal consideration 
was her health. This was documented in the press throughout 
the world at the time, where John's devotion to Yoko was 
described at the time, as he slept on the floor near her 
bed in the hospital when she was being treated because 
there were no beds available. The incident at the time 
was memorialized by a record published by Apple Records 
which included a song entitled "No bed for Beatle John" 
a song known as "Baby's heartbeat" and "Two minute silence" 
as a memorial. The record jacket, which illustratethe 
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devotion o'f this couple to one another, and their mutual 
emotional support of one another is attached to 

Mr. Lennon's affidavit. 

The circumstances which led to a conviction are taken 
into account by the decided non-priority cases, and if 
mitigating, will lead to the granting of non-priority 
status. Typical of this group of cases is the description 
in case 30-15 of a 29 year old man convicted of possession 
of heroin in which non-priority status was granted 
because: 

"Investigation has disclosed Subject's arrest 
was made upon a police raid on a house of 
prostitution where he was a customer. He 
had not been suspected as a narcotic addict 
or peddler. A neighbourhood character 
investigation dO not disclose derogatory 
information regarding the Subject." (Case 
appended) • 

Likewise, case number 97 involving criminal possession of 
marijuana was granted non-priority status because "the 
crime for which he was convicted was possession of less 
than ~ ounce of marijuana in a car with another person who 
owned the car, " OIS- stated by former District Director Sol 
Marks on March 8, 1972, several days after he issued the order 
to show cause in the Lennon case. The only family members 
existing in the United States were the parents of the alien 
and the basis for·the grant was the "emotional strain on 
aged parents". The parents were 63 years of age. (Case 
appended) . 

. By no means is a person of good financial circumstances 
excluded from non-priority status. Case 3-41 involves a 
24 year old student convicted of possession of cannabis. 
The factors considered were: 

"Father stated that if subject were forced to 
depart, he and his wife would also return to 
Canada. He would have to abandon his medical 
practice in Park River, North Dakota, and start 

·····• .. I 
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new in Canada. Subject would have to 
interrupt his education. He is presently 
attending the University of North Dakota." 

The alien demonstrated equity although there was no 
economic hardship in the usual sense. The conclusion 
may be drawn that non-priority status will be granted 
where a family will be separated as a result of expulsion 
if the facts demonstrate the equity of granting such status. 

Finally, it should be pointed out that the Service has 
very commendably demonstrated its sensitivity to adverse 
publicity and damage to the image of the Immigration 
Service in a number of cases. Case 3-2 is typical. There 
District Director Marks recommended non-priority in a 
case where the alierlS wife is 'in a highly nervous and 
emotional state since the murder of their daughter, and is 
receiving psychiatric help for her condition ••.. since 
the int:ident. involving the death of their child received 
considerable publicity in the local press, subject enforced 
departure from the U.S. at this time might bring adverse 
criticism upon the Service.". The Lennon case has already 
received considerable publicity on an international basis. 
It is submitted that the expulsion of this highly respected 
and internationally acclaimed musician would adversely affect 
the image of the Immigration Service. The present Commissioner 
is highly respected for his sensitivity to the public image 
of the Immigration Service. This aspect of consideraion of 
non-priority cases has been found to be a significant factor 
in a number of non-priority cases (at least 25). 

In summary there are at least 8 favourable humanitarian 
factors which are presented in this case, namely, 

(1) The separation of a family unit, 
(2) The particular ties of this alien 

to the United States, (effect on his career) 
(3) The special critical health problems 

of the applicant's wife, 
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1786 



John Lennon 
page twelve 

(4) The special circumstances relating 
to the applicant's stepchild, 

(5) The circumstances surrounding the 
applicant's conviction, 

(6) The adverse affect of the publicity 
which might result from removing 
the applicant fran the United States, 

(7) The financial support rendered by 
Mr. Lennon to his wife,and 

(8) The adverse affect upon Mrs. Lennon's 
career. 

In view in these factors as demonstrated in the attachments, 
and the established humanitarian practices of the 
Immigration Service as amply disclosed in the non-priority 
program, it is respectfully requested that non-priority 
status be approved in this case. 

LW: jh 
Encs: 

Respectfully submitted, 
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NAME 

JOHN WINSTON ONO 
LENNON 

ADO REfS 

1 W~st 72nd Street, Apt. 72 
New:York, New York 

~C~IS~T.--~FI~~E~N0~.--4------
1 

Al7 'iQ7 3?1._ 
BIRTHOATE BIRTHP~ACE 

October 9. 1940 Liverpool England 
DATE AND MANNER OF LAST ENTRY 

August 13, 1971 B-2 
PRESENT IMMIGRATION STATUS AND AVAI~ABILITY OF ANY ADMINISTRAT.IVE RELIEF, 

NATIONALITY 

British 
EVER LAWFUL~ Y APMMIHO FOR 
PERMANENT RESIDENCE 

No 

Subject is amenable to deportation under Section 24l(a)(2) of the Act. 
Final order of deportation entered by Board of Immigration Appeals on 
July 10, 1974 which also denied subject's application for adjustment of 

I ~E!E~s~2n~~h~...laf!?~~2~~~fE~h~U·~~~xcludable P~!-;t'S~pt ~p Section 212 (a) (23). 
I ~OilNbS OF DEPORTABILITY • J 

Section 24l(a)(2) - nonimmigrant - remained longer than permitted. 

ALL PERIODS OF RESIDENCE IN U.S. 

New York, New York 
Subject made numerous entries 
period from 1964 to 1971. 

FROM TO 

August 13, 1971 date 
as a B-1 or B-2 nonimmigrant during the 

PHYSICAL' M!NTI>L CONDITION REQUIRING TREATMENT OR CARE IN U,$, 

none 

FAMI~Y SITUATION: 

I· LOCATION OP IIIOUtlt, ION I, 0AUOH1'1!1'tl, fii'AIIIENTI 

N AM It AU fUI:L.ATIQNIHIP LOCATION IMMitlfUTION ITATUJ 

(b)(6) Yoko Ono Lennon 
Kyoko Cox 

2, ltf"I"ECT 01' ltKfDUL .. ON 

I 

I 
(b )(6) 

(Oonf'd on ,..,.,..) 

lff.f~f)~ (Rov. 2-7.631 ... -) NOH PRIORITY CASE SUMMARY 

I 

I 
OAIOIIIIIIID 
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_QUL·---~··········-

cAIMiNAL:i'MMORALoRSUBve:A-SPi[ACfi'ViT'i'E"SSR AFFILIA-i'loNs 1116 u.s. - ----·----· 

(Include Recent Conduct) DISPOSITION 

1. CRIMINAL RECORO OFFEN$ E DATE & Pl.ACE: (lticlude p6tiods ol lmpti$onmont) 

Possession of cannabis 
resin without being 
duly authorized 

11-28-68 
London, 
England 

Fined 150 pounds 

2. SU6VI!RSI'VE ACTIVITIES OR AFFILIATIONS 

none 

OTHER FACTORS .. --··-------·---··-····· 

See attached letter of subject's attorney and subject's affidavit. 

,y 

INSTRUCTIONS 

Preparation: In Triplicate 
Date and Manne I of last entry: 'include place if known, e.g., 1-31-58 El PBso as USC or 2-15-58 without inspect· 

ion near El Paso. 
Ever lawfully: a1hnitted for pet~~~anent residence: date, 1'ort,.and clas$ ,of admission. 

'!>resent Immigration Status: Include dates of OSC, W/ A, 0/D, and give briefly relevant Immigration history. 
Grounds of deportability: All grounds whethP.r or not lodged as charges, together wltll specifications e.g. 

ConviCted of two crimes involving moral turpitude- bigamy (1938). Perjury-(1951)) 
Physical and Mental .Condition: Set forth any pe~tinent information in MI. If no treatment required, so alate. 

If mental case show dates of hospitalization. Include information on both subject'and dependents. 
· Family Situation: 

1. Location of spouse, etc.: Country only if not U.S. If U.S. and living with subject, Indicate LWS, 
not living with subject, give city and state. Indicate status of those in U.S. as USC, PRA, Nl, ILLEG. 
After spouse in ( ) the date of marriage. 

2. Effect of Expulsion: Explain fully economic and other pertinent effects on members of family. 
CriminaL Immoral or subversive Activities' 

1. Arrest record should be set out ~hether convicted or not. 
2. Nat~re, extent and periods of su~>versive activities or affiliations shQuld be fully coverC\(1. 

Other l~ftors to be considered: Items whl'ch should bu considered both f<>.r and &i!Pli\St recommendation. Include 
type of employmet d ea· .. ' ' · · 

'---'•-"'C.:'!------------
GPO u.et.4H 
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~ioMl o.-s ssioaer, 
Btlrlillgton, V-t 

Joe D. llOWeX:ton, 
l'ICt1nq District Dirwct.o&' 

Al7 597 l21 

~ 16, 1975 

Attacbed are ~ PoXM G-312, lloll·Priodty cu. s\ ery, aac1 
relatia'l\iaterial funiu..t by nbject's attonley. • , 

All noted oa rcma G-lU, ROQ-priorit:y statu hu been rec nW 
baHCl "PPD iDto.aatioe coataiaed in tM subject's a.ff14aY1t. 

Att. 

JDH/tkb 

I 
I 

! 
! 
I 
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RE: John LENNON 

~_tfof'ttilltfr!II:AN ~lND:cAG. M. C. 
HOWARD O'OLDlN, M.D. 

. .~~ P. e. 
:ARNoa..£, .... ROCJ1W~j·~. o. 

' ....,. PARK AVliN\.i& 

NICWYONK. Nt.WYORK ICIO.t 

A.AiitA coo• ,:;;: 1 2 

AO 9·0404 

August 22, 1975 

To whom it may concern: 

A complete history and physical examil).ation were done on 
Mr. John Lennon, as well as urinalysis, complete blood 

' ' 

count, SMA-24, electrocardiogram, and chest x-rays. 
't.: 

The examination and laboratory data were within normal 
limits. 

It is my impression that Mr. Lennon.is in excellent health. 

AMR/bh 
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WEISSBARTH_. ALTMAN & MILLER 
CER!1Fl£D PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

919 THIRD AVENUE 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Madison Ave. 
New York 10022 

NEW YORK, N. Y 10022 

August 26, 1975 

Re: John Winston Ono Lennon 

Dear Mr. Wildes: 

We are the United States accountants for John Lennon 
and prepare his federal, state and city income tax returns. 
Mr. & Mrs. John Lennon fil,ed joint federal, New York State and 
New York City income tax returns for 1974 which reflects the 
following information requested by you: 

1) John Lennon's 1974 gross income was $1,199,295: 

If you reqttire lhy f~ther information, please contact . 
the undersigned. · 

HC:GL 
Enc. 

Cordially, 

ii~--l!_ C~::J. 
Howard Comart 



JOH.N LENi'lON 

Cash Oisbursements~cash sasis 

Year Ended December 31, 1974 

Dakota Costs 

Rent and monthly charges 
Food 
Sundries including gratuities 
Hardware, supplies and maintenance. 
·Publications and subscriptions 
Secretarial services· 
Answering service 
Air conditioner installation 
Plants 
Utili ties 
Laundry and cleaning 
Window cleaning 
TV repair 
Cable TV 
Piano tuning 
Art supplies and music books 
Sculpture 

Total Dakota costs 

:' ,, ,, 

$ 19,157 
6,018 
5,361 
1,954 
1.141 

892 
359 
161 
738 

83 
270 
318 
96 

145 
115 
209 
14Z 

j 37.164 

•' 

~JE!S~BARTH,ALTMAN & Ml 
et.'A"tll"'lf:O .. VI!It..IC ACCOUN,.A...:~s 
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JOHN LENNON 

For the Six Montns Ended June 30, 1975 

Dakota costs 

Mon.thly charges 
Food .and water 
Laundry and cleaning 
Utilities 
Repairs and maintenance 

I~~ 

Hardware and supplies · , .. · 
Pub} !cations and subscrJ'ptiQI't~,~~~· ·:·':I I·,·· 
Cable TV .. 
Storage 
Flowers 
Moving 
Seamstress 
Records and tapes 

Total Dakota costs 

·.~ 

' 1,. 

;,, 

,, , .. · 

··: -~ ,' ·'' iJ ' 

<; . . -~. ;~~-. 

,if • 

._.,.:· •. , .. !!lr.l ', 

•': '• 

$ 10 006 
7 463 

19~ 
39 

2 369 
917 

2 177 
107 
47 

282 
499 

2 082 
81 

26 2§!1 
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poi;l?S of a child custody · prm:ccdin~ O\'Cr a nomad is 
illunlin<ttcd in· the record Ldorc us'" That plight 
dcnwnstt;ttcs..thc wbdom of a rule of hm that atrords con
tinuing .in p~.:rson;mt ,iul'isdiction it) the original divorce 
tourt •ts a son of lwmc L>asc to which. for purposes of child 
cu~>tbdy. child sui>por!- and alim~,,n·. the parties may on 
reasO!lable notice bt· rt!tjuircd to resort. 

•:Tb~ts we hold:lhaflmder lG \'.I. C. § llO the district 
cot~t;t .bad in pt!rs0namjurisdict·ion over 'rllr. Cox for the 
putpose of the custtldr decree br virtue of the fact that he 
was a party to the 196~ divorce <\Ction. 

- ·----~----·-

,,. 113. The re<;unl discloses that tbllowing the 1069 divorce de· 
crcc Mr: Cox }lad· poss~ssion of Kyoko. residing in Spring \'alley, 
Idaho. imt t~:ltthe patties had au understanding that both p;n·ties 

•: ·. would t;~ke care of her. In the Spring of !969 ~lr. Cox kft the child 
wilh ~Irs: Lennon in England· for~ time, Thereafter ~lr. Cox aslwd 
for the child lbr a t~mporary visl!. lie took Kyoko out of England, 

· probably to Cntuttlif; :>.Irs: Lennon eventual!)' located them in 
Voorst, Denmark and went there ili an unsuccessful elfort to have 
the child retmu('() to England. While sh~ 1vas in Voorst, ~lr. Cox 
moved l~yoko, so thnt ~~r~: LC.QJJ~ll was unable tl) vjsit her. ;\!r. Cox 
ngrecd to a visit in London pro\·ided·J\'lrs. Lennon pay Jransporta· 
tion for the ~hild, ;\Jr. Cox and his girlfriend. Thereafter ~ir. Cox . 
took the chijd t()H~waii al'ld l\lrs. Lennorl, wheu >he lear1wd of this 

·: }D~;ation, went tl!cre. Mr. C.ox permitted .a one day l'isil on this occa
sion. Thcreal\c:r at :\!~. Lennon's expense Mr. Cox, the child and 
the new lllrs. Cox travelled from Hawaii to Los Angeles where ~Jr. 

··Cox prrinit.!ed :t fo'UE d;ty \'iSH. Nrxthy·~ra'~f to San Francisco, 
but by the tlme l\h·a. L<mt!lm'~d'pfl,lls ~Jh tl>ni'rMst:<.r·location 
he had l!lft for Ne;iv Yprk. Hu wquld 11Qt permit visitation in New 
York. From New Yodd!e wen! tci Montreal. and from i\lontrcal to 

;Voorst. Fro111 ~~rst 'lie went to the Spani~h Island of lhiza where 
;i .•~a stayed abouqhree months. When Mrs. Lennon learned he was 

in lbiza, he \\'e'J! to :l!i\jorca. She e1·cntuall)' found out about this 
ll.lCatlon and went dll1¥c. ~he lbund :llr. Cox liviug in a :llakarashi 
Ccnte~; and the chilct I \ring 11'ith t)le 11!1\V :\Irs. Cox, frorn whom he 
hnd ·'l'parMed. /llr. Cox ~l.ll'111Hted a opiH:lar visit. When illrs. Len· 
non and lwr hu~b~t1fl :ul~l))pt;m ;t llllll'l) pi'Oio11ged vbit by s01(' help, 
lllr. Cox cb;lrged l~bl \Vltlt'~hdueti<>n. These chitr~es ll'l'J'<' ~ven· 
tuall)' dlsmis~ed. ~~~~; J.~l.tilltih(t«~t\llc:lt(f a mmor that th<' child 
w~s hi N~w·Ym·~.rShc,\l'lt~·IO ofltll,ilq;~!it>fin New York b): a habcns 
l.'~pusyro~·ccdihti 'b11i silccc~ ,~ly pl h·ar'niug that Kyuko wns 
uot ltJ·ih:lt stutc. ThQI'I:llllC!' shtt~mfcnl~~ the instant pr\Jcccdiug. 

,' f ' "'h'-·;,\.:: . :. . . . .. . ' 
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S'l'A'l,'E OK NEW YORK ) 
} s. s . ; 

COUN!'Y OF NEW YOR!( ) 

' 

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT 
OF REQUF.ST FOR 
NONP'f~IORITY ST~ 

. ' ' 

8-'75 

JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

This affidavit .is made in response to the letter 

dated Suly 25, 1975 of thE~ New York District. Director, 

Iromigrat ion md Naturalization Ser'!'ice, in con!lection with the 

rurrent review as to possible non .. p:t:iority l!ltatus in my case . 
. ,, 

In reply to the questions stated in that letter I certify that: 

1. My current permanan.t~:esililence adress 

b One ~eat, 72n~ Stt•t• •.New York, New 
• " , -1 .~;· -~<. :r ,-,~r.., · . ·' ' 

York, Apt. 12'. 'l'hi. nlf;IJ been m¥ 
/" ' > :~,-,)I, 

\ permanent ~~t~~~si~pee lin~ M"y 11 li'V. 
't(·f, ! i f ' ; I; 

' ,. 

!! 
,, 

2. I am self.,.PlOJI"'!d ;.na maintain an 

13 70 Avenue o~ tall! l!tAe:t;~~;; ·.·:~.·~ 
' \, _, ·, "' j :~""·fitrlj;1 ~-':•· . ~ ", 

New York, V.. Y!:tl"~. 

3. I attach the statill'llftlt qf my. 
> , : ~ •, I 

1
1· i 1, ;'i<!t~', \•:·,,·'( :: 

physician Arnt)l,~,M. R~'9-~ t, tQ ·· · " ; \ ·: .. · ~::I; . ·.:~ :· . , " . j\:: ,' 
• I • 

the state of 1\\Y he!Uth, ·I•~:·JiixM,blt L 
' '',, ' ' ' .... _ .. :· -_,: ' •'' ' 

· ··,\r ~-'~f;•· ... -r \'--·.-~~. 

4. l am married' and limN~;.~~ ~;ried 

.a pa:riQd of. over; ail(: ~~~, 
. ,, · :;, ~-~-- '~'· '· , i (. ~· ·!;~:·- · .:· '~;;-.~ 't.C·>.; r -~·~ ·•· -~. 

'•" 't) 
.'-''\' 

1803 
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John Lennon 
Affi,Qj!IV'ii:. 

page two 

5. The current permanent residence 

address of my wife, Yoko Oj:~O 

Lennon, is likewise One West 72nd 

Street, New York, New York, Apt. 72. 

My wife has resided at this address 

since 1, 1973. 

6. 
and, 

~"" '·', ' 
unt;,t· 

at 

1804 
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Howevet, as· statl!iia below,'ll'l1 

businel!ls actl vH;y &t·· oltr apartmehi:. 

has been discontinuedbecause of rny 

1 r------------,1 and is 

temporarily being hMi<iled at Lermon-· 

Music, 137& Avt!nu~· of the 1J\mericas, 
I '• 

Ne'W Yor\' City. ' we 'fi~e' jetnt taoc 

returns in the Uhit .. 'ri~~. ll'lu:tr· 

income a!)d 't:a:IC ?ta·t.J li'M' ~hhWt! 'in 

~xh'ibitlll·!tllt;~Jt·~-N:~~tt·· o£ 
,c .. '·C - ,, , ' 

__:: ~· ,.,. .... _ : 

' 
j 
J 
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•'•I; 

'; ' ~ 

·~-t ;.~ '., -~:.4.P. f . 

8. 'The residence addi'€!ss of Kyoko cox, 

our child, is· unknown to us, despite 

our diligent and continuous search over 

the past seven years. 

9. I si.tpport my' wife; Yoke Ono Lennon, fully 

in all respects:.. Her incom~ is grossly 

inadequat~'tomeet her living expenses, 

as· set forth in 'th~ att'-che~ statement 

of our accoufrtani:.s': ·· All' ofchet' ' 

main€eru!n<:le b.asill~crt:N:aurin9 the . 

perioo't'>f !l»ut:•h\~'t~i~tj,~~~a~ been furnished 

by litE!•. ·· · :r ·• lia~• ·. H~;;.H.••':iiup~bi-t~a ~y6ko, 
' '' ".'· ' .··,"~ · .. ,.,,. ' '· -. ': .:: ',._ l_j :.' .·' ·_ ' . ' ' ' ;___ ' : 

lily seipa'isu~t:•~ll~i:iA~''ail. ~ ~h6Cls . ' . ' ' 

of time t:t:lat··'·li~;·,~~~idg~:i:t:ogetl:i~r with 
.·_ ··,: ,· r-·>·-··:· · .. ·:·_.. ,._ .. ··; • • 

\lS and' hhe mad!! i~,· ~l~~~e!f!a~~~*. ·~,1a~ ··--.,. 

be pleaeed to' of'f•¥'.lw(r .··frill l;'lupport 

at any tlme( '"~~tlWifi1~ . Cf~~pite the 

enhj'''6'~ ~~·6~a 1 ¥al'l:tirt~\:*tu~ duiit'ody 

of Kyo'~6~ ln ·-ef~·;;-'tl!' 'l'exl!~ and the u.s. 

Vir(Ji'it Uta~- w~~~e'. h.~ CUI~o~ ~as . 
cc>rtt••te<:j ad~ l:t,it~$4 ;.ii~ ,jd it .... 

. · . . ll~.~V, 
I , :i ' ' :, ,_.,<~" ' ,>~ ' ~,' ' ,.• ''< , ; , •:• 

' > suceeed~d irl'Wi'd.i119;i~. ~!f"'f1etural 
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page five 

our efforts to locate her, which 

have been documented in court .records, 

have continued for about severi years. 

THe opinion of the u .~L Circuit court 

Of Appea~si'fOl:' the1 '!h'±rd circuit, which. 

affirmed the District Court's ruling 

granting ·~:irs 'th~ r'ight to Kyoko' s 

custody ·(Ci.ecfsion of March 30, 1:972} 

reviews'liiur ·•enlyl t!~lri<fttl'dcate 

:r<yoko, 'al'!d is, in pertins;,t. part, 

at:t~~hW lrft~t6 ·~~·i'~bft···4. 

'10. I tlfif~~~f\ll!P 1·1l.atJiii\1~~ ~Qil.1'tf.c)(J·tt;j' 

su'bmtt' .t1fri :f<fll~ \t·¢~·8' in ~i\:!J.!;port of 

my f'equ~lt :;f~i"";J& .. ~~~~~~~;(~~- ~-~ 

1807 
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,! 
,,, 

J 
~~ ·._ __________ ..~1 See,J!l:Khibit 5~ ,·eover of record containing 

" 'I 

•• 

"No Bed for Beatle crobn'' and 'l:!!pt'si@!al1'tbeat", p1.l'blished by 

Apple Records in 1968. :?: - ''" '-, 

' 

. 

1808 



!r,, 

(b )(6) 

' I ·i 

li 
" 1;' ,, 

John JJennon 
.Affia~vit 

' ' ., 

leg<;!l proceedings swrrounding my illll\ligration status are at 

this point the primary source of strain and would be 

The 

alleviated if non-priority status were granted in my case. If 

I were required to leave tl:l~!! Q:p,it:.e4l-States at this time, it 

would be a cruel· inj1u1tice to •illY ;'11.i.fe, })e~aus"1 ot )J.er critical 

medical condition. ' : I ! 

' ~· ,:· 

The granting <;>f f~lii~U(Je il!l •¥9k<:!' $, c••lil••ia~li tb~, denial of 

residence in my lill\l,!lle ~~ !)~:ft.$.~,r;.!P:':.\Jll•uj.age. Ours is a 

very close rel,at.'-~~-'~···~n'IL~@lf:.51i~•.~~·s~. \j,me it was necessary 

for us to tbin'k. about l;le4.rt9t•Rt~;. f~9~t·• .. ~:._; ~f- not 

being together on.,,ll~;llf .. ~~-.l't41fll'~l~il!lf 4t .. ~· ~·~ always l;leen. 
' ' .,.'· ''' ' - ; '·'·" ' :' '>' 

·I rely upon Yoko l\j!lavi'i\.Y: ,f~ ~~~-~'t.\i!"~~- ,_ad·, consult with her 

regularly as .. tl'' tQ.,_g, -i..-;.DIJ·''''~il~lfil·'-~e:'Mil•ults with me 
: . -"·· ., . ' ' . ' ' (, 

•: as to all her .• riiilll>t;ic .~tllP!~II',,'!IJ.;•~•~f;~~- a constant give 

and take which resVIlt• in lfH~·i~~-l'4•~D:Iil'· The Government' 
. - ' . ' ,, . '' ' -~-- ', ' ' ''.'~ ,. ' ' ' ' -, 

decision placed YpkQ .-.·/<11 ~i~~~f~~ M': CQuld travel, 

particularly t!? ,;t;ol.;l~ llllt 1U'ly•;i~a4!111i'«!l!o; ~" ~~~ wljerea,pouts 
~ -·. ' . ' . 
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'i 
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page tl;!n 

fran .one anoj:lJ,er in our pr(Jf~!Sional an9 ~rsonal lives was 

· ~~rmined by. the ~ifferent de9isions in o~r ,cases • . · . ' . - . . . 

I ;~;esper;:tf~l1y. sqbn)i1t; that; sep;,~~~in~ ~okp and 111e would cause 

~s extraordinary hards~ip because of our special closenes~ and 

interdependence. 

Yoko and I h;'lle ,ppn;t;ill}lqUII!.l.Y1 ~l:i,tbt: to..~finq ,her daughter Kyoko 

during all of. the. t~'11~t,t~.lil~ W:f:,:~<!Ve 1 lived, tpgether. and since 

1969 when Sl.e was, sp+rj,Fed awa.v, .. ~t, 1\leiG.J.;t~e:t:, Topy cox. we 
' ',' ' 

followed clues wh.ich · ~~ •'!fii.•~J~~~~.!P,f!~r){, .qanada and 

France.. A;l:ter exb.au~.~i~,~~e~~1:JI,,.~fOU~l) •.. J?{:i.yate investigators, 

mutual friends, and, We!;l-J,,1.j,ll~~~i~e .. 1Jo)u~{lli.·:t:~~en. third 

parties, Yoko has~ r~ISP,f,~~ ~t!),I.~J'),.~~ng over ten psychics in 

her exasperating !tel'!rc~ •. to.,.~¢tj~1f~bP!FR•·"!Kf,~a~~ng two. along 

with her on her rec~~:~X:~P·.:~~~,~~)\·~~ ,q/a""; ~l~e ~hich she 

w~shed to follow. U)?.~ ·. ,lf,~;'t1li~1!9•'~';~~ .. J~.eoele,~ in !;he search for 
' '-- ~·-

Kyoko have cumulati Y~~ 'bft~n,~f;.l~.lt~~.J.i¥. tn~,.l)!motion'!llY 

draining for Us ho:t~,·· ;~ .!Mfi.~L~JI~~'· b~i!la with some 

party holding out a clue, ~.J! ~o ~,1\',~l!'l;;!lla!I!Out•r. only to result 

in a bitter disappoinW.at. .~ l'l .. po~~~' Jt!?l~~ for a large 

sum .. of ,money wJJ:h, ~ -~~tf'-f,~..$·1'~,,Rf ®e occasion, a 

t}l~eat :that UJ:llelill! .su~ ,Jt~*"'~~~, .. ~~)"J\'-J~d~ejJS ot success, 

:the pa;-ess~,WORl.d.t~l¥l~i,f.ft~.~~~ .,,~~~,,.~,~~El'*.:l,.ly in j:eres ted 

11:'1,, ~in,ding, M.f'~~!J,,~>iM.;~~~~··~'* Nf!h~fM~~>njl~ strain 

,, 
1811 
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~ decided the~ the ~Y and· best:-methPd was for tJS :both .to 

:personally ;follow up every H.kely clue, trying. as __ m\,lch as 

:' poesible ·to, avoid• p'Qblic;ity, Despite large expenses and 
' 

great effoJ:t these p;ast yea~!il> no clue has ever proved truly 
! 
I 
~ ,. 
lt 

helpful. 

The search for Kyoko has onlyheighteped our own anticipation 

and hope about the expected birth of our child, and made us 

more and more hopeful of its healthy delivery. The fear of a 

possible miscarriage_ orc•o,the~i~}lJtp'·otten _0!\l'ercomes us and 

we seldom venture fro~J~tOUr illJ'&rftleq.t.,,,,K~oying-as we do that 

Yoko' s own health is: $ndpg~l!'e4,• by,. any jilmotion!ll ol' physical 

stress which might end~~r_ tbiiiH~Mtll of O\lr- child, we are 

constantly in a state,,oi•;•t~r t.*' 11111Je milll~ap; __ J4Y occur which j 
will shatter our hopeAOJI a.ut· O::liiUIQII;'·Pe~"1ftt;. ~h:vJ;c;;, . inj~ry to j 
bqth Yoko and the. chil&.,.,•,,ill'be,,~aN•timpeed,ing .. threat that I 

-t~' ' , 

may be ordered to leave_-the Ufti._.t-,ea~ halil tbull caused us 

great emotional hardship an.c:l e09tt • ._ -&.0 !»-;._JIO •. ,, . 

In view of ,my wife's str'!'nt ti-t~ ~It:~$ .~ars duration in 

this coun~ry, it: ,;i.s.,Jle«~deai .• \,~··~i-ij.~J ~cte<L child in 

this country, _aa«i.sha.,•dd'~JIIIIb.a'II.N' .. ~1-N the child 

elsewhere under ~y cri·r·~-·/'h il·:-'f'lNilfi ~.t~ver, as I 
' ., ;-·._ ' ' d· 

'""'. 
do, t:h:at.,a ehii.d _#;;I'Uftllll<~r~~~-~~U,.~~n~ a:,J.9t!tter 

•• ··:: •. : .{·: .·· ':. f' ., ' ' ', ' 

chaJU~~:.e .. oft ffllir;,. and e~ ····~-~, ~hfil·r Unite<$ :st~tes,. " '' •, " .. , ;··~·,. ' i' 

1812 
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!I 
,, . particularly ;i.n New York., .Yoko ap.d :t .ibave .great hopes ud 

,. 
II 

I 
I ·,. 

expectations as well as.a mutual; de~Ji:t~e to·offer our child 

the benefits the United States .has to offer including its 

wealth of educational and.cultul'i!ll opportunities. 

Because of Yoko's age a~d medica~ back9round and condition 

we are advised that ehis i.s; her last. opportunity to have a 

child, Under these eircUIIlstances•, it is vital to us both 

, that we raise this child .izn tbe country which we believe has 

the best opportunities ;for the child's fullest development. 

As set forth in E:ldtibit 6, •tl~ •• a11!1ach•t! statement ;of 

Mr. Norman Seaman, who·hae ~ -~;"Wi.ile i¢0 fe .. ionally thro1;113h 

her entire professional. caree:Jt h&$<'DeOn' mad~,,!n. this country. 

having developed her ar.tisticf t.~len«:~t,he.r.-e·1 . a-~· of her friends, •' 

and business endeavollZ'S :are ,in t"'- ~try.· .• bae no 6esir~ . ' ' ' ~ 

1813 
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page thirteen 

Since Yoko expects to continue her professional C<~.reer as 

well as to raise our expected child, and S·i.nce both her career 

and the child's upbringing require that they remain in the 

United states, my departure would necessarily separate our 

family unit, deprive Yoko of my companionship and me of hers, 

and deprive our child• of tb&>l:(il'll'lii!:' and companionship of its 

father. The separation of ow-. fami;I.y tu::~i.t WO\lld therefore 

,, cause severe hardship to ·US t;>oth •. 

f' ·' I· 

" ' 

i 

I 
I 

!I 

'EFF~(~·~.91,l~~Q·f;. , 
.: -. . . r.. ~--~>:llt,o·" 

fact th!i\iJ!i-~~'·i.; ·.~ -~~<fa 0f the music It is a well-known 

industry and the arts. . Thrquqh ··tlh· as~ocl-Hons and contacts 

I. have developed here wi1;h musicians and other talented people 

involved in all aspects of t)l~;JIIIUs:l-c indU$tr.y, I have been able 

to continue growing al!d pfo4ucin9 !!!~ ... ~i:t,is~~~~"'Ul my 
,.~. 

professional intereSts>: are notrbere in the tJnited States, and 

naturally, lliYb:tJEiine•s;holdinqs anc!l financial interests have 

' 
been transfert;;•d J:p the United States as we!!'. It has been, 

I believe, a very satisfactory relltionship which I have had 

professionally with this country. I have gained and benefited 

from its rich musical environtll!'nt !Nla· l)aw in.return generated 

wha~ever music I am capable of creat.tng. I trust that there has 

also been financial and l:lllsi~ljtS bj!nefitto_.tbe country which 
. . 

:,. ' V• 'i• ' .' C ' ' ' ~ •< 

flow from the produeing ~M aa;rkE!Ui1g o~ my muaic. 
! ' ' ' . 

To expel 

·~ 

' ! 
" .~ 
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page fourteen 

would be like removing a fish from water, as it would uproot 

me from the environment which'r believe most contributes to 

my life and work as an artist. 

C01(¢j:.USION 

In view of; the <~hove, I respectfully request that non-

Sworn to before me this 

26th 

LEO/·/ WILDES 
110!-\Jl'l' PUBliC, Sia'o of New Yell! 
No.l1:42702;'5 fie\'/ Ycrk Co!:nty 
Commi~:;iaa L:;~:rt:; ~.~<!r:;;l :50, lS,? 

19?5 •. 

· . .J' ' ·'' 

~--:·;-\t~J-\~ ;~'t'"' 

-,~ .. 

'' 

,, 
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RE: John LENNON 

HERMAN 8TEIN811RQ, M. D. 
HOWARD GOLDIN, M. D. 

P.C. 
ARNOLD M.ROCHWARGIER,M.D. 

NIEW VOfUC:, NI:W YO,_K I ooa t 

AREA CODC Z t a 
AG .o0404 

August 22, 1975 

To whom it may concern: 

A complete history and physical examination were done on 
Mr. John Lennon, as well as urinalysis, complete blood 
count, SMA-24, electrocardiogram, and chest x-rays. 

The examination and laboratory data were within normal 
limits. 

It is my impression that Mr. Lennon is in excellent health. 

very truly yours, 

~fi1·~ 
Arnold M. Rochwarger, M.D. 

AMR/bh 

(5')<..\·hlbiT CD 
·------~--~-------r----------- 1816 
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P~tNN5'11..VA.Nll\ OF"F"lCE: 
CASL£ WANYCPAS1 NEWYOAK 

AACHlit!:CT$ •uii.DING1 PHILA.\8103 

WEISSBARTH, ALTMAN & MILLER 
CERnFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS 

919 'IHlRD AVENUE NEW YORK, N.Y. 10022 

12121 688·8895 

August 26, 1975 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Madison Ave. 
New York 10022 

Re: John Winston Ono Lennon 

Dear Mr. Wildes: 

We are the United States accountants for John Lennon 
and prepare his federal, state and city income tax returns. 
Mr. & Mrs. John Lennon filed joint federal, New York State and 
New York City income tax returns for 1974 which reflects the 
following information requested by you: 

1) John Lennon's 1974 gross income was $1,199,295: 

2) Yoko Ono Lennon's 1974 gross income was I I represent-
ing a loss: ._ ______ _. 

3) The Lennons combined taxable income on their joint 1974 
federal return was I I 
4) The total United States, New York State and New York City 
income taxes paid for the year 1974 was I l(after allowance 
on the federal return for the foreign tax credit and excluding 
the self-employment tax): and 

5) Enclosed please find an analysis of the Dakota apartment/office 
expenditures for the year 1974 and for the six months ended June 
30, 1975. 

If you require any further information, please contact 
the undersigned. 

HC:GL 
Inc. 
cc 

Cordially, 

~C-=t 
Howard Comart 
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JOHN LENNON 

Cash Disbursements-Cash Basis 

Year Ended December 31, 1974 

Dakota Costs 

Rent and monthly charges 
Food. · 
Sundries including gratuities 
Hardware, supplies and maintenance 
·P~blications and subscriptions 
Secretarial services· 
Answering service 
Air conditioner Installation 
Plants 
Utilities 
Laundry and cleaning 
Window cleaning 
Tlf repair 
Cable TV 
Plano tuning 
~rt supplies and music books 
Sculpture · 

Total Dakota costs 

$ 19,157 
6,018 
5,361 
1,954 
1,141 

892 
359 
161 

·]38 
83 

270 
318 

96 
145 
115 
209 
147 

~ 37.164 

WEISSBAFITH,ALTMAN & MILLI!.FI 
et:ATII"'If::Q PUBLIC: A.CI!OUNTAKTS • t. 

• 
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JOHN LENNON 

Cash·Ois~'r.sements-Cash Basis 

For the Six Months Ended June 30, 197$ 

Dakota costs 

' ' . 
Hon'thly charges 
Food and Wilter 
'Laundry and cleaning 
Utilities · 
Repairs and maintenance 
Hardware and supplies 
Publications and subscriptions 
C<11ble TV 
Storage 
Flowers 
Moving 
Seamstress 
Records and tapes 

Total Dakota costs 

$ 10 006 
7 463 

195. 
. 39 

2 369 
917 

2 177 
107 
47 

282 
499 

2 082 
81 

$ 26 264 

WEISSBAFITH,ALTMAN & MILLER 
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poses of a child custody proceeding over a nomad is 
illuminated in the record before us. 111 That plight 
dcnwnstraws the wisdom of a rule of l<n\· that affords con
tinuinp; in personam jurisdiction il) the original divmcc 
(.'ourt as a sort of home base to which. for purposes of t'hild
custody, child support and alimvny, the parties may on 
reasonable notice be required to resort. 

Thus we hold that under IG V.I.C. §110 the district 
court .had in personam jurisdic~ion over 'rvrr. Cox for the 
purpose of the custody decree by virtue of the fact that he 
was a party to the 1969 divorce action. 

lG. The t-ecord discloses that following the l!l69 dh·orce de
nee r.rr. Cox had possession of Kyoko, residing in Spring Valley, 

· Idaho, but that the pa1ties had an understanding that both parties 
would take care of her. In the Spring of 1969 1\lr. Cox left the child 
with ~Irs. Lennon in England for a time. Thereafter ~lr. Cox asked 
.for the child for a tenJporary visit. He took Kyoko out of England, 
probably to Canada. ~Irs. Lennon C\'entually located them in 
Voorst, Denmark and went there ili an unsuccessful effort to have 
the child returned to England. While she \\'aS in Voorst, Mr. Cox 

· mo\'cd Kyoko, so that )Jr~. Lennon was unable to \'isit her. ~lr. Cox 
agr~cd to a visit in London pro\·ided Mrs. Lennon pny transporta· 
tion for the child, ;\lr. Cox and his girlfliend. Thereafter ~!r. Cox . 
took the child to Hawaii and 1\lrs. Lennon, when she learned of this 
location, went there. ~lr. Cox pennltteda one day \'isit on this occa
sion. Thereafter at ~Irs. Lennon's expense ~lr. Cox, the child and 
the new 1\lrs. Cox travelled from Hawaii to Los Angeles where Mr. 
Cox prrmittcd a four d•1Y visit. Next he trawllcd to San Francisco, 
but by the time 1\lrs. Lennon learned of his San Francisco locatioll 
he had left for New York. He would not permit visitation in New 
York. From New York he went to ~!ontreal, and from 11ontrcal to 

· Voorst. From Voorst he went to the Spanish Island of lbiza where' 
· h(• stayed about three months. When Mrs. Lennon learned he was 

in lbiza, he went to ~lajorca. She eventually found out about this 
location and went there, She lbund :llr. Cox living in a ;\lakarashi 
Center and the child" living with the new :llrs. Cox, fi·mn whom he 
had ~<'parated. 1\lr. Cox permitted a one day visit. When illrs. Len-
non and her husband atlcnlptcd a more prolonged visit by self hdp, 
1\lr. Cox charged them with abduction. These chilrj'!cs wl·rc even· 
tuallr dismi>sc<l. Mrs. Lennon lawr heard a mmor that the child 
was in New York. She tri<'d to obtain relief in New York b1· a habeas 
corpus prot•ecding but succeeded only in ],•,nning that Kyuko was 
not in that state. Thereafter she conmwuccd the instant proceeding. 
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16 _ Septembel" ~. ms•$ervm<J ~~'::.:'P":'~··_ 

. FT _ MONMOlf~l't _ . , 
-r- Th•· secretary q1, -. · 
lmny has, toured thi$": i' · 
post and Ft. D\J< bu( 
ture cf Th" two 'fat-: 
stiH i1• doubt. 

J oltn Lennon 

Decision 
reserved 
on Lenoon 

NEW YORK - A l•eerl!! 
appeals court Tn~:,.,. 
served l!ecision 011 a bid by 
!otmer Beetle John Lennon 
to ovar.turn an Apr.ill9H de
portation ocder. 

Arn:y Secretar,, -
R. Htlffm.H'I. v(c,··· 
pn:its Thursdrt>' 
gres"ional de' 
duct:.--.q: the tw• 
U.S. Senatrw:. 
Cli!Lwd P. Ca~ 
era\ Harrison , -,__ .. 

THE SEC~~ 
more rldintt.;-J ~ :~ · ~ 
(or Ft. DilL l .. 
tnrmth in his 
tided to abi' 

Chief Judl!e lrvlng ~-. 
Kaufman did not indl'<ltf.e ,_.._.__,.~
how soon tbe .. court Wl)llfd 
rule. T!w.LJ. ~ 1War4ollm
migi'ati"" ~ali .. Of~hid 
Leanon !11!1191'1#1d' as JIO!i' un
d.,sirabl.l>,b~aUs<> of.Jt t968 
ma.riju!fllq:,.<:$1nvkH~ ill 

l :5'ri~~:~~ 
' l,;ew~.to~~~dlo 
j linld a .. nt\~~.· _' ·: 'flir ... the 

·~ Ir.oc',!.k~!star•~·~!®·!· ~·,.fta;~·,'<li)ald · gain lltai.!.IS sim-
wJte, Yoko 
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TO REPlY BY MAilGRAM, PHONE WlSfERN UNION TOll FREE ANY TIME, DAY OR NIGHL 

AlA BAM A 6(10 Jll 5300 
AHIZONA ... 800 648 4100 
·,fiKANSAS 800 .!255100 
C.\ciFORNIA. SOU 648 4100 
COLORADO .. , ............... 800 325 5400 
CONNECTICUT. . . . .•. 800 2~7 2211 
OHAWARE. . . . . . . . . . . • .. 800 257 2211 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA . 8Uil257 2211 
FLORIDA . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 800 125 5500 
GlORGIA. 800 257 2231 
IDAHO . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 800 648 4109 
ILLINOI~ . . . . . . 31\fl 325 5100 
INDIAN/( . . . . . 81l1J )215200 
IOWA. . . . . . . . . . S!lil 325 b100 
KANSAS. . g;;<J :•215100 
KENTUI:KY. . iO~ 325 5100 
LOUISIANA. . . ... BilD 325 530G 
MAINE , . . ... SfJG 211 2231 
MARYlAND. . ....... 81JU2572211 
MASSACHUSETTS. . ... 800 257 2271 
MICHIGAN .......... 8CJO 325 5300 
MINNESOTA . 800 325 5300 
MIO,SISStPPI. . . . . . . . .. 800 325 5200 
MISSOURI ... , ..•........ , , . SDO 342 5700 
•.t:)i>TANA .................. 800 325 5500 
NfRRASKA ................. 300125 5100 
N EV ,\ OA . . . . . . . . . . ... 8fJO 992 5700 
NEW HAMPSHIRE . . . .. 800 257 2221 
Nf::\NJH~S[Y. 

f~~-W Mf.XICO. 
.. 81G 63/ 2171 

. 800 Ji:& >400 

NEW YORK 
Areas 315,518,607 & 716.. . ... 800 257 2221 
Aroas212,516&914 . 8002572211 

Except Manhattan . . . . . ... 962 7111 
Bronx .............. 9627111· 
Queens .......... ,, .... 4598100 
Brooklyn ..... , ..• , .... ·459 8100 

NORTH CAROLINA ............ 800 2572231 
NORTH DAKOTA .. , .... , .. 800 325 5400 
OHIO ...................... 800 325 5300 
OKLAHOMA ...... : . ......... ~00 l25 5100 
OREGON. . . . . . . . ........... 800 648 4100 
PENNSYLVANIA 

Arm 215 & 717. . . . 800 257 2211 
Areas 412 & 814. . . . . 800 257 2221 

RHODE ISlAND . . . . . . . ... , 800 257 2221 
SOUTH CAROLINA . . . . . . . . . . 800 257 2231 
SOUTH DAKOTA .... 800 325 5300 
TENNESSEE. . ............... 800 325 5100 
TEXAS . . . ... 800 325 S300 
UTAH. . ........... 8006484100 
VERMONT . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . .. 800 257 2221 
VIRGINIA .................. 800 257 2221 
WASHINGTON ... , ............ 800 648 4500 
WEST VIRGINIA . . . . . . . . . . . . . 800 257 2221 
WISCONSIN . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 800 325 5200 
WYOMING. . .....•....... 800648 4500 

OR DIAl WESTERN UNION'S INFOMASTER SYSTEM DIRECTLY: 

fROM TELEX ........... . . 6161 FROM TWX ............. 910 420 1212 

i' 

. ) 
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AU'Il\OR!ZATlON FQR DVAL OF ClASSIFIED MATERIAL 

File No. CO. 243·129·C NYC·N-)42·?9 (lENNON, John) 

Description o! lllaterial, it other than file: Record of Proceeding, NYC·N·t 342·79 

C0-24)·129-C, ~ork Folder, 4~ts 1, Secret, l Conftdential & 2 Unclassified, 

Corresp, Southern 

Reason ror removal: For review by Mr, Mary McGuire, USA for fit District 

.)\ltl!fijnllpg!'t.i'r:t1• C1)\!Tt ?.J(cL• r'oJ..;y, Sq, NYC 

S TA GUROCK /tJ~, 
Signature or person requesting permission __ .. _.,...·_l{J..._ __ _ 

Permission granted by: 

6/23/75 
DA~ 

bat Hand Del by, E, Polladt. 
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SHAW, PITTMAN, POTTS & TROWBRIDGE 

180Cl, M STREET, N, W, 

WASHINGTON, D. C. 20036 

TEL.ECOPI&::R 

lltA,MSAY O. POTTS 
STE:UJH:tT L PITTMAN 
GEORGE F. TR:OWBRIOG£ 
STEPHEN 0. POTTS 
GEFI'ALO CHAFtNOFF' 
PHILLIP O. BOSTWICK 
R TIMOTHY HANL.ON 
GEORGi: M. ROGER$, .,JR. 
liiRUC£. W. CHI,JRCHILL 
LESLIE A. NICHOLSON. .JR. 
MARTIN 0. KRALL 
RICHARO .J, KENDALL 

ElltNEST L.. BLAKE, ..JR. 
C:ARLtTON $,.JONES 
THOMAS A. BAXTER 
..JAMES THOMAS LENHART 
STEVEN L. MELTZER 
DEAN O. AU LICK 
SHELDON ..J. WEISEL 
JAMES M. BURGER 

(202} .29$·0694 & .29$·1760 

.JOHN tNGEL 

TELEX 

..JAY £,SILBERG 
BAFHIARA M. ROSSOTTI 
GEORG£ V. AL.L.E:N, .JA. 

ROBERT W. ANNANO 
LAURENCE STORCH 
STEPHEN B. HUTTLER 
Wt THROP N. BROWN 

SMITH 
UL.L.IVAN 

HAMi,.IN 
-ZAHL£R 

aS·2Ei93 (SH.A.WLAW WSH) 

CABLE "SHAWL.AW" 

WM. BFI'AOFORQ REYNOLDS 
FFUtO A. LITTLE 
BARRY M. $MOLER 
NATHANI£1.. P. BAU;o, .JR. 
MARK AUGENBLI¢K 
FRE.O ORASN&:R 

CH M. SCHWARTZ 
EVELYN Q • .A.B~.A.VANEL 
GEORGE fe, TROWBRIDGE:, .JR.• 

•NOT AOMITTEO IN Q.C 

Mr. Maurice F. Kiley 

December 2, 1976 

United States Department of Justice 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, Ne~- _!!;u:k-----iiJttcn- -·~~--- ---- ---~ ----. 

.. ~ ... ----
M~~:~File Al7~97 321 

Dear 

(..,11 
(_,_) 

Reference is made to your letter dated October 15, 
1976 informing us that the cost of obtaining a decision in the 
above-captioned case will be $28.00. 

Because the request for a copy of the decision is 
being made by us on behalf of an individual who is arguably 
indigent, we hereby respectfully request that you waive the 
$28.00 fee pursuant to section 16.9 of title 28 of the Code of 
Federal Regulations. 

-•:-;'f"' 
'",.. ~"'"' ·--·1·>' 

-~:· ... 

., 
:'1'1 

We look forward to hearing from you at the earliest 
possible date. 

Sincerely 

t· 
JAE:lf 

1835 
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20 •• Dr~ ..... fOII'Ic, .... fork 1000'7 
October 15, 1t71 

I 

IOU PIIIDIIIJ 
(Iat ..... ttoa) 

Al7 597 321 

"'"...,.mann 11 ..... to,_. ln'- .- ov Nll11 Ill 
Oct.._ 11 liWI Jlllrild.at .. to tile n,_ .t 1111 a.p1H1 

lett••• -"• .ttlotal nawda 1a a uU• witll tlillt oue 
of .JOIIIf ....... 

'" _.. ellY1_. dlle to tlillt Ml.-1 .... utan .t tlillt .JOIIIIf LIDOII 
Nli:Rd, IIIII tlillt 11atted 7 IIIII MCI 3 ' Ra d1nted 1a 
•and! • wttla.., •ll•M• .t lDJlettftal 'Ull'iwitiH, tt ,...ld 
bit • •••*'lllllll11 t .. JM'ble tllllt to NDiodllll tlillt nutd ta 
OllllfliUOII wttla tlillt ...,. ,., 11.-ta Nlliftll tr. tlillt JlllbUc. 

laaewu, 1:11:1.1 lerrtae 11 ,..1111'04 to hrltllll • oaw of tlillt fiaal 
clllot11• l'lldlnd by ~1:1- .JliJIIII Ira ftOld.-& .. 1 at ... Oil 
.na1r 11, 11Wt. • ..... ,., ........ ,.. -.,.. .. ton ... , 

10 ...... 18\1 ....... • ta.oo 

ft-. .W.t a olleQ e _, ..... , ,_.lo to tlillt r.atpatt• IIIII 
XahraltMU• llea'Ytae, ~t of J'Uttae, wttll a C1ef1 .t tlata 
Inter attMIIM. 
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DIMr lire& 

10 .. at II....._,, ... York, ... York 10007 

October 15, 1978 

I 

POIA nr.1 
A17 ~7 321 

.. t.IUI ll ... W ,_.. Ullld tw a ..., ot tbe «**ilt• 

....... - lll)~f of .Jala I 18 bJ .JIIIIIe 1ft fteJ.dateel, 

.. .,.. • .JIIlr 11, ttTt. 

Na a.nt01t ta ... , ... te tuaia • .., ot tlla deoltll•. 
'1M Clbarple ••••••• t• - an u fol~r 

10 ...... 1.,,... .... 
--ltS.•IIIN. ......... -' 
t•rataot$1.00PII'.-..rt•-
la- ot tbe fil'llt ~ ..._. • 

'IIDBL 

u.oo 

a:·· .66 

Pl- .-t • cllaoll • _,. ..... ,_,...'- te t11a z.tpau• 
..S lai-~I.Ut• ........... 11101 lilt ot JIIRf.oe, 'wttll a .... 
ot Wa letter at:taalled, 

Attl' It 
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i 

:' 

Dear Sir: 

20 W.t Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

October 1, 1976 

I 

L 
~ i 

FOIA PENDING 
(InforMt1on) 

Reference ia .... to your requeat for inforMation fro. the recordl of 
this Service pert&ininc to Mr. JobD Ltnnon. 

I 
' We uve J'81tu•tlllll the recorda n4Midlllll to proc•• your inquiry. It Will 

receive attent:ton •• aoon •• the nqutred record• 'are received. 

Sincerely, 

*URICI F, KII.IY 
District Director 
M., York District 

by : I, Burnett, Supe:rviaory COntact ReprMentaU ve 
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30 weat Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

October 1, 1976 

SIIIIW, Pi tt-.n, Jlrottl • THWbrtdp 
1800 M StNet, If, I'. 
ftalainrton, D.C. 10086 

Dear Sir: 

FOIA PINDING 
( Infol'llll.tion) 

Reference :la Mde to your r4111u•t for inforw.tion fr011 the recorda of 
thia service pertaintnr to Jlr, Jolla Lennon. 

l'e Jaave requeated tlaa r«:oi.'U needed to proc"• your illfluiry. It wUl 
receive attetion •• aoon •• the nquil"'d recorda are receivad. 

Sincerely, 

MURICJ: r, KILBY 
Diatrtct Director 
If .. York Diatrict 

(, 

by: I. Burnett, 8upe~rv1aory COntact RepreaentaU ve 
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\IORKSHEEi FOR FREEDOM OF INFORMATION ACT REQUESTS 
'--------··----- -------------

Date Appl i'ant Advised re 
Extension on G-639A: 

Date: 

1/~f' 
' 

I 

ACTIONS DATES INITIALS ·---.--· -- -
Freedom of Information Act Request Received-·--------------

Local Search Completed-------------------------------------
Index--------------------------------------------------

File Shel f-----------------4-'-7-.C",.:J..J)--j ·------
Feder a I Record Center Docket -------~~~-----------~----
Requested from Federal Record Center-------------------
Received from Feder a I Record Center ____________________ 

Special Search Started-------------------------------------
Special Search Completed-----------------------------------

Telephone to c.o. for Index Search-------------------------

Res~onse from c.o. Index Search----------------------------

Record located at: (Location )------------
Telephonically requested-----------------------------------

Information Obtained---------------------------------------

File Received----------------------------------------------.. 
Final Response Made----------------------------------------

Forwarded to D.O. for decision, when applicable------------

Placed on wire circular, if necessary----------------------
Response on circular-------------------------------------

~--.,-- ----· 
FOIA request transferred to office having juri sd i c t ion, 

when applicable----------------------------------------------- -----·· ----
Received by Office having jurisdiction---------------------. -

COMMENTS: 

(ALL INPORMATIO!V F.NTERED ON TillS FORM AS TO THE DATil: 01-' ACTION TAKEN wnl.. BE lNITIALEJl H\' Tttl:; 
INDIVIDUAL TAKING SUCH ACTION} 

Form G-640 (3-1-75) 
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· ', ~iCt 
•!o\M,!.~~' :''·~~\1 
. 'tH Mg1-1~w. PiTTMAN, POTTS & TROWBRIDGE 

' . ., M\ '1S 1800 M STREE:T, N. W. 

Slf t3 II .l;. WASHINGTON, D. c. 200;;!6 

!iAN EST L. BLAKE, JR. 
CAFIILE:TON S . ..JONES 
THOMAS A. BAXTEflll 
JAMES THOMAS LE:NHART 
.sn:vEN L. MELTtE,. 

(202) 331·4100 

T!!:LECOPI£R 

RAMSAY 1:). POTTS 
STEUAFIT I... Pr'fTMAN 
GEORGI: f'. TROWIIHlroGE 
ST!::PHEN D. II'OTTS 
GERALD CHARNOI"F' 
FIHII.llFI D. B0$TWICK 
Fl. TIMOTHY HANI.ON 
GEORGE M. FtOC&RS, .JR. 
liiRUCE: W. CHURCHILl 
LESLIE A. NICHOLSON, .JR. 
MAFI'riN 0. KRALL 
AICHARO J. KENOAt..L 

Of:AN 0. AU LICK 
SHELDON J. WEISEL 

(20:2) 296·0Ei94 & 296-17150 

..JAME:S M. BURGEI'< 
JOHN E:NGtl. 

TELEX ROE'IltRT W. AN NAND 
LAURE:NCE STORCH 
STEPHEN 9. HUTTLEA 
WINTHI'IOP N, BAOWN 

89·2693 (SHAWLAW WSH) 
JAY E. SILBERG 
SARBARA M, RO$SOT'tr 
GEORG£ V. ALLEN, ,JR. 
WM, BRADFORD REYNOI..CS 
FRED A. LITTLE 
liiARRY M. $MOLE:A 
NATHANIEL I". BREED, JR 
MARK AUGEN BLICK 
F"REO ORASNER 

GLENN A. SMITH 
.JAMES J, SVi,.LIVAN 
JAMES El. HAMLIN 
ROBE:.AT E. IM>~LER 
CHAJ't'LES M. SCHWARTZ 
EVELYN G, ABRAVANE:L 
GE.OFI:GE F. TfiiOWBAIOGE, .JR. 

Public Information Division 

September 21, 1976 

Department of Immigration & Naturalization 
20 West Broadway 
New York, NY 10004 

Gentlemen: 

CABLE "SHAWLAW" 

Please send a copy of the final order 
Judge Fieldsteel in the John Lennon case. 
decision was rendered this past spring. 

handed down by 
I believe the 

I have confirmed with Judge Colliner that such a decision 
is available. He suggested that I contact your office with 
my request. our firm represents a client that has a back
ground similar to that of Mr. Lennon. I would appreciate 
if you could attend to this request at your earliest 
convenience. 

JAE/eam 
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Septelll.ter 9. 1116 

latalo r. Cltnllrllo, h. , 1-.. 
1a1~ t11 ••••••a• aut1dtac 
..... ill lltla ltftlt 
fld.lllllltlpbia. ... 11101 

..... lll'l 

A17 H7 311 

llf•••• iR .... to JCIUI' ,.... ffllf' a ..,. ot tile dloilioa 
II I red 011 llilha1f et .,._IliFF I'D 1111 .Judp IN ftol•at-1 0 .. _....OR .Julr 1'1; It'll, 

'l'taia lin'ftOR la Jlll•llll to luntlll a.., ot tlao dooilioa. 
'1'1111 ua ,., ...... tor - .,. u tollwr: 

10 ,.... e lOIP per ,... 

llilfl'.._l U• - 1 bn. 45 lllaa. at tile 
nto ot Q,OO per .-rter laoUI' b ..... 
ot tlao tirat ..-rtor bour, 

- ... oo 

Pl .... nm. t • ebrrok • .... ,. ...,., ,.,.1• to tile r..icrati• 
_. latval1•tt• ltnioo, ~t et Jl&lliiOR, witla a ..,. 
of tllta t.ttv attllliloll. 

• ...... 1,., 

..-Ica r. IIIMY p 
D:latrlot D:lnctor' 
.., YOrk Diatrict 
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~~ Gu~ 
5 hrs · 45 'rni(\~ · 

Rc::...c.oRD ---. ' . 
I h f" .. - teo;::, I OV\. 

Toi~C~t...: «? H-v-s· ltS h\Jns,. 

f~~ 
t 
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..... M.w-IUfttl , ••. ..... ,..r F 

Individual Register Receipt 
UN/TEO STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 

I F E E p A I D N u M B E R NYC 182606 I 

APPLICATION FORM NUMBER 
(CIRCLE/ 

G-639 1·129 B 1·192 I· 290 A 1-600 N •577 
G· 641 1·129 F 1-193 I· 290 B (. 601 N • 580 
G·6S7 I ·130 1-196 1· 485 I· 612 N • 600 
1·17 1·131 1-212 1· 506 N -455 
,_ 90 1·140 I· 246 I- 539 N -470 
1-102 1·191 1·256 A 1-550 N -565 

OTHER 

~·*~ 
TYPE OF IcY REMITTANCE BC MO IMO c 
(CIRCLE/ 

ISSUING SECTION 
(CIRCLE/ INF 

T C !Mt;) OTHER (ASBR.) 

REC'O BY !INITIALS) 

5TAPLt TO OP NIGH EOG( ()P' A,!>PI.ICATION 
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SF.? 2. \ PJ\ 10·. 4 3 

.. tale r. Cuabello, .rr., .... 
IIUitl 616 lobiDIOD lutllliDC 
41 Iouth 15th ltreet 
PhU ... lpbta, Pa. 19101 

111111' ll:r : 

A17 597 321 

.. ,. .. t.• _..to ,our N~~Ueet fo:r a_,. of ttw lleciet.Oil 
r...._..S Oil belldt of lobll r.- tly .Judp Ira fte111et .. l, 
eat_... Oil .rut1 rt, me. 

fh:t.• 81r¥:t.ae :1.1 psep•lld to fun:t.lh a OOPJ ot tbe tlloiliOil. 
'file oharpa ........ tor - .... u followa: 

JO ...... 10\' ....... .. ea.oo 

h:r-1 t:t.• • 6 h:rl. 46 ldDI, at tbe 
rate of tt.oo ,_ ~ bcNr :t.n ..... 
of tM ti:r•t ~te:r hour, 

Jll .... reid t • obealt o:r ..,..., o:r111:r, ,.,...1• to the :r..iiP'&t:I.Oil 
IDCI laturaU•t:l• llli'Ytae, .. ,..., aat ot .Jilletiae, w:t.th • _,. 
of th11 lett_. attMhlld. 

~~~~ ~~r.a~.~r W 
It n:rtot D:Lnotor 
._ 'fork l:l.etriot 
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U!•ll'!'lW 3'!':!\'175 :W1'J\!lTMP:~l"' "" JU!!'I'!C'l'. 
T.,.lqntion l\nn Hat1'tralhat:Jon Serorice 

rn th'!! r.•at:t.er of 

!'!eadM 241 {a) (9) , t;!IT !let {8 usc 1251 (a) (9)) -
nonhllnifJ!'aftt vuitor faUlt!! to CICiir"lY with 
eonditioas of such atata5 

Section 24l(a)(2l, II~ Act (9 USC l2Sl(a)(2)) 
IIOft:I.Miqrut, r-b1ed lGII.':fft' than l'flll!!itted 

APPLICI\'I'IO!'l' M:!Ulltatent ot at:at:us \UII!!er l'«rt:icm 245 ot the 
I.Bieifl'&t.ion 8M lllation&Hty ~t (8 lJSC 1255) 

teen llillte;s , Ellf'l. 
51 S MadiiM A-...mu; 
Nw York, !'I.V, 10022 

1Ulliam l'lunlop, J:sq. 
'!'rid Attorney 
Nev York, If. Y. 100n7 

'!'he r.sp~J~ldent it a l5 year old •rried l!lale aU.e, a native anll C!itiun 

o£ Pnqlanll, wM last 4lr!tflhd the till! ted Stat:aa on AllC!Ut 13, 1"171 and was 

authori¥~ to remaia until February 29, 1972 a. a vieitor for oleasure. 

oaedin~s ~lied for ad1~atment of stat:us to that of a permanent resident 

of the United Stata11 llllder seetion 245 of. the r.i!!Tation anll "lationality 

Act. In tb• eonst.deration of that apJ'licatio!l it developed that there was 
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al':'O!IIll fro~~~ 11. conviction in llnqland in l96EI fer \"'I!Iaen.!.on "f hashillh. I 

<:fAYe eonsi<!erati<,n m the llffQet of tlwr.t: oonviction lUI ~W~.1<i.n" hi Ill tn · 

al!.<:dhl~ J"o:r a-.lll\f.adon t<'> the t•ni.tftrl ~tlttes 1mder ~<'!<:ltion ?12(11) (23) of the 

tl'll!liqration and 'latinnalit.ot .\ct 1100 in ~1' decillion of '1arch 21. 1973 found 

him inel!gihle for that relief, "v decision was a~le<! to th• !loud of 

~iqration ~pneala and ~~nt h61v ttnds~ ~ate of Julv 10, 1Q74. affirmed 

1'\V 1ecidon. '!.'hereafter, the lllll.tt<IU' mlll taken to the t1niteil St.a.tu Court 

of Apr>ealll and by 11 Co'lsrt dMillioo of (')etobftr '7 1'17'\ that court ruched 11. 

different CO!IClusion lUid r<I!Mndll'i the i!llltte'r f'or a f'urt:hc' hearinq on the 

mol'its distinct from t~ d-l'lt of •tant..ory ineli~ibilitv arhinq from 

t.~e ecnvict.Jon which hll111 l:..en eonsidere-1 before. '1'he ~rll of bu:d.qration 

l'.~h r-ndl'ld it to llle ® l"ehruary 20, 1~76 for that pu!"PI)H 11M th<e 

haar:l.nq today wu ir1 i'u't:herance t1f that: remand. 

~D the record indicates, the res~ent ia the beneficiary of' a third prefer

ence Yin petition under tile quota. tor Grot llritain alld a oumber has been 

aas19!1ed for his UBe under thltt ~rtion of the quota, 

lle has been -.ined by the aopropriate IIIM1c:al authodt:iea and fOWII! to be 

medically ad!niedble to the united States. There iw no re~ of' any criminal 

X'll!l.lord oth•r than what haa !llna<'l•t been ref' erred to above. lie appon to 

have complied ~ith the oeeeaeary tax obliGations in this country and a~s 

to be otherwise BtatQtorilv eliqible for the relief he ~ r~ted. 

tt NY be pointed out );larentMticallv that ha b Nrrie<'l t., a lawful pema

nent resident of' the tmite<! Statu and nerw has a United States oitiQR child 

reaultinq fi'OIII that 111UTU<Te . lfo i11eue hat~ been rabfld by tha li\tldgrat.ion 
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of the t.'ni tad States . 

-3-
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'/I·DTf t~ 
Commissioner James F. Gre~~m.e 
Commisaioner E • .A.. Loughran 
u.S. Dept. or Justice 
Immigration and Natura1ization Sere ice 
Washington. D. C. 

u~ 20536 
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t Ullit o1 P111un I l. \~t Of l.lllitl 1 

10 

1. COUNTRY Of 8liTli 9. Aall\1 Al!Datt) \Pll(t) \Cllll) 

10. PLACE OF NATURALIZATION II. CERTIFICATE NO. 

It DATE fOIWARDfl}. 

ltQUtSl fOR Fllt ON LOAN CHARGE COPY 
fn G·IOO \ltv. ll·l·nl 
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a..lr-=========-... -_-_w·O--R-KS_H_t_E_.T==F-O:R_-_F=R-E_E~D-=O-M_-_o=F=-1·-N~F-O_-R_M=A-T_-I_O~N ~=T __ ~EQUE:T_s ____ _ 

Date Applicant Advised re 
Extensior. on G-639A: 

Date: 

o/,~1 
I ·,;." '/"J/ 

I I ' " 
/l 

(_v 

ACTIONS DATES I INITIALS 
··~··-·- -- --

Freedom of lnformat ion Act Request Received·---------------

Local Search Completed·------------------------------------
Index--------------------------------------------------

F i 1 e Shelf-------------------------------------- ·------
Federal Record Center Docket -~--------------·-~---~---
Requested from Federal Record Center-------------------
Received from Federal Record Center ____________________ 

Special Search Started-------------------------------------
Special Search Completed-----------------------------------

Telephone to c.o. for Index Search-------------------------

Reseonse from c.o. Index Search----------------------------

Record located at: (Location )------------
Telephonically requested-----------------------------------

Information Obtained----------------------------------------
File Received----------------------------------------------

·- -
Final Response Made----------------------------------------

Forwarded to D.O. for decision, when applicable------------

Placed on wire circular, if necessary----------------------
Response on circular-------------------------------------

~--· 

fOIA request transferred to office having jurisdiction, 
when app 1 i cab 1 e·_:.::.:.::.::.=.~~---~=~- ----------------- -----_::--

Received by Office having.juris~ictlon---------------------

COHMENTS: 

(ALL INFORMATION RNTERED ON TillS FORM AS TO TilE DATE OF A\JTION TAKEN WILl, BE lNITIALIW LH' THE 
INn! VIDUAL TAKING SUC:ff ACTION) 

Form G-640 (3-1-75) \INITF:I' ~TATF::;; tlFl'ARTMr NT llf' Jll:-;TI('I•: 1111n11,~tu!lnn und N"turulbAtlon Sl"tV\t"f' 

. 
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lMM.&HAT.St:RYiCE 
' UC "lAil UNil 

AUG l5 9 48 AH '76 

STEVEN L.. WEINBERG 

~OWARO 0. DEUTSCH 

TOBIN KOMANE 

LEON WJL.OES 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

!51!1 MADISON AVENUE 

NEW VOAK, NEW YORK 10022 

(212) '153-3468 

CABL.E .A.OORI!$$ 
~LEONWILOEel;' N.Y 

July 29, 1976 

Immigration & Naturalization Service 
20 W~st Broadway 
New York, N.Y. 10007 

Att: Immigration Judge Fieldsteel 

RE: LENNON, John 
Al7 321 

Dear Sir: 

I would appreciate rece~v~ng a copy of your oral decision and, 
if available, a copy of the transcript of the proceedings. If 
there is any charge for the service, please feel free to bill 
me. 

Many thanks for your past courtesies in this matter. 

Very tr~our•, 

~LDES ' 

LW:tb 

f 

I 
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WORKSHEET FOR FREEDOM OF 

~({j((~d. ~r ~·,. 
·-1 N_Fo_R_M_A T_I_ON_· ~:T_ ~-E Q_U_E ~ T S p _;_ .. _.,.i • ....J_~_-_-.1 ' 

L------····-·---- ----

Date Applicant Advised re 
Extension on G-639A: 

Requester: 

Cltt<.1i8W..O 

Date: 

File No. 

Subject o Record: 

lf:NNbN 
ACTIONS DATES INITIALS ··-··-- --·------

Freedom of lnformat ion Act Request Received-·-------------- tlf W/7{., 
Local Search Completed------------------------------------- I 'I I 

Index--------------------------------------------------

File Shelf-------------------------------------- ·------
Federal Record Center Docket --------·-------~-~------~ 

Requested from Feder a 1 Record Center-------------------
Received from Federal Record Center ____________________ 

Special Search Started-------------------------------------
Special Search Completed-----------------------------------

Te 1 ephone to c .0. for Index Search-------------------------

Reseonse from c.o. Index Search----------------------------

Record located at: (Location )------------
T e 1 ephon i ca 11 y requested-----------------------------------

Information Obtained----------------------------------------
File Received----------------------------------------------.. 

Final Response Made----------------------------------------

Forwarded to O.D. for decision, when applicable------------

Placed on wire c i rcu 1 ar, if necessary----------------------
Response on circular-------------------------------------

---·· . ---· 
FOIA request transferred to office having juri sd i c t ion, 

when applicable-------------------------------------------· ·-·····-·-

Received by Office having.Juris~iction---------------------

COMMENTS: 

(ALL INFORMATION ENTERED ON TlllS FORM AS TO THE lJATF: OF AL:TION TAKEN lULL BE INITIALEJ) BY Til£ 
INDIVIDUAL TAkiNG SUCII ACTION) 

Form G-640 (3-1-75) 

I~ 
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NATALE F. CARABELLO, JR. 
ATTORNEY AT !...AW 

SUITE. 615 ROSlNSON BUILDING 

42 SOUTH-1S'TH""!iT'ft"£'£T 
. -

PHl LAOELPH lA., PENN SYLVAN IA.J 9102 

{"""j

"'' U.l \"-..} c_:. ,_ ~ 

;;:;;:· 3:: 
a.::;;::: a_ 
<Ll 
C,..'.i 

."_.:..-:- -~ 
""0::::"""; 
::;.:~ 
~c._,. 

00 

g 

"""""'------•....,,_, 
...;.--.~ ..... 
.,.,..,.,,-

,_....,., .......... ' """'~ -· '"""'"'""'"'" --'*"' --41111 

U. S. Department Of Justice 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York City, New York 

-·~ ;r . 
E:a: - c::r 

~ 
~ 

ATTN: DISTRICT DIRECTOR OF 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 

If) 

\0 
00 ...... 



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Immigration and Nuturuhzatiou Serviee 

MATTER OF FILE A· 17 597 !21 ~ New tort 

IN III01'PII> lmJ>01ft'l\'f'IOII PROCEEDINGS 

TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 

Before: ~u• ~r.l.U•t.ul_~~~------ --~···-------~---, Immigration Judge 

Official Interpreter------

Language---------------

APPEARANCES: 

For the Service: 

Trial Attorney 

i4W YOift, II.T. 1000'1 

Form 1•297 

(Rev. 6·1·13)N 

Station 

For the Respondent: 

SlS 'Udhft An•lll• 

\'4ft' "'*"'· •. y. 10022 

GPO ll61•lHd 
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1 IMMIGRATION J'Ol:)G'!: For the purpo~~e of those of you who are presel.'lt who are 

2 not familiar with the posture of the ease, I miqht give vou SOllie blwk · 

3 ground so that you know what the case is about. This was an application, 1 

4 oriqinally, for ~nent residence under Section 245 of the Immigration 

5 and Nationality Act and it came before Ill& IIOIIletilne in 1972. I entered 

6 a decision in March of 1973 in which I found that Mr. Lennon was not 

7 eliqible for ?ermanent residence on the basis of the law as I construed 

8 it. There was an appeal taken fr0111 that to the Board of I'llllligration 

9 Appeals and the Board of I111111igrat!on Apt)eal.s sustained I!IV position. It 

10 then went to the Court of Appeals for this district and the Court of 

11 Appeals reached an opposite conclusion and the case was relll&nded for 

12 <::011mlet!on. So the posture of the case now is an application for peru-

13 nent residence from which the one i.JipedJ.!tent considered by the Court of 

14 Appeals has been ~ed. Now, I think since two year'!! have elaPsed, 1110re 

15 than two, approximately three or four years have elapsed since the 

16 oriqinal application, I think that the or!qinal application should be 

17 brottqht up to date. lfr. Wildes, as I understand it Mr. Lennon no lonqer 

18 lives at his 105 !3anlt Street address. Would you correct the application 

19 and PUt in the approor!ate address and any other chanqe that may have 

20 taken place since this application. 

21 MR. WILDES: I' 11 be pleased to. If I may add to '/t)ur Honor's review, I 

22 11011ld like to point out for the record that your Honor granted residence 

23 in the oriqinal decision to Yoko Ono, Mr. Lennon's wife. 

24 IMMIGRA'l'tON JUDGll:: Correct, Jilnd that case is no lonqer before us. When 

25 you've made the a~~~CI!lCI:Illents, Mr. Wildes, 11011ld you have Mr. Lennon re-

26 execute it please. 

R-1 

TRANSCRIPT OF HEARING 
United States Department of Justice Immigration and Naturalization Service 
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1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

MR. WILDES: t have indicated the new address, which I will not c:all out, 

and I have added the happy cireuastance of the birth of Sean Ono Lennon 

on octobu 9, 1975, who resides with the parents at the same address. 

There are no further cbanqes in the application. 

Q 'l'he application as it now is, Mr. Lennon, is all true and correct? 

A Yes. 

IMMIGRATION .:rt:IOGE: Now, with r8(1'ard to the general merits of' the applica-

tion, there are certain prerequisites which are COIIIIIOil to all such 

applications. 'l'he qovei'llllllent has taken the liberty of doinq SOlie of 

these and COIII'I)letinq 801118 of thue prior to this hearinq today and we 

have a quota n\llllher assiqned under the third preference portion of the 

quota for Great Britain. I a.- that still stands, Mr. DunlO'!'? 

IMMIGRATION JtlDG!!:: And Mr. Lennon hu been physically and medically 

eltallined and found to he medically ad11issihle to the United States. 

'l'he qOVei'llllllent has checked the records of the l"edenl Burea11 of I11Vesti-

qation and finds nothino adYerse there. Is that correct? 

MR. DUNLOP : 'l'hat • s riqht YOI1l" Honor. 

IMMimtA'l'ION J!J'DGB: Yoo've also checked the records of the Alllerican Con1111l 

in Lont'lon and find nothiDCJ IIIOl'e adverse than what we already know? 

MR. OONLOP: That's correct YOI1l' Honor. 

IMMIGRATION JtJOOE: At the tilllle of the last heariDCJ I nised an is1111e as to 

tax liability, which was llnreSOlVed at that point but which we did not 

pur1111e because of the fact that the case s-ed to be disposable on other 

C)TOI:Ulds • 
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MJ.. OONU>P: We are htisfied thllt the ..• 

IHMIGMI!'ION JUOOJ!:: Axe you now satisfied, in behlllf of the qoveneent, that 

the tax situation has been satisfactorUy 111et? 

MR. D!NLO'P: Yes your Honor. 

IMMIGRA'l'ION JUDGE, one collateral issue is, of course, I am 11\lPt.'OSed to 

be satisfied t:hat Mr. Lennon is not likely to become a p!Wlic charqe. 

Is your infonaation from the tax report of such a nature that you are 

satisfied that he is not likely to become a p!Wlic charqe? 

MR. OOMLOP: Very much so, VO'fU' Honor. 

IMMIGRATION JUDGE: Now, do yoo have any further evidence, Mr. DunlO'!', in 

behalf of the CJOYeX'mMl\t? 

MR. DI.INLOP: Well, we have a birth certificate, and we have a tax letter 

from the respoadent here. It's before you in the file there, Yoor Honor.· 

IMMIGRA'l'ION JUDGE: Yes, the birth certificate will be entered into evidence 

and criven a m:llllber. 'l'he tax letter which you have submitted to ae, 

ar>parently at the request of Mr. Wildes, b sillply one which states 

in creneral teru that the tax oblicration has been met. Yoo're satisfied. 

• MR. DllNLOP : I u satisfied ... 

IMMIGRATION JOOOI!: on all qrOQnds. 

Kit. OOMLO'P: Yes, '{0111' Honor. 

IMMIGRI\'f'ION .1UDGB: Mr. Wildes, do you have .anytbinq further for the 

respondent? 

MR. Wll:.D!S: No, I have no further docullentation, but ••. 

IMMIGRI\'f'ION JUDGE: No, no, I didn't ask about docullentatton. Any evidence 

of any kind? 

MR. Wil'..OES: I vould be nleased to have the respondent sworn in and testify 
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1 with xeapeot to this application. 

2 IMMIGRATION JIJOOJ!: Mr. Dlmlop, trll:)llld you adlliJiister the oath, please? 

4 Q Please rise. Do you soleanly swear the teatillony that you're about to 

5 qive will be the b:uth, the whole truth and Rothinq but the b:uth, so 

6 help you God? 

7 A I do, 

8 9 lie seated. 

9 IMMIGRA'l'ION JUDGE: Go ahead, 

10 JIIIR. WILDES '!'0 RBSPONDENT 

11 Q Mr. Letmon, other than the ori<JiJial conviction, with which all of our 

12 litiqation over the past five yean has concerned itself, have you ever 

13 bean convicted of any criae or offense anywhere in the world at any tille? 

14 A llo. 

15 Q Have you ever been a llltlllber of the COI!nunist Party or any other r>arty 

16 or orqenbation whose parpoaas •iqht be to overthrow tbe tfnit:ed States 

18 A lllo. 

19 Q Do you IIUbacribe to the principles of our 'J(W..-nt? 

20 A Yes. 

21 Q Do you intand to ll'li1lke the U!dt:ed States your hale and to raside toqether 

22 with your wife, Yom, and your son, Sean? 

23 A I do. 

24 Q Will you co.tinue your work here? What ere your plans? 

25 A I hope to continue livin<J here with ay f•Uy and makin<J ••ic. 

26 Q Is there anythia<J further which you -ld like to add at this point in 
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2 

co!Ul8Ction with your request that you be granted per1111Jleftt residence at 

1011C1 last, by the X..iqration and Naturalization Service? 

A I'd like to publicly thank Yolro, my wife, for loold.nqo after me and boldinc_r 3 

4 111e toqethe:r those four years, and qivincr birth to our son at the see t~. 

5 So 11111.1\'l' times I wanted to quit and she stopped 111e. I'd like to also 
I 

6 

7 111e publiely and privately for the last four years and finally, last but 

8 not least, thank you, lilY attorney, Leon Wildes, for doinq a qood job wll 

9 and I hope this is the end of it. 

10 Q I won't try to add a.nythinq to that. 

11 M!t. lfiLDBS: I have no further quutions of the re$PODdent. I do have a 

12 ntllllber of witnesses that I •.• 

13 tMMlGIU\'l'IO'N JUI>GB: Mr. Danlop, do you have any questions for the respondent~ 

14 MR. DtlliLOP 1 Yes. 

15 MR. DUNLOP '1'0 MSPOIIDEIIT 

16 Q Have you le.ft the United States at all since you entered on Auqust 13, 

17 '71? 

18 A No. 

19 

20 DIMIGRA'!'IO'N Jl'JDG!: All riqht. Do you have any other witnesses, Hr. Wildes? 

21 M!t. WIU!BS t Yes. If you' 11 instruct 111e aa to where you would wish the 

22 vi tnellseB ••• 

23 DIMIGlt.ll.'fiON JIJDGE: Would you tell • the nature of the vitnenes? What 

24 are these witnesses •• I'd like an offer of proiti', What are you attfaptinq 

25 to establish? 

26 MR. WIU!BS: 'l'heae vitnes .. s will testify aa to their knowledqe of Mr. 
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L«fttllOl's character and as to his qualifications on a diliiCretionary basis 

for the exercise of your discretion in grantinq 'him residence. '!'bey are 

people who have bad llllsineas dealinqs with him, who kn<N him socially, 

and who can uaist your Honor in the exercise of hill diacretion. 

I!IMIGRA'l'ION .:Jl:li)GE: Well, as far as I can tell from the record so far the 

A<. . 
qoorert-nt has not pl41111pd tn issue, the bsue of discretion. To a 

certain extent, therefore, their teatilllony is irreleorant except perhaps 

in teras of a, let's uy, lllllkinq sure that there is nothinq wronq with 

the case, so that it's a species of ovsr tryinq. !owe'lar, since they are i 

hsre, I will pertllit you, within limits, to utilize their testi.lltlony, hut 

I lftlC!'qest that you stronqly limit the time allotted to thelll. We ran 

into this probl• in the cue in the oriqinal hearing where you had a 

number of witnesses, whose tellltillony I also falt was irrelevant, and I 

psrmitted it at that time, but undsr time restriction. !lo, you 11111y 

proceed to t:a.ke the testiMony of your witnesses, hut please keep that in 

MR. WIID!S: 'l'banlt you you:r Honor. My first witness is Mr. SUI TrUss. 

Q Do you solsmly ewer the testilllony you're about to qive will be the 

truth, the whole truth and DC.lth1.nq but the truth, so help you God? 

A Yes I do. 

Q Mr. TrUss, vould you state for the record your MIMi and your preunt and 

past business or professional affiliations? 

A My - is Salllllel TrUss. I'• the President of A'N Music corp., which u 
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the riqhts to John Lennon 'a worn. I u past l'ruident of Beechwood 

MUsic Corporati<m, which was Capitol Records MUsic PublisbiJI(! Coapany. 

Prior to that I was an executive for ten years with Broadcast l!llsic, Inc. 

which is <me of tbe leadinq licensinq orqanizati<ms throtlqhout the world. 

Prior to that I was a 11•ber of the Cincinnati Syllphony Orchestra and 

was a workinq 11111aician and prior to that a meber of the u.s. Navy Band. 

Q In the pe.at: yean, in Y\)'llr buainess dealinqs, have yon had oceui<m to 

deal with Mr. Lennon in busiMSs matters? 

' A Yes I bilve, frequently. 

Q 'lfo\'lld yon c:<:lrent upon YIXU' illlpreuions of hie character as you derive 

A First of all, I'd have to say that anytiMe I would wish to locate Jobn 

there was no probla. Whenever there was a aeet.inq he was there. Whell 

a builllen decision was needed with his approval it was not unr411&aonably 

withheld. I believe that he treated all business matters ob1ectively 

rather than subjectively, which he mi!)'ht have doae beinq a writer and 

artist of his status. 

Q I have <mly one further e-.r1t and that is, you're obViOWJly an expert 

in the J~USic: industry. WcJQld you care to ~nt upon the potential 

work, u he testified he -ld, ill the United States, rather than in 10111e 

other eoantry? 

A '!'here would be t.wo positive 111ajor effects if Jobn were to reside here. 

One, it's qeaerally aoltnowledqed that the IJJI!ted States IIIUsic scene is in 

the dol.drllilu riqht lli01I'. It 1 a widenced by the renrqenc:e of Beatles 
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1 ~~~&terial, since they were probably the 11011t poowerful i.l!.llovation or force 

2 in ~~~~Sic :in J)«rbaps the last 30 years. '!'he business is SCIIWhat in 

3 the doldruau amd the stayiJiq PQWer of the copyriqhts that .Tohn C:OIIIJ.lOied 

4 and putici:pated in as a sinqer is back on the top of the charts and 

5 sellinq better than anythinq else. I believe if' we have a creative force 

6 such aa John oo the u.S. scene we could look forward do 1101116 new type of 

7 innovation in the IIWiie business or what is referred to as a new kick in 

8 the lllWiic business. In additioo to that, John Lennon is a revenue 

9 qeaexator. Whereever John is, he will create excie-t in revenue, 

10 resid:lnq in the united States. '!'he center of the revenue qeneration will 

11 be the United States, -inq that works of the recorders here will be 

12 distribtlted lll'ld sold abroad and the United Statsll will be the center for 

13 the reception of revenues earned outside of it, in other 'IIIOrds, it 'IIOUld 

14 be a very poeitive financial effect for the u.s. qovernment. 

15 Q I have no further q\'!Utions of' the witness. 

16 IMM!GD.'!'IOIII JODGB' Mr. Dlmlop? 

17 MR. DIJHLOP: I have nothinq. 

18 IMHIGD.'l'IOIII JI'JOOE: All riqht. '!'hank you. 

19 MR. WILDES: '!'hank you. very 111\lCh Mr. 'l'rulla. I 'IIOUld like to call Mr. Nonan 

20 Mailer. 

21 IMMIGRA!'IOIII .:rtlDG!: Mr. D'lmlop, adainiater the oath, please. 

22 Mlt. DUNLOP '!'0 Wli'HESS 

23 Q Do yoa 110lanly -.r the teat.ilaony you are about to qive will be the 

24 truth, the 'llhole truth and nothinq but the truth so help yon God? 

25 A I so swear. 

26 MR. 1lllLDES '1'0 Wl'l.'MESS 
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i Q Mr. Mailer, vmtld you state for us your prof ... ion oz: occupation and 

any pxofeuioul affiliations? 

J. I'a a writer and I've publisluld about 20 books. '!.'he best known 'WI:lUld 

probably be the '!laked and the Dead, the J.mar:ican Dreaa and the Arldes of 

the Mi~ht. 

Q J.nc'1 I UDderstand you've reoeivec.'l 110118 reoogtlition foz: '\"((ltt work. 

A Yes sir. I did receive a Pulitzer Prize in 1968. 

and puticularly, the potential effect of his presence in the United 

statas 011 the world of arts and writers? 

A I think .Tohn loelmon is a great artist. t 'WOilld hesitate to interpret 

hie character beca1lse I think that artists often have a character that 

is so ccmplex that one doeaa't j~ in. BQides, I do not 1a1ow Mr. 

splendid thlnqs about hill for l!laftY years, but I COIIMI here really to 

epeat about his, what I CMsider biB 8llOJ:'liiOWJ COI!tribatioa, not oaly the: 

popular COl'ICt!IPt but to art ill qerteral. I think he is one of the gnat 

artists of the 11N1Stern world and I'ft 1oaq thoqqht that it's a terrible 

be a pleasure if we aould baye Mr. IAIIImoa as well. 

.ah Mr. Mailer, for ~. 
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!I 

II 

Q no you sol-ly swar the test.iJiol'ly you're about to qive will be the 

truth, the whole truth and not:hiDq but the truth 110 help you God? 

A I dQ. 

MR. WILDES '1.'0 WI'I.'USS 

Q Mr. Ri'9en, vould yoa identify yoiU':'self, as if tbat were required, with 

respec:t to your occupation and any professional or other affiliations? 

A I'm u attorney adaittect to the bar in New York State and in the 

mugnnts. 

Q HP'\t yoa bad an opporbmity to ~t to know John t.etmoD and fom an 

opinion with rupect to his character? 

A Yea sir, I have. 

A Yes sir. I lll8t Mr. and Mrs. Lennon in late 1971, it llliqht haft been 

very early in 1972. We were drawn toqethillr by Clllr ll'lltua1 interest 

in 1111d.c and in the wltunl life of this City. SO!Iletillle after that I 

did a story on an inetitutioa for the -tally retarded called Will_.. 

broclt. It was the world's larqest inst:!tution for the retarded at that 

time and eertaiDly 01111 of the western world's poorest i!lllltitutions. 

I did the upoae and hiqbliqhted the J?ZObl811 bu:t I was •err frustrated 

and very bitter becaue I dida' t know what to do in terM of a aolution 
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1 ve a 11 W to raise 110fteY. I called John and Yolto, t.be1 were at that tiM 

2 in san Frarleiaco and John had not, IJl'l until that thte, done a concert 

3 in quite a nulllber of years, if I'm not llliataken, it waa at least several 

4 yean. He and Mrs. Lennon agreed to COlle back to the City of New York 

5 rr.:. san Francisco and do the concert for us. As a result of two sold 

6 out coacarta in MadiS(llll Square Gardea we raised artar $90,000. Still the 

7 t.euon's did '1101: think that that was a sufficieat contribution, so out 

8 of their own pockets they donated $50,000, so the net total was $140,000. 

9 li'OW, to talk in abstracts, to talk in terla8 of _.,. is not nfficieat, 

10 I believe, to truly define the character of these two people, particularly 

11 the person who is before the bar today. 'l'bat IIIO!IflY liberated at least 

12 60 uverely 11M profotmdly retarded children ft'OIII the pits of hell, the 

13 worst institution anywhere and set them up in Slllllll, clean ..-.dty 

14 based residences where they could be cared for on a one to one basis. 

15 1bat was very new at that tiJIIe, we're talkiW:J aboat 1972 now, so it had 

16 a doldno, a IIIICIWballinq effect. Not only were those children helped 

17 DUbjeot:iwly, but the point that was lllade by that effort eo~~tinues today 

18 and I truly believe that what was started in 1972 by John Lennon and by 

19 Yolto and by other artists will contlrtue and it will be marked in history 

20 u a tul::1daq point in the care of the antally handic.t.pped. If ever 

21 was a pereon who~ to .stay in this C<JIIIntry, it's him. 

22 MR.. tf!'J..'D!S • I have no further quutiams of the witness. 'l'hanlt you very 

23 11111ch Mr. Riwra. I'd like to call Mr. IIJIIIIIIl Noqucbi. 

24 MR. OORWP '1'0 WH!fl!iSS 

25 Q Do you solesmly swear the testimony you're about to qive will be the t:Z"<n:n 

26 the whols t:J:uth and noth1nq but the t:J:uth so help you God? 

_" ____ "-" -- ------"""""- _________________ " _____ _ 
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l\ I do. 

MR. WILDES '1'0 Wt'tNESS 

Q 

·A 

Mr. Roqoohi, woald yo11 state for the record your occupation and MY 

professional or other affiliations? 

I '• a sculptor. I have 4ofte ..ay wort. all OYer the world, includintf 

the llnaCio GirdeD (phoftetio) aad a qarde\ in Israel and 1111111y workll in t!WI 

COUI'ltry, no d.ollbt - of which ,au know, the Chase Mall.hattan Bank hare, 

qarden and works which are in Washinqton and the Metropolitan Mus.- of 

Modem Art and so on. I've occupied JIIYUlf with tbinqs having to do 

vith the land and place a qood deal, since I • myself half Japanese 

and was bl'oQ<Jht up u a child in J.-pan, althouqb I was born here. 

I've lalown Mrfl. Lennon for lllllllY· any years, at least teD yeara, and I 

never bad the privilege of Metinq Mr. Lennon till day before yesterday. 

But wh8D I aet hilll ud spent the whole day with tba and, ,au know, 

played with the cbild and ao forth, it brought back to 111e Ill'!' own child~ 

hood and my own difficiUties and I a111 COM'inoed that for a child of 

place whsre they can have a real - chance of develop:inq nonally. 

I Yiah Mrs. Lennon well, and t pay respect to Mr. :tennoA and I tbink 

that their cbild also deserves the privileges and bounty that C!OIIIH froiD 

:Allerica. 

MR. WILDES: I have no further questiolls. I have one final witness and 

Mocll'e, Jr. , the Bishop of New York. He has a very difficult hlmdvrithq, 
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1 in our CO'IIIltry is a positiw force, especially illliiOI'Ig our younq people. 

2 He 110tee that ideali•, qentl-ss IUid integrity are rare qualities in a· 

3 public tiqure and he states I covet their influence for our country. 

4 IHMIGU.'flO!I .lt!DGE: Have you seen it Mr. Dlmlop? 

5 MR. DUNLOP: No, l haven't. 

6 IMMIGM'I'ION J'tltlGE: While }'Ou're exaa~ininq it why don't we proceed. If you 

7 haw any objection I'll let you voice it. If !lOt, then we'll llllllte it 

8 part of the record. 

9 MR. WILDES: My f:!Jial witness is Miss Gloria Swftson. 

10 IHMIGU.'f'ION JUOOB' Mr. !luftlop? 

11 IIR. DURLOP '1'0 WI'l'II!SS 

1Z Q Do you sol4!ftnly swear that all the test.ilncmy you're llllfaqt to qiY!II will 

13 be the truth, the whole truth IUid Mthin«J but the t:nth so help you God? 

14 A I do. 

15 MR. WILDES '1'0 WI'l'MESS 

16 Q Miss SVMson, -ld you tell WI yoUr oc:oupaticm and SOllie of yov pro-

17 fessioDal or other affiliations? 

18 A Well, for IMDY• IUI'IY• llla!IY• many years, I vu in the theatrical world of 

19 IIIOtioo picture.~ and of COI.1r8e telet"iaion, staqe, etc., elsa durinq that 

20 time a 110ther, a qrllJliC'Ialother aad now a qreat-qrandmother and really at 

21 heart a bouswife. I was receJ~tly 11110m in by Ma}'Or Beame u an 

22 ho110rary ca-iuioner for the youth and physical fitneu of Bev York 

23 City and I can't tell you how raueh this means to 1118 because u one qrows 

24 ol.d.er one real!- that the youth of this country bllw to really uw 

25 this Planet becaue it .,.... to be 1n a dreadful •n and for many yean 

26 I have be. iaterated in physu.l fitness. Of coarse, I have fallen 
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i' 
'I 

il 
mine 1l8t: Mr. and Mrs. Lelmon at a health food store and saw a book and 

written it, and thsy qot to talkinq about it and he said would you 

please qbe Mr. l'luft.y aJid Miss Sloillmson my card, Mr. Lennon said, to 

food. Well, aoon after that we invited thsll to our hcJme and, to find 

that we were very IIIUCh interested in the physical well beiaq. My 

feelin<'J is that 110st of the cri~~e of ths yotmqlllters today COMes frollt 

schools and this is one of the thinqs I '1111 interested in, 110 why I hope 

very III1Ch that the l"Annoft' s lillY be privileqed to stay in America is 

110 that they can also help, ~· professional people, I do believe, 

have a seue, or indebtedness to the public and I think that u you 

qet on in life you want to be able to repay t.helll in 1101111!1 way and this is 

what I hope that I can do, that I can see that YQUIIliJSters can at leut 

have - qood nutrition and I'• hopinq that ths Lennon's will also 

help in this bacaun -y t:Des youaq people -·t listtm to older 

your Honor, ~:H I hope that they'll be allowed to stay in this qreat 

country which we 1!11181: fix. Many thiDqs are wronq with it now, but I'm 

sure the yowaq people will do BOMthiDq about it. 

'l'ban.k you very INCh for bein<.J with u. Your Honor, that concludes ay 
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wltnes~~e~~ and I hope that. the respollldent. will be forqlwn for what. vour 

Honor •v have refernd to as CJIId,ldinq the lily in bdnqinq vi.t.raeues 

which -Y or IIIILY not. be an over effort in provinq the can. Ollr 

experi.ebCe theiJfl paet. ffltl years bas tau9ht 'lUI not to leave a atone 

untuned vi.th respect: to this part.laular can and we wanted to perait. 

you, in the C!llllll'Cin of your discretion, to have tbe opinion of peo'!)le 

from different walks of life, in differant arts particularly, as to the 

settle here. 

IHMIGRA'!'IOR Jtll:)G!: Now, if you wish, Mr. Wildes, and Mr. Dunlop, I will 

~iva each of you a abort. period of t.iae to SUIII up, if you'd like to 

Mke a presentation, but when :r say abort, I aean short.. I would say 

this is a very ..-ioua lilllitat.ioo. But do you think that you could 

!it within it? If you wish. If you d011't want to assert. Y'0\2%'Hlf 

that way than ;uat. fonqo it. BUt I don't want any protracted ••. 

MR. WILDES: No, I tb1.nk ! can restrict myself to even less than five 

qualified and now in ~ with the rulinq of the CCGrt. of appeals, 

hal been c:ert.ified as a -tter of law to qualify statutorily for 

tlatiONlity Act. He wu duly adllitted to the united States in a 

appr:o9'8d fer him u an outatandinq artist, which ill valid, a quota 

R-15 
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FORM 1499 
(9-28-65) 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

Mlllber is available to hilll and he does not have any disablinq conviction 

or adhceace Which lllight pr._t a statutory ineliqibility qround. We 

haft preaeated today all of the evidence which we felt was aeceasary in 

order to convince your HoMr that in the exercise of hill discretion and 

on a discretio~~UY basis Lennon OW:Jht to be qxoanted residence, not only 

becaue of the personal circwllstanoea which aight permit him and his 

wife and baby to live and settle in this country Which he loves do 

dearly, bat also because of the interests of the United States Which 

the r.iqration Act, of coarse, is an aspect of. '1'he discretion in the 

r.iqration Service has always been exercised in what we consider 

to be the public interest and I think that it will indeed be a happy 

p&I!Je that we tllrn in the part:iculer book of John Lennon '• five year 

on a discretionary basis today. '!.'bat's rea.lly all I have to say. 

IMMIGRM'IOR .nJI)GE: Mr. Dunlop? 

MR. Dt:JMLOP • The qmoezlllleAt has vcy 1i ttle to say. The qtm~~!'llllellt feels 

that in Yiav of the present record there is no ob1eetion for John 

l'.elmoa blciiCIMinq a !'>ftiiiiM!lt resident of the Unit .. States. 

ll-16 
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.. 
DEPORTATION CASE CHECK SHEET 17 597 321 

ALliN: Lennon, John. 

ADDRESS: 

Com-
ACTIONS TO BE COMPLETED pleted 

(Date) 

1-94 
Stamped 

1·95 

M-125 Dockfl C(mtrol Tape 

t-205 Warrant of Deportation 

L-229 WarnJ.nc ot Sb•moath 
Limit • 242(e) 

1·217 lnformatloft*Travel 
J .. 217A Document Application 

1--141 Medical Certificate 

I-294 Notice of Dep'n Deatlnatlon 
and Penalty for Reentry 

1-323 
Bond 

Breach 
t-391 Cancellation 

l-241 T .D. Requeat Country 
DnitpUited by Alien 

T.O. Request 
Country of Nation•Uty 

Panport Noted" 0.1. 242.10(1) 

DIITAIIIIID CASIIS 

J,.286 Notlee t:Jf t>etentlon 
or Release Condition• 

G·589 Property Receipt .o-~{,::~ .•... ~ 

G-590 Property Envelope .. ~/;:J>~'t-: 
l-43 

8•11•1• 81 Personal ltffae ., I,QJ/' 
1~284 Notice,.. Detention ~.'\~.Fr . .". 1. ')' I 

Deportation Expen••• ,. · ·~ , ~ ,,... 

VIle: A·-----

ATTORNEY OR 

REPRESENTATIVE: 

ADDRESS: 

Co.,. 
lnttlab ACTIONS TO BE COMPLETED pleted 

(Date) 

ARRANotNO TRANSPORTATION 

1~288 
Notice to 
Tran1porlatlon Line 

t-380 
Record or 
BUlable E:rpenae 

Demand for Surrender 
1·340 Under Bond 

l-166 
Notice to Surrender 
for Deportation 

0..391 Detail of Det. Off. 

Record of Penon • 
1·216 Prooerty Traneferttd 

J..l64 Document Envelope 

CLOSING ACTIONS 

1-157 Notice of DepM«&tlon 

Q..189 
Stathtlc:al Punch Cud 

G-174 

G-143 
Lookout Noth:te 
Worktttut 

' Diapo•ltlon Notice ~ P'BI / ,, 

r Dlapotltlon Notice - RCMP 

Ol!lportatlon Expenae BlUed 

1-94 Stamped ad 
l-95 Forwarded 

lnithd!i 

Statement or Datol~~ 

--'· ''Cloud'' Tape Placed on P'lle 
1~247 Notlu of Detainer 

Pilt 
To Rec. Adm, Re 1-151 
Stamped "Statlttlet" 

252(b) CASES 1-154 Cloud 

1·99 
Notice ot Revocatlob Dlapoaltion Inrotmatlon fwa.ilbtd 
aDd Penalty the joHowlnt;: 

t-259 :::~~:.:::·••In {iJU, J :tJ £1_.-y rn_p_.,t..A. ..; 01 \. ~1iL4-J .-1 /A jlp A ) .~ J'o. .. r. 
'~sitr ~Y'~~? {:. (/ / 

Alien (is IS not) detainell and is ady for deportation to at the expense of 

------------· Alien's condition is: Able 0 Mental 0 CINS 0 Physically !neap. 0 
(Name of SS Co ... Govemmont) 

Rttmatka: 

Fonn J,.t70 
(Rev. 11~28~ 70)N United States Department of Justice, Immigration and Maturali•atlan Service 
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1. ALIEN'S NAME OFFICE FILE NUMBER 

2. COUNTFI:Y DESIGNATED BY ALIEN DATE APPLIED FOR OENIEO DATE 

D CONSUl, 

D EMBASSY 

D HOME AUTHORITIES 

3. COUNTRY OF WHICH A CITIZEN DATE APIDLIEO FOR DENIED DATE 

0 CONSUL 

EMI!U.SSY 

D HOME AUTHORITIES 

4. COUNTRY OF WHICH A NATIONAL OR SUBJECT DATE APPLIED FOR DENIED DATE 

0 CONSUL 
' 

EMBASSY 

D HOME AUTHOR! Tl ES 

5. COUNTRY OF WHICH LAST A RESIDENT BEFORE DATE APPLIIE:D FOFI: DENIED DATE 

ENTERING U.S. 0 CONSUL. 

D EMBASSY 

0 HOME AUTHORITIE!!i 

6. COUNTRY FROM WHICH ALIEN LAST ENTERED U.S. DATE APPLIED FOR DATE DENIED 

7. COUNTRY OF FOREIGN PORT FROM WHICH EMBARKED FOf'.l U.S. OR FOREIGN DATE APPLIED FOR DATE DENIED 
CONTIGUOUS TERRITO~Y 

8. COUNTRY WHERE BORN DATE APPLIED FOR DATE DENIED 

• 
9. COUNTRY WHERE PLACE OF BIRTH NOW SITUATED DATE APPLIEO FOR DATE DENIEO 

10. COUNTRY WHERE Ai..IEN RESIDED PRIOR TO ENTERING COUNTRY FROM 
WHICH HE ENTERED U.S. 

OATE APPLIED FOR DATE DENIED 

II. COUNTRY WHICH HAC SOVEREIGNTY OVER BIRTHPLACE AT TIME OF BIRTH DATE APPLIED FOR DATE DEN I EO 

12. OTHER COUNTRY APPLIED TO DATE APPLIED FOR DATE OENIED 

13, OTHER COUNTRY APPLIED TO DATE APPLIED FOR DATE DENIEO 

U. STATE DEPARTMENT ASSISTANCE REQUESTED ON: RESULTS 

IS. ASSISTANCE OF SERVICE OFFICER ABROAD RESULTS 
REQUESTED 

ioFFI<"F DATE 
t6. TO REGIONAL COMMISSIONER REGARDING RESULTS 

2U(c) ACTION 

COUNTRY DATE 

17. REASONS FOR NOT APPLYING ELSEWI-IERE 

18. FINAL DETERMINATION MADE THAT, UNDER EXIST" SIGNATURE TITLE PATE 
lNG CONDITIONS, A TRAVEL DOC. TO EFFECT 
DEPO~TATION IS NOT AVAILABLE 

"" 

RECORD OF. MU' '"$TAKEN TO OBTAIN TRAVEL DOCU' '"'FOR DEPORTATION 

G PQ ~97·3n 



OfTIONAl. FOAM NO. 10 
;_.. IJD1tHOl 

UNITED STATE!f.)iJif •• J<T 

Memor_... 
TO IMMIGRATION J'UDGE DATE: 

WILLIAM H, COOK, ASSISTANT DISTRICT DIRECTOR 
FROM : FOR TRAVEL CONTROL 

"''l=F )U~~- floo'hJ&; 

SECTION 245 APPLICATION HAS l;lEEN PROCESSED. STIPULATED DOCUMI!N'J'S 
HAVE BEEN OBTAINED AND ARE FORWARDED IIEREWITH. 

IF. VISA NUM'B.ER IS NOT USED PROMPTLY, PLEASE NOTIFY THIS UNIT SO 
THAT NUMBER MAY .BE CANCELLED AND RETURNED TO TilE VISA CONTROL 
~ICE, ' 

-
SUBJECT HAS NO CRIMINAL ARREST RECORD, 

.. ' . "' ' "' '.•·. ·~"" ,~ .. .,, .. ,., ···~" "'""~ . '"C"~·-·~·,.·~··•·'1'''~~ 

•,•.· 

' \.) 

,' ,\· 

'• 

• •- I 1886 



Form I· 181 b (Rev. 5 • 1 - 7 4) N 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

I l<ic.,/ /) 
i . 

. l./r Yt·,f· ;. i 

/.I l <... 
' 

{ I I I 

The appllcatlon for adjustment of status to 
that of a permanent resident filed by the 
above namee1 hu been granted. 

SJncerely yours, 

District Db.'ector 

tREFe:R--TO THIS 8i~li--.NO.., · 

i ) i 7 :. i I .~ J.l 

Date: 

(Pag• 6) 
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'JNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

· ·"rnigratl"·' and Naturalization Servic-

MEMORANDUM OF l..lt:ATION OF RECORD OF LAWFUL PERM ... riENT RESIDENCE 

File No. n 17 s-rr 7 3:J..t 
Status as a lawful permanent resident ofthe United States is accorded: 

Nome 

Street 
Address 

City, Stote, Zip 

NONPREFERENCE: 0Secllon 212(a)(l4) certification not required because: 

0 Individual section 2l2(tt)(14) certification Issued 0 Blanketsectlon 212(a)(l4) certifkollon Issued 

0 S&c 244( )( ) of the I & N Acf 

~245 of the I & N Act 

0 Sec 2~9 of the I & N Act 0 Sec 214(cl) I & N Act 
0 Private law no. ____ ol the___, 

0 Sec 1 of the Act of 11/2/66 Congress session 

0 Sec 13 of the Act of 9/11/57 0 -----,=--:--::-'""'""---
(Other law SJ""'i{y) 

A•cl--~~------~~----~~--of----------~~~~~~~~~~~~~----------(Month) (Day) (Year) PORT OJ' ENTRY FOR PERMANENT RESIDENCE 

Class of odmiulon,(In.sertsymbol) __________ ..,.,. ____________ ~-------~ 

DATI: I 

DD 

I>ISTIIICT 

Form 1·357 d~iver,ed 
CC: 0 Vis'f'E?ntroi.6ffice, Visa 

visa number. 
t of State, Washington, far allocation of 

0 Stole Director, Selective Service (with I- 591----------+"'-·-':'-) --------
Form 1-181 (Rev.5-J-74) N (Page I) 
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0681 

INSTRUCTIONS 

GENERAL: To request c;~llocotion of a visa number for a p~eference or nonpreference case under 

Section 245 o~ for a Western Hemisphere number u.nd~ .. r .. ·"'$e ... cti···o. ··n··· 1 ... ·of .. 'h. ·e .. A.·ct .. •.-~~-.. ·.•• 1966, moll anginal and one copy to Visa Control O!fJ~J'~jl'fe:~~f p~man~.r .... n~e 
becomes final, the copy returned by the Visa Control Office wl\lc'h alfac618-s ttie·<iil~jnber shall 
be appropriately endorsed, and ploced in the file. In s~ases the triplicate copy, which wets re
tained in the file, shall be noted to show the date permanei1t resideP,ce stoll\~.~r~fl(ed and for-
warded together with completed Form 1-59. to the Stale 91redor. · lectiv9'"!~ in the case 
of every mole alien between the ages 18 and 26 or beM8t th'Cl ·· ''lilt. 18 and 35 in the case 
of a doctor, dentist or other medical specialist. If not requ~~d f~/ ···.· .··· '•!\ shall be destroyed. 
In cases where permanent residence is granted with~:'.. _rol~. . .. · . ntrol Office, except 
where Selective Service Is to be notified, only an o~( <. · .,. 1? . .. . "' . epa red and placed 
in the file. In other cases where outstanding instruct~. ,,.re ' •. ·•••·· for ~-~ be forwarded 
to the Visa Control Office, it shall oe prepared ii'!.dfl . a . ' , or . . . ced in the file, 
except when on additional copy is required to notify 

PREFERENCE: Under S·ection 245, the priority date will be ~'f:fli11g 
preference petiliof1S. 

'~na of the first six 

NONPREFERENCE: Under Section 245, the priority date shall be fixed by the following factors, 
whichever is the eatli!lSt; (1) the priority date accorded the applicant by the consu~r officer as 
a nonpreference immigrant; (2) the date an which application Form 1-485 is properly filed, if 
the applicant establishes that he is a member of a profession or a per~on with exceptional" 
ability in the sciences or the arts not included in the Deportment of Labor's Schedule A(29 CFR 
60) provh:led a certification is issued on that basis, or that he is within Schedule A, or that the 
provisions of Section 212(a)(14) of the Act do not apply to him; (3) the date on which an ap
proved valid third or sixth pr~ference visa petition in his behalf was filed; or (4) the date an 
application for certification based on a job offer was accepted for processing by any office 
within the employment service system of the Deportment of Labor, provided the certification 
applied for was issued. A nonpreference priority dale, once established, is retained by the alien 
even though at the time a visa number becomes ova.ilable and he is allotted a nonpreference 
visa number hE! meets the provisions of Section 212(o)(14) of the Act by some mea11s other 
than tho! by which he originally .. e.stablished entitlement to the ·nonpreference priority date. 

LABOR CERTIFICATION: Check and complete the block regarding certifications on the form as 
appropriate in a nonpreference case. 

REMARKS: If the visa number requested is based on Section 202(b)(l ), (2), (3) or (4) or Section 
2p3(a)(9) of the Act explain as appropriate in •Remarks' block .. 

DELAY NOTICE: When the Service must obtain o visa number from the Department of State 
before granllf19 permanent residence, the letter portion of this form n'olify.ing of the delay is 
moiled to ·the applicant with a copy to the attorney of record. In represented cases the attorney 
Is notified of the approval of on application by furnishing him with o copy of the notice which 
is port of this form. 

-:--;:;--



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTiCE 
!', ' lmmlgratton and Naluraltzotlon Servi' ·" 
' ~ 

MEMORANDUM uF t..'EATION OF RECORD OF LAWFUL PERMANENT RESIDENCE 

Status as a lawful permanent resident af the United States is accorded: 

Name 
Street 

Add ross 
Clty, Stole, Zip 

DHI\> UhNSTarJ O•Jb f. kH 

, ~~ t:~,7 :1 J ~ reE £- r, /111 ? L 

NON PREFERENCE: D Section 212(a)(14) certification not required because: 

D Individual section 212{a)(14) cerllflcallon Issued 0 Blanket section 212(a)(l4) certification Issued 

I 

Sec 214(d) I & N Act 
0 Private Law no. ____ of the_ 

Sec 249 of the I & N Act 

D Sec 244( )( ) of the I & N Act 

~~245ofthei&NAct 
0 Sec 1 of the Act of 11/2/66 Congress session 

0 Sec 13 of the Act of 9/11/57 0 ----::=-:::::-==----
(Other Jaw Specify) 

As of -==----,;::::;----,;::=-•I------:::=-:=-=:=;=-=:==:;-.:;==:;;------(Month) {Doy) (Year) PORT OF ENTRY FOR PERMANENT RESIDENCE 

Class of odmls.tlon.(lnaert symbol.) 

// 
(j( 

_) 

Dat•------------------

Foreign Stat•---------------

Preference Category ____________ _ 

Number _________________ ___ 

Month of Issuance'-------------

Sign ed-------;=-;;;;;r.:::-;=-::7=:::-----
(VUia O{fic<, Dept of Stole) 

DO 

D Form 1-357 delivered Form 1-151 delivered Form 'J-151 mailed G-153 delivered 
1

l. CC: D Vis'{ciil/t/oi.dlflce, Visa Office, Department of State, Washington; D.C. 20520 for allocation of Immigrant 
" visa number. 

D State Director, Selective Service (with 1- 59) _____ --:;.t----------------

\ 

I 
J 

Formi··I81(Rev.5·1-74)N /c (Page3) 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

FILE NO A. I 7;;t j]JJ.J 

DATE tfA Y ,,; '1/?li. 
f 

MEDICAL EXAMINATION AND IMMIGRATION INTERVIEW 

/~oN l<-),tl)<:::,) :::ro 1-1 "' W oJ s/;J N Of'i c J-. t:: N N o AJ 

IWc>T 7;, 5 rtt:.lf"f, t:.Jrr IJ... 

IV' I.(,) v ,;, " I\ ,- i(} ( Cd 'I b I"( k. 
-J ~ 1 ,;;[ H 11 D 1 iJ orl f/vti 
/V'c w ljo ,Ck, tlk '-- jo!Ci 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR MEDICAL EXAMINATION 
A medical examination is necessary as part of your application for adjustment of status to permanent res1dent If you have 
reached your fifteenth birthday you must IMMEDIATElY obtain and bring with you when you appear for your medical 
examination a serology report and 14" x 17" chest X-ray film with a reading by a licensed physician interpreflng the X-ray 
film. The serologic test must be performed by a laboratory approved by a state or local health deportment The X-ray 
film and serologic test for syphilis may not be more than 90 days old. YOUR MEDICAL EXAMINATION CANNOT BE COM· 
PLETED WITHOUT THE (1) SEROLOGIC REPORT, (2) X-RAY AND (3) READING OF THE X-RAY FILM_ 

Please note, also the boxes checked [):j below with regard to your medical examination. 

0 Please obtain your serologi<: report, X·roy film and reading promptly. You may telephone your state or local Health Deportment for the nome of 
on approYed laboratory where you may obtoin these. Bring them and copies of this letter with you when you appear for exormnot1on by a 
physician of the U.S. Public Health Sen·ice for which on appointment hos been made at the plcH:e and dote Indicated below: 

ADDRESS DATE 

TIME 

~ose communicate immediately with the below listed physician or with one of the physicians on the attached llst, if a list IS attached, (1) to as· 
certoin what arrongements you should make to Qbtoin a serologic report, X·roy film and reading prior to your medical exommot1on, ond(2) to 
orronge for your medical examination by him, which must be completed before .............. 
All expense$ in connectiorr with this examination must be paid by you. 

.................................................................. . ,. ... 

PHYSICIAN'S NAME, ADDRESS, AND TElEPHONE NUMBER, 

Please show this letter to ony laboratory performing tesh. Also presant the coplei of this letter to the physician performing the medical exomma· 
tion, and furnish him with your $'1gnoture written in his presence for inclus·:on with his report. 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR IMMIGRATION INTERVIEW 
Ptl JIPPC!NIMEU'+ UA& Ml89 B&&tl t' 0 PE FOR 3P' 1 e" a I All! nfJ JI:Utii8AHIIC~ 01 iltbt AT 

ADDRESS DATE 

TIME 

Bring with you ot the time of interview the following: h th .. I I ~:_j 1\olc.t~::r t-hn- N -Jv 1'/ li 4, •'-(}~ 
1. The sealed envelope furnished to you by the physician who performed the medical examination. 
2. You1 pas 1 Ill gnd ~I m I 8.d 

NOTE: 

FORM 1-<486 
(REV I> l-73) Y 

IF YOU DO NOT SPEAK ENGliSH. A PERSON Of YOUR OWN SEX WHO CAN ACT AS INTERPRETER SHOULD 
ACCOMPANY YOU TO THE MEDICAl EXAMINATION AND IMMIGRATION INTERVIEW 

tt8' FAILURE TO KEEP THESE APPOINTMENTS AND TO BRING THE REQUIRED 
DOCUMENTS WILL DELAY YOUR CASE, 

BRING PASSPORT AND 1·94 

-- District Director 
FILE COPY 

~ 
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TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 

UNITED ST ATJ,;S Gu v'ERNMENT 

Memorandum 
File: A /'J~ 5""9'/- ;?~! 

Assistant District Director /.. .. . 1 /. 
0 Investigations IPJ Travel Control ( '}..1/S' 5'10 f~::J) Date: --=-5"_,

1
'"-1!._,...,.7'-t/Z'--"-..,J'---

0 Immigration Judge 1')0 Trial Attorney clJ~f 

. __ __t(2~~:.L!I~d.J.~Md~-Proceedings 
1. 0 l.ooate subject, who failed to appear for hearing on ___________ _ 

2. 0 , INS, to testify on _____ at _____ M. 
Discuss time of preliminary interview with Trial Attorney. 

3. 0 Serve attached subpenas' on or before ________________ _ 

4. O Subject has applied for suspension of deportation. Furnish report of character investigation 

covering years. 

5. 0 Subject has applied for waiver of inadmissibility under section---~----
Furnish report of investigation. 

6. 0 Obtain (certified) (authenticated) copy of ______________ _ 
(Note: Requester should follow 01 105.7 when appropriate.) 

7. ~ Subject has made (original) f,feuewed) application under section (245) ~ of the Act. 
f'.f<Q.Process Form l-485. Update processiog if required. -8. 0 Obtain visa number from State Department for use during month of 

9. 0 (Adjudicate) (revalidate) visa petition submitted in behalf of subject. 

10. O Advise status of subject's case pending in your branch. 

11. 0 Erpedite Action. Reason: 

12. 0 Forward file to LA Attention: _'J,..I£...,.L/.«;if~L""tl'fi.-"';J'---
(Section) f 

after your action is completed. 

13. 0 Remarks: __ .._f3 .... n"'o.....::.-1f'~=""-""""-'""-""·&~1i'o'l1p"'L.""'-/C.""'4:"""-u..,r~ .. LL~-.. Mg••••••: 1!11' ~, 
~ $, /(,P& Ct2/;p.i.."Z7C'if tf'«TU/VV To 

7/f COcnO'« )F(u .. ;F/...+tt L 4/$b(fuJ/A.L O,P 

x#P£'1/j..tifll R.tt-e.A f fi'/' '7//7 197{;P Jf€ /.L/ -f: N ;t::'/4£._ 

0 Attachments: p Complete "A" file 0 /3y" /f~b /D 

!Z).c//1/A'j='.., 
/A.};j,/v'¢""7 ot/NJ.t:j:;J 

Form 1-469 
(Rev. 5-1-73)N 

6 II J 1
$1 or Trial Attorney UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Processing Instruction Memo Immigration and Naturalization Ser\IICe 

1894 



ln-. IT EO STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUS ttCE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURAI.IZATION S~VIC! 

Processing Sheet 

Appl l cat 1 on or 
Pl!t.i tion Form NO._..,t.l_ . .;.Xu£::..·..=."':-------- File No. j-;z 5'1( 3;?.(. 

NAME <::Tc/d/'1 (i)/r'f..'iz:tJN' .UY/VO/Y DATE S'-19- -'7 £ 

Vf!ILO PREFERENCE PRIORITY DATE 3--k,-Zl. QUOTA ;:;!2t?/u· 15.12·"'"~ .J. IV. IR't:!L 

NON PREFERENCE PRIORITY DATE TA 1)/1 A/ J fl/.::) 

7 
DOCUMENTS TO BE SUBMITTED DUE DATE RECEIVED REMARKS 

PASSPORT 

I-94 

BIRTH CERTIFICATE .(f e,.~~·, ~~~ 

J 
MARRIAGE CERTIFICATE 

BMPWYIIENT REOORD 

BA!IX STATEMENT 

SELICTIVE SERVICE 

TAX RETURN 5 A....<: ' "' \(' 

SERVICE PROCESSING: / SUBMlrT.,.;n llli'CEIVED 

MIDICAL ElWflNATION 

G-325A (1) F.B.I. Identification Div. / 

(4) OONSUL 
~· 

1·181 ? 
SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS 

~--· SPE~~&It 
'l'hit tom IIJI.:Y be overprinted or stalllped to show instructions, items reque11ted, 
received, or other pertinent data vhich may facilitate processing. 

Fora I-468 
(Rev. ll-1-70} 

ite1111 
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' 
..... 

···o25A (R~V.l0-1·74' v 
.:._._Vi~ 

1 form Approved 
TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE OMB No. 43·R436 

FATHER 

D OTHf:R (SPECIF'Yl: 

none 
I 

LENNOII 

Are all copies legible? ~ Yes 

trnmlg-ratlon &old IJatJJroll7:f\tlon Service 

PENALTIES' Sf.VERE Pt:ttALTIES. ARE Pf!OVI0£0 BY LAW FOR KNOWINGLY ANO WILLFULLY FALSif1Hit- OR CONCEALING A MATERIAL fACT. 

A P P Ll CAN T• BE SURE TO PUT YOUR NAME AND ALIEN REGISTRATION NUMBER IN 
• THE BOX OUTLINED BY HEAVY BORDER BELOW. ' 

COMPLETE THIS BOX (Family nama) (Given 1\ttmEt) (Middle name) (Alien registration number) ~ 

\ 

. 
\b )(6) \ 

LENNON JCiba\ Win•ton Ono .Al7 597 321 /S 1 () -

(OTHER AGENCY USE) INS USE (Office of Origin) 
' (~: ', 3 (':'' ;) f/ v !'_ . ~ OFFICE CODE: 

~ ·/· /;. :; • .e··?f.-".:r;(_ TYPE OF CASE: ~1</ J~ 
REFER TO DATA RF,_ ...... g;/.z-"' ~ :. . DATE: JJ{7L 
WHICll WAS SE\'T THE ti.t:f({i:i;!_ ! 

i (/ n 
~€£ 

OFFICE OF ll\'S ON.. -,g ~ /:?2-: 
" fA~ .:r: 3-c?/-7,;;. 

3r02-7.P- (2) Rec. Br. 
FORM G--325A 
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I' 

RIDER TO FORM G-325A 

RE: JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON 
Social Security #127- 52- 1582 

self-employment was in connection with the following corp
orations: 
Apple C\Jrps, Limited 
l·11.lclen (Music) Limited 
Lennon Productions Limited 
Bag Productions, Limited 
Joko Filma, Limited 
ono Music, Limited 
b.ubafilms, Limited 
Apple Films, Limited 
Apple Publishing, Limited 
The Beatles, Limited 

( 

Lennon Productions, lnc. 
Joko !'ilms, Inc. 
Bag Music Productions, Inc. 
Yoko ono Projects, Inc. 
ono Music, Inc. 
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I 
I 
' I 
I 

I 

.. 

/d ~tux M~·~Jl 

&~ (!{li).dl 4&?() 

9-3-7/ 
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1 

1 

1 

Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 1 

Alios 

1 ..... .. 
P 0.£. DATE Of ENTRY TYPE ADM. MO.·DAY·YR. Of &IRTH COU\'llRY Of eiRTH 

Tte; o! Action: Home o! Sponsor: .......... ............ 
Action on VP: (Decision! (Mo.) (Day) (Forwarded to Consul ot:', 

Sl!ee\ Address (City, State, and lip Code) 

FCO Dote FCO Date FCO Date 

ICI lamA 
Atession No. ao~ No. 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 
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(b)(6) 

FIL NO. 

1fiP 'f ); ~\ c ~N · 3'1 ~ 7. j_ 
AREA G-23 Line. No, 

. HNE t.vP~'t Tt VtH )1·t ~L 
NAME (Last, (IN CAPS), First, Middle) Investigation Warranted 
ASSIGNED TO Date Assigned Classification approved 

H~lV by 

Call-Up DISPOSITION 

0 Inv. Completed 
Received 0 Pend. Inactive 

(ifaT;) ·-·-(iiiiteY ___ 

-· ' J 
iH 

~ tt17·f9 7 ;;~j t~·1 

lnvestlgations Control Caro 
Form G·600 (Rev, 5+69) COPY I-FILE 
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NOTICE NOTT.CE 

THIS SHEET SHOUIJ) REMAIN ON TOP AT ALL 
TIMES AND IS NOT TO BE REMOVED 

NOTICE 

' . I 

NAME ---"'~·;;;;)';.;· .....:__._';:,.' .:..r'_· .:.,; :...,' ...__ __ :.:..:._.'._·-1;;.'..;.· _' .:..' "'-------- FILE No,// i ·>' .'; ~. 
' ) / 

SOC, SEC, NO·----~-------- DATE / k. 

WHEN CORRE!300NDENCE - OR INFORMATION IS RECEIVED, 
ROUTE FILE IMMEDIATELY TO THE BELOW CONCERNED ACTIVITY 

[ 0 PROSECUTION PENDING 

REMARKS: n 
I 

~ 

Approved:----------·----

C:all .. up D<' tc···-----------

l 

DEOORTATION 

JZ1 LITIGATION PENDING 

( , I 

Advised By i ,'_' ·~: t, /) />- ' ,-' -~ .:, / 

I 
(, at AM 

bate PM 

D Declaratory Judgment 

0 Petition for Review 

D Writ of Habeas Corpus 

Has been sued out in 

D District Court ---

·D Court of Appeals ' <. 

Stay of Deportation: No Yes ' 

Stay of Surrender: No 

Litigation Terminated 
(date 

~t ~ ~ 
I ~ ~ 

1 • ,l 
., ~ 

~ I 

"' \,1 u =-

'. / 

Sign1ture 

NE 206 
Rev. 12-70(50-20) NOTICE 

'/ 

/ 
' 
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A.'U'RED GRI..l..E.R 
Ron:e:«x N. Gom 
M.tCHAE:i. J. C'O'l)I>Y 
E:atc V. Yott:N'OOutsT 

GELLER.G~LD,CDDDY & YoUNGQUIST 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

575 MADISON AVJ!Nt!E 

NEW YORJl, N.Y. 100:?.2 

T'2utPHON£; (212) Pl.JJ,u. :a~2&00 

Ca:r.lt Ol!:Lut:R:LAWS. Nww YoRK 

September 1, 1971 

BY HAND 

District Director 
Immigration & Naturalization Service 
Department of Justice 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 

Attention: Mr. Pierce 

Re: John Lennon and Yoko Ono 

Gentlemen: 

Daphne Productions, Inc. is the producer of "The Dick Cavett Show,'' 
a television talk show which is broadcast Monday through Friday 
over the network facilities of the American Broadcasting Company. 

As attorney for Daphne Productions, Inc. I enclose Form I-129B 
petitioning for the issuance of a non-immigrant H-1 visa to John 
I,ennon and Yoko Ono. They are scheduled to appear on the Show 
September 8, 1971. I am enclosing a copy of the contract cover
ing this engagement, a $25 check to cover the fee for processing 
the Petition, an affidavit of the Producer and Form G-28. Since 
John Lennon and Yoko Ono entered the United States August 13, 1971, 
on visitors' visas, also enclosed are Forms I-506 and two $25 
checks for processing them. 

Mr. Lennon has had previous H-1 visa clearances. For the moment 
we have not been able to obtain the previous H-1 number. 

We are enclosing reviews, publications, etc. establishing that 
Yoko Ono is an alien of distinguished merit. 

You are hereby authorized to charge any required long distance 
telephone calls, telegrams or cables to: Daphne Productions, Inc., 
1790 Broadway, New York, New York 10019; 212-765-2820. 

MJC:ec 
Encs. 

Very truly yours, 

c.c. Daphne Productions, Inc. 

I 1908 



UI'ITitP ITATitl oaiAIITIIItNT OF JUST!CII 
Bo...t of IIM'Ilp•Uon Appuh 

..,4 
lmm11flltlon Mid Natwlllt••Uon S•tvice 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF APPEARANCE AS ATTORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE 

In re:Petition of Daphne Produc
tions, Inc. to Classify Non~ 
Immigrants as aliens of Distin~ 
guished Merit on behalf of 

DATE: September 1, 1971 

I hereby enter my tppearance as attorney for (or representative of) the person whose name appears immediately 
below, 111d my appearance is made at his (her) request. 

NAME 

(City) (State) (Zip Code) 

Check applicable item(s) below. 

~ 1. I 1111 111 attorney and a member in good standing of the bar of the Supreme Court of the United States or of 
the hlpeat court of the following State, territory, insular possession, or District of Columbia-----
~~Jil;fl\¥!1£,.fOnrt, State Qf N>n~ YGrk: and am not under a court or administrative agency 

onler suspendin&, enjoining, restraining, disbarring, or otherwise restricting me in practicinclaw. 

0 2. I 1111 111 accredited representative of the following named religious, charitable, social service, or similar 
or&ltiiJatlon tatablished in the United States and which is so recognized by the Board: ------

0 3. 11!11 IIII(ICiated With:-----.....,--,.,......,----:----------,--------
the attomey of record who previously filed a notice of appearance in this case and my appew~nce il 1t bia 
requeat. (If you eh.eck this item, elso check item 1 or 2, whichever is appropriate. ) 

0 4. Other• (Elplllln fully.)-----------------------

Form G·28 
(Rev. 3-10-67) 

Complete Address 
GELLER, GOLD, CUDDY & YOUNGQUIST 

CHO Ul.2.14 
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IJNITED "TATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTif'~ 
lm> ~.ation and Naturalization Service 

10 ... t JI:IIIIIIJ 
... York, .. ,." 

Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

NOTICE OF APPROVAL OF NONIMMIGRANT VISA PETITION OR 
OF EXTENSION OF STAY OF H OR l ALIEN 

NAME AND ADDRESS Of EMPLOYER OR TRAINER 

... l'l'llllll ..... -· 
1710 ••• u, 
... """· .... ~ lCIOlt 

NAME OF BENEFICIARY OR SENEFICIAAIES 

... I •• 
CLASSIFICATION 

•• 1 
FILE NO. 

D::.I.Ut 
OAiE OF APPROVAL 

-...s..71 

PLEASE NOTE THE ITEMS BELOW WHICH ARE INDICATED BY "X" MARKS CONCERNING THE ABOVE BENEFICIARY(IESJ. 

D THE PETITION HAS BEEN APPROVED AND FORWARDED TO THE UNITED STATES CONSULATE AT WHICH THE 
BENe.;FICIARY OR BENEFICIARIES WILL APPLY FOR VISA ISSUANCE, ANY INQUIRY CONCERNING VISA ISSUANCE 
SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO THE CONSULATE AT 

THIS SERVICE WILL BE UNABLE TO ANSWER ANY INQUIRY CONCERNING VISA ISSUANCE. 

D THE PETITION HAS BEEN APPROVED. IT IS INDICATED THAT THE BENEFICIARY(IES) WILL NOT REQUIRE VISA(S) TO 
ENTER THE UNITED STATES. NOTICE OF APPROVAL OF THE PETITION HAS BEEN FORWARDED TO THE INTENDED 
UNITED STATES PORT OF ENTRY. PLEASE NOTIF!Y THIS OFFICE IMMEDIATELY OF ANY CHANGE IN THE INTENDED 
PORT OF ENTRY. 

li!!!!!J THE APPROVED PETITION IS VALID UNTIL ___ jlll!!!tJII!ll~!!!Q!l!f!l!I~·!!J,Jl,lf1'-ll'------------
0 THE TEMPORARY STAY OF THE BliiNEFICIARY(IESIIS AUTHORIZED TO-----------------

- REMARKS: 

PIMltJa aiJIIE .. ,_. .-.11 I Ill •lJ. ,_., wia t.o lll*ltt.. hEr 
till 1111al ...,Ill_,.,~ u •W C'fl , • .., ._. >. & -
,.Utt.. ... ,.... ~uteat• ... "'ltllnil. 

D DOCUMENTS WHICH YOU SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF YOUR PETITION HAVE SERVED OUR PURPOSE AND ARE 
RETURNED. 

IMPORTANT 

1. THE 13ENEFICIAAY(IES) OF YOUR NONIMMIGRANT VISA PETITION MAY NOT REMAIN IN THE U.S. BEYOND THE 
PERIOD FOR WHICH THE PETITION IS VAl-ID OR ANY EXTENSION OF STAY AUTHORIZED BY THIS SERVICE. 

2. YOU ARE REQUIRED TO NOTIFY THIS OFFICE PROMPTLY IF THE EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING SPECIFIED IN THIS 
PETITION IS TERMINATED BEFORE THE EXPIRATION OF THE AUTHORIZED STAY IN THE UNITED STATES OF THE 
BENE!FICIARY{ I ES) 

3. PLEASE ADVISE THE BENEFICIARY(IES) THAT THE ACCEPTANCE OF EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING NOT SPECIFIEO 
IN THIS PETITION WILL BE A VIOLATION OF NONIMMIGRANT STATUS. 

INFORMATION REGARDING BENEFICIARY'S DEPARTURE AND RETURN 

DO NOT MAKE COPIES OF THIS NOTICE. YOU MAY FURNISH IT TO ONLY ONE INDIVIDUAL BENEFICIARY WHO 
DESIRES TO DEPART FROM AND RETURN TO THE UNITED STATES TO RESUME THE SAME EMPLOYMENT OR 
TRAINING DURING THE PERIOD FOR WHICH THE PETITION IS VALID OR FOR WHICH HIS STAY IN THIS COUNTRY 
HAS BEEN AUTHORIZED. ANY ADDITIONAL BENEFICIARY WHO WILL BE DOING SO MAY BE REFERRED TO THIS 
OFFICE FOR ISSUANCE OF A SIMILAR FORM. IF A BENE;FICIARY HAS AN "H" OR ''L" VISA WHICH HAS EXPIRED HE 
MAY APPLY TO THE DIRECTOR, VISA OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF STATE, WASHINGTON, D. C., FOR REVALIDATION OF 
THAT VISA PRIOR TO DEPARTURE AND MAY SUBMIT THIS NOTICE WITH THAT APPLICATION. ALTERNATIVELY, IF A 
NEW VISA IS REQUIRED, HE SHOULD PRE::SSNT 'fHlS NOTICE TO AN AMERICAN CONSUL ABROAD. IF HE IS EXEMPT 
FROM THE VISA REQUIREMENT, HE SHOULD PRESE:NT THIS NOTICE AT A UNITED STATES PORT OF ENTRY. IF THE 
BENEFICIARY DESIRES TO RETURN TO THE SAME EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING AFTER THE EXPIRATION OF THE 
VALIDITY OF THE PETITION OR AUTHORIZED TEMPORARY STAY SHOWN IN THIS FORM, A NEW PETITION WILL BE 
REQUIRED. THE 6ENEFICIARY MAY BE READMITTED TO THIS COUNTRY ONLY IF FOUND ADMISSI6Lt: UNDER THE 
IMMIGRATION LAWS WHEN HE RETURNS. ' 

.... .......,.. -:!• 
575...._ A! , ... ,.0, I.T. 

0 CHECK THIS BOX WHEN COPY MAILED TO ATTORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE 
~ 

·FILE COPY 

--
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

lmm(gration and Naturalization 
• &;rvire 

Form approved 
Bud.t!et Bureau No. 43-R0348 

Date Filed 
Fee Stamp 

PETITION 
TO CLASSIFY 

NONIMMIGRANT 
AB TEMPORARY 

WORKER 
OR. TRAINEE 

rle No. NY C-N 34279 
I 

(To be 111bmiHed m duplicate, with 111P\1lement1ry documents descri~ in instructio'\~· to ~the Distril;t Director bavhls aclmlrdstra· 
1M j~ cmr the plaee In the United States in W!ti~ Is intbndOd the allen (s) be employed or ltalned) 

(TillS BLOCK NOT TO Bll FILLED OUT BY PE'ITI16NERl 
The s.cr.tuy of Stale Is hervby notilled tbat the alien (s) for whom this petition was flied is (are) entitled to the non-

hn ..... t llalul ""'**ed below: 11. 
H-1 0 H-3 The validity of this petition will expire 

DATE 
011-2 0 L·l on $eJ!t. 41 

1 
ltj 7 l OF 

The admisllon of the alien (a) may he AcnON SEP 3 liEMAII.KS: 
w•~·~th~~~d~to~the~a~he~w~~==~~~~-----------~DD 

(I'ETITIONER NOT TO WRITE ABOVE TillS UNE) 
(PLEASE FILL IN WITH TYPilWRITER OR PRINT IN BLOCK LETTERS IN INK) 

I hereby petition, pursuant to the provlaions of sections 214 (c) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, for the 
followlq: (Cheek one.) 

11-1 13:) Alien (I) of cllstinplabed merit and ability to perform servicell of an exceptional nature requiring such merit and ability· 

H·2 0 Allen (a) to perform other lbmporary servk:e or Jaber for which a hena fide need exists. (One who is to perform duties 
which are lhem"""'slbmpurary in nature.) 

H-3 0 Allen trainee (s). (One who lllOiu to enlbr at the invitation of an individual. organization, f1rm, or other trainer for the 
purpooe of receiving trainblg in any field of endeavor. Incidental production nece....-y to the training is per· 
mltted provided a United States worker is not thereby displaced.) 

lrl 0 

4. BRIEF DllSCIIIPTION OF NATIJRE OF BUSINESS CONDUCTED BY PETITIONER 

1971 

Procl\IPer ot "'l'be Dick CIYett attow" a netwOJOk telev1t10D progu, 

6. LOCATION OF AMERICAN CONSULATE AT WHICH 
AU!N(S) WILL APPLY FOil VISA(Sl: 

(City In Foreign COuntry) (Foreign Country) 

(If petition Is to be made for more then one H allen •od appllcttlon for viSit will be made at more than one Amerfcan Consulate, a separate 
prttltton must be submitted tor each c:onsulate at whlch H vln applications wilt~ mldt. Separate petition must be fllld for each L~l allen.) 

·' ' ' 

6. THE ALIEN(Sl WILL PERFORM SERVICES OR LABOR FOR OR RECEIVE TRAINING FROM THE FOLLOWING ESTABLISHMENT: 
(N•m• of E,Ublllhmontl Dapbl'lt Pl'odi.I.Ot ioat, !nc. 

(Street and Number) {City Of Town) (State) (Zip, COde) 

1 Broadwa New ~ r 
7, PERIOD REQUIRED TO COMPLETE SERVICES OR TRAINING 

11. BY WHOM PAl D7 

WEEKLY 8 t 
Form 1·1298 
(Rev. "-1·70) :; 

19f2 



·--------····-------------
ALL PETITIONERS COMPLETE ITEMS l!A throuqh 20. If petition IS for more than one Hallen, give required Information tor e.tc:h add.,. 

lionel alien in spaCe provided on page 3. If the idP.ntity of the H aliens is not known at present; you must furnish information concerning 

them IIIOQn as thet information becomes known to you., 
12A. ALl N"S N ME (Family name 11"1 capital letters) (First namt) (Middle niiM) 

ENNO 
128. 12C. NUMBER OF AL NS IN 

woman.) IN THIS PETITION 

(PaR" 2) 

1.3. ADD TO WHICH AUEN WILL RETURN (Stroot ano Number) (City) (Province) (Country) 

0 YES £a NO 
If vou answered "yes", c:ompieto the following: Date of filing of each denldd petition ----------------

Pioco of filing of •och donlod petition (city)------------~-------------·-----
10 YOUII KNOWUOOE, HAS ANY OF THE HAMED AUEHIS) EYER &EEH IN THE U.S. :lf:l YES 0 HO {If "yll" idenHfy eodo on Page 3) 

.. ·- ----. ----·--..... --~ 
21. NONTECHNICAL DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES TO BE PERFORMED BY OR TRAINING TO BE RECEIVED BY ALIEN IS) (THIS BLOCK 

NEED NOT BE COMPLETED IF PETITION IS FOR H·2 WORKERS) 

22. (It you 11'0 petitioning foro trainee complete this block) 
IS SIMILAR TRAINING AVAILABLE IN ALIEN'S COUNTRY? 

23. (If you ore petitioning for on L-1 ellen complete this block.) 
(~ IPPfOprlt\t bOMIO.) 

0 YES 0 NO 

L The ellen h11 been employed in en 0 executive; 0 managerial capacity; 0 in a capacity which involves specialized knowledge 

bv. . sinca------------1 
(name and address of employer) klltel 

b. Tho petitioner is 0 the same employer 0 subsidiary 0 an affiliate of the employer abroad. 

FILL IN ITEMS 24 THROUGH 27 INCLUSIVE ONLY IF PETITION IS FOR H-2 AllEN s 
24. DESCRIPTIVE.JOB TITLE OF WORK TO BE PERFORMED BY ALIENIS\(Use title whlth corrtspondt to thot ulldln IOIIordltr ploced with stoto 

Employment S.f'lk:il or Agtney by Detltloner for s.ame type of labor. Where work In more than one Job dasstfltatlonls to btl perf<5rmMI by alllns. 
Nte nurnblr to 1M emPlOYed In each Job dat~lfleatlon.) 

2&. IS (AREI ALIEN(SI SKILLED IN WORK TO 8E PERFOFIMEOI 0 YES 0 NO 0 UNKNOWN 

28. IS ANY LABOR ORGANIZATION ACTIVE IN THE LABOR FIELD(S) SPECIFIED IN ITEM 23 Cl"i'l!s 0 NO 
(If "Ves", spec:tfy orpn1utlon(S) and labor fltld(s).) 

71. IS THE PETITIONER INVOLVED IN, OR ARE THERE THREATENED, ANY LABOR RELATIONS DIFFICULTIES. INCLUDING STRIKES 
OR LOCKOUTS? IScNeltyl 

28. I HAVIE NOT BEEN ABLE TO FIND IN THE UNITED STATES ANY UNEMPLOYED PERSON IS) CAPABLE OF PERfORMING TliE DUTIES 
OF THE POSITIONISI TO BE FILLED. THE FOLLOWING EFFORTS HAVE BEEN MADE TO FINO SUCH PERSONIS): {Complete only if 
lebor cortlflcotion not lttlehed.) 

ALLPETITICN!RS FILL IN ITEMS29 TliROUGH 31B. 

:ill. LISTOOCUMENTSSUBMimDINSUPPORTOFTHISPETITION Copy of contract between Daphne & 

1913 



(b)(6) 

(Past 3) 

If thil petition II for thin one allen of diltlngulllhed merit and ability IH·1 or trainee IH-3) u11 spaces below to give requlrtld inlormlliM. 
If lddltiOIIIII ·- io needld, ottlldt..,...... thlet executed In 11mo gmorol manner. 

~~~~~~~~ 

See, attached affidavit. 

OF SERVICES TO BE PERFORMEO BY OR TRAINING TO BE RECEIVED BY ALIEN 

If this petition Ill lor more than one (H·2) allen to perform other '*'>PCirerv service or labor, u11 spaces below to give ~rod lllformatlon. If 
lldditianel lpect Is needed, o!taoh MPirate ohaet executed in some general manner. ldontlf\1 each alien who hu been In the U.S., by placing 
en --x"ln the '-t column. 

NAME NATIONALITY DATE AND PLACE OF Bl RTH PRESENT ADDRESS 

. 

X 

'" 'I 
1914 



' ----------------·--------------------------

INSTRUCTIONS 
Galml: 

This petition must be executed in duplicate and submitted with suppleme~lll! documents !Jl duplicate, or with one oll(!nal dociiJIIOilt and one copy 
lhmof, to tbe Di•tricl OU.ctor l.alrin~ administrative jurisdiction over the .place 10 the United States ~here the alien(s) f"! Whom the petition IJ tiled d 
'*'arm oervices or labor; or In tile we of a ttainee, will I e train•-. (The alien 1p0ll"' and minot. chi(dren of tha be~ o~ ID apiJrove4 petilioll.lll' 
autontically entitled to the same nonimmigrant classillcatlon he has been acCO!ded If accompanymg ~an. or following to )011\ hun. No petltiont fat tbenl 

ore ~~~Ilion form shall be 1110d when fUing an appH<;atlon for a group extention of stay. When"' u~. an additionallheet ciWI be altadled noted 
to Jhow the country of issuance and the date of expiratton Meach beneficiary's passport., 

fee: 

A fee of twenty-live dollw ($25), payable in. United States currency, must accompany this petition. The fee IJ noqulied ~.~ ~ ...zt,!! 
not retumable reprilless of aclion taken thereon. If you man this petitiOn; atta!:lr money order or oltedl;. DO NOT SEND Cmm.llem - . ;; 
mode p~~yable to "Immipalion .nd NaiUialiulion Servlo4, De~tment of JU!tice", except thai if. ml!idlna In lha Virgin "~ llltllii!IJICO ~. 
mode payable to "Commissioner of Finance of the Virgin !!lands' and if resldin~ in Guam, remittance should be made payable to' 'tft!lluntl, Guam. 

Where to file petition: 

The petition must be filed with the office of the lmirtilratlon and Naturalization Service havina jurisdiction om the -In which the amlcea. will 
be pedoniled or ·lhe tralnina """'"""'· Wbere the .......,.. will be performed or the training wUI be received in tiiOR than one uea, the petitiOn moat be 
tleilln an office of this Service havii!JJ.urlatlictlon over at !fast one of those ueas. 

• NON than one H beneflciUY inay tiO litcluded in orie \\Otllion where the beQetlclarles will all be oerfmminll IIOIVicelt In alinafe opmlion ut recoivllla 
tile - type or traialna, and It vllu uHequiiiMI, will Ill ba .q>plylng fut their vlJu at tbe l1lllDe Alneritln :C~ Will all be j)Cdonn~ tbe 
~~Meet or rec:elving the ~ ·~ the aame immiJtation dlllricl. Sej>arate )letltions moat be filed where the will be flO:Ifomiinll IIIMi:u 
In cllfteient o~tlons oi will not be reOeirinB the ilame type of trilnlllg, or, if vtsu 1111! noquired, wm be applylnc for vllu at illfhrent Amerioan 
Conlolatu, or will lllriOrrn the 1101\'k)es or~ the ltailtlntl ill dlffe..,ntlmmiglation dillrit:U. 

A iet*lte petltion muat be filed for eadt U allen. 

~ docull!llltl: 

All tllppt>rlinJ documents mull he submitted In the orf&jnal. If you de&ite to have tbe oriJinal returned to you, and if copies 1111! by law permitted to 
be mode, you 1UlY 111bmit photollali< or typewritten C<lplet. Pholollatic oopiel unaeoompllllied by the qlllilUIY be acc:epted if the copy beaU a 
Olllliftalllon by a lmml&lallon or consular officer that tho copy wu compared with the oriptal and found to be Identical. A fo.rolp document must be 
aceolllpllllod by a tramlatlon, certlf'ted by the translator as to the BCilllllcy of the translation itnd al'lo his competency to ll'll)slate. (Do not make a copy 
Ill' a lll!itftloate of n.tturalllliltion or citizenship.) 

11-1. Petition for alleu(s) of distinguished merit and ability to pert'onn services of an exceptional natwe. 

II petition IJ for an alien or aliens of dlsllnsuiJhed merit and a bUlly the foDowtna supplemental documents muat be alladted: 
A fUll, jlllmplete, and detailed deeeripllon of the high edU<Jatlon, technical training, specialized experience or exceptional alrillly of the alien(s) and 

the manner in which such qualifications are acq,ulrod. 
Allepllons of high education or technical training shall be supported by original, certified, or photostatic copies of diplomas, school certificates, or 

equMielll documents o, affidavits, attesling to such edu<;ation or technical training executed by the person In cb.ltrp of the records of the educational or 
otlter lnftlltltion, firm, or establishment wherein such education or training was acquired, improved, or perfected. 

Alloptions of specialized experience or exceptional abUity shall be supported by a!fidavils attesting to and desaibing the degree and extent of the 
fXpellence or ability, executed by the appropriate officer of the firm, organization, eslllblisltment·, or oilter institution wherein the alien(s) acquired or 
perfected such expetlence or ability. 

11_ the petition is for a phYIIIdan or nUf!IO, thedo must be attatbed a statement from the petitioner certifying that to the best of the petitioner's 
~naallon and. belief the alien beMtlcilry Ia fully qualifted under the la)VS governing the place of Intended employment to pedorm the desired serric:es, 
and that under those laws the petitioner Is authorized to employ the henefi<iary to pedorm audt aerricoa. 

Copiet of written contracts or summaries of verbal contracts between petitioner and beneficiJrles mull be attaclted. 

11-2 Petition for alien(s) to perform other temporary service or labor. 

If petition is for an alien or aliens to perform temporary services or labor, the following supplemental documents moat be attacltecl: 
One copy of a certification from tho Department of Labor indicating that qualified apptillalltaln the United States are not available for referral to 

the employer and that employment of the alien(s) will not advenely affect wages and wod<ing conditions of wod<ers In tbe United States similarly 
employed, or .• notice from the Department of Labor tbat sudt certification cannot be made; also, a statement containing a full and complete and 
detllled doscnption of the situations or conditiotu which R)a):e It necesaary to bring the alie. a or aliens to the United States, whether the necessity Is 
temporary, se.uonal or permanent and, if temponry or -ntl. wllt!btr II isexpected to recur. 

To apply fut the certification, the petitioner must place a job order wllb the local office of the state EmJ!Ioyment Service seMn& the area of 
JX0-.1 employment. In ordor that the Department of J.abot may make a dotmnillation as to the mi1abillly of quallfW l(llliil:.aiiU in the United 
Slain, the aider must 8CC\1.111tely report the occupational roqldi-nu or the job. If local and inter~ recruitment or quallfteii-WOitera In the United 
States proves unsuccessful, copies of the certification are fumlshed Ill the petitioner through the local Eiliployment SoMoe olflce where the 'job onSet wu 
ftled, 

II more than one certification is Issued by the Department of Labor, separate petitions moat be fu.d for tile alleN """'n'd by each certlflealion. 

H·3. Petition for allen trllluee(s). 

If petition is for one or more alien tratnees the foll,owing supplemental document muat be attached: 
A •w•nt desaiblna the kitlcl of. trainlna to .. b4 sive .. " .. tile.. •. . , t1tc poiltion o' duties for whlelt the tnin"' willlHl'J!III' him, and the rea1011 why 

such ltalalila eannot be oblalned outlide the Onlled ~ . . . , . · · 
If you answered "yes" to item 22, explilin why It II ri~ for 111!en to take trlinbti In the U.S. 

1, 1. Petltion for illtta-compllly transferee. 

If petition is for an "L-1" alien attach a statement deliCiibil'l the capacity in whklr be was employed IIJroMf·IIICIIhe capacity 1n whidt he it to be 
~~~ U.S. lithe aliea't •rrices Involve ll!*iallnd~ dac:ritJe briefly the nature of the spec:lalir.ecj lmowledp whidl niUOS'his amlcel 

l'elllltlet: 

~.Jo~ae Jll!n~s. are provided by law for knowingly and willfully falsifying or ronc:ealing a lllllterlal fact or ulin8 any false di!CIIInent in !be 
....... salOn o,his petttion. 
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If lhlo p;nltion II for"""" INn qne alien of dlstin~loMd merit and ability IH·1 I or trainee (1+31 Ul8 tpect!S below to giWIOqllired information. 
lhdditlllllll i- io netdad,llltleh oepa,.. ..,..texecuttd In ...,. gonoral manner. 

NAME )DATE OF BIRTH )PLACE OF BIRTH -, NATIONALITY . I OCCUPATION 

(b )(6) I Yoke Onn T. I I 
PRESENT ADDRESS Rt RP,;r i 1:: Hr>~~P " ·n A ve>n11"' )(., '>'itn <a· 
AooRusToWHIIlHALIEHwiLLRETuRN EU:teobm::st Eaz:k~ llsca:tt Ber:l!:sl:li r:e Et:~gJ atld 
NONTECHNICAL DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES TO BE PERFORMED BY OR TRAINING TO BE RECEIVED BY A[IEN 

See attached affidavit. 

NAME I OATE OF BIRTH I PLACE OF Bl RTH !NATIONALITY !OCCUPATION 

PRESENT ADDRESS 

ADDRESS TO WHICH ALIEN WILL RETURN 

NONTECHNICAL DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES TO BE PERFORMED BY OR TRAINING TO BE RECEIVED BY ALIEN 

NAME I DATE OF BIRTH rl.ACE OF BIRTH rATIONALITY rCCUPATION 

PRESENT ADDRESS 

ADORES$ TO WHICH ALIEN WILL RETURN 

NONTECHNICAL OESCIUPTION OF SERVICES TO BE PERFORMED BY OR TRAINING TO BE RECEIVED BY ALIEN 

If this patidon 1o fOr moll! thon one (H·21 alion to Pil'form other tomparory service or labor, use~pect~t below to give required lllformodon. If 
oddidOMisjiiOIIis needed, atbll:h 18parate "'"' executtd In same gonerel manner. ldontify iiiCh alien who hll been in the U.S., by plecinv 
an "X" In the led column. 

NAME NATIONAliTY DATE AND PLACE OF BIRTH PRESENT ADDRESS 

<Pase 3) 

')( 

\ 
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d61 

INSTRUCTIONS 
Geaenl: 

This potition must be exec~ted in duplicate and submitted with supplemental documenta.in duplicate, or with one original document ami one:cop)l 
IMno(, to the District Dlr.ctor l.avin~ administrative jurisdiction over the.place in the United States .mere the alien(s) for l'llonrtlw pelitloll is filechrill 
,..,_ •rrice• or labor; or in the cue of a trainee, willlelfaine''· (The alien 1pouae and llliRGr chilclren of the benetklsl:y ofa.tlliJ!IIIl)¥04 ~ m 
automalklally entitled to the same nonimmipant classification he has been accorded if accompanying :lin, or following to join him. No-petltlolls for lhel1l 
.,. requlrlod.) . . 

This potltlon form •hall be U1IOd when fUing ·an a~ plication for a sro•P extension of stay. Whan 10 u~. an ad<Utionallheet llball be attao::he4110ted 
to show the country of iss-ce and the date of expiratton of each beneficiary's passport. , 

Fee: 
A fee of twenty .ftve dollaro ($25), payab.le In United States currency, must accompany this potitlon. Tlie fee is required for flllna tile pillltlon and is 

not retllnllble ropidlilss of adion taken ·therwn. If you maU tills pottlion, attach """""'order or cited<. 00 NOT SEND CASH. Remllt-lbollld be 
..,.. po~ to "lmmip!tion 1114 Naturolization Service, De'li"'tment of Justice", except that If ~11!11 in the Vqtn Wanda, rentlltauco lhould be 
..,.. poyable to "CommtJiioner of Finance of the Virzin Islands' and if residing in Guam, remlttane .. hould be made payable to ''T-. Guam." 

Willie to file petition: 

The potltlon must be filed wilh the office of the lmmjgrallon and Naturalization Serrice havinl juriadictlon oi'OJ' the-IR whlclt the aerricos will 
lie poderlllld or lilt trainlngn<lltited. Wlleno .the aerricos will be ped'otmed or the t:raloina will be received In more th111 one -· the potltlon nlual be 
fled In 111 office of thiJ Serrice ba'*"juriadlctlon o.er allllast one of those areas. 

Mare llian one H benOIIcltiiY jiiiy lie indllllild in one petition Where the beneflciarkJ will tt11 be perf. ormifta .. IIIIYices. . io a lliDele opqalion or. receirifts 
lilt- type .of lrllnlns.Mdll._ue tequlred, wiU all be~in& for tbelr visu at the ume ~ c== d ttllttll =be 111rformlll& tile 
_.,or"""'. . the Ualo!'!ll . . the amelmmiptlondltiilct. !e pe!ltlonsiiiUII be fllflll Where the - • dlle ·· · ·IIII'Mt 
In different ope~ or will n~roceivlq·the same·typcf of ttl::r. If W.U are ~C~qulrlod, will be lpplyinl for ¥ilat·tl ~ .. 
011 A ....., or willi!Orform the ltl'lklot or receiw tilt tninlna lit dllferenllmmiaration dlstrU:tt. 

A !llplll.le potltion must be filed for eaoh lA alliin. 

SwpparliiJ documents: 
AU supportina clocuments mull be submitted in the oriainal· If you .delire I~ baw the original returned to you, 1114 If coplesm '?I' htw petmitted to 

be made, you may submit phOtottatic or ty_,j!leJt copies. PhotoBiatic cop!H u~ bY the original may be accepted If the copy .bears a 
mlifl!'ltlon by a lmmiiJalion or consular officer that the copy wu compared with the Orfljnalatld found to be identical. A fo• document must be 
IJCCOmptlllied by a ttatlilallon, eettllied by the lllllslator ulo the accuracy of the trllltllatlon and u to hJI competency to translate. (Do not make • copy 
<:l·a celtlllc:ate of ulurlllzation or citizenship.) 

Jl.l. Petition for allen( a) of dlstinguillhed merit and abOity to perlonn seniees of an eXt:eptional nature. 

If petition ls.for an allen or aliens of distinguished merit and abDIIY the followift!; supplemental do<:umenb must be attached: 
A lull, j)Omplilte, and detailed detcription of tile high education, technical training, speclall!lld experience or ••ceptional ability of the al.ien(s) and 

the - in which such qualificallont are acquired. 

d tlons of high education or technical training shall be supported by original, certified, or photostatic copies of diplomas, school certificates, or 
clocuments or affidavits, attestina to such education or technical training executed by the perton In charge of the reoords of the educational or 

o tutlon, f~tm, or establishment Wherein such education or training was acquired, improved, or perfected. 
Alleplions of spocialized experience or exceptional ability shall be supported by affidavits attestinJ to and describlna the degree and extent of the 

~ence or ablllty, executed by tbe appropriate officer of the !urn, organization, establishment, or Other Institution wherein the allen(s) acquired or 
peifected such experience or ability. 

If thO ·petition Ia for a phylidan or nune, there must be attached a statement from the potltionollllll'tlfying that to the best of the petitioner's 
lllforlllltioa and belief the alien bueflciary Ia fully qualified under the laws govemlna the pl.a<:e of intendild employment to perform the desired services, 
ll)d dial under lhoae laws the petitioner Is authorized to employ the beneficiary to perform such smice.s. 

Olplet of written contracts or summaries of verbal contracts between petitioner and beneficlaries mull be attached. 

Jl.2 Petltlon for alien(s) to perform other temporary service or labor. 

If politlon Is for an alien or aliens to perform temporary serriees or labor, the followina supplemental documents mUll be attached: 
One copy of a certification from the Department of Labor Indicating that qualified appbts In the United States are not available for re!wal to 

the employer and that employment of the alien(s) will not adversely afT~ wages and workU, conditions of workm In the United States similarly 
employed, or a notice from the Department of Labor that such certification cannot be made; alsu, a statement containlltg a full and complete and 
detilled description of tbe situations or con. dltlons which make It .necesaary to brin; the aliea or aliens to the United States, whether the n""""'"'Y is 
temporary, seudnal or perl!Wlllllt and, If temporaty or SOiiOnal, Wllether Ills etlpoetecllo recur. 

To apply for tbe cer!lileatloll, the petitioner must place a job order with the local office of the itate EmPloyment Serric:e serv1n1 the - of 
liiQIIOIIed employment. In order lhtt tbe Department of Llblx may ll!lke a delermi1llliott as to the IYilllbility of qtllllllild IIPPiicallta ill tile United 
,.._, the order must accurately R~port the OCC11patlo!111 requitel!llnts of the job. If local1114 Inter-area nmdtment or qwdlfted Workers In tile United 
States proves unsuccessful, copies of the certification are fumlttlled to the petitloller lltrougb the local Einployment Service Olftce where the jail Mltr..., 
flied. 

If more than one certification is l111t10d by the Department of Lobor, separate petitions mUll be flliiCI for 1M t11eu ~ by each eettillcltlon. 

H·3. Petitiop for allen trainee(s). 

If potition Is for one or more alien trllllleesthe fol\owing supplemental document must be attached: 
At:ralosll!temo!ll cl!!scribjn& the klad of traloinlllo be givtn the alien, the position or dulles for which the trainlna wlll prepare him, and tile,_ l>ily 

tuch . lllll'*'nol be obtllntd oti..-..lhe IJnliM. State~ · . c • • 

If you 1111-d "yes" to item 22, explalo wliy it is necoiSily l'bnliento take tralltbil lit thio U.S. 

L-1. Petltibn for hlua-eompany tranlferee. 

If petition is for an "L-1" alien attach a statement describina the c:apaclty in whlclr he -~td illlloldand tht copacity 1n which lit is to be 
employeclm the U.S. If lbe .U.a's senioes involveiJ)OCilliztd lalOwltdp dtaibe briefly the nature of the s,pedallzed knowled&e Which nllltes·hls services 
-~. ' 
l'maltll!tl: 

. Sel:l'IC Pltnaljies are provided by htw for knowingly and willfully falsifylna or coneeallng a matetlol fa<:t or tUinB any false document in the 
subftlil'ioft of'thls petition. - . 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF .JUSTICE 

ImmigratiOn and Naturalization 
Serviul 

PETITION 
TO CLASSIFY 

. NONIM!'ttiGRANT 
AS TEMPORARY 

. WORKER 
OR TRAINEE 

Form apJ>loYtd 
Bud&•• Bureau No. 43·R03<18 

Date Filed Fee Stamp 

rteN'NYC-N 34 2 7 9 
(To be 8tlbmitled In oluplic:alll, with 111pplomentaty documents described In Instructions, to the District Director bavlna adrnlailtra-

. loy ed .. 1M! !udllllcdon cmr lhe plalle In lhe United States In w!d<:!Htis In Illuded the alien (s) be omp edorllain ) 

(THIS BLOCK NOT TO BE FILLED OUT BY PETITIONER) 

The SeetetaQ' of Statois hereby notified that the alien (s) for whom litis petition was filed is (are) entitled I£ II:'J!IIllliOV£0 
1 

lm .... t .. ~below: · "" 

~H-I 0 H-3 The validity of this petition will expire 
DATE 

OH-2 0 L-1 on :5 efl1 ). '-1 , It; 1 I OF SEP 3 1971 The admiuion of the alien (s) lillY be ACI10N UNARKS: 
authorized to tbe above date. 

::T~ ~~Mf - -
{~-, 

Nr>AI ... IlDU 01 v 

(l'F:l'ITIONER NOT TO WRITE ABOVE THIS UNE) 
(PLEASE FILL IN WITH TYPEWRITER OR PRINT IN BLOCK LETTERS IN INK) 

I hereby petition, pursuant to the provisions of lleCilons 2I4 (c) of the lmmigl'ation and Nationality Act, for the 
f~: (Cliett one.r 
Jl.l t:J Alion (a) of dlalinpished awlt and ability to perform sen1ces of an exceptional nature requiring such merit and abDity. 

H-2 0 Allen (a) to perform other temporuy oen1ce or laboi for which a bona fide need exists. (One who is to perform duties 
Which are themBelw>s temporuy in nature.) 

H-3 0 Alltn trainee (s). (One who lOOks to enter at the invitation of an individual, organization, rum, or other trainer for the 
purpo110 of recelvtng training in any field of endeavor. Incidental ptoduction necessary to the training is per
mitll>d provided a Unill>d States worker is not thereby displaced.) 

lrl 0 

LOCATION OF AMERICAN CONSULATE AT WHICH 
ALIENIS) WILL APPLY FOR VISA(SI: , 

(\ 

television program. 

(City In Foreign COuntry) (Forelvn Country 
(\j 

(U petttlon Is to be mao. tor rnoA than one H allen •nd appJ1c1tlon for vlsts will be mlde at more than one American Consulate, a "Pirate 
petition must be submhttct for each consulate at Whfch H villi applications win be made. Sep,trate petition must be fllld for each L·l "'ltten.J 

6. THE ALIEN IS) WILL PERFORM SERVICES OR LABOR FOR OR RECEIVE TRAINING FROM THE FOLLOWING ESTABLIS MENT: 

CN-ot e~t.~lllllh..,.nt) Daphne ProductJ ons. Inc. 
(Strtot and N'umber) (City or Town) (State) 

8. WAGES PER WEEK 8A. HOURSPERWEEK 9. O~.ERTIME RATE 

( 

form 1-1298 
(Rev, +1·70) 

LUED AT II. BY WHOM PAID? 

WEEKLY " 

1'-
1918 



""~----· -----------·····--·-~---
(Pagel) 

0 

If you answered •tves", complete tne following: Date of filing of each denied petition---------------

PIICO of fllla!'C'f Nth ~onlod petition (cltvl. . . " " ". 

TO KNOW\mGe, tW "NY Of THE N.O.M£0 .O.UEN(SI EVER IEEN IN TH! U.S. ;iJ VES -~ NO_~~-::yo•'' ~··~fy •adl'"' Pou•_3.JI ----1 
21, OF SERVICES TO BE PERFORMED BV OR TRAINING TO BE RECEIVED BV ALIENISIITHIWILOCK 

NOT BE COMPLETED IF PETITION IS FOR H·2 WORKERS! 

an J).tltlonmt for a tralne. complete this block) 

TRAINING AVAILABLE IN AL1Eiii'SCOUNTRV1 

Ill vou .. pe'lltionlnt far on L· 1 alien complete this 
CCIIocl< apPfOprlllo boxes.) 

0 VES 0 NO 

a. The allen hos bean OlmPiovad In an 0 exa<:utlve; 0 managerial capacity; 0 io a capacity wl11ch ln110IVM spadallzed knowledge 
~r _________________________________________ __ 

I nama aod address of emplover) 

b. The petlliGneTis 0 the same emplover 0 ouboidiery 0 an affiliate of tho employer abroed. 

28. IS 
(If "Ves", SpKfty orpnlzatton(s) and labor field(&).) 

'lJ, IS THE PETITIONER ANV LABOR 
OR LOCKOUTS7 (Specify) 

TO FINO IN THE UNITED STATES ANV UNEMPLOYED PERSON IS) CAPABLE OF PERFORMING THE DUTIES 

1919 



·'DAPHNE 
PRODUCTIONS 
INC 
The Dick Cavett Show 
f, ~(H/,RU ROMAGNOLA 
''\~,.;,; AH P~;)i.JU\.U 

To Whom It May Concern: 

August 30, 1971 

I, the undersigned, represent that I am the Associate 
Producer of The Dick Cavett Show, and ABC network tele
vision program, shown five times a week and that John 
Lennon, of Beatle fame, singer, composer, author and 
actor is scheduled to appear on this program on Wednes
day, September 8, 1971, Appearing with Mr. Lennon will 
be his wife, Yoko Ono, a famous poetess and musician in 
her own right. 

John and Yoko will discuss th•ir music careers, her books 
and their latest album, "Imagine." 

Richard Romagnola 
Associate Producer 

1700 Sm.ldw.w New York.N.-wYork 10019. Suitel301. TeiJ::ll:l! 765·2SJO 
I\ 
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af~(·l' Jr'!h:\r.r.·,l~;· SJ.i\.1 f't,u,r'!·y Fni1'.::'.,: 
tarht. '·lht• Fillnlll·t''s o1 gl(":•\ 1;: 
pLty,'' piped lij1 ;l!)iJtkT l'ti·~.;,·.;,._J1. '·(~>~·.•.: 
~llll!!tl. Tb") t'\'C:: P'll\·i·l,_ l•I'C !,1'\.'1'.' 

·--~. v .. nr<LJ'l?::cr 

Folk siu.L';ct Fd(' s.:cp:Pi stepped ln tht' 
tnl<~roplJ,H'h'.' at th: \\";Jskugtu;·l ~lullll, 
nH'tll b:sl wccL lo si1.g th: . .- )oh:1 LcJiJ:Oll
Yoku Olio so:1g ''Cne Pet(:( n Ckd1cc.'' 
A b;tiidJul ur the {jltHtl'r of <l luilll:!ll 

pctiC(' J.Harchvrs j'Jhwt1 h1. Soon tl1c' Ctl· 

tin• <lSSPI1\!Jbp;c \\'tiS .d1;tt\ti;·;g l}ll' pJ.aitl· 
li_\'0 hymn-".'\11 we arc saying/ Is give 
pc:t("<' a ch,U!ct•"--o\'i..T ;u1d. m·cr. Tk: 
1waec JqO\'ClllC!It h,•d {t,uncl nn anthem. 

llnli'.:e t.ltc anthtl!ls.of 1nml nuss pr1'· 
te.~ts~ from the "\l:i"r!'t:ilhtisc'' to ·-\Vc 
Sh:lll Overcome/' ''Girt· rcace u Ch<ulu:{ 
is ltOL ru-Jtcd iu a foil; ti\tditioll, hut ,,-,ls 
wriltcn in bed o\·er '' fnur~chty pcdod L1sl 
spring by J.)< .. ,<tks bard. Lenuou und his 
brid('; YoktJ (JJ.to, ll) kic-1- oll' thdr Atneri
(:an crus;ule for peace. Th('y wmc lodged 
s11nglr (cost: $1,100 a day) at the 
Qncc11 Elizab"th flotd ill Montrc,1\ a< 
lh-:y worked ont the ]yrics which mnlJ~ 
tiuncd .suc.;h lmuinaric;.; as Tin1t:!i.hy Lcnry 
nnd ~·onnno \I ailer, with whOUl Lennon 
had bcet1 ia con lad OH lhr phone. 

An eight-lrac:k portal1b recording mo.
clJiuc was hauled lo the hott~l nnd the 
song was cHt~~·\Yith Joltn atH1 Tommy 
Smothers on gnitM1 Yoko pounding on a 
wardrobe for percussion and a Tomnlo 
ral)bi nameJ Abralwm L, Feinberg lend
ing ],is Yoke tn tl,e chorus. The. grnup 
w:t-" called the "Pbstie Ou.__1 BaJH1:' \Vhich 
L('!HWll plans to usc ns identifkntiou for 
nny of lJis uon-Bcittlcs productions. (The 
latest of t1)ese is the LcnHon-Ono wed~ 
ding nlbum \Yhich inchtd~s wedding pic· 
tmes, C(utonns hy JohH 1 a postcard and 
gen('rous s:unplings of j(Jlm nnd Yolm's 
hearth('<tb:, nlllUcdugs; M'fOHms and en~ 
jolings) for $8.<10.) 

Big llus!nesg: "Gh-'<.! Pence a Chance" 
llas more tbnn earucd h:u:k its lavish pro
du'cl.iou costs witL a salt' of 1.3 million 
copies, 900,000. in tk U.S .. alone. AI 
though surprisccl by the sndd1~n etnor~ 
gcnce of the scn1g ns Anwric:a's peace 
anthem, Lennon r;1lenk!Pd froru the be
ginning .. to, market "th•:, p;·?duct .ml!~·d 
pencC'. lt s got to be so!d, he smd1 to 
the man in thC' street. \Vc want to mah_: 
pC'a(·e big business lor everybody.'' 

Tl.e song \-vas flr~t picke'cl up on lbe 
slr<'rl bl' mnrci~C:r> filing pt\Sl tl1e White 
House curing tlw Oct. 15 moratoriun1 in 
\Vashi11gton and on the steps d S!. Pat· 
rick's Cnthcdrnl in l\ew York. Tlw or
gani;.ers of the m;trda·s did 110l pronwt{' 
th~ son~-~it ju~f h<~ppcne(L :\ow it \Yilt 
SC'l'V<' <ls the ccnh•rpictc ftll' ~iPg-i11.-.: at 
::~hoppi!t[~ ccntns plaHtl<-'ll in \\'a~ldngtn!l 
nnd will join thv lhl of c:.H\11:-; !o h" "lltt:-~ 
in pmjr('tcd 11:-ttiill\\\'idc ('hri:;tnJ:t-.; E\'t' 
denHJtl.'>ll';tlitttts. ''We nd~dd \1(1\ lu\~' <l 
lrach•r,'' O!it~ fH'O[(•sU·r i11 \\':r'Jlli~tgtlltl .~:tid 
last \\\'{•k. "bn! now at k,tsL we ltavc a 
!>Ouf!;---nntl n Jll<iS'> ruon.·r,,:·:nl doc·sn't go 
nuy .. rhf'l'e witlmul a .-.ong." 
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' ' 

I ··' ... ~! ,i ._.,. \.'' ;: ;·, t-1:' '"~;-~-,~i-.2·---;::·_~j~~:~--~l::c:·J:'1 evr·ry cby, pc;li~! ~,1 
L' -·;__~: r .. ·..:·~'>. ~-,,·lii:r--

1 
il' .. ·i.:-'.as. ~'r0 ti\ping Uh·~n c.rcry'" 

! (;J.:r: 1::: .. ·~. d:;)'--··tllr,t'~:; :-J! V('r,\· lint~. \\'c ~; 
··if,,.,.-,· !:· ~.:, r J.t;t', 1J:l(' fil:r: 1.'/.~,~~1 rar.-~J~_ \'/c wnnt n·~_w! -! 

,,.; . • tL·· c:-.r:.~·• ill'lkl! f(lJ!O'/! ~c jl "Let:.:;'' is 2 S{~rk:.~ uf ::31 ·r:dr::, ?. 

I fi. 
, ,. , 'I L:) ·l, 1 f'l 1J,' (1· ",'t s,JI ;,it, gl, Titl ~;e a 't' hlrhU_.. lqz•, (<J: ~~c 1 t 

' ' 

(:u t~t: t'·' l (J 1 Lr ,. n~ t \. I (1f l ,_'s flln•._tl l\l Nt.!'.\' lor. 

Cll' i1 Til: . dn.l'l ], ; h• r f'n, tlll'/ \ o<l: ;)l t1r! s <'l•(i "in~e1 : •l'iufl'", " iJ 
by Jonu~; /.~ob1s Or .,·t dl ~ ··~· r.;: 1v 'if j 11 r· q1.~· ·; '-~ thil'r~ 1k,t !.' .;~;,, J P1i? ~,,;l!'lll !I 

;-:(' 1 uJ Dl'''.'H' .J0l :; Lrr~'dlJ 1 (l1ry tJr, 11't {~'1h coL' l, l1 (',1 I t,:1; ;;1~ [1) n \/,JS l 0\1' d[!:l.J, gJ,. 1. 
a;,r1 Yoko 01·o \\('1...-: pl'I;Ju.:l~.: 1 

<:ltj f":{l;n\: k·.l' d<~:·;, __ , h1 h::_'f h~;~l,~. mJ!ll'.,1], cLsl<ht•,:c:, ('IC)~-c.}, tlll I p 
tlH? Elgin The;Jtre Chnr.;tnw~ + l;in;;;;:;h lh·::: ::;Lrt:e~s, nnd ll,;o llcr ever', s:d:_!J' r:1'd of thr• l::;~s d 
we'ek. Two or !lH_'lYl, ''Tile Fly" I l't!O~ll.. 'I'hc [~irl V-'~S r;·:~;.,-~·n lly Vid'(;_ NO\v tht' ·.wdcl C?i~ ,S(;I) C'·n I 0 
and ''Lcct·./' were. mudc in r-:;;...-v \ cha;-::ct', in the s~totd, s~.:~ W~'" 1.1/lJ?.t legs tl::~ V?]~t\l(' NC\1 Yt~~-]( If: 
York, t!w l::iLtHW r;cc!(, iH •·

1
• c,'<Lih llWY~;- tnlcl wlHit Wb:.' tg::~:,:l< (Jtl, a:·l, h!tellcd, nn(.: ('U1l!ire rc;_.l. u 

m\JVie-l;:aking p;:·ogl-;:rm; c!lttor::; the·,r sw:wilt~d the kcv to Iwr Wh~·~t :-: docun·,(~1 1l fw i't:~~!~'e hi.::. 
1 
c 

•:::_~r~ old~·--. "Ch•e .f\~~1-Ce n I ap.)rt!<'J0nt fror<t lwr ·~f.,_;l. f"'··· ~H,.1I t.:)rit~r,::;! Jiv;:·'·stl,v, 11u two 1~:i.;:-: 1: t~ 
CiJau:"c·'' b <.< fcalun' ler.gtli dv~~u· s:·1 jl_ goe.;, ~ pctf,·-ct Ul_;·il,_'l'<l 1 \'iCI\~ ~1l!kc, ttongh t/11.~~/ \'lc·~e! f 
!.ne!;tm·y o.r~ tbC' ,'l'OI't}nto Dc?~1n.l r;:_rl--', a .. p:~ychei·:.<;)c_;:;J .. /1.~:-·r,idi., I a.hvays pn-_•,S(:1Jtl:J j:~ .. pail·~:· 1£ u.~ l.f 
J.t 1s enllgl'ltC:nmg and b'!~.er.. :.mel it r·:~ws nlict !HJtmnt: mqeh n~-:1'!1. k-g wns m.re:r~ 1 ;{, lr(~Jl ~!!..: ·-~ 
taining, p;n·ti~t,.'li:ttly ill(.· r<:rliJH~)Jl'C'1lS in n!•.; f!lrfl, (I)Jly !l:;) tb!~ I left. one \'l~;s t:l (~·Jb:.:l; if bJh :~ 
y:Jt.h i\I c~~pp. "The DaH::.d of gid p·:~i_lu:·\11:..- b;.•c(lT.le:·; J)lf_j.'t! m:{: \\'C!'(; strrdcllt, tlLi: the ri[;!-:t mn~ j! 
~lolm ;;-..:1d Y(1!m"' and "'l.'ht~ .Coltil more fr.:1;1tic -~~J(mt the un'j:_~ar h:td ~~big pl.rn;··1e; ir thtrc YJ::J::;r:o ·~ 
Turi~ey'' v:<:r,; song~mu.';lc flh'i.s, silu:..ticn. Two th!ngs b'.:come hi-_ p!mplc, both Jcr:~' \'-:ere Ii!n~ two :; 
boUl very s'w~·t.. ten·stir::.; ic w;:1U:.l1 1 as tllr: film f'lcl;ly sticks. }·,t':.'. E~·c. h'fi o ~ 

Mostly I'd like to Udk ;;11Jout 1,:c~t~l'(·;~,~~ one i) th~- [,ld he:· vr;ry b::td stf.IL··. ol l(~r,·.:> in l\'c1v ~ 
A (I · •• "V . "' "'f' n • ' I ' ) • ' · ' '1 " po JCOS!S, nOlJe, n..,. St·lf ;:,,H) lhc o:}l •, JS, tllt' ~:l :JI l orL Wlf'311 S0n1C(IBC Jn;I(JC 8. ; 

Fly,'' nnd ('Legs." 1 dt)n't lnn)W t·r:r.; A~ t:.e )<;J, 1t1, t:1 u, 'li:Jh'c :;;~~1-](.?g fllm in Me:..:;.\.~0 1 in l~':, 
\Vllat to t:all the;;-:; films. TJJ<-::y £•re 1 gc;•_dt1allv bec'-~~n1f: mote End Moscow,· h; Sid~·cy. · Thn·c II 
nci.ther fictic·u, _ nor docl.m11.:1;trJ. j rn. o~e oLitc;.t;",ed. tlt:!.t JWil.1i:1g "·'.~ts hn:1. drcd tllirl.y~oiJe fnrin<.:r lr:~{:;, 
ric~;, no;· pc-.c,-:t.; .. Ttwy"'ar~~ i.llm 1 1!nrpc11hg lQ tlH.~ c,.it·J: they wt:·re Thrl..'t' hundred thh ty-<ltJ~ mm;"i~ 
O~·:_e_c~oc:~ fl~n~-.t~::~s. 1 l:?:~~- ~~~: ~ v:a\Uug for a rr.}-.10,.\h-::.:y. w .• rmtc-•d a dan. Jugs.· .. TtJJ.';_y·~ '.h.J.u:dt.·r·d t.l.;irty·l 

r 
A , s , 1'1'-I.JJC, a carnal r<i')r, not tnP ea1.1.1- c~rJi? L.dory \'.'Ot'.ht'i' ler:;s. 1h.rcc Pnrev" ~ :vns • • . . · • , . ,. 

on , ~~:~ ,r(j_~,::~ .. l,1o.l~.:.~~·e0d ... ~:: --~~L~l~w:g lll~n~:·~·? a~~Hl'ty--opc chtr.mey 
Pr'-'.lon S~urs::; , ti,Uh '·"'-·) 0,;;;.1 , tJ•;:,ld,,..,s.J.!h.D S\\€ljJd le0.:.~. I~ 

In l! . . ~: ",, ..... ,--... "Tl_w }!'Jy" i::: (I 4.~~rrdnuto. f~lm r'· 
:~:=~~~ ~·'lf'J f~'.jL•.t!;fi\!d •;..!"''-"' · /'"-, \''\ ~~ '-.., slJOwmg a iJy cr.wlilnz or Sltl.t~J~lf' 
~ .. -.,~.. ,. t "-

1
: ' · t" ~.- ~ V ~ u;J ~.~ nude f emak bo:J~,. /1 s lh.~: j f 
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SCREEr·jWfdTEH[; .;J .. . --\ , _ _, ' liY ' film wcHt, with Yol-.o O!u··.: 
ISSUt tl singil!g: and Jol1~1's gui~m-, tL I' 

1 ~Jew ViUcotnpcs 
1 

gradually becm:Gc~ a film vpcra, n I 
· 1 \' PVT HilC V~'i' n"tl o''"·"-· 'film opera with a fly in it. I newsstands <Jnd book~torcs 

or !><.ncl $1.f'i!) to: 

FILM COII!lMEf\JT 10J W.>1lnut P!<;c;; 

l
1 

' ,, ,· t o~ • t.h.,J::.. 11 Toward the end cJf U1o fi1m rnore II 
,. Snt J:::n Oth f ;.1 flies join in the cmvr·lfn[; trip aJJCl 

· I 8 8 1f· p i\'' '·? 1 f b 1 • , , :-t t • 'I, 0•~ ; the~ ih1 cg:im; {.") t~v<: a r;nn·1 
1 Brookline M.~ 021::6 UfA 1 24 E, 2.~nd !l82·55G(l .I.:J ar.d. fot~:boding asp:::d.. f .lt t.:Kn · 

(1 ye;;:r sub:.::fipti.-:m SB) ., ·-., ..,..-··~-·:'"'~"' ......... "'"··~-.~ .,. ti'H~ film enclf;. 

~-, 

:i.' 

,, \' \. 

\ 

, ,·! I 

'H•,, '·~:;!·,-,:'.,{ /~'-.', 

~ ...... ~·'· ' .... "Apotheo.:>is," I wns t0ld, is 

r >'• , 

John'~ film, 2lthough clc~trly it's 
in Yo:w• s spirit of roncQpl. art. 
The film fY~2hlS with a cl0sewup 
of .John nnd Yrlw, but th•m it im .. 
trwdintDiy open.s on an air Vi!.!'.-V 

1 
i c,f a snow vilktge, a small 

mcdkvDlly lc,o:dilg old villa~(~. 
'l'he camera {in a brlbon) slo\vly 
floats up, we ltear the sounds or 
the vilhgr~, tkgs b~lrking, voices 
( ~cttwl rcce:rding from tho 
ball1w~;), they g1 ndu~tlly dlsappcnr 
as \?e go fl1zher, <~s tl·e h:1lifJun 
softly flu2t') <ih.:>nr,~--and th::n it 

• · gu::~s iitt•J a clomt FDr five 
. ,

1
,~duutc::; w.:; sc~--.. llO~hing bui. tlw 

·.' whit>-., E>n'cvu, ns the clc~~d 
·. CJJC'lu~~·-:s tli'_~ kdioon. This p~rt of 

th·.' !;L:l ~~,·nt lL1: lir'·:dn· hd.ti loud' 
1
1 cri~-~~ an:J e;.J _r.'''YJ,' 1i'Jru:; <md' 

r•Li:;;lLs: UL: }W:\c(· r lll'vC gl''i1Cl.'· 

' i!;' 
\' ;i; . I '•· 

(i--. 
,,, 

' j 
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i.iJ.:·· \-.·::;t.c :.J";":•:.,", f-"Y 
~< •. tb.-_\::::ct.,,-~-~-- 'l'·ry ('· 'l 
ti ?t ,){:.\i)~ t'l(; 't'i)~~n ";:;,.._' \ .':' (' 1 • ,l •;:,· 
·: j::~~ (11. llwrn Mi~',;·.,:· i6 t:,,_, Yiiil !-, ,. , .-. ~, t·l. t!"· )'(_<cr~-: 

'
·,·,--':\ ;;, 1'_,_:~1'• (,f t\ ~:-1. d t··l!-7'. ir:>.·,r:::. ~::~ .,·_., 1· ·!_·.·., • • 1 • - • • ( ·, d; "' ri i ~lJ 1;, 

t.h<:y y:cut i;;L) n r:~~:\' /:!_ fl·:1t :J '/..:•.) ~< ;· :•ffC';t-:'_l\\ 
· ~1\dHt, h·)wcv~·r, tL-:: b;.'hm )-_·f1 ,\ ';'~;: l .,, ~- .· ;-, 1 ·-~h ;',\'V-
1 l the (.·lou>~. :-1;1cl ~:!_ld,·:crLl:, tl:-~ c.l•Jil.( 1 Jl~\(\ \r•:'r"~.!- ;:;: ~-,!' Ul•' :·,w_lii?H(·e ·1 l,:ml1•:•:-.'~pe l\)Gt~cd !J;) P_l:l' a h·.lj•· 1 :n·( \>.':. i,; ,_·:~ 1 .• t<-' l'1 

1, poc:;~-1 1 you ('(J1l1rl r:cc lid: top:-: o.f j S:,•.<~i;q;. 1 ,.1::·1 ~ 1n 
S {he doud~;, aJi J:.!';ll\{)f.dly Ci'l'.f()). si::•n j:: !J 1 •1 .. 
n 011':d by ~un, ;:~1-c('.:]·.i•:,:_; Jnu~ h1, 1 

,., f_:l\•(Jd~t:: 

1':"\:!(!. /\d~~'JJ:.;. 

·k finilv, os tb~ bollo~m }:-:·v! mo. 1 
t. up ~ih~JVC t!1~: so:-t w0::-,J.iy (')cud;- • .. 
8. cape Tht; film g.::in_Prl ;,n ('C'M.atk I+: 
~s tone tlilrl ~:cop:'--ch~'.r v-:.ry f{'>' I 

re 'filr::s l'v<~ ever ::-;·:!C}i. !f:=; <l per-!·: 
he f~cOy bct111t~fni filw, sirlipk r.nd I,.) 

h<'- bumlifol. 
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P/:OH.E'S V!DSO TH~/\YRE 
~i'l<l Glh A Vi: Uet 1·1 I-1C: 
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\ 1~ FILM FORUM 

l61;1!'11 fi!rn Club 
P.·~.:scn!i!'1SJ o vorit'!'d (C>I!ettlon of 
li1d•:p-::n{JNdJy mCJde f ilsns 
r·vory VI~(+ ?.':>6 w. 8B St 
lh<r.·StiL f:.f:.HJ (.lv~f Wt:·st of r.:,voy'! 
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Lcm:c•n ha:::.- \" l~ry high il0}'1(::--; 
fO!' hi~., LC·W flhl', 0 );;:·c:dio;1. 1

) 

tl'J10 btJ.C'k~;'lo~JJ:d. nw•-:ic for 
11~<:: Ctth.:::~·v:is•' r:ilcr;t ~J.(f.ntinM 
utc filrn i'-·. p;·c.-~·id•~~.T h.•' Yr;l:o 
Ono ;,:n-5 P:c .1o:: Jones 'Tot11~ 
Deu-r Music Comp~>!ly. rJ'hc 
c<'!.~h ·~··<'"'-~ prodded lJy 1,1~}'1'.? 

Filn1.s. 

lt's gr.tti~1~~ iU-: pr<:·Jni,;rc at 
01l~ D:J_inbH:·glJ Fc:5th·;J thiB 
rnoE 1.~J-- £~ movlc- o[ thv hlihl· 
int; (;i' a I..or.don hob:1. 

"It's f;mt.a~~tle/' };a.ys Lcn
tw.l, moclc.~,;tly, "lt'iJ ~h('l\'.' 
'Em. It's E~o;ng to be tlF:- u1o~:l 
fmnm1s film I 0\-Cl' Go." Pt:.U;-.;t:\ 
''I thlr,1:.11 

The ie.spi-~·rUon c;.unc whr·n 
Joh11 drove }J:::.st·-tho ~ito fer 
the hnildi;Jg 0f the hotel··
the I/c.<1Vlon Jnf.i_,r.n~d:1onn1. 

hHe rot a buzz frorn sec; .. 
.. ing it/' cxpl:lin..::tl the m<:..n 

; ·& who r;l1ot the film, l<dn iSac· 
€ 1lillan. 
~ l. AW'!OU!;h the n;m ls a hOJ)a 
~. fide lYl\iVi(~ it is h f?.d nmcl-2 
~ np G} 1huns:mds of :-t\llJJho-

1
1vgr; .. 1J~;:3 i~J.:::en !ron"l. <;>~~ctJy 
i.hC $f'~Y!10 SIIOt, in the ~<llP£! 

.
'. 'l:ind c1f )).J;ht, (1nrlng the co:nM 

strud-lon worlc. Romciir11Cs 
l~. Jain tool{ the lJhOt('£:,'1'~\plis 

•,J daily. Sometimes weel~1y. ~-It 
~ doesn't jump ~.t an---it jn:;t 
! grows organically." 
! ~ Atty htnrmn intcr.cst in th0 
~ movie? ''All, ye::;, There is a 
? puiJJt \Vht;re 0_ w<)rlnr1Hti. 

vvrd\;s along a root lln0, pte\{;:; 
up a, plau1:, and \Vall.;s back 
again.'1 

'l'Swt a11? 11ThaVo:: right,!) 
said Mt. 1f<J.cMilr:qn, 
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' • 
ehange. John has kmg under$lood that 
religion i~ a larger ph~nomenon than 
Religion: ~r,·e seen religion from Jcsu~ 
to P.aul," be sln(ll in" ~I Found Out." 
and the Paul he is referring to is Mc
Cartney. Joluf& new pooilion. is one of 
rdcue from aU lbe JO(I;herof$Upenlar 

/ ·,, 

,-v: 

'lro><l..o and d..-.in~~ 1>y f..kuo

'"'""I........,~J.,Io•l .. •-

trips that our multi-level culture ~pecial· 
ius in, bl!!tt expn:,..,d in !he wng 
"God.~ wh1ch ;, at fi~t a ''non ~o.." 
that i~, hi don't bcli~vc": hi don't be
lieve in :O.Iagic ..• 1-Cbing .•. lfible 
..• Tarot ••. Hitler ..• Jesus • , • 
Kennedy ... Buddha ... Yoga .•. 
King~ ••. Elvi' ... Zimmerman 
{Dylan] ... lkatl~ (!]." Then comes 
the lotally rercc'ohing cr~do: 

I j<ut bel'-•• I" me 
Y•k••nd

Aa4tMt'• reGiity.1J 

The strength and ctr.,ctivcness of 
~many, .;ompl~<;atcd \tales of mind 
gn be felt in John's 1:-c:.ut•ful, unforct>d 
voul dcli,crv and in tho;: mu,i~: il<elf. 
In hi~ fi~t ,l,.t:.incd wozk without the 
eof1.>'x>ration of .'\.lcCartn,;y, J<ohn's 
l::rilli~Tll •u~cen ;, h~'<'d in simphcity. 
Like ;a Gr~ck hla11d, the mu\1" ha\ 
been stripp..;d to in ""~Tltial w~tcr and 
earth an.,J wnlight-RingO·~ \lc:tdy 
drumming, Klall> \"oonnan·s \tructur~l 
blo.n, John's o"'n wry controlled guitar, 
and arccially pi~no---perfcctly bal· 
anced, under the ckar 'upc:rvi,ion of 
rtK:k wiurJ producer Phil Sp.:ctor. The 
almmt ~tatd~· power of !he alhum ~ 
brought to llf.: by tho: tro~ditional rock 
dc:vice of a double voco~l track to pro
duce a t~wnant "''hoin!! ctfccl. 

While Jnh:~'• ~lhum· ;, rock at itJ 
n~t ckm~nt~l. Yo~n·s is ro<:k ~~ its 
""lit ab•tr;oct. She i~ like a very youn~: 
c;hild, pbying "Jih ..ound, rh}·thm, 
voke, e~i'rc,·h!l emotion pun:ly (the 
tint .ong '' cnutkd "Why," the second 
'"Wh.y f>;of' J wit hoot recourse to the 
51ructures of fictional rcprcKPio&tion. 
Not surprism~ly ~he K ><cry do~ to 
jan, and tN ~ong M • .o\os,"" performed 
with Omette Coleman. is one ol the 
rK:b..'lt on the :~!bum. 

Terror, ee»r;ny, an~r. thoughtful• 
ae-. lendo:I'DI.-., 1urprisc minalc in a 
CUL IUNI 12, 1911 

.,....,. ~ l ., 
U 
. "',.,, c ,.. ...-.· ,,., ,,.. tn -::..1\.-.... a1r, , · , ,~~ .~ ·=')'. ~·,.JJ .Jv,'? c 

((1 c,...-., ~· • ,..,_,... '""'" ''"'1 n~ornr\t. 
J \:--_1: i·l il''t';·_l\""'1;- __ ' !' .... i('! 

~ ~~ U ....,<.:-...,I \...1~\.;;.J ·, iJ I 

Thera Is ftbsolutcly nolhin!J liko the Autopub. An)'Whcro. 
ll's great lun. It :r;wlngs. It's tho ro~taurant Oeslgnod for 
couples. 
• THE PIT STOP. Indy racers hal\9 from lho cPillng. 
Bucket seats, romb~e scats and classic ears ore youra 
for lntimz,tOJ encklnii">'J· 
• DRIVE·IN MOVIE. Movies and food. You'll love our 
hamburgers nnrJ sl~~ks while watching award winning 
lilms In y01.1r own rumble seat. 
• LOVER'S LANE. No dislr=llons or flashHghts. Your 
two-seater!~ par~cd on a deserted b:sck road; 
• THE ELDORADO CRILL lunch or dinner In classic 
limousine·likc luxury. Tultcd teal/lor eeilings and en· 
folding doors insure privacy. 
• THE AUTOPUB LUNCH. A marUnl, ).'?\'! cholea of 
•!iced beelsteak or Our H:~mtwrgcr with french fries 
and ct~ffee .... only $3.95comt~Jctc. 
• THE AUTOPUB DINNER. With every Autopub di~ 
ner entree you ~I great salad, baked potato topped 
with sour eream and chives. A loaf of bread and 
coffee. Dinner entrees start at $4.75. 
• SUPPER MENU. From $2.75. Served from 10:00 P.M. 
• SUNDAY BfiU:ICH. From $2.25.Scrvcd from 12:00 P.M. 

WHAT DO YOU WEAR? ANYTHINGI 

~'"lffi'!J;lf,;, :"f!Jj'flff/Jtll~l:' 
~~~ ~ ~~~~1:;..~~~·· 

Gentt1ill Mo\OB So,;ilding. Filii\ AYllflue at S9th Sir eel. 832·3232 
1-.._,,,&Cno;,f_tl_ .... loool .. l,..,_lMf!IU--&IIol...tt,bo<otlft--
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Beginning Saturday. June.'\ and every Salurday And Sunday, !he 
inhahil<~nt~ <lf Clinton l;md other C<Jioriul neighborhoods\ will display 
!heir ware~. You'll sec. and you can buy. handicro~rts tjewelry, lealber. 
wu<KJ,..nd l.'Cranticsl, antique~ ,ul<.l art. 
The Place: 
Tenth A\·cnuc from 42nd to 43rd Street. 
The Timet 
Sarurdays from II;{XI A.M. 101\:011 P.M. 
Sund:•y~ l.:fMI to 7:00P.M. ~..,""' o~ .. __,.A, 
AdmiMioa' 1 1 . ~ '\I J ; ~ 
Adu)lsSI:Childrenundcr U Ju...:7~ .. ~ UL'f, 1LJL.I 
12 25C '.Babies Freel. . !'::'\ \fl.,... , , _J •"·-
$olll(' dt~pl:oy spact" sui! ; · ._..,-"":" ' t J• :"'\ t 
availahle. Forinfurmation'J~...,~~ vs=~ 
Call: Er11Ui1 Caldw.::III~JI31 Handicrah1 &. Antiques . " 

Hader Vic's is a lot more 
than Polynesian. 

ks Paradise. 
h'• Boncht and Filet Mignon and Veal Pkcata 

Manala :mJ Chcrrk-s jubilee. It's our deep 
rwn drinks and Pol!nesian specialties, 

of eourso:, nnd a who c wor\J of fabulous 
food besides, from Canton to Calcutta 

to Cordon Bleu. So try "' for lunch, 
dinner, eockrails or late supper. 

You're in for a lt•rpri5e. 
~adom: EL 5-5185 

TRADER VIC'S 

To get the most 
authentic mutton 
chop in the world, 
fly to London. 
Or, take a cab to 

iKttn~ 
English Chop House. 
7;1;W.~N.Y.-l\'I:;'.Jto..~ 

Wu ., ............... -·-·· 
Fl'ft! Dinnee Parking 

Your good fortune 
is in our food 

(Nat nr ceolr.le&) 

When you're in the mood for 
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lt••)•i~.tl h'"'"Y ,,{ •.oni.: tc"turc~. ~·dps.. 
~ri(~. nw.m~. ~"~"""· "hlSr"o'Th· II she 
;, .!ttlkult ''' cnj••Y. it i•. I thmk.. l:>e· 
caus..· (>!If :\r~<t,•t.-kJn logic-<•ri~ntN 
cultu.-.:: hou; :un•rh•cJ liw" inherent 
aNim: f<'r !<>tal ~Ill•''"'"·'' !'t'k.\~. No 
man~r h,,.,.. we '''~'''"'" l'uN.·hcs or 
ho\1.· Wt: r.·.tct. S••mething is Jl"a~s "•lh
hdJ. y,,l" "ilhh,•\.,1, a< (!,...., t•• n,•th· 
ing o1s ~nu 1"-"''il>le. This is •ery haN 
'" h.,n.tk. Lilc """'" at i1s rurcst, she 
is p1•r~ "''""'· In _thi~ •h.! _i~ c!Ms>~.ll
and almost primill•e. pr,·h•st.-ric. There 
are endk.. .,,..n,,n,-s o! :\meri.:an 
ln•liall anJ 'l.fri.:~n eh.1ntin . .:s in h<-r 
"''llj:S. !'rom <>nc 1"-'int ,,[ ,;..,,. h..!r 
"•'rl i~ not far '""''""" Ir••m !he 
spa~~-d frin~~ of psy.:heddic rocl
liw' IkaJ. rml Fl..~J. l..lrr~. Gi,-en 
Ilk- rure £"no:rg' <>I her "-'n~s. she m:n: 
""11 !>..-..:'"'"' r<•ru!.or "ith .:hihlrcn an,J 
tccn-:~gc I'IXl cnlhll~iast~. in "hi.:h ea~ 
a \Ohc•lc ccncr,lli,•n <>f r~rcnts is gc>ing 
I<;> long for th•· C.Jim, iJ}Jii.;: time~ of 
Liu!c RidtarJ and The R,•tlinl! S~o_•ne!'. 
\\"h..·n it c.•mcs "' .. t,.i•tu>' anJ ~h.>UI· 
in·.~ Y••l•• leah.,. th..:n1 in the Just. 

R~•'·"' rot-h.: .>rrr,·,·i.ol"'" .;>f Yok<.' 
r;.,, m lh.: fum,-..,. t>ut h•hn ~ "'''" h..s 
trcml'n.J.•us im!•li,·au .. •n.• f,•r the rrcs· 
cnt. ;\ iw""iiJ,·n·J J.mn w,..,ncr. eJile>r 
of th..: ''''" nu"i" i•'llfn.ll R,•f!i"~ S1<>ne, 
rnnt.:J a .10.01\t.l.,.,,,,, int,·r-i.:"' ".ith 
J••hn anJ "''"" Ono Lcnnc>n in wh, ... "h 
the l•."i.: w.:l H.>r I'"''"'""' •'f the 
R<>Uing St,•nc cuhnlc· """' di•m.1n1l<"d. 
l'H·n l'.oul ~!.C.ortn•·•· is f,-..·l">g tbe 
rrcs•urc <>f h•hn·, ..,,.,;,>rl.: :>nd .>.,\mit· 
led in a ,-,,·,·nl l_it,· int(nic" tl1.11 he 
nt.l!.lc hi• ,.;{.., I in.\.1 l',"lm.m .:,•ll;,.t<
'"·''" •'" "'"J.."": ''l'n1 j:•>nna t.·:o.:h you 
how I•• write if I ha•·e t<;> jll'>t str:~r you 
teo th.• ri.m,, t>..·n.:h." 

H.•wt:wr. Ut.-. Paul. anJ Rto/!in.;: 
.~r,,.,. ~"'' "''' the Nndki.trie$ t>f J,>hn 
·,.· Y••l••. In l'lto<>." 1.:" "'""g '•sic•ll· 
a ric~ "ith a lun•~~n,knt~l h~ht in tiw'ir 
c~r.; c.•rric.t p..><!,·r·rla,·.u.Ji t•f j,,hn 
~nd y,,lo,, t\.•wn ;\l.llli"'" _\.H'nuc t..1 
the ~" i\,l.:m><'nl ,,f hir anJ •traight 
:tlil;,,·. The~ ln~" "h.tl tS t>~illj! ..ti~· 
l."u\cr,·,\ "'"'· th~t h•hn 'n' y,,\.:,, ~'<'I'T(• 
...._.,, a •!'iritu.tl n'l>.rth in "hi>h ,.,,..,. 
<>'>e in tho.· ""''ely h.\S cHr)thins to 
!!:tin. 

f'Oo ph...-nomcn<'n ,,, .. , m('OfC be'l.wcd 
or upre'\o>nWti•e of the tim« than The 
Beatie<. 1\;o one has m<'n' auth••ri"· to 
5!"~l :ot>o>ni it .th.m h•hn. What j,,tm 
ha.~11«n i.< that tt "a•.~ dn:am. a dream 
<;>f monev anJ bme, ;,. Jn:.lm that di· 
•ilk.! f":'•'rlc fn•n, thdr tmc ooclv.n;. and 
nltimatt:ly left tht•m <'II the far si.X. 
nnh:•rp). ,.,,,r.,,.,,r. :m,t ,h.._~.ui•fu:,.l. 
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by Ca;Tnm1 J\\oorE' 

Populr:!' music is both fo:·t11· 
nate und blessed, since H is 
crcD.tt·(1 unly bc.:-t:~usc evcrylH1dy 
neect;:; it Cb.ssicr:d rnu~~lc, b~1ck 
when the t~obility were pladng 
the ordBl'S, was also sod:;,J. need 
music. Si!1CC the !Hte 18th centu~ 
ry reyo!utl<JPs, classical n-:us:c 
h2s movsL! into tl~e st:;i'e of bdug 
music 0nly n0cded by the com· 
posers cr t'i::;c mu:;ic to !Je ad
mired. t\t cmy rate, though, Uw 
COJY,;)GS(T ph~:es nnd fills th~~ 
ordt'r hirt'i~~t:lf. 
. VJ.it11 th? cc;ming of "'{o!w_ Oiw 

tO the Bcatbs hJt1::<.:h<J!d, th: Cf~r; .. 
t.rnl problt?m of the;~ nwdcru tm.
lovcd clnssicnl cnmposcr (how 

:o m:!lW t_h,:; put;,lic ns.!; yo,; for 
c-:{;<cUy the ~:~mw nH:tsle you've 
COlJ:U:Ji~:dOiJt!d }f'tlt'.~;r.~Jf to do) 
\'!DB pl:-lct•c: J:H:fOil"' a p~·rf0IJ.1H.H' 
m;~:·e popvl~·tr th:::~ .Tcsv:o. Yo!w·:~ 
style :W.:.'r!to.~· h .l:·~;n C!~ge, Hn<l 
th<:~ t:l<?:om:;; ::c~vr:r;~l {hi.!\[;S to):tc;_', 
lJl_esn~~,tbly. t:·i~·:,t, i~ n(:l H':"" 
tnctr•--' to L::!I\ .. ~ a J.IGH' ~<Jl:Cip!y 
bl;C,'(tJ:";~~ tlt:1t i:. V<'h(,;l r::H~ W~;; 
Lnvwu :1.~_; in J-.Jc\:-.· York avn11t
f.~ardc d;;ys. Sccnrd, since~ c~:;:;car. 
rnnsic i~;.· not sc-pi1nJtt: fron1 JH~~~. 
lK.:t· ~.:ou:Jd mny org:~r1iz;; iL;;e1f out 
(J j~!st <tboul anylhing that 
v_Jfye~:1U~~:. Th\n!, t!Jz.: pdndple of 
Ch~tllCC [!S rtf! O.l'gtUJit:er 0£ pir?C£:"; 

is avaiJahlr ~;nr:i thi11!;,;-~blc when 
HcctL;d. Peopk prob<~bly think· 
sb:::'s crHzy. People prvtn~b1y 
think th:.:'!t l .. cnmm'.s been led a
stray by m:othet· Far E~Js\'t'rrwr. 
Either nH~Y bJ tnH\ hut a 
~,crious listen tt1 the ~·yt~ko 

Or:o/P1asti~ 0110 Hand" record 
sl·o-.•i.S P1at rcnl mo:;ic is going 
dov.'ri'~~n tree fusion of ro~k P.i1L1 
avaHhbJ.rdc clDsDic:::m. 

It might seem that a plastic ar
tist from art music land, when 
approaching the rock thing, 
would s!mply start up l'Ock 
cliches in the band and do her 
weird activities awiinel it. But 
Yoko goes further. II her music 
makes any fre8l! confribation lo 
the progrC'SS of art it is in the 
area of bringit!g life into your 
cars. With Ornetle Coleman sput~ 
tering llWe h~tlf·valvc smears 
behind hr.:!r, Yo.\w \':nils Icng sit.·en 
phra5es (which do com-;; o£f as 
Uo:--h~g and typk<l.l n0w-m~1Sic 
trieks) on a ct:l calbJ ''AOS '' 
but tuYv<.1rd the end cJ th::; pk~~e 
she, gt:t:; into languid, br(~at.h~ 

long, sufferin~~ kind~. of souncls 1 

n.gninr.:t a sti!l b:tdq;:row:d {H-,.d all 

is tnmsfonl'::l~d. On ''\Vhy Nut'' 
,John aml Y~ho eno:ag(: in a Ion:; 
.strctdl (!f (:::1Jt nml rc•f.':Je!'II:Je 
exc·h:-1ngo:~s-~ 8b·; v:.;c;:Ji:.j::g nm1., 

he g;uiUH' i'iinc::.rin;;----- ~YVE.i' a r1:.:- ! 
dium bh1c;:; b:,-:::kft,l'OL\itJ. ht~im.ta .. -

1 
tious cf flick~.:riii.g tongne.s, 
probh1g fi!tJtT::_·., :.nd tk:-:z~;.ii 

1 

m~w sexw;l _eXI.~~;;:-iltlr::t.ts ;;.(:CI.ll tn 
crr:~~klE' forth f1·om t!u; il~::m:.te 
v.:;!.~ l:-~ndy rn1,1:~!cal t.r.:-:.:~:~J;~~- ~ 
'fhcn slH: c~dis ' 1John, touc;i r;L:,'-' 
\ 1 l'lfl thr tl'mpo leaps too f[,.·~i .;;mii 
~ud~lcnly frerm th;:.~ rn~:b.:i a ln.!ill 
comes, snuff~; out her tril':·;, nnd 
tr~cbs into th~ cH~;tt:'.l.l(··-~- Even 
rno;·e brilliant is 11 Pa;-,.::!' S!loc;;;" 
wh;\~h. weird :}.s its co;r;1J6n .. :nt 
sounds .are, ~~trud: r;~c ' H$ o 
strange Lind of bhHJS rc;::ipC'. The 
sound of the pctf;sing tr·ctin, rain 
ff<.lling, Yolw w<-dljng OV('I' vn imi~ 1 
tntion train Cl'Pated by t-cbo-y 1 
b;.:s.~;, drum.::, and guit<.'!r makes 
for snn1r. very heavy Grt. She 
rnay nv! ,;e abl-'2 to write ''Pt:fler~ 
b?le;\ \Vrtter/' hut I am F:t.Bri5ng 
to beli·::v~' th;~L ~-;he's so h:.:<wy. 
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; 1 of thing that had made him fa~ 
mou\, .tnd turned down cmH1tkss 
otlcr~ to play the place~ that were 
mo~t ready to accept him as <1 Jive 
perf(lrmer: Americatt nightclub". 
He h<t!' now resurfaced with long
ish hair. a tour that has taken 
hitn to place~ like the Bitttr fnd, 
and Word1· and ,\fu,\'iC. 

It' . ., a funny change for a man 
who, if he never wrote anything 
more than "Galveston," "Wtt
chita Lineman," and "Where's the 
Playground Suzie," would have to 
be regarded as one of the fine 
SOOJ<!Writer\( of the Sixties. To 
mme, it may sound as if he pu~hed 
the plastic switch to adjust to the 
times, but the album is proof that 
that isn't so. Jim Webb had ex
hausted one avenue of musical 
expression and he has now shifted 
into a context that allows him 
mote personal freedom. It's un
likely that he wdl achieve corn~ 
parable popularity in his new sur
roundings. but his music has never 
munded better than it doe\ on 
Words mui MtHil'. 

Webb produced the album and 
has done a beautiful job. With~ 
out resorting to big. obviou!-1 ar
rangements he gets an amazing 
variety and complexity of sound 
from what is mainly rhvthm sec
tion instrumentation .. He also 
knows how to be eclectic without 
being boring. On "P.F. Sloan," 
both 11n accordian and a Iiddle 
pop up just at the right moment 
and then vanish when they are no 
longer needed. Webb wound up 
playing half the instruments and 
arranging tht often astounding 
harmony voiceii while Freddy Tac
ketl did a fine job of playing the 
other halL indudi ng bass. drum~. 
and guitars. 

Unfortunately, Webb's meta
morphosis is not exactly complete. 
His lyrics, which were excc!Jent 
in the pop song context, arc now 
often overdone, pretentious and 
empty. It is here, and only here. 
that Webb sounds like a man 
trying to be something: he really 
isn't. A sample of his new, more 
"honest·," approach is found in the 
album\ low pomt, ''Music for an 

.- fii'Im<HI» ~~~'"';"' (;., •\. .. "" 

ranged on top of each other) is · 
a brilliant ex<Jmple of what he 
can do with both melody and, 
especial!}', harmony. The multi~ 
leveled vocal arrangement so out
classes what we have come to ex
pect from even the best rock 
vocal groUp!> that comparisons 
become embarrassing. 

"Lovesong" and ''Careless 
Weed" both have flashes of this 
kind of inspiration but all of the 
taletlts of Jim Webb come to a 
focus on the 'l.lbum's masterpiece. 
"P.F Sloan." P.F. Sloan was, of 
course, a very popular song-writer 
in the middle Sixties ("Eve of 
Destruction") who was, in Webb's 
mind, slighted by "hip'' people 
("But you just smiled and read 
the ROLliNG STONE while he con
tinued singing"), The words arc 
hard to follow but. happily. work 
perfectly as Jyricii, And the track! 
With itii restrained melodiousness, 
its pure in:tagination, its total per
fection- it could not be improved 
upon. Webb's lead voice. which 
works fine throughout the album, 
is charged with greater confidence 
and authority here than any
where else, and the us~· of the 
harmony voice.s is superb. Every 
level of the song falls together 
to offer 115 a powerful expression 
of feeling and mood. The sheer 
musicality of the cut is cxhila~ 
rating. 

Words and Mu.~·ic is the state
ment of a man who is changing 
and, in most ways, growing. It 
has some very obvious faults but 
we would be foolish to let them 
blind us to Jimmy Webb's 
strengths. Here is a man who 
is engaged in the act of creating 
music at a very personal level. 
He has created some very tine 
things here. And I suspect there 
is J Jot more where they have 
come from. 

j():-,; L-\NJ)_,I,[i 

hot-shot rock critics. That snmt:onc 
is Mrs. Hazel R. Spark. a )K~ycar~ 
old parochial high~school teacher 
from Jovelv Decatur, lllinoi~. wlw 
faithfully Purchase., t:vl..'ry new Bee 
Gees album as it i~ released, this 
loyalty notwiihstanding that they 
have fallen tll ntJmher two in her 
list of fave~raves behind Mountain. 

Jou\· MENm_L:.oH!\ 

Plastic Ono Band 
YokoOno 
AppkSW·3J73 

Anyone performing avant-garde 
music is laying themselves open 
to a certain amount of hostility 
and derision at the outset. And if 
that person also happens to be 
Yoko Ono, who has not only dis
played a gift for hyping herself 
with cloying "happenings" but 
also led poor John astray and 
been credited by more than one 
Insider with "breaking up the 
Bcatles," why, the barbs and 
jeers can only be expected to 
increase proportionately. Not 
only do most people have no 
taste for the kind of far-out warb
ling Yob ... specialtzcs in; they 
probably wouldn't give her the 
time of day if she looked like 
Paula Prentiss nod sang like 
Aretha. 

On the other hand, not much 
of her recorded product in~plres 
any syrupathy. What it mostly 
Inspires is irritation. even in 
hardened fans of free music and 
electronic noise. T1fo Virgin.\', 
Unfinished Mwic No. One, and 
the distinctly uneatchy Pc11ee jin
gles on Wt-ddinJ( Album were: the 
egt)-trips of t\vo rich waifl. adrifl 

1929 
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The cut take~ up most of the 
second side and in it Webb give~ 
his account of the hypocrisy and 
inanity of the music husinr.:~s. 

Of critic:- he wmc~ in '·Pornth~ 

Chandler Blues". 

How many song' havt you 
writkn in vour Ilk m 

H0w many have you destroyed'? 
Who is the man who doesn't 
pay w sec the pla~' sir 

;\ttd angry with hb wile. takes 
out h1~ knile ;tnd pub til\ 
show a Ray 

~nw ~omr: ;1n: spa~w:. :md 
~(JtllL: homha~tic 

And S!1!lll' a1-e ~tJ!J.Jwrn Mm;nt 
o:hildrc:n. hut they're all mudc 
nut ol pl[tSfle. 

And in "Once He/nrc 1 DIL." lh.' 
wnte~ in what seem~ 11) he ;, rr:
pnse ol ''I've Gotta lk \1r:'' 

"And I will ~teer my st<lf by my 
own cour!:c or I will falL You 
know they'll ncwr tn;Lkt· m~· cr::~wl, 

And you c<tn write that on rhc 
walL/Once before I die. I'm gonn<J 
be free." 

Hut thi~ last quotation ~urn~ up 
the p;uadox of this album per
fectly. For. whlie I tind thi:- k1n<t 
of lyric ludicrously barren. the 
musi.c Webb choses to expres~ 1t 
with is ~uperb. "Once Detore I 
Die" i~ done at hallad tempo, 
over beautiful piano and guitar. 
The vocals, here and elsewhere, 
are enhanced by ~orne lusciou~ 
harmon~ 1rom the women hack
&ttlund ~Inger~ And th~· melody 
1s pure and rich and endlessly 
ltstenall!e. 

"Once Before l DH.:" t~: an 
exam!"lle of the album·~ prctt) 
style and it is generally on the 
mellower tunc~; that Webb'~ vir~ 

tues emerge. While tht.: up~tcmpo 
cuts. like "Sleepin' In the Day~ 

time,'' arc gcn~rally well-done. 
they are undistingui~hcd und tre· 
quently used as vehicles for 
Webb's more pretentious and 
self-righteous moods. Webb ~~ at 
his best wh('n dealing with almo~t 
pur~.: melody. "Thn:e Songs" 
(which Js nothmg less than '·Let 
It Be Me," "Never My Love,'' 
and "I Wanna Be Free" all ar-

i 
L~~---

TwoVears1 n 
Hee Gee~ 
.4 teo Sf) 33 :53 

J"his wor bt· a n:vkw '->O much 
ot~ an atte .pt to deal with tht' 
rumor tha 
'ltrong-nrm
cnahtinn i)l 

the Rcc Gees wt·n· 
1 into re-f<1rming by ;1 
1hlJrmaceutlCdl hou~el 

'Pt:ciahnn~ 'l"l 1 hl· manufacture of 
tn~ulin 

~o. onl· kidding. although it 
tr11ghf <1S \ ·lt ht· for all thcr~· h 

(usa\ dbou T1m Yean ( Jn bc~'ond 

the borin~ ubYiuu~- Sutfin; it 
to ~ay th;. '"Lonely Da~c." w:h 

a ~ing:le st m(lnurncnLlll\' incon
sequential 1 every way that even 
tb~ likl's f the horrifying and 
drc<tdcd "K H'lck Thrcl' limes" cut 
it ~olely o 
a n:ruh;ive 
no persona 
detine~ the 

the basi~ of ha\iog 
1ersonality rather than 
ty at all pretty much 
album's norm lt\ all 

just so incn Jiblv blah. 
(Did vo ever, incidentall\. 

think ah~u their "Massachusett~" 
about ht~ v thert' wa~ some poot 

sentimental sap with a v1braw hr: 
couldn't kt p in hand standing on 
ar expres~ vay mHamp m New 
l:ngland h:1 ling passrng motorisb. 
''Hey. bub San Fr:1nci~co?" Can 
you do a k .ler 1ffi1tation l)t Robin 
!iinginr. "I Can't Sec \"obodyT' 
Did you 1 vcr feel just a little 
bit safer be ·ause that pathetic littk 
voice had t 1e balls to warble. "It\ 
only word~ . and words are all I 
ha~h;t~ha~h.tve to steat your heart 
away-ay-a~ -a y-ay," nght in the 
mtdst of al; that heavy power trio 
speed hlue~ ') 

Jko }'el rs On loob to have a 
great chant·: of becoming tht' first 
Bee Gee~ a;bum to be deemed ({JO 

dull for ad :.ptation by the Muzak 
people. 

In concl tsion, I will point out 
that. contrary to what you've 
probably SIISpccted, some~me doc~ 
still listen 10 the Bee Gees beside 

"'"in t e mum::a rcvo utlom of the 
Sixties, as if Saul Rellow had 
suddenly disCO\'ered the cut-up' 
of William Burroughs and r.;~ 

cruited Lenore Kandel h1 help 
him forge them in the void. 

Dilettante garbage. simply. Th~· 

dectronic./collag.e stull like thr 
radio bit and the silent grooves. 
was d John Cage takeotr equa!etl 
hy precocious teenagers with tap\' 
recorders c\·erywhcrc. and thl" 
screaming had heen explored 
much murc cUcctivd\ h~· ~\hb~.:~ 
Linc-oln in Max RoaCh's t9h0 1i ,. 
Jn,:i.1r: Frecdum .'\-u\-\· Suilt' HliHP 
Y1.1ko's pre~_. pn~t·---<.:oital ~igh-:) and 
Patty Wata~ in a weird !965 FSP" 
Disk rccordin!!. l<r ctas~ic rendi
tion ol "Black Is the Color 0f ~1\ 
True Love's Hair" \\hich Jound 
her ~hricking the word ''bl;HX' 
!hrough every po~sihlc disten
tiOn for 15 minuk~). 

It wasn't until the loti!!. freak
out on the back of the live: Tor
onto LP that Yoko began to sho"'· 
some signs that she was learning 
to control and direct her vocal 
spasms, and John Jinal\y evi
denced a nascent understanding 
of the Velvet llnderground~type 

feedback discipline that would 
best underscore her histrionics. 
That record began to be listen~ 

able. even exciting, and the ver
SIOn of "Don't Worry Kyoko" on 
the back of the "Cold Turkey" 
single was even better. 

Now Yoko finally has an album 
all her own out, and it bode~ well 
fot future experiments by the 
Murk Twins along these lines. For 
one thing, Yoko has excellent 
backup this time: one track fea
tures an Ornettc Coleman quar
tet, and the rest find John, Ringo 
and bassist Klaus Voormann work
ing out accompaniments that arc 
by turns as frenzied as Y<1ko her~ 
self and quite restrained. It al
way~ sounds thought~out, carl·~ 

fully arranged, apprupriutc; HnJ 
with Yoko's music that's saying 
something. 

Another strong plus is that all 
the songs are kept relatively short, 
make distinct ~tatemcnts, and 
seldom degenerate into the kind 
of pointless, prolix yammering 
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PAGE 50 

The question before us is, 
what is the function of the 
ROLLING STONE' review section. 
Rather than answer the question 
directly, I prefer to use it as a 
pretext for surveying the recent 
history of rock writing. For, 
strange as it may seem, rock re~ 
viewing already has a history. A 
brief and none too glorious one. 
And that history has had a good 
deal to do with determining the 
shape of the writing done today. 
particularly the writing in the 
pages of the review section. 
· At the time of the Beatles' 
emergence in America, in 1964, 
the only regular writing about rock 
as music appeared in the mimeo
graphed journals of the record col
lector and in the trade journals of 
the music's men of commerce. 
There was always the occasional 
freelance article in the Saturday 
Evening Post or the New York 
Times Sunday Magazine that 
would analy7.e it sociologically, 
evaluate it politically, or condemn 
it morally. But no one discussed 
the music as music in these places 
····just as for many years no one 
discussed film as film. 

of Rock; Sandy Pearlman, king 
of the perversely idiosyncratic. 
current whereabouts unknown; 
Robert Somma, noted for his pre~ 
cise and consistent intelligence 
and his almost unbearable sanity. 
currently editor of Fusion maga~ 
zine; and yours truly, about whose 
past the less said the better, and 
currently the editor of the RoLLING 

STONE records section. 
The style of writing in Craw~ 

daddy! befit people's notions 
about rock at the time. Almost 
everything was long, serious, and 
filled with distinctions about what 
now seem to be iess than earth 
shattering thoughts and ideas. 
Rock was the most important thing 
in the world to us at the time and 
it was reflected in the writing of 
each critic. This attitude lead to 
unbearable pretensions in both 
~tyle and content and helped ac~ 

count for the ultimate demise of 
the magazine. A'fter a while, whp 
wanted to read that kind of thing? 

The other major Eastern outlet 
for rock writing that sprung up 
during these years was Cheetah, 
a fairly slick attempt at a malls 
circulation monthly. That mag~ 

\RECORDS\ 
- Continued from preceding page 

that characterized her earlier work. 
In a way, the track with Coleman 
is the weakest Y oko is into her 
"Ohh, John!" riff, and Ornette's 
band is laying down the kind of 
a rhythmic noodling that seldom 
finds them at their peaks. It was 
a rehearsal tape anyway; what 
would be really nice would be to 
hear Yoko with new madmen the 
likes of Gato Barbieri and Mike 
Man tier. 

The other tracks, however, are 
&omething else again. John's gui
tar is strong and sizzling~ a crazed 
file cutting through with some 
of the most eloquent distortions 
heard in a long time. He's really 
learning this language now. and 
his singing high notes and gut~ 
teral rhythms. speak with the same 
authoritative voice he showed 
with the Beatles. And when he 
suddenly shifts down from those 
flurries into an expertly abstracted 
guitar line straight out of Chuck 
Berry (as in "Why"), it just takes 
your breath away, 

There are also "two experiments 
in electronics here: Side One 
closes with a haunting juxtaposi
tion of '"'Tomorrow Never Knows" 
guitar and vocal sounding like one 
of the modal choirs off the Mu.~ic 
of Bulgaria album electronically 
distorted; and "Paper Shoes" 
opens with tides of noise and rail
road clacks, then moves into a 
sequence where Yoko's voice, 
cut up by machine and melt~d 
into itself, flashes in wierd echoes 
around the trestles. 

This one will grow on you, They 
haven't ironed out all the awk
wardness yet, hut this is the 
first J& Y album that doesn't 
insult the intelligence --in- facl, 
in its dark confounding way, it's 
nearly as beautiful as John's al~ 
bum. Give it a try. and at lea."t 

1 

a handful of listenings before your .J.' 
verdict. There's something hap~ "} 
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popularity for the mu~ic broad· 
cned. College kid~ and C(illt:gc ap:e 
kids nnw tre;1t(.:d it wi1 h lht..' in
h;rcst and respect that had for~ 

mcrly been reserved for folk music. 
Young people started r.:di~K'O\-er~ 

ing their pre:tdok·sccnt love ttflitir.-. 
with l.tttk Richard and Chm:k 
Berry. People started talk1ng: 
about rock in serious tcrtm. 

Richard Go\d~tein\ Vil!a"C 
Voice column, Popcl'e, V.'as ti~c 
fir~t regular forum f0r a new 
kind of writing about rock. Gold
stem nt·ver separated :u:stht'tic-. 
from journalism and covered the 
subject by using both within the 
context ,1f :1 modern, ftcxihk. 
descriptive style. Because he V..it~ 
always a better journalist than ,J 

critic, Goldste\;1 never becamt' 
tmportant a~ '' rock critic per S(' 

a\thou)!h I think that time ha:
provcn him ri)!.ht ahnut a surpri,~ 
ing number of things 

The tir<;t gang of pure rock crit
ic~. wrilt..'rs who self~consdouslv 
e::chcwed reportage for evalua-· 
1ion. appeared in th<H mo~t ecccn~ 
tnc and at times wonderful rock 
maga.zmc, the original C'rawdaddv! 
Crawdaddv! wah the brain chiid 
of the the~ 18-ycar-t1\d Paul Wil~ 
liams, long rt'Cognized JS rock'.'
mo.~t sincere person. He started 
it while at Swarthmore College 
and in the spring of 1966 moved 
it to Cambridge, Mass,, where he 
used to writ\!, edit, mimeograph. 
and personally sell it to magazine 
stands. Through 1966 he picked up 
a variety of contributors, all of 
them students at Eastern colleges, 
and hy early 1967. with the mag· 
azine now published in New York 
City, Crawdaddy! reached its 
peak as a critical journal. 

It was in the pages of Craw~ 
daddy! that a number of writers 
developed distinctive, personal 
points of view about the mu~ic. 
Foremost among them was Wil
liams himself who became the 
all-time champion of the )oie de 
rock school of criticism; R. Melt~ 
ter, who continues to torture 
people with his delightfully mad· 
dening obscurantism in these 
pages and is the author of the 
much acclaimed The Aesthetic,.,, 

nam{' yoUil!! writers ;n '\\·w Yrn\ 
City Con(.;l:n\ral!ng more u1· ·e
ponag~.: than o·i1icisrn. 11 hclred 
launch tht carver~ nl Rnh.:Jt 
Chrbtg<liL Ellen \\'i\i1~. ,lub Sil
gci, and ;1 wh,)\e lot of otn('r~ .. 
But just as Cr:~v.daddv! incvi> 
ah!y sutfcred tn)m tht: cxcc<;scs (If 
ib cnw:a\ 'ltdc :m Cheetah 
'iUfTL'r~'d lrdr:l tl~l' C'<ce~:-.t::'l ot its 
pop {lf!entat1on. Everything. n:ad 
ver~ well. hut vou ne\t.:r rt:Tnl'li\· 
baed anything \\·hen you tirmhl·d 
n:adtng i:. 

The rcspnnsc nl' the \Ve)t Coa~\ 
thc arc<t alnng with En,c:land 

where mo~t ~)f the ;u:tuLtl 1lHt~ic 
wasCllmin~tH.Hn tnallthi~ ~nund 

and thumlcr sip.ml~ ing ks~ th.1n 
nne mighl b;1v~ hupeJ lor. \\-.1~ 

mt·xcd. Fqr YL':IJ~ Ralph Gk:-as•ltl 
had been \\-Titing the on\~ iHn 
column .1ppcario!C regularly in a 
national tH.'\\"rapcL llt• h;1c! al~ 

read;. turnl:d lli\ <:t!t~·nrinn tn~ 

cru:1sincl\ t1~w:mh rnd,. rlH; 
Mnio~N7n;Jgator wa~ :1 witt~ littk 
journal that su\lg!lt ''' cornhat 
the ohviou:. and limitinj! prctcn~ 

'>iom of Cntwdaddv! Tht> l.A rrec 
Pres" had a varietY of approacht:s 
to rock writing, none of which 
proved to he very intercstin,g. 

In the fall of 1967, the major 
revolution in rock writing took 
place. with the publication of tht• 
first i~su~ of thi.'< newspaper. For 
ROLL!r.;li S fO)';F looked right, and 
it felt right. and it had the one 
thing that the other outlets had 
never, in their often pain:\taking 
intellectuality, fully caught: the 
spirit of rock and rolL 

All of which is not to say that 
ROUJNG STONE immediately pro~ 
vided th\! best outlet for the cri~ 
tical evaluation of the music. 
ROLLING STOI"F is now three years 
old and, like rock writing itself. 
hall a history. Next issue we'll get 
to how and why the record rev1cw 
section has developed over the 
years, what its present form is, 
and what the best way to present 
rock criticism today is. And we'll 
also get to who some of the people 
are who write all these things 
and why it is we think that they 
know what they're talking about. 

In God Wt- Trust 
Oon N1x 
Slu•f.rer WHC 

/11 God Wt' frtJ;'l 1:> :mother 
tam houri nc·'A'ha ppt ng: . ..; 11 nd a y~ 
mornin'~down~~outh. go-,rcl 
Junk record. by another tlnC nl 
Leon Rmsell'~ pal~. Dnn ~i.\. 

Appropl'iatcly. 11 i~ the hr:-I r~.:· 

lea~c on Leon'·, Shelter label ,ince 
1.elln Ru,~c\1\ r,wt1 album 

Dun \ii.x: iC> a s.;--.s;on ll1<Jtl at 
Muscle Shoab StJund Stnd111~ in 
Mu:-ck Shoah, i\lah<tma. !.1\o.t 
other ~e~"ion tl'l•:n, Rv C<'Pd•:r. 
Joe South, and l.erm Russell, he 
ha~ left the -.wdio to g.o it alor'Jx 
aj-; a sole) arti~L Don. though 
blessed w1th a friendly vo1ce (not 
unlike a slightly effeminate Leon 
Russell). would have been better 
off staying hchlnd the scenes. 
scenes. 

In God We Trust does have 
some things going for it Don uses 
the rather novel idea of Hiking the 
great slide gu1tari:;t from Mem
phis, Furry Lewis, and putting him 
into a rock hand context. It works, 
in a synthetic sort of way. and 
the high point of Don Nix\ first 
album isn't Don :Six at all. but 
furry Lewis singing a transcen.,. 
dental ''Nero My God to Thee" 
solo for only a minute. 

Most of In God We Trust is a 
mixture of traditional and original 
country~gospd songs. sung with 
tepid fervor by Don and his back
up group, the Mt Zion Singers. 
Don occasionally will get it on 
with one of his own comPositions, 
like ''Amos Burke'' or the title 
song, hut when he does, some 
sloppy bit of production, like the 
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In December. 1~10. Jonn lennon and Yoto 
Ono came to \ew Yo'K City tncir lir~ttime 
a) a couple wnere tney 1omc of 

Yoko'~ old friends, wen! out, a~ !ney rare\~ do 
in London, to )Ome ''en!ertainment11 film~ like 

Dian of a .\/ad HoliH'Iti/1' and Loren and 
Other Strangers and to tne Munammad Ali 

fignt, made two new lilm~-Up Your 

Forever and for inclusion in a tnree 
night John and Yoko mininlm fe1tiva\ at tne 

El~in Tneater, and diu some publici!)' for 
tneir two extraordinary new aloums. 

Tne following 1cene takes place in a hotel 

room one ~unday evening: John is turnin~ on 
tne radio to l1ear Alex Bennett's WMCA 

phone-in program on whicn tonight he\ pia)'· 

ing tracks from Yoko's album-- the fir)t time 

Yoko's music has been featured on AM radio. 

"There are people who are ~oing to love it 

ana people wno are going to nate it," Bennett 
)a)l enthmiastically. "ltninK that in I~!~ 
music will prooaol) sound lile this. Here\ a 

track called "Why,'' so phone in and tell us 

whatyouthinKofit." 

"IT'S TODAY'S TUTTI FRUTTL" Jonn 
write) on a note pad, )0 a) not to interrupt the 
music. 

''I'm 4~ ~ears old," a listerner phones in, af· 
ter listening to "Wh) Xot." ''Forty·nine and I 

dig it. I neard train~ ~o'tng through a tunnel, 

then rain-I'm jm! using m) imagination
then wnat soulded liKe a buncn of Indian). I 

dig it. but I really lih songs with a melody." 

"I! was truly disastrous." a nasal-voiced lis· 
tener call~ up to say. 

''It's mus'1c, )OU idiot!" John exclaims to 

RoLLING SroNE/MARcH 18, 1m 

And I came to 
a point 11nm I believed t!Jat till idea ol 
avant·garae punty was just as as just 
doing a rocK beat over and over:· 

"Dear." John interrupts. "one tntng tna!'l 

to tnrow )'ou. Henr)' Fi)'nt is talking 
about 'Sweets from \1) Sweet' nv the Drift· 

m; he's hecn rocKing for a long time. You 

know, he played us some fantastic stuff the 
other nignt wnen we saw him. 'Sweetl from 

M)' Sweet' was a bi~ rocl ana roll nit, so he\ 

oeen aware of tnat for a Jon~ lime. I don't 

tninK he got to tnat IOUnd p11sing aoout witn 
mathematic1. I had to interrupt since I was 
ju1t reading something he wrote aoout con· 

cept art and it's blood~ hard, out he ~et~ to 
'Sweet1 from My Sweet' and I understood 
him." 

"Probahl) I wa~ tne only one who didn't 
near it,'' Yo1o 1av1. 

"Ri~nt," says John, singin~, "Dun de dun 

dun' I'm not puttin~ )'Ou down, I'm just verv 
surprised to read this" · 

''I Know )OU mean well," YoKo replies, 
"but I get sort of lost.'' 

"You were ta!Kin~ ahout tnc4 4 oeat.'' 

"I realized.~~ YoKo continue~. "that the 
clmics, when they went from 4 · 4 to 4! ), lost 

the heart beat. It's as if tney left the ground 

and lived on the 4~th floor. Schoenoer~ and 

Webern- Wcbern's on the top of the Empire 

State Building. But !11at's all right. Our con· 

ceptual rhythm got complex, but we still 

have the body and the beat. Conceptual 
rhythm l carry on witn my voice, which has a 

very complicated rhythm even in 'Why,' but 1 j j 
tne ba!S and (De nrllm ~~ ihP hmthoot ~'tho 
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"I want to," John :says. "You ~ee, with 
Yoko's and my album, we're hoth looking at 
the same thing from different sides of the 
table. Mine is literate, hers is revolutionar}•," 

"Paper Shoes" comes on the :tir with its 
train sounds. 

"On one side, at the end of 'Whv Not,' 
you're in the train itself." · 

"Life is a tr'J.iD, and train is a life," Yoko 
·says. 

"The shadow~ of a train of thought," some
one mutters in the hotel corridor outside. 

"She's g:ot a 16-track voice." adds John. 
The radio program ends. und John and 

Ynko are relaxing on their bed, John- half
watching the soundless television screen and 
reading an essay called "Concept Art" by vio
linist and composer Henry Flynt whom John 
and Yoko have just visited in New York. 

"The notion of a concept," John is reading, 
"is a vestige of the notion of n platonic form 
(the thing which e.g, all tables have in l·om~ 
mon: tahlcness), which notion is replaced by 
the notion of a name objectively, metaphysi~ 
cally related to its intention (~o that all table~ 
now have in common their objective relation 
to rahlr)." 

''Before I met John." Y oko is saying, "and 
when l had become sort of famous because of 
my bottoms film shots of 365 backsides for 
one hour, a film John describes a~ .Han} 
Happy l:'ndings. that was the loneliest time in 
my life. Some people resented me because of 
my fame and made me feel isolated. ,.ow 
when my record is played on the radio, I've 
got someone who's pleased. 

"When I met John originally, he said it was 
OK for me to listen to the Beatie~;' ses~ 
~lOllS, 

John: "I had to get permission!" 
.. So I asked John, why don't you use differ· 

ent rhythms, not just going ba-ha· ha·ba. It 
was a kind of avant~garde snobbery on my 
part, because my voic.e was going [vibrating: 
uhghh ... ghuhhh]. but there was no beat. So 
I thought to myself (simpering tone) 'Well. 
simple music!' You see, I was doing music of 
the mind no sound at all, and everybody sit· 
ting around ju~t imagining sounds. At the 
Chamber Street Loft concert'> I was throwin~ 
peas from a bag at the people and I had long 
hair and I was circling my hair nnd the movew 
ment was a sound. Even then. some people 
were saying that maybe it was too dramatic. 
Then there was my Wall Piece which in· 
structed you to hit rhe wall with your head, 
and that was called too dramatic as well. But I 
felt stifled even with that, I was dying to 

''''"'"¥ ~ .. _.., • "' }-'U!.Ullf. '~ P..l'<;4~ l1Ul.1<;:1 CYl")w 

thing I do." 

"Yoko and I have dashed artlstical\v," 
John lauf!hs. ''Our egos have smashed onct:. or 
twice. But if I know what I'm doing as an 
arti~t. then I cfln see if I'm being hypocritical 
in mv reactions. I sometime~ am overawed bv 
her laient. I think, fuck, I better watch out, 
she is taking over. I better ge: meself in here. 
And I say, are you taking over? And then say 
all right. all right and I relax again. I mean. 
she's going to haul 365 legs and make a 
hloody film about a !ly crawling ov·er some 
woman's body. what il it? But it's all right, I 
know het." 

''An artist couple is the rD1lSl difficult 
thing," Yoko continues. "On the David Frost 
program, some guy was saying, 'I like to write 
music and my fiance likes to write poetry.' 
The fact is that we both paint, compose, and 
write poetry, and on that basis, I think we're 
doing pretty well." 

"If you do two LPs there might be a little 
change!" John laugh-;. "But until then I don't 
mind. When she wants the A side, that's when 
we start fighting. The reason the coven of our 
alburm are similar is that I wanted us to be 
Sl:parate and to be together. too, not to have it 
appear that l)Jd John-and-Yoko is over, be
cause Lh~y're dying for u~ t0 fall apart, for 
God knows what rea~on. It's ju~t that every
body doesn't want anybody else to be happy, 
because nobody's happy." 

"I think it's a miracle that we're doing all 
right But we are doing all right. don't you 
think. John?" 

"It's just handy to fuck your best friend. 
That's what it is. And once I resolved the fact 
that it ~·as a woman as welL it's all right. We 
go through the trauma of life and death every 
day so it's not 50 much of a worry about what 
sex we are anymore. I'm living with an artist 
who~~ inspiring me to work. And you know, 
Yoko is the most famous unknown artist. 
Evervbodv knows her name, but nobody 
kno~s v.h~t she does." 

Yoko (the Japanese word for"ocean child'') 
Ono ("small held") was born in 1933 and 
stands five feet two, weighs ninety~five 

pounds, mar~ or less. "It is nice to keep one· 
self small." she once wrote, "like a grain of 
rice, insread of expanding. Make yourself dis~ 
pensable, like paper. See little, hear little, and 
think little." 

Her life in Japan as the daughter of a pa
trician famil\ -a banker father. a beautiful 
hostess mother which was dispossessed 
after the war, her education at a school that 
was the aristocratic equivalent of Eton which 
was attended also bv Crown Prince Akihito 
and the late brillia~t novelist Mishima who 

.... 



!-< 
\,() 
w 
U1 

RoLLING STONE/MARCH 18, 1971 PAGI23 

PERSPECTIVES: A LEGACY OF THE THIRTIES 
By Ralph J. Gleason 

The New Yorker is perhaps the one American lit
erary institution from the Thirties that seems as fresh 
today as when it began. Despite all the ritual trap
pings it has accumulated over the years, you never 
know when you are going to open a copy and find 
something which is essential to your world. 

In between all the ads for diamonds and exotic 
clothes, the New Yorker has continued to maintain 
an increasingly radical political editorial position, even 
if that position is couched in the almost courtly phrase
ology Talk of the Town employs. Rachel Carson, 
James Baldwin, and John Hersey are just three of the 
people who have managed to say important things, 
highly important things, in its pages. There are many 
others. 

When I picked up the February 20th New Yorker, 
I found another of those literary goodies which I can
not do without and which I want to tell you about. 
It is the first of two articles (hence the February 27th 
New Yorker is part two and just as essential) by 
Pauline Kael on the subject of Citizen Kane, Orson 
Welles and the man who wrote Citizen Kane, Herman 
1. Mankiewicz. In the course of this, in Part I alone, 
she has made a singular contribution to an interpre
tation of the Thirties, to the literature of that time 
(as well as the films), to the whole world of news
papers and writers and to the Hollywood of that period 
as well. 

Today we are just picking up on the things which 
the Thirties produced that can now be granted the 
status of art. Citizen Kane, though made in the first 
year of the decade of the Forties, belongs to that ear
lier period which is really set off from us today less 
by the decade mark of 1940 than by the event of 
World War II. 

The stock market boom, the Dust Bowl, the mi
gration to California, the Swing Era, the movies be
coming talkies and the rest of it all belong together. 
Newspapers then were hothouses for a kind of talent 
that is rare today for many reasons, not the least of 
which is the change in the nature of newspapers them
selves. And the glory of Citizen Kane has got to be 
seen in the context of the time itself. 

And really that is what Pauline Kael has done. She 
has set that film for us, enabling those who were not 
there to see it now through her eyes. Her story in
volves not only the fact that Welles didn't write a line 

McCarthy era (the despicable Senator, not the presi
dential candidate). In short, the loose ends are tied up. 

I know of no work in music, for instance, that 
does this. Francis Newton's The Jazz Scene has a bit 
of it for the jazz world. Leroi Jones' Blues People 
and Charles Keil's Urban Blues are headed that way 
and Sounds of the C iry has some of the same kind of 
stage setting. But Pauline Kael has monumental gifts 
for the job. She went through the time herself, saw 
saw the films as entertainment on Saturday afternoons, 
read the newspapers and knew the names of the char
acters involved in all of it. 

To have set, as she does, the idea of Citizen Kane 
in the context of the other newspaper films of the 
time and to relate its mysteries to the kind of myste
ries served up weekly in Hearst's American Weekly 
(of which there is no counterpart today) was bril
liant. The American Weekly was a tabloid magazine 
tucked into the Sunday editions of the Hearst papers 
around the country. Its main fare was a marvelous 
kind of science fiction/ detective/ horror story, osten
sibly based on a news item, but in reality the product 
of the lively imaginations of some of the best writers 
of the time. Men who were to be screen writers and 
novelists supported themselves all during that period 
(as rock critics do today with various magazines) 
writing free-lance 1500 word stories for American 
Weekly, each the product of a day's research in the 
New York Poblic Library either digging out old Egyp
tian archeological expedition accounts and updating 
them, or revising and expanding stories from papers 
around the world. 

Just as the Carter Family, yes and Robert John· 
son, too, did what they did to make money, Citizen 
Kane was conceived as a commeycially viable product. 
Welles wanted money from Hollywood to support the 
theater. 

Today we are in the midst of an Orson Welles re· 
viva!. Like everyone else, I am enjoying it because no 
film he ever touched is a waste of time to sec. There 
is something in every one of them, no matter how 
slight, that is worth seeing. He himself may be for
given if, as Miss Kael suggests, time and the frustra
tions of his career allow him to let some of the myth
ology about Citizen Kane thrive in the minds of inter
viewers and the critics. After all, he directed that film 
even if directing a film at that time (and even for 
Orson Welles) was not the improvisatory process it 
has become in recent years and instead was a process 
much closer to the written script. And Citizen Kane 

and nearer to the hands of those who dream of it. 
I have no wish to see the myth of Orson Welles 

shrink. I don't think. that it will in any case. But it 
is absolutely imperative that we know as much about 
all of this as we can find out and Pauline Kael's work 
has added a very great deal to the knowledge we have 
of what exactly was involved in the making of this 
masterpiece. I do not think either that Toby Thomp
son's fascinating book on Bob Dylan, so rightly called 
"An Unorthodox View" (its title is Positively Main 
Street and Coward McCann & Geoghagan _publishes 
it) will diminish Dylan's stature one tiny bit, although 
it certainly does cut away a good deal of the myth 
with which Dylan surrounded· himself in his own 
writings. 

Herman J. Mankiewicz wrote Citizen Kane. Hearst 
did try to stop it, but on its release it got what can 
only be called rave reviews and what killed it com
mercially was the difficulty of distribution. The irony 
of it all was that the only Academy Award Welles 
ever got was as co-author of its script, the one thing 
he didn't do. 

It is fascinating to apply what we learn hi:re to 
all of history. It took 20 years for the historians to 
find out that the crucial battle of Tannenberg of World 
War I in which the Germans defeated the Russians 
was not at all the work of either. HindenburJ or LU· 
dendorf (the latter became head of the German army 
and Hindenburg eventually became chancellor) both 
of whom got the credit, but the work of a still rela
tively unknown military genius named Hans Halfman. 
We are only now finding out that the great Chinese 
victories over Japan, described in detail in millions 
of words in the days of World War II, were almost 
entirely fictitious and the product of Chiang Kai-shek's 
propaganda team. Columbus didn't discover America, 
either, and tlie great battle of El Alamein which made 
Montgomery's reputation by its defeat of Rommel was 
actually no battle at all; the real one having taken 
place much earlier under another commander. 

All of history is quite probably like that and it 
doesn't make much difference in the tong run, I sup
pose. With art the situation is generally different, al
though some great painters did use the talents of 
others and some great writers were not above stealing 
an idea here and there. 

However, the importance of Orson Welles and 
Citizen Kane is certainly different and probably even 
greater in the context of its field. Most especially since 
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backs where we can't see him, out onto 
the tape where we can see him.H 

A person's response to themselves on 
video is as revealing as the video, and 
many psychologists are using both in 
therapy. At the Haight-Ashbury Free 
Clinic (for drug freakouts) during the 
heyday of the hippie, Lee Kaminski, a ' 
San Fram:isco video artist now on as~ 

~ignment in New York, reminisces. 
"freaks who needed help talked into a 
videotape recorder, in little rooms called 
cards, and played them back for them
selves and/or for a psycholugist.'' Ath
letes, duncers, actors. all use videl1 ex
tensively for this purp~lSC-to understund 
and. improve thdr performance. and it 
works. 

One group tl1at seems to have a re
freshingly ahsurd outlook on everything 
ln gcncr:d i'imd \·ideo in p~;rticuL~rl i:~ 
Vidc.n Free _-\mcricL hailin,g from Salt 
Fran,:i-.:co "l\e yet tn meet anydnc in 
undcrgrntmd \'idcu \\'hC'\ in it for :u1: 
r~<lSOn but w c:e\ rich ~t:Jd' ur f~:mwu~." 

rol!id:in:;. ~\·11Und Art Gin~h~r~ dccL,red 
<..;ever::1 'times durinc i' rer~. inf,1rmal 
interview. "l'rn no;_ in it tc1 1~(': rk1·~ d:' 

famou~:· hi~ p:1rtner Skin Sweeney pw· 
tested, •·You're lying.'' Art rdortcJ. adJ
ing. ''f3me is more important than 
monc\'.'' 

Vide(' Free America h in New York 
doing the viJt•n for the Chelsen Thea
tre\; production of Heath;:ote William~· 
amning pl:ty. ACID[, which exrlores 
the destruction wreaked hy mcdilt otl the 
human p::.yche. TI1c main character~ nrc 
Perowne. des.:ribed in the Tntcnwtional 
Ht;!rald Tribune re\ iew 11f the lundon 
production as "an akdholiL: stupefied by 
medi~t.'' M:lllrice. a ~chizoplm:nic. and 
Sildit, Jn Amt:1·ican black who is some~ 
how vulgarly sane. 

Pernwne: I're been \\'!tithing n Jot of 
television. 

.Maurice: You've got fud:in' radiated, 
ha\'en't you'? You\·c got fuckin' media 
rash, haven't you? 

Pero\vnr: l feel a little over-loaded. 
The }J~ny mericile~sly indicts media 

cult-heroe' like Mick Jagger and the 
Beatles for extracting immensurable 
quantities of energy from millions of dot
ing kids: 

Sadie: Think of all that energy that 
went into the Beatlemachine. Think if 

you'd had a Cosmic Energy Transform
er when they first surfaced in Hamburg, 
1960. Think what might have been cre
ated. 

Think. Ironically, the play is the first 
to make video (ad nauseam) an integral 
part of its structure, in the form of 18 
on.::.,tage monitors. (Curious also 'll.'as the 
playvvTight's recent disembarcation in our 
naked city with fashion model Jean 
Shrimpton strung on his arm. Media 
rash?) 

ACIDC is not the only remarkable 
venwre thnt Video Free Arnclicr: is into. 
There is also Video Gum. '·Did you 
ever h~wc bubble gum witll 1n1ding cards 
nf all the nth\ctcs?'' Art 2~ks. '10m 
f:\1Jl"i 11·il1 have pictures Cn the <:,h;~pe of 
TV ~creen<:. l of :·\JJ the people in under· 
gr~Jt:nJ \'ideo. \'>·ith their r~';.,L:mcs on the 
i·~~.:~. It'll he in~tomt rwtnri;':,. Yn11 won't 
~-,·en 1lli\C t\) m~tkl' t~1r,·,~ W-:'l! be very 
J'li'I\Cr(tl! ~~L't:l\1'-t: Wv'l; ] .• f'•int.Jr,~' tiJ!~'lll 

dr:,J \()tl rrin: a lilt ,.~J · 
n,Jt \:due~blc ,-tl ulJ. S·1 
]'1rin\ Y~J\ f...:v.· of ou1 ., 
e\'<:rn.H\c else.'' He i~ d · 

~nmhcr 
,IJfiJJitk~ 

!t(\\1.,, 

\iJt\' p·:r· 
\\·,.lud:. ;u;d 

St:::in~\, w}H) work top;tbcr or, :1lmo:.t all 
\')filjcch. Mu.:h of their I'>Nk !::.. ab~trac-t, 

tttillzlng :, synth..::-~ilet ti•::t C'<)l'i\t:Th S(Jllnd 
frcqut'rKic~ into vid~n lnE1g1:·;, ~Hld vice" 
I'CfS:L l'hey :!\Stl Jo ab',tUl~'l t:!p~~ COffi· 

po~c~.: of mb:c~ trf re:dl-timC' t:tfh sent 
thrdugh ~t sp('cizd-effe:ch generator. and. 
:;,1mc rc:d"time t;1pcs. Ste!mt, i1: fact. ha~ 
put together the first fe:tturc-len,qtll video 
'\J~e-:i~d·: (tlk like~ nf 1\ i1i, h tclevi~ion 

coui(1 on!~ im:~~inc). on Li.:kic Curtis. 
one r,f A!Hiy W:ll·hnl\ d;-;t,\: ~upentnrs, 

\-\'JW rc~tl!y Ll•.Je~ lnol1 llht (,ret~l (,;Hbo, 
P~1inte-dly. rwne of th:; V;bulkas' U1P~S 

~m:: pulitk<d. "We !in:d through revolu~ 

tinn~ in Po!:tnJ and Czecho~\0\aki:t."' 

they told me. "We \\Cf~ \Cry involvetl 
in thmc rcvoluli\IUS. \Vc sa\\ that after" 
ward~ it \\'(l':i the same thing. Now \\C 

are not involved." The Va:,u!kas' wpcs 
:ue. by any definition, high art1 and after 
the deprec<ttion to which high art has 
been subjected recently, it was delight
ful to see the crowds mass in Max's 
Kansas City la~t week, on three con~ 
secutive nights, to see the Vasulkas' work. 
Art, like God, lives. 

Interestingly, the most important po
litical use of video so far was made not 
by an American group, but by Eldridge 
Cleaver in Algiers, where the Panthers 
were holding Tim and Rosemary leary 
captive. Video artist Guy Pignolet had 
accompanied Michael Zwerin of the Vil
lage Voice to Leary's quarters, with his 
portapak. Panthers guarded the apart~ 

ment, and Zwerin reports that Leary 
related a fantastic tale of Panther elu- 1 

siveness and strong:.arm tactics. Cleaver 
allowed Guy to shoot the tape, and the 
video remains es~cnti<lll\' intctct, hnt he 
completely dubhed m;er. Tim and Rose
mary's ;nnlio track with his own; a man
ifc:;to impugning Leary as counter·re\'O· 
lutionary in his <ldhcrence to the drug 
Cllltmc- and dangerous in hi' wc~kne'~ 
(If mind (drug-induced). 

rbc tarr i~ a brilliant piece of politi
Cdl prorag:·tnd;}. Ckaver s;1w clearly the 
pO\\-'t~r inherent in the immediacy (Jf 
\'iden in tht- <lllility tn ~>lnlt'ol iL l1 !" 
~~~~n ~igr1iflc::tnt th:-1t he reka~ed the t.::pe 
ll) till' video nr~der~liO!Ind. not to th~' 
(·•t:~f->J;~h<d m,~di:l. Gu~; h:t.;, left his pnrt;l
p!lL w;tl, :h(• l'i1nthet~ nnd \\e (<1!' f:\ 

rcct f(\ :;!~( m(lf( 1::re~ from then~ in the 
comit1[' montl!s. 

Dcsrite tb-:: ab~~:nce of humor in rno~t 

sul1L:r and lufty viJen taps. much \If 1bc 
tape h plain funny. Humor is infc..:tlous 
~md perhr~rs needs no help from wm· 
mtl!lirt,tions theory. 

Herm H1:rg'~011 in hi~ bouk l.auglun 
s:!) ~ that the essence of humor lie!~ in 
tl-11.~ prc~dltnion of the human ~1s the 
rn~clntnical-- n~aking a pcr~nn cnmc DIT 
:1~ <1 m;1d.int. ( HeHCt' CbJriie Chaplin, 
C'tc.l Viden i-, really good ~~~ J:,ing that: 
Ai! ti\c rl\\h\;1rdn~ss oJ ~fl\llll<.illl:ity i..; 
captured. An uncanny rcst::mblarJ(:C w 
Smokcv tht: Bear is immortalized b\ 
placini a Smokey the Be:n hm 1JTI on~ 
Freex hc:1d: or the <lndrogynou-. con
fusion of Jnckie Curtis is cantured. in 
a similnrly mind-blowinp: w:ty. in his/ 
her rendition ( Llonni.ng ostrich feathers 
and flexing muscles) of "My Sweet Old 
English Rose." Television understood 

1 very early the potential video held for 
comedy. (Remember Ernie Kovacs?) 
But it soon forgot. 

Outside of production, there is a whole 
other aspect of video-dissemination, and 

the major outlets will apparently he 
cable TV and video cassette, m least for 
the time being. (Satellite broadcast will 
eventually provide unlimited channel ca· 
pahility.) 

Cable, as of April 1st, will be required 
by the FCC to originate local program
ming~ providing some opportunity fOr 
video 3rtists to air their work in cable
supplied communities, If, as FCC offi
cials have recommended. cable systf;:ms 
~tre declmed "common cnrriers," on the 
model of Bell Telephone, they will be 
required to lease time to anyone and 
cver)llllt" \\hO wnnts it. 

Cas~ettc system.;, of which trere are 
;1 -,urer~1hunJancc of incompatible type~ 
<1nd some compatibk ones. will start 
~..:oming out in a fC\1· months. People 
11 ill be able to rent or huy whatever 
t:~pc; the\ want..:.-.)n \tore~ or throuph 
tile m.1il Horcfuih the market \\·ill 
pr>J\'(' mnrc enlighkm·C tllan the Neilser' 
r~u~;,;~''; \\'llU]J ir1d1..:<1k: 

S-.1::·,· \ ;dtn iil(i~L. ,li\.·[· a:-. bckil: 
C:·.,_;en. \.\he, h<·h :t !21~!1H to work with 
~L r in ~cw Y:1rk 
men!.: i~tre,. hcline 
v.i11 ttlso open up ''lcl::vislun has a 
y\ltti1g>::r ;md )Uun[,!cr ~lthlicrJ..:<.'." J::H..:kie 
~<1_\'':<- "un incrc;isinJ;l~ -.:c>phi<,tic<Jted aucJj, 
cnc~ !vl \ t\1 o-ve:1r·nh' c\;\l.l~htcr sat 
thruu!..!b a 1\lo-hour TV rerfnrnnnce of 
the RoyH1 l-bllet ju~r r~cently. If ~he 

cai' do that. then lclcvisio:; will have 
lP chan~c.'' 

ln anv C<lliC. mn~t video artists are 
nn: '.\. ••rried abo~lt th•.! market As Art 
Ci1hhl!r~ sr1ys. "\ i(ko 1t.il1 H(\Lirish by 
rwd!!c:in,t: tnrc--. l\nl'( v.nrr~ ;;\lout the 
rn:;r~:~~L H:J\.l' vidc1) im:!i!C~. Think Yidec 
l'\'r.'r:t~: \'i,ko )J~Ij1PCr1i;IC'~. T1·1f.C the equip
mE'Ili rhuc ~.nd d' 1 them" 

D:,;sritc tlh~ \ k:i~·"i:ndt') uf life and 
'>trlf..: in the ,.jJ~p communit> hJr)lely 
centcrin!.' armJnt~ thl m:dnr ,~\'il. money, 
~~ l'Ommunit\· "~ririt 1 ' dnc~ ~till exist 
R:iinlhncc. Free\ and PeoPle's Video 
h<JVc c::otten to!Icther tn put on a joint 
pro!,!r~{rn S:tturd<JY ni~hts, and at just 
ahnut every studio or 1oft in town. calls 
keen pourin.c: in from other video artists. 
Will it surv.ive <:;w.:cess? Will it survive 
failure? Roth are inevitable. The power 
of communication has been given to the 
people. It is up to the people to use it. 

... 
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had committed hari~kari ("l knew him." Yoko 
says, "and he was as popular us Mick Jagger 
in Japan"), her Gone h'ith the Wind life dur~ 
ing the war when she was sel!ing ji.'wels for 
food from farmers in the countrv ·-and her re
lationships with her two previo~s husbands 
T ochi Ichiyanagi and Antony Cox, all have 
been recounted in several magazines, most 
recently in Esquire, in which she is ljUOted as 
saying: "I saw that nothing was permanent. 
You don't want to pnssess anything that is 
dear to you because you might lose it. So l be
came extremely disinterested in anything ma
teriaL or in any relationship, in fact. I just 
kept everything sort of far away." 

She seems to Hke the color t'C'IIOII' ("If the 
butterflies in your stomach die, send yellow 
death announcements to your friends"), snott' 
("Send snow sound~ to a person you like": 
"Walk in the snow without making foot· 
prints"; "Find a hand in the snow" --- "Th1cc 
\1ore Snow Pieces for !\am June Paik"). and 
wind (''Make a hole. Leave it in the Wind" 

"Painting for the Wind"). The biography 
she once wrote de~cribe~ one self image· 

born: Bini Y car 
earh' childhood: collected skvs 
adolescence: collected seaww~eds 
!ate adole~cence. ga\ c birth ln a grapl'· 

fruit, collected ~nails, cloud~. 
g-:~.rbagc can' etc 
HaH graduated many schooh: 
spc~.:iali1in~ in th-:~nubjt.:t.:t~· 

''l Jr(l[l!)•~d (lUl <11 m\· thirJ -:,·;u ut S;ual; 
l ;l\<·rcnrx." Y okn nd rr;\((,'1,, ":lnd ! ~!art~·d Ji1. 
ing in \ew York it round Shth and \nw~rdatr1 

Piece. And those events that I was doing in 1 
New York were very much connected with 
necessity.11 

This sense of disappearing, tlymg away, 
flames going out, suggests wnat David 
Cooper writes about in his brilliant and dis
turbmg The Dearh of rhe Family, the effort 
n01 to see oneself anymore, "to see through 
oneself as a person limited to relative being ... 
Few people can sustain this nonrelative self~ 

.. regard for more than one minute or two with~ 
out feeling that they are going mad in the 
sense of disappearing. That is why people use 
mirrors in order not to see their selves with 
the possibility of seeing through, but to see 
fragmentary manifestations like their hair, 
eye make~ up. and so on. If one did not effect 
their evasive fragmentation of the mirror 
image, one would be left with the experience 
of knowing that seeing oneself means seeing 
through oneself. There can be nothing more 
terrifying than that," 

"Draw a line with yourself,'' Yoko writes in 
her Une Piece. "Go on drawing until you dis~ 1 

arprar." Many of these "pieces'' are printed 
in Grap((ruit (Simon and Shuster) com~ 
posit;ons of "Music. Painting, Event. Poetry, 
and Object"--- in which the idea of di~mcm
herin_g and di~robing is ~eminal. Thm in one 
of her Event~. Yoko asks each rarticipant to 
cut off Q pieced her dress until she i~ naked. 
And \)Ot remember~ John and Yoko no ked on 
the '-'tl\n uf Twn ) 'irgil!\ i1IhJ in their !Viti 

.'\.-/i:p,)/froir !iltn~. ·~-,.lku un~·~, Virute: "Peo
pk went r1n cuttln~' 1i:e p;nh they Jn tlOt ilk~.· 1 
ol r~>,· ·inallv thet'~ \\!tS \'ld\ tlw "tl)!lt? 

The childlike gestures and awarenesses re~ 

veal themselves in Yoko's ways of seeing 
everything: "An intensity of a wink i~: two 
cars smashed head on. A storm turned into a 
breeze.:' A water drop from a loose faucet" 
("Wink Talk"). And in her "Touch Poem." 
Yoko writes: "Give birth to a child:' See the 
world through its eye.' Let it touch everything 
possible:'and leave its fingermark there/in 
place of a signature." 

"Sometimes,'' Yoko says, "I think that 
some of the things I've done could have been 
done by John, and vice versa." Together they 
have collaborated on a number of lovely films 
(distributed in the US by Film Makers' Co
operative) which. among other things, seem 
to be about seeing things as if for the first 
time "the "love that has no past.'' 

§ Two Virf(ins shows both of their faces 
$Uperimposed, separating and merging, re
vealing love to be the interpenetration of 
anima and anim"us~ and this scene is followed 
by a slow motion kiss of the lovers limned 
against the sky. "When we met," Yoko recalls. 
"we were so involved ~:ith each other that we 
couldn't see anybody around us. \\..'c were just 
looking llt each other and ~ometimc~ noticed 1 

that pcorle werl' around us. \Vc dirln't have 
time or ~pace to (JI!Hidl'r \\hat\\( looked lih 
to other~. Wc\'.l'fC rcallv in a dream." 

~ Apothcr'Sh i' filmed h:.· :1 c:<trnera !lndting 
g~nt!y urwards 111 't halh111fl ah1n-: a 
::.nowy Fn_f!li~L \ill,\~\,_ the ill 
barking carried llP h til( ~nt,\1 f;ding into 
_,mmd~·.llth;\\;lllL.l :~·~..cc~.,,: ,,_,,t~,f,,::-,r:;. 

white r;1Jiant p;,Hlkk\ 1.d- .:Llulh 1 ihr;ltl!l~ 11!1 
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At the film's conclusion. vou ~ee a long ~hot 
of the entire body. seven flies standin& here 
and there, as if on a rleaci (hri~t. And this 
ama7.ing Bunuellian ~hot lmplil·~ the idea of 
the fly as a metaphor for pd.in. The flies 
finaily fly <l"'ay, <Hid wt•'re lett with a shot 
through the window of a Ne\\ York Bowery 
roof. Yelled in a diaphanou5 blue li~ht like 
St. Elmo's fire. suggest1ng the beauty of see
ing things anew. 

"The idea of the film came to mej" Yoko 
say~. "when I thotJI!ht about that joke where 
someone says to a man: 'Did you notice that 
woman's hatT and he's looking at her bosom 
instead. I wondered how many people would 
look at the fly or at the body. ,J tried when 
filming to accert all the things that showed 
up, but at the same time tned not to make the 
film too dramatic. It would have been ven 
easy for me to hav~.: made it b¢come pornL;~ 
graphic. and I didn't want that. Each shot had 
to project mort• than a pretty irr.age of a body. 
so it was u~ed more as an ab~tra(t line.'' 

Yoko's \-oicc \)!1 l'hc [It '1- ·;oundtmck is a 
subtle rhythmic embodiment '.'f the fly's ex· 
curswn~ inter~cded h\' .ft1hn\ (:Jrward and 
backw;.mi guitcu- IUtt:::k .. And :b_,:st: amazing 
~ounds rc'::'al acain tho;,,· chi!.;!likt: ue~\ure~ 

and ardui,: r1'~:m:~m'L'~. h•r t i" m'Ost oh" 
\'JOU~I~ 1n .,,h~ll .Jnhn {':1 1h h-.'r '·t6~track 

\'O!Ce" til<~1 \ .,k<l di~pb\-, fll'··· :'\Traordinan 
<Ht. li i·, !!:~· .,,1,' hr_;!lit\)(ltl ,,i h·1 1/'1!1 fll!l.\ 

('11.'", :\ 

;111]:1)'11'' d· 
\\,}\()'., 

~~·on,, 1 \1'1 

"1'\!UITICJl\ 1'1 
:md nm~c' 

~ '(1,1 \iidl\ ~l\l 

IJ\J:'I~ II 'lldl fll!i 

•\:'til'• )!lo!tl ~t'(Yl11dl 

I 

I 

!I 
!I 
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was ver) txciting for mt. bt:(;ath<: 1 was !1\ing 
next to a meat market and I felt a~ if I had a 
house ~ .. ·jth a delicates~en in it. The only thing 
i~ that I couldn't figure out how !(1 rresent my 
work because I didn't knov. how to com
rnullicate with pevpk'. And I Jidu't knov. how 
to explain to people how shy I Wds. When 
people visited I wanted to bt.• in l-l big 'ort nf 
ho.x with little hok".; where nobody could ~N· 
me. hut I could :.ce through the holes. So 
later. that developed intr~ my Bag Piece'" h~rc 
ynu c<m he imide. and ~::~ tH!hide, hut th·:.c 
can't see\ ou 

''When I W<b going to sar~•h L:tV.'ft:nCC. I 
was mainl~ staying in the rnu~ic libran· and 
listening to Schoenberg and Wei:'lern;. they 
thrilled me, really. And I wa~ writing some 
serial works at that time. But I was lazy \~·rit~ 

ing out a whole score. And further I was doing 
the Match Piece in those days. just lighting 
the match and watching untll it disappeared. 
And I even thought that mayhe there wa~ 
something in me that was going to go crazy, 
like a pyromaniac. See, I was writing poetry 
and musi<: and painting, and none of that sat~ 
isfied me: 1 knev.· that the medium was 
wrong. Whenever I wrote a poem. they said it 
was too long, it was like a short i:itory; a novel 
was like a short story, and a short story was 
like a poem. I felt that I was like a misfit in 
every medium. 

"I just stayed in Scarsdale at my parents' 
home, and I was going crazy because I could 
not communicate with them very well. I was 
lighting matches, afraid of becomjng a pyro
maniac. But then I thought that there might 
be some people who needed something more 
than painting, poetry, and music, something 
I called an 'additional act' that you needed in 
life. And I was doing all that just to prevent 
myself from going mad, really. And when I 
had this apartment in New York. what hap~ 
pened was that instead of drying my face with 
a towel, I used my best cocktail dress. And 
th~:n I was imagining myself ail the time as a 
kite, holding on to a kite, and when l was 
sleeping, I'd lose my string, go off floating. 
That'.,he time I thought: I'll go crazy. So I 
just imagined myself holding on to a kite, 
and the kite was me. 

"People asked me what I was doing. I 
didn't know how to explain that actually T 

was just holding the string, making sure that 
I wouldn't let go. This was a trait I had when 
I was a little girl, too, when my mother asked 
me what I was doing all by myself. and I 
would say: I'm breathing. and I was really 
counting m) breathings. and thinking: 'My 
God, if I don't count them, would I not 
breathe?' That later became my Breathing 

it'·; ilkc in tiK ~tone." The point i'i tlwt !l1t.' 
an llf takmg 11t'f one's dmhc~ is merdy u nh.~t~ 
aphor tor th1.' uncorering of the self 

\nd \\hat does it m('nn to be "naked'"' The 
Amcnuw soc10logi~t Erving GotTman write~: 
.. Tile ~elf [, nnt an 1lrganic thing that ha~ ,t 

'recitit· locrttion, who~e fundamental fate i'i 
to be horn. to mr1turc. to die: it i~ a dramatic 
effect arising diffusely from a ~cene that l.~ 
fHl'Scnted." And Yok(~ finally exi$ted in her 
"::.t:cnc'' hv means of a !anta~tic humor,. b·. 
wmsforming her oh~e~~ic1m, m.:mories. un(! 
;deas into her special art. and thus realiling 
hc-r:,e!f in her work. "Grapefruit wa.~ like a 
cure for m;;self without knov,:inp: it. It was like 
~oying. 'Please accept me. I am mad.' Tho~e 
instructions are like that . a real need to do 
something to act out your madness. As long as ! 

you are behaving properly. you don't realize 
your madness and you go cr(l.Zy." She was 
accepted also by someone who once sang· 
"I am he as you <~re he as you are me as we 
are all together." 

Yoko once wrote: "After unblocking one's 
mind, by dispensing with visual~ auditory and 
kinetic perceptions, what will come out of us? 
Would there be anything? I wonder. And my 
Events are mostly spent in wonderment." 

Before they are anything else, Yoko's 
poems, events. films. and music exemplify a 
wondennent which. in some accepted way. 
suggests childlike awe, a way of seeing things 
as if you were entering a strange street, in~ 

visible until now. for the first time; or as if, for 
example, you were watching a Western--the 
sheriff, rustlers, corral fights - through the 
eyes of one of the horses. More than that, 
wonderment implies intensity of perception 
resulting in one's identification with what i~ 
seen, not as the "utterly other," but as the ur~ 
terly same. Thus the inescapable modality of 
the visible becomes the numinous. And event· 
ua!!y. through hyperesthesia, the perceived 
object or person disintegrates, for when you 
see something at this level of clarity, it dis~ 
appears, and you find yourself asking, what 
really is there'? ("!'.'ot the same thing a bit!" 
said the Hatter. "You might just a~ we!\ say 
that 'I see what 1 eat' is the same as 'l tat 
what I see'." 

David Cooper writes: "To commence- the 
unu:;e of the word 'nt;urosis.' let us regard it 
as a way of being that is made to seem child· 
ish by one's fear of other' about one's becom~ 
ing childlike . The fear is the fear of mad~ 
ness, of beiog: childlike or even being before¥ 
one's·origins, so that any act rna\' coh-:rr 
others against oneself to suppres~ ~pr)n~ 

taneous gesture that has socially ' p!ive. 
archaic resonances." 

~ [ .JI Ynur ft'!:\ r, 'I' I.·, ('r :n.lJl in ~['\', 

York in OllC' d.ty. '~)(\\\~ J.\1 pa1r~ uf kg~ 
(those of \e\\ York ilrti~b. fn,·nd_.., ilf John\ 
and Yoko\. and th•:1r fri~nd~- <di leg' don~ 
ated lot tlfll' d,1Jlar <~nd 1·.;;,\(\.i ~hP! fr'\1!11 thl' 1 
tucs up to the thi~h. Ute' !':!n~ f(lTCCi ;t'U t,,-, 

we how diffen:nt ill"tt: h.-g . !rl'tm Jts partnn 
;md how h:).'. dim1.'h- molt'.. ar1d ~natcl1es 
suggc:.l idimync;~tl.i,; \l'f: \dllk 
at the same time tht n·.u\"! ~.\r.rck: :ilrno)t 
anvnn~:\ kti.~hist ]c'f.: !',llit:r,:. f.n,~v('r "\\'h,·r, 
v.l.'\c counkd as 1~-F'·" Y,-,~,· ~;·n~. ''\\(!'t' 

\'crv ordinal\. We '''Jnt('d to 'how \H' h;n·e 
pe;lccful kg~:,\ nd lep:" ~trc pco\n:flll. ,. 

§ Rart' w•Jndn" \\hat wt,uld happen it' a 
per~o11 wert: followed h~ a camera to dPJtrac· 
tion. The camera tracb <1 German gul 
through a ccmctt:r~. down LonUnn meeb. 
into a flat where she run~ around ~creamin§! 
"Why me?" At the F.lgin Tlv;:atcr. the nu· 
dience not onl; waited angnly f6r the "real'' 
rape, which never came. bm also felt raped 
by the film's progre~swn as the~ ~creamed 
and cal!ed for help. hoping the projector 
would break down. 

§ /V'umher Fin' has John smiling for one 
h0ur. His smile was shot with a high speed 
camera (20.000 frames per minute) often used 1 
to film rockets. A thrct>minute smile \.Va~ then 
slowed down to its present length. "It origin~ 
ally started out," John says, ''that Yoko 
wanted a mi\1i(l0 people all over the world to 
to send in a snapshot of themselves smiling, 
and then it got down to lots of people smiling, 
and then maybe one or two and then me 
smiling as a symbol of today smiling. And so 
it's me smiling, and that's the hang-up of 
course because it's me again. But I mean 
they've got to see it someday it's only me. 
The idea of the film won't be dug for another 
fifty or a hundred years probably. That's what 
it's all about. I just happen to be that face." 

§The Fly. John's and Yoko's most recent 
film made in New York in two Javs. show~ a 
naked woman lying motionless on her hack as 
one fly at a time settles on different parts of 
her body to go about its business mainly 
legs tasting and feeling. Some of the flies 
were stunned with CO!. having failed to 
keep calm on sugar water. Thl' woman's cata~ 
tonla remains u mystery. 

It's as if Walt Disncv and Jean-Marie 
Straub had collaborated, .for th-: film's ma~t
nified focus on what a Ov does if vou do~'t 
hrush it off is 5hot in l~ng takes. with the 
camera obliqucl.\ observing:--tht: tramformcd 
landscape of a m0tmtainous bre~st. u hillock 
nipple, or J desert of fingers on which a 0\ 
stands, legs investigating the scene · 

~.!11:1\if'~t .-r· \1~Uild. r·,T .Ji,dltlg yoU ci 

the ~rrc;::n ::l~l!!lltcr ,~:-oan~. cate~ 

v.aul.~ 11! ;·,rn·.lrdi~i:. rr -lmth, prL· 
mamnuLtr' ::.:-!. ,, -,\1:!: ~~~ ,·,f the fogged 
( 1\ l'f P(\ II:: t·.! I II' IiI' d i , •• i~'\ ,,( ( :j, !d h (ltld 

\1u'ilC<I!I· ,\!ur harp:·n~ ~~ that nasal~ 

fric::ture, ~.':'l~t···-1! v:mants PilCh inl1ec
tlllrl'i, an.!· 1r •!:t~ t;mlyrt·, ,~!\, ;-.,nhinc inter

' polall'. :twi p·_'riT'n:,. w C(lr11r."\' :h.; lmpres~inn 
(\f ;ml·t)~,:~ r,, 1.'\fldl"l<~'~' \l.l(.'l:ulwr:hi tn 

h;lnlanl .,tJ, t,\ ''-'''·' p animal~' 
m;:drigll 1• ·,, ·11 ··ciirn! d~ ~.: r,.: in~id-: of 
one\ l''l·r, h,-l!\ ~·.1\:ri,,~ v.1\, ·,-oin'' enter' 
~nllnd \1' r·r·." •! i~-. mr:~·; ~> t'requen!lrd 
charJCtrt·in!c, :tn.l propn:,,·~ the listene1 
that 1f he wanh :n f·,ear_ hem gh~ ,\s well st0r 
trying. "She hccnn1e~ her \Olce." John sa\'~. 

'"ami vou e.et 1\l!tch...:d.'' 
rhh \'(;O::dl qua!itv can h{' heard most pO\~

~·rfull\' qn "[)()n't \Vnrr\' Ky0ko tMum1m'\ 
only looking for her hor;d in the snow)." ihe 
soundtrack for Ihe Fir. and her l1l'W album on 
which Yoko is ~upported by John on guitar. 
Klaus Voonnan un bass. R,ngo on drums: 
and, on ''AOS" bv Cliarles Haden. David 
l7cmon. Ed Blackwell. and Ornette Cole~ 
man. Yoko thu~ brings together and combines 
the best elements of rock, recent jan tone 
roads. and avant·gardc musical materiah, 
using them to sustain her adventurous reahza~ 
tJOOS. 

With the exceptions of "Paper Shoes" and 
1'Greenfield Morning," which Yoko con~ 

structed from one or two lines and then edited 
iind reassembled and added some overdub~ 
.bing. all the songs in the album are performed 
and recorded live, most in one session with~ 
out, it's hard to believe, any voice transfor
mation except for the slightest of echoes. 

"First of all," Yoko expla~ns. "John and I 
were gomg to make individual LPs, and John 
started his session first. When he was recordv 
ing, I was in the control room. Sometimes he 
had to fool around with his in'.'Jtrument just to 
get inspired or to get into his music, and I'd 
be thinking. welL he should be doing his song. 
not fooling about--- that's the feeling you get 
in the control room . but he just kept jam~ 
ming and then suddenly I realized how beau
tiful the jamming was. He started something 
very unusual with the guitar like {high· 
pitched calli. So I couldn't help it. I had to 
join them. John had said: ·whenever you feel 
like joining, join us, and alii have to say is no 
if I don't wam it.' In 'Why.' he inspired me, 
an I jumped into the room. John ~ang 'E;.rugh" 
evurh!' He was trvinl! to tell me to get in and 
j(~in- them. and I ju~1 .inined in I •. liked the 

-Coni inw\lnn \'ext Pa;;e 
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[YOlO ONO] ··~ ~~~~~~~~~~~§:~~~~ ~~i~~:~~~:~s:in~~tll(~ o~:~~::n:~~ ~t~:: p~~ 
--Conlinued(rom Preceeding Page son's instructions. 
iuea of improvisation. going somewhere you "So everybody wa! moving without mak· 
don't know, just having something vague ing an~ sound~ on stage. There was a point 
planned, like aoing something that's slow or where two men were tied up together with 
quiet and the rest of it decided by the wind lots of empty cans and bottles around them, 
or whatever. So l went in and started to and the) had to move from one end of the 
scream, and then John's guitar was going a· stage to the other very quie!ly and slowly 
long frantic. And l realized that John and I without making any wunds. What l was try· 
have a very mean streak, it was similar in that ing to attain was a sound that almost doem't 
sense. There's something about us that's sa)· come out.! tola you about stuttering. Actually 
ing: Fuck you, I couldn't care less, and I go I don't really !Iutter, but oefore I speak l 
mad with my voice and John does it with hi) stutter in my mind, and then m) cultured self 
guitar. Both of us have that side." trie1 to correct that stutter into a clean sen· 

''! have that side," John says. "but it's tence. And then it comes out liKe 'Oh, and 
'hard to get it on a two minute single with a how are you todayT instead of 'O·O·Oh·h· 
technician likeGeorgesittingaround." how are you! But before it comes out like 

"You see," Yoko continues, "it became a that you nave this stuttering in you, And I 
dialogue, we stimulated each other. You don't wanted to deal with those sounds of people's 

know who inspired whom, it ju!t goe! on. fearsandstutterings. 
Klaus told me later that he'd realized that l "So I thought that if everything wa! set up 
knew about rhythm perfectly. it was right on in a lighted room and suddenly the light was 
spot. Of course I knew.ln Toronto, Klaus and turned off, you might start to see things be· 
Ringo were pretty silent about what I was do· yond the shapes. Or the kind of sounds that 
ing, but this time they got really turned on. you hear in silence. You would start to feel 

"When I say things I stutter a little bit. the environment and tension and people'! vi· 
MoH of us kill off our real emotions, and on brations. Those were the sounds tnat l wanted 
top of them you have your smooth self lfs to deal with, the sound of fear and of dark· 
like the ~u~ in the film Diary of a Mad ne1s, like a child\ fear tnat someone is he· 
Houselt'i(e with his. sing-song voice. Tncre\ hind him, hut he can't speak ana communi· 
that unreal tone. But when I want to say 'I'm cate this. And so I asked one ~uy to stand be· 
sorry' in a song - became music to me is hind the audience for the duration of the con· 

something so honest and so real -- I don't cert. 
feel like sa~ing (sing-song) 'I'm sorr), mo· "I wanted tile wund of people perspiring to 
ther,' but rather as an emotion should be be in it, too, so I had all the dancers wear con· 

tact microphones, ana the instructions were 
I . • ··' •• ,,~., \, """" J...Ava.r r'lr'o~ t'l v~ t f> 
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''The older you get the more frustr11ted you 

feel. And it gets to a point where you don't 
have time to utter a Jot of intellectual bull~ 

shit. If you wert,> drowning you wouldn't say 
Td lil<e to be helped because I have just a 
moment to live.' You'd say, 'Help!' but if you 
were more desperate you'd say, 'Eiough~ 
hhhhh,' or something like that. And the de~~ 
pera{ion of life is really life Jtself. the core of 
life, what's really driving us f0rth. When 
your're real!y de~perate it's phony to use des~ 
criptive and decorative adjectives to express 
yourself.'' 

But isn't there another side. such as the 
seeming gentleness of "Who Has Seen the 
Wind?'' the quiet little song Yoko presents 
on tht• B side of .John's "lmtant Karma"? 

"On that song," Yoko says. ''the voice i.\ 
wavering a little, there are shrills and cracks, 
it's not professional pop singing, the hack~ 
ground is going off a little. There was ~orne
thing of a lost little girl ahout it. \\'hat I was 
aiming at was the effect you get '1n Alban 
Berg's Wo::::eck. when: the drunkard sing~. 

a slightly cra7cd voice, a hit of a broken Ill~. 

In that sense it was a 4uict dcsperatic,n." 
Religion is what you do with yo:1r alone· 

ness. a philolophcr once said. Or with ~our 
pain and desperarion, one could add. Yoko's 
music pushes pain into a kind of invigorat~ 
1ng and liberated energy, just a~; a :.tutterer 
finally ~ives birth to a difficult word. since it 
existed orginally at the fwe edge between 
inaudibility and the sound waves of dreams. 
About her music for The f1r, she says, "It's 
nice to go into that very very fine intricate 
mixture of sounds and rhvthm. It's almost !ike 
going into a dream, gelting something that 
doesn't exist in the physical world, unutler~ 
able sounds- a kind of metaphysical rhythm." 

What Yoko calls "metaphysical sound" 
seems at first to be the true opposition of 
her recent unblocked music. Yet it is less an 
opposition than the idea of the dream of 
sound from which her new art emerges, a 
music which Max Picard tells us is "silence, 
which in dreaming begins to sound." 

Yoko's "Music of the Mind" -- e.g., "Peel. 
Peek. Take ofL" ("Pieces for Orche~tra." 
1962) -- came to fruition in the winter of 1960. 
She rented a loft on Chambers Street in New 
York. "All the windo\VS were smoked glass so 
that you couldn't really see outside, but there 
was the skylight, and when you were in the 
loft you almost felt more connected to the sky 
than to the city outside. It was a cold water 
flat, $50.50, and it was great. I didn't have 
chairs of beds, and so people downstairs gave 
me orange crates and I put all the crates to~ 

gether to make a large table, crates for the 
chairs, and at night I just collected them and 
made a bed out of them. And I started to live 
there. 

"A friend of mine told me that there was a 
group of artists who \.verc thinking of putting 
on their work~ and would I mind if they joined 
me and did things together. And I ~aid, no. I 
wouldn't mind, and perhaps they wouldn't 
mind painting my loft for free. But everyone 
wa5 lazy and didn't get around to painting it 
white, but I got used to the grey·." 

I he famous Chambers S1 reet loft concert\ 
featured ,mists, mus1cians, poets, a list of 
whose names reads like a roster of the avant 
garde hall of fame: Ray Johnson, Walter De 
Maria, Joseph Byrd, Al Hansen, LaMonte 
Young, Jackson MacLow. Ins Levak, George 
Maciuna5. Phillip Corner, George Brecht, 
Diane Wakoski. Simone Morris, Yvonne 
Rainer, I'erry Jennings, Bob Morris, Henry 
Flvnt, David Tudor, and Richard Maxfield. 

:.But there was no mention that I should 
have a concert there. and I wasn't going to be 
the one to mention it," Yoko says. "Some 
how my work wa~ still suffering. The idea had 
been to stop my suffering by gettinji: a place to 
present my work and at last letting everyhody 
know what I was doing, But it just went on 
like that. Many people thought that I was a 
very rich girl who was just 'playing avant~ 
garde.' And some others thought that I was a 
mistress of some very rich man, which wasn't 
true either. I think that the reason that some 
people thought the whole thing was organized 
by some Chinese man was because La 
Monte's name is Young. And meanwhile J 
was just surviving by teaching Japanese folk 
art." 

Within the next couple of years1 Yoko had 
concerts featuring her own work at the Vii· 
!age Gate, the Bridge Theater, and Carnegie 
Recital Hall. Her first art exhibition took 
place at the Agnus Gallery, owned by Fluxus 
originator George Maciunas. And among the 

instruction paintings there were: "Painting 
for the Wind," which featured a hag full of 
:.eeds hanging in front of a blank canvas, and 
when the wind blew, f>eeds would fall out 
through the bag's small holes; "Smoke Paint~ 
ing," where you lit a match and watched the 
smoke against the canvas; and "Painting to 
Be Stepped On," where you stepped on the 
canvas and made a mark until many mark~ 
made up the painting. It was this element of 
participation, of adding thing.~, of watching 
things grow and change that enabled you to 
sec Yoko's instructinns as a way of "getting 
together, as in a chain ktter." And following 
this exhibition. Yoko's lecturc~concert at w~,. 
!cyan College. events in Jopan. exhihi1ions in 
London like the one on 1966 at the Indica 
Gallery where she met John. aU created a 
growing interest in her work and an equal 
amount of incomprehension. 

And it ViaS Yoko's and John's extensions of 
the idea of partidputing, the ''additional act" 
that would ~uggest to others how r'eciprocally 
to involve thmur:fve.1·, that led 10 the famous 
Peace events. filmed and reported on many 
times - the Bed-In:., the "War is Over" pos· 
tcr that appeared in hundreds of newspapen 
around the world, and the sending of acorns 
to world leadas, who were invited by John 
and Yoko to p!an1 them and watch them 
grow. 

Yoko's firSt important concert took place at 
the end of 1961 al Carnegie Recital HaiL "It 
was a big moment for me," Yoko recalls. 
"George Brecht, Jonas Mekas, LaMonte 
Young, Jackson Maclow, just about everyone 
performed io it. And Richard Maxfield 
helped me on the electron,ic side. I set up 
everything and then made the stage very dim, 
so you had to strain your eyes~-~because life 
is like that. You always have to strain to read 
other people's minds. And then It went into 
complete darkness. The week before I had 
given instructions to everyone as to what they 
should do, so that there would be a feeling of 

mat mey were persp1rmg a ume. 1 nerc was 
one guy who was asthmatic and it was fan
tastic. And in the toilet there was sornebod\ 
standing throughout the evening. Whenever .I 
go to a toilet in a film theater, I always feel 
very scared.lf nohodv's there I'm scared. but 
if somebody is there ;t's even more scary. So 
I wanted people to ha\e this experience of 
fear. There are unknown areas of sound and 
experience that people can't really mention 
in words. Like the stuttering in your mind. I 
wa~ interested not in the noise :.au make but 
the noise that happens when you try not to 
make it, just that tension going back and 
forth. 

"I think I would never want to· go back 
again to where I was, doing thmg~ like that, 
even rhough few people have touched thi~ 
area. Where I'd be so [ont::!v and miserable 
that nobodv undeNood. And-the kind of thing 
I'm doing -no\v is more understandable. rn'l 
not &.:~ying it's better or worse. Bur now I just ' 
want to feel ~ort of playful sometimes. And 
when I feel playfuL ro do something. That's 
when people seem to understand more or at 
least accept more. 

"I'm starting to think that maybe I can live. 
BeforL' it seemed impos~ible. I was just about 
at the vanishing point, and aH my things 
were too conceptual. But John came in and 
said. 'AI! right, 1 understand you' And just by 
saying that all those thing~ which were sup~ 
posed to vanish stayed. 

"Around the time that I met John. 1 went 
to a palmist John would probahly laugh at 
this-~~ and he said: 'You're like a very very fa:;.t 
wind that goes speeding around the world.' 
And I had a line that signified asttal projec~ 
tion. The only thing I didn't have was a root 
But, the palmist said. you've met a person 
who's fixed like a mountain, and if you get 
connected with that mountain you might get 
materialized. And John is like a frail wind. 
too, so he understands all of these aspects." 

In~tead of Yoko's self disappearing, ~he 
now disappears more into her self ... Every~ 
hodywants to be invisible," John says. "Yoko 
just expresses it.'' 

"When the mouth speaks it is as if not the 
mouth itself but the silence behind it were 
pressing it into speech," writes \fax Picard. 
''The silence is so full that it would drive the 
face upwards if it could not relax and relase 
itself in language. It is as though silence it
self were whispering words to the mouth . 
In silence the lines of the mouth are like the 
closed wings of a hutterfly. When the word 
starts moving, the wings open and the butter· 
fly flies away." 
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MICKEY MANTLE CONTINUED 

"You can't imagine how embarrassing it is to take a third strike." 
been somethin' like that for him in footbalL in basketball, when he tries 
out for things in .school. Even when he's playing golf, people hear he"s 
there and they come over to watch. He hits a golf ball pretty good until 
people start to watch him, and then he folds up. I think he'll get over it. 
They've begun to accept him more in schoot and after his friends have 
met me a while. they stop thinking about me as Mickey Mantle the ball· 
~layer, and I'm just a friend's father. The older little Mickey gets, the 
hetter it'll be for him, I think. 

I guess baseball has been toughest for ;\ferlyn. When I quit playing, 
it will he the happiest minute of her life. She's been like baseball's equiv· 
alent of a golf widow. The first few years weren't too bad 'cause "\\'e only· 
had little Mickey and David, and we could take 'em to New York and 
then bring them home. But then little Mickey and David became old 
enough to have their own friends in Dallas. antl along came Billy and 
Danny. There were too many kids to move back and forth. It became 
easier for Merlyn to stay home and then just come to Xew York for a 
visit Of a couple of weeks. I think that we've got the best part of our 
lives before us, and I feel real good-well, I don't feel that good about 
getting ready to quit baseball, but Merlyn is going to enjoy it. 

The big gan1e at home for me~ aside from golf, has been touch foot
ball. \Veekday afternoons after school. I'm usually in the hackyard with 
the boys and some of their friends. On weekends. other adults get in the 

game. It's one way of keeping in shape, and if I watch 1nyseH, I can keep 
my knees out of lrouhle. It's gettin' harder to keep up with little Mickey. 
Either he gets faster or I get slower all the time. What I have to do is hit 
him, if I really want to win. I don't let him get past me; I knock him down 
if I have to. That's the way to play the game. I always think of Early 
Wynn when he pitclwd for Cleveland and the White Sox. I hit a couple 
of balls hack through the mound off him. And when I did, he always told 
the first baseman to stand right behind me~ and then he'd throw over 
there, tryin' to hit me while 1 was on first base .... 

The only thing that's gonna make me retire is if I feel like I can't 
play any more. I know that every February, I get an itch to play. I'll 
give spring training one more shot; but I've had like two bad years in a 
row, and it's getting emharras~ing: like I go to thf' All-Star Game twice. 
flew all the way to California, to strike out. Last year, I flew all the way to 
Houston~ Texas~ to strike out. Both times, they gave me standing ova
tions. and yo-u can't imagine how embarrassing it is to take a third strike. 
I just can't produce any more~ and that's gonna he the only thing that 
will make me retire. I don't think I could be a pinch hitter because I 
enjoy playing, and when I get to where I can't nm like I used to, which 
I can't, and I can't slide into second base without hurting my knee-I'll 
be out for two or three days after I do it sometimes-I just feel like I've 
gotta quit, and I feel like I've waited a little too long already. 
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Still cheerleader slim~ 
platinum blonde Merlyn friel 
up a steak for the family. 
"When I quit playing, it will 
be the happiest minute oj her 
life," says Mickey. 

The pro-am contestant savors a putt 
in Las Vegas. A 7-to-10 handicapper, 

,Uantle uses a golf cart unless the 
course is too wet. "If I walk 

18 holes~ my legs hurt too much." 

--.or 

(• 

;_. '_""i'"~· 

END 
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WHAT YOU CAN'T SEE under Beatie John's comfy~ un
made bed is a wood floor with a border of tacks. The 
tacks are there, John explains, because his wife and 
his mother-in-law came over one day and ripped out 
the waH-to-wall carpetin~. Not that the act was ex
ecuted in the presence Of the husband/son-in-law. 
Such a fine creative rage requires no audience. You 
~imply go in very quiet, very dignified, like the decent 
people you are-maybe a rug man is along to do the 
heavy pulling-and you simply pull out the rug. You 
pull the rug out and leave the tacks. 

Of course, a fine act of rage is often wasted on 
the object of the rage. Like John thinks the tacks are 
funny, and Yoko doesn't even know they,re there. 
Anyway, John hates the house-it's a sprawly, pon
derous Tudor thing in Weybridge, a suburb of Lon
don. in an area that John calls The Stockbroker Belt. 
and he and Yoko plan to move soon to a glass job 
nearby. "'I was besieged in me flat in London, so I 
just took the third house I saw. This was it." John 
says, in the old Liverpool lilt, casting his beady four 
eyes at the mess. The mess turns out to be four things: 
what his \Yife left, what his mother-in-law 'vroughl, 
what he kept and what his mistress hrouf!_ht. Cvnthis 
Lennon,s \eavings are mostlv f!arden furniture
dropped at. random in the living room. She also leh 

TOP 
POP 
MERGER 
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intact an acrf'; of ptlrple felt tlmt covers the dining
room \·rail. In addition to the carpet purge~ John 
swear~ that his motber-in-lm .. - emptied the sherrY 
bottles and che'i\'ed the silverware. John's own stuff 
faHs into two categories: equipment. like tapes and 
hi-fl. and hit& of whimsv. for instance. a clock on a 
ped~sta) with a stethosc~pc wrapped around .it like a 
necktie. 'lOko. having just ~plit from the hospitaL ha~ 
broutrht. besides herself~ a pile of macrobiotic foo(~ 
and an un,\·atered hospital on·hid plant. which slt~ 

dyiilf?: in the dark. l\:Ioorish. mirrored fover. 
"Welcome to Beverlv Hills." caBs our ho:':-t. waY· 

ing us {the photog-raphe;, Susan w-ood. and me) intc• 
the kitchen. It's one of those vast. obviouslY remod
eled models \'\·ith the sink in the center. and~ come to 
think of it, it is Beverly Hillsy. Except. instead of a 
gilded spice rack, there is a campy portrait of Queen 
Victoria; and instead of an adorable calendar. there'::;. 
a sign that says, ~'The drunk and the glutton shall comt 
to poverty',.; and instead of Sandra Dee. there's Yoko 
Ono. Yoko is short. not small. Her face-what vou can 
see of it in the middle of a bushy outburst of black 
hair-is almost fierce, her chest is harre1ed. So, ex
cept for her :fingers, which are sweet and smalL she 
looks about as fragile as, say, Ernest Borgnine. Not 
that Yoko pretends to be a Japanese flower. Later that 
day. she tells me that when John expresses the fear 
that perhaps she will die before him~ she tells him not 
to '"'·orry, that she is "as strong: as a horse." AnY""·ay~ 
there they are-the Elvira Madigans of the pop world 
-their heads smelling of shampoo: she, madly work
ing over some vegetab1e patties; he, running about 
lookinf! for something (he's always looking for some
thing}: and both are extolling the virtues and plea
sures of the no·meat~ pure~ food thing~ which John says 
gi\'es him a better high than drugs. 

After a while, we all sit cross-legged on the floor 
of the sun-room around .a Persian sort of tray table 
and begin wolfing the patties, which taste like first-
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THIS IS JOHN. 
THAT IS YOKO. 
JOHN IS A BEATLE. 
YOKO IS A MIXED
MEDIA ARTIST. 
NOW,THEY DO 
THINGS TOGETHER. 

' ---~ 

rate egg rolls. "'It was the Indica Gallery," says Yoko, 
answering a question about where they met. ~'I '"·a~ 
having a very important show there. It was damn sue· 
cessful. John came the night before the opening.'" 

John: "I kne1Y the guy who ran the gallerr, y ·sec. 
and he'd tell me when somethin' was worth seein'.~· 

Yoko: ''John asked if he could hammer one of 
the nails of the Hammer a Nail In piece in. It's so 
symbolic, you see-the virginal hoard-for a man to 
hammer a nail in .... I decided that people should 
pay five shillings to hammer each nail. But when the 
gallery owner told John he had to pay, he stopped a 
moment and asked if he could just hammer an imag
inary nail! It was fantastic! That is what my art .is 

I 
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BY BETTY ROLLIN 
lOOK SENIOR EDJTOR 

bring her out to the house when my wife was here. I 
mean we were just friends. I respected her work, 
y'kno\v. and she was haviu' trouble ;vith her husband. 
I tried to teach her how to meditate." 

Yoko is now pouring tea from a pot that says, 
"This is a very beautiful pot for afternoon tea." 

'~I was getting very famous," Yoko reminds us. 
career was going well~ hut my husband and 

l •·rere fighting about who would answer the 
phone. He wanted always to answer the phone so 

that he would be into everything. I always thought of 
him as my assistant, you see. But he wanted it to be 
like Judith Malina and her husband [of the Living 
Theater]. He wanted it to be both of us. iOn see, then 
all I wanted was someone who wou]d be interested in 
my work. I needed a producer. The only thing about 
being in love"-she looks at John sideways \Vith a 
fishy JittJe smile-"it takes so much time. The work 
su:ffers. I am not working enough now." 

·~what do ya mean!n yelps John, sitting up as if 
he~d been goosed. •~Ifs never been easier for you to 
work. Because if no one else will produce what you 
do~ I will. Wl1enever I'm not doing my Beatie work~ 
rn do her 1.\'0rk completely, y' see. There's not much 
Beatie stuff now anyway."' I reach for a dried apricot 
and ask him when he \'\-ill stop an &atles activity. 
"When I get fed op," he says. 

Later, a large fidgety girl with a puffy face comes 
to he interviewed for a j oh as secretary. But John 
and Yoko have disappeared. It's taken her aU morning 
to come out on the train, the girl explains to us (since 
there is no one else to tell). She stands in the kitchen, 
poor thing, in her mini-dress and city shoes, wonder
ing what is the proper thing to do. 

Yoko Tf"annP:tr~ ::~t J:, ... t ancJ t::Jk-P~ hpr nff to !=>Offif!c 
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about. It was my game. The two of us were playing 
the same game. I didn"t know who he was. And when 
I found out, I didn't care. I mean in the art world, a 
Beatie is-well~ you know. Also, he was in a suit. He 
looked so ordinary .. " 

John: •'I was not! I was in a highly unshaved and 
tatty state. I was up three nights. I was always up in 
those days, trippin'. I was stoned. I wasn"t in a suit! 
That was my psychedelic period. lt'"s disgustin', takin" 
me for a clean-cut lad."" 

Yoko; "OK, I take it back." 
John: "I don't remember her at all at the gallery. 

I was stoned. Then she called me up. She wanted 
scores of my songs for John Cage for some hook',. 

Yoko: "You're always changing the story.'' 
John: ~'But I didn't have scores, y~know.'' 
Yoko: "I'm getting uptight." 
John: "What're you gettin' uptight about? Ee

cause I didn't remember you at the Indica Gallery? 
Serves you right. After sayin' I looked just like a 
hank clark." 

The photographer and I look at each other. Jol1n 
gets up from the floor and flops on a yellow couch, 
his sockless, sneakered foot dangling over a Queen 
:-\nne-ish arm. The light on his face is cold and flat. 
I keep thinking i(.l were his mother~ I'd he upset. 
But I'm not, so I listen. 

"We were friends, y'see~~' he goes on. "I used to 

other room, a"ud John flops hack on the yellow sofa. 
He really is so pale. But he see1ns so tranquil, so 
settled in a nice way, I start thinking that if I were 
his mother, maybe I shouldn't he upset after all. 

"'\Ve both think alike," he is saying. nAnd wesve 
both been alone. We both had these dreams~ the same 
kind of dreams. I had this dream of this w·oman 
comin~. I knew it wouldn't be someone buyin' the 
Beatie records .... The way it was with Cyn was she 
got pregnant, we got married. We never had much to 
say to each other. But the vibrations didn ~t upset me 
bec-ause she was quiet, y' know, and I was away all 
the time. I'd get fed op every now and then, and r d 
start thinkin' this ''Where Is She~' bit. I'd hope that the 
'one' would come. Then I'd get. past it. I mean every~ 
body's got that thinkin' of the one. The one what? 
Well, I suppose I was hopin' for a woman who would 
give me what I got from a man intellectually. I wanted 
someone I could be meself with .... Of course, I'm 
a coward. I wasn't goin' to go o-ff and leave Cyn and 
he by meself. But it was no good. Now Cyn keeps 
sayin' in the papers she di-dn~t know anythin' was 
wrong~ I don't understand that. At the beginnin', I 
was just enjoyin' her company [Yoko's], y' know. I 
mean I didn't know what was really happenin'. Pretty 
soon after we knew one another, I had given op about 
the one-woman thing. It was gonna be the holy thing, 
y~ know. I went to the :Maharishi. Yoko stayed here. I 
kept tellin' her to meditate, too, y' kno\'1'. But I still 
had no idea about us. Then in India, she wrote 1ne 
these letters-'I'm a cloud. Watch for me in the sky.' 
Pd get so excited about her letters. There was nuthin' 
in them that wives or mother-in-laws could've under
stood-and from India, I started thinkin' of her as a 
woman, not just as an intellectual woman. I wasn't 
gonna write her back or anything like that, though. 
Bein' a Beatie, anything you write goes right to Con
fidential in America. But then, when I got back, well, 
that'"s when it began .... " 

continue-d 
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u I ohn~ s ait is social, and 
my art has always 
been social~~' says Yoko. 
"'I do not believe in 
examining the navel. 
Now tkat we love 
each other,. we shaw 
that love to the world. 
It is an art too." 
Besides her bottoms 
film, Yoko did 
another film, 
Smile, m which 
John smiles. 

38 LOOK 3-18-69 
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HREE DAYS EARLIER. The walls of the room at 
the end of the corridor on the second floor of 
Queen Charlotte Hospital in London are 
thicketed with photographs. There's Ringo 
dancing with Elizabeth Taylor; there's Bob 
Dylan in the grass; and there's the infamous 
Two Virgins album sleeve of John and Yoko 

naked. Ed Sullivan, clothed, is on the cupboard door. 
~'Lots of food in the cupboard," bellows John, doing an 
imitation of a Cockney tour guide. "No expense spared 
by Beatie John !" 

Yoko blames the day before yesterday's miscar
riage on the ''str3.in o.f our two divorces.'' But today, 
at any rate, ifs husiitess as usuaL TotaUy absorbed, 

Yoko sits up in hed, her fingers like little hammers 
tapping the typewriter keys. Newspaper clippings 
about her and John are spread across the bed. She is 
composing songs from them. 

John, meanwhile, is tearing about the room. 
slightly wild-eyed, looking for something, as usuaL 
"'Where is it? Where is it?" he yelps, scrambling 
under the bed. In the backgrvund, a tape is spinning 
of Yoko singing some of her newspaper compositions. 
"'Wherre his girli frienrl10ooooko Ono was heeeeing 
kept under ohserv ation," croons the taped Yoko in a 
.shrill monotone. Suddenly, there is a birdlike tap
ping. The door opens and a terrified female head 
appears. "The hill for :Mr. Lennon," the lady whis· 

PHOTOGRAPHS BY SUSAN WOOD 
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pers, indicating a paper hanging from her hand.. 
"Thanks veddy much," says John, bright as an apple. 
Then, his nose in the bill, "How do they know what 
calls we'll make before we leave?" Nobody answers, 
so he drops it and goes and leans over Yoko's shoul
der: '"~You're doing veddy well." "'"I know, my dear,'' 
she say~ not quite liking his unserious mood.. 

At the foot of the bed, I am studying a fat, square 
book of Yoko's called Grapefruit, with some very nice 
'"'"instruction poems" ("Steal a moon on the water 
with a bucket. Keep stealing until no moon is seen 
on the water."). Yoko interrupts her composing now 
and then to explain her art to me-all for the LooK 
story, which John is permitting "so that the world 

--·--· ·--·------=----.:.~---

will know Yoko invented 'concept' art/' and which 
Yoko wants so that the world will know that Yoko 
invented concept art. rm not quite sure what 'icon
cept" art is, so the next day, I go to see an art critic 
who~ Yoko says, will explain it to me. 

''It is a work of art that exists in your mind," 
he says. Then I ask him about Yoko's film, which is 
of 365 naked bottoms. '"That you can get such variety 
in the human behind, it's fantastic,'' he says. "And 
her Cut Piece. She sat in her best dress and invited 
the audience to Qllt it up with a pair of scissors. At 
first~ there was a"n awful silence. Then-well-it was 
terrible. Once they started, they couldn't stop. They 
went wild. She was left naked~ of course.'' 

While Yoko was in 
th, hospital-/or a 

couple oj weeks before,. 
and thrl!e days 

after her miscarriage
John camped 

on an air mattress 
on the floor 

of her room. "For 
three u1eeks, I didn,t 

have one proper 
bath~'~ he says~ 

"only the stand-up 
working-class kin-d." 

continued 
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says at Weybridge 
(above),"[ just 
thought it would be a 
nice cover for her to be 
naked, alone. Then, 
after we got friendly, 
it seemed natural for h 
to be both. I took the 
photograph meseli. I didn't 
think there'd be such 
a fuss. I guess the 
world thinks we're 
an ugly couple." 

40LOOKJ.I869 

OKO, AS IF DESERTED by the other two witches! 
stands alone in the kitchen, stirring a pot. She 

holds her hair back against her bosom and 
leans forward with a wooden spoon to taste 

whatever it is she's cooking. It's our third day on 
the story. Susan and I are both liking John a lot. 

It's hard not to. He's like a great little kid-guile· 
less, on·the·level and funny. No, not funny; whim· 

sica! is a better word. He really has the most inventive, 
enchanting, childlike, yellow~ubmarlne whimsy. He 
seems to be liking us OK too. ''The vibes are goo~" 
he has explained. ~rom the start, the sllly coincidence 
that Yoko and Susan and I all went to Sarah Lawrence 
has appealed to his sense of the absurd. (With him, 

that's a big sense.) And he's been making alumnae 
jokes ever since. Like every time any of us brings up 
the name of another schoolmate, he'll say, "And what 
ever happened to Sadie Futz?" 

At this point, Susan is digging Yoko more than I 
am. As a matter of fact, Yoko is giving me a pain. Not 
for moral reasons. And not that I don't respect her art. 
I do. Maybe it's not art. But whatever it is, it's crea· 
tive; she has integrity about it; and, generally, I think 
far·out art or non·art stretches our awareness and, if 
nothing else, gives us a better perspective on what's 
far·in. Besides, it's great just to be silly sometimes, 
don't you think so r But the thing about Yoko is that 
when she's being silly, she doesn't think it's silly. Her 
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boyfriend has infinitely more humor about what he 
does. Also, he's not pushing so hard, and that's not 
only because he's there. I doubt if he ever pushed. 
Actually, Yoko is pushy-ambitious is a nicer word
the way 20.year·old actresses are. But she is 34. John, 
by the way, is 28. 

Yoko is bossy too. She is bossy with the people 
in the Beatles' Apple office, and they resent it. And 
she is bossy with us. "Say it this way," she shrieked 
once, trying to dictate the story to her specifications. 
I don't like her. Today, she seems particularly irri· 
table. She has begun the conversation by telling me I 
spilled some sugar on the tablecloth the previous day 
and forgot to wipe it off. And a moment later, her 

I. 

explanation comes: "We are really very difficult peo· 
pie.~' But she eases up a bit as she continues her cook· 
ing and begins to speak about a subject that en· 
grosses her: herself. 

I have asked her about her parents. (I vaguely 
remember from school days that she came from a 
prominent Tokyo banking family.) "My parents were 
dose with each other," she says. still stirring, "but 
not with me. My father was very distant. When I was 
a child, if I wanted to see him, I would have to call his 
office and make an appointment. And my mother had 
her own life. She was beautiful and looked very ' 
young. She used to say, 'You should be happy that · 
vour mother looks so young.' But I wanted a mother 
who made lunch boxes and didn't wear cosmetics .... 
I was terribly lonely. At school, I was ahead mentally, 
but I didn't have any friends .... " 

The story goes on: Yoko's family moved to Scars· 
dale. She went to Sarah Lawrence and, soon after, 
married a Japanese violinist. Her parents disap· 
proved of him and cut her off financially, "since he 
was of the middle class." Lennon and Ono 

The marriage soon ended. Meanwhile, Yoko had boutique·it·up on 
rented her own loft in Greenwich Village in New King's Road (top). 
York, and became a kind of darling of the under· "I'm tryin' to keep her 
ground art world. Then she married an American, 

fi 
ethnic but smart, 

Tony Cox, and they had a baby girl, Kyoko, now ve, 
who lives in the U.S. with her father. (John's son, y'know," says John 
Julian, is the same age.) Yoko speaks of K yoko ap· about his choice of 
provingly but distantly. I ask her about being sepa· her pants. Above, 
rated from the child, and she says it must he. I ask they're in a white Rolls 
her if she is not afraid of doing to her child what (his},ontheirwayto 
her parents have done to her. She reminds me that the Royal Albert Hall, 
psycholo~sts say that people usually treat their chi!· where they got 
dren the way they were treated. Then she tears a head into a bag (hers) 
of lettuce apart, waspes it and dries it thoroughly. ·. for 30minutes. 

John doesn't see much 
of the other Beatles 
these days. Their 
Apple press secretary 
gives th~ report on 
their lives: "Ringo has 
a good domestic 
marriage-stable in 
the Engl~h sellJe; 
George's is good, but 
more swinging; and 
Paul broke up with 
Jane Asher after John's 
marriage cracked." 

continued 
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top; the multi·fioored 
Apple office, at 
tke right. Yoko is 
asking for some photos 
of her mul John, for 
autographs. ''All the 
ones now are just 
Beatie photos," she 
says, tdth some irritation. 
Then J oltn asks 
/or kelp in getting 
his love letters back 
from kiJ wife's lawyers. 

TELEPHONE RINGS aiJd rings and rings. 
John is having one of his glassy·eyed day· 
dreams ( l tbink that's what tbey are) and 
seems not to hear it. But then, suddenly, 
Ms on his feet. charging like a pony. 
It's a typical Lennon conversation; 
11Allo. Wot~ Wot? On wot? I forgot, 

jazz. Then I did the books In His Own Write and A 
Spaniard in the !forks.] sniffed around the art world. 
But 1 thought if this is art, what 1 saw in school, guys 
wearing beards 'n' all, l'm not an artist. I was thrown 
outa college. They had put me in letterin', but 1 
couldn't work neat like that. But the Beatles reallr 
started goin' then, anywa.r. . 

Wot was it about? Oh, yeah. OK. Bve." Then he folds 
back into the yellow s~fa as if he· never left it. 

We are nearing the end, and Yoko is still in tbe 
kitchen, devising yet another macrobiotic feast, and 
John bas been rambling on about this and that:", •. 
so, as soon as the rock and roll scene hit, I went into 
that. My goal was to convert all tbose snobs !rom 

I 
'" / '.:· 

" ... At first, I didn't want to get married. Yoko 
and me, we got such a kick out of just hein' in luv
changin' the food in the larder like young married 
kids. y' know. But then when we thousht the baby was 
comin', we thought it over. OK, so we're swingin' 
pop stars. But he'd have enoughofa freaky time just 
be in' our child, now, wouldn't he?'' END 

. ~--:.. __ ._ 

""""'·-~---

over, drugs are over, the 
!fey bridge house will 

soon be over. (Tht 
photograph ahore U'ffs 

taken there. i 
lr71at'sle/t ~ "Thr 

relationship and our 
art," says 1/Jko. "And 

the rdationship is 
most important. Thm is 

110tlting so ~reat aJ 
total communication

and we kave it." 
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STORIES 
actlons amon~ llie characters ~ reminis· 
cent ofllie style of E~ar Rice B rroughs 
ln the first half of ~e book, perhaps a 
leltover from Lord Tyger, with an over· 
lay of lay psychoanalys~. Even fue char· 
acterlzation of Burton is curiously fuin 
and super!lclal. I am bo~ered by the real 
Jack of culture shock experienced oy all 
~e characters from different times and 
places set down on ~e Riverworld. 
Farmer limits our view of fuis reaction to 
Burton and Alice for fue most part, and 
d009n 't entirely convince me even there. 

As you can see, I am dlssatislied by al· 
most everything about llie book. Yet fue 
total dfect is still fuat of ·something big, 
some~ing ma~r. Much of fu~ effect is 
fue result of Fanner's invocation of 
jX)pular myth, furough ~ characters. 
This is really what llie book ~ allout, the 
interaction of popular myths and images. 
And fu~ Is why you should get ahold of a 
copy (out soon from Berkeley Books) and 
read it. 

Volume II of llie series will feature 
Mark Twain. I'll be eager to read it. 

+++ 
As~ my bahlt, l want to Interrupt here, 

in llie middle to say that ~e maddest 
magazine in llie country ~ Quar~. It ~ 
edited by Marilyn Hacker and Samu~ R. 
Delany and published by Paperback Li· 
brary about every lour mon~s as a regu· 
lar paperback. Three issues have a~ 
peared so !ar and it is so far out experi· 
mental that no one mows quite what to 
make o! it. Which is just fine and as it 
should be. Quark l, out now, contains a 
new story by Chip Delany, Dog in the 
Fisherman's Net, which is very gQOd in· 
deed, and a brilliant parody ol Hope Mir· 
rilees Lud In the Mist (Ballantine Books, 

' -· .~ ... :, .... , .• ... : •. ,::.. . .....;.:..'.,,,~.~!....,.. .......... - ~ ••• 

CRAWDADDY 

still alive and well. Every one of the 
stories is quite respectable ~F and at 
least two, "Gottlos" by Colin Kapp and 
"Hawk amon~ llie Sparrows" by Dean 
McLaughlin, are very good. And s~ o! 
the nine names in fue table ol contents 
are totally unknown to me, so the book 
was a big unknown to me start~ out. 

Except for some of ~e content (a big 
exception) many of these stories could 
have been written in fue 194~s. "In his 
name" by Robert Chilson, for instance, 
reads just like early Heinlein. Analog, as 
every one knows, never changes (Cam~ 
bell never changes) and I, lor one, am 
just as happy. Because ~ese stories are 
pleasant reading and are truly fuou~t · 
provoking ( ~ou~ written in no more 
fuan competent prose in most cases). 
Just because fuis isn't fue only way to 
write good SF, i.e., fue old way, doesn't 
mean that ~e newer styles should mon· 
opolize all of our attention. All the 
younger writers I like and respect !or 
~eir art, Tom Disch, Joanna Russ and 
Chip Delany lor example, can't prevent 
me from relaxing with the SF of my 
you~ and enjoying it for i~ ideas, i! not 
for its writing. And more people still read 
Analog than any oilier SF magazine, be
cause it's still the same old forum for 
campbellian SF - which Is where good 

SF started 
+++ 

Ivan T. Sanderson's lnv~i~le Res!· 
dents (World Press) is not SF, it is specu· 
lation on fac~. Yet it belongs in Thrilling 
Wonder Stories because what it's all 
about is intellectual excitement created 
by speculative ideas. Sanderson's prem· 
ise is that fuere is intelli~ent lue on earth 
-underwater - and he isn 'I referring to 
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The Justice Dept.. hoi on the trail 

of Marxists of all types, has zeroed 

in on a life-long one - Groucho 

Marx. A U.S. Attorney in San 

Francisco, James Browning, says 

they are studying the idea of 

prosecuting the last surviving Marx 
brother for saying, in FLASH 

magazine,"! think the only hope this 

country has is Nixon's 

assassination." 
Groucho responded to the 

government's charges by stating: "I 
deny everything because I never tell 

the truth. It's dangerous." 

As everyone knows, only too well, the use of barbiturates, particularly among 

teenagers, is at an all.time high this summer. 
Barbiturates are "in"-but what are people who use them heavily "in" for1 

According to "Drugs from A to Z: a Dictionary" by Richard R. Lingeman, 
there are three types:. fast,, intermediate and long.actlng: The fast-acting 

~rbiturales, usually Pentothal, are used chiefly as pre-anesthetic drugs in 

operations. The intermediate types (~econal, Nembutal, Amytal and Bulisol) 
lake longer to act but are metabolized by the liver more slow It; thus their ef. 

feels lake longer to wear off. The long-acting variety r;emain potent !rom six to 

10 hours. The Intermediate types, of course, are the most popular because of the 

large number produced and prescritx!d. 
Abuse of barbiturates can take many forms. Overdose (as in "sleeping pill 

suicides") claimed lOOO victims last year. An overdose occurs in most in· 
dividuals when 1000 milligrams or more are ingested. Barbiturate addiction is 

far more common. ~ome authorities claim there are more than one million bar

biturate ad~cts in this country. (Many are the housewives immortalized in the 

~Iones' "Mothers Little Helper," but an increasing number are young kids) 

Unlike heroin, barbiturate addicts do not reqvire increased dosage as lime 1961 
• • I 



magazine lliat I know of and you should This kind of cook is easy to put down 
look into it. (as another of tnat flying saucer type of 

+ + t nonsense or wnatever) but try laking it 
There was a time, :10 years a~o, when seriously, It's a positive gas. I, for one, 

Astounding SF !now Analog) was the would prefer to belleve that there is Intel· 
most experimental mass market maga· ligent life under ilie oceans. It makes llie 
zine. John W. Campbell still edits it and, world even more interesting. As Sander· 
alter a ~ap of a couple of years, has just son says, you can't prove il isn't there 
published Analog~ (Doubleday), the lat· and he can point to some pretty stran~e 
est in a string of "!lest from" anlliologies. things. Great Stuff. Let it unsettle your 
II proves that good old science iiction is · mind for a while. 

separates Sweden from Finland. It is also 
mentioned in the Norse Saga The 
Heimskringla, Norse penetralion of 
Finland llegan allout the beginning of the 
Christian era willi ilie lirst Norse in· 
va~on of Estonia (souili of Finland) 
startin~ c. ~ A.D. In the sevenili cen· 
tury the Finns lived in today's mthern 
Finland, ilie Lapps in Norilir ~ Finland 
. . . Central Finland (.O,~ro·Bothnia) 
was a colony of the Black Elves from 
Sweden who were (accordin~ to The 
HeimskringlaL originally Saxons. The 
climate of Ostro·Bothnia was sub· 
Permian (Permian llein~ heavHy /ernedi 
su~Permian less so) . . . parts of 
Central Park's ecology is now developing 
in lliat direction. The Kaleva!a tells of the 
Finn's fear and awe at the magical 
powers of ilie Ostro-Bothnians llving in a 
land of deep mists! ! ! 

The Mabinogion, ilie National Epic of 
Wales, details the history of the South 
Welsh from c. 5M to 85ll A.D.- a period 
of de-tribalization, domestication and 
protein decline all over North Western 
Europe. Insufficient protein led to many 
diseases and failing powers; so par· 
ticularly significant was llie "war·band 
chiefta_in" - a man who still had his 
villes. No doubt the 7th century Black 
Elve~ in Ostro-Bothnia had a secret 
weapon in ilieir struggle to keep llie area 

- musk! The c. 9~ij En~lish Fairy Tale 
"The Princess of Colchester" clearly 
mentions an ointment used to 
miraculously cure tlisease . . . Musk, in 
those days, was obtained by the Teutons 
by trade wiili ilie Lapps; musk comin~ 
from ilie Ural musk ox. 

The Ostro·Bothnians, on ilie other 
hand, were quite in a separate category 
. . . metaoolistically many of them 
were Black Elves and half-elves (ghouls) 
suffering froin hyperglycemia which 
would have rendered them impotent save 
for the fact fuat musk was available to 
iliem. Certainly ilie importation of musk 
into Wessex (The foremost Saxon 
Kingdom of En~land) would explain the 
appearance lliere of a new class of elves 
- the red ones! 

Before l~M Manhattan was Al~onquin 
and deer and wolves roamed the Bronx. 
The advance of ilie Thermal Effect is 
rapid: In ilie last iliree weeks llie Central 
Park woods have begun undergoing 
many changes - the oaks are d~n~, 
partrid~es have appeared in the woods, 
also a llra~onfly, a li~htnln~ oug, a rat, 
mushrooms. At the same time new 
hybrid flora and fauna have been 
noticed: a sycamore-maple, a cross 
between a rat and a squirrel. We seem to 
be entering an age of vast ecolo~ical 
enchantment. 

Of course, use of downs with alcohol (usually cheap wine) is widespread-and 

no less dan~erous than straight barbiturate use. With moderate drinking, the 
effects aren't catastrophic; take a few too many long slugs of that wine and, 

watch out! 
As always, there is a danger here in preaching. Obviously barbiturates are 

vibrantly attractive, in their own way, or millions of kids wouldn't be using 
them. But then again, there's several hundred thousand jun~ies in this country 
too, and who will argue that heroin addiction is cool~ The point is that, like 
smack, barbiturates are easy to get close to, and difficult to get away !rom. 
Heavy useol downs (as opposed to casual use) can be horribly sell·destructive, 
addictive, and, as many people (including several rock stars) have discovered, 

even deadly. 

(NOTE: Leslie Bacon, a 1~·year.old Underground Press S~rvice worker, spent. 
. . a month in a Seattle jail alter being held in contempt lor rei using lo answer 

certain questions about the March 1 ~om bing ol the Capitol in Washington, D.C. 
~he was linally released in June so she could be transported to New York to face 
indictment for conspiracy to mob a Manhattan bank las! December. Here she 
talks about herself, the antiwar movement and lite in these United ~tales) 
. "I've had letters from people who say they are with me and thatthey've been 
trying to understand why I was arrested. 

"I tell them l don't know either. 
"I was just one of Middle America's children organizing ao antiwaf demon

stration. (note: Mayday) Thfgovernment is arresting people like me because 
they're scared-because the country is beginning to listen and react negatively 

to this war . . . 
"People wonder about the movement and they're afraid ol it because they 

don't understand it ... 
"Alii ever wanted to do from the beginning was to go up into the hills and 

grow vegetables. But you can't do that, you know, when your b~olhers and 
sisters are getting killed in Vietnam. Working against that war is jus! my way 

of trying to stay alive." 

1962 
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~~~~~ ~~fRf: w~~~ m ~o 
Wfif~ ffif OOf~ ~lO~ fO~ 

You are in your car and the cops start to hassle you. They demand I 0, push 
you around a little, threaten to make you talk, and you're scared. And they ~eep 

on intimidating you because you don't ~now the laws, you don't know your 
rights, and you're not exactly sure what to say to them. You know you don't 

want to take any shit from them, but how do you get out of the situation1 KNOW 

YOUR RIGHn, KNOW THE LAW! . 

• • Get your driver's license and your car registration ready and get out of 
the car ready to hand both to the cops. The cops are legally entitled to see both 

pieces oliO in order to prove the car Is not stolen or involved in a crime. They 

may ask you to sil in the police car with them while they check out your things. 

You are entitled to have someone go with you as a witness, but you should' be 

polite and go, 
• • OON1T THROW DOPE OUT THE WINDOW. ne cops will be looking lor 

that. 
• • Don't carry more dope than you can eat. The best place to keep it Is In 

your underwear or in your shoe. Do NOT put dope in the glove compartment .or 

under the seat, because those are the first places they will look. Never leave 

dope or roaches In the ashtray. 
• • The cops will ask you for your I D. This Is why you want to have it ready. 

They are legally allowed to make you identify yourself, and if you don'tthey can 

bust you for refusal to do so. 
• • The cops will also expect you to account for your presence. Get your story 

ready, even before you are slopped. Everyone should have the same story,like . 
on the way to a party, [us! went to see some friends, stopped for something to 

eat, etc. 
• • If !he cops keep asking you questions or start harrassing you, ask them, 

'AM I UNDERARREm' If they say yes, ask them the charges. Don't give 

them time to think up new ones, although they may tack some on later. If the 

cops say no, and they start to search you, say, 'I DO NOT CONSENT TO A 
SEARCR' And it's a good idea il you have witnesses who hear you say !hal. 

• • Legally, the cops are always allowed to pat you down lor weapons. This 
means ONLY THE OUT~ IDE of your clothing. Unless they !eel an ob[ect that 

may be a weapon, they cannot look into your pockets-or into a cigarette 

''V." 
by Vince Aletti 

The lead singer, a chunky, fattening 
black man no longer very young, was 
dressed in a woman dancer'~ olack vel· 
vet leotard wifu lace and ~itter trim, 
baby blue high boots and an old dress of 
cream·colored satin 1 under flowery se
quined lace worn over h~ shoulders and 
pinned at fue throat llke a cape. His head 
was shaved (but not recently), leaving 
Irregular, clearly-outlined !)atches of 
hair scattered around his skull and a sort 
of to~knot fuat tended to bring hls head 
to a point. My favorite, tall and very 
skinny willi lleautifully long llare feet, 
came out in a purple satin wizard cos· 
tume wiili matching pointed hat and sun· 
~asses. Anofuer was bare-chested in 
mass·market reo·white·&·blue jeans. 
This was part of fue Parliafunkadelic· 
ment Thang appearing out of context at a 
press thang in the Americana's Royal 
Box. I don't know where fuey'd be in con· 
text except maybe some Peter Brook in· 
sane asylum. 

The group is a fusion of Toe Parlia· 
ment, four vocalists, and Funkadelic, a 
band with an appropriate name. Used to 
be, llie Parliaments were a doo-wop 
group willi a fine, distinctive sound and 
an erratic but oriUiant output of funky 
sin~les (remember"IWanna Testlfy"1). 
A year or two ago, they aropped fue 
plural and all ils matching·green·shark· 
skin·suit connotations and began to 
exude a disturbing sort of blacK psyche
del~. Disturbing to me at least. What I 
had loved about fue Parliamen~ was 
llieir playful, sophistkated variation on 
fue classic r&b group sound and George 
Clinton's astonishing lyrics, mixing nur· 
sery rhymes and commercial slogans in 
a craz nrelan e. A Une from "All Your 

qualitiPS disap!Jeared or degenerated. I 
guess that was llie idea: degeneration. 
Attractive aspec~ were no longer part of 
fue image. It was now hard-tore funk, an 
outrageous black Theater of llie Ridlcu· 
lous. 

All fu~ didn't have much to do with 
music. The Funkadelic albums became 
long, tedious, crumbling explorations of 
fue severely limited scope of psychedelic 
funk; Parliament put out one album (on 
Inviclus) fuat ranged wil~y between fue 
simple-minded and ilie sublime, finally 
being quite in~resting in spite of i~eU. 
(For some reason I don't understand, 
what Is essentially one group ~ split IJe. 

tween two labeb, Funkadelic concentrat· 
lng on instrumentals and using thelr own 
vocalists on fue Westbound label, Parlia· 
ment a llttle more restrained, near·clas· 
sic in comparison, on In~clus.) 

But fueir stage act was fue locus and 
the new attractlon·repulsion. It was at 
least a distraction from fue music which 
never got together, every song ending in 
a slow disintegration as one instrument 
after anofuer broie off. Gone is fue old 
vocal harmony and even interaction was 
at a minimum; it was~as if no one could 
concentrate on any one thing too long. So 
mainly it was the costumes and fue 
cutesy attemp~ at being o!fensive which 
of course_ ended up lleing eillier boring or 
offensive only because fuey were so dull·. 
witted (l&e I yin~ on ~e sta~e and jerk· 
ing1lff the microphone). If I fuought they 
were truly crazed, that would be one 
thing; it would be kind· of fascinating. 

But once you get !)aSt simple What·are
fuey-~onna·do·next interest, ilie act is loo 
manipulative to be con~ncing. F~~ 
freaks are a bore. The cute one in wiz&re j 
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clothes. But if you found out that Alice 

• •If you are under arrest, the cops.ARE legally allowed to search your 
pockets, purse, knap sack etc. 

• • The cops are only supposed to search your car AFTER they have said you 
are under arrest. But if they see dope or a weapon in the car IN PLAIN VIEW, 
this gives them legal cause to investigate. Legally, they cannot make 
passengers get out of the car unless they are under arrest, but if they really 
want you out they'll find a way. Don't get out untn you're ordered to-make 
sure they say WHY they want you out (whether you're under arrest), but it's 
best not to refuse flatly. 

• • Don't cooperate by opening the trunk of the car for the cops. You can tell 
them that you know they are not supposed to search the car unless they bust you 
(say it politely). You don't want to help open the trunk. They might do 
something illegal that will hold up in court only because you 'consented' by 
helping with the search. 

• • DON'T CONFESS TO ANYTHING. They might try to get information out 
of you by scaring you, saying it will go easier on you if you confess, saying your 
car was involved in a crime, anything to get you to talk. DON'T TALK. Simply 
say, 'I have nothing to say until I talk to my lawyer.' Even if you don't have a 
lawyer already, you are entitled to a free public defender. 

• • The cops may tell you a brief thing about your right to remain silent, etc. 
They may also try to get you to sign a paper saying that they Informed you of 
your rights. NEVER SIGN ANYTHING. You are not required to, so say that 
you will not. 

• • REMEMBER EVERYTHING THAT HAPPENS. Remember the 
sequence of events, remember who said what and when, and get a good look at 
thecopswhobustedyou. GET THEIR BADGE NUMBERS. 

• • Act cool and don't wiseass. The cops will react according to your attitude . 
and how you look, as well as what you did. 

I 

AUDIO /VIDEO 

by Rudi Stern 

Background IIIP>rt!Jotion: 
The Gay Activists Alliance has insti· 

tuted a video workshop. It is barely a 
month old and has already begun to take 
a significant direction in terms of the ac· 
live role it ha,s been and will be playing 
within the organization. Th(\ Workshop 
is a suiH:ommittee of the larger Culture 
Committee. The intentions of its foun
ders, as expressed by John Graham, are 
not only to document marches, 'zaps,' 
conferences, and forums for internal 
study purposes but also to create a self· 
sustaining production facility capable of 
supplying broadcast and cable outlets. 
Distribution to other GAA and related or· 
ganizations is obviously an important 
part of its aims. 

During the recent Gay Pride Week 
(June 21·27) some of the tapes were 
shown at the GAA headquarters in New 
York located at the Firehouse, 99 Woos· 
ter Street in SOHO. Randy Wicker who 
has a regular column in Ga;y showed his 
tapes of the "zap" at the marriage li· 
cense bureau as well as the City Hall ac· 
tion against Councilman Cuite. Alan 
Gleuckman showed his tape of the AI· 
bany march and the recent candlelight 
parade to City HaD Park which was part 
of the Gay Pride Week schedule. To
gether with these video docum~ntaries, a 
2tf.minute video drama by John Graham 
entitled "Easy Does It" was also 
screened. Graham describes this as "a 
vignette about a latent homosexual 
<closet case) and his first real sexual en· 
counter with another boy showing that it 
is seldom the traumatic guilt-ridden and 
self-recriminating experience and ca· 
tharsis that it has been so erroneously 
presented as." Both Graham and Randy 

Wicker taped the Christopher Street Lib
eration Day Parade (Sunday, June 27th) 
and showed their tapes the evening after 
the march. They are planning a docu
mentary program resulting from their 
joint efforts. 

Unity Center loaned equipment for the 
Albany taP.ing and this relationsip en· 
abled GAA to set up its own video facil· 
!ties with tbe active support and en· 
couragement of Lee Kaminski. While 
still somewhat dependent on outside 
equipment and facilities, the GAA Video 
Workshop is aiming towards a com· 
pletely independent production unit. 

+ + + . 
The GAA Video Workshop is an im· 

pressive exam)i)e of what alternative 
television can and should be about. Port· 
able, street television can serve any 
community action gl'Oilp which depends 
for its growth and development on inter· 
nal communication. and on bridges to the 
"outside" community, What GAA has 
put together can serve as a tangible, non· 
abstract prototype for other groups to 
learn from. 

GAA is involved in liberation. It is a 
revolutionary action structure which be
cause of this society's Ingrained and en· 
crusted taboos is having great impact on 
the unspoken, unarticulated, unseen 
fears of middle America. Perhaps more 
than any other movement activity the 
shock value of this group's confronta· 
tion tactic& register indelibly on th~ con, 
sciousness of its oppressors. Video is the 
logical means for recording this kind of 
interaction. The marriage license bureau 
"zap" tape demonstrates this clearly. 
The plauning meetings were recorded 
and seeing these tapes which deal with 
the conceptualization can have great im· 
pact on those carrying out the action. 
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-' ~ lillY 3 stereo lh (worlh .. up to $20.94) or 11111 Slerto'·T•pe (cal1rldp or C8SHite, worth up to $13.96) 
••,..... ............ 5 ... ""'" ........ u Club of America wflln you join at tht low llfellme memllll1lllp fee of $5.00. You can defer your lllllectlon of FREE Item 
' from •n. Pplncltld lilt IIIIer If you can't find 3 IJII or 1 Tape lien!. We man 111111 amulnt offer to lnboduce you to tht only record 1nd llpe club ollerlnt 

guaranteed dltc:olllltl of 33!;% to 79% on •H lllbels-wlth no obllption or commitment to = uythlnt -· AI. • member of this OM-Of.l·ldnd club you will be 1bli 
to order any record or tlpe commerdally mllllble, on ewry label-lncludinc all musiCII ptniiiCII. No automlltic shipments, no cards to return. We ship only 111111t 
you order. "'-ylllck &~A~rant.lllf nof utfsflecl, 
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331112 BEST OF IUFFY 3311111'0l BACH 331dl0SEPH l THE 33171 DIONNE WAll• IMJIOIIAN &SYLVIA 
SAitm·MARIE The Stoned Guest AMAZIMC TE~NI· WICll'll-r Fall Greatest flits Vul. 2 
(2 reeonl setJ VII'IIU LP, 8TR, CASS COLOR DIIEAMIDAT In lovt~aln ~2 record set) 
VIOiU LP Scopt LP. 8TR, CASS ScOJI LP, TR, CASS aopLP 

44313 MYSTIC MOODS 211131TCHAIKOVSKY 21!117 RIMSKY·KDNS· 331115 IOAIIIAEZ 2I0ft TREASURY OF 
Count~ Lovlo' Folk 1812 Overture AlDV Scfleher8Zide David's Album GRECDIIIAM CHAIII$ 
!'Nil L , BTR, CASS Yorks LP, 8TR, CASS Ytrkl LP, 8TR, CAS$ Vaqu LP, BTR, CASS Yarlls LP, 8TR, CASS 

AT LAST A RECORD AND TAPE CLUB WITH 

TYPICAL 
"EXTRA DISCOUNT" SALE 

$UI LPs IYIJIII IS 1ft II $1.5 
$5.\11 LPSIYII'IIP llllw II $2.25 
$UI LPs IYIIIPUIIw as n:\11 

SIYitlp ol 63% er 110re flu reallllllll sales ., 
to $4.42 per LP. Start tlltse Pill IMp • ... 
1111 alter J• llliill Jill' Hllptllll· lilt tile 1111tr 
chills. 

Andy WUiillls-Love Story 
Amle Murray 
Ed AJIH-This Is 
2001-A Space Odyssey 
Mary Tnven-Mary 
Creedence Clearwater 

Rewini-Pendulum 
Miles Dnls-Bitches Brew 
Love Story-Soundtrack 
Perry Como-It's Impossible 
Bloo•rack-3 

UMI 
Colum 
Capil 
RCA 
MGM 
WarBr 

Fanta 
Colum 
Param 
RCA 
Capil 

A• 
Lilt CIU 
l'llce l'llce 
5.98 2.25 
5.98 2.25 
6.98. 2.58 
6.98 t.\11 
4.98 Ul 

4.98 U8 
5.98 2.25 
5.98 2.25 
5.98 2.25 
5.98 2.25 

1011'1 want aiicl a bill fu( $4.98, 
... _. . -'·-· or $7 .98! In lffec:t, you may be 

cbare:ed almost c1oam1e tor your records and tapes. 
IUT IECGIII Ct.UIIIF AIIIIICA 

QUill AU. 'IIIIITI 
We'te the larpst 1.....,1 retord and tape club 
in the world. Ch..,. 01t1 lP or tape (cartrld(es 
and cauettn), lrK:Iitdltll new releases. No 
exctPtlonst TPe as many or· 1$ few, or no 
stleCtiGtls ot oil II ,... so docl4t. DlsCOtlnts oro 
GUMAiflt£0 .AS HIIH .AS 711% OFF! You aiWI)O 
om It lollS! 33\'.ll!.. You pi biiSI sellers tor as 
towum. 

110-TICSHII'IIUID 
WIU! our Cilllo U!ero aro oo canis whl<h ,.. must 
rolum to p,....t siii(IIIMIIII of unwanllil lPI or 
topes (WIJ~h yuu woUld ~ ... to relum Ill JOUr 
own expense If JOU tmo 111114 111 - Wrl\1en 
notice not 111 shiP~ The posta&o alone for ""'"" 
In« u. ... conls IICII motllh lo tho other clubs 
costs ll..,.t 111 oddiliorlel $2.40, we ,... •IJ _,.. ...... 

HIW CAll WIIIIAII All. IEC.IIII 
1111 TAP£ Ct.UII QUI! 

Wo ore the on~ llllior record IOd tape club NOT 
OWNED ... NUT CONTROU.t:D ••. NOT SUBSIDIZED 
by any record Or tape lllllillflctur.er anywhere. 
Therefore,. we aro not obllpd bY company polley 
to push lilY ... 10!111. Nor 110 wt ,......oted by 
dlsltib1111011 comtnitments from ~IOJ tile 'Very 
"""'' LPs and topes. 

SI'ECIAJ.ItmtODUCTGlY 111-IP OFFEI 
Join. !~!CORD CLUB OF AMERICA. now and take 
lldYantlle of this special ,.,.......,.,., IIIIUtr· 
sNp Offtt'. Choose ~~Y 3LPs·or an! ltape shown 
here (worth up to 12Q.l'J lllld mtl coupon with 
check or money order for $$.00 membership fee 

(a small hand:llnf: and maillftl fee for your free 
LPs or tapes wllrbe sent litter). If 111 ••t tlncl 
3 LPt • 11 ... llln, ,.. Cll .... .,.... ..... 
11011 .U - - ..,.._ Urt lallr. This 
ent~lts 1041" UmiME MEMB~RSHIP...and you 
never . pay JIIOther cloll lee. Your ..,;np howt 
1lrea!ly mon thtn matte Ull for the nominal 
membenhlp r.e. 

NOW YIU CAll CIIAIIE n · 
If 1041 ""'lrJG!l-'!'IJ CUIJO 1041t membellhit> 
to one of - eiUlt Cllds. we hOnor four dlf· 
!trent piiiiS. CMck ,... proftreuce and 1111-ln 
yOur eccount~er on the c:oupon. 

LIIIIIIIIAT "' m • Fill LlftUIII _.... c_.t~ -auararttees 
,.. brllld oew I.Ps and topes ot dlicounls up 
to 79l!. ... NMr llu - 'h off. 

• FIIEE -..,... LP ... Tut C--11sts 
th......,.. of 111 mflly nalloble lh IOd 
topes !tarlr- IOd caslfllts) o1 111 IIIIIs 
(lncludii!IIOrollll) ... ell ~ ,.,_, 

• fill llbC 111111 r• - -Tho Club's own 
Map~lne~ lid spec: Ill C"- sale announcements 
whlcll """"ly briO« 1041 neW$ ofJ•t·lsSved 
new rtlelltl and "ext,. dlscount" specials. 

• FIIEE AllY I - Lh tr ttrf I Tut shown 
here IWorta up to 12Q.94) with obsoluloly no 
ollli&itfO!I lo ~., oriythln« '"'' 

IIIAUIIIUIIMSTAIIT SOVIet: 
All lh and tapes ordered b~ members are 
shipped ..,.. dJy received (orders from . the 
Moster Colli., niay IIIIo 1 ftw doys I= ALL 
RECORil$ NID TAPES IWAIIANTEED-Ioe new 
::d comple)t~ oltlsflclory or replocemen Will 

Yes-Rush me a 
Glint MISftr LP 
GUido Ill tills a 
mo111e HIIE£ ..... 
lnlllcaleil below (With a bill for o *'"'" lllliliJIIonll 
homllll!l dlllll). I onciOil lilY 45.00 llftthno -· 
bollhlfl lee. This enHUts mo to buy "''LPI or topes 
at dlscounta up to 79%, piUS I sllllil NINiti IIIII 
hiiKillnc chollt. 1 omiiOt Gbllollil to ""'HiS 
ords or tapts...no yariy qootl. If 1101 
dtlilhllil I lillY ro1un1 Items oboVt Wltllln I dlyl 
for fmme<llote refund of-llhill foe. 

1-Lh 
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Record Club of America-The World's largest and lowest Priced Record and Tape Club 
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COALITION 
Elvin Jones 
BST-84361 

by John Swenson 
Elvin Jonelj. Coalition. BST -84361 

This year The Elvin Jones Quintet 
opened up the Jazz-in-the-Garden series 
for The Museum of Modem Art with a 
June 24th gig under the stars. Although a 
healthy sized crowd was on hand, there 
was no rush for the inexpensive ($1.) 

general admission billets. As a matter of 
fact much of the audience was the blurry 
post-cocktail party press, who were 
treated to a two-in-one press party, 
scoring one for the MOMA opening and 
one for the release of the new Elvin Jones 
album, Coalition. 

Elvin's group was tremendous; they 
cooked for nearly two hours without a 
signifiCant let up, climaxing with a 10-
mmute solo by Jones himself. Old and 
middle-aged jazz buffs and freaks alike 
jumped to their feet at the ~d of it all. 
One kid next to me started frothing as he 
picked out the "Ginger Baker riffs" that 
Jones was borrowing. 

The only thing Jones actually borrowed 
from Baker was amplification. Like a lot 
of other jazz musicians, he has found that 
the rock habit of amplifying the musjc 
doesn't seem to burt much at all. Aside 
from that, it can be considered a tribute 
of sorts to Jones that rock fans can find 
him palatable without Jones having to 
compromise himself musically. It all 
comes down to one basic Elvin Jones 
characteristic-simplicity. The man 
plays drums with the ease and grace of a 
dancer, working rhythms in and out to 
suit himself without stepping beyond the 
grasp of the simplest of musical tastes. 
Jones' reliance on creative renderings of 
basic elements gives his music an ac
cessibility that few others can boast of; 
the exclamation of the Jones neophyte is 
mnst often that he doesn't bullshit 
around. 

The new album provides a • good 
example of his style. Jones sticks from 
&.. ....... :--~ ...... '"' ..... ..i ,. .. L.l .. ...................... : .... ... 
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giving the casual listener the impression 
that the album is not too difficult and 
perhaps even a bit bland. But Jones' 
simplicity should. never be mistaken for 
laxity. There isn't a stroke on the album 
without a purpose, for the most casually 
natural background sounds prove after 
careful listening to be intricately s'tru~ 
lured and organically woven components 
of each piece. 

"Shinjitu," the opening cut on the 
album, opens tensely, with a brittle tam
bourine-cymbal duet underlying an 
oriental-sounding double hom passage 
stated by Frank Foster and George 
Coleman. Jones solos briefly fram the 
end of the theme until the cut winds 
down, at which point Wilber Little picks 
it back up with a 5-4 bass riff that serves 
as bottom for Frank Foster's exotic bass 

ously, flirts, restates the theme and then 
takes off with the cut to a pulsing climax, 
playing off the tension inherent in the 
theme and in Jones' lightly controlled 
rhythms. Coleman finishes gracefully 
and Jones picks it back up ·with a fiery 
solo passage leading into the final state
ment of the theme. It's interesting to note 
that. the seemingly casual tambourine 
riff that runs through the song is actually 
a complex rhythmic Idea that adds to the 
tune's cohesiveness. 

In contrast to the tense brilliance of 
"Shinjitu" comes the second cut, 
"Yesterdays," a tender moo4 piece that 
floats magnificently. Jones has always 
been extremely adept at setting a 
swaying, hypnotic mood, and here he 
blends the rhythm section evocatively 
,,_ ....... _ ....... ._L r.o-~.1.~- __ .J 1"'1-1----·-'-

beautiful collaboration on the tune. A 
stealthy web of sound emerges from the 
rippling opening theme, which features 
Foster heading down the scale while 
Coleman ascends literally into the first 
solo passage. Coleman's solo develops 
into a liberated excursion through the 
limits of the theme; he finishes honking a 
beautifully fluent freedom, but Foster 
cuts right across with a powerful, 
echoing riff. His sharp, cutting lines 
bring the tune to a crashing climax until 
he stops suddenly, leaving the develop
ment to float. Little brings his line up 
gradually, soloing imperceptibly and 
eventually leading back into that 
magical lay-back riff which opened the 
song, the ·two horns mimicking each 
other, then the final statement of the 
theme. The song is a teJ.[tural master
piece, leaving you with a rich, mythical 
satisfaction as it fades out. 

Side two flpens with a tour de force 
entitled "5-4 thing." It is a well struc
tured piece built around the stammering, 
eclectic rhythm produced by Jones in 
conjunction with his conga player, 
Candido. Candido provides a monolithic 
rhymic structure for Jones to work off 
throughout the album, avoiding the usual 
afro-cuban conga cliches In favor of a 
precise rendering of the time signature. 
Candido keeps his line sparse, and Jones 
weaves a complex rhythmic web around 
his simple outline. 

On "Ural Stradania" Candido gets a 
chance to flow free as the cut is given 
over more to the percussive elements. It 
opens and closes with a drum orgy, 
broken up by the wintery theme and the 
Foster-Coleman solo passage. Aside 
from the opening cut on the record, this is 
the most tense, building to an ex
cruciating finale with Jones building in
credible rhythm chains out of Candido's 
complicated rills. Again this tense cut is 
followed by one with an easy, relaxed 
feeling. Frank Foster's "Simone" closes 
the album on a satisfying note of finality 
with its tender, lilting mood. The album 
ends with a bass-drum-conga solo that 
frames it in a kind of resounding rhyth-
..... ; .... n.<>Pln"lfhn.c:.ic. 
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His own drawings, stories, and 
, poetry-the very personal 
poetry you've never heard him 

sing .. Donovan's DRY SONGS AND 
SCRIBBLES. Just published, and 
at booksellers now. 



!-"' 
\,() 

0'1 
\,() 

..... _ _:_.; ' .. ·:.:.--..:.;_•,;_;,..: ... :-.. "'-· -·-<;., __ ,_,.,;. ___ , __ .• '-·-·'··'--•'"'"''""'" __ ,.., __ ,.,, ··------~ ······'--'--->-~----·-· ~· ~.; .... : ...... :;...!'::: .. _-.;..!~ _ _;: _____ ~-----·----··--.- ----·-··-•"" ..... _ .. ___ • 

Cooper really lived in Sta·Prest Levis 
and button-down shirts, you'd feel 
cheated, right? Mastermind-producer 
George Clinton, the one in the leotard, is 
the most outrageous but also, I suspect, 
the most sincerely weird - not as insane 
as he may want us to believe but insane 
nonetheless. After a series of calculated, 
minor, pseudo-offenses (and like I say, 
ain't easy to get offended any more ex
cept by stupidity or meanness) (like their 
number, "I Call My Baby Pussy" -
shortened from the recorded version, 
"Pussycat" - was offensive 'cause it 
was the ultimate male chauvinist pig 

song but then they probably don't even 
know what that is), Clinton stripped 
down to a patterned Jock-strap and black 
socks which were a suitably tacky touch 
and started running throUgh the audi· 
ence. Far out. He should at least have the 
taste to take off his jock strap. For me 
the only vaguely transcendent moment 
came when he was rnnning around wildly 
and picked up a large, curved meat 
bone from the buffet. After showing it 
around he put it between his legs and be
gan to jerk It off (a limited visual vocab· 
ulary at work here). It was so disgusting 
it was almost real. Almost. Then he be
gan thrashing the congas with it. Then he 
scooped up some sort of smelly gravy 
and began to splatter it around the stage 
all the time very frantic. Then it was 
1'\UAP T .hi'nlr 
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would have been booed off the stage. Es· 
pecially for their sexist songs. But in· 
stead everyone was sitting around mildly 
amused. These niggers are too much. A 
minstrel show, you dig? Thing is, their 
show plays on the whole bad nigger role, 
an up-dated version of the good nigger 
role but just as oppressive and strait· 
jacketing .. It's more therapeutic and 
guilt-cleansing for whites to see tough, 
nasty blacks playing out the super-stud 
roles they <we) have feared and desired. 
Middle-class Ebony knee-grows make us 
uncomfortable; Sweet Sweetback, the 
stud myth revived as a boffo box office 
attraction, is nearly as comfortable for 
whites as it's satisfying for blacks. The 
exaggerated hustler, bad motherfucker 
image is reassuring to whites; . :hey can 
fool themselves either that the blacks are 
really being themselves at last (that's 
what they wanted, isn't it?) or that they 
were right all along (you see, they really 
are animals). Either way, the black is 
trapped in another stereotype, one that 
might immediately give him more ego 
satisfaction but which is ultimately as re
stricting and probably harder to shake. 
While white men are finally beginning to 
break away from the mummy-wrap of 
the Male Role, black men are allowing 
themselves to be tied even tighter intll it. 
Le Roi Jones calls all white men faggots 
and doesn't realize he's aiding his and his 
brothers' own victimization. George 
Clinton's semi-transvestite drag at least 
made a move to confound all this tightass 
role-playing <Me Tarzan You Jane); his 
actions were another thing. But it has to 
go much further than that. 

The Black Stud role is a denial of intel· 
Hgence, sensitivity and depth; the "Man 
and a Half'' is all cock and Cadillac. Is 
•hi.\• mut"h hDHAP than thD hia aroin Atu-i 
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POOR RICHARD 
According to the Village Voice, 

"The talk in Washington is 'that 
President Nixon has taken more and 
more to solitary drinking. At a 
recent meeting .. observers 
noted that the President was twitch· 
ing behind the podium. He also 
lost his place several times in his 
prepared text, which is unusual for 
such an old hand on the speaking 
circuit." 

SPEND 5 TO 20 YEARS IN GREECE, FOR FREE 
With the incredibly low airline youth fares being offered now, more young 

Americans than ever have been visiting Europe this year. Per.haps It would be 
appropriate here to present 'a' table which lists the penalties for being caught 
trafficking in drugs abroad, and the number of Americans now in jail in each 
country for doing just that: 
Country Penalty 
France 1 to 5 years 
Mexico 3 to 10 years 
Spain Fines to 6 years 
Italy 3 to 8 years 
Sweden 1 to 2 years 
Greece 5 to 20 years 
Germany 2 years just for possession 
Japan To 2 years 
Lebanon 3 to 15 years 
l~rn.:li,-:. 11':1 _..,._,u, .. : ..... " f .... ....... .,.r..,..,t-: ...... 

Under Detention 

28 
233 

.. ~3 
27 
19 
17 

33 
42 
13 
•• 

. .... 1 
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Racing down the halls of the Municipal 
Building, sound and image, both unde
niably actual and un-staged were re
corded by the portapak. Entering the of· 
fices of the Clerk, a Mr. Katz, the camera 
partakes of unwrapping a cake, pouring 
coffee, playing a guitar; the general good 
vibes of a party in strange and surreal 
circumstances. The flow of image and 
sound is dyuamic. Slickness or uptight
ness are not in evidence. Its profession
alism is its sense of reality, its timing, its 

·truthfulness, its openness. This tape by 
Randy Wicker is video at its most excit
ing. 

After minimal editing, the tape was 
shown on the third floor of the Firehouse 
to a crowded, appreciative audience. The 
group sees themselves in action, not by 
way of a two-minute, sarcastic CBS 
treatment but as reflected by them· 
selves, as experienced by the group 
which participated. The tape is rich in 
humor, as for example when the phone in 
the Bureau's offices are being answered 
by the GAA inviting people to the party 
taking place there. The value of such a 
tape to the group is that they can see 
their action as a learning experience 
over which they have control, as opposed 
to the cultural freak-show treatment 
which network television would present. 
From that they could learn nothing ex
cept the bitterness of ostracism and mis
understanding. This "Katz zap" has the 
freshness and excitement which one 
expects but rarely feels in people's 
media. 

John Graham's video drama deals with 
the serious complexities of a "closet 
case." It is a staged, scripted work aim
ing towards specific, liberating concepts. 
It is a much more difficult approach to 
the medium and the moments of sponta· 

·neity and reality are achieved with far 
greater cnst. It is also a more dangerous 
approach because of the inhibiting omni· 
present influences of broadcast TV 
drama. As another facet of this group's 
efforts, this tape demonstrates the Work· 
shop's wide range of expression and tal· 
ents. 

The City Hall action against Council-· 
man ·cuite which involves police confron· 
tation and interviews, and the candle
light parade with its after-images of spi· 
'raling light and speeches, are more 
examples of the group's video reportage. 
As a record for the group this kind of 
archive material will prove invaluable 
for understanding and evaluating their 
purposes and for better understanding 
the means of achieving them. 

Here is a group effort which is involved 
with the political implications of video as 
a social resource. They are not theorizing 
about it, speculating as to its possibil· 
ities, or'imagining "what they could do if 

. " They are doing and learning by 
doing and the GAA is gaining by their ex· 
perience. As a functioning in-house com· 
munications unit it reflects the impres· 
sive spirit and organizational strength of 
the GAA as a whole and is serving by its 
obvious "togetherness" as another vis
ible manifestation of the movement's 
growing importance and self-confidence. 
At this stage of its development it is a re
flection of pure energy and it will be in
teresting and instructive to watch the 
process by which it grows. In this evolu· 
tion there will be an important example 
for other groups to learn from. The full 
value of such a prototype is not as a 
model to he copied but rather as a struc
ture to be studied and evaluated in terms 
of fulfilling an organization's particular 
communication needs. 

POISONING THE KIDDIES: 
A JOB FOR J .. EDGAR HOOVER? 

From a Washington Post artlde 
on J. Edgar Hoover: 

"The FBI chief will not touch the 
delicacies he receives from 

unknown admirers; he fears 
someone might slip him some 
poisoned food. He donates these 
delectables to orphanages and other 
institutions . " 

THEY SHOOT HORSE, DON'T THEY? 
In a most important undertaking, Turkey and the U.S. have agreed on the 

total ~radication of opium growth in Turkey, starting next year. At the present 
time Turkish opium accounts for 75 percent of the heroin used Illegally in the 

United States. The poppies are smuggled out of Turkey as morphnease and 
converted to the hard drug matnly at Marselfles, France. 

According to the new accord, the U.S. will compensate the Turkish poppy. 
growers, the farmers receiving double the value of their yearly poppy crop. It is 
estimated thatthe U.S. will11&ve to pay about $10 million ann'ually for the com-
pensation, a small price, Indeed, to cutdown on the heroin flow. , 

But (and this Is a big but)-many officials have argued that a scarcer drug 
will ·only mean a more expensive drug; those who are already on junk will 
merely have to rob more people to come up with tbe money for their habit. 
Others have pointed out that the underworld merchants of narcotics can turn to 
non-Turkish sources for their imports-like Afghanistan, Pakistan and 
Southeast Asia. As John Ingersoll, director of the Bureau of Dangerous Drugs, 
warned: "We cannot expect that success on the part of the Turkish Government 
will solve our own heroin problem completely." 
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RECWORDS 

SMASH YOUR HEAD 
AGAINST THE WALL 
John Entwistle 
Decca 2400005 

by John Swenson 
It comes as no Surpl'lse to long-stand

ing Who fans that John Entwistle's al
bum is a magnificently expansive work. 
In the complex character interplay that 
makes up the Who dialectic, Entwistle 
was always the dark horse who worked in 
a strange way opposite to the direction of 
the other members of the group. 

From the beginning it was Pete Town
shend who provided the group's focus, 
and his vision fonnd three-dimensional 
extension through the boisterous antics 
of Keith Moon, who would demolish his 
drum sets with auto-destructive relish at 
the finale of each performance, as well as 
through the uncompromising punk atti
tude of Roger Daltrey, who provided 
Townshend with the arrogant, gutteral 
mouthpiece needed to carry out the in· 
tensity of his lyrics. Only Entwistle 
seemed to want no part of Townshend's 
vision -he would stand in the shadows at 
the left of stage offering mute comment 
on the activities that surrounded him by 
sticking to his bass and offering only oc
casional harmonies to the total Who pic
ture. 

For Entwistle bad ideas of his own, and 
even though he seemed to prefer to keep 
them to himself, now and then he would 
express himself through song. On the 
Happy Jack album Entwistle pt)lllled two 

to form, said nothing about it until re
cently. This was no hastily thrown to
gether album; there's a definite progres
sion from beginning to end and a con
summate vision that provides a sort of 
unifying theme 

The album opens with a driving hard 
rock song, "My Way," based on a mighty 
Who riff (as li whole this song is reminis
cent of "I Can See For Miles" except that 
it's a Jot more dense). Entwistle's vision 
is· consonant with the brutal power of 
rock and roll; one thing you won't find on 
this album is a happy Townshend chord 
(although the guitar work is credited to 
one Cyrano and the phrasing often 
sounds Townsbendesque). The lyric of 
the song embodies the heavy handed 
sado-masochism of rock: 

"Now you're always hangin' 
'round-You never touch the ground 

You made me feel so small-Wish I 
was ten feet tall · 

Gonna bring )IOU down to my size 
One o/ these days I'm gonna make 

)IOU fall 
Gonna bring )IOU down to my s!ze , 
Smash your head against the wall" . 

Ironically enough the cut ends with II 
"Boris the Spider" riff, reminding you of 
the thematic similarities of the two 
songs. 

The second song, "Pick Me Up (Big 
Chicken)," draws influence from the 
other early Entwistle tune, "Whiskey 
Man." The cut opens with a climbing 
sado-progression, punctuated by horns 
and a piano (all played by Entwistle). 
Like "Whiskey Man," this is a drinking 
song, but hardly one of exuberant joy: 

<iJ"!-J.L ...... , .. _,..,._, ~o&. .. Ju.. .. '"""'• J.nun n 

All I'll touch is tea- Alcohol's de
stroying me . . 

A il-l want-to do- is sleep 
AII-I want-to do- is sleep" 

The first two cuts are explosive, but 
Jerry Shirley's dromming is sparser and 
bouncier than Moon's ha~storm ap
proach, giving a touch of delicacy to the 
rhythms. The guitar work here is un
questionably Townshend's (Entwistle 
denies it but the tone and phrasing are so 
much similar to what Townshend bas 
been doing lately that I c~n't believe 
otherwise). 

By way of contrast, the third cut is 
acoustic. "What Are We Doing Here" is a 
plaintive, wistful thing unlike other 
previous Entwistle compositions but still 
quite fine, as is "What Kind of People Are 
They," which is louder, but still not char
acteristic Entwistle. The last cut on side 
one, however, is Entwistle's most famous 
song, "Heaven and Hell." This is the 
number The Who have used during the 
past two years to open up their act, but 
here it's done much differently than the 
Who version. Here we have a lay back 
approach to the tune. ~~:ivinll: it a timeless, 
floating-in-space feeling capped off by a 
tremendous echo-plex guitar solo similar 
to some of Joe Walsh's work on the sec
ond James Gang album (further reason 
to believe that Townshend wields the axe 
here, for he and Walsh have become good 
friends, and Townshend has often 
praised Walsh publicly>. 

Side two opens with a brilliant little 
piece entitled "Ted End," whose lyric 
works as poety: 

"Someone called the other day, 
said old Teddy Greeves just passed 
away. 

They buried him on Saturday they 
said it was a lovely way to go-

In his sleep, didn't ·know a thing. 
His w;Je couldn't go- Her second 

husband took her uptown to a show. 
His sons and daughters emigrated, 

said It cost too much to travel home 

Sent a wreath; and a sheet. 

the character of the devil, and plays the 
part far better than Arthur Brown ever 
did. It's a shattering piece, opening with 
a Tommy-like solemnity (even using the 
same chords), until it flips over to a driv
ing pulse of a song with Entwistle singing 
in his deepest, most ominous voice: 

"Who'd drown a cat? Who'd do a 
thing like that? 

If )IOU would, you're mine! . . 
Who'd shoot a rabbit? A very nasty 

habit! 
Those who hunt, are mine! 
Who'd go to war? Like countless 

times before. 
Those who wor, are mine/ 
They are mine I . . 
Everybody's mine, at some time. 
Everybody's mine! 
You'll enjoy )lOUr stay, 'till your aU 

embalmed someday. 
Until )IOU are, )IOu're mine! 
You're all mine! 

As the last chorus fades out, an ex
ploding, enveloping wall of feedback 
drowns everything out, leaving an echo
ing silence that pulses for a few seconds, 
then turns into "No. 29." The overall ef
fect of this massive production number is 
overwhelming. 

After the effects of that excorsion, all 
that's left is the capper, "I Believe in 
Everything." It amazes me that this fs 
the song released off the album as a 
single, for it is one of the flattest, least in· 
teresting tracks, a sum up, to be sure, but 
only potent . when pla~ed at the end of 
Entwistle's other observations, for~t pro
vides an.overall persepective as well as a 
bit of comic relief. Perhaps the explana
tion lies il'ith the troUbles that The Who 
have always had with Decca records. 
Their Problems with Decca are long 
standing, and I for one thought until re
cently that they might have been over, 
that is until I called Decca to find out 
some information about this album. I 
asked the girl in the publicity department 
when the John Entwistle album was 
planned for release. 

H1Ul..,..l)l! .. l. .............. : ... ..1 f •• , .... ,..).. ... ,.~ "..,. 
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of them evoked a dark aspect, and each pour nto my ace , _ . so I repeated again, very carefUlly, 
had brutish lyrics dealing with some sort Pick me up and lay me somewhere He 8 '.""ch better off where he 18' "John Entwistle. You know, the bass 
of physical or psychological violence safe. Rflllt '" peace, Teddy. player for The Who." 
''BOris the §_pider" being the grisly ac: Don't stand me up I'll fall; lean me Rest In peace, Teddy." "Oh," she replied knowingly. "What's 
collllt-of the messy death of one such in· up against the wall. Next comes the album's production the name of the album?" 
sect, and "Whiskey Man" being about Never touch this demon drink number "You're Mine - No. 29 <Ex· "Smash Yer Head Against the Wall." 
the hallucinating alcoholic who, once again. ternal youth)." Here Entwistle assumes Without answering, she huog up on me. 
placed in a sanatorium, no longer could 
see his "friend" who always appeared 
whenever he got drunk. 

Entwistle's vision was one of black hu
mor, but it was touched with a strange 
poignance- his songs seemed to have a 
negative sensitivity to life. What made 
his vision more powerful, however, was 
its lack of pretension. Entwistle never 
dealt with what could be called tragic 
themes - he avoided generalizations, 
going instead to particular and Insigni
ficant instances for his subjects. In this 
fashion he developed exactly in opposi
tion to Townshend, who started out deal
ing with youth, with the exhilarating joy 
of life itself, and developed his vision to a 
culminating point with the mythical, 
symbolic Tommy. Townshend was a 
classicist, that was where the fascination 
with his method came about, for rock and 
classicism just don't seem to mix at first 
glance. Entwistle, on the other hand, was 
an absurdist, nearly a dada-ist; he had 
none of Townshend's aesthetic inno
cence. Instead he looked at things sober· 
ly, with a more modern sensitivity. For 
this reason Entwistle became a pivotal 
figure in translating Townshend's work 
into Who material. It is conceivable that 
Tommy would have seemed flat had it 
been purely Townshend's vehicle. Ent· 
wistle's contribution to Tommy (two 
songs - "Fiddle About" and "Uncle Er· 
nle"), however small in number, were so 
effectively df.//erent from Townxhend's 
that they gave a depth to the character 
and a perspective to the whole work. 
Townshend admitted that be would have 
never written the line "there's a lot I 
could do with a freak," and that's just the 
point - Townshend couldn't see Tommy 
the $8me way that Entwistle could. Both 
their visions combined served to produce 
a third dimension in the character. 

So Entwistle bas gone along all this 
time, content to play his bass and write 
an occasional tune - until now. Smash 
Your Head Against the Wall came out 
suddenly, only blicalise Entwistle, true 
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Every time the word of a new death In the family: rock star, friend, acquaintance 
reaches me, I s~fer a bit a/their personal agony,

1

and die a little myseV. ln the case of 
Jim Morrison, It is more. Because Jim was not only a rock star, but also an aqua!n· 
tance, and also a friend and more. The sadness of his death is overwhelming. And 
particularly because for the first time In a long time Jim was happy; happy in Par~, 
accepting himself and what he had become, what he was, and excited about the films, 
books and poems he was to create. Two days before his deat~ a mutual friend ~ent 
some time with him in Paris, and sent th~ report back to me on. how he was dol g. I 
print it now as a tribute, to Jim Morrison, rock·star·ldol who refused to stop growl g aa 

a human being, and as a poignant lesson into the nature of tragedy,-ed. 

like Paris so much is that its so centrally 
located, not very far from an~here, not 
liKe L.A. We also went to Corsica, but it 
rained every day we were fuere except 
one ana it got to be sor~ boring. We are 
going to London for a few days next 
week, too." 

La Coupole. La Coupole with the works 
of Picasso, Klee, Modigliani and a 
hundred other famous artis~ adorning 
llie pillars that hold up the ceiling. Art 
Deco heaven. Where Scott and Zelda 
once held court, Jim and Pam entered 
unreco~nlzed. This is where pretender· 
princes, models and photographers now 
reign~ no attention here for a former 
rock·god, now apprentice writer and his 
lady. But Jim feels llie vibes of the 
Coupole's past and asks me more about 
its history. He decides "It's really great 
here but I can't help thinking aoout how it 
reminds me of Ratner's in the Village." 

Over dlnner Jim speaks of how the 
Doors are going to try to continue on 
without him and fuat he has just been 
offered ilie lead in ~~catch My Soul" with 
Tina Turner, Joe Frarier and~elanie,in 

' L.A. and also a part with Robert Mitch· 
um in the alle~orical story of an 
Alaskan bear hunt in Norman Mailer's 

"Why Are We In Vietnam." "I'm turn· 
ing aown the play, and I don't fuinK I'll 
do the movie because it'willtake up too 
much time when I could be writing. 
There's really an odd assortment of 

AMEMOW 

freaks here, It's amazing how crowded 
iliis place is. What I am going to do 
though is have a screening here for some 
people of my three films-first a docu· 
mentary of a Doors concert made by 
some slick, professional film·makers, 
then another Doors documen~ry, a 
much more human, violent look made by 
fue friends I work on films willi, sort of 
how a similar event, a concert can be 
seen in different contrasting ways, and 
last I will show my film 'Hi~hway.' S'il 
vous plait, may we have some choco~te 
mousse for the laaies, please1" 

We finally got back over to fue apart· 
men! on the Ri~l Bank after passing on 
the way a student riot in llie Saint 
Michele district. The riots go on every 
weekend like clockwork, and Jim and 
Pam said lliat they had been caught in 
the mid~e of one a few weeks before. 
They both agreed that the riot morbidly 
fascinated them, llien deciaed a~ainst 
stopping in'the riot area. I said goodbye 
after a most enjoyable day with them and 
said I was returning, happily, to the 
States in a few days. Jim was amazed 
that I was so glad to be going back, 
saying ~~I won't be back in L.A. until 
Septemb~r at fue earliest." It looks like 
llie "Lizatd King" has reformed and is 
seriously ·attempting to be an American 
writer in Paris in the romantic tradition 
of the expatriates of the ~O's . . . .. 

by Robert Beers Darwin sug~ested that the species 
advances in an evolutionary spiral 

I sup se the waited until the were throu~h a systm ol natural sel~cti~9 j 
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by Tere Tereba 
One could get away with more in 

France and whatever happened seemd to 
have something to do with art. 

F. Scott Fitzgerald 

On a warm Saturday night in June I 
was sitting in the Cafe de Flore munching 
on a croissant, halfway listening to the 
conversation going on between the two 
young hustlers to my right when I heard 
a familiar voice call my name. I was sur
prised and delighted to see the girl with 
the streaming red hair was Pamela 
Morrison, followed by an entourage of 
notorious French hangers-on who quickly 
disappeared into the bowels of the Flore. 
She sat down, we exchanged greetings, 
and she said that she and her husband 
Jim had heen living in Paris since March 
and were enjoying themselves very 
much. We made plans to meet the next 
day at her apartment. 

The Morrison apartment is in the 
Marais on the Right Bank, one of the 
oldest and most beautiful sections of a 
city that is almost too beautiful and too 
grand. It is a few blocks from the Place 
Bastille, the Metro stops conveniently 
near, and there are open-air food stalls, 
only a few paces from their door. The 
apartment situated in this very idyllic 
location is also most beautiful and grand. 
Jim said it wail a sub-Jet and mumbled 
"Can't get anything like this in L.A." 

Jim looks better than he has in a while, 
certainly better than the Miami trial 
days. He claims to have quit drinking, 
has lost considerable weight, but the 
French food has taken its toll, and he still 
hasn't regained the licorice leather
legged look of the gaunt shadow that 
prowled L.A. as the "Lizard King." The 
days of his looking like and being the 
consummate rock idol are gone forever 
and he is the first to realize it. He sits in 

his spacious, elegant Paris apartment 
dressed in the most unlikely clothes for a 
rock star, a button-down collar shirt with 
a V-neck sweater over it and chino 
trousers ana desert boots. He is clean
shaven and except for the long brown 
hair framing the soft, child-like face, he 
could he mistaken for a college senior 
from Middle America. 

Jim proceeds to tell me how he loves 
Paris even though neither he nor Pamela 
can speak French, and that he is devoting 
his time to his serious pursuit of writing. 
Pam interjects "he wants to he im
mortalized" and it does seem logical that 
a writer could achieve that state easier 
than a rock idol. Jim showed me a hand 
written book that he has heen working on 
in Paris and said it is nearly finished 
and will soon he ready for publication. 

We decided that we wanted to go to 
dinner and I suggested La Coupole (the 
famous hang-out of the Fitzgeralds and 
Hemingway, etc. during that long-gone 
literary heyday, which is now the 
gathering spot of the flotsam and jetsam 
of the internationalartistic society, with 
Jean-Paul Sartre the only remnant of its 
once glorious past). Jim and Pam had 
never heen there. On the way over to the 
Left Bank, Jim muttered something 
about "how they threw the blueprint 
away after they made this city" and told 
me about the month they spent traveling 
in Moroccowhere they were jived out of a 
hundred dollars immediately upon their 
arrival by an English-speaking Arab who 
said he would find them the "best and 
cheapest hash." Pam had her trusty 
Super-11 movie camera with ber in 
Morocco and they agreed they got some 
fabulou's footage. Jim said that he was 
going to incorporate his North African 
adventures into something that he was 
planning to write. "One of the reasons I 

someone decided the cause of death; no 
hyped rumors circulating. It's hard to he 
stunned e;c post facto, and today there's 
time to think about King Lizard cut short, 
missnamed in an era of porno. Last week 
there was a letter from Paris describing 
him "lean and vital," with a piece 
coming up in the Paris Review and a new 
book almost under his helt. The most 
precious quantity to an artist is Time. 

Time to live 
Time to die 
Time to laugh 
Time to cry 
I remember a session at the Fillmore 

East when the Doors jammed into the 
wee hours, finally just making it up as 
they went along. Jim delivered more 
than a Rock Star or a poet or the two 
. together, moving along with the music, 
seducing us all into his fantasy. They say 
that the lions in front of the Fifth Avenue 
Library roar whenever a virgin walks 
by; Jim converted that epigram into a 
style, and took us all back· to John 
Donne's admonition to "seize the day." 
Taking his cue from those "dirty" 
Stones, but moving in another direction, 
he brought us back to some simple 
realities that had heen lost to popular 
music since the early thirties. 

You men eat ,YOur dinner 
Eat your pork and beans 
I eat more chicken than· any man In the 

scene 
Now we're left with a legion of imitation 
Morrisons: crotch-rattlers in search of 
stardust OM SHANT!. 

There's a story about Brooklyn 
Frankie walking into the Factory one day 
and using some heavy persuasion to get 
several people involve<) in a game of 
revolving Russian Roulette: one bullet, 
six chambers and the last one in might 
have heen a rotten egg, except no one 
was hurt. Russian .roulette's like that; all 

, the chills and only one sixth of the spills. 
You get odds against dying, with a 
chance to take a nice long look into the 
Face of Death, whoever she i~. Recently, 
Russian roulette of one sort or another 
has become an alternate life-style among 
the successfully Hip, and there have heen 
some big losers: Jimi Hendrix, Janis 
Joplin, Brian Jones; you can add a few 
names out of your own private 
mythologies. Very Sixties. 

The ones that can't make it are-weeded 
out; the strong survive. This tidy little 
theory holds up very well, and has 
become the basis for a lot of subsequent 
thinking, but when it's applied to man it 
doesn't work. Man's self-destruction 
syndrome reverses the "survival of the 
fittest" axiom, turning it into something 
like the "survival of the less sensitive." 
The purveyors of Art, of Angst and Ec· 
stacy, seem unsuited for longevity, prone 
to burning-out either creatively or 
biologically. Jim Morrison is dead; a 
media Eros done in by everything he was 
·not. 
"Let's swim to the moon-Let's climb 
through the tide." 

Inexorably we become the tliing we 
worship; Morrison's stage presence was 
Dionysian, ushering us into a pagan 
sensibility where the senses were 
exhalted, the emotions deified. At his 
heels was the awareness that, outside the 
Bacchanale, a heavier temporal reality 
lingered. The Doors peaked along with 
the sensual revolution and the mind 
drugs; late sixties, early psychedelic. 
They did a lot to shape the Dr. Feelgood 
genre of bands that dared you to slither 
rather than shake. 

I was in school in Ohio when I first 
heard the Doors. Juxtaposed against the 
early Blues Project and the strong 
albums of those derivative blues singers 
who inaugurated what had already 
become folk-rock, the Doors' total 
disregard for "eth" music put me off. 
Their first album remained on the shelf 
until one night when I got stoned enough 
just to listen. It was like a trip through 
the tropics, slow, humid, erotic. After 
that I was hooked; and later I began to 
pick up on the lead singer who was l;1ter 
to emerge as a star of the counter· 
culture. Ballyhooed as a mobile Orgone 
machine, Morrison was never more 
genuine than in his early cuts and con· 
certs; the image came later. Then Miami 
and a couple of weak albums. Then a 
silent trip across the Atlantic to get it 
back together, and that's where it all 
ended; Paris. 

I looked at l'!'" 
you looked at me 

and we're on our way 
Goodbye, Jim. 

' ... -..... ., 



"""'"''"' :.!:.::,.,_._.,,,_,,;~-•,:<''!_,~,_,,,; • ..,', . .:..:. • •••---'-"""'''"' .'L...._ __ - ____ ........... .:_ ..,,.._.,. ... ,_, ___ - 1,., .... ..- ............... ..;..,...,;,...""'"--'' .,...;...:..,;...,..:,,;,}!,.,,,,..;,~:.,..,•,,,.,..,,.,.,,,,, .. ,T .... O'.....,. ... O.~''"~'" 

I 
:. " .. . .. 

•• •+ • • 

. ' 

f II I 

. ' . 

CRAWDADDY 
PAGE Ia 

Summer oilier band, sounds llke i! was written for FRASER and DEBOLT 

Clearance 
Gary Puckett The rest of ilie cu~ are 

Columbia C 30381 eiilier mil~y pleasant or just a U!Ue bit 
lifeless. 

by Greg Mitchell 
Lighiliouse ~probably ilie least frantic by Bob Sarlin 

of all ilie so-called 11b~ ban~" around 
!oday; about ha~ilieir ma~rialls down- Th~ record has been silting around my 

REVOLUTION Hedge & Donna (Polydor ~mpo. There's little gui~r and a lot of house for weeks now, waKing to be 
24-4003) ~ola In ilieir arrangemen~, and, ln ilie properly listened to. When it first arrived 

This is Hedge & Donna's fifth album end, much of the inherent energy ln ilieir I listened to the first cut, but ilie sounds 
since iliey first graced ilie Smothers music is drained by ilie group's reliance 

were so strange and unique ilia! I im· 
Brothers show four years ago. More on strings. But no matter-thls is the · 

mediately hid the album for a time when 
impor!antly, it's their first record for oand's first decent album, a comeback I · mi~t ~ive it my full attention. 
Polydor and therr first really "electric'' effort fuat ceminly augurs well for their Yesterday that time rolled around, and 
side; hence llie album's tlUe. Of course, future. 

after two fulllistenlngs, I can easily 
it's not that revolutionary, even for recommend iliis as one of the two or 
Hedge & Donna. It does, however, finally HOLY MOSES (RCA ESP~52:l) furee llest albums I've heard this year. 
lay to rest the nagging doubts that H & D SPIRIT IN FLESH (Metromedia MD Certainly the most inventive. 
couldn't make it without ilieir unin· tom Fraser and DeBolt are a man and a 
tentional "gimmick": iliek ln~rracial woman, but since the record makes no 
marriage. I bracket these records because attempt at identifying fue two, I won't be 

Hedge & Donna Capers sing better they're both albums of high-energy, · able to here. So it's that rare moment in 
togellier llian apart. Neither has an ~emen~ry, unlntellectual rock 'n roll. record b~ dealings, when only the soun~ Holy Moses! 
especially robust voice, but at least They offer little subtlecy and absolut~y count because the hype hasn't arrived in 
they've finally stopped whispering. They no poetry, and de~ multi· level analys~. the mail yet. And believe me, these pouriding surreal stomp, as in "Gypsy 
interact beautifully on ilie exquisite Yet bolli are, in their own way, quite sounds count. Solitaire." There's even a waltz. The 
"Aragon Bal~oom." ''Touch Caste on Interesting. Th~ music has some roots in Western songs are filled willi Individual momen~ 
the Water" moves pretcy well, but Holy Moses is the more difficult songs, more specifically the kind of of grace and power, where the strengili of 
''Heavy Ways of Moving," cypical of the . record, not because of llie 11heavlness" of Western Canadian tunes ilia! Ian and llie rhythms play again~ the lyricism of 
entire aloum, rocks ever so tentatively. · i~ lyrics, nor llie intricacy of i~ musical Sylvia came up with a number of years the voices. The llest cut on the album, 
The pair's comiJOsing talents are over· content (it lacks bolli), but because it !Jack. But, unlike iliat duo, Fraser ana although it's a close choice, ~ a new 
taxed, perha~, but not limited; of their seems like llie group doesn't know DeBolt are extensions of that tradition, version of llie Beatles' 11Don't ut Me 
seven origina~, at least four, and wheilier to take i~eH seriously or not. railier than imitalions or re~sions. Down," a perlect song for interpre~tion, 
especially 11 Nickel a Night," are quite The band's al~rna!ely unbelievably There are also momen~ ·When they with ils empty spaces and sparse lyrics. 
interestin~. Unfortunately ,.a couple cu~ sloppy (11Agadaga Dooley") and remind llliOf the Incredible Strlng Band, Fraser and DeBolt do it to 1!, wifu soaring 
are orchestrated to deafu and In oilier remarkably tight (11A Cowboy's but lllis is probably the result of their voices, spoken lines and. Guenllier's 
~aces, the guitar work of Joe Walsh (of Dream"); purposely comic ( 11The Sad reliance on a small ensemole and their, fid~e wailing J~e a train whistle gone 
the James Gang) is Inexplicably· buried. Cafe"-a real knee-slapper) and dead· own vplces, rather llian any real musical wild. From llie first tentatlv~ fid~e 
Still, this is an enjoyable, if not set serious ( 11Bazaraza Bound" -a resell)~ance. Other than lliese slight strokes to the pleading, intricate bar· 
memorable, album and a long·awaited, seering jam) I Billy Batson wrote all the references to the f' weepy sound of monles and the howling climaxes, th~ 
but determined, step forward for a still· songs, and sounds not unlike the late Jim Western music an the intimate ex· has got to be the bes! version of this tune 
evolving auo. Morrison; his drunken vocals make the ploratiQns of llie ISB, these songs stand recorded. so far. Jo~n Lennon would be 

on their own, newborn and unique. proud. 
The tunes are car~ully arranged I've long found myself at~acted to ilie 

stalemen~ that seem to be loose, best of pop lyrics 8$ poetry 1 ana lliese 
spontaneous events. But after lliat songs reaffirm my belief that some of the 
second listening it becomes clear that . best of our jXletry is pouring out of radios 

· this is a precise perlormance, one In and record players rather than oul of 
which acoustic guitars, voices and a salons and universities. These lyrics are 
magnificent fld~e have Deen coor· full of surprises and blessed wiili an 

1975 dinated for maximal effect. There is not assertive self -con~ol iliat one would not 
a loose note on the album Anri M limA~· avnt:ll\f.f""M n. 1:""'~ ,1ku"'*' 



.... ...., ___ , __ _ 
starts ana , umsne~ Lu~eu1er, u ~ 111c 

economy o! ilie whole affair. 
Each song features both guitars, bofu 

voices and fid~e, played by Ian Guen· 
llier. The guitars are played with 
for,ceful strokes~. very mu~ like llie 

Donna~ & Hedge picking of Ar!Je Traum, ana with odd, 

Sill' A U\IIBO REE, Supl IParamoont IuDDy -. but delracl frlln ill dJilly clilds, IDIIIY of wbirh I can't 
PAS ml straight ones. Willi ~itarist Teddy re~all hea!lng, ~nywnere else. The 

Supl's on! Well, aiiDLit AI ill Iitle ~ i's p:lilively "F!IIilali City." mces, bXh d wliidl ~great eonlllil 
Wlllid illdical!, this atOOm m lliDiry In a luRiD!! BILLBOARD ad the and rqe, take separate ,at~~, only M 

funk ·Styled fun. Richard Supa, fue members of Holy Moses called 'their unite sudd~Y in harmony, surpr~ing 
Brooklyn cowboy, offers generally ~upfue"bestband"around,hopefully, fue listene~. But fu~ best moments are 
lorgetllble lyrics and guila~piriilg WI and prdllbly, in jesllbey're not that ~beD ~e !Mille, lliidi lurls ~ 
sin!! grittily and SIIDIS to be a ~ !OOd. Bill tbey're ifjMi e!IRCh· w ~cts a bannonic and joirJ the paiiid 
soogwritdome ~ bl! 81J11!S go oo far tlat's wby this ctdusing abim 11 !1ll'l!. Alllbe,assila~a screamer rock 
too too& aOO a coople start s1r001 lilt disappointiDg. Non~h~ess, 11'!1 be lind l'IUiml'l matcli the lntlnslly ~ 
proceea nowhere ("Talk Through hearing from lliem again, I'm sure, these harm~nic seconds. 
Country Sunshine" fits both de- possibly In a finer fashion. There are lew boundaries In thls 
scripionsl but half the cuts are 1111- music. H'sliely Ill take off intO a !lrUI, 
miligateldel!pll. "Gooil 01' fray On the mher Mill, tbe1un lie 00 u in ~Dancl Ball Girb," « to turn Ill a 

Boo'' ~ wonderiully infectious. "Li1 ooubting fue Intentions of Spirit in Flesh. 
Jessie," fue best of the lot, ~ incredibly Its members are undeniably earnest, and 
derivative (see Fogerty, John: "Proud a casual reading of llieir lyrics revea~ 
Mary"), but after a lew bouncy bars llieir purpose ("I got ilieweight of ilie 
who cares1 · · ' world on my shoulders·! got to help it 

For pun's sake, it would be nice u I cause it's my home") . The group~ just 
could call thls a "supa" album (in an a small part of a 200-member commune 
appropriate Brooklyn accent, of course), in w arwick1 Mass. and they obviously 
Thou~ it's not quite that mi~ty, as believe fuey've found some down-to-
debut albums go it's still above average, earfu trullis about God and man they 
and ~ood fun too. want to transmit musically (Jlke: "The 

spirft is ilie ~est and the body is llie · 
nome"). 

ONE FINE MORNING, Li~fuouse 

(Evolution mtl) 
Lighlliouse used to be twice as b~ as 

Blood, Sweat & Tearrand twice as bad. 
Now it's a little bit smaller-and a whole 
lot better. This is ilie canadian group's 
fourth album, but their first on 
Evolution, and it is, to be sure a tran
sitional record. Considering their past 
efforts, it comes none too soon. 

Solos are not infrequent throu~out 
One Fine Morning, but they're generally 
kept short, i.e. bearable. Compared to 
past albums, iliere's little excess in ilie 
arrangments here. "Love of a Woman'' 
refuses to be grounded by ilie solos it's 
saddled with. "lij49 " a delicate 

' I I 

beau!Uul, even moving pioneer song 

Though thek "message" is put for· 
ward In good·natured rock 'n roll, some 
of ilie lyrics are "preached.'' Also, fue 
band really isn't much good, ilie lead 
singer is obno~ously frantic and some of 
llie "truths" are embarassingly banal. 
("!live Inside a body· It's made of day") 
However, a girl chorus occa,siona~ 
helps put acr~ what could be called 
"rousing rock," especially on "Blind 
wding llie Blind." There are sevetal · 
other cuts fuat could be quite excitlng,.H 
put in better hands. 

UUUUJ'C:U ll~lti. u~~ nndu& H4""""' •;._, .... 

lingers fue best of what we are: Wise and 
a bit witty, open and a bit wounded, 
whole yel a bit torn, simple yet crazily 
woven. One lyric has been zipping around 
in. my brain since yesterday. It is llie 
chorus of "Wallt of ilie Tennis P~yers," 
a tWJe iliat takes on the one-ni~t stand, 
not ilie most frequent target of pop 

lyrics: 
"Yo\!r love for me is an overni~t 

sensation/' Fr~ser and Delxllt har· 
monize. 

"My love for you is an overni~t 
sensation . , . too." 
If you do ~et a chance to hear this 

album, listen to it at least twice and be. 
sure to ilirow ilie volume all the way up~ 
because some fool must've mastered fut 
record just before his hearing went. 
Eniov! 

sustains interest ilirough ~e group's 
vocal, not Instrumental, work. "Hats 
Ofr' was a fine sin~e and makes a finer 
album cut. "Show Me fue Way," on fue 

lJke fue Holy Moses album, this 
release isn't exactly an artistic success. 
It is, in realicy, a "message" album and 
fuough fue sermon is oft·times trite, it's 
delivered so enfuusiastically it's im· 
possible to ~nore it. Two nundred 
members strong, Spirit in Flesh is not fue 
best rock 'n roll group around-only llie · Fraaer i Molt .. , or vice versa 
biggest. 

1976 
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RECWORDS 

SMASH YOUR HEAD 
AGAINST THE WALL 
John Entwistle 
Decca 2406005 

by John Swenson 

to form, said nothing about it until re
cently, This was no hastily thrown to
gether album; there's a definite progres· 
sion from beginning to end and a con· 
summate vision that provides a sort of 
unifying theme 

The albt1m opens with a driving hard 
rock song, "My Way," based on a mighty 

It comes as no surpnse to lotlg-stand· Who riff (as a whole this song is reminis· 
ing Who fans that John Entwistle's al· cent of "I Can See For Miles" except that 
bum is a magnificently expansive work. it's a lot more dense). Entwistle's vision 
In the complex character interplay that is consonant with the brutal power of 
makes up the Who dialectic, Entwistle rock and roll; one thing you won't find on 
was always the dark horse who worked in this album is a happy Townshend chord 
a strange way opposite to the direction of (although the guitar work is credited to 
the other members of the group. one Cyrano and the phrasing often 

From the beginning it was Pete Town- sounds TownshendesqueJ. The lyric of 
shend who provided the group's focus, the song embodies the heavy handed 
and his vision found three-dimensional sado-masochism of rock: 
extension through the boisterous antics "Now You're always hangin' 
of Keith Moon, who would demolish his 'round-You never touch the ground 
drum sets with auto-destructive relish at You made me /eel so small-Wish I 
the finale of each performance, as well as was ten feet tall · 
through the uncompromising punk atti- Gonna bring you dawn to my size 
tude of Roger Daltrey, who provided One of these days I'm gonna make 
Townshend with the arrogant, gutteral you /all 
mouthpiece needed to carry out the in· Gonna bring you down to my aize , 
tensity of his lyrics. Only Entwistle Smash your head against the wall" ' 
seemed to want no part of Townshend's Ironically enough the cut ends with a 
vision-he would stand in the shadows at "Boris the Spider" riff, reminding you of 
the left of stage offering mute comment the thematic simllarities of the two 
on the activities that surrounded him by songs. 
sticking to his bass and offering only oc· The second song, "Pick Me Up (Big 
casional harmonies to the total Who pic- Chicken)," draws influence from the 
ture. other early Entwistle tune, "Whiskey 

ForEntwistlehadideasofhisown and Man." The cut opens with a climbing 
even though he seemed to prefer to keep sado-progression, punctuated by horns 
them to himself, now and then he would and a piano (all played by Entwistle). 
express himself through song. On the Like "Whiskey Man," this is a drinking 
Happy Jack album EntwiStle p4llllled two song, but hardly one of exuberant joy: 

, "-"'"! ·-- "'"'h-:- •L ... Cl ... t..a_, ..... .-~ "Gather 'round the bar let's have a 

All I'll touch Is tea- Alcohol's de
stroying me . . 

Aii-I want-to do- is sleep 
AII-I want- to do -ls sleep" 

The first two cuts are explosive, but 
Jerry Shirley's drumming is sparser and 
bouncier than Moon's hailstorm ap
proach, giving a touch of delicacy to the 
rhythms. The guitar work here is un· 
questionably Townshend's (Entwistle 
denies it but the tone and phrasing are so 
much similar to what Townshend has 
been doing lately that I can't believe 
otherwise). 

By way of contrast, the third cut is 
acoustic. "What Are We Doing Here" is a 
pJaintive, wistful thing unlike other 
previous Entwistle compositions but still 
quite fine, as is "What Kind of People Are 
They," which is louder, but still not char· 
acteristic Entwistle. The. last cut on side 
one, however, is Entwistle's most famous 
song, "Heaven and Hell." This is the 
number The Who have used during the 
past two years to open up their act, but 
here it's done much differently than the 
Who version. Here we have a lay back 
approach to the tune. Qivinl( it a timeless, 
floating-in-space feeling capped off by a 
tremendous echo-plex gnitar solo similar 
to some of Joe Walsh's work on the sec· 
ond James Gang album (further reason 
to believe that Townshend wields the axe 
here, for he and Walsh have become good 
friends, and Townshend has often 
praised Walsh publicly), 

Side two opens with a brilliant little 
piece entitled "Ted End," whose lyric 
works as poety: 

"Someone called the other day, 
said old Teddy Greeves just passed 
away. 

They burled him on Saturday they 
said it was a lovely way to go-

In his sleep, didn't know a thing. 
His wife couldn't go- Her second 

husband took her uptown to a show. 
His sons and daughters emigrated, 

said It cost too much to travel home 

Sent a wreath; and a sheet. 
r ..... , .. u,. .. ~..,._ ... fJ..nf ftl"' l"'n~ ,..nmt»? 

the character of the devil, and plays the 
part far better than Arthur Brown ever 
did. It's a shattering piece, opening with 
a Tomm)l"like solemnity (even using the 
same chords), until it flips over to a driv
ing pulse of a song with Entwistle singing 
in his deepest, most ominous voice: 

"Who'd drown a cat? Who'd do a 
thing like that? 

1/ you would, you're mine! , , 
Who'd shoot a rabbit? A very nasty 

habit! 
Those who hunt, are mine! 
Who'd go to war? Like countless 

times be/ore. 
Those who war, are mine! 
They are mine! .. 
Everybody's mine, at some time. 
Everybody's mine! 
You'll enjoy yaur stay, 'till your all 

embalmed someday. 
Until you are, you're mine! 
You're all mine! 

As the last chorus fades out, an ex
ploding, enveloping wall of feedback 
drowns everything out, leaving an echo
ing silence that pulses for a few seconds, 
then turns into "No. 29." The overall ef
fect of this massive production number is 
overwhelming. 

After the effects of that excursion, all 
that's left is the capper, "I Believe in 
Everything." It amazes me that this fs 
the song released off the album as a 
single, for it is one of the flattest, least in· 
teresting tracks, a sum up, to be sure! but 
only potent when placed at the end of 
Entwistle's other observations, for~t pro
vides an overall perse.lective as well as a 
bit of comic relief. Perhaps the explana· 
tion lies with the troubles that The Who 
have always had with Decca records. 
Their problems with Decca are long 
standing, and I for ~ne thought until re
cently that they miglli have been over, 
that is until I called Decca to find out 
some information about this album. I 
asked the girl in the publicity department 
when the John Entwistle album was 
planned ior release. 

''Who?" she queried. I was about to 
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of them evoked a dark aspect, and each pour into my/ace , . . . so I repeated again, very carefully, 
had brutish lyrics dealing with some sort Pick me up and lay me somewhere He s much better off where he ts. "John Entwistle. You know, the bass 
of physical or psychological violence, safe. RHt in peace, Teddy... player for The Who." 
"Boris the §pider" being the grisly ac- Don't stand me up I'llfall; lean me Rest in peace, Teddy. ''Oh," she replied knowingly. "What's 
collllt-of the messy death of one such in- up against the wall. Next comes the album's production the name of the album?" 
sect, and "Whiskey Man" being about Never touch this demon drinll number "You're Mine - No. 29 (Ex- "Smash Yer Head Against the Wall." 
the hallucinating alcoholic who, once again. ternal youth)." Here Entwistle assumes Without answering, she hung up on me. 

placed in a sanatorium, no longer could 
see his "friend" who always appeared 
whenever he got drunk. 

Entwistle's vision was one of black hu
mor, but it was touched with a strange 
poignance his songs seemed to have a 
negative sensitivity to life. What made 
his vision more powerful, however, was 
its lack of pretension. Entwistle never 
dealt with what could be called tragic 
themes - he avoided generalizations, 
going instead to particular and insigni
ficant instances for his subjects. In this 
fashion he developed exactly in opposi
tion to Townshend, who started out deal
ing with youth, with the exhilarating joy 
of life itself, and developed his vision to a 
culminating point with the mythical, 
symbolic Tommy. Townshend was a 
classicist, that was where the fascination 
with his method came about, for rock and 
classicism just don't seem to mix at first 
glance. Entwistle, on the other hand, was 
an absurdist, nearly a dada-ist; be had 
none of Townshend's aesthetic inno
cence. Instead he looked at things sober
ly, with a more modem sensitivity. For 
this reason Entwistle became a pivotal 
figure in translating Townshend's work 
into Who material. It is conceivable that 
Tommy would have seemed flat had it 
been purely Townshend's vehicle. Ent
wistle's contribution to Tommy (two 
songs- "Fiddle About" and "Uncle Er
nie"), however small in number, were so 
effectively different from ToiVIIshend's 
that they gave a depth to the character 
and a perspective to the whole work. 
Townshend admitted that he would have 
never written the line "there's a lot I 
could do with a freak," and that's just the 
point- Townshend couldn't see Tommy 
the same way that Entwistle coqld. Both 
their visions combined served to produce 
a third dimension in the character. 

So Entwistle has gone along all this 
time, content to play his bass and write 
an occasional tune - until now. Smcuh 
Your Head Against the Wall came out 
suddenly, only beCaUse Entwistle, true 
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NO MORE 
FILLMORE 
ANYMORE 

by Robert Taylor 
The impresario is the musician's 

mouthpiece, his link to the public. It's no 
coincidence that the phenomenal 
emergence of Rock parallels the equally 
phenomenal emergence of Bill Graham 
as mouthpiece extrordinaire to the Rock 
movement. People hate Bill Graham, as 
they have hated promoters before him 
from Bellasco to Caligula, but without 
the promoter, there is no show: and 
without the show, there are no stars. Bill 
Graham took the Jefferson Airplane out 
of some high school gym, and brought 
them to the world, and who gives a damn 
about his motives? 

The musician must seclude himself in 
order to create, but quixotically, his only 
success is bestowed by his audience. Tbe 
concept that "less is more" doesn't work 
when applied to the music business 
where the mor~ people you turn on, the 
better. And I mean better for everybody. 
What the people need is Beauty, not 
Molotov cocktails. Taking potshots at Bill 
Graham is equivalent to smashing your 
radio instead of spending ten bucks to get 
it fixed. If you think that Rock musicians 
want to work for free, for the People, in 
the Street, think again. "Absolutely 
Free" Frank Zappa would like some 
bread to cover his expenses, which are 
considerable; and you don't break even 
playing Central I'ark. 

So once again, the quasi-intellectuals 

would have their cake and gobble it up 
too. Let's make everything free: free 
automobiles: free encyclopedia·.; and 
especially free Art. Tbose dirty freaks 
don't really need money; aren't they 
supposed to starve to death in cold-water 
flats covered with pigeon shit and cock
roaches? The idea that artists should 
work for free has infested creative cir
cles with such paranoia, that those ar
tists who have managed to glean some 
public attention often end up by pricing 
themselves out of the market. On a clear 
day in Soho, you can see ali the way to the 
County Home. 

I live a few blocks from the Fillmore 
East. 

Almost from the day it opened I have 
listened to one so-called revolutionary 
thinker or another advocating that it be 
burned, razed and the earth sown with 
salt or, equally AMERIKAN, that its 
door be thrown open to the poor starving 
groovers of the world. Get the picture? 
The kiddles want to save those two bucks 
so they can buy Betty Lou a chocolate 
soda back home in the Bronx. So fuck Bill 
Graham. He's got lots of money, and so 
do all those famous people. A half-truth is 
infinitely more dangerous than a lie. This 
is planet earth. OK? You put down your 
money, and you get your ticket. No 
tickee, no washee. 

Good Luck Bill Graham, wherever you 
are. 

NEW PORI 
BilES l HE DUSl 

by Lois Goldberg 

For the past eighteen years, George 
Wein, impressario and producer has 
been supplying us with the finest jazz en
tertainment in the world. Such greats 
from Billie Holiday, Satch and Sara 
Vaughn to Miles and Pharoah have ap
peared at one time or another on Wein's 
Newport Stage. 

The Newport Jazz Festival of 1971 was 
to include some of the best jazz oriented 
musicians of our time; Miles Davis, Or
nette Coleman, Freddie Hubbard, Dizzy 
Gillespie, Chase and Aretha Franklin 
were just a few who were to appear. 
However, the festival was cancelled for 
this year and probably ·permanently. We 
wefe never able to see Miles, Aretha, 
Jimmie Smith, Weather Report or B.B. 
King because about 200 kids felt it was 
their obli2ation to chant POWER TO 
THE PEOPLE, tear down the stage, des
kllf the piano, lights and s~und system, 
and cause about $125,000 worth of 
damage. 

The fault of the town was not providing 
cheap sleeping accommodations, or free 
food, but they did -allow at least 20,000 
people ringside seats on the hill sur
rounding the festival. Tbe city was also 
wrong not .to continue with the music 
once the kids stormed the gates because 
there was no danger at that point, but un
der no circumstances was that any kind 
of rational for 200 people to mob, and des
troy the stage, the musicians· right to 
play and about 40,000 people's right to lis
ten. 

The musicians I talked to <Charles 
Mingus, Ornette Coleman, Dizzy Gilles
pie and the members of Air) are mad. 
New port was one of the few places in the 
United States where jazz musicians could 
receive decent ·pay, for playing to an 
appreciative aud\ence.lt is an extremely 
sad state when American musicians now 
find they can . only play to a large 
audience in Eur.ope . .M Captain America 
said in "Easy Rider," "We Blew It." 

GRAND OLE OPBY Expires in Expansion by Elkin Brown 

.W.ell, the_.whee!s of progr!ss ca.tch ~p the audie~ce expands, ~:.facilities for base it bas. More different styles now travelled. It was just all there. It was Bill 
,..,.. ..... ,.. ..... ~ ..... H • .,. \..,.,.....J~ ... n ... t '"'""'" ... ,.. ..... n ll.f"""'""l\a C!inl'11na hie: h1crh lnno.;:nmP 
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'mother church" of coun(ry music is to 
be torn down, or "relocated" as Bud 
Wendell, Opry manager puts it. The 
Grand Ole Opry building, a large old 
auditorium originally built as a taber
nacle for traveling evangelists, has been 
occupied by WSM Radio for its Grand Ole 
Opry Shows since 1941. The tradition be
hind this building has spurred a lot of 
controversy regarding its sudden obso
lescence. In order to get the inside infor
mation on the plans for relocation, I 
talked with Mr. Wendell. 

"I know that there has been some con
troversy regarding this change in loca
tion," said Wendell, "but, if you'll take a 
close look at the history of the Opry, 
you'll see that this is not the first time 
changes have had to be made. The first 
broadcasts of the Opry, starting in 1925, 
were from WSM's Studio C. The develop
ment of a live audience reached the point 
where a small studio just wouldn't ac
commodate all those people, so we 
moved to the War Memorial Auditorium, 
which also proved too small for the ever
expanding audience, so, in 1941, we 
moved it to the Ryman Auditorium, 
where it has been ever since. In 1962, 
WSM hougbt the building, ljlld It was re
named simply the "Grand Ole Opry 
House." Now we are faced once again 
with the problem of expanding audiences 
and it has reached the point where this 
building is no longer suitable. 

"The problems we face not only have to 
do with space but with comfort. There 
have been numerous complaints from 
Opry visitors because of lack of air con
ditioning. We investigated installing air 
conditioning, but this was ruled out due to 
the peculiar acoustics of the building. 
Another problem is the extremely small 
dressing room space for male perform
ers, and the female performers have to 
dress in the ladies' room. Most perform
ers agree that it's the worst possible 
place to do a show. 

"Also, with increasing network televi· 
sion exposure a new place is needed be· 
cause the old building is not suitable at 
all for taping a network television show. 
So it all boils down to the fact that when 

' ..,.,.u~-,... '-'}I•J~"'••"'· 

"We realize that the average Opry visitor 
travels 450 miles to see the show, and 
many of them spend the whole weekend, 
and save for the show itself, or maybe a 
trip to the Hermitage, there is very little 
for them to do. In order to cater to tbese 
people, we drew up the plans for Opry
land, a complex to surround the new 
Opry building designed to familiarize 
and give people more association with 
the Nashville music business. It's a fam
ily-oriented, themed park. It should be 
interesting and educational, as we plan to 
have mixed-media programs showing 
the various influences that have gone to 
make up modern country-western 
music." 

As respectfully as possible, I asked 
Wendell if all of this extra dimension 
migbt not become gimmicky and detract 
from the real tradition of the Opry. It's 
one thing to talk about bathroom and 
dressing room space, and air con· 
ditioning, but man, like this is where 
Hank Williams got his chops, and Bill 
Monroe, and Fl~tt and Scruggs. Many of 
the newer Opry performers have com· 
plained about the facilities, very often 
upset about the fact they don't have a 
place to rehearse. But, you know, it 
always struck me that the Opry was, if 
nothing else, spontaneous; you know, 
people rushing around like mad 
backstage, trying to get their musical 
heads together. It may have been a 
hassle, but it developed some dynamite 
musicians, those "Nashville Cats" that 
John Sebastian sang about, who could get 
into a riff in seconds, and make it all 
sound like something, even on the spur of 
the moment. I wonder if the musicians 
and singenl who complain realize that 
this is perhaps what got them off in the 
first place. In the rock world it may be 
called "paying dues," in Nashville it may 
be called "runnin' like a chicken with his. 
head cut off" but it boils down to the 
same thing. So in essence, what I was 
asking Wendell was, wasn't he worried 
about too much programming destroying 
the very thi:~g that made country music 
popular as "the music of the people1" 

"No, I don't think so." he said. "The 
bigger the business beeomes the wider 

TibtiUt&a as wen as me eattny. Aiia 
as I said, when you expand the base of the 
music and the audience you have to 
expand yqur facilities." 

I then pointed out that the facilities in 
Nashville had already expanded in many 
ways, from the modern recording studios 
(definitely an asset, I think no one would 
argue with that> to the tinsel and glamor 
scene of such institutions as the Country 
Music Hall of Fame, the Wax Museum 
and Hank Willaims Jr.'s Barbecue Pit 
(Which prompted one critic, a songwriter 
friend of mine to remark, "When are 
they gonna forget about fried chicken 
and get back to making music?" J. 
Defensively, Wendell replied that his 
organization had nothing to do with the 
Hall of Fame or any of those ventures. I 
stated that I was not talking about the 
Opry in particular but the general trend 
of the Nashville music scene away from 
spontaneity and toward commercialism 
and programming, which have tlieir 
place, but, you know, lest we 
forget .... 

Time will tell what the New Opry will 
be like. Mr. Wendell and his planning 
committee certainly have valid reasons 
for their decision. I'm not putting down 
progress,' to be sure. Yet I have some 
rather uncomfortable questions. Is 
progress measured in quantity, the size 
of the audience, the number of occupied 
hours the Opry visitors would have 
browsing around the souvenir shops and 
seeing Ernest Tubb'a first rhinestone 
suit? And how commodious does an 
environment have to be before it 
becomes sterile. Performers and 
audiences today may complain about the 
Opry's lousy bathroom facilities, but 
remember when the old country hoy with 
his gee-tar would give his right nut to be 
on the Opry? I do, because I had those 
feelings myself when I first started 
lilltening to it over WSM in about 1961:• 
And ~·remember the first time I went to 
see apOpry show. It was hotter than hell, 
the ald wooden church pews turned my 
ass to putty, but I didn't really think 
about it. Why? Because the whole scene 
was magic. It had a certain splendor that 
couldn't be measured in box-office 
receipts or how many miles you 

pfecltitive &UdJence. T1mes change, of 
course, and maybe not as many people 
believe in magic as used to, so maybe 
Wendell has really psyched out his 
audience and knows what they want, and 
maybe there's room for all of it. It seems 
a shame though, to totally abandon what 
is more than a structure, but a tradition. 
I guess, when you think about it, a lot of 
traditions are based on magic, so there 
you are. 

Perhaps all is not lost to the stone and 
concrete practicalit,Y, as there are some 
who are protesting this loss of belief in 
the tradition of the Opry; for example, 
songwriter Mickey Newbury has 
recently joined forces with Joan Baez, 
Buffy St. Marie, and Roger Miller to try 
to put together benefit concerts to save 
the Opry. But the real power to decide the 
Opry' s destiny should be in the hands of 
the people, and perhaps if enough of them 
get off their asses to let the city of Nash
ville know they really do believe in 
magic-

Perhaps this feeling is best expressed 
by this letter, written by Paul Spahos, an 
Opry fan from Harlan, Kentucky, 
published in the Nash ville Tennessean: 

"We laughed together, cried together, 
and clapped together. Ryman 
Auditorium is saturated with our dreams 
and our tears ... 

The Grand Ole Opry took many-of us 
through the depression, the war, and the 
ascension. 

But now what do we have to look for
ward to? Concrete and glass, another 
Lincoln Center, country style. 

But this is not enougb. It cannot 
replace the heartaches basic to the 
preservation and growth of country 
music. 

I There is only one consolation in the 
moving of country music from Ryman 
Auditorium to its new sterile home. As a 
poet has said, there is a certain beauty in 
death . . . , 

It was beautiful while it lasted, but big 
money and urhan'renewal gobbled it all 
up... . 

Institutions are ··physical manifesta· 
tions of dreams, ahd when the dreams 
die, so do the institutions. Aaan,e.lfample, 
look at America today." 

.... 
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BLUE 
Joni Mitchell 
Reprise RS ~0J8 

by Peter Knobler 

There are many ways to listen to a Joni 
Mitchell record: while thinkin~, while 
pointeilly not thinkin~; while making 
love, while alone; while concentrating, 
while meandering doodling cryir.g 
smiling sailly or not at all. Her records 
have been overwhelming to me; eacn 
· first hearing a rna jor event of the day, if 
not the week. I learned things about 
myself from Joni Mitchell records, or 
learned lovely new phrases for them. 

Blue is less than overwhelming, 
thou~h. It's line, of course, and far 
superior to almost all of the music I'd 
been fillln~ my time with before it came 
along. But it's no revelation anymore. 
This time you can hear influences-Jon! 
on hersell ("River'' is very reminiscent 
of ''The Arrangement," wnlle "Litlle 
Green" recalls "Morning Morgan· 
town"Hnd she's latched onto a rhytn· 
mic and tonal pa!!ern which is lovely but 
close to repetitious ("All I Want" is 
"Carey" is ''Callfornia"l. Maybe the 
question is: How long can you listen to 
Joni Mitchell before bein~ moved to 
become yourself~ 

Joni Mitchell, as Joan Baez and Bob 
Dylan before her and Meanle and Cat 
Stevens after, is the Me;As·I·OJUld·Be 
image once removed to ilie ~silive 
audience. She uses her life as poetry, are references and influences apparent; 
speaks in concrete terms and describes she has found a style she likes, it seems, 
the ethereal. Her songs are tableaux, and has stayed with it iliis ~ast year, 
sketches of encounters which felt strong Ladies ol the Canyon came out over a 
while lived but are Jell generally year a~o and was not. strikin~ly 
unanalyzed. Implying everything, givin~ ilissimilar. In fact, what this record 
an outline for one's ·own associations, shows more than anyiliing else is that 

' · son s are as J i Mitchell has chosen to live the ear 

Blue isn't perfect 

from Mrica,'' jets over Las Vegas. That 
she stlll finds universals in it is all the 
more impressive, and heartening. 

She's at her oes! when she's running 
words together happily:"! want to talk to 
you, I want to shampoo you, I want to 
renew ou;" ''I want to knit ou a 

you closer to ilie truly, llltangible tones of 
love. 1 

Her voice is in excell.enl shape. She ! 

sings with knowled~e and her phrasing · 
seems almost beyond technique. WOen 
she's ri~ht it just flows, and much of the 
record seems just to pour out like sw,ee! 

1 cider on edge. 1 ~ 
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Joss and back, and occasionally I don't 
believe her. "Little Green" doesn't feel 
quite right, and "Blue" gets caught 
saying things the easy way. The music, 
however, is very fine throughout. There 

uc·me Universals she seems 
always capable of finding, while the 
experiences are at the same time in· 
tensely personal. It seems to have been 
an international life she's been leading
Paris, somewhere where "the wind is in 

Lightfoot in summer 

man he's a siJiger in the park, he's a 
walker in the rain, he's a dancer in the 
dark." She can evoke a closeness that is 
hard to define; you just know it when you 
feel it, and if you've knowo it she brings it 
closer. It's a rare person who can bring 

SUMMER SIDE OF LIFE 
Gordon Lightfoot 
Reprise RS 2o37 
by Allan Richards 

I listen to Gordon Lightfoot expecting 
the best, and the best I am offered. It is 
that simple. 

Lightfoot's ability as a singer-song· 
smith has been revered in many small 
circles of folk fiends. He consistently 
writes unique songs, interpreting them in 
a somber, mellow Canadian ·voice. It's 
often been said, though, that his music 
was a bit too hush-mouthed and de· 
pressing; and that's possibly true. But 
there is something happening on Sum· 
mer Side. of Life that is so pleasantly 
different from the strains of his previous 
recordings. As usual, it's a compilation of 
varied thoughts. But it shimmers with an 
alien, beautiful excitement, which up to 
now has been a sensation absent from 
many of his works. 

The album; s transition from tune to 
tune, and tone to tone, is magnificent. It 
is indeed a rare record which doesn't 
have several displeasing songs - even · 
those by our most prized, precious stars. 
To this new Lightfoot album, I listen all 
the way through with pleasure. 

The eleven tracks are all arranged, 
produced and organized in a precise, 
balanced lovely manner. Every song is 
like a scene within a play, and as the 

· words and musi~ of each su~cessive 
. ballad tip-toe through the mind, there fs a 

constant growth of action and drama. 
Moods flow frequently, but never 
strangle a setting. 

Summer Side of Life is apparently 
dedicated to country life, both canadian 
and American. His heritage is revealed 
through tales of Ontario, Redwood Hill, 

on by without me, doesu 't quite mean it. 
But that's okay, because she should go 
her separate way. As I should. As should 
you. Blue is ni~e. though, because you 
know somebody's just around the corner, 
imperfections and all. 

and "the love and maple syrup that go 
together like the sticking winds of win· 
ter." Spiced about these images is the 
splendid flair of Nashville's finest 
musicians: Charlie McCoy, Ken Buttrey, 
Vasser Clements, and Lightfoot's owo , 
two side kicks, Red Shea on guitar and 
Richard Haynes on bass. The mixture of 
the two country sounds, and the arrange· 
ments they've jammed out, adds an 
enthusiasm in "Cotton Jenny," "Same 
Old Loveman," and "Redwood Hill," too 
long missing from his style. 

T'nere's another noticeable change in 
Lightfoot's music which makes this 
record more endearing. In the past, his 
writing style has favored the .long 
melodic phrases, with small emphasis on 
the choral refrain. It is difficult to add 
punch and drive to that style, for the 
melody line is much too pretty and needs 
little accompaniment other than an 
acoustic guitar and possibly strings. But 
his songs are now more succinct in verse, 
and more powerful and lengthy in 
chorus, He uses vibrant harmonies in his 
choruses, more detailed instrumentation 
in his arrangements-including vibes, 
fiddle, harmonica and French Horns
and allows his bevy of fine musicians to 
drape their owo dynamic musical state· 
ments around his songs. 

I don't know how Gordon Lightfoot has 
avoided wide popularity. He certainly is 
an artist's artist, and he is definitely 
deserving of the distinction earned by 
many other folk-country singers such as 
James Taylor and Neil Young . 

In the past, I could understand a 
person's disliking Lightfoot's serious, Ia· 
menting ~tyle. He's always been 
proficient, b,ut perhaps his honesty was a 
bit too depressing. Not so anymore. 
Gordon L4lbtfoot now rejoices amidst the 
happier things of life. He has reached his 
Summer Side of Life. · · 
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The Living Theatre, that group of freaks, maniacs, vtstonaries, those .enfants 
terribles who so captured the imagination of those LIVING who saw them, during their 
last American tour in 1969, or for the 20 years of their existence previous, have been 
arrested in Brazil. The charges, familiarly enough, are for possession of, and perhaps 
trafficking in marijuana, that most convenient of all indictments. Over their heads 
hangs the threat of the charge of subversion; the evidence being their library, con
taining books by Karl Marx, Mao Tse Tung, Jerry Rubin, among many others. The 
balance lies in the not-yet-completed translations of Julian Beck's diaries, seized in a 
raid of his house, and in other Living Theatre poems and writings. They await the final 
decision on this charge. Meanwhile, the American State Dept. has been reported to 
have said, when contacted about the matter, "Well, they've broken the law and it's a 

purely Brazilian matter. Maybe we can give them some telephone numbers for 
lawyers." 

I have done an interview with three of the "law-breakers," breakers of the law 
surely, the laws of greed, loneliness, power, slavery, death, hate; breakers of the real 
laws upon which our so-called just, temporal laws are based. They break these laws 
openly, with joy, with the happy cooperation of the people they meet in the streets 
aro1md the world. The Living Theatre is Hope. It offers Love. The people in it do not just 
speak about, nor just regret things not being different; they work to bring the creative 
force to each man, to bring him LIFE. This is not subversion; it is holiness. 

Do they belong in jail? It is our duty to get them out. -ed. 

The How·Are·You·Going·To·Stay Open in the, Seventies Cookbook 
Part 1: The keep-your-fingers~c:rossed·c:ampaign 

Raeanne: Can someone explain to me what is the reason 
for being for the Living Theatre? Why it began, and why 
it still continues. . . 
Steve: In 1947, Julian Beck and Judith Malina became 
very close with Paul Goodman and people like him and 
then, in that time, in '47, Paul Goodman said that "now 
we are few and someday we shall be many." And he 
began to explore at that particular time all the different 
possibilities of increasing what is called "conscious 
awareness" and to make people aware that conscious 
awareness will evolve and we'll be able to view life as a 
sacred happening. They began to create theatrical 
forms throughout the period leading up to 1970, and 
through the last 20 years were able to research and 
redevelop themselves to find and to continue to under
stand and study, the needs of the people so that they 
would begin to take part in the 20th century. In 1970, the 
Living Theatre, after what can be called a successful 
international tour, were forced by the times we were 
living in to drop out of the entire game or process that we 
were involved in in order to research and to study how to 
do our work and how to ask ourselves what is our work 
and what is the meaning of work and how can we change 
the concept of work and make it satisfying and fulfilling 
in order to do the work of the world which as we say is to 
increase conscious awareness. These things have 
always been Living Theatre exercises in decision 
making and the important thing is that in the 1970's the 
Living Theatre found itself dividing into two groups, 
because of a historical necessity to break apart, and to 
bring energy into different parts of the world; to begin 
finding techniques and processes that we could use in 
tPrm!il. of inl'rPa!':inP' C'on~C'ifli1Fl awar~n~s. In 1970 a nart 

Raeanne: What does that mean? 
Andy: Well, most practically, it means feeding the 
people and stopping the killing (to start with). 
Steve: And understanding the concept of distribution. 
Man's historic mistake has always been economic, and 
this thing, distribution, has always been a very vague, 
very abstract reality in terms of fulfilling man's needs. 
One of the techniques we're working on is for people to 
understand other alternatives of distribution . 
Andy: And finding out how it could work for all of us on 
both a small and a large scale. 
Steve: Right! 
Raeanne: In terms of that, can you explain why you 
went to Brazil? Does Brazil represent the kind of 
prototype oppression of the working class that you're 
talking about? 
Andy: Brazil is one of the worst countries in the world. 
I've heard figures that four people a minute die of 
hunger . . more than half the population of the 
country, which is 100 million, has a monthly income of 
less than 36 dollars, whi'ch is the federal minimum 
monthly wage in Brazil. Many people earn a hundred 
and fifty dollars a year and have ten children, and 
there's nothing to eat because all the land is producing 
coffee and sugar-cane and pineapple and so on. Two or 
three big cash crops. 
Raeanne: And do you think that this is a general 
problem throughout the world? 
Andy: Yeah, I think this is a general problem throughout 
the world. 
Raeanne: Is this what you think Is the whole problem? 
Andy: No, this isn't the whole problem. 
W•v• · At this noint. thnu~h- it's the most imoortant 

a group of students, and we would rehearse a piece, and 
do it collectively in the square, and hope to have the 
participation, at the end of it, with a few thousand people 
of that town.l'm saying this is something that we tried; 
when we got to Brazil, we didn't know we were going to 
do this. But after being in Brazil for a while, and looking 
around and talking to the people, we got on to the idea 
that if we went to a place, studied it, looked at it, and did 
a piece in the streets, that would tell us something. So we 
found out that by the experimentation of doing it, we 
would learn something. 
Raeanne: Can you give me an exact example of how 
your theater works? 
Steve: Well, we try, like everybody else tries, to respond 
to reality, you know. For example, one day, during the 
carniva! in Sao Paulo, the carnival also happens in_sao 
Paulo, a few of us were walking in the street and we saw 
like a crowd of fifty people watching a man who was 
going out on epilepsy. All of a sudden there were fifty 
people helpless and then there were fifty-three, three of 
us who were helpless too. But one of us knew something 
about what perhaps to do during an epileptic fit, and we 
went over to this man, and people told us not to go over .. 
because they believe ·in'- Brazil that epilepsy is con
tagious. But we started to do mouth-to-mouth breathing, 
massage, and artificial respiration and after a few 
minutes, we got the guy together, and'since we had done 
this thing we felt very high because we had actually done 
it, you know, and we decided to make a theater piece out 
of this by . . the police came, and we did a thing with 
the police when the police came and we put him in a car 
to go to the hospital. The fifty people who remained were 
thankin~ us, and thoul!ht we were like some bern, 
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Raeanne: What particularly made you aware of the 
need to drop out? 
Steve: Well, it's like getting high you know. It's like 
chewing gum that you've been chewing for a long time 
and the taste is gone and you begin to feel that you've 
become a part of a closed in-group. And you find that you 
represent a very small part of the prostitutes for the 
elite; which is like theater people, hookers, and people 
like that (R-magazine editors). So we found out that we 
were beginning this very difficult transition to the real 
world, and trying to-establish ourselves with new groups 
of people and in order to do this we knew that we could 
never walk into a theater again. We knew that our work 
had to be done in the streets and had to be done for free 
and also very important, to find out how we could live, 
eat, and do our work and do this without hustling 
everybody, Because everybody in this world has got to 
go out there day-by-day and hustle his bread in some 
form. So recognizing this, and trying to live our lives, we 
began this process of study, of rediscovering how we 
could do this; how we could play in the streets, how we 
could play for the poor people, how we could go into the 
elementary schools and talk to the people, how we would 
begin as much experimentation as we could and at the 
same time, live with the minimum of money, which is 
what we arc always trying to do. And how to find new 
ways to get it. So this became clear to us and we knew 
that we had to, as Julian says, fulfill our responsibility to 
taking our craft and our art, which we had loved so hard 
and on which we had worked so hard to develop, and give 
it to the people. 
Raeanne: What made you decide that it was going to be 
the working class that was going to be your target? 
Andy: Well, the working class is the class of people who 
creates the wealth of society, by virtue of whose work we 
all live privileged lives as management or manipulators 
of wealth. The people who create the wealth, the in· 
dustrial workers and the agricultural workers, are the 
people who have the power because they're the ones who 
give society its initial impetus. And we know ex
perientially that the Bourgeoise is not going to make the 
change because they're too involved with their own 
material security. And so it is to the people Who are 
going to make that change that we are directing our 
artistic energies, and our creative talent. 
Raeanne: You're talking about a change. What kind of 
change are you talking about? 
Andy: I'm talking about a change which will sweep 
across the face of humanity and change life for all of us. 

~· -~ 

mre·can seetnrougtroutmstlfry tl!ata tack or real unaer' tenoency to oo. But wnat we ma was we oemonstratea 
standing of this problem always led to a certain betrayal further . . We did mouth-to-mouth things with them 
of the people by the people. and with ourselves to show that when you see this again 
Raeanne: What is beginning to happen in Brazil? anytime you will know that this is what you can do to 
Andy: Well, Brazil has a history of a master-slave revive a person. What they got there was an exercise in 
economy, and of a master-slave human-social organi- decision-making. They knew that if they were ever 
zation which is prevalent very few other places in the confronted with a similar situation they could respond. 
world. Certainly paralleled nowhere else in the New Raeanne: This was an unplanned theater event. What 
World. The great majority of the very very poor people kind of planned theater-events did you do? 
in Brazil are black or black and Indian or a mixture of Andy: Well, for example, we did a piece with eighty 
the races so that you've got a broad-base of the poorest children in a school for their mothers for a Mother's Day 
of the poor people, the ones who really can just keep it play. Which was a very exciting experience, getting up 
together to survive. You've got a social system whereby at 7 o'clock in the morning and going to school and doing 
the master and the slave are involved in a sado-maso- this number with these kids. Very great experience with 
chistic relationship in which the slave loves to be the these children; they loved us. They just loved us. They 
slave and the master loves being the master, but the just went.right out on us. 
slave is dying because of his oppression. Raeanne: Can you describe what the play would be 
Raeanne: The Living Theatre went to Brazil because it about? 
knew of the situation. . . "Steve: Let's say that all our plays continue to deal with 
Steve: One ofthe reasons we went to Brazil is that it was the same thing. This deals with increasing conscious 
almost a training period in terms of being in a reality , awareness, but to be more specific, there are exercises 
where one wants to do his creative work, and, as he which have been revealed to us in this century, human 
knows it's creative work, what he would be doing in a exercises which we must continually practice. These 
place like Brazil it's almost impossible. So what we were exercises always deal with how we can relate better to 
forced to do, was to seek and find a new level of a!}- each other to do the work of the world. How we can be 
proach. In this situation, we were forced to go awareofthealienationbeinguponusagain; that we can 
somewhere else in our thinking, in our actions, in our begin to rewrite the How-you-gonna-stay-open-in-the-
relationships and so we felt that this would be very in- Seventies Cookbook . . . 
teresting because we felt that how it was in Brazil was Andy: And make ourselves into a people .. 
how it was going to be in this part of the world in a few Steve: We have to be aware of this, of how ill-prepared 
years. And we say that our work is built and continually we are, and how we can begin to exist in a certain type of 
based on the concept of non-violence , openness contact and creativity with each other no 
Raeanne: You went to Brazil, sophisticated, having matter what happens. 
traveled and performed in a lot of the capitals of the Raeanne: You're still not describing what you would 
world, you went to Brazil to find a very poor reality. How do specifically. 
did you, your work, make the transition to become part Steve: For example, thetenmaleswhoareinjail now in 
of the structure of the lives of these people? Belo Horizonte, in order for their survival, and since 
Steve: For example, when Judith and Julian got off the they are separated in the cells, and since they are in 
airplane, the media was there, and the media said "Why there with another hundred and fifty Brazilian 
have you come to Brazil?" and they said, "Well, we've prisoners, what they decided to do was to get permission 
come to do theater for the people." You know, and this to do a theatrical piece with the guards and for the other 
was played up in a11 the newspapers, and that's what we ·prisoners in the prison. 
proceeded to do. So for eli.ample, we were invited to a Raeanne: And the purpose of this was to teach the other 
town, say Rio Claro, in tile State of Sao Paulo, and what prisoners that they could do theater' for themselves? 
we did there was we studied the situation, since we had Andy: The purpose was to bring the community of 
an invitation to perform a piece there and we were prisoners, who are a co1J1munity by virtue of their being·· 
students of that . . forced to live together under one roof, to bring the 
Raeanne:. Who extended you the invitations? community of prisoners together, to create human 
Steve: We got them from the mayors. First through solidarity between them. Because jail is a place which, 
cultural people, and then through the mayors. We found by its very nature, is supposed to create alienation 
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between one human being and another and between one 
human being and himself. 
Steve: A very important thing. Alex Trochee said 
years ago: "When the play ends, the murder begins." 
And this is it, is that all our work, all our life is based on 
keeping this play; in whatever form it is, whatever you 
can make out of it, whatever you can do, whatever you 
can think of, whatever you can experiment with, with 
anything that can get you to a point where you can be a 
creative human being in this society, anything that will 
take you out there and make you soar and allow you to 
play this fantastic thing that is calling us to play to 
survive at this point. It's all based on: We must play or 
the murder begins. 
Raeanne: The jail thing I understand because that was 
under extreme circumstances; people were desperate. 
Bu.t when you did the children's play, what did you do? 
Andy: Well, we were invited by the school to come and 
do a play for Mother's Day with the children. There were 
all different conceptions of Mother's Day. So we figured 
out to have all the kids write dreams about their 
mothers, dreams or poems or compositions. This was as 
the physical rehersals were beginning. We had all the 
children write dreams about their mothers, and we took 
six of them, and the play is called Six Dreams About 
Mother. We created a dream piece around the text oi 
three children's dreams, and we ... Do you want to 
know what the overall concept of the play was? 
Raeanne: What did you do? 
Andy: We found in the dream that all of the dreams and 
compositions were dreams and compositions of 
adoration for the mother. Adulation of the Mother Fi· 
gure, and so we constructed the play in three parts: the 
rite of adoration, the rite of the de-mystification of the 
mother figure and the rite of Iibera lion of the children. 
We put it into various physical forms ... 
Raeanne: What should the end result have been in the 
minds of the children? 
Steve: The end result in the minds of the children is 
always: that you create a trip for thern to take, open up 
certain doors in their perception, in their feeling which 
they do not get in school, which their parents do not have 
the time to give them, which usually they would have to 
learn much later on. To key off certain mechanisms 
which lie between the black-and-white of it all. To begin 
to help us to learn how to deal with this Twentieth 
Century ... 
Raeanne: That basically is the purpose of a lithe plays? 
Steve & Andy: Right. 

CRAWDADDY 

goes, they are not equipped or prepared to respond. Now 
our work is not based on "get your thing together, man, 
quickly" or "wake-up" but at this point, our thing is 
trying to slow it down a bit so that we can see what 
inroads can be made in communication so they can 
begin to open and begin to exercise their wills as an 
exercise for them through theatrical interplay with what 
we can provide with each other. Because we're not 
saying specifically, do this or do that or that's great or 
that's terrible; we're trying to create a situation so that 
something can happen between all of us, a specific ex· 
perience that is going to get these people launched in 
some way in any way. Launched in some way of 
thinking, of changing their perception. 
Andy: Into a recognition of their own power? 
Steve: Right. It's essential that they recognize their own 
power. Also people hold on less dearly to their racial, 
cultural, class myths, as their physical suffering in· 
creases. That is, as the people get hungrier, as the 
people's daily physical torment accelerates, and at· 
tenuates, the people hold on less dearly to the old forms 
because, just in their struggle, in their manipulations to 
survive, they are constantly having to deal with new 
forms. 
Raeanne: To speak generally, you found that you were, 
or were not, accepted in the village in which you lived? 
Andy: We were generally warmly received. 
Steve: Because that is also part of the objective. 
Wherever we must go, part of our preparation and 
exercise is how to get the people ... what we can do, as 
human beings, to get the people to dig us, so we can dig 
them and they can dig us so that we can begin to com· 
municate. That's all part of what we can call "Stage 
One," entering any situation, asking what can you do to 
make the people dig you at some level. 
Andy: It's also a question of finding the technique. of 
what we call "the language of tpe people." Now when 
you want to communicate to th' people, you ... 
Raeanne: Did )IOU all learn to speak ... 
Steve & Andy: Portuguese. 
Andy: When you talk to the people, when you want to 
find out what language the people speak, the people 
speak the Language of the People, and the language of 
the people is that which is most effective in com· 
municating most clearly the deepest sources of their 
being. The real sources of their humanity which are 
often crusted with suffering, you know, with scars ... 
Raeanne: You found that you were generally warmly 
received, yet the Living Theatre got busted and they are 
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Raeanne: Of general guilt? 
Andy: Guilt for smoking I guess. Or of being in flagrant 
possession of marijuana. 
Raeanne: So the charges were marijuana? 
Steve: Yeah, but later they went into the house, and 
they got hold of our library, which had books by Karl 
Marx, Mao Tse Tung, Jerry Rubin, Abbie, copies of the 
Bible because we were preparing this thing called the 
"Legacy of Cain," hundreds of other books which were 
part of our research library. Then they began to play this 
game called subversion. That is, no charges of sub· 
version, but they're still studying the books, and they're 
still translating personal diaries, and so this charge is 
sort of hanging. 
Raeanne: There's a possibility that they could charge 
you with subversion? 
Steve: There is a possibility, yes. 
Raeanne: Do they have to make the charges clear? 
Steve: In Brazil, unlike America, you are guilty until 
you are proven innocent. That's the difference. The 
Brazilian police don't know how to handle the situation. 
Like ali of a sudden, they are getting pressure from 
certain groups, and they are responding, because that's 
their role, to function as a cool-out group for the troubles 
of the establishment. 
Raeanne: So you weren't arrested for anything specific, 
just because of a generalized ... 
Steve: Hysteria. 
Raeanne: Hysteria on the part of the leaders of the 
country or of the town to whom you posed a general 
threat. They didn't know what ... 
Andy: They really didn't know quite what. Also they 
thought ... there's a big movement in Brazil now to 
clean up the youth, a movement which is doomed from 
the beginning ~ its very nature. They hope to use us as 
an exl!,mple,. a threat and a warning to the youth of 
Brazil. ' 
Raeanne: To not what? 
Andy: To not take the path of creativity in life. 
Raeanne: But in their minds tq not what? 
Andy: To not take the path of creativity in life. 
Steve: It's like Dylan's song ,about Mr. Jones. They 
don't know what's happening they're trying ,to find out 
and that's why they're using this Living Theatre now like 
a probe. They asked one of the Brazilian Boys why do so 
many people between the ages of 14 and 25 smoke 
marijuana. Does it have something to do with society? In 
other words: in Brazil, it's culturally 15 or 20 years 
behind. They don't know what's happening, and this is 
"'""" H'""'"'" h .. ,; ... ,... f.n ;;,..,.4 ,.,. ..,..,f'l f.h,:!M 1t"o a Httlt> 
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Aiia)i:- It was a myth io whidt-tiieywere-enslllved. 
Raeanne: Right. but in a .!IOCiety like Brazil, there are 
other myths, aren't there? The religious m>the plays? 

Andy: Brazil is a myth. 
Raeanne: But I mean, they must have others. 
Andy: Property, for instance. , . Tradition, family. 
Raeanne: So what about religion, tradition, family etc? 
Andy: These things are a sociological phenomenon 
which represent a world-myth, that the only possible 
form of human relationship is Master and Slave. This 
myth that the master and the slave are two instinctual, 
organic attitudes of man towards his fellow man is the 
myth which has created war, which has created slavery 
through love, which has created property, which has 
created capital and so on and so on and so on. The 
necessity for this myth to be broken has never been so 
urgent as it is today. 
Raeanne: Why? 
Andy: Because the human race is in the process of 
committing suicide. The despair which has been 
engendered by the lack of vision of alternative struc· 
lures among the people who are repressed by the 
church, by the state, by capital and so on, is devastating 
the planet. Our theatrical work is to de-mystify this 
myth and to provide alternative organic life-structures, 
work-structures, economic structures, sexual struc
tures, social structures, which have been seen as the 
lights of prophecy over the last six thousand years. But 
because of the more or less slow progress of technology 
over the last six thousand years, rapid progress, but 
slow in terms of human time, have not been able to come 
to fruition in terms of actual organization. 
Raeanne: Did you discover great distrust in the people? 
Andy: No, the people had a large trust in us. When they 
came to recognize the fact that we were other human 
beings working ... 
Raeanne: It seems that the people hold on very dearly 
to their myths, and it seems to me that you came in and 
said OK we're going to break down your six thousand 
year myths, we're going to give you a whole new way to 
think: although they might think that it might be in· 
teresting, their resistance might be high because it was 
going against everything they've been taught for 
generations. 
Steve: It has something to do with how you approach it 
all and how we can begin to work, what we call now, "in 
between the black-and-white of it all." In other words, 
people have always been faced with two extremes, 
because of these two extremes as far as communication 

Preto with the festival. We did come there. We did rent a 
house. Two weeks later the director changed his mind 
about the direction of the festival. They said they saw us, 
or they heard "strange stories about us, but the reason 
why we could not perform at the festival was never 
made clear. Since we had paid the rent on the house for 
a few months, and since we found the city very rich in 
human resources, we decided to continue our work. We 
had heard that during the festival, courses were given, 
and we tried to get in touch with the mayor to see if we 
could give an acting course. This was to be done in the 
local square, and we were waiting for this answer. But 
we had heard after we had been arrested that a certain 
priest was preaching violent sermons agaiost us because 
he said we were corrupting the youth of this city. And 
since the whole idea of getting into the body and long 
hair is still taboo because of Catholicism in South 
America, one pressure plus another pressure plus 
another pressure plus certain fears amongst people of 
certain groups, finally concocted some insanity which 
made the police move in some way to cool us out in terms 
of the information they were getting. Which wasn't real, 
and so we were busted with our door open. We were 
leaving our door open as part of an experiment to have 
people come in, to sort of have an open place when we 
weren't rehearsing. The police came in with their dogs, 
and they came in also with their grass because there was 
no grass in our house. They took the people to jail, the 
fifteen people who were in the house. They made them 
sign these documents saying that they were guilty. 
People were forced, and people were hit. 
Raeanne: You mean tortured? 
Steve: Well one of the boys, two, received electric 
shock, one of them on his genitals and ... 
Raeanne: To make him admit that he had, .. 
Steve: It was a probe, a Pavlovian Probe. 
Andy: To see how he reacts. Also because the boy was a 
black Brazilian, he was immediately treated as dirt. 
Steve: For example, one guard had said in Portuguese to 
another guard, about Jimmy Anderson, who is one of the 
black boys in our group "how come this Creole didn't get 
killed in Vietnam?" , · 

Raeanne: What were they tryiJg to find out? 
Steve: The people were made to'sign a statement saying 
they were guilty. They were allowed to read 
it. It was never translate(( into English for those whose 
Portuguese was not very good at that time. 
Raeanne: Do you llnow what it" was? 
Andy: It was a statement of guilt. 

Raeanne: So the three of you are fortunately out of Bra· 
zil, Steve, you managed to escape, and Mary and Andy, 
through some kind of peculiar good fortune, you 
managed to get released on a technicality. What are you 
going to do now? 
Steve: Our work now is to get the rest of the theatre out 
of jail, and out of Brazil. Including, and this is the hard. 
est part, the Brazilian members of the company who 
were taken. It's very important that we get help on all 
levels, anything that anyone can do can help tremen· 
dously ... 
Raeanne: What, for example, could someone who cares 
who reads this do, speclflcally? 
Steve: It's very important, if anyone happens to be into 
any bread today, we know bread is tight, to have money 
for food, for lawyers, and if the people get deported, to 
fly them out, because I don't think the Brazilian Govt. 
would PaY for it. But immediately, mainly for lawyers. 
And also, any ideas that you people have in these areas 
that will help us would be appreciated. Either of these, 
or botH, can be sent to: 

The Living Theatre Defense Fund 
c-oBeck 

800 West End Ave. 
New York, N.Y. 

Raeanne: Anything to be done directly, in Brazil? 
Steve: The best thing, and possibly the potentially most 
important would be to write to the Brazilian Govt. itself, 
but very cool, very outside, stressing the artisti~ con· 
.l.ribution of the theatre throughout the world, and the 
injustice of its imprisonment. These should be sent to 
either - both: 

President Garrastazy Medici 
via Col. Oct a vio Costa 
Office of the President for Public Relations 
Planalto Palace 
Brasilia DF 
Brazil 

-. David Hazan 
Renato Aragao , 
D.O. Political and Social Order 
Avenida Alfonso Perra 
Belo Horizonte 0 

Minas Gerais 
Brazil 
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R~-R~VI~WS 
A REGURGITORY BRIEF SAMPLER OF PAST REVIEWS 

Brothers, the Flying Burrito: "A very line, low-key album ... it !eels good to 
listen to, can help in mom en~ when you need company." (Peter Knoblerl 

Canned Heal-LIVE IN EUROPE: "A lot of people are going to miss thai 
band." (Jo~n Swenson) 

Country Joe-HOLD ON IT'S COMING: "Diverse ideas and musical styles ... 
Joe telling us nothing is absolute." (Teddy Zeitlin) 

Crowbar-BAD MANORS: "Like Canned Heal, Crowbar plays the blues and 
has fun doing il." (Greg Mitchell) 

Heron, Mike-SMILING MEN WITH BAD REPUTATIONS: //Presents !he best 
of his ISB.type music periodically, and delightfully, contrasted with some 
refreshing hard rock. lfs ministrelsy cum soul. 11 (Mitchell) 

James Gang-THIRDS: 11AIIIhe Ingredients lor a stellar album are present, 
but they're just not utilized effectively. 11 (Mitchell) 

King, Freddie-GETTIN READY: 11The two more publicized Kings, B. B. and 
Albert, have got nothing on Freddie ... '' (Swenson) 

Kooper, AI-NEW YORK CITY YOU'RE A WOMAN: "The lone Is general 
madness; the musical nature is lush with a screw loose ... II works because ol 
!he nature of what he's saying." (Knobler) 

Matthews, lan-IF YOU SAW THRO MY EYES: "ne record aHracts a good 
part of my attention, but only when I'm in the same somber mood as Mat· 
thews." (Allan Richards) 

Memphis ~lim:-BLUE MEMPHI~: "One ol the most successful entries in the 
blues revival sweepstakes." (~wensonl 

Mother Earth-BRING ME HOME: "Their lirsllolally satisfying album." 
/Alil,l-•111 

James Gang 

Rascals-PEACEFUL WORLD: One can sense a rare serenity and 
naturalness. But the importance ollhe records lies In what is being said ... 
Peacdul World does succeed for the most part. '1 (Richards) 

Russell, Leon-AND THE ~HEL TER PEOPLE: ' 1 ~pecial madness ... 
Altogether real and unreal ... And good." ( Knobler) 

Sebastian, John-REAL LIVE: "lrrllalingly cute and lruslralingly un. 
lullilled." (Patrick ~nyder) 

Stewart, Rod-EVERY PICTURE TELL~ A HORY: 11 lt yields, more than 
anything else, boredom." (~nyded. 

l· 

~ons-FOLLOW YOUR HEART: '1The soloing on this album is the cleanest, 
most original I've heard in years." (Swenson) 

Taylor, James-MUD~'LIDE SLIM: "It's a record that·w~ll keep you good 
company for ~6~ miles in a rainstorm, and that's good company.~~ ( Knobler) 

Tuna, Hot-HR~T PULL UP, THEN PULL DOWN: "There111 be no"Whlle 
Rabbit tonight!" (Snyder) 

Tun, Jethr~AQUALUNG: '' ... leaves more to the imagination then a 
repetitive rill." (Richards) 

Wray, Link: "An unsensational but wonderfully honest and revealing look at 
one of rock1

S loraollen fathers." I itch II 
1987 
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PAGE 6 CRAWDADDY 

half 
notes 

Procol Harum lost guitarist 
Robbie Trower but gained back 
organist extraordinaire Matthew 
Fisher. Trower wants to write more 
(he's tontributed two or three songs 
to each of the last few Procol 
albums) and obviously wouldn't 
have had the chance to do that with 
Fisher rejoining the group. He's 
replaced by David Ball. Fisher, with 
Gary Brooker, gave Procol their 
early "sound" and the group suf
fered when he left two years ago, 
turning to simple hard rock since 
then. Fisher's re-appearance, then, 
more than makes up for Trower's 
disappearance-though it would 
have been nice to have the old group • 
completely back together. 

What kind of music do American astronauts listen to as they are propelled to 
and from the Moon? If you think it's just Percy Faith and Andy Williams, you're 
completely out of orbit. The Apollo 15 crew, for example, were piped 
Into the Beatles, the Band, early Simon, Frank Sinatra· and the Doors. 
However, the hiphess of the program depends a great deal on the lndlvlpual 
astronaut. AI Warden, the command module pilot, asked for the Carpenters, 
Simon & Garfunkel and the "West Point March." Mission commander Dave 
Scott didn't I!.Sk for anything. Maybe he didn't want to get "spaced" out ... 
"spacedu out ... 

• • • 
WORKS-IN-PROGRESS: A new album from Barbra Strelsand, again in the 
rock vein, featuring backing by all-girl quartet, Fanny. Tunes Include Carole 
King's "Where You Lead" ..• A new Kinks album, tentatively titled "Songs I 
Oid for Auntie/' which will include several songs Ray Davies wrote for BBC
TV. Davies' "Arthur" is being readied for the stage and he's also done a couple 
of soundtracks ... A "super" BB King album, featuring back-up by Ringo 

tf
'!! 

~ o·~.t~ ~ . 

~-

A friend of mlne told me that Pblllp 
Jose Farmer's To Your Scattered Bodle~ 
Go (G.P:Putnam) is the most Important 
book of science fiction in 1971 so far, so of 
course I read it rilmt away and I suppose 

Farmer's last novel, Lord Tyger <Dou· 
bleday, 1970), was good but was gleefully 
overdone as a parody-satire on Tarzan 
and somewhat confusing for a while. To 
Your Scattered Bodies Go is much better· 

••. ,. ' -- ____ , mL!- :-
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Wright's 2nd A&M album wlfh George Harrison and many others ... a new 
Nillson, produced by Richard Perry ... A Seem on & Marijke album produced 
by Graham Nash ... A comeback lp b) golden oldie Ray Peterson ... a new 
Apple offering by Mary Hopkins ... Dr. John's "The Sun, the Moon and the 
Herbs" . . albums by Dian, Delaney & Bonnie and former Iron Butterflyer 
Lee Dorman (not together, of course) ... "Nigel Olson's Drum Orchestra and 
Chorus,'' by Elton John's drummer ... albums from two whatever-happened-
los: Sam the Sham and P. F. Sloan ... A comedy record from the "Great 
American Dream Machine's" great Marshall Efron ... yet another "rock 
opera," this time courtesy of Kenny Rogers and the First Edition (titled 
"Calico") ... Poco's "From the Inside" (finished) ... Jefferson Airplane's 
last for RCA now completed ... Grateful Dead doing another live lp ... 
Jerry Garcia also doing a solo ... Creedence finally starting another one, but 
Van Morrison's undecided . 

• •• 

The Beach Boys seem to be making more news than anybody these days. The 
latest bit of BB inside dope explains that "Surf's Up," the legendary song· 
composed by Brian Wilson and Van Dyke Parks five years ago Is now being 
released as a single. "Surf's Up" was the ditty Brian performed with Leonard 
Bernstein on TV, Lenny calling it one of t~e great compositions of all time. With 
that kind of hype surrounding it, Brian decided to let It lie low. Until now. 

By the way, "Surf's Up"' has nothing to do with surfing. Meanwhile, Mike 
Love has written a song called "Student Demonstration Time/' based (loosely) 
on the 50's hit, "Riot In Cellblock No.9." And, finally, Dennis Wilson will be out 
of action except for singing for three months with a badly Injured and he 
nearly lost after he shattered a window pane while attempting an ;c.:rt<~llalion. 
The BB have hired a substitute drummer. 

·lltWel"llrllOOJWa!T'eaay om mnryeann-:51'" 
that are better in many ways, but unless 
my memory fails me, all of them have 
been collections of short stories by single 
authors: Tom Disch's Fun With Your 
New Head <Doubleday), or J.G. Bal
lard's Vermilion Sands (Berkeley Books) 
or Roger Zelazny's The Doors of His 
Face (Doubleday), to name three. 

But Farmer's novel is obviously a rna· 
jor effort from an important writer of SF 
and it is Volume I of a series of novels. 

lva"~,...ir:'vni''-VUC'-5>.-vU.t' VI. """""t-.. V"''"'I.II:' 

I 
to another at several points, using a nar
row focus on the hero, the reincarnation 
of Sir Richard Burton. And it is partly 
'due to the nature of the novel as part of 
·some larger work. The conclusion is 
openended. 

Burton, the hero, is surrounded by a 
cast of interesting characters, including 
a neanderthal man, the real Alice (for 
whom Lewis Carroll wrote), Peter J airus 
Frigate <Philip Jose Farmer) and Her
mann Goring. Unfo;tunately, the inter-

FAWN CITY 
Black -Magic Ecology: 

by David Cramer 

Oou~le-faum 
in t~e 

Central Par~ Rain-ffiist 
or 

~reen-l~orn Snarl 
PART VII: 

ne Su~-Permia 
. ' 

~'LASH!! The oaks in Central Park are 
dying . . . this has happened within the 
last half month (as of June 3oth) a 
phenomenally rapid occurrence. Central 
Park is vastly overwatered (see the 
preceding six articles in this series), 
mostly as a result of The Thermal E/lect 
which scientists have been warning us 
aboat for the last 15 years (The poor 
w!irkmanship of the Italian-American 

NYC Dept. of Water and Sanitation 
during the building of the South Lawn, 
Little Lawn, Dale and Great Lawn - c. 
1925-36 - contributed to today's 
problems.) Now termites are killing the 
oaks . 

But while the oaks die, the beech, 
various berry trees and the palleres 
vines prosper mightily the climate of 
The Greater New York Area is un
dergoing a vast shift with increasingly 
heavy rains, and tremendously heavy 
fungus - beautiful green-black moss, 
mildews, rots, lichens . 

The Kalevale, the National Epic of 
Finland, tells of Poljola, or Ostro-Bothnia 
- the land east of the Bothnian Sea which 
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RECWORDS= 

WEATHER REPORT 
Columbia C30661 

by John Swenson 

After many years of struggling for a 
new identity, "jazz" has broken thtough 
to a new mode of musical expression. 
Miles Davis spearheaded this move with 
a tremendous splurge of creative energy, 
culminating with his outstanding group 
of last year. 

The avant garde in jazz learned a few 
lessons in dynamics and use of electronic 
amplification from its kid brother, rock, 
and the result is a kind of space probe 
music. Davis blazed tlits trailwith power 
and self assurance; now comes the time 
for the fruit of this influence to be reaped. 
Weather Report, although influenced 
heavily by Davis, provides a contrast to 
\Iiles' conception of the new music, for 
they combine traditional elements with 
the new format to expand the limits of 
both and come up with a music whose 
power to express mood is stretched along 
with the possibilities of the genre itself. 

Weather Report's first album is 
electronic program music, eight tracks 
each oasetl on a title-theme that sets the 
mood of the piece and provides a 
springboard for creative improvisation 
Each member of the group has the gift·of 
'eloquent. mu~ical expression, and their 
combined dialectic allows for a com
-p!iea~QQ ilOI'y t0 be spun from the sim
plest of threads into a magnificent 

- .. , 

tapestry of sound: "A soundtrack for 
your imagination and your head," as Joe 
Zawinul puts it. 

The j{ey to Weather Report's success is 
the combination of three of the most 
respected jazz musicians in the world 
<Wayne Shorter saxophone, Joe 
Zawinul- piano, and Miroslav Vitous
bass) witll a sophisticated percussive 
section made up of Alphonse -Mouzon 
(drums) and Alrto Moreira <pure per
cussion l. Shorter has been making great 
music ever since Birdland was the place 
to go, and spent several years in the late 
fifties and early sixties with one of the 
most impressive Miles Davis groups ever 
assembled. Zawinul is as noted for his 
writing ability as he is for his keyboard 
work, having written classics like 
"Mercy, Mercy, Mercy" and "In A Silent 
Way." Here he adds a mystic depth to the 
group with his compositions "Orange 
Lady" and "Waterfall." Vitous is the 
most renowned. young bassist around. 
Having already made a big name for 
himself· in Euroll!!_ through his amazing 
synthesis of styles, he came to America 
where his talents were even more widely 
appreciated. He also did a stint with the 
Miles Davis group at one point, as did 
Airto Moreira, who was in Miles' most 
recent group. : 

The album opens with a pure, ominous 
electric sound: "Milky Way," a nuclear 
womb image, chipping with cool echo on 
Zawinul 's piano and just a peep or two 
from Shorter's sax, a delicate, sensual 
flutter of reed. Next comes "1Jmbreltas," 
a composite cut sparked with quick city 

... 4 t. T 

Joe Zawinul: Mercy, mercy, mercy 

rhythms. 
A Miroslav Vitous number, "Seventh 

Arrow," follows with a declamatory 
opening and lots of percussion leading in 
to Zawinul 's first passage. Shorter starts 
to trade casually with Zawinul. They 
climb a scale into a frenzied theme 
restated from tbe first, pulled out by 
Vitous into a perking slugger that 
everyone gets .caught up in. Shorter is 
suddenly off, chunking ounweet runs 
with lots of humor and just a touch of 
laziness. The cut climaxes tern· 
pestuously, then breaks to the ending, 
leading into the most beautiful piece on 
the album, "Orange Lady." 

"Morning Lake" opens side two with a 
dawning feeling underlined with the 
tweet of bird whistles. Shorter comes in 

'with a 4:30A.M. riff that sounds like the 

end product of twenty years of his life. 
Waves of sound build this cut to a 
crescendo finish. 

Shorter's two compositions, ''Tears" 
and "Eurydice" close up the album with 
a very traditional feeling, Shorter going 
back to his time-tested lines to finish up 
with a resounding note of finality. 
"Tears" has Shorter present a dripping 
sad state of mini!, lightened quickly by 
Mouzon as a vocal line signals new in· 
teres!. "Eurydice" Starts off as the 
peppiest thing on the album, sounding .. 
almost s}Vingish in places. The playful;· 
carefreE! opening features Vitous 
sauntering along on bass and Shorter 
playing with sass. As the cut nears the 
end it suddenly becomes very lyrically 
sad, Shorter crying it to the end. 
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by Jeff Jacks 

Linear Thoughts formed while 
reading a Spatial Mess-Mass 
titled Timothy Leary-Jail 
Notes published by Douglas 
Book Corporation, paper, 154 
pages, $2.95. 

Maybe it's intentional. Maybe the pro
blem is some kind of built-in spaced-out 
McLuhanism on the order of "I write 
therefore I am a book." Welllluilt-in be 
damned. that's flimsy carpentry at· 
tempting to nail together a thesis which 
puts Descartes before the horse. And the 
basic problem in reviewing a. Timothy 
Leary book is that Leary's politics and 
life style and dtug proselytizing con· 
stantly interfere with any attempt at a 
reasoned judgment of the book itself. 
Particularly when the book is so empty of 
content as this one. 

There are some good things in Jail 
Notes. Whether they're worth $2.95 

~ s • 
j 
& 

depends I guess on how much bread 
you've got to spend. It's a "quality 
paperback" which is another way of 
saying it's printed in the awkward size 
that's difficult to steal. But it's printed 
nicely, and one of the good things about 
the book is its cover and graphic lav-out. 

Another good thing is the introduction 
by Allen Ginsberg. Only you may bave 
read it before. A reprint of two essays 
previously published in the Village l!oice 
and Evergreen. It neatly, briefly 
delineates lire railroading techniques the 
Feds used to get Leary. Probably anyone 
interested enoll!lh to pick up the book 
already knows the basic details of the 
conviction, but with Nixon-Agnew
Mitchell and the rest of that jerky bunch 
still in action itdoesn'thurt to refresh the 
memory with the story. That the Fed 
simply overstepped his star nobody 
questions. Except hopefully maybe the 

Supreme Court. Let us add though, did 
not the Fed do exactly what the Fed was 
expected to do? 

The bulk of the book is made up of notes 
purportedly written Feb. 25, '70 to May 
12, '70, while Leary was being shifted 
between the Orange County and Chino 
jails and where he, not so unique as he 
seems to think but rather like the 
majority of prisoners in every pur
portedly free society, was waiting word 
on his appeal. The phrase "purportedly 
free society" is the way he would have it. 
And has it. And has it . And has it. That 
America's got some changes to make is 
no big news. Tbat the government has 
taken a righteously fascistic turn is so 
well known it's a cliche. With all the 
values of a cliche. Thing of it is c nowhere 
in the book does Leary acknowledge or 
even hint at the truth that the more 
freedom a nation, society, commune 
grants its members the deeper and more 
difficult becomes each individual's 
responsibility both for self and for 
fellows. Instead, be blithely chants Only 
Hope Is Dope. Never mentioning the 
drudgery of tending test tubes or that the 
sap from opium poppies is collected by 
slave labor. Or how cheap it is to sdate 
people. 

I doubt if these notes as presented were 
actually written in jail. Probably they 
were started there, then worked on later. 
Because they have a curious, linear 
construction which if not later added 
would lead to the conclusion that the 
notes were fashioned to fit a precon· 
ceived plan. A most decidedly slanted 
form of observation. 

But what a masterstroke of con· 
struction it is. Lo! saints be praised! In 
one brilliant lit'ry coup he manages to rip 
off both Dante and Gurdjieff by •. !!'eating. 

_,. his experience under 8 headings (Karina 
· circles?) of Hell. Not that they're the 

only writers to get ripped. And raped. 
-Sometimes the rips are acknowledged, 
sometimes not.-Wben they are, a curious 
additional problem arises. For Instance, 
a certain passage is credited to Matt. 
XXVI, 24. Granted, various translations 
exist, but Leary's quote certainly does 
not match up with my King James. 

Ah well, I can't really say what I ex
pected to find by checking out the 
Christian Bible. Rationality as opposed 
to Rational is the house rule in this 
Master's house. By the time I got fo Matt. 
I had already passed his word game 
analysis of Charles Man Son, who he had 
apparently convicted in April. Many 
months before the jury delivered a guilty 
verdict, three months before Nixon 
publically said it. Leary points out tbat 
Manson was an honor graduate from 
American penal institutions. That 
Charley also liked his acid is skipped 
over quickly. Nor does Leary bother to 
explore or develop the genuine 
sociological germ in his prison-college 
analogy. That would require thinking 
about someone, something other than 
hims~Jf. He just relates Manson to his 
own suffering and then trips on. And on. 
Ego,maniacal wanderinl!s of the type of 
privileged information usually sobbed 
out on a psychiatrist's couch. Often 
embarrassing. Jolly packed with a 
humor bound to delight all who laugh at 
freaks. And repeat dead echo repeat all 
the way. Dope is hope. I am Socrates. I 
am persecuted. Blacks are better than 
whites. Until finally the image which 
comes through is of a man swirling in 
front of a triptych mirror trying to catch 
sight of the back of his head. He doesn't 
so much gap credibility as drown it in a 
,flashing pool of shallow reflections, some 
of the reflections being downright lies. 
Every so often he reaches out to touch the 
glass. His nails scrape the surface in a 
primal screech which enters the world as 
his Word. 

Let's examine a few reflections. 
Under the heading CHEMICAL 

WARFARE we get the following: 
The destruction of American Indian 

culture was not accomplished by 
physical force. The deliberate strategy 
was psychopharmacological. The 
specific tac(ical weapon was alcohol. 

Just not true. Liquor historically was 
the white . man's private holding. In 
certain western territories it was a 
hanging offense to give onell booze to an 
Indian. Laws against sale to Indians 
remained on the books of some states 
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sexually the sense of strangeness, the 
incredible excited shy self-consciousness 
of any rebirth. How to? Well, Peter 
W arshall reminds us that in Hindu 
culture, newlyweds, usually very young, 
spend days exploring in sublime innocent 
detail the body of the loved one. When 
they finally luck, one imagines it to be 
celestial in its neural depth and 
exaltation. We can get to that place. 
Hindu newlyweds, you 12, me 14, you 
freed of your Sevente@n magazine 
coynesses, me freed of my Playboy 
magazine macho. Both of us freed of our 
Seventeen-Playboy sex-object orien
tation. We "let die" the sophistications 
those magazines lay on-and we get back 
to the pristine beginning. 

The taboos we lived with prior to the 
sexual revolution led us to think of the 
sexual as separate from the spiritual. 
The perspective of Tantric metaphysics 
is that each of the seven body chakras is 
capable of orgasm. Tantrism also con
tains the concept of dakini, those wise 
women who transmitted spiritual lessons 
through fucking. Both of these ideas are 
important for us today. Fucking is a 
learning experience for both men and 
women. What is learned is sometimes 
crucial-for example, how to stay loose 
and live pleasantly on the edge of con
sciousness. The knowledges transmitted 
through fucking are deep because they 
are neural. 

The spiritual and the sexual flow as one 
desire. In the past few months, by great 
good luck I broke through the experience 
of "the third eye" and experience of th,e 
chakra located where the two sides of the' 
rib cagemeet at the lower center of the 
chest. In each case the skin seemed to 
.n.non ha,..ntnt> ur~rn1 Qnti C!Aiic:!if-hrt~ till 
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by Greg Mitchell 
of fitness for Homo sapiens. This of 
course affects sexuality enormously. The 
biologist Heinz Meng recently simulated, 
within a large cage, a peregrine falcon 
environment so this noble species might 
be able to breed in captivity. (Captivity 
necessary to keep the female away from 
ingestions of DDT, whieh interferes 
decisively with her hormone production). 
The simulation was adequate, but only 
marginally so; the situation was delicate 
and Meng had to use this wiles; so <San 
Francisco Chronicle 6-14-71): "during 
the mating season he would cower away 
from !lie cage after feeding when the as
sertive male wailed and clawed at him as 
a suspected intruder on the next. This, he 
said, helped the tiercel (male falcon) feel 
more assertive and 'masculine' during 
this period." 

LOST HOPE 

Within the marginal human North 
American environment the male 
presently seems more exhausted and 
fearful than the female. Perhaps the 
current economic depression works more 
insidiously on the male nervous 
system. Wome~ may wish to make 
autumn a benign Sadie Hawkins season 
to bring out the "masculinity" of those 
exhausted uncertain unemployed males. 
Emphatically not, however, to increase 
breeding within the crowded cages of our 
cities! 

Way back at solstice time, December 
'70, Miss Joanne Kyger, meditating the 
(then) coming yang half of the cycle, 
wrote in one of her well·know.n 
notebooks: 

The Male Must Get Through, 
which is a seed-pun for this year. 

Intensifications of male demoraliza
tion will lead to intensifications of global 
WSlrf::lrP. ~nrl nthP.r hinllitinl hP.b::~vlnr ThP 

Bob Hope really doesn't deserve all the criticism he's been getting from 
people who disagree with his politics- does he? Even his beloved soldiers in 
Vietnam have been booing him on his last couple Christmas tours, and some of 
his recent statements (courtesy LIFE magazine) illustrate why: 

-"The Vietnam war Is a beautiful thing - we paid in a lot of gorgeous 

American lives, but we're not sorry for it." 
-"A lot of people ask me how I feel aboutthe Vietnam conflict. It isn't a war; 

If it was a war, we wouldn't have this conflict today, the military would have 
been allqwed to· take care of It In the right manner." 

-"Ladles and Gentlemen, when you hear politicians running on a peace 

platform, suspect them!" 
-"A lot of people are worried about the kids today. I'm not. I'm worried 

about the kids of tomorrow. What are they going to do for parents?" 
-"Mayor Daley is a great man. He did the right thing at the time of the 

Democratic convention." 
-"You see kids up on the Sunset Strip, up there for excitement, smoking this 

stuff, and 75 per cent or 80 per cent of them have social disease, see? I know an 
awful lot about this because I'm close to a lot of people in law enforcement 

agencies. 11 

-"You know !can't believe that American kid$ would bomb abuilding .... 
they'd have to be doped up, or'llley have to be led into it, or they have to have 

companions that are anti everything." 
-"I do believe in a Communist conspiracy In this cou~try. Don't you?" 

l 
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to a woman. "A cunt," I exulted, "What a 
dapper place to put a cunt. I wonder who 
will come by?" 

Most urban (and many small-town) 
environments of North America now 
have to be classifed "marginal" in terms 

OK, that's what gets me my good deed 
for the day, as far as I'm concerned, 
because it is just a joy to tell peoplNbout 
the pleasures of life. 

A fait getting on the bandW<Igon late is 
better than not at all: 

I just read my first issue of Who Put the 
Bomp and think its idea of all publica
tions printing names and even more 
about other pubs is a good idea and, in the 
case of WPTB, a neeeasary and great 
one. The explained notion of WPTB is to 
dwell in, revel in, ROCK, especially of 
the 1960's which Greg Shaw, the editor, 
feels is an ignored' area, ( 1960 being so 
close around the comer that maybe most 
of us .feel it is too close for perspective 

·----~....,.,___~~---~· ~~--· .. ~-.:...-------·· 

or destroy. 
Intensifications of female demoraliza· 

tion will lead to inten~ifications of global 
warfare and other biocidal behavior. The 
intact human female does not need to 
fight or destroy. 

and sense of personal humor . . . we 
wore and said whot just a few years ago 
. . . ? ) . The stuff that made. us and 
makes us, here is the address: 

, WPTB 
64 Taylor Drive 
Fairfax, California 94930 

Subscriptions: 50 cents for one issue; $1· 
for 2, or $5-for 12 

Pieces on Buster Brown (oh c'mon 
now, "Fannie Mae" must be in the Hall 
of Fame and Quivers in our hearts), 
discographies of Del Shannon, fair ap
praisal ofwhatgoes on in the rock scene: 

' records, preas, people, Now, Then, and 
In-between, all time set to a beavy 2-4 
emphasis. 

------------·-·-

THEY ALL LOOK THE SAME- TO ME 
Spotting a 10-year.old youth wearing a T·shirt with the word "Varsity" 

stamped on it, President Nixon, on the Boardwalk in Atlantic City, shook hari~s 
with the youth and told a crowd of several' hundred: "Now that's a varsity girl." 
The crowd shouted back: "That's not a girl, that's a boy." 

The President then realized that the girl was really a boy with an Afro. He 
gulped, then stammered: "I could tell you were a boy from your-grip." ' 

BRING YOUR OWN BROOM 
The Denver Free University, In Its list of course offerings, notes there Is a 

$10.90 surcharge for course No. 32, "Introduction to Theory and Practice of 
Witchcraft." The school says the surcharge is "to cover the costs of candles, 
bats' blood and other Items which will be needed for the practice part of class." 

FRISBEES FLYING HIGH 
"It's the sport of young people, the alienated youth-the long-haired sport

it's got no establishment ties." Dr. Stancil Johnson, a 38-year-old psychiatrist Is 
a Frisbee master, and he made his feelings known about that "sport" at the 
International Frisbee Championship, held at Copper Harbor, Mich., July 4th 
weekena. This year's proceedings were highlighted by a parade, the crowning 
of a Frisbee queen, and of course, the tournament Itself, watched by about 2,000 

Frisbee fans. 
Forty teams entered this year's competition. The Aces of Wilmette, Ill., who 

had practiced their tosses several hours a day lor a month, mowed Clown the 
opposition. Dan Myers, a toe~ maker, won the distance championship, with a 

Frisbee toss of 215 feet. 
Dr. Johnson. the psychiatrist quoted above, considers hlmself'the sport's 

otficlal historian. He claims that the plastic disc's name stems from the pie 
plates of the Frisbie Baking Co. of Bridgeport, Conn.,The colorful airfoils are 
manufactured by the Wham-0 Co. of San Gabriel, Cal.; the company which pre· 
viously gave us the Hula Hoop. Frisbee hasn't quite turned Into a national lad, 
like the Hoop, but It has gained a remarkable following In lon!l-~.alr circles. 
Wham-0 has sold millions of Frisbees. And the newsletter of the International 

Frisbee Assn. has 65,000 paid subscribers. 
As yet nobody has accused Frisbees of being "plastic." 



!-< 
\!) 
\!) 
U1 

-··---<·-· --~·--...._....... ___ . _ ___.;.,!.. 

CRAWDADDY PAGE 21 

lloarning ''Eiedra'' 
and ''The Last Analysis'! Henry Edwards 

Eugene O'Neill's Mourning Becomes 
Electra and Saul Bellow's Th• Lint 
Analysts, two plays by distinguished 
American authors, both apply traditional 
psychology to the problems of the human 
spirit and use the theatre as a forum for 
Ideas that are larger than life. They 
command respect and they deserve 
better productions. 

Revived for the first time since 1931 at 
the American Shakespeare Festival 
Theatre in Stratford, Connecticut, 
Mourning Becomes Electra is O'Neill's 
attempt to translate the Agamemnon 
legend into purely American terms. Once · 
upon a time, people cared about the 
theatre; they cared about producing a 
native American drama; they cared 
about the possibility of producing a 
modern American tragedy. In order to 
accomplish this feat, O'Neill has sub
stituted a heady dose of Freudian 
psychology for the inevitable workings of 
the Greek concept of fate. In addition, the 
play is five hours long (it originally took 
almost seven hours, beginning at four, 
breaking for dinner, and running until 
almost midnight), and it requires an 
audience to concentrate and analyze the 
complicated relationships of the Mannon 
family unlll the Mannons hopefully 
become an American archetype. 

This notion is quite a fanciful one when 
one considers what the Mannons are up 
to. E~a Mannon <Agamemnon) has just 
returned from the Civil War. IUs un
faithful wife, Christine, (Ciytenmestra) 
poisons him in order to marry her lover, 
Adam <Aegisthus). Her children, Lavinia 
and Orin, (Electra and Orestes) murder 
Adam $nd Christine commits suicide. 
Orin grieves for his mother, recognizes 
his incestuous attrac 1 for his sister, 

·--'--'- ··-L- t..~- I . 
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own death. 
"I'm the last Mannon," she says 

resolutely. "I've got to punish myself! 
Living here alone with the dead is a 
worse act of justice than death or prison! 
I'll never go out or see anyone! I'll have 
the shutters nailed close so no sunlight 
can ever get in. I'll live alone with the 
dead, and keep their secrets, and let 
them hound me, until the curse is paid 
out and the last Mannon is let die! I know 
they will see to it I live a long time! It 
takes the Mannons to punish themselves 
for being born! " 

The concept of the play is outrageously 
ambitious. It may play now like florid 
melodrama, but it is still absorbing, 
stimulating, and compelling. Mourning 
Becomes Electra is a distinguished 
original. 

However, its first revival in 40 years is 
a real disgrace. Of all the actors, only 
Jane Alexander has the ability to turn 
O'Neill's groping prose into an American 
equivalent of classic verse. The others 
struggle along, but they are in over their 
heads. Michael Kahn has directed the 
play as if it were a corpse that could 
never be brought back to life and William 
Rittman's set is a mess. The design finds 
the obvious parallels between classic 
architecture and its Nineteenth Century 
New England equivalent but it is cute 
about its insight. It seems to be saying, 

right up until the mid-SO's. Drugs, 
however, have never been the white 
man's private holding. And drugs have 
always been available to ghetto com
munities. Not by white design but by 
neglect and unconcern. Gave ghetto folk 
a Jot of hope too. 

Just above the Chemical Warfare , 
passage Leary offers an incomplete 
history of "The Star Spangled Banner." 
He implies great and ugly significance to 
its drinking song origins. I don't see why. 
Seems to me people should enjoy sitting 
around hoisting a few while singing their 
anthems. I've never sung "The Star 
Spangled Banner" in a saloon. Among 
the songs I have joined in on are "Mr. 

-"------- ... --·-·---·-'-"-··-·--'·--·--------· 

forever <and with a five hour play every 
minute counts) to get from one scene to 
the next. 

As I've said before, Mourning Becomes 
Electra deserves better. 

The Last Analysis was a flawed play 
when it was first produced in 1967; the 
flaws have not faded in the past four 
years. Its original production inspired a 
small but noisy cult; that cult is bound to 
grow during the play's present in
carnation, despite the fact that the flaws 
in the current production at the Circle in 
the Square are even greater than the 
flaws in the play's text. Flaws don't seem 
to matter with plays like The Last 
Analysis. There are ideas and attitudes 
locked in the play that earn one's ap
proval and that seems to be enough. 

The play is the story of Philip Bum
midge's last analysis. Bummidge is a 
faded television comedian (a dispropor· 
tionate combination of Milton Berle and 
Professor Irwin Corey.) He has always 
lamented the fact that his mindless work 
has received gales and gales of mindless 
laughter, but his spirit now demands that 
he do something mindful with his life. 
Bummy wants to put people in touch with 
themselves, and he has invented his own 
psychoanalytic technique to further this 
end. His method consists of gathering 
together the friends and family of the 
patient to reenact incidents from the 

Tambourine Man" and "We Shall 
Overcome" and "Puff the Magic 
Dragon" and "This Land is Your Land." 
I've also dropped quarters into hootch 
house juke boxes to hear hit parade -drug 
hypes. . 

Let's take one more. The obvious one. 
The one I first saw scrawled on the 
police-built wall blocking the ruins of a 
bombed building on lith Street. Dope is 
hope. Come on, man. That's a graffiti 
goof. Say it can be fun. Like food sex talk 
thought movies music etc. But when you 
start digging it for hope you're in trouble. 
I mean, Lenny Bruce and Janis Joplin 
didn't ace out in car crashes. 

• •• 

trauma and ihe subject's literal rebirth. 
(The method seems to combine Ralph 
Edwards' "This Is Your Life" with Jan
ov's primal scream therapy before there 
was a primal scream therapy.) 

Bummidge uses the technique on 
hiniself and projects it via closed circuit 
television to the Waldorf-Astoria where a 
group of show business and psychiatric 
experts wildlJI endorse Bummidge's 
method. The play ends as Bummy en
visions a Bummidge Institute dedicated 
to the cure of neurotics of all colors, 
creeds, religions, and ages, tnrougn tne 
judicious use of the Bummidge Method. 

Another creaking farce? Another. play 
of the thirties masquerading as the 
theatre of today? Another parody of 
psychoanalysis? Another 'rewrite of You 
Can't Takqlt With You? What makes this 
peculiar play so appealing despite its 
iremendous faults? 

The play works because it reflects the 
author's concern with the dignity of man 
ceupled with one of Bellow's favorite 
characterizations, the Jew disguised as 
Christopher Columbus. The Jewish 
intellectual, one of contemporary 
America's favorite stereotypes, is finally 
invested With a sense of real exploration. 
Here, BumQl.idge attempts to duplicate 
the path of that greatest of Jewish 
Columbuses, Sigmund Freud, and gets 
into his Kosherized canoe to paddle into 
that thickest of all chicken soups, the 

Rember Captain Marvel? Whenever 
Billy Batson got threatened by the 
myopiaeyed scientist he summoned the 
wisdom of the ages by calling SHAZAM. 

Crippled newsboys of the world unite. 
. . . . . .. . 

Near the end of the book are tlitl!e 
essl!ys. One interesting, one excellent, 
on4 I just gave up on. The. excellent 
doesnlt really fit with. the rest of Jail 
Notes and I suspect it was included to pad 
out the pages. A memory-travelogue 
piece which a hip Holiday might print. It 
soars, takes the reader on a flight 
through Morocco kif joints, glides onto 
the experience of listening to Arab 
musicians do their number, then lands 

poople are worth-healing and ille is worth 
the attempt to give it meaning. The 
distinguished novelist reinforces his 
basic humanism in his first play. 

Unfortunately, director Theodore 
Mann has just tossed the script into the 
huge central playing area of his down
town theatre, and left the play to hunt up 
its own form. The play is farce\ and farce 
requires tremendous energy and speed. 
In its good moments, this production 
kicks the needle up to "lethargy." Joseph 
Wiseman's Bummidge (he played Dr. 
No in the James Bond flick) never 
convinces that he was a great comic or 
that he's stumbled on the cure for the 
world's ills. The text stales that the 
dramatization of the last analysis causes 
an uproar but the performances and the 
direction defy you to believe it. Oqly 
David Margulies as Bummidge's rat
catcher buddy succeeds in creating the 
kind of individual performance that 
allows Bellow's well-intentioned stereo
types to come to life with individuality 
and purpose. 

Active and intelligent minds attempt to 
fill the theatre with their visions ofj>ower 
and intensity. Scaled-down actors and 
directors, weaned on too much television, 
suffering from the prosaicness of their 
own sizes, shrink the plays to the size of 
everybody else. And the passive 
audience does not complain. For shame! 
The Poet must be served! 

the reader the way Cine writing does on 
an earth a little more solid than when 
left. 

The interesting essay is frustrating. It 
tells of a love-hate-violence episode 
between two cons in wl)ich Leary got 

• himself involved. Gimmicky, sketchy, 
sentimental. There was something here 
wanting to be told. All spread out waiting 
to be had. The having, though, needed the 
talents of a goo,cJ, tough novelist. An 
Algren. Or one ~f the MacDonalds, Ross 
or John D. , · 

Thefinallineofthe book is- ~'And Venus 
was our guiding light and ali that we 
beheld was love." To which, boys and 
girls, I add Aw Shucks. 
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half 
notes 

Paul Kantner's "Blows Against the Empire" lp and the Firesign Theater's 
"Don't Crush that Dwarf, Hand Me the Pliers" have been nominated for the 
coveted Hugo Award, the science fiction field's top honor. 

Kantner's album Is the first musical production of any kind ever to be 
nomlneled for the Hugo. (named for Hugo Gurnsbeck "founder of Science 
Fiction") Five-time Hugo winner Harlan Ellison, offers this· comment on 
Kantner's work: "No really avant garde science fiction writer considers his 
work up-to-date until he has listened to 'Blows Against the Empire'." "Empire" 
and tilt. flreslgn Theater oftering were both nominated In the "Best Dramatic 
Presentation" category. Hugo winners will be announced In September. 

Doug Sahm Is home In Texas after 
five years in the Bay area. His new 
album, "The Return of Doug 
Saldana," (that's what Chicanos call 
Doug), features long-time Sahm 
keyboarder Augie Meyer, drummer 
Jack Bar,ber and Doug on fiddle and 
guitar. Sahm is also appearing in a 
new movie, 11The Dealer," which 
stars Kris Krlstolferson. 

• • • 

• • • 
American International Pictures, the film company that has given us all 

those beach 'n biker films, not to mention ghoul 'n gore epics, has announced Its 
schedule of releases lor the second half of 1971. Among the titles: "The Return 
of Count Yorga"; "Chrome and Hot Leather"; "The Year of the Cannibals"; 
"Lizard In a Woman's Skin"; and the re-release of "Wild In the Streets" and 
"The Wild Angels." 

• • • 
In a column a couple weeks ago, William F. Buckley pronounced the end of 

Woodstock Nation. Commenting on the closing of the Flllmores. Buckley wrote: 
"It lsas If the Catholic Church closed down Lourdes. Woodstock Nation. R.I.p." 
Later In the column he observed that "The rock concert Is definitely over." It 
Is? • • • 

Motown has announced that Ricky Owens, former lead singer with the 
\Ja ...... .&.l......... 1... .... 1-.. ........ .,. ... 1 ............ A f,...._...,. .,....,,.,...,. "lM !!l.ronllt"an-h~ +n r.a.nl:~~ra S::f"'.•llt~o 
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OM A BUM 

byRo-Non-So-Te (Keith Lampe) 

The sexual revolution is over. In Its 
time it was thoroughly successful-a 
helpful tool in our efforts to drop out of 
the Occidental tradition of property, 
intellect and urban civilization. Now in 
the present phase of our. efforts neurality 
is the key aspect. As we get clear with 
ourselves at neural levels we move on 
into the magnificent burgeoning 
renaissance . . . 

Neural deconditioning, then, is what 
most of us now are going through. It's of 
course a much more intricate process 
than the verbal-behavioral preludes of 
which the sexual revolution had been 
such a significant part. Intricate mostly 
because we haven't yet been able to 
make our new neural knowledges con· 
scious enough to verbalize them into 
categories. We're all still such children of 
the Occident that the absence of 
categories makes us nervous. <Without 
categories we must remember that we 
die: Occidental logic originated from a 
failure of nerve.) When we're nervous we 
can't make love deeply. Sometimes when 
we're nervous we can't or ddh't make 
love-fuck at all. 

As Occidentals, we are victims of 
words. In the "beginning" was the seed· 
syllable, emphatically not the word or 
Word. No need to have words for our 
neural deconditionlDg. No need.' Just go 
through. Just go through that tiny hole or 
narrow crack (cf. Castaneda's The 
Teachings of Don Juan). 

To go through that hole is to "die." 
Fritz Perls says "To suffer one's death 
and to be reboro is not easy." In the last 
.. ' • - 11.. • . '-'·- ·- _._ ... ___ _ 

neurallty-though exalted & exalting-is 
such an intricate thing that the mating of 
two such intricate neural nets of 
sexuality Is often a frustrating process 
doubly intricate. On the one side that 
neural sluggishness or estrangement 
whose pre-dying analog is frigidity or 
impotence; on the other side that high· 
speed, anxious neurality whose oldtime 
analog Is nymphomania-satyromania. 
Neural pacing must become un· 
derstood ... 

Dying, we drop out of the Occident . 
Deconditioned, many of us turn to the 
Orient for neural reconditioning. How to 
combine good deep fucking with the new 
<Buddhist) neurality of detachment? 
How to no longer cling to ( Occidentalese: 
"be dependent on" J the mate, yet get into 
his·her body to the last intimate ecstatic 
cell? 

Perls provides a good secular verbali· 
zation of detachment: 

I do my thing, and you do your thing. 
I am not in this world to live up to 

your expectations 
And you are not in this world to live 

up to mine. 
You are you and I all! I, 
And if by chance we find each other, 

it's beautiful 
If not, it .can't be helped. 
A fine renaissance statement. But how 

to combine this admirable freedom· 
loving scheme with tb~ .. almost univer· 
sally felt desire in this period of in· 
credible historic discontinuity for a 
continuous comprehensive intimacy with 
some one? Some one because such in· 
timacy between adults takes so much 
energy it's strenuous to try it with many 
more. Those f~w wh~ are enli~htened ,to 
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Happy E11traUs to You: 
A R.eal Shocker-

by Patrick Snyder 
~ 
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The. Night of 
the LivJng Dead 

directed by George Romero 

I am addicted to horror movies and to 
satisfy my craving have watched 
U.usands of hours of incredibly stupid 
films. Like most other late night fright 
junkies, I am attracted by the super
natural and totally fantastic elements of 
the genre and the direct visceral 
stimulation of fear that it promises but 
unfortunately rarely provides. More 
often than not, horror films are a source 
of unintentional, although admittedly 
macabre, humor rather than real fright. 
Night of the Living Dead, therefqre, 
caught me by surprise. For the first time, 
a film terrified me so completely that the 
very thought of it sends my eyes darting 
around the room searching for a handy 
bludgeon and a quick escape route. 

Made by a group of independent 
amateurs in Pittsburgh, of all places, for 
$125,000, Night of the Living Dead has 
already grossed close to five million 
dollars without the benefit of the 
distributing and promoting facilities of a 
major company. It had a five month rim 
in Paris but its distribution in the United 
States has been totally haphazard. 
Turning up as the third film at llalloween 
Fright-Night Specials and at obscure 
uptown theaters in New York playing 
second to an old Christopher Lee gore 
fest, it acquired a quickly multiplying 
coterie of fans that have made it the 
underground cult film of the year. 

The purpose of a horror movie rests 
entirely in its effect; form, content, and 
technique should all serve the goal of 
frightening the audience, and in Night of 
the Living Dead, they are orchestrated to 

(read with traditional Karlolfli$p) "They're coming to get you, Barbara" 

do so superbly. The plot is a relentless 
series of events building to a climactic 
crescendo of chilling shi)Cks .that will 
leave you cringing in your seat. The story 
is classic in its simplicity: a group of 
seven individuals are trapped in an 
isolated farm house and besieged by 
scores of animated corpses with a 
maniacal craving for human flesh. By no 
means could this be called a gothic 
horror film. There is no romanticization 
of the antagonists as is found in Dracula 
and Frankenstein. The evil here is 
irrational and plays on the deepest 'fears . 
of the human psyche. A nightmarish' 
quality pervades the film: the characters 
have barricaded themselves in a house 
none of them has ever been in before and 
are threatened by a most gruesome 
death they. have. done nothing to earn. 
The tension is nerve-shattering as rocks 
thud against the bolted doors and hands 
reach through boarded windows to clutch 

at their living flesh with hopes of feeding 
it to once-dead mouths. The inculcated 
cultural taboos against cannibalismand 
desecration of the body are violated 
before their eyes as they helplessly 
watch two of their number literally torn 
apart and devoured. And later, the next
to-final horror of having one of them
selves become possessed and turn on his 
fellows leaves most of th~ audience in a 
state of cardiac arrest. · 

The technique of the film is effective 
because of its straightforward sim· 
plicity. Shot in black and whire.!Ji a .semi
documentary style, the film !joes without 
flashy technical effects or camerawork 
that might remind you that you are 
watching a film. By never calling at· 
tention to itself, it focuses your 
awareness completely on the terrifying 
unfolding action. 

The atmosphere developed is super
ficially normal in the beginnin!h but the 

cemetery sequence that follows was shot 
late on an overcast fall afternoon lending 
a flat, shawdowless quality to the images 
which introduces an eerie. sense of 
foreboding that is quicklx justified. The 
house which is.the setting for the bulk of 
the action is typically rural America. The 
mundane familiarity of its· furnishings 
makes it an environment that the 
audience can easily identify with, greatly 
strengthening the impact of the events 
that happen within it. A device that even 
more effectively creates a sense of real· 
ity for the viewer is the usc of televisions 
newscasts reporting a wave of mass 
murder to the trapped occupants of the 
isolated house. We are conditioned to be
lieve TV newscasters, and having one in 
his controlled professional voice explain 
to the characters and audicoce the cause 
of the ghastly events enveloping the 
house makes those events considerably 
more believable. 

There are of course obvious flaws ·in 
the film. The dialogue, although 
minimal, is atrocious and the actors who 
deliver it, being unprofessionals, range 
in quality from mediocre to terrible. 
However, these faults are unimportant 
because they do not at all impinge on the 
major thrust of the film and its goal of 
unrelieved terro~. 

Night of the Living Dead is a film you 
should definitely see; first, because I've 
done so well at not giving the plot a\vay; 
second, · because it · will become the 
standard ,to which all subsequent horror 
films will be compared; and third, 
because. il will scare the living shit out of 
you. Good luck and .. !Jring a friend
preferably a live one-whose hand you 
can hold. 



N 
0 
0 
0 

• 
~ -".'<"':J-<~r-·- ,.,,,;'W'·"•r.,·~.,...,.,,~,;--.... 

CRAWDADDY PAGE 3 

by Gypsy Louie 

~ 
-' 

~ 
E 
w 

lll"Ji 

Goldy, Alice Cooper, Moe Austin, Ahmet Ertequn, at the party of the year," 
extravaganza in honor o/ delightful Alice. • , 

.....•. good nostalgic times for New York club goers. The 
Bitter end featured Tom Paxton who, the evening I saw him, distinguished 
himself by singing one new song. The oldies, however, were a pleasure. If 
Paxton never writes another song, he'll be able to concertize on his past glories 
for years. His new Warne~·s album is a bit of a bummer, well, a bit of a bore. 
Appearing on the bill was an English lady, Mariim Segal, who is pleasant 
out minor and who owes a great deal to Joni Mitchell, especially for her anti· 
church song "Saints on Tapestry," which is almost a complete steal of the 
opening melody line of "Woodstock." 

Joni Mitchell's newest album Blue is superb, and heartllreaking. 
Bitte~ End followed Paxton with John Denver, who although fairly new as a 

star on the concert-club circuit drips nostalgia. Denver's been looking tired and 
.I.L!- --.l .I.L!- .1.!~- --··-..1 L!- ~·-!-- ----1~ ... ..1 ---"" ~1.. ... - ,,,.,,,..1 Do.l. \,..,. !.., "',.,._ .... _1.. 

The Who are all set for two American tours later this year. They'll be playing 
mostly new material, including songs from their new albur11, 'The Who's Next,' 
to be released simultaneously in the U.K. and U.S. at the end of July. The group 
will also be giving a major free concert at a venue to be anilounced late.r. 

Material from the new album will replace 'Tommy' as the basis of th'e'band's 
act. They'll be playing a specially brief version of the rock opera, some of their 
old hits, and a number of new songs not Included on the album. And of course, 
the group's new single 'Won't Get Fooled Again.' 

Songs on the new album are 11 Baba,'' 110'Reilly,11 
'

1Bargain/' "My Wife/ 1 

"Blue Eyes/' 11 Love Ain't For Keepin 1
,

11 11Gettin In Tune, 11 115ong is Over,11 

"Going Mobile,'' and an extended version of "Won't Get Fooled Again.'' It's 
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And-can you dig it!-has a top forty hit in "Take Me Home Country Roads." 
Co-writers of that monster hit as well as co-singers on the record are Fat City, 
which also shared the Bitter End bill with Denver. Fat City is Bill Danoff and 
Taffy Niver!. '!'bey are wonderful to see and should make it very big. Taffy 
Niver! is gorgeous and onstage is one of the funniest low-key people I've ever 
seen. They write some heavy songs and perform them wonderfully. Do catch 
them if you can. How long has it been since you've chuckled. 

Paul Stookey, as in Peter, ................. and Mary, ran an outdoor benefit at 
New Raven's Bowen field for the New Haven Children's Center. It was an all 
day into night affair. I got there around noon and left about five thirty. There 
were, unhappily, only a couple hundred on hand. Featured while I watched 
were Wildweeds, a local good timey boogie group who have an excellent album 
on Vanguard and were fun to see. Melanie came on a little after two o'clock and 
did almost an hour's concert. What a superb entertainer she is. And what in· 
credibly good vibes she puts out. "Babe Rainbow" is a truly great song. 

Melanie was followed by a delightful English group, Robin and Barry 
Dransfield, who sing, play fiddle and guitar, and featured English traditional 
ballads and a couple of rousing Irish jigs. 

The Dransfields were followed by John Denver, who was introduced by Clara 
Ward as "Bob" Denver, which goof he took with his customary good grace. 
Denver was accompanied by his usual back ups of Mike Taylor on excellent 
lead guitar (and funny faces while playing) and Dick Kniss the splendid and 
nice bass player who used to work with Peter Paul and·Mary. Paul Prestopino 
of dobra and steel pedal fame was a guest sideman and Fat City were guest 
back-up singers. Nice all out effort for a free gig, wouldn't you say? Denver 
opened with "One Toke Over The Line," which he frequently does in his club 
sets but is notable here because the band had split from where they were sitting 
near the stage to "kill a roach," as manager Jerry Weintraub was heard to say 
bl this eavesdropper. Denveralso does. with Taffy Nivert, a very funny version 
o "Ollie from Muskogee" He,-like Melanie, did a fuJI set of twelve or so songs. 

Paul Stookey did a couple of numbers. And was followed by a local electric 
band, Jasper Rath, who sounded very interesting. I was beginning to get sun 
stroke and had to split before Clara Ward and her great singers came on. 

Back in the big apple, caught Muddy Waters closing at the Gaslight. He had a 
fantastic, cooking band-as he usually does. I thought the flautist and the 
drummer were exceptional. The band did a couple of numbers; during the third 
song, which featured the most fantastically fifties greaser looking cat on harp, 
Muddy made his entrance from the audience and did a dynamite rendition of 
"Stormy Monday Blues." Good health and keep a chooglin' Mackinley 
Morganfield. 

A reliable source tells me that Judy Collins visited Stephen Stills at his 
palatial digs in Miami a while back. Does this mean that we're going to have 
"Suite Judy Blue Eyes Revisited" and a continuing series of "Bluebird" songs. 
Well, he certainly does do his best writing when she has broken his heart (if he 
has one). 

Then there was the guy from Canada who was coming to the States on a 
business trip, bringing with him something he shouldn't have taken out of 
Canada (not dope). So he breezed through Customs in a suit and tie, carrying an 
attache case, and once things were cool checked his suit in an airport locker XX 
and changed to tee shirt and jeans. There's more than one way to fight them. 

Social event of mid July was Warner's party for Black Sabbath at The Sane· 
tuary, which may be a deconsecrated church turned into discotheque 
(discotheque! are those things still around? l. It was the usual hip New York 
press-underground party. Everyone making the scene to be seen and everyone 
putting down the gorup. 

Ah well, keep your glow on, you gotta go on. 

the scene of riots d~~ing the recent Jethro Tuli concert; As flie Who's 'pfessman 
Keith Alson told us: "Last time The Who were In Denver they played the 
Mammoth Ballroom. The local paper ran an editorial saying it was a disgrace 
the city couldn't find a larger venue with decent acoustics for a group of such 
stature. It was because of this Red Rocks was opened as a rock and roll venue, 
and The Who were promised a date on their next tour. We'll be Interested to see 
what happens." 

Keith Moon 
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Assorted (disfigured, of course, and 
otherwise pasty-looking) zombies have 
just been cued out the door. of an 
(isolated, of course) country house, save 
a couple still laying about with oozing 
craters in their skulls, the result of a 
brief encounter with a tire iron; suddenly 
our "hero", in a clear example of grace 
under a not everyday pressure, remarks: 
"We've gotta get outta here!" 

Such sentiments must also reflect, 
quite acutely, the film-goer's attitude as 
he finds himself watching "Night of the 
Living Dead," a re-release apparently 
named after its entire production cast 
and crew. Even if one's a horror film 
freak, as I am, or perhaps especially if 
one's of that breed, the feeling that 
you've been had by the incorporation of 
the used-car dealers and Actor's Equity 
of greater Pittsburgh (!), from where 
this film originates, comes early-maybe 
as early as when Pittsburgh appears in 
the titles. Essentially a catalog of the 
gen~ches,-tl!ose mentioned already 
plus corpses brought back to "life" by
you . guessed it-radiation, these 
creatures afraid of-right again-our old 
friend, fire, at least one useless female 
who'll inevitably stumble when running 
and one panicky male doing various "! 
don't wanna die" routines, one child
monster, one lights-out-where's-the
fusel,>ox, one dead phone, one,deafening 
soundtrack not by Bernard Herrmann 
etc., this film is an all-time, all-league 
loser, failing on all levels: It's not 
frightening, never erotic and only oc
casionally fascinating (the scenes with 
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From "Vampires of the Coast," a 
1909 "vamp" film credited as being the 
very first vampire movie, to the current 
"Daughters of Darkness," a vampire has 
been portrayed on screen as everything 
from an expressionistic view-of women 
by women to the supernatural extension 
of man's fascination with orgasm-death, 
the latter epitomized by Dracula-inter
pretations based on this character alone 
range from the insect-like Max Schreck 
in "Nosferatu" (1922) to the satanic, 
erotic dimensions of Christopher Lee in 
"Horror of Dracula" (1958). At any rate, 
a vampire has never been, and isn't, a 
corpse revived by radiation who, for 
reasons known only to quickie-film pro
ducers, subsequently feels compelled to 
devour human flesh. Within the film 
itself, these creatures are referred to as 
ghouls; even this is wrong, in that 
folklore regards ghouls as spirits or 
demons who'll rob graves to feed off the 
dead, not the other way around. 

Taking "Night " on its own 
terms~when initially released in 1969 it 
claimed to be the film which out
psychoed "Psycho"-it's obvious that 
the flacks have struck again (maybe they 
should have contracted alchemists!; the 
film doesn't out-psycho anything. Even if 
such seemingly expendable factors as 
style, taste, literacy and a camera with 
more than one lens were utilized, it's 
doubtful that the metaphysical comedy 
of Norman Bates' view of life, something 
which was closer to "The Myth of 
Sisyphus" than to "Godzilla", would 
have been surpassed. As it is, we've 
another group of film-makers convinced 
that there's a sole path to terror, the one 
littered with intestines, and that about 
sums up what we get. This may he fine-
scenes of animate corpses gnawing at 
various human entrails are as interesting 
and certainly as legitimate as any other 
form of exploitation (exploitation, not 
necessarily a negative word, in my 
opinion, seems merely to mark that point 
in "art" where one is really forced to 
stand up for one's own particular or 
peculiar tastes . . and many won'tJ, 
but the film is not another "Psycho", let 
alone a vampire tale, and this seems 
unclear to quite a few. 

Which all brings us to the question, why 
bring it up in the first place; surely there 

have been and will be many bomb horror 
films. Simply, because the status of this 
film has somehow managed to elevate 
itself to that of a "cult film." To me, 
definition of that phase invariably in. 
volves the attempt by some insecure 
intellects to make everyone within 
earshot feel guilty that they didn't see, or 
saw and didn't appreciate, a particular 
favorite of theirs. What happens 
thereafter, whether just bullshit over 
cocktails or the weed or an actual 
movement, will be propelled by the same 
sort of cultural tyranny which may have 
motivated you a few years back to 
purchase an LP of what you considered 
to be incredibly irritating electro-Near 

Eastern hymns, or similar; though you 
couldn't stand it, those paragons of in· 
dividuality otherwise known as your peer 
group, or more likely, the chick you 
want~ to ball, insisted,' and once again 
you illlowed your own taste (again, that 
problem of what you're willing to put up 
wit!\) to he stampeded - ironically 
perhaps, if by that time your sensibilities 
were too frayed for you to come through 
anyway. In this case however, con
sidering the quality of the film, what we 
may actually be involved in is someone's 
clever parody of film cultism. This, in 
turn, would be the reason why, in spite of 
it all, seeing ''Night . . "can constitute 
a very entertaining evening. However, 

the circumstances must be favorable; in ! 

other words, you must see it, as I did, in a 
special Midnight showing in the Village. 
With the type of crowd which lines up, all 
the way up to F'ourth Street, at that hour 
for that type of film, what will happen 
inside is bound to be some sort of social 
event. It was. · 

But what about a)l the folks back there 
in Pittsburgh. who are perhaps without 
the services of a freaky audience that'll 
applaud, cheer, talk back to tbe screen 
and even from time to time, frighten 
themselves? Are they destined to just sit 
there, chilled only by a realization that 
they've been passed a celluloid chain 
letter . for two bucks? 
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Nicholson and Mr. Altman 
There is a new cult growing in cinema 

that is a conglomeration of many dif
ferent influences and movements and 
which has defined a new brand of 
cultural hero. The influences include: the 
auteur theory; the counterculture; the 
remnants of the 1950's James Dean cult; 
and the noveau riche hip who work with 
the industrialized movie system of 
Hollywood to make statements against 
that system and the establishment that 
supports it. The new culture heroes are 
people like Dennis Hopper, Peter Fonda, 
Donald Sutherland, Elliot Gould, Jane 
Fonda, Karen Black and Jack Nicholson. 
Nicholson has just taken a bold step in his 
already burgeoning career and has 
joined Hopper in the new superhero 
clique of the film director. His first film 
is called Drive, He Said. 

Nicholson has already had experience 
as a screenwriter (Head) and of course 
as an actor in films like Easy Rider, Five 
Easy Pieces, and the new Mike Nichols 
film Carnal Knowledge, and it would not 
be too much to say that he is beginning to 
earn himself a reputation as a very liot 
commercial property. Perhaps all the 
publicity about his acting has turned 
people off to the possibility that 
Nicholson could also be a director· of 
some note. Critics tend to tear down 
people who refuse to specialize, partly 
doe to the critic's need for self
justification and partly because critics 
by and large, whether they are two-bit or 
big-time, are jealous of the people who do 
mnrP thsm nnnrlP:r t.hP: ar.comnlishments 

by Jack Breschard 

beauty in basketball, His coach cares for 
the game, for the team, for the great 
athletic tradition, and he subjugates 
reality to the noble cause of basketball. 
As might be expected the coach tolerates 

Robert Altman, after having created 
two very well-received films, M.A.S.H. 
and Brewster McCloud, both of which 
were placed on many ten best lists for 
!97a, has now created a very unusual 

faces. Looking at it the other way, with a 
reverse perspective of background and 
foreground, it becomes quite clearly a 
picture of a vase. Only after a person has 
found tioth pictures can he appreciate the 
drawing. In McCabe and Mrs. Miller 
Altman does a similar thing with the 
characterization of John McCabe. We the 
audience gain our' ioformation about 
McCabe just like the townspeople of the 
town Presbyterian Church. McCabe 
rarely says anything about himself and 
he allows rumors to fly about randomly. 
From his actions we begin to fill in a 
persona. Only at the very end of the film 
are we given an omnipotent point of view 
which not only shows us a new John 
McCabe, but which calls into question all 
the information that we had used to make 
our initial evaluations. Anyone who 
forsakes serious contemplation of the · 
film before the closing two minutes of , 
action might easily miss Altman's hat 
trick. In 10 seconds the entire film falls 
into place and the director's artistic 
intention .becomes quite clear. With this 
film Altman should no longer be con
sidered a hot, up and coming director. 
McCabe proves that he is a very serious 
and a fel'Y successful cinema artist. 

Simultaneously the fi:lm is a statement 
of a new film aesthetic\ that might come 
to rank in history with the Italian Neo
realistic Movement, the French New 
Wave and the science-fiction 
documentary school represented by 
films like Peter Watkin's War Game. 

AltmAn nnl onlv omnhasizes his 

I 
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COOl refer only to weather conruttons, you 
are not yet sure whether you are role or 
goal oriented, and you think a medium Is 
a fortune teller, then you just won't dig 
Drive, He Said. Unfbrtunately, most of 
the overground critics writing about film 
today have their feet firmly planted in 
the journalistic tradition and their eyes 
set on McLuhan's rear-view mirror. That 
is why they write the way they do and 
that is why their publications hire them. 
That is also why they won't recognize 
Drive, He Said as the honest and relevant 
piece Of contemporary cinema that it is. 
They seem to try to make themselves 
irrelevant on all but economic levels. 

Nicholson has written one hell of a 
great script and in the hands of a really 
great director this could easily have been 
a great film. Now what we have is a very 
good film that has several · minor 
weaknesses and some unresolved 
situations, but which is by and large well 
ex~uted. 

Surprisingly enough, Nicholson has a 
very good sense of detail and he fills his 
film full of visually interesting bits of 
bnsiness. The fluid camera work moves 
the film along quite nicely and it bridges 
the sequences visually rather than 
verbally. 

Drive is a modern story, set on a 
college campus, with modern heroes, or 

· anti-heroes. Hector Bloom is a star 
basketball player who is trying to face a 
future that could easily include 
professional basketball and all the ap
propriate affluence-if he can only im· 
prove his "attitude." Attitude is one of 
those nebulous things that jocks always 
have to get into shape when they are 
either smarter than or more independent 
and self-assured than their coach. 

Gabriel is Hector's room-mate and it is 
he who is blamed for Hector's wayward 
demeanor. Gabriel is a revolutionary 
who is into disrupting televised college 
basketball games in the name of 
guerrilla theater, and he eventually 
freaks out completely after trying to 
freak out just enough to fail his induction 
physical. Hector's Jack of team spirit 
stems merely from his growing political 
and social consciousness and from his 
realization that he is a hero, the 
B.M.O.C., just because he "stays after 
school and runs around in his un· 
derwear." 

Yet despite his coach and all that he 
stands for, Hector sees a need for and a 

ate we. 
society1'' 

Next to the script the high points of the 
film are the performances which are 
consistently good. William Tepper as 
Hector and Michael Margotta as Gabriel 
both do very good jobs, with Margotta 
stealing large hunks of the film. Bruce 
Bern as the coach presents the other side 
of the political-cultural-social fence 
without weakening the movie, acting a 
characterization-instead of a caricature. 

Drive, He Said is a very cynical film. 
Unlike Easy Rider which treated its 
problem superficially, Drive, He Said 
probes deeply and reveals that a solution 
is not easily found in 1971 America. All of 
the characters deserve the twists of fate 
that afflict them and Nicholson doesn't 
cop-out at the end by going for a quick 
shot to our prejudices and our false sense 
of outrage. 

I don't mean to make this film sound at 
all grim, though, because it is very 
funny, visually captivating and clever, 
often times witty, aod most of all, very 
true and very entertaining. 

ew ro·rner m ... u ............. , 

film is so good that they are obligated to 
wage a campaign to save it from public, 
critical and scholastic oblivion, 

Altman's film is very complex but it 
has a very simple veneer. Unfortunately 
many critics are reviewing the surface 
qu~lities of the film and are missing the 
multilevel currents that surge 
througllout, 

l believe tbe film is quite clearly a 
parable. As iMresting and as real as the 
simple story of John McCabe may be, 
there can be no intelligent denial of the 
fact that Altman is examining the roots 
from which our current-day economic, 
social, political, moral, and mythical 
traditions have sprung. He has dealt on 
allegorical levels before, particularly in 
Br41wster McCloud, but the bad taste and 
occasional heavyhandedness of McCloud 
are not to be found in McCabe. 

The film is strangely like ihe famous 
drawing of the two faces and the vase, 
which is an example of disorientation in 
depth. Looking at the drawing one way, it 
is quite clear that it is a drawing of two 

McCabe and Mr1. Miller 

dialogue, which greatly increases the 
realism of the film, which hack·bandedly · 
re-emphasizes the visuals, and un
fortunately, which alienates many people 
in the audience, including some 
prominent critics, who were reared with 
a literary bias. He does not, however, 
obscure any dialogue that is important to 
the plot and character development. This 
is both a sign of technical mastery and of 
deliberate consideration of inbred 
conventions. Altman experiments very 
successfully with a new aesthe.tic theory 
rather than trying to force it upon the 
audience. Some people who refuse to be 
patient with the film on this point or who 
become aggressively agitated when they 
feel they are missing weirds and 
therefore are not getting their money's 
worth will do well to stow their lack of 
faith long enongh for Altman tq prove to 
them how valid his approach call be when 
done artistically and professionally. 

As has been hinted at in some of the 
above comments on the film, McCabe 
and Mrs. Miller is a superior technical 
effort. On almost all levels, it is better 
executed than 90 percent of the films in 
the past two years that have been worthy 
of serious note. The acting is memorable 
with Warren Beatty and Julie Christie 
leading a large cast, all of whom seemed 
to glory in Altman's spontaneous, per· 
sonal, and adaptable approach to screen 
acting. The camera work is direct and to 
the point while remaining unobtrusive 
and tasteful, with most camera moves 
being small but appropriate adjustments 
so as to achieve the best composition 
without revealing self-aggrandizement 
by the Director of Cinematography. 

Most important of all, in my opinion, 
McCabe and Mrs. Miller is by far the best 
film released this year. It contains the 
seed of hope that many film critics and 
film freaks have been praying for from 
the American film industry. It proves 
that good, artistic and'commercial films 
can be · made in the United States. 
Americaq films have always had the ' 
advantage of having the m.ost 
professional and efficient film industry. 
Yet it has always been left up to 
European directors to show us how a film 
artist makes films. Robert Altman with 
McCabe and Mrs. Miller has blended 
form and content, art and entertainment, 
intelligence and sensitivity into an ad· 
mirable and important motion picture. 
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"And you know Yoko is the 
w0rld's most famous unkn.own art 
ist. , Everybody knows her name, 
but nobody knows what she does." 

-John Lennon 

Yoko Ono insists on being Yoko Ono. 
Her marriage may have made her one
half of one the most famous couples in 
contemporary pop history, but her vision 
remains the same even though the cir
cumstances surrounding that vision have 
changed drastically since she married 

by Henry Edwards 

photographs by Raeanne Rubenstein 

her famous husband" 
She has always wanted to brmg her 

form of concept art to the people. Now, 
however, .there are a pair of helping 
hands named publicity and money to help 
her accomplish her task .. Yoko realizes 
she now has the largest potential public a 
concept artist could wisll for. But will 
that public respond'' ;' 

She comes out of a tradition in which 
the Stockhausen forces battled for 
structure while the John Cage team 
screamed for more freedom. It was the 
daffy time of the early sixties in which 
the Jefferson Meat Market was declared 

(i)bY. Ht:nry Edwards and Rd('ldMe Rubenstein 

a work of art and a parade down Central 
Park West featured a topless cello player 
who floated over the crowd in a basket 
attached to a huge helium balloon. Only 
contemporary art's keepers of the record 
remember the ijarnesof the woman who 
staged the meat happening or the woman 
who had to bare her breasts to bow her 
cello. Was it all hopeless exhibitionism or 
meaningful communication? Yoko Ono 
knows that she has the opportunity ·of\ 
becoming the most famous practitioner, 
of this very art that most people now 
consider a fad. She is determined to 
carry the torch forward. 
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Her art is to be lived. There is no 
gesture, attitude or action that can not be 
justified by it. Her lack of inhibition 
makes her impatient about the civilities 
that may preoccupy other people and she 
appears to be a brusque woman to those 
who meet her casually. However, to her, 
she is merely acting on her feelings and 
her feelings are what counts. She will 
listen to criticism but conventional value 
judgments mean nothing to her. I supply 
her with a list of conventional adjectives
self-indulgent, extravagant She shakes 
her head. Words like this have no place in 
her value-system. She smokes too many 
cigarettes, drinks too many soft drinks, 
indulges her every whim, and it does not 
faze . her. Everything she dqes is part of 
a benevolent grand design in which she is 
the energy souree so that everybody else 
will finally become an energy source of 
his own. 

There is a public out there already and 
that public has substituted the myth of 
John and Yoko for the vacuum in their 
own lives. The Lennons are a mythic 
couple and they love it. They love having 
their pictures taken; they Jove publicity; 
they love success. But they will also open 

"It taught me that nothing is 
permanent, and since nothing 
belongs to you, you need 
never worry about your 
possessions. You can move on 
and leave things behind you 
without worry." 

their door to strangers and display their 
real selves. No reality can ever be the 
same as myth. They know it and they 
expect you to know it also. After all. the 
documentation of their every activity, 
from their meeting to their wedding 
through the bed-ins, and the Acorns for 
Peace, and the War Is Over billboards, is 
for them, part of a series of "concepts." 
And if that creates mvth fin• hut th•" 
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stop enthusiasm about all of her ad
ventures. 

She can also be imperious. She tells an 
aid to call Sony to check on the plans for 
building a free recording studio in 
Harlem, and in the same breath she asks 
him to confirm her fitting for new boots. 
She can dispense human charity and 
human vanity with the same mteilsity 
and the same remarkable regality. You 
can soul-search for hours with her, and 
then bump into her on the street and all 
she will say to you is a chilly, "Hello." 
When she's up to it, she can behave like 
the greatest of the silent screen stars. 

"Yes, Yoko, Yes, John," echo the 
people who swirl about the Lenno'ns. 
Yoko is yessed from dawn until dusk, and 
then yessed some more. Something in' her 
manner encourages it; and yet she also 
appreciates the truth. 

As a couple. the Lennons set out to 
establish their identity in the New York 
scene. The most parasitic members of 
the press battled for the opportunity to be 
their tour guides; the most exploitive 
members of the underground hopped on 
the bandwagon. Everyone wanted 

something: their ear, their money, their 
approval, the promise to write a letter 
about them to Rolling Stone, their 
commitment to purchase a building in a 
certain section of Manhattan. Yoko said, 
"Beautiful," to everything; John agreed 
to every offer. And they moved on, 
wary, fickle, but always eager to find out 
what was going on. 

Logic doesn't suit MissOno. We talked 
for almost nine hours and the transcript 
of our conversation was a remarkably 
unstructured collage of ideas and 
feelings and songs and opinions. I 
arranged the answers in some sort of 
logical order and edited out the 
repetitions so that traditional structure 
could have some sort of fighting chance 
and Yoko pencilled in additions. 

Through it all, John either slept or 
watched television in the bedroom. They 
have a complicated relationship, as 
complicated as Yoko's personality. They 
are affectionate and they are aloof. 
However, even when Y oko is at her most 
self-involved, she will murmur 
"Beautiful," to John's notions. She does 
not censor or disapprove of anyone's 

thoughts. She invents concepts; her 
husband thinks up ways to merchandise 
them. Yoko discusses the art for her new 
book jacket. "A great idea for a 
T-shirt," John remarks. They come 
bounding into the studio for a photo 
session and Yoko drops to her knees 
while John meticulously combs her hair. 

"He could be a great hair dresser," 
Y oko remarks. "He's so talented in so 
many ways." 

It is late at night. Yoko and I have had 
a long, complicated, involved talk. It is 
over. She sud~enly ushers me ou~ of the 
hotel suite with so much rapidity, I 
almost forget my notes. I stand in the hall 
wondering for a long moment wondering 
how a discussion that intense could ~pd 
so qu~y. Inside, Yoko Ono, avant
garde missionary, has already thought 
up a blllf·dozen new concepts. 

I refuse to mab any judgments. Let 
time be the judge. Miss Ono ana Mr. 
Lennon have opened the door to their 
lives and not attempted to disguise a 
thing. I respect their honesty. 

Let them be. Let them be. 

\1 
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wr omer people, they stubbornly insist on 
being their real selves at the root of it 

Their real selves will disillusion those 
who can't accept reality, those who are 
still addicted to the middle class virtues 
even though they profess that they are 
not, and those who feel threatened by an 
ambitious, self-involved woman. Those 
who can accept myths as myth ~nd 
people as people will overcome the 
tendency to study their every gesture and 

i deed as if they are paramecium under a 
microscope and accept them for their 
virtues and their flaws. Many people 
expect them, for example, to become a 
substitute for the Community Chest. 
They will, no doubt, help a great many 
people before they retire from public life, 
but at this moment they are preoccupied 
with themselves. And as each of us is our 
own greatest responsibility, they freely 
demonstrate that they are primarily 
concerned with themselves. 
· Dressed in a floor-length, black 
dressing gown, Yoko shuts off the air 
conditioner; its faint hum distracts her. 
She impulsively empties the ash trays 
and blows away the ashes on the coffee 
table. Her enormous energy subsides and 
she curls her tiny self up on the couch and 
chain smokes menthol cigarettes and 
talks of her work, her values, her 
marriage. She is thoroughly honest, 
remarkably objective, wryly amusing 
about her failures, pleased with,her 
successes. She is much more beautiful 
than .her photographs have ever 
suggested. An intelligent, attractive 
woman, she carefully reveals her 

, complicated, difficult, topsy-turvey life 
for the listener. Her honesty arouses 
compassion and the meeting is warm and 
friendly. Her wariness of people's 
motives has been suspended for the time 
being, even though she is still eternally 
preoccupied with every detail being 
perfect and her preoccupation knows no 
limits. 

She can also be a child. She has. the 
child's enthusiasm for meeting the 
people she considers important. She 
picks up the phone and calls the famed 
artist and recluse, Joseph Cornell, on the 
phone, and does not not get off until she 
has convinced him to allow the Lennons 
to \lsi!. In fact. she has the child's non· 



N 
0 
1-' 
0'1 

........ __ .:.,_., .. ......__ ........ , ____ . __ ,_ .... ___ ----.--.. --.. ···-·--·--·---·-·----· 

'
1 And if you picked wrong . . you 

know; that was it. I actually ran out of 
one place in Oklahoma one time
Goodwill, Oklahoma. It was a private 
club this 'guy at the hotel had told us to go 
check out. So I stuck my head in and 
there were all these . . country and 
western dudes with cowboy hats and 
dancin' to 'Please Release Me' on the 
jukebox. I stuck my head in and there 
was this whole barrage of whistles and 
hoots and cattle calls came up. I'd just 
gotten off crutches, man, and I did a 
Walter Brennan all the way out to the 
car, man, as fast as I could. 

"Panhandle State Teachers' College in 
Goodwell, Oklahoma, which is still in the 
Dust Bowl." 

"Agricultural school," Mike noted. 
"They all wear big cowboy hats and 

giant mackinaws and neckerchiefs up 
there. And they all look like Glenn Ford
gettin' ready to stop a stampede." 

Tom sounded almost 1lOStalgic. 
Someone asked if those experiences 

came into their songs. 
''Sure, yeah," Brewer answered. 

"Tarkio is really an on-the-road album. 
Like Weeds, the one before-like I was 
sayin' earlier, our music is just a re
flection of the changes we're goin' 
through-" 

"Our first album, for A&M, was called 
Down in L.A.," Tom pointed out. 

"And it was a very L.A.-oriented 
album." Mike continued. "At that time 
the whole mystic. East Indian thing was 
happening, and you really can see it in 
there. Weeds was done shortly after we 
got our place in Missouri; we were really 
into a rural country thing. And we were 
mellowing out just from being out of 
L.A., so it was a soft, mellow thing. 
Tarkio is pretty much of an on-the-toad 
album. That's when we were drivin'. 
Tarkio is a small town in Missouri, ac
tually-that was one of the places we 
played in." 

"And I don't know what the new album 
IS gonna be about." Tom said. "because 
I'm sure we haven't lived all of it 
vet ... There's a lot of 'tears of rage' in 

CRAWDADDY 
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guess. Finally, their melodies nicely 
bring out the crisp, ringing qualities of 
their voices. "One Toke over the Line" 
t the single that's been mentioned too 
often in connection with the FCC semi
censorship memo to make it worth dis
c~ssm~ h~re) ~n~ "Tarki.o R{l~d'.' JD?Ye 

Two Guilds 

"I don't listen to any duos," Brewer 
answered. "I listen to a lot of music, but 
no duos in particular. I used to listen to 
Simon and Garfunkel. you know. 
Whatever. 

"If there's been an increase lately in 
the number of duos around," Mike con-
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~ ... 
The two were performmg smgly when , 

they met. They were in Kansas City. at 
the time, having been booked at the same 
time mto a club owned by their present 
manager, Stan Plesser. 

"They got together again in California 
and started writing,'' Plesser explamed. 

' 
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Mike a greet!: "Yean, rlgnt now most or 
the songs are JUSt: 'hold on.' " 

The two musicians are opposite ends of 
the same coin Both are loose and lanky 
as only natives of the American Middle 
can bel. Botr have strong rich tenor 
voices. But there the similarity ends. 

Mike Brewer is from a dusty section of 
the southern Middle known as Oklahoma. 
He's red-skinned, blonde and moody. On 
this day, their two guitars had been left 
at the airport in Cmcinnati, and Mike was 
taking the whole thing much harder than 
his partner was. Mike sings the high 
parts. 

Tom Shipley IS from a more northerly 
section of the Middle called Ohio. Tom's 
pale and black-haired-he looks rather 
rabbinical. He's even-tempered and 
quite personable. Tom sings the lower 
parts. 

The long. parallel lines of their bodies 
plus the sharp contrasts of light-dark and 
bright-pale makes them a perfect com
bination on stage. Standing together, 
each looks better somehow than either of 
them looks separately, Hollywood 
couldn't have cast them more perfectly. 
And they're not your standard stool
sitting-and-strumming folkies, either. 
They like to stand up w.hen they sing, the 
better to power-strum those two acoustic 
Guilds-·thc better to get their bodies 
lined up behind their vocals. 

They sing well, with visible enthusiasm 
for the rich, clear mix of their two voices. 
Their style IS straightforward, relying 

ru;Sin~~ uihe nd~~~~~T~&¥r~ 
binahon of elements' possible, their Sheet 
simplicity 1and clarity 1 on every level is 
their appeal. They're for people who 
believe that the least possible number of 
movmg parts produces the best possible 
machine B&S have it all pared down to 
baSICS. 

Photographer David Gahr asked Mike 
and Tom whether they listened to other 

· ~u;Bu't~ ~r;";i~; ~"d;~~ l~ l{; ~~; 
forming by yourself and not to be able to 
do the harmonies-especially if you're 
writing your own music, you know
because you can't sing harmony with 
yourself. It's just an extension of your 
music to be working with somebody else. 
We both worked as singles for several 
years. and I was m a group for awhile in 
L.A." 

not on subtle harmonic shadings but on ' 
, the unembellished timbres of their voices [ 

moving together. B&S spend as much 
time singing in unison as they do har
monizing; their voices are so clean that 
harmony isn't necessary to make their 
singing interesting··· it's used instead for 
highlighting certain sections of their 
songs. 

Their material resembles their voices 
m its directness. Tarkio is actuallv a con- ' 

i sciousiy prepared concept album, but it 
never gets bogged down in self-im
portance. it never draws attention to 
itself as any more than a bunch of 
thematically related songs. The words 
are distinguished by the casual ironies 
they pomt out: there's none of that 
Country ,Joe-ish calculated anger for the 
cheap applause. Being from the Midwest 
.JtiSt makes 1·ou naturally understated. I 

"And I don't know what the new album is 
gonna be about," Tom said, "because l'm sure 
we haven't lived all of it yet ... " 

.•. 
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people that are interested in that type of 
a lifestyle-away from what is normally 
considered the entertainers' lifestvle. 
we've offered an alternative. It's cailed 
Good Karma Productions. I was always 
kinda the busmessman, but the other 
people are real close friends. And Tom 
and Mike had already made friends with 
the people who are now in Good Karma, 
so they decided to come back to Kansas 
City. It gives us a little perspective on 
both coasts, being here, because when 
you look at something from 1700 miles 
away, you see it that way, not 'that' 
way.'' 

"We didn't really 'pick' Kansas City," 
Brewer explained. "We had to make a 
living, and we knew we were never gonna 
go back and live in California·-we 
weren't living anyplace, we were just 
back on the road again, with our farmhes 
Tom and his wife were Jiving m a tent for 
like a coupla months or so." 

·'I had all my possessions and 
everything that was dear to me strapped 
on top of my Volvo-! was like an anti
okie,'' Shipley laughed, ''And Stan called 
us-we were m Wisconsin someplace. 
doin' the college coffee-house circuit
and he wanted to start Good Karma 
Productions and asked us if we wanted to 
get m on it. So we said sure. and formed 
Good Karma ourselves, and with those 
four guys and one other entertamer 
named Danny Cox. We JUSt got together 

, and decided 11 could be done a better 
i way-·youdidn'thave to live m New York 

or L.A to do it. We been together two and 
a hall years now. and It's workmg. 

"The whole thing is based on lifestyle· 
What sense does money make if it doesn't 

, add to your lifestyle-If it doesn't im
prove your lifestyle. You can ac
cummulate gadgets all your life. but. it 
doesn t mean anything-It doe"Sn't make 
your life any better. And t9at's what it's 
all about. 

"And thewwe tell into our place in the 
t·ounlry. wh1~h was just super-fine. you 
kn·ow I'm Onry pa;-~mg $45 a month rent. 
;md Mike's ~nly paying $65. We got 20· 
some acres. a lake . Our houses are 
like 50 feet from the edge of'the lake. And 
the Important thmg IS. we're only 20 
mmutes away from the airport." 

Like I said. the)' know how to kePp 
t! t.g~ ~ rnp!t• 
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Brewer a Shipley: 
30 Seconds Over Tarkio 

by Bud Scoppa "It gives us a little 
perspective on both coasts, 
being here, because 
when you look at something 
from 1700 miles away, 
you see it that' way, 
not 'that' way." 

_The two accepted centers. of 
"Anit!lie.an civilization" have long been 
con~idered the East and West coasts. But 
that ain'tR!all)l where it's at, as they say. 
Almost every significant aspect of 
America, from its politics to its religion 
to its geology, tends to roll from the outer 
limits toward the middle, eventually 
settling comfortably in the broad flat 
central area. 

People who look out across the face of 
the country from their perches in New 
York and Los Angeles have a very 
narrow vista and a rather hazy view as 
well. But those who sit in the center have 
360 degrees of unobstructed reality
sometimes it's frightening, but it's 
al)l'ays in focus. 

While their brothers were clambering 
their desperate ways from the center to 
the more glamorous fringes of the 
country (do some research: find out 
where the musicians and writers and 
artisits and actors hail from-you may 

Raytown, Missouri, just outside of 
Kansas City, she asked; 

"Are there any rednecks in Missouri?" 
A sudden laugh caught in Mike 

Brewer's throat. "Uh, yeah," he an
swered, once he'd composed himself. 
"There's hardly anything but rednecks in 
Missouri. 

"A coupla years ago," Brewer con
tinued, "we were spending a lot of time in 
that part of the country, driving-doing 
small college concerts." 

"And it was Easy Rider," Tom Shipley 
added, "But, since we've had some 
success with records recently-at least in 
ilur immediate area-it's eased off, 
'cause folks know us. And they know we 
have children so we're not faggotq; 'They 
got kids, Martha, they must be virile.' It 
gets hard to take; I try to ignore it as 
much as possible. 

"Drivin' through that part of the 
country when we were doin' those college 
concerts," Tom remembered, "we had 
our sound system packed in the back of a 
little Ford station wagon. And we drived. 
And that's what our song, "Tarkio 

be surprised), ll!ike Brewer and Tom 
Shipley held on in the Great Middle. Oh;"' 
they spent some time out west-made 
some records out there-but f41ey've 
endured for the most part among those 
amber waves of grain. 

. Road," was all about. Just the t(>.ol) of us, 
,.settin' up our own sound system, goin' in 

I. ,
1 

and doin' a college concert, packin' it up, 
;' goin' on to the next one." While they sat in their dressing room 

waiting to rehearse for their appearance 
on the David Frost Show, Srewer and 
Shipley talked about their ·lives in the 
midwest with the show's producer. 

After discovering they lived in 

"Road show," Mike grimaced. 
Shipley continued, "And that got pretty 

hard to take, 'cause you'd have to 
literally pick the places you'd go into 
eat." 

"Or sleep," Brewer added. 

·- __ ,.,_ .. "' ., ' 
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With reference to you, John has been 
quoted as saying "She is a woman, and 
she's Japanese: there is racial prejudice 
against her and there is female prejudice 
against her. It's as simple as that." Have 
you ever experienced "female 
prejudice"? 
· The paFents who raise children in 
modern society unfortunately have great 
complexes about women that they 
transmit to their children< When I was a 
little girl my mother told me that there 
was no female Beethoven< I looked 
around and discovered that she was 
right. There wasn't even a great woman 
crook< At the same time that my mother 
criticized me for being a woman she kept 
telling me, "Yoko, you're different; 
Yoko. you're special." My father told me 
that I was unusually precocious for my 
age< So I thought, "so, probably I'm 
special.'' 

However, my mother also told me that 
I looked too strong and masculine. She'd 
say, "Yoko, you are going to have trouble 
because you look masculine and you're 
too intelligent for your own good< And 
men don't like that." These are my 
earliest memories of female prejudice. 

Did'you experience this prejudice in the 
art world? 

\ 

... 

CRAWDADDY 

understood that I was right. All the men 
and all the women around him were yes
men and he was getting tired of it and he 
was lonely. So from the beginning he did 
not want me to be another yes-man. 

Do you want to be even stronger than 
you are now? 

I've been very tough from the begin
ning. Now, I finally do not feel guilty or 
conflicted about the fact that I am a 
strong woman. 

How do you feel about your appearance 
now? 

It's taken me thirty-eight years to start 
to get used to my looks, to adjust ~P the 
kind of woman I am. I'm finally reslgned 
to whatever I am. I don't brood anymore 
because I don't have long legs or long 
fingers. I suppose I've finally realized 
that I have my own kind of beauty. Let's 
put it that way. · 

More and more people are living 
together without getting married. How 
do you feel about marriage? 

I think that people who do not get 
married have firm reasons for their 
decision. They suspect, for example, that 
marriage might hurt their relationship. 
Jn.htl !lnf'1 f W!lontPf'i f1\ hDI'nrnt:> rnnr.:> ann 
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world is run by men or women who prefer 
men, or by homosexuals. However, the 
assumption that a woman does not stand 
a chance in the art world because of the 
homosexual dominance is not a correct 
one. Homosexuals are often good friends 
of women. It's just simply that the male 
artists and the male critics are always 
together and they never discuss the work 
of women artists. This is peculiarly 
similar to how the WASP oriented art 
world just simply never discussed black 
artists. 

I take it you appro\!<! of Woman's 
Liberation. 

Definitely! In 1968 in Nova Magazine I 
had said "Woman is the nigger of the 
world." I attended a Woman's Lib 
meeting yesterday and I discoveJ1ld that 
all of the women seemed to have their 
own individual problems about finding 
their identities and building constructive 
relationships with people. Each 
woman must work out her problems with 
the man or woman she lives with. In our 
case, John and I had two difficult years 
trying to find the best way to cope with 
each other. The problems all dealt with 
role-playing. Society teaches men that 
they must always take the strong role. 
Men learn to fear a strong woman. John 
thought that he always had to be strong; I 
was afraid to express my strength. Now, 
John understands that he can be 
vulnerable. We are both very relaxed 
about our individual vulnerabilities and 
John is no longer afraid of my strength. 

In other words there was a struggle for 
dominance in your relationship. 

When I met John he was a typical male 
chauvinist. He had been in an all male 
group and he had come from a 
background where the men were all 
important. They were always having 
man-to-man talks and going to the pub 
together. Women were usually kept in the 
background, serving tea, keeping out of 
the men's talk. John never expected to 
meet a woman who would talk back. who 
would expect to share everything on an 
equal basis. But, you see, John is very 
quick to adapt to new situations. He 
comprehends things quickly and he 

lUWll&~v. .;occuu;;..., ..,.,.._ _. • ..,. .. ..,. """"'.J ._,.. ••• 

creasing this commitment. Mlirriage 
seemed to be another ritual to add to the 
rings and the flowers and the poems we'd 
exchanged. We are very sentimental 
people and we love rituals. When we 
make things we dedicate t~em to each 
other. We think up all sorts of ways to 
involve each other and make each other 
happy and marriage was another one of 
them. In our case, marriage works. 

As co-producer of a series of record 
albums you are now involved in 
something that is traditionally man's 
work. How does it feel to be a record 
producer? 

I have always done men's work so it 
does not surprise me to do something that 
men are doing. In the beginning, the 
engineers and the others who worked in 
the studio were kind of reluctant to take 
orders from me. John had to convince 
them that it \_Vas all right. He didn't say, 
"Now hear this!" or anything like that. 
He was very subtle and it worked. 

"In my case, I am a small 
woman because people 
repressed me when I was 
young. My bones stopped 
growing because of the 
repression that surrounded 
me." 

However, after I made my last album, 
the crew finally realized that I know my 
business and I know music. At fi,rJlt 
everyone had a smug, sneering'attitude 
towards my work and me. When I started 
to shout and scream the engineers used -' 
to leave the studio because they couldn't ' 
bear lt. But now, I think they accept me. 
Not only do they stay, but they know how 
to manage. So,ft~ artists allow other 
people to take over part of the process. 
But I work with them and I also keep my 
eye on everything. John and I just cannot 
allow anyone to do any part of our 
professional work for us. We even do the 
details ourselves, the finishing work, the 
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posters, the ads, the layouts. We have to 
take care of everything ourselves 
because no one else can satisfy us. 

never tried to be consciously either in my 
work. 

~:· 

t 

credibly distorted. Jonas l\!ek11s com· 
rnented that the culture oi New York is 
o,Jrn .... .,.t ,,.,,.,,; .. .,.1 •• 1.. •• ~1"-



N 
0 
N 
w 

r most suoue form of racial 
prejudice. People were overly kind; 
they'd try to talk to me more than they'd 
talk to anyone else. PerhapS, however, 
they really were interested, curious to 
hear what a Japanese has to say. I was, 
in some way: always being forced to 
represent Japan. 

mp=ns · air you. The war was like lookm~ '" mem you cQJJ •ee tile pain in 
that. It taught me that nothing is per- their minds. I once made a piece entitled, 
manent,. and since nothing belongs to "The Body is the Scar of Your Mind." 

Do the English and the Americans 
have different attitudes towards the 
lapanese? 

In America there is more interest in 
the work of the Japanese. In the 1950's 
there was much interest in Japanese 
culture because of the reaction to World 
War II. In London, I never noticed a 
Japanese craze or fad. There will always 
be a certain amount of interest in Japa
nese art and that is only natural. 

I can tell you what It's like to have a 
Jewish mother. What Ia it like to have a 
Japaneae mother? 

Someone made a movie about a man 
who went from country to country and 
discovered that every country had the 
same Hilton. The world is getting smaller 
and smaller. And my Japanese parents 
were probably no different from your 
Jewish parents. In fact, I'm sure that 
there were quite a few similarities. My 
parents were achievement-oriented and 
family-oriented. My mother was also 
basically a paradoxical woman which 
makes her similar to any other mother in 
the world. 

Many people In this country are going 
through a renewal of their ethnic lden· 
tities. Do you have a strong sense of 
being Japanese? 

you, you need never worry about your When I performed it on stage I took off 
possessions. You can move on and leave my clothes and showed my naked body 
things behind You without worry. You because I realized that my body and its 
can easily walk away from your past life. distortions were a reflection of my 
Buried in my subconscious is the effort to -
try and not be obsessive or attached or 
sticky about things. 

Are you especially concerned about 
PC!Cice because we're engaged In an Asian 
War? 

It's so easy to say yes to that question. 
But every citizen of tjle world is 
responsible for everything that happens 
in the world. I can't imagine anyone not 
wanting peace. 

I cusume that John shares your ..,cia! 
views. 

John is basically a politicaUy-niinded 
person, One of the first things I noticed 
about him was that be receives. aU the 
newspapers each day and reads every 
one of them. Not many people do that but 
John keeps up with TV, books and 
everything else. Yes, we happen to share 
the same social views. 

John has spoken a great deal about the 
pain In his life. Have you experienced a 
great deal of pain? 

"The culture of New York is 
almost entirely built on these 
ugly legs . . Intellectuals 
ignore their legs." 

mental pain. I also turned it into ~ song 
and the song says it all "The Body Is 
The Scar of Your Mind." 

The plctJ.Ire of you 11<11ng busted Qn the 
album jacket of "Unfinished Mruic Num-
11<1r Two: Life With the Lions" shows 
your face filled with pain. Were you in 
great pain? 

I was literally in pain. A girl bad come 
up to me and banged my head with her 
fist. She had a sharp stone hidden in her 
hand. Another girl pulled my hair. I was 
also seven (7) months pregnant. I bad a 
miscarriage right after the incident. Yes, 
I was in great pain. 

How did you feel about being busted? 
The bust was nothing really. It seemed 

to be just part of the topsyturvy life I had 
been living with John. What hurt me 
about the bust, however, was people's 
reactions to it. The Japanese society 
ignored me because I had been arrested 
and I was having an affair with a 
married man. Now that I'm respectably 
married, they all want to know me again. 
Their attitudes are very silly. Not really. But when I returned to 

Japan recently I was amazed to find a 
strong connection between what I do and 
classic Japanese art. For example,, I 
went to the Kabuki and I discovered "a 
similarity in vocal technique. The Japa
nese, however, would be the last people 
to admit this connection. I now think that 
the difference between my Events and 
happenings and Alan Kaprow's, for 
example, may be the fact that I am a 
woman and Japanese even though I 

I believe that all pain is mental. We feel 
pain because the brain tells us to. People 
have dlseovered they can lower their own 
blood pressure through Yoga and 
meditation and things like the Janov 
Therapy. There was an experiment at 
Princeton University that proved that 
even laymen could use their wills to 
lower their blood pressure without the 
help of meditation or therapies. The 
conclusion is obvious: the mind controls 
the. body. In my case, I am a SJl111ll 

· WoQ!an because people repressed me 
wh~n I was young, My bones stopped 
grcjwing because of the repression that 
surrounded me. Did you ever realize that 
the great aggressors in the world, Napo. 
leon, Hitler, are all physically small 
people who have been repressed? I made 
a movie of people's legs called "Up .Your 
Legs Forever". All the legs in it are in-

What are your feelings,about the use of 
drugs? 

There isn't a person in the world who 
doesn't take drugs. After all, anything 
you need aftet- you've fulfilled the 
requirements for ,minimum survival can 
be regarded as a drug. Cigarettes, candy, 
the second steak·, the second glass of 
water, coffee, tea- these are.all drugs. 
Excessive talking can also be a drug as 
can ·laughing and telephone calling and 
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letter writing and buying too many 
clothes, Life would be boring if you had 
only one thing to wear and you didn't eat 
candy when you really wanted to, Drugs 
""""'t.. ...... J;f .. ! ......... h ...... ; ... "' 

c~wgttlp.Y, . e P&Q!Vll. 

•,' 

' Janov claims that under LSD, if you are 
really connected to reality, you don't 
hallucinate, Hallucinations under LSD is 
in fact pain which if correctly channeled 

0 0 ' ' 0 'H 

therapy? 
There was a psychologist at Sarah 

Lawrence but that was nothing. 
You did attend college for three years. 

- - ·-· 
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-votir. belief ill' something can cure you 
of anything. All therapies lead to Rome. 
Did you know that some people have been 
cured of cancer just ·by taking aspirin? If 
I believed completely in Janov's therapy, 
or in any theory for that matter, I would 
have made it. "Making it" means to be 
cured of all physical and mental 
sicknesses and be freed of all physical 
and· mental limitations: that is, in its 
final stage, to become saintly. "Making 
it" happens when you believe in 
something so strongly, you finally 
hypnotize yourself into becoming 
anything and everything in physical 
reality. You. become free of any fear and 
inhibitions. That's to become "God." 
That is what all the Saints and the Gods 
were talking about in their books; that 
you have to be innocent as a child to 
"make it": -That it is the hardest thing 
for the rich to go to heaven. Rich, in this 
case, means mental richness since 
physical richness in itself does not harm 
you unless it hangs you up mentally. I 
went through a stage where I was im· 
pressed with Janov's theory, to the point 
where I was able to hypnotize myself into 
making myself stop smoking. But It lasts 
as long as you make it last. Janov says 
that you must face reality; that you must 
go back to your childhood and see 
everything that happened to you clearly 
and finally get connected to yourself for 
the first time. But what is my childhood, 
my past that I go back to now? I think the 
past that I remember is the past that I 
create now because of the necessity of 
the present, And that is so different from 
really going back to my past. 

Many people in Janov's primal scream 
therapy claimed that they went back to 
their past, sometimes even to when they 
were in their mother's womb. How do we 
know that the experience was not just 
another hallucination induced by self· 
hypnosis~ A woman who gave a very 
swift and painless childbirth with no 
labor to speak of thought it was due to the 
primal therapy. Janov explained it as 
primal birth. How do we know that it 
wasn't just because it w&s her second 
childbirth and she had an easy time 
compared to her. first? How do we know 
~hat it was not self-hypnosis that did it? 

scream where they ''ffili\ltn .. an(f"'!'W 
that they went back to their mother's 
womb? Is there any difference between 
the acid freak's hallucinations and the 
primal scream freak's visions which they 
call reality? That is why 1 couldn't 
"make it." In primal scream therapy 
Janov says that you cannot regress even 
if you want to; you only continue to be 
more cured. However, we are smoking 
again. If there is such a thing as a real 
cure, as .Janov claims, shouldn't it be 
impossible to regress? If Janov claims 
progressive symptoms such as the case 
of painless childbirth to be the result of 
primal scream, he will have to consider 
all regressive symptoms as equally the 
result of primal scream. I think, in 
primal scream they experience and feel 
the need of the present in the form of · 
"going back to the past." This, of course, 
has nothing to do with really going back 
to the past and facing it, since you will 
never face anything other than that 
which you want to face. 

So l couldn't make it. Yet again, John 
and I failed to hypnotize ourselves. So 
probably we will live, age and die. In 
primal scream, they say that you become 
younger, which makes sense ... since If 
you really believe in something and 
"make it," you will be freed of all 
illnesses, including aging. 

Many people try to make a God out of 
John and make it through him. Good luck 
to them. There was one kid who lived in 
the park next to our home in Ascot for 
three weeks he had to see John. John 
finally decided that we should see him. 
He came into our house and because he'd 
spent all his time thinking about John 
rather than himself he was smelly and 
dirty. I told him that he had to start 
taking care of himself, and that there 
was nothing more important than 
himself. 

How long were you with Janov1, 
Half a year, about two hours a day. I ,' 

When you go home however, you have to ,, 
keep working at it. It certainly isn't the ' 
answer to everything and I don't want to 
start a new religion. But in many ways 
the experience helped John and I to 
further clarify our minds. 

Were you ever in any other kind of 

.. 
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being liberal makes the kids turn out 
another way. Children should be 
whatever they want to be. 

How do you think the American public 
perceives you? 

1 doo1 koow.Jo "'*_,"old 

tuition, moment to moment, I 
with as much devotion as you 1 

can." 

schoolmate wrote an article about me 
and said that I looked like Ernest Borg
nine. Personally, I liked Ernest Borg
nine's acting in Marty, but I never 
thought I resembled him. But tbat article 
was the one that helped formulate my 
image in this conn try. She also wrote that 
I was really fat. It also happens that I 
was seven months pregnant so I wasn't 
slim for good reasons. 

How do you think the Beatles' fans 
perceive you? 

We got all sorts of threatening letters 
from people advising John that be might 
have his throat slit for marrying a Japa· 
nese. When I was pregnant a girl sent me 
a little rubber doll filled with pins. You 
see there was a strong nostalgic feeling; 
for John's previous wife and that had a 
lot to do with people's feelings for me. 
Since we were both married belore and 
we suddenly left our previous engage
ments-people became uptight. For 
them, our marriage was a moral issue. 

Do you suppose that the post·Beatles 
audience resents the special nature of 
your work as compared to a relatively 
easy-to·digest pop song1? 

When one uses the word "special" one 
imagines something freaky or in• 
tellectual. My things aren't inteliectual; 
they're emotionaL In Grapefruit I wrote, 
"Imagine the clouds dripping-Dig a hole 
in your garden to put them in." 

That's ·ch'ildlike, not intellectual. 
Where music is concerned, I had reached 
the point where I !!'as performing 
soundless music-music or the mind. And 
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liKe psyf!!IIC""VO~"oo a 1'lillltY ctitll!!. 
Some people danced freely, but most 
stood and watched. 

''I was in another country for X amount 
of months," Taj continued, "where I 
didn't speak the language. And I com
municated with people on a whole other 
level that most people don't even get into 
because they're so busy fuckln' talking 
the language." 

He took the lesson to music: ~'There's a 
point where people can really touch 
beCause they've been fed just the edge of 
it from the white blues musicians. And 
there's the depth which U you're living on 
the surface you can't get into no matter 
how hard you try. You can dig all the 
vibes that reel off the top, but the real 
deep down shit, man . . . you can only 
sit and marvel at it. It's not yours. That's 
just the fact of it. It took me a long time to 
realize tbat." 

Most of Taj's audience being white and 
middle-class, it must be difficult to 
believe tbat and face tbem night after
night. 

"You can know it's there but you can't 
get at it," I parapuoased. 

"That's right," he affirmed. 
"At all, or to any degree~" His ab

soluteness was interesting, if a little 
strained. 

"Certain people can," he answered. 
"Mose Allison has managed to get into 
the depth of it. A lot of cais do some good 
work, but it's definitely based on wbat 
was done." 

"Does Mose's being brought up in the 
South have something to do with it?" I 
asked. 

''No, man," he said sternly. "Muse has 
got it because he's a sensitive human 
being. The man is alive, tbat's all. A
live." 

Which contradicted the statement that 
culture was the determining factor. 

"But there are some liVing white 
people," I said. 

"Man, there are," he emphasized, "but 
they live for things, not within cultures 
and ways of living." There was a long 
pause. Taj tapped a pencil on the 
desktop, the beat quickening until he. 
spoke. "I don't know wbat they're up to, 

---~----~~-~";,~_.;:;.:.:::::::: ~~ ~-~·~" -·· 1 
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stliatlat's on iny riiii-ilt~at's what.I'll 
be thinking about. 

"It's a drag, man. So I go out there and 
I don't play no bullshit, man, because the 
shit that I'll be playing, man, you know, 
any motherfucker in the balcony can tell 
whether I'm bullshittin or playin'. But 
them motherfuckers could never llnow, 
man." He was speaking quickly now, 
words coming with no pause. "So I'm 
putting my shit out there cold as it could 
be, man, right out there. And what do 
they do? 'I'm so lucked up on reds I can't 
do nothing.' " He mocked a white street 
accent. "Fuck off, kid. Go away and have 
your hang ups somewhere else .. 

"I don't know what it is. It's the nature 
of being ignorant; it's the nature of being 
unfeeling; it's the nature of being ex
perienceless." 

"It must be tough to have to deal with 
those people," I said. 

"Aah," he moaned. "It's un· 
believable!" 

Taj defines himself by his music. "The 
music is what I'm all about," he says. 
"It's happenine. It isn't like we sit up and 
play for months arid then come out and 

. " his voice turned mock sultry, a 
tinge of disgust seeping through the 
scorn, " 'Now you can see my body.' No, 
man. The music is what I'm about. Every 
fuckin' note. Just listen to it.'' 

But it isn't quite that easy. His music is 
apolitical, and he isn't. He would argue 
the liberating nature of his music, but 
admits most people miss it, can't touch it 
at all. His music is joyful, but also a little 
desperate. He sees himself performing 
before largely uncomprehending crowds 
·(he hasn't played to many ·black 
audiences, though he plans to) and must 
sorely miss the warmth of the response 
he so (seemingly) firmly believes cannot 
be mustered. 

Taj's music can get the adrenalin 
flowing in an instant. Four tubas and his 
own up-))eat voice combine to soothe and 
scratch ·simultaneously. He says it's·' 
black muSic, by definition alienated. I'm 
not crazy~bout collard greens, but I dig 
the blues. You bave to be alive to dig 
what Taj does with rtlliSic; I hope there 
are more living people than he believes. 
It would be a shame to miss it. 
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now my new album is an attempt to 
communicate with people in an easier 
way. Language 1sa very formal means of ! 
communication and it's also an over· 
simplification of reality. One's emotional 
reality is much more complex than what 
the usuai form of music can express. I 
had to break the melodic and rythmic 
pattern to say anything real-and so you 
hear mv music stuttering. And that's all 
it's doing, stuttering to be real. And 
some people say it's not easy. But this is 
the most honest way I can communicate. 
And I think the audience or the reader 
deserves it. Alter all, everyone is 
basically beautiful. Living is such a 
difficult expenence and I respect 
everyone JUSt for being alive. To live is to 
suffer and I know all about the sul!ering 
people are going through because I've 
had a tough life of my own. Therefore, I 
respect people too much to give them 
something casual. So if anything, my 
work used to be too heavy, a common 
characteristic of woman artists. I like the 

"We tell each other, it's been 
four years since we've met, 
two years since we've 
married, why do we love each 
other so endlessly?" 

idea ot mcluding a little humor or wit in 
my wm·k. even though I lean towards 
cynicism 

Many people however, think I'm just a 
freak and that all I do is scream. They 
laugh when I say I'm a perfectionist 
about producing and engineering my 
work m the studio. They laugh when I say 
that I am particular about the rhythm 
and the sound and the balance. They 
tl;ink what the hell, who can be par
ticular about screaming? But if you 
listen carefully to my records you will 
see that all these elements are used very 
carefully. 

'Tirnnthu r.onr\1 hn_Q hP"n nun/'tlld a.<: 

CHAWDADDY 

Could you think about it now? 
Even now, it would never cross my 

mind. That's how uninterested I am. I 
have better things to do. 

It was all over the TV. 
Somehow I very wisely avoided it. 
You didn't watch television yesterday? 
I watched TV but intuitively I avoided 

the wedding and it avoided my vision. All 
I can say with reference to the wedding is 
people create their own fate. 

l'here have been quite a few stories 
written about you since you've come to 
New York. What has been your reaction 
to your press? 

We have been receiving, for the most 
part, favorable reviews recently. But, 
when you get good reviews, they are 
usually balanced by the bad. For in· 
stance, there was a piece in "the Daily 
News which I suppose would be con
sidered very unfavorab1e. However, it 
was an emotional piece written by 
somebody who doesn't know us. 

There was a tape made of John and you 
having dinner with friends. This tape has 
circulated through a segment of the New 
York underground and it also has been 
publicly written about. Do you have a 
reaction about that? 

We were just being natural. We didn't 
think it was bad to be taped at dinner. If 
you listen to it you'll sec that John was 
being very humorous and he was cam· 
ping it up. The journalist who wrote 
about that tape took it much too 
seriously. I understand that the tj~pe )i;· 
for sale, I'll give you the money, IJuy it 
for me, and we'll listen to it together. 

1 
You'll see that the criticism of us was ·, 
unjustified. 

How do you feel about the fact that this 
tape may be for sale? 

It's ridiculous. It's like selling a hotel 
sheet just because John Lennon slept on 
it 

There was a national magazine piece 
this month about Linda Eastman and you 
entitled, "The Two Girls Who Brake Up 
the Beatles." What is your reaction to 
this kind of publicity? 

H'c o:>. nHnnind 1nh - n#)onnl,:lo writP 

i pay for services because other people 
need to earn money too. But when I didn't 

1 

have money I could work very cheaply. 
Now because I have more money, 
everything costs more to do. So in a way 
life can be very fair. You see, having 
money is not the greatest thing in the 
world. 

Are taxes your only gripe against 
capitalism? 

I'm suspicious of any "ism." "Isms" 
create an establishment. Even though I 
like the idea of free enterprise, I'd like to 
see a society where everyone has plenty 
of opportunity and nobody starves. !like 
the idea of capital being balanced but I 
don't believe in financial equality in a 
naive sense. I don't care for any social 
system that sets down rules that 
everyone has to fit into. When John 
belonged to the Beatles, everyone 
thought he was on top of the world and 
had all the freedom that went with it. But 
he had to cut himself down to the size of 
the group and he was deprived or a great 
deal of his personal freedom. I'm for a 
society where everybody has freedom 
and can develop to the fullest his own 
unique potential. 

There is a great deal of interest in 
organic foods. Are you a natural foods 
fan? 

The body is stronger than you think. 
I Drinking a bottle of coke can't hurt you. 

The body constantly balances itself out. 
We inhale and w~ exhale and there is 
balance. If you drink a bottle of coke, m 
two days the poisons will be gone because 
the body will balance itself out. Your 
eating habits will be in good balance if 
you follow your intuition and eat exactly 
what you want. We've been through the 
macrobiotic, vegetarian, and fasting trip 
and found being intuitive is better. 

Do you take vitamins? 
No, I'm not a vitamin 'rfeak. I eat and 

drink exactly what I want at the moment 
I want it And it works out very well. 

Do you cook? 
Once in a while. And when I feel like 

doing it I put my soul into it. I'd go crazy 
if I had to cook three times a day because 
T m~...-. ..... nnnncoti t.l\ Wlolo"' l rln it T ro.alhr 
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up orcne two-particle union?" Do you feel 
like one-half of the symbol" of the new 
religion? 

I thank him for saying it and John does 
too but we are not the only couple like 
this. Let's say that we are the normal 
couple of the future and there are many 
more couples like us. We happen to get 
more publicity than most people and 

· that's why our ideas are becoming 
known. 

Did the other Beatles understand your 
ideas? 

I don't know. John understands and 
that is enough for me. He told me he 
could sum up my message in three lines 
and he did. He said "Woman 
creates ... Man destroys ... Artist 
revalues." And John suggested that we 
put these three lines on our film cataloge 
because he thought it would help people 
understand what we're trying to do with 
our films. 

I understand you attended a per· 
formanceof"Vain Victory." Did you like 
it-? 

We didn't choose to gq. Andy (Warhol) 
took us, and we went. It was funny and 
we liked it. 

Do you like plays? 
I'm not particular about the medium. I 

' like all mediums the way !like all forms 
of music. At this very moment I'm 
thinking about a minuet. Many rebels 
would say, "Minuet" Forget it!" But if 
you handled the form of a minuet using 
pieces of glass, water, bells, lead, the 

, sounds of paper restling and people 
i breathing - it would he beautiful! How 

about snoring? 
John and you have met with the Cana· 

dian prime minister, What have you 
learned from world leaders? 

We meet a great many people and !like 
to meet people who are honest and who 
are attempting to do something in· 
!cresting. I prefer not to meet people who 
are spiritually lazy and not going 
anywhere or people who are pedantic. 

Yesterday Tricia Nixon was married. 
Would you like to have been in vi ted to the 
wedding? 

I never even thought about it. That 
answers II, I suppose. 

u ........... .,.o.n;tuu ht1v " ruce norne 1 must 
have everything and therefore, deserve a 
little hammering. But I'm human too. If 
you meet me, you know that I'm as 
vulnerable as everybody else and that r 
also have my problems. You realize that 
I'm not the superhuman monster with a 
Jot of luck that you read about in 
magazine stories. 

How do you feel about publicity in 
general? 

When I get publicity for the wrong 
reasons I'm not happy, My publicity 
usually is false publicity because it deals 
with the fact that I'm Mrs. Lennon-the 
world's most famous unknown artist. I 
know a woman who dyed her hatr blonde, 
when it was actually brown. People kept 
complimenting her but she couldn't he 
happy because she knew she was being 
complimented for something she was 
not. I don't mind publicity when people 
communicate with me and I can com
municate with them on an honest level 
about my work. 

How important is money to you? 
When people pay money to get 

something I've made, I'm flattered. And 
if r have money, it's better than the 
establishment having it because I have 
no relatives to support and most of my 
money would be used to help people. I 
haven't helped many people yet because 
I haven't earned a great deal of money. 
Unfortunately English law puts me in the 
same tax bracket as my husband. But 
I'm starting to help some people. I'd like 
to help starving children, gypsy children 
who need schooling- instead of giving it 
to other artists. When I was poor, I prided 
myself on being an artist who could make 
things cheaply and use ready made 
materials to discover new ways of doing 
things that didn't cost much. So I expect 
the same from other artists. 

Has the increase in your wealth "ii!ade 
life easier? 

In some ways, money helps but life is 
very strange. When I didn't have any 
money people would lend me a camera 
and allow me to use their studio if I 
wanted to make a film. People would 
offer to help in any way they could. Now, 
nobody is willing to help me. I un
derstand that and I realize I now have to 

·-------- .. 
.• ''"'"' "'"'"' you ~wu gt:' alt your energy 

from? 
I was very surprised to find that John IS , 

just as energetic as I am. We're both ' 
amazed at that. Many people use all their 
energy to cut themselves into a size that 
is socially acceptable. People dnn't say 
what they want to say because they're 
trained to he proper. They use most of 
their energies to lie to themselves. John 
and I are not very inhibited and we just 
don't waste our energy. 

I 

I 
~: 
I 
I 
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!aj 
Nahal 

Taj Malia! sat behind a corporate de$k 
his face offering yawn, grimace, scowl 
and an occasional sardonic smile. He's a 
large man, and his green patterned 
dashiki gave him the appearance of a 
restless prince on an idle battlefield. But 
this prince was pissed. 

There may have been a specific 
cause-he was angry at an especially 
patronizing ad for his new record which 
had been run without his seeing it-but 
there was a deep-seated displeasure 
which fed his anger loll( after any con
crete reason could sustam it. 

Onstage, Taj is all enthusiasm. His 10-
piece band just whomps up a storm, 
producing the kind of grin you don't 
volunteer, just let on through. It's gut 
music that borders on adjacent sides of 
delight and desperation. He has four 
tubas in the band and they can bring a 
"Whoosh" explosion of energy-"Kind of 
a hook for people to grab onto," Taj 

1 said-while Taj himself, stuttering out 
phrases as no one has quite done like that 
before, conjures an energy which is at 
once driving and driven. 

"! get off playing music,'' he said. It 
was a homily and he was bored saying it. 
He'd said it many times before and, 
though it meant something special and 
unique to him, he implicitly doubted it 
could be transmitted in words. He con
tinued anyway. "! always wanted to 
make good music, have fun, man. Just 
get in there and do it. Laugh and giggle 
and crack up, man. You know, have a 
good time. To me, the greatest thing 
musicians could get involved in while 1 
they're pl~ying music, man, is im- I 
provisation, And J'm constantly im-
provising." 1 

"'N•a ...,..,.,. .. .,.nt .,...; fnnt" thh!a~ tn g 1i\...ni&l(l,:lo 
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''I'm Tired of Playing 
Cal de Sac City'' by Peter Knobter 
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onstage over six months ago. 
"I wanted to get into something new, 

something exciting, man." He stressed 
the words as if to instill new life in them, 

-!Qo. "Something happy." His voice is a 
ra~ng kind of hoarse whisper which can 
s~tch in a moment to piercing depth or 
funlty mockery. "Once in a while people 
start laughing immediately, but that he
he-he shiloon'tlast too long. It goes from 
a laugh to . . . I mean like people 
who've never seen those horns before, 
they don't know' what to do. They just 
don't know what to do." 

As introduction, only a few minutes on 
the stage, Taj had told the Fillmore East 
audience he wanted us all to "share a 
common space" for the evening. The 
Fillmore. crowd, not noted for its con
viviality, did little more than murmur 
and demand more. It didn't seem to 
affect Taj then, but thinking back on it he 
began to raise his voice. 

"What can you say, man. They've been 
fed television. They've had plastic tits 
put in their mouths when they were kids, 
man, what do you want. You want them 
close to what's going on? Look at me, 
man. I was a breast nursed haby.l'm the 
eldest son in the family, right; I'm the 
one that had the most amount of space, 
everybody else got the rush. They got the 
television, man. You know, the quick 
ride: What can I say? Then I try and play 
some mu5ic to them, man, and since 
everything's been laid out so poor, 
man . . . I mean they came through 
Search for Tomorrow. That kind of shit is 
really crazy, you know what I mean. It'll 
drive you nuts." 

"But you're playing to them," I said, 
"they must give you something ba~k." 

"Not very much," he an·swered 
quickly. "That's why I'm stopping 
playing for them." 

Taj had taken an extended leave of 
absence, going "overseas" to get away 
from where he had been. "Who are you 
going to play for?" I asked. 

"\Vh~ knows, ma~." Taj was unwilling 
to be specific, as if the question itself 
implied a transcendent and eternal lack 
of its answer. "Whoever's really· there." 

"And how do you control that?" 
"You don't contliOI it, you know it. You 

I '~ 
"That he-he-he shit don't lasi too long." 

don't play ... You don't want to ... " 
he jumbled his thoughts, paused and 
,rephrased himself. "Look," he said, 
"I'm tired of playing Cui de Sac city, 
man. My music is black music, it's black 
music, you dig? And I'm tired of playing 
to a bunch of people who say 'We really 
dig it but we can't relate to it.' I'm tired." 
His voice used the repetition 
dramatically. "If someone would say 
'well, you're gonna have to play so It 
sounds like me' I wonld be able to deal 
with that. But they ask you to come and 
play, then they don't know what to do. 
They can't luck with you," his voice rose 
almost desperately, "They can't fuck,i 
with you, man, they don't give you 
anything back." And just as suddenly he 
grabbed some calm, like a sailor who'd 
leaned a little too far righting himself 
after a frozen moment's stillness. 
"That's what's happening," he said, 
saying nothing. "So I'm just going to 
move along to where an audience is 
aware and awake." 

"I don't know if that's possible," I 
offered. Taj had appeared from behind 
his mask for a brief moment and I tried 
to pursue him. "You can play to the 
element in the audience that's aware and 
awake . .. " 

"That's difficult," he replied, "that's 
difficult. Also, you can play very de
tached. But I'm not going to sacrifice my 
life, the way I live-because the way l 
play is the way I live-I'm not going to 
sacrifice my life and my life style for a 
bunch of kids who it don't make any 
difference to anyway." 

"It must be hard to do this. shit," I 5l!id. 
"I won't be doing it a whole lot. Lemme 

get that straight with you now." Jle took 
the street rhythm for that line. His 
singer's phrasing· Is a natural extension 
of his own speech. 1'1 won't be spending 
nights with it. . 

"There's an a~ul lot of this life 
that ... " he StoPped mid·SI!Ot\'inCe at 
another thought struck. "I mean, how · 
can I come out of nowhere and have 
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Why did you turn to films? 
I just wanted to make films. But then I 

discovered that in the· very nature and 
structure of my films there is the idea 
that they are only finished when many 
different people in many different coun
tries make different versions of them. 
Real events occur when many people 
participate. The more the merrier, I say. 
An entire family can make a family · 
bottoms film. Everyone can make one of 
my films because the instructions are so 
simple. I don't consider myself a director 
but a film maker who makes instruc
tions. With most films there is only one 
version, the director's choice because he 
thinks it's the best version. But my films 
are only completed when people make 
their owp variations of my work. 

How did you get the idea for "Bot
toms"? 

I was in my house in Japan. A maid 
was scrubbing the floor and her bottom 
was sticking up. Then afterwards I saw a 
film -a corny film about cowboys - and 
a cowboy had his back to the screen and 
he was talking to another guy and a girl 
and his shoulders occupied about two· 
thirds of the screen. I thought thi$'Was an 
interesting composition and I liked it. I 
thought that a film in which an object 
covers the whole screen and prohibits the 
filming of a background might be inter
esting. The audience would look at the 
screen and not be able to identify the ob
ject because there would be no back· 
ground. Perhaps, they'd think it was just 
a dark screen. The screen would l!lllve 

and they would not be able to tell if it was 
a flat surface or a surface with dimen
sion. It could all be subtle and beautiful. 

What is your reaction to pornographic 
films? 

I approve of anything that is liberating. 
It's sad that so many people use a large 
portion of their energy to inhibit them
selves. Ninety percent of someone's 

, energy could be devoted to ta1dng his 
• mind away from his fantasies of commit· 

ting rape or to censoring his own obscene 
thoughts, when instead you could use 
your thoughts to free yourself rather than 
to inhibit yourself. Erotic thoughts are 
only the results of repression. If you al· 
lowed yourself to be free, you could de· 
vote your energies to something else. 

Do you think the public is r.eady to un· 

derstand your films' 
Let's put it this way. You can walk 

down the street and after you've walked 
a block, someone could say, "What did 
you see•" and you could answer, "I saw 
nothing." But your eye saw everything 
that was happening. It didn't miss a thing 
even if you don't remember what you 
saw. Let people's eyes look at my films; 
their minds will catch up later. Just tlfe 
other day I saw an experiment on televi
sion that made a very interesting point. 
There was ·ll coin hanging from a string. 
lt could S\\ling in a direction marked 
•iyes'! or' iQ~ a direction marked "no." 
Someone qtlirked a card but didn't tell 
which one is markeq. You could go 
through the pile of cardf and you would 
know which one is mark~)(!. But the coin 
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Looking back now on your early 'angry' 
years, when you used to smash up guitars 
& tv sets on stage-even each other 
sometimes-when you wrote 'Substitute' 
and 'My Generation,' and first used full· 
volume feedback and so on. . . how do 
you relate to all that now? 
Well ... rock's an amazing thing 
because .the audience is in a position ,to 
react at face value. It reacts in a pure 
and hori~t way, so you get a truly reflec
ti~e sjbiation, In other wo.f\IS, I atri iln. 
· ·· ' ""'~ • · ' " lfut becauSe. roCk js es

Pf!Oillecan·identilywiih·. 
·· · getting hll!llJ-IIP··in 

¢an idl,!lltify with 
,.siJ!g a@ not' W 
·il~ . else,'$: 1l!l<i"trip: ·· 
_,p.ij d.ie&!~rd;get 

old' or .~Wpy do~'t you alifade away' 
becaus~:i;lelt.all :om pe~~ple should:, dis
appear, ortheydidn't understand me, or 
tbere was a lot Of capi~list .bullshit going 
on. It was just a reaction to personal 
things like getting hung-up over Ameri
can business matters. So instantly, 
despite the fact that other kids might not 
have had such severe troubl~ because 
they hadn't gone looking for it, they could 
identify personally. directly. And it's 
exactly the same with the new single. It's 
got the same vehemency. We still mean 
what we say. 
You're still frustrated about the same 
things? . 
I think the guy who says the most in this 
area is Steve Stills, in his words, which 
are always incredibly sad and confused. 
He says I've got the same problems, still. 
but in a different way. Look, with 'My i 

Generation; l was young, I wanted to 
make it in a rock group, I wanted to be in 
the biggest rock group and not have to 
walk around in the shadow of the Stones 
and the Beatles. I wanted to be loved by 
beautiful women, righ~ and these were 
the frustrations I felt then. Now they're a 
bit different but it's the same feeling. I've 
got a problem for example in that l want. 
to give you a share of what I've done, but 
I know that I can't because my life is my 
life, and I'm involved with the pe~~ple I'm 
involved with and that's the end of it. I'm 
not going to go looking for trouble, I've 

··-------------~· 
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So that's what it's all about . 
Well, a better way of saying it in the song 
might have been: "No one's going to get 
on our stage and live." Which has caused 
us a lot of trouble in the past, We've had 
problems like that because we regard the 
stage as a sacred place. 
Are you thinking of the Abbie Hoffman 
incident? 
No, l was thinking of when I got hurt at 
Leicester. The Hell's Angels got on the 

• ~ • • • ' ' H._ L_._._ __ 

Maybe it's a paradox. .it's reflec
tive of the audience, but you're trying to 
express something of your own aren't 
you . .. 
Oh, sure . that's how it works. 
People identify with your frustrations, 
and everybody's frustrated. And the 
most frustrated pe~~ple on the planet are 
always the youngest. The point is, yoo 
know things in life aren't right but at the 
same time you know that rock in itself is 
~- _ •. 1..:1!-... t. ... ..l .... _ .... , ...... & ............ j." ........ Jh. 

down. I could see the finished product, 
but I couldn't explain how I thought we 
could get there. We did give the per
formances . . . that's the wrong word 
really . and Universal Pictures 
promised me a million dollars on the 
strength of a conversation. But The 
Who-and this includes me, because I 
need direction and production as much as 
anyone else-got more and more con
fused and tied up in technicalities like 
quadrophonic P A systems, and we just 
forgot how to play. 
How do you ~ about explaining ideas of 
your own to the group? 
With songs, I outline the idea to them and 
then make a demo. That's where this 
experiment fell down. You can't make a 
demo of a film. I wrote a script, but I'm 
not a scriptwriter so that wasn't overly 
well received. We got very very close to 
what would have been a revolution in 
rock and roll, but we didn't really have 
the fodder to carry it off. We had to stop 
being The Who for so long we realized it 
was going to take months to rebuild 
ourselves. So here. we are. with no film. 
And I want to get a film done more than 
anything else. But we did get a lot of good 
material for the album 
Have you read this new book out in 
England on The Who' 
Never 'eard of it. 
By Gary Herman 
Never 'eard of him. 
Well, there's an interview with Roger 
Daltrey where he says touring A me rica 
was what brought The Who together in 
the first place because you felt 
isolat<id. 
Oh dear. l's a personal opinion, it's 
perfectly valid. Prdhably he's thinking 
about-the Hermans' Hermits tour. I think 
what ~ot me together far more in the 
S~ tes was Monterey and the week we did 
on the·Murray the K show. Our debut in 
the States was the best rock festival 
that's ever hapj)lirred, it was just in
credible. Everybody was marvellous, the 
kids, the artists, the police and the 
locals . I thought America was a 
dream-land. Now I know it's a piss-' ole. 
No, the Americans are the greatest race 
on earth, no bullshit, I mean I love 
F.nol~nrt nnrl t.hP. Rnuli~;.h hut as far a~ 
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" off, an en ufltavlni(to luiVe eight And thisi~Tt;e!T~~;;'"'b~c~;,;~ a frus· aboo_t. ______ ------
About LIFE-about people starving, stitches in my head. But the stage is a tration . I think it might be the amount of 
about too many people being on ·the sacredplacebecauseit'sa place where, Thesamekindasmyownnow.Thefunny problems they've got and the way they 
planet. about the possibility that freedom if you like, we don't exist. I mean now 1 thing about rock is that as a musical deal with them. In England you never 
is going to be challenged from whatever exist, now I'm Pete Townshend, I can thing it can on the surface ram home know what anyone's problems are 
direction. I still feel like the old Tommy- walk around the streets, and do what 1 ideas and feelings and moods which because they never bloody talk about 
the old British soldier-who's going to like, I'm an individuaL On the stage I'm inside are problematicaL So you might them. In the States it's very famous and 
battle on for his freedom to not . , you become just a reflective have a frustration but you can actually it gives you a way to fit in and react to the 
be . boring. Or whatever he wants. surface, a vehicle or mirror by which the tell people about it in an exhilerating and country, before you go there. With the 
How long do you have to keep on audience can sec themselves. That's exciting way. I American media being so complete, you 
/ii:hting' what rock's all about. A simpler way of Which is what the new songs do in exactly know what's happening to everyone 
Frustration is not something which is saying it is, supposing you're on stage, the same way as before. 1 thought there [ You mean you get the fodder you don't 
ever cured-it's something you learn to .you're a really good band, the crowd is i was .,.,e Stones injluence, in the single get in England. 
live with, right, because nobody ever gets in a good mood, it"s going to get better I for example Dellmtely 
their way. That's not wbat life's all and better because the aur.lience at one We're very Stones influenced, but not me ; And the audiences'' 
about, because life is conceding to one's side can see those at the other side as a writer. I mean one of my favorite ! I think English audiences m1ght be 
neighbor through you. 'Cos you can see them all guitarists is Keith Richard, I tend to play ' better. American audiences are often 
But all this sounds muc~ more abstract, and feel them aiL a bit like him, and nobody seems to notice very confused 'cos one mmute you're 
more like the kind of thing you said vou 1 think there's a kind of contradiction in that-which is probably a good thing. their idol beccause of your music, next 
didn't feel at the beginning, And maybe The Townshend theory of rock. , , Glyn Johns, who's now engineering and minute you're a bastard because you 
the new songs. , , 'The Seeker,' for Oh no, there isn't mate. That's where co-prodicing with us (and worked on make'empaytocomeandhearit. Which 
example, are more ablrtract , , , you're wrong. 1 mean, I'm the only 'Sticky Fingers') fell about. when I told is confusing to me, being brought up in 
Well, 'The Seeker' is about someone person who knows wbat rock and roll's him I pinched my arm-swinging move- the capitalist society as a (snorts 
who's looking, he doesn't know what for, all about. I'm the only true rock critic. ment from Keith. When I was about 17 I heavily) I don't see why people shouldn"t 
but it's obviously for himself. 'Substitute' No. 1 mean there might be a contra- went to see the Stones and he was pay to be entertained. It ~ different 
for example was saying, I"m frustrated, dictiOn in what I"ve just sa1d 1 wouldn"t swmgmg h1s arm like a windmill. He·s maybe bec!luse people m f,.,~;a 1d know 
put me somewhere else, do something j go along with all that . ' forgotten all about 11 now. • more about our h1story. They Know we 
with me, I'll try anything. Same song, but ' What about the other new songs on the were originally a singles group, that we 
the first was better. We just put 'The album? used to wear pop art clothes and all that. 
Seeker' out because someone said we Really hard to talk about it, it comes ln America we sprang up as a progidy 
needed a new single. What was hap- from so many different sources. You out of the air. 
pening was that after Tommy we felt a probably know we started off this year What happens after the two American i 

need to continue working, but the trying to get a film together out of a tours? 
American nation felt a need to keep theatre experiment. Well, a lot of the Well, we've always been a very self-des· 
'Tommy' happening, and we got to a songs have come out of that. So they've tructive group. And now we"re in the 
point where we had to say very clearly got a lot of little technical niceties about most dangerous position in our career-
what we wanted to do. So I decided to them like synthesizer backing tracks, on because at last we've got some security. 
stop pissing around with Edward Heath which we play too (Like 'Don't Get There's a grave danger the Who are 
and the police commissioner and piss Fooled A~ .::1'), Others are just ordinary nearer to breaking up than ever before 
around instead with the people I feel I songs that come out of the air. We've got because now we're secure it would be 
can really mess with-! mean the young two albums, only one of which is being possible to break up. Before, we'd have 
antagonizers, with the rebellion, because put out. The other's being kept till we been nobodys on our own. 
that's where fun is, that's where life is, need it. Do you think you will? 
that's where l wantto be. But I want to be What you were trying ro do at the Young One day, yeah. Not very soon though 
their representative, in me, and The Vic theatre was to get kids from local because we've like got bookings till !972. 
Who, saying, all right have a revolution, youth clubs into the aultitorium, Are we ever going to liear anything of the 
and I'll keep playing my guitar, but preferably kids who weren't particularly demos you made for '7'bmmy' and so on? 
FEED me, because you fed me before interested in rock, and then get them Well that ties up with the idea of a solo 
with money, and now I need something involved in the performance you were album. 
else, but don't kill my kids because if you going to give, .. combining theatre Do you•s.le that happening soon? 
do. that I'll kill you. So there's this whole and rock . .. . and then to film the Yeah, well I'd really like to do that 
m1x-up of, e~?t10~, and the song ~~! resultant happening. , . anyway,Jbut I don't ~ee it bas to be done 
~pres~es 1t,1s Wont Get Fooled ~gam. Yeah, that's putting it very simply. To go outside the context ofTfle Who. I'd like to 
It s as now a Who smgle as we ve ever Daltrey into it at any length, it gets more and get the rest of the group to agree to it, and 
done. more confused, and that's why it broke I think they will now. 



N 
0 
w 
CXl 

'•;} ·' ' I ' ' ' ' ,. ~ • 

attached to the string on your finger 
would ~wing in the "no" direction for the 
llllll1arked ones and the "yes" direction 
for the marked one. You refuse to bP.Iieve 
the fact that your body knows which card 
is marked even if you don't. You have 
telepathy and yet you still refuse to ack
nowl_edge your instincts,. Somebody tells 
me that he didn't like my films. But why 
did you come, I ask him. He doesn't know 
why but his body knows and the fact that 
he obeyed his body is truly beautiful. And 
the fact that he's there means that event
ually he'll get my message. People will 
understand my work, when my work is 
necessary to them. They would then sud
denly start to realize my work. If my 
work is not necessary to them, they will 
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never understand it, and they don't have 
to understand it. So I'm not worried. 

Did John immediately understand your 
worl!? 

John is an unusually understanding 
man and it's rare to find anybody who 
understands my work as much as John 
does. When John came to my gallery 
show and he asked me if he could ham
mer a nail into my painting I told him it 
would cost him five shillings. Since he 
never carries money with him, he asked 
if he could hammer an imaginary nail 
and pay me in imaginary money. I said to 
myself, "Here's a guy playing the same 
game that I'm playing," and it made me 
feel wonderful. I'm so .thankful that John 
is John. John and I can speak for each 

other. Now when I work alone it seems as 
if I'm working without a mirror. John is 
my mirror and now I know what I'm do
ing. He is an understanding man, he's a 
real person In the every deepest sense of 
the word. He doesn't sweet-talk me or 
flatter me; with me, he's just himself, 
and the fact that he's being himself 
makes me happy. That is the highest 
compliment he can pay me, and it gives 
me strength, 

Can you describe the experience of 
showing your films at the Cannes Film 
Festival? 

Cannes was great. We met other film 
makers and we saw some very interest· 
ing films. It, however, saddened John be
cause he is a serious and beautiful artist 

PAGE 34 

and at the press conference nobody 
would ask either of us a serious question· 
about our films. They just wanted to 
know why the Beatles broke up and 
whether they would ever get together 
again. The reports that appeared in the 
New York papers about our films were 
also filled with great inaccuracies. 

What are your future movie plans? 
There are two films that I'm going to 

make alone and John and I are going to 
make one jointly called "In Your Own 
Grapefruit." John is going to dir~ his 
part which is based on writings frdm his 
book and I'm going to do mine. 

Are your films going to receive com
mercial distribution? 

I don't know. We can't get a distributor 
because they think our films are freaky. 

THE FILMS OF YOKOONO 

From 13 Film Scripts by Yoko Ono Lon
don '67 

Thirteen Film Scores by Yoko Ono con
tains instructions for both imaginary 
films and films that Miss One can realize 
herself. Yoko's films are always in vari
ous states of conception, editing and 
change. 
The completed films include: 

Film No. 4 ~ Bottoms 
Film No. 5 - Rape (or Chase) 
Film No. 12- Up Your Legs Forever 
Film No. 13 - Fly 
The films. by Yoke Ono and John Len-

non include: 
Self-Portrait 
Smile 
The Ballad of John and Yoko 
Two Virgins 
Give Peace a Chance (two versions) 
Cold Turkey 
Instant Karma 
Erection 

FILM NO. 12 
up your legs forever 

The camera work of the film should 
constantly go up, up, up non-stop. Collect 
367 pairs of legs and just go up the legs 

THE WALK TO THE TAJ MAHAL 
1) The blind man or the musician's 

version. (ALL BLACK) 
V The deaf man or the painter's ver

sion. !WALK and RIDE of PLACES 
TIMES SQUARE, GINZA, etc. by CARS, 
MOTOR CYCLES) 

3) The real picture winter scene. 
(SNOW- in other words, (ALL WHITE)• 
Music composed by Yoko Ono, per
formed by the audience. 

(lsi version, WHITE FLOWERS all si· 
lently picked) 

(2nd version, no given music just the 
sound of audience) ,. 
•can make SUMMER, AUTUMf.li 8. 

SPRING version by SUNGLARE. SKIES 
or COTTONS, FLOWERS, ALL WHITE 
anyway) 

note: any of the above versions may be 
shown independently. 

FILM SCRIPT 4 
Ask audience to stare at the screen 

until it becomes black, 

MONA LISA& HER SMILE 
Ask audience to stare at a figure, (ANY 

FIGURE) for a long time and then im-

On Film No.4 
' <in taking the bottoms of 365 saints ohur time) 

I wonder why men can get serious at all. They have this delicate long thing 
hanging outside their bodies, which goes up and down by its own will. First of all 
having it outside your body is terribly dangerous. If I were a man I would have a 
fantastic castration complex to the point that I wouldn't be able to do a thing. 
Second, the inconsistency of if. like carrying a chance time alarm or something. 
If I were a man I would always be laughing at myself. Humour is probably 
something the male of the species discovered through their own anatomy. But 
men are so serious. Why? Why violence? Why hatred? Why war? If people want 
to make war. they should make a colour war, and paint each others city up dur· 
ing the night in pinks and greens. Men have an unusual talent for making a bore 
out of everything they touch. Art. painting, sculpture. like who wants a cast-iron 
woman, for instance. • 

The film world is becoming terribly aristocratic, too. It's professionalism all 
the way down the line. In any other field: painting, music, etc., people'llre start· 
ing to become iconoclastic. But in the film world -that) where nobody touches 
it except the director. The director carries the old mystery of the artist. He is 
creating a universe, a mood, he is unique, etc .• etc. !<his film proves that 
anybody can be a director. A film-maker in San Francisco wrote to me and 
asked lf he could make the San Francisco version of No. 4. Thafs OK with me. 
Somebody else wrote from New York, she wants to make a slaw·molioo version 
with her own behind. That's OK, too. I'm hoping that after seeing this film 
people will start to make their own home movies like crazy. 

In 50 years or so, which is like 10 centuries from now, people will look at the 
film of the '60's. They will probably comment on lngmar Bergman as meaning
fully meaningful! film·maker, Jean Luc Godard as the meaningfully meaning. 
less, Antonioni as meaninglessly meaningful, etc., etc. Then they would come to 
the No. 4 film and see a sudden swarm of exposed bottoms, that these bottoms, 
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Ter. i'fiis Tilm, in fact, is like an aimlesspetitiori signed-by .. peo-Pie··wlth ffielr -
anuses. Next time we wish to make an appeaL we should send this film as the 
signature list. 

My ultimate goal in film-making is to make a film which includes a smiling 
face snap of every single human being in the world. Of course, I cannot go 
around the whole world and take the shots myself. I need cooperation from 
something like the post offices of the world. If everybody would drop a snapshot 
of themselves and their families to the post office of their town, or allow them
selves to be photographed by the nearest photographic studio, this would be 
soon accomplished. Of course, this film would need constant adding of footage. 
Probably nobody would like to see the whole film at once, so you can keep It in a 
library or something, and when yoD want to see some particular town's people's 
smiling fa.ces you can go and check that section of film. We can also arrange it 
with a television network so that whenever you want to see faces of a particular 
location in the world, all you have to do is press a button and there it is. This 
way, If Johnson wants to see what sort of people he killed in Vietnam that day, 
he only has to turn the channel. Before this you were just part of a figure in the 
newspapers, but after this you become a smiling face. And when you are born, 
you will know that if you wanted to, you will have in your life time to communi
cate with the whole world. That is more than most of us could ask for. Very 
soon, the age may come where we would not need photographs to communicate, 
like ESP, etc. it will happen soon, but that will be" After the Film Age." , 

YOKOONO 
London '67 

~VUE~ 
IV. YOKO, THE RECORDING ARTIST 
John seems to love Fifties rock. Do you 

share that affection? 
All music is beautiful as long as it deals 

with human emotion. Even noise is beau
tiful. !like music so much that !love it in 
all its styles. John and I are very 
emotional people. There's an abW!dance 
of emotion between us. We love so many 
things and so many people that some
times it gets out of hand. It gets to be al· 
most hopeless. We tell eaCh other, it's 
been four years since we've met, two 
years since we've married, why do we· 
love each other so endlessly? Shall we 
cool it a little? Yes, let's cool it a little, 
but cooling is the hardest thing for us. 

Were you involved with the Beatles 
music before you met John? 

No, l didn't know about it. Somebody 
had told me about Bob Dylan but the per
son who told me was a square lawyer or 
something like that and so I didn't bother 
with Dylan's music either. 1 was too 
deeply involved with my own thing. Some 

artists are like that - so involved that 
they don't know what's happening. I have 
about thirty ideas at a time. I didn't have 
time to read or listen to other people's 
work. I was standing in Trafalgar Square 
doing baggism - things like that - to re
flect my concern about social problems. 

I believe you had formal singing In· 
struction. 

Yes, I had classic training. I studied 
lieder and opera. When I was eighteen or 
nineteen I was actually a very good sing· 
er. You can do anything then because 
your voice is so elastic. 

How did you develop your present ap; .. 
proach to singing? \ · 

You see, the sound you play in your 
mind is different than the sound that 
comes out. By the time the sound comes 
out, it has been limited by your vocal 
chords or the instrument you're playing 
or the way you play your instrument, 
This is "mind music" - the sounds and 
music in your mind which exist without 
the physica !limitations of the real world 

and are, therefore, limitless. I asked 
people at my silent concerts to create this 
mind music in their own minds. By giv
ing this instruction I was able to com
municate in a more telepathic sort of 
way. The whole thing was mental telep
athy. Each person would create and pro
ject his music into the mind of another 
person. I had sung the way I sing now 
aroW!d 1960, then I turned to mind music. 
Around the time I met John I had be
come so lonely doing mind music that 1 
was ready to begin screaming agaln. I 
had to scream again for my own physical 
health. 
·.You have such a 'soft speaktng•ipotce; 
Where does all your sound come from? 
; In my operatic training I learned to 
support my voice for long periods of 
time. !learned to use my stomach and 
my chest, rather than my throat, to sing, 
though I use a lot of throat singing these 
days. 

Would you compare the difference in· 
backing during your Event days with the 

Plastic Ono Band? 
In the early sixties I just used strings 

with my voice and created the beat with 
my movements. The rhythm was sort of 
connected to my breathing. Rock has a 
more definitive beat. It's basic and has 
lots of drive and energy. I like it. 

"Open Your Box" has been censored 
all over this country. 

That's right. In London they asked me 
to chang.e some of the words. I didn't; I 
added more echo and now you can't hear 
the words easily. Still, it's quite different 
from what I wanted. My original song 
was killed and what I really would like is 
to have it back again'. · r 

What were the objections? 
People thought of it as a sexual song 

when it really was a social song. It was 
supposed to p;tir with John's "Power to 
the people.' 1 \'O'hen we make a single we 
like to make songs that have connections 
to each other' ·~Cold Turk~:( and "~on't 
Worry Kyoko," for example, basically 
have the same message. They both deal 
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Here's a quote from John, about a visit 
to a gallery show of yours, the· show at 
which he met you. "But there was 
another piece which decided me for or 
against the artist, a ladder which led to a 

: painting which was hung on the ceiling. It 
' looked like a blank can vas with a chain 

and a spyglass hanging on the end of it. 
This was near !he door when you went in. 
I climbed the ladder. You look through 
the spyglass and in tiny little letters it 
says 'yes'. So it was positive. I felt 
relieved. It's a great relief when you get 
up the :adder and you look through the 
spyglass and it doesn't say 'no' or 'fuck 
you· or something, .it said 1yes.' '' Do you 
consider yourself a positive force' 

I'm a hopeless optimist Otherwise, 
how could l go on for ten years doing 
work people refused to understand and 
not commit suicide: J don't go crazy and 
basically I believe m people. 1 think ' 
tho\l'rt:~o ho!:lntiful {lnrl tht> whniP nnivPr~P. 

CRAWDADDY. PAGE 31 

' ' 
' ' 

! ! 



N 
0 
.t> 
1-' 

that John is 

"m them. A human being is a marvelous 
creature and has· tremendous courage. 
more than he thinks he has. As for my 
art, let me say this. Artists are not 
creative. What more does one want to 
create? It's all here already. 'I hate the 
arttsts who think that their art is 
creative. l call that kind of art "fart." 
These artists who make a big lump of ' 
sculpture and call it art are just nar· 
cissists. Why occupy a big space with 
some huge lump of sculpture, when there 
are people starving and people don't even 
have enough room to find a place to 
sleep? Everyone on earth has creativity. 
A housewife has creativity. She can 
create a baby every year if she wishes to. 
Look at children 1 Children are mar-
velous painters. Professional painters 
struggle for years to paint as if they were 
children. Children are just as creative as 
the people whom society considers ar· 
tist.s and creative artists are just good 
enough to be considered children. Creat- . 
ing is not the job of the artist. The job of c_hanged, the value of money by hts ac· ' 
the artist is to change the value of things. !tons, he san arttst too, though he may 
Here are two stories that illustrate my not k?ow tt. . 
point and they're both true. Artists n:ust not create more obJects; 

There was a temple in Japan called the the, w?rld 1s full of everythmg 1t needs. 
Golden Temple. Some man loved it very Let s JUSt change the values of the thmgs 
much as it was and he couldn't stand the that are here. Marcel Duchamps put a 

' thought of anything happening to it. He toi)et bowl on a platform and the toilet 
felt the only way he could stop anything bowl didn't change and the platform 
from happening to it .was to burl!_ it down didn't change, but the value of the toilet 
and he did. Now, the image oftlfe temple bowl. changed. In order to change the 
was able to stay forever in his mind as a value of things you've got to have brains 
perfect form. This act obviously is a and know about life and know about 
work of art. · politics. You have to be more than a 

There was a man who made a coun· child. 
terfeit one thousand yen. It circulated In this very same sense· you have ar· 

1 

with no trouble at alL The man traveled lists in this country like Jerry Rubin and ! 

counterfeit one thousand yen. If he made radiate something that is sensitive and 
to another city and circulated another Abbie Hoffman. I've met them ~~~Id they 1· 
lots of counterfeit money he would have artistic, when most of so-called artists ,, 
been discovered right away. But he these days are like businessmen. ', 
wasn't interested in making lots of . . 1 

money. He wanted to have fun and play a ~hat ts the rel?ttonship between the · 
subtle game. The police went wild and artist and revolutton? 
announced that if anybody found a 
counterf~it one thousand yen they would 
get two thOusand yen as a reward if they 
came to the police station. This man 

Many revolutionaries believe that art 
is dead. They despise the artists who 
show in galleries and are caught up in the 

traditional art world. Artists themselves 
are beginning to lose their confidence. 
They don't know whether they are doing 
something that still has value. I was no 
exception. I felt a bit guilty - like many 

"Children are just as creative 
as the people whom society 
considers artists, and 
creative artists are just good 
enough to be considered 
children." 

other people.- because I did i1ot join a 
violent revolutionary movement. I kept 
asking myself, why aren't I active in the 
revolution? Why am 1 not that radical? 
But then I realized that just as creativity 
is very simple, destruction is very simple 
too. Violent revolutionaries are trying to 
destroy the establishment. But killing is 
such an artless thing. All you nave to do 
is JXlint a Coke bo.ttle in the right direc· 

tJon and you can kill someone That's 
very artless and that's not the JOb of the 
artist. Anyone who 1s willing to risk his 
life and waste his precious time thinking 
about and fighting the establishment is 
basically an establishment type person. 
"I really dig you, .. these people are 
saying to the establishment. People who 
are violent revolutionaries most often 
become the new establishment after they 
destroy the one they hate. As an artist I 
like to fight the establishment by using 
methods that are so far removed from 

1 establishment-type thinking that the 
establishment can't fight back They 
can't prevent or stamp out my events. 
We can all try to change the values of the 
world to such an extent that tjle 
establishment has no more power 
because it is of no value to anyone 
anymore. 

John and you were engaged in a series 
of activiti._ revolving around peace. I 
assume "that the p_urpose of ihese ac
tivities was to change the values of the 
world. ·., .• 

Together we have· done many things 
that the establishment couldn't stamp on. 
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REAL ADS 
Relive again those bygone years with re<.ord" 

Jlngs of attua: broad<.asts from the "Go~c;l~r'! 
A9e of Radio," Complete programs from the 
1930's and 40's. THOUSANDS of different tftles 
afeavaHable. For a FREE CATALOGUE that 
will bring ba(k many memories, write to Radio 
Yesteryear, Box H, Dept co, Croton-on
Hudson, New York 10520. 

A DIRECTORY OF Tl-IE COUNTER 
CULTURE. Libracan Associates are pleased to 
announ(.e the publication of the first and only 
International Direoory of· 

Hand kraft Shops 
NaturaLOrganic Food Stores and 

Restaurants 
Boutiques 
Antique and Period Clothing Stores 
Mail Order Houses 
Ret.ord & Music ShoPS 
sook Shops 
Schools 

and other places whicrl contribute to the 
material, inteller.tval and artistic milieu of the 
counter-r.ulture of our tirne. 

Proprietors, managers, directors, principals 
and other interested indivk:luals throughout the 
United States and abrOad are invited to inquire 
without ob_ligation concerning lis'tings, rates, 
distribution, etc, 

Write: LISRACAN ASSOCIATES, 45 Glo~er 
Street, San Franf.isco, California 94109, USA. 

CHECK TYPE OF AD YOU WAN'!' 

_Distribution Services 
_ Record Mfg. Services, Supplies, and Equipment 
_ Help Wanted 
_ Situations Wanted 
_ International Exchanke 
_ Promotion Services 
_ Business Opportunities 

For Sale = Professional Services 
_ Wanted To Buy 
_ Publishing Services 

Miscellaneous 

Classified 
REGULAR CLASSIFIED- 50c a wor9. Minimum $10.00. First line set all caps 
Name address and phone number to be included in word count. Space is 
provided lor musicians. individuals. bands, groups, agents and publishers. 
Indicate city and state. 

DISPLAY Ct.i\SSIFIED - One inch, $25.00. Each additional inch in same ad, 
$18.00. Box rule around all ads. Dealer ads are available on this page to any 
retail or wholesale business with goods or services. Ad $!0.00 for typeset and 
velox, first time cost only 

BOX NUMBER CARE OF CRAWDADDY, figure 10 additional words and in
clude 50c ~rvice charge for box number and address. 

DEADLINE- Closes 5 p.m., Monday, 21 days prior to date of issue. 

PLEASE INCLUDE FULL PAYMENT WITH COPY FOR INSERTION . 

. ADDRESS ALL ADS, CRAWDADDY, 1674 Broadway, Classified Advertising 
D!lpartment, New York, New York 10019. 

Enclosed is$. __________ _ Check_ Money Order _ 

Payment must accompany order. 

•.. •NAME • 
' AD~SS------------------------~--~---crcy...-____ __._ ______ ___,_ __ _.:.. __ 

~ATE~--~------------~--~----------------ZIP CODE 
TELEPHONE NO. ____________ _,_ ____ __ 
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The Bed-In, for example, was an event 
that did not exist within the domicile of 
the establishment. They couldn't cope 
with it, and the fact that they couldn't 
dictated the methods that John and I had 
to use. Everything that I've ever done 
had this purpose in mind. That's what the 
Beatles did too. When John left the 
Beatles he reminded me of the man and 
the Golden Temple. John loves the 
Beatles; he loved what the Beatles did, 
and he made them exist eternally as a 
myth. 

If Jerry and Abbie were to inspire 
violent behavior . .VOuld you still consider 
them artists? 

I don't know what Abbie and Jerry will 
do. They have immense potential. They 
are very free spiritually in the same 
way John and I are. I don't know their 
plans for tomorrow. And their plans for 
tomorrow might be marvelous and 

. 'r (TJ~ •' f.l' 

CRAWDADDY 

the sense movements are doing what I 
did then. In 1962, in a taped interview, 
and since then I have explained that my 
instructions were "to act out madness in 
order not to go insane," and that is 
precisely what Primal Scream therapy 
claims to do.! was doing it in thp, fo~m of . 
Art. My scream pieces are the> Primal ' 
Scream acted out in art form. Primal ' 
Scream was accidentally discoverecf. 
through a patient who experimented an 
avant-garde concert in London called 
Destruction In Art Symposium (DIASJ 
which is very significant. You can not 
really call it an accident when you know · 
that the role of most good avant-garde 

"Artists must not create 
more objects; t~e world is full 
of everything it needs. Let's 

PAGE 32 
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viously, my work is concept art and it is 
meant to be performed in actual 
situations. But when I conceived my 
pieces, many people thought they were 
too far out. In order not to lose my ideas I 
had to write them down. I understood 
that I might never be able to com· 
municate using existing forms, because 
galleries were not going to put up money 
for me. Therefore, to have some form of 
communication. I wrote it all out. Be· 
sides, soUJe of my ideas are impossible to 
realize and I turned them into in· 
structions hoping there might be 

, someone who could turn them into reality 
someday. You see., I want to give people a 
seed so people can plant it. Alexandra 
Jodorowsky, one of the very few con· 
temporary artists I respect tremen· 
dously, explained: "When one creates a 
psychedelic film, he need not create a 
film that shows the visions of a person 

' who has taken a pill. Rather he needs to 
manufacture the pill." That's what I'm 

' doing with my instructions. Instructions 
are pills- not the result of pills. I want to 
give people a blank canvas so they can 
participate and construct on it. And the 
blank canvas could become a letter of 
communication that goes to more and 
more people and becomes longer and 

i longer. The blank canvas is saying "I 
cannot give you anything. You must see 
that you have to do it. Because you are it. 
I am not. I can only encourage you by 
passing you the canvas." 

How do you create an instruction for a 
large number of people? 

In 1964, in Judson Hall in N.Y.C., I 
created an event called "Dawn Piece" 
which was to go on until dawn. I asked 
everyone to shout the first word that 
came into .their minds. The audience 
shouted their favorite motto or "mom· 
my" "daddy" "I hate you" etc. and they 
went on and on and on. They were able to 
free themselves of all their aggravations. 
And it made beautiful music. Once I 
turned the lights off and instructed my 
audience to touch the first part of the 
body they could of the person next to 
them and just go on touchin~ and rubbing 
it. Everybody giggled but believed that 
touch was very important. Now Esalen 
lns\itute and encounter groups and all of 

art is to act out madness in order to 
prevent one from going insane. (! was 
invited to perform in that perticular 
DIAS meeting and was present there 
which to me was a beautiful surprise 
later when I found out that that's how 
Primal Scream was discovered.) 

The role of good art is to instigate ideas 
in others. And it's nice to see it happen 
before your eyes. 

I understand that you ran a famous 
salon in New York City· for artists and 
other celebrities who were connected to 
the art world. If you had a salon today, 
whom would you invite? 

That's a misconception that people 
have about me. I was living on Amster· 
dam Avenue and I needed a loft in which 
to do my work. Finally. I found one and I 
gave my own concerts and art shows 
because no producer would think of 
giving them. My loft was a workplace 
that famous people happened to come to 
because it was an interesting place to 
visit. I was very poor and certainly not a 
young lady who gathered the famous 
about me in order to call attention to 
myself. !'was very shy in those days and I 
could not even express my work 
properly. I created a painting to be 
stepped ori and many artists (Marcel 
DuChamps, Max Ernst, Bob Rauschen
berg, Jasper Johns, etc.) stepped on it 
and didn't even know it was a painting. I 
went to a party with a crutch and acted 
as if one of my legs hurt. Everyone was 
so attentive to me but for all the wrong 
reasons. I didn't tell anyone that this was 
a crutch event and so they didn't know 
how to respond in the way I wanted them 
too. I needed to make instructions for 
people then because I was too shy to tell 
them myself. ,. 

You seem to share many of Iili!dora • 
Duncan's ideas. Is this an accurate com· 
parison? 

Isadora was a tragic case because her 
society refused to understand her. For 
the past ten years, my life has been like 
Isadora's. The society in which I lived 
was crazy even though society preferred 
to think that it was my work that was 
crazy. All I can say is that, thankfully, 
things are finally getting better for me . 

...... 
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Booker T. and Priscilla 

When Booker T. Jones and Priscilla Coolidge fell in love, 
they saved each other's lives. Children of the South of 
both its pleasures and its pains, they separately went through 
experiences which estranged them from their livelihood 

be traced back to Memphis, where 
school rock and roll combo as a sax player. The pay 

and first love, music. 

'•'' I,,.'' 

The story can 
Booker T. joined a high 
was low, the hours bad, 
form his own group- the 
single "Green Onions" 

but the music held sway and Booker moved on to 
now world-famous M.G:s-whose million- selling debut 

sent Booker on the road to lasting musical success. 

"'' .. \ . ' . 
But five years of ~ pressure from qthers to duplicate hisinitial success 

caused Booker to detour to Indiana University Music School, trading the top . 
forty for training in a purer art. When he returned to Memphis, he was more than . \ 
equipped to build music from the ground up, and for several years had: 
made classic hit singles with the M.G:s, Otis Redding and Sam and 
Dave as Stax Records' head producer. Finally, the machine-like precision 
wore thin on his creative patience and Booker · looked to step out alone. 

- · -' f!lmilv to sin!! in 



N 
0 
.t> 
'-.1 

until she was drained of spirit. Searing lights, 
audiences and their insults robbed her music of 
offered both~ her and those who 

\·. 

drunks, inattentive 
· joy it had once 

h<>(;lrrl it. She quit 
for awhile. 

Then Priscilla met Bool<ef They were mutual 
keys to important doors for each other; 
one thing led to another, a change of scene, 

some help from friends and admirers alike, and 
they found themselves with renewed energy 

recording for their Share Productions company on A&M Records. It was to be an 
album to finally say the things so necessary, about themselves, where they'd been 
and gone, about their music and about those who might hear it. 

Booker and Priscilla left Tennessee and came 
to the coastside hills of Southern California to live 
and make music Memphis wouldn't allow. Two long 
stories of frustration have melded into one of joy; 
their first offspring is called Booker T. and Priscilla 
and everyday is the birthday party. 

SP3504 on A&M Records and Tapes. 
t 

2 Record set for the price of one. 
-· ;-, ,-:.,~ 
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TAPE REVERSE SIMULATOR-- Lets you 
control an exoonential bui I d-uo and fast 
decay of your guitar or bass signal over a 
fixed signal range. This capability gives 
your live playing the weird effect similar 
to a pre-recorded taoe that is played 
backwards. 

ATTACK EQUALIZER-Allows you to suck 
out and emphasize the BITE you get just 
when your pick plucks the strings. The 
attack control. used m conjunction with 
the tone and booster controls, will give 
your instrument as much balls as you 
want, letting you taste and feel each note. 

BLACK FINGER- A totally DISTORTION· 
FREE guitar sustainer that gives pure 
dean lengthy controlled sustain. This 
80db compressor can. stretch chords as 
well as single notes, with an infinite bell· 
liKe ciarity. 

,I "P 

-

LPB-1 This l1near power booster 's a 
compact solid state preamplifier that ca~ 
up to triple the acoustic output of any 
amplifier. It will increase guitar, sustai~ 
and improve the performance of all fuzz
tones, and wah-wah pedals 

SCREAMING BIRD A treble booster that 
will give your instrument the razor sharp 
cut of a screa~in~f harpsichord whose• 
strings are whipped in!j{ead of plucked 

MUFF This funkiest distortion device 
will give you that dirty sound reminiscent 
of the natural distortion of the tube amps 
used by the Rhythm and Blues bands of 
yesteryear 

aaftl ro TJ... .. - ... 1 ... h ...... h,..,....,.f.n.,. \Millovt,.'!ll"'t 

MIKE MATTHEWS FREEDOM AMP 

Free yourself from the bureaucratically 
dominated sources of electricity. 

This 400 watt peak PORTABLE amplifier · 
uses patented low drain circuitry which 
allows it to operate on standard flashlight 
batter'1es. Just one specially designed 
super heavy duty 10" speaker is all that's 
needed to pump out all this power making 
this unit the most compact, rugged guitar 
amplifier developed to date. Its built-in 
Attack Equalizer Control System allows 
you to zero in on just the BITE you want. 

The MIKE MAnHEWS ·FREEDOM AMP 
will let you-

• ploy your axe while 
traveling to o gig . 

• blast out in the solace of 
the woods. 

• lead o pilgrimage to the 



BIG MUFF :--This finest distorlion de
vice is high an sustam and low on distor
tion. It ;s designed for the guitarist who 
wants.l:tis axe to stng like a humming bird. 
with a sweet violin-like sound. The sustain 
control allows you to optimize long sustain 
with a h1nt of harmonic distortion. 

\ ' 

HARE·LIP MICROPHONE ECHO - G1111:\s 
the singer echo effect electronically, and 
at one tenth the cost of the mechanical 
tape ec~o un:ts. In addit•on to the echo 
speed and intensity controls, this unit has 
an adjustable booster to control the in
crease of regular microphone volume. 

All of the units ;n the above column a;e 
housed l1ke the Hare-Lio-w•th heavy duty 
stainless steel construct1on and three controls. 

EGO This microphone booster is de
signed for the vocalist whose P.A. system 
isn't strong enough to cut throu'!h the 
noise generated by the other members of 
the band The Ego will match any micro
phone and up to quadruple the output of 
your P.A. system. 

(AlSO AVAILABLE AT YOUR RETAIL MUSIC STORE! 

All Electro-Harmonix accessories, both 
factory wired units and kits, are guar
anteed for three years. They are com
patible and modular. AnY. combination 
of more than one unit Will give you an 
infinite variety of sounds. 

Enclose a check and Electro-Harmonix 
will pay shipping. Or, if more conve
nient order C.O.D. for cost plus shig· 
ping. Enclose a 10% deposit on C.O. . 
orders. (C.O.D. orders are limited to 
the continental United States). 

) 

electro-harmon ix C0701 

15 West 26th St, New York, N.Y. 10010 

PLEASE SHIP: 
Factory Complete 
Wired Kit 

MATTHEWS AMP $179.00 0 $129.00 0 

TAPE REVERSE 69.95 0 49.95 0 
ATTACK EQUALIZER 49.95 0 34.95 0 
BLACK FINGER 69.95 0 49.95 0 
LOW FREQ. COMP. 59.95 0 42.00 0 
BIG MUFF;;- 39.95 0 26.95 0 
HARE-LIP ECHO 39.95 0 26.95 0 

LPB-1 (plug into amp) 14.95 0 10.50 0 
LPB·1 (plug into inst) 14.95 0 10.50 0 
BIRD (plug into amp) 17.95 0 12.95 0 
BIRD (plug into inst) 17.95 0 12.95 0 
MUFF (plug into amp) 18.95 0 13.75 0 
MUFF (plug into inst) 18.95 0 13.75 0 
MOLE (plug into amp) 19.95 0 14.25 0 
EGO (2 female jacks) 14.95 0 10.50 0 

D Enclosed is total check for order $ ....... 

D Ship C.O.D. Enclosed is 10% deposit $ ...... . 

D Please place me on rour new product 
announcement mailing list at no charge. 

Name ...... ······· 

Address ................. · · · · · · 

City. . .. . . .. . State. .. . ..... Zip. 

. ·:;;:·~ . -· ....... -- ~·-- -~~~----~~-~-- ---·-·~---·~---··· ----· ----
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with intense feelings and Intense 
emotions. "Open Your Box" implores 
people to really open up. People are still 
afraid of opening up. But the doors that 
inhibit the world are all gone now. Why 
should the fact that we are going to live in 
a doorless world be inhibited because 
people are afraid? That's what I was 
thinking of when I sang, "Yeah open, 
open up, baby, open. open ... " 

How do you create an album cut like 
Open Your Box' 

You can have a molecule, the smallest 
substance in the world, and you don't 
understand how it moves. Someone wins 
a Nobel Prize by saying that it moves in a 
continuous and successive pattern. The 
next year someone wins a Nobel Prize for 
saying the exact opposite. Molecules, 
after all, are so small that once you put a 
light on them you change their 
movement and you can never tell for sure 
how they really do move. People are like 
that. You can attempt to film reality but 
once you turn on the lights, people 
become self-conscious and their thought 
processes change. You never really can 
tell what the real person is like. There
fore, there is a part of life that can never 
be recorded or articulated. Language 
fails you because language simplifies 
reality. Logic fails you because logic is 
also a simplification. Logical processes 
can destroy this intangible aspect of life. 
Therefore, when I make a song I just 
follow my intuition. I improvise. I use my 
feelings. I tell the band, "Let's do 
something slow" or "Keep it quiet" or 
"Let's tighten it up.'' We all just play it 
by ear. 

Is it easy for John to improvise along 
with you' 

John IS a fantastic musician. 
Musically, he is extremely intuitive and 
he can use the guitar to express things 
that transcend all logical processes. 
Since we both have the same aim with 
reference to reality, we both work very 
well together 

How do you decide when you have a 
take' 

First, t set a backing. In doing this I 
have to sing along to set the mood. We 
then play by ear and if someone makes a 

'l 
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everybody who wanted to play would all 
be part of the band. John made' a 
beautiful sculpture piece for me in which 
we glued transparent boxes with hands to 
a little stand. We actually made a few 
transparent stands and we were going to 
send them all ower the world and let 
people play any music they wanted to. 
And that became my band. John gave it 
the name, Plastic Ono Band. 

The Plastic Ono Band comes to life 
though. It doesn't exist merely as a 
concept. 

Every time we record, it comes to life. 
And we've had a few live concerts also. 
But we don't have a fixed number of 
members. Anyone who happens to be in 
the room can join. Sometimes, people 
who do not even play an instrument get 
up with us. They sbout! They scream! 
It's marvelous' 

Do you enjoy gigl!ng' 
I love it 
When are we gotng to see another 

performance of the Plastic Ono Band' 
John and I do not like to plan ahead. 

That is not in the spirit of the Plastic Ono 
Band. For example. we were very 
pleased with the thing we did with Frank 
Zappa at the Fillmore East. The 
chemistry of three big freaks-Zappa, 
John, and 1- worked out very well. And 
we didn't even know we were going to do 
it until the last moment 

John has said that you've taught him a 
great deal about music 

It's vice versa. He's very sweet to 
compliment me like that. He is a very 
accomplished musician and there's 
nothmg anybody can teach him. But a'\ 
the same time he's flexible enough to be 
taught by the wind if it has something to 
teach him. That's why he grows so 
rapidly. He's been playing for fifteen 
years and his work would become 
anachronistic if he wasn't always up to 
something new. He's absorbed anything 
that I had and I've absorbed anything he 
has. But we are such distinct individuals 
that we can't surrender completely to 
what the other docs. So, in a way we're 
doing quite well. It's quite a good mix· 
lure 

Do you want a hit single? 

"TWO VIRGINS"- JOHN LENNON AND YOKO ONO (Tettragramaton T 
5001) 

Released November. 1968 
Composed and Produced by John Lennon and Yoko On" 

"UNFINISHED MUSIC NO.2: LIFE WITH THE LIONS''- JOHN LENNON 
AND YOKO ONO (Apple ST 3357! 

Released May 26, 1969 
Composed and Produced by John Lennon and Yoko Ono 

"WEDDING ALBUM"- JOHN LENNON AND YOKO ONO (Apple SMAX 
33611 

Released October 20. 1969 
Composed and Produced by John Lennon and Yoko Ono 

"THE PLASTIC ONO BAND LIVE PEACE IN TORONTO"- PLASTIC ONQ 
BAND (Apple SW 3362) 

Released December 12, 1969 
Produced by John and Yoko (Bag 1 

(The Plaslic Ono Band consisted of John Lennon. Yoko Ono .. Edc Clapton. 
Klaus Voorman, Alan White) 

JOHN lENNON- PLASTIC ONO BAND JOH!Il LENNON ANO THE 
PLASTIC ONO BAND (Apple SW 3372) 

Released December 11, 1970 
Produced by John Lennon and Yoko Ono and ?hi I Spector 
(The Plastic Ono Band consisted of John Lennon. Yoko Ono. Ringo Starr <~nd 

Klaus Voormann) 

YOKO ONO- PLASTIC ONO BAND- YOKO ONO ANO THE PLASTIC 
ONO BAND (Apple SW 33731 

Released December 11, 1'170 
Produced by John Lennon and Yoko Ono 
(The Plastic .Ono Band conslstedpf Yoko Ono,)ohn Lennon, Rlrigo Starr> 

Klaus Voormann. "Aos" features Ornette Coleman, Edward Blackwell. David 
l~enzon, Charles Haden) ' 

SINGLES 
GIVE PEACE A CHANC~- REMEMBER LOVE- Pt.;A$TiC ONO BAND 
COLO TURKEY- DON'T WORRY KYOKO- PLASTIC ONO BAND 
INSTANT KARMA-WHO HAS SEEN THE WIND- PLAiHIC ONO BAND 
MOTHER- WHY PLASTIC ONO BAND , · ••• 
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our final 
take 

Which of your songs do you like best? 
"Open Your Box" is really one of my 

best. "Why" and "Why Not" are also 
good. I also like "Paper Shoes,'' but this 
is a logical question and I really can't 
answer logical questions about my songs. 
If I could, I'd use words instead of music. 
In my album, there's an end piece that 
says, Don't worry", the part of my 
album before he goes to sleep each night 
and then he feels he can sleep. That 1 

makes that one line a good song. There's 
howling in the background of "don't 
worry" - done not by me for once but by 
dogs. That's good music too. Everything 
can be music if it fulfills the musical 
need. 

Are there any other people doing your 
kind of singing? 

People tell me they've heard similar 
things done lately. I hope so. I'd like to 
see more people copying me. But the 
mere fact that the kind of thing I do 
wasn't even accepted ten years ago tells 
you that it probably was never very 
popular. I think I have a certain style of 
my own but everyone has his own style 
There are no two noses in the whole world 
that are identical. I'd just like to see 
more people domg my kind of thmg - not 
reproducing it exactly but performing 
with the same attitude that I have. You 
must follow your intuition, moment to 
moment, with as much devotion as you 
can 

Where does the name Plastic Ono Band 
come from' 

I had a concept for a band that would 
never exist - a band made of trans
parent boxes with tape recorders and 
record players in their stomachs. It was 
admittedly a cynical attitude about 
bands, saying that a tape recorder and a 
record player could do just as well. But it 
led me to the idea of a conceptual group, 
an imaginary band without actual people 
in it. I conceived of the idea of a group 
that didn't have a set number of mem· 
bers, a group that could accommodate 
anyone who wanted to play with it 
Everybody in the audience and 

possible. That's really the purpose of art 
to communicate with everybody. Hav· 

ing a hit single would be nice but it's not 
my obsession I would rather make 
something that is more artistic than 
comprise. 

How do you /eel about. "Jesus Christ, 
Superstar" and this wave of religious 
rock? 

It's all very deceiving. Publicity 
projects an illusion that there's this thing 
going on. I don't think there's a huge 
Jesus cult. There is probably a very 
active one that receives huge publicity. 

How could you feel if there was a huge 
Jesus cult? 

I wouldn't feel anything. There will 
always be basic human insecurity. 
People will always need that huge father 
figure. Hitler was a father figure. So was 
Napoleon. If they didn't have a Jesus, 
they'd have something else. And if there 
wasn't orgamzed religion they'd worsh1p 
pop stars and 1f there were no pop stars 
they'd worship philosophers. It's all the 
same thing. It's not so terri~le; it's part ' 
of reality. If we really wanted to dn the 
right thing we would reassure people and 
teach people to have confidence in 
themselves. Then they wouldn't need a 
father figure which is what the church 
really is. The more insecure people are 
and the more terrible they think their 
behavior is the more guilty they become 
and the more they need organized 
religion. People must finally learn, once 
and for all, they are beautiful. If they 
don't there will be more and more 
organized religion instead of less 

Someone described your voice as 
erotic. Do you think you have an erotic 
voice? 

I don't know what erotism is, but I do 
know that eroticism is a very human 
thing and it's connected to human life. I 
am saying something honest and that,, 
may make people think that my voice is 
erotic. When you avoid all mannerisms, 
and free yourself from conventional 
forms and make yourself entirely 
uninhibited, that your voice sounds the 
way mine does--maybe that is the 
concept of sensuality. 

Are there any other misconceptions 
you'd like to correct? 

Someone wrote in a national magazine 
that I didn't want my child. That's not 
what I said. I said that I found pregnancy 
not to be all that rosy. Pregnancy was a • 
difficult exper~ence lor me. I don't want 
my daughter hurt by the misconception 
that I didn't want her. I love my daughter 
very much. 

Do you have anything else to add' 
I want to say a bit more on female L1b 

When I attended a female Lib. meeting 
the other day I was a bit sad to see the 
age-old intellectualism and idealism 
almost killing the movement, I thought if 
the movement would never get too 
specialized on its organizational 
problems and intellectualized in its 
activities, so that newcomers could feel 
that they are instantly part of the 
movement, there is a chance of the 
movement getting big. Getting big 
doesn't mean becoming establishment. it 
means getting to reach a lot of women 
and, eventually all the women who need 
help. And all women do need help. 

Something simple and unwordy, like 
·''Let'& get together" and "What's yonr 
story/'" should be the pass words for the 
Femille Lib meetings and the movement 
shotlld always work on that level, instead 
of getting to be a word game among the 
female intellectuals 

Don't ask questions; let in anybody 
regardless of their color, way of living 

(married or noll or way of thinking 
(intellectual or not) . 

For instance I think there may be a 
great deal of truth m one ol the g1rl{s 
statement that lesbamsm is a maJor 
issue of Female Lib , but the sad thmg is 
that all statements when they are stated, 
.immediately limits the issue and 
alienates women who think differently. I 
think our JOb now 1s not to seek trutb and 
make statements to that. effect,. but 
just to get together to communicate
women who think and live differently
but who have one definite thing m 
t'Ommon and that is being a woman. 
Good luck to all women! 

Life goes by so quickly. We live in the 
present and not the past. The past is best 
left forgotten I don't even want to think 
about the past My concerns are with 
now 

Thank you, Yoko. for your time and 
your patience 

Thank you Henry Its been a beautiful 
experience 

July 1,1971 

Dear Yoko and John, 
I am askmg our read<l•s to burn this 

newspaper after (hey read t1te story. 
Thank you for your t1me and patience. 

• \ Peace IVId Love, 
Henry 

P.S. Please burni .this letter after you 
read it. · ... 



i. 

I 

,~,~~IM If' 4~•w 
\ I 

'tK4 V~ ~OIJ~ t1•+ p\'1~f W'~~~ 
s.~, h1r+o~l(1! 1 K#te 0 ~ t\• b 4,~ 

~ow +o ,.t jl 
~e cwr.~c st~t~ 

~ ~\j,.\~ 
Wkt~• ~ •v I iv~ . 
v~~e vc~s1. _, 

--
0 0 

p 

A 

205 



"" ~ .... --~ 

I 

St~d VS ~ ~~~r of jiV~ l1ult (1r t•~~ '""') . t 
lls•1 wit\ ,,~~ t ~ 1lt• ~~ h 11~ 1''1 ''r ~"~I ~·l«s 01 t4t ~4,~) 

I 

~ .. 

I 

I 

' '•• 

') 

i },1 ' 
' l 
~ j 
I ~ 

I 'l I 
I ~·; 
I A 
I ~ 

i ' { 
I ; 

~ 
I 
I ~ 
I f 
I I I 

~ 

205J 



. ,·', .. _ 

~ 

AVATAR MEHER BABA 

L p~ 1,~~ le~~DI.i 
&ve~oj•lll Is ~ r• lc~ ttl 1 H;t l•r 

I 

~~~~1 ~~0\IAK l• 1 r•ttuh11 
~:+lr~'• 1u+kt~ 

\ 

L '~ 1o~'J \Iliff- ~k• 

1 , 

. 
• . .. t. 

'.t 

2054 



--~ ........ ~..;. ... ~~-~-. ..:_------.;_:· ..... ·· .... 1""1 """'" ..... , --r.-..,v,vnawn· t;JJ••"t~ c:rc:,,r,..,..., ---·· · •· __ ... .....___.._.......,""""-'_..,.._. _ _..,. ______ .......,.,....,.. 

~~. k•t 1UWII~I441 ' 
~\~·UKci~ill~ wA5 Cooto\ 

' 
J1~vt l~C ~l~tltt~~r~~~~~tz.es 
~ok• ~t( '~u.st ~~~~tr.e.s 

'~~~~~ l•h •f Stt~r '~·~ 
I I I . a~d +~'~ .,~ t~,, I 
I I 
I ' I 

., ' . , 
'"' • ;ff , 

' 
I , 

·l,l ' 

' ' ·; ,. 
I 

I 

Xc :, 1ul1' '' N, Y~c I 

2055 



(b )(6) 
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Fonn G-600 (Rev, 5+69) 
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'ROUTE SLIP 
• Date ___ _ 

,, _______ Room __ 

0 Approval 0 Note & Returo 0 See me 

0 Comment 0 Note & File 0 As requested 

0 Necessary action 0 Signature 0 ~or your informa· 

P l A~ uon 
0 er te eJU:one 

co.oversat1011 0 Call me Ett. 

Remarks 

' 

From _______ Room __ 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 
GPO 966·078 
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l '"'TED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

lmmigra~r~a~JService 

._ TOl:kt ._ York 

NOTICE OF APPROVAL OF NONIMMIGRANT VISA PETITION OR 
OF EXTENSION OF STAY OF H OR L ALIEN 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF EMPLOYER OR TRAINER 
NN,1E OF BENEFICIARY OR BENEFICIARIES 

' ,_ • tolD ~-
2~~ 

CLASS IF I CAT I 0•\1 

FILE 1\10, 

PLEASE NOTE THE ITEMS BELOW WHICH ARE INOICATED BY "X" MARKS CONCERNING THE ABOVE BENEFICIARYIIESJ 

0 THE PETII!ON HAS BEE:N APPROVED AND FORWARDED TO THE UNITED STATES CONSULATE. AT WHICH THE 
BENEFICIARY OR BENEFICIARIES WILL APPLY FOR VISA ISSUANCE::, ANY INQUIRY CONCERNING VISA ISSUANCE 
SHOULD BE OIRI::CTED TO THE CONSULATE AT ·-~~-· --- ------~~-··------~·-~-----~---.,.______, ___ . 

71/!S SERVICE WILL BE UNABLE TO ANSWER ANY !NQU!R Y CONCERNING VISA IS,~u_1NCE 

THE PETITION HAS BEEN APPROVED_ IT IS INDICATED THAT THE BENEFICIARY(IES) WILL NOT RE(lUIRE VISA(S) TO 
ENTER THE UNITED STATES. NOTICE OF APPROVAL OF THE PETITION HAS BEEN FORWARDED TO THE INTENDED 
UNITED STATES PORT OF ENTRY. PLEASE NOTIFY THIS OFFICE IMMEDIATELY OF ANY CHANGE IN THE INTENDED 
PORT OF ENTRY. 

llll THE APPROVED PETITION IS VALID UNTIL ~---~~-»ITa! I 2J.1 lf'1l 
0 THE TEMPORARY STAY OF THE BENEFICIARY(IES) IS AUTHORIZED TO---

0 REMARKS: 

0 DOCUMENTS WHICH YOU SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF YOUR PETITION HAVE SERVED OUR PUnPOSE: AND ARE 
RETURNED. 

IMPORTANT 

1, THE BENEFICIARY(IES) OF YOUR NONIMMIGRANT VISA PETITION MAY NOT REMAIN IN THE U.S. BEYOND THE 
PERIOD FOR WHICH THE PETITION IS VALID OR ANY EXTENSION OF STAY AUTHORIZED 8Y THIS SERVICE. 

2. YOU ARE REQUIRED TO NOTIFY THIS OFFICE PROMPTLY IF THE EMPLOYMENT OR !RAINING SPECIFIED IN THIS 
PEiiTION IS TERMINAT!:O BEFORE THE EXPIRATION OF THE AUTHORIZED STAY IN THE UNITED STATES OF THE 
BENEFICIARY( I ES) 

3. PLEASE ADVISE THE BENEI=ICJARY(IES) THAT THE ACCEPTANCE OF EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING NOT SPECif::IEO 
IN THIS PETITION WILL BE A VIOLATION OF NONIMMIGRANT STATUS 

INFORMATION REGARDING BENEFICIARY'S DEPARTURE AND RETURN 

DO NOT MAKE COPIES OF THIS NOTICE. YOU MAY FURNISH IT TO ONLY ONE INDIVIDUAL BENEFICIARY WHO 
DESIRES TO DEPART FROM AND RETURN TO THE UNIIED STATES TO RESUME THE SAME EMPLOYMtNT OR 
TRAINING OURING THE PERIOD FOR WHICH THE Pt;;TITION IS VALID OR FOR WHICH HIS STAY IN !HIS COUNTRY 
HAS BEEN AUTHORIZED- ANY ADDITIONAL BENEFICIARY WHO WILL BE DOING SO MAY BE REFERRED TO THIS 
OFFICE FOR ISSUANCE OF A SIMILAR FORM. IF A BENEFICIARY HAS AN "H" OR "L" V1St1 WHICY HAS EXPIRED, HE 
MAY APPLY TO THE DIRECTOR, VISA OFFICE, OEPARIMENI OF STATE, WASHINGTON, D. C., FOR REVALIDATION OF 
THAT VISA PRIOR TO DEPARTURE AND MAY SUBMil THIS NOTICE WITH THAT APPLICATION ALTERNATIVELY, IF A 
NEW VISA IS REQUIRED, HE SHOULD PRESENT THIS NOTICE TO AN AMERICAN CONSUL ABROAD. IF HE IS EXf:::MPT 
FROM THE VISA REQUIREMENT, HE SHOULD PRESENT THIS NOTICE AT A UNITED STATES POAT OF ENTRY IF THE 
BENEFICIARY DESIRES TO REi URN TO THE SAME EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING AFTER THE EXPIRATION OF THE 
VALIDITY Of: THE PE.TITION OR AUTHORIZED TEMPORARY STAY SHOWN IN THIS FORM, A NEW PETITION WILL BE 
AE:OUIAED. THE BENEFICiARY MAY BE READMITTED TO THIS COUNTRY ONLY IF FOUND ADMISSIBLE UNDER THE 
IMMIGRATION LAWS WHEN HE RETURNS. 

CHECK TriS BOX WHEN COPY MAILED TO ATTORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE 

-\l& c! c ·V(S 
FILE COPY 

I 
2062 



UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT Of JUSTICE 

Immigration and Naturalization 
Servk~ 

FOrm apprOved 
Budset Bureau No. 4}oR0348 

PETITION 
TO CLASSIFY 

NONIMMIGRANT 
AS TEMPORARY 

WORKER 
OR TRAINEE 

Date Filed 
Fee Stamp 

'

File No. 
IJ '- · .; ·~ c'fl.o 1 

I L. IV "..' 

(fo he submltled In duplicate, with supplementary document! described in Instructions, to the District Director having adminlstta· 
1M jurbillction owr the plaoc in the United States in whil\!>-it is intended the alien (s) he employed or trained) 

(THIS BLOCK NOT TO BE FILLED OUT BY PETITIONER\ 

The Secretary of State is hereby nolllled that the alien (s) for whom this petition was filed is (are) entitled to the non· 
inlml,pmt status checked below: 

Q'it-1 D &3 The validity of this petition will expire 
DATE D &2 0 L-1 on D(c ll, It, 71 OF {J£.c It,., I'/ 7/ 

The admission of the alien (s) may be ACfiON JlEMAltKS: 

' ~~~ 
autltodzed to the above date. OD 5 :•-<- ~ "' DISTRICT 

J)'(l. 

(PETITIONER NOT TO WRITE ABOVE THIS UNE) 
(PLEASE FILL IN WITH TYPEWRITER OR PRINT IN BLOCK LEITERS IN INK) 

I hereby petition, pursuant to the provillions of aectlons 214 (c) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, for the 
tollowlq: (Check one.) 

IH 0 Alien (s) of cJistinauisbed merit and ability to perform 101\'ices of an exceptional nature requiring such merit and ability. 

H·2 D Alien (s) to perform other temporuy llllfVIce or labor for which a bona fide need exists. (One who is to perform duties 
which are themaelvea temporary In nature.) 

H-3 D Alien trainee (s). (One who leOla to enter at tho invitation of an Individual, organization, film, or other trainer for the 
plllpOie of recei¥1ng 1ninlna in any fteld of endeavor. Incidental production neceuary to the training is per
milled provided a United States worker is not thereby displaced.) 

vi 0 lnlrlH:ompany transferee. (One who has been employed continuously for one year and who seeks to enter in order to 
continue to render his services to the same employer or a subsidiary or affdiate thereof In a managerial or execu-
IM c:apadty or In a capacity which involves clalized knowledge) 

~ 

6. LOCATION OF AMERICAN CONSULATE AT WHICH 
AUEN(SI WILL APPLY FOR VISA(SI: 

(City In Foreign Country) (Foreign country) 

(If Pltttlon Is to ~made for mor• thtn one H allen and application for vtsa1 will be mae~• at more than one American Consulate. 1 separate 
Plthlon must be submitted for NCh consulate at whk:h H viNappllc.atlons wiD be made. Separate petiUon must be flied for each L·lllltn.) 

Form 1·129B 
(Rev. 4,1·70) 7' 
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ALL PETITIONERS COMPLEYE n'EI'VIS 12A throul}!t 20. If petition is for more than one H alien, Qive reqolred Information for each addi

tional aiien in space prOVIded on page 3. tt the idt_'l1tlf\,· o1 tlw H ali~m is not l<,no•Nn at present, you must furnish information concerning 

them as soon as that information becomes known to YtJLI. 

12 ALIEN•$ NAME (Family name l capita! letter!>)- ---~---· (Fi(~l name( (Middle name) 

If you answered "yes", complete tM following: Daie of filing ot each denied petition_ 

12C. NUMBER OF ALIENS IN 
IN THIS PETITION 

Place of filing of each denied petition (city)----------------------------

10 YOUR KNOWLEDGE, HAS 4NY Of THE NAMEO AllEN(S) EVER &EEN IN THE U.S. 0 YES 0 NO (If "yts" ;dentily eo<h on Poge 31 

(Pa~c 2) 

D 

----1 
21. NONTECHNICAL DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES TO BE PERFORMED BY OR TRAINING TO BE RECEIVED BY ALIEN lSI (THIS BLOCK 

NEED NOT BE COMPLETED IF PETITION IS FOR H·2 WORKERS} 

(if you are petltloni!'l9 for a trainee complete this block) 

IS SIMILAR TRAINING AVAILABLE IN ALIEN'S COUNTRY? 

(If you are petitioning for an L-1 alien complete this block.) 
(Check appropriate boxes.] 

0 YES 0 NO 

a. The alien has been employed in an 0 executive; 0 mnMgYrial capacitv: 0 in a capacity which involves specialized knowledqe 

by 
since ______________ _ 

inanw and address of employer) (date I 

o. The petitioner is 0 the same employer 0 subsidiarv U w1 aH'hate of the emplovur ubroacL 

FILL IN ITEMS 24 THROUGH 27 INCLIJSIVE ONLY IF PETITION IS FOR H·2 ALIEN(s) 
DESCRIPTIVE JOB TITLE OF WORK TO BE PERFORMED BY ALIEN(S[IU"' title which corresponds to that uso<t In Job order placed with stat• 
Employment service or Agency by petitioner for same type ot lab(l, Where work In more lhan one job ciasstficatlon Is to be performed by aliens, ! 
state number to be employed ;n eacn job closstflcat;or;.) I 

26. IS ANY LABOR ORGANIZATION ACTIVE IN THE LABOR FIELDISI SPECIFIED IN ITEM 23 0 YES 0 NO 
(I~ "Yes", specify organiTatlon(s} .and tabor fletd(s). \ 

27. IS THE PETITIONER INVOLVED IN. OR ARE THERE THREATENED, ANY LABOR RELATIONS DIFFICULTIES, INCLUDING STRIKES 
OR LOCKOUTS? (Speclly) 

I HAVE NOT BEEN ABLE TO FIND IN THE UNITED STATES ANY UNEMPLOYED PERSON lSI CAPABLE OF PERFORMING THE DUTIES 
OF THE POSITIONISI TO BE FILLED. THE FOLLOWING EFFORTS HAVE BEEN MADE TO FIND SUCH PERSON IS)· !Complete only il 
labor certification not attached.) 

ALL PETITIONERS FILL IN ITEMS 28 THROUGH 31 B. 

LIST DOCUMENTS SUB,.ITTED 

TS SUBifTTED 
I am willing (unwilling) to post anv bond n:quu0d ;~s il cortdJtior: to the approval ot tt·11S pelit•on 
1 agree that as soon as known I shall turn1'>h the Distric( Dirf>rtnr to whom thiS petition Js be111g subr11tre~.· w1th <he naml"s 0 t thOSP. al!en(sJ not 
named herein. 
If the petition Is for temporary worker(s), 1 c:erti1y tnar have a bona lide need or J~,ct1 worker{~) 
If the petition Is for tralnee(s), 1 certify he ts coming to the United States to particlpatl! in a bona fide tra~ning program. 
I certify that t toments anct representations made in this petition .r.re true and corr~ct w the best of mv knowle'"'d'::9':;•-:•:-nd=:7o':el

7
;e-:l.=:;::-::=:---1 

----- j31 IT'i-.t ;M>~~ be petit(oner or autnodted agent of petitlonen 

. (f1Gt1-... 

(Signatur~l 

RSON PREPARING FORM.,..IF OTHER THAN PETITIONER 
1 d bv me at the reouest of ttw petittoqer and is based on ali tnfo;mation of which I nave rmv Knowledge. ~ 

··-~--·--~-~:;..;;;.~~;;.-··r.:.·~~;;;'-:..1~~--~==---.=====.:.:.~-----·====-· _,_ __ :;1 0~~·::.••:;:1 _____ . J 
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(b )(6) 

----------~---

If this petition is tor more than one alien of distinguished merit and ability {H-1) or trainee (H-3) use space~, !)elow tO ~J~Ve 'eouimd 1nlormatiPr .. 
If additional.spece is needed, attach separate sheet executed in same general manner. 

ADDRESS TO WHICH 
l -~-----·----------·~--~--· 

I N~RI;O:.r;;;.E~; P~R~ TO;;;~;;;, At-? ~ 
' S/AJ&~SICUIA) -,----- 1-------- ------~NAME ~ -roATE OF BIRTH -- JNI\TIQNJ\l~ 1 TY OCCUPJHIOf\l 

____ ; _____ _ 
PRESENT ADDRESS 

"""""-""""" -------·-··- ______________ , 
~ADDRESS TO WHICH ALlE-N WILL RE-rURN 

i NONTECHNICAL DESCRIPTION OF SE:RVlCt:S 1'0 BE t1[RFOI-H/lED d\' r.·r·· r l~fl.I!J~NG ft_; D' 'I- '\.'!- .. ,, 

l'lf 

1 PRESENT ADDRESS 

! ADDRESS TO WHICH ALIEN WILL RETUrd>< 

; NONTECHNIC.O.L OE:.SCf.UPTION O< SFPVIC'f 
-·--- -- " -···--

--------··-· 
!f ihl~ petit•or rs for rncrr than nnf! \H<?' allen to mnform o;her T·~m;vr:·o•>· ~'''''it., or tabor. u~~~ ~pa:::n~ t11c~ir w !0 t(i''' •cq.,·r~d lr,:mrnat•')l: J{ 

; ;;dditionaJ space IS, needt>\:_ JlHlth S>-:rnr:Jtf,' Shl"et eX''C'Ut~o·~ ir' ~iil"n't :·icnrrl rqrnr.~?• ld•~r-1ii1' !;':;:':\ ni:,~n wh"'. 'lr:; '>:1~'~,, 1 •1" U.~ H'• .. h~i(.<'; 
i a:o ''):' ~n the la~t oo:u;T:~-,. 
,. __ --·--- -~~---------.. ···--·-· ., .. ___ ,.. __ -·----··-~- -~- -----~------ -
. Nt\Ml 1\li-'. r:-lf'jJ-• --:-·· :·I' : .... r----· ____ .,.. _______ .. 

. ......... ----~~----____1__-

i i 

! 
I 

----··-- -·---·----
------····-,------------,--------·-· ------------------- ·-···- ·-- ·-- "--

! 

I : 

i -----··-· _____________ J _______ """""" I I 
----;------~------ - ________ .. --~--~---- ------------·---·---------'--' 

, _________________ - ---.,-------·---------· ------------
' ' 

: i 

: 
i ; 

l 

··_ f-- ----
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990<:: 

INSTRUCTIONS 
Genml: 

This petition must be executed in duplicate and submitted with supplemental documents in duplicate, or with one ofialnal documen! and one o:opy 
llllnO(, to the Di<trict Diroctor l,.vin~ admini>trative !urilldiction over the .place in the United States where the alien(s) for whom the petition Is filed will 
pmotm IIO.!Yiios or !ahor: or in the case of a trainee, will I c traine•'. (The alien spouS< and minor children of the beneficiuy of an appro':'"' petitloll_.. 
auto .. ticaDy entitled to the same nonimmigrant classification he has been accorded if accompanying ~ino or following to join him. No petitlonl for them 
are....U.d.) 

1'rlil petition form •hall be u\!Od when filing an application for a group extension of stay. When so uS<d, an additional sheet thall be attached noted 
to show the country of issuance and the date of expiratton of each beneficiary's passport. , 

Fee: • 
A fee of twenty-five dollars ($25), payable in United States currency, must accompany this petition. The fee Ia requlred for filina the petitloD and is 

not returnable reprdless of action taken thereon. If you mall this petition, attach money order or chod<. DO NOT SEND CASH. R~ should be 
... de payable to "lmJniP.tion and Naturalitation Service, De~tment of Justice", except that if reaiding In the VlrPt IJiands, remitWice should be 
nde payable to "Commisaioner of Finance of the Virgin Islands ' and if residing in Guam, remittance should be made payable to "Treasurer, Guam." 

When to file petition: 

The petition must be filed with the office of the lmmil!ration and Naturaliution Service having jurisdiction over the ...,.In which the ~enices will 
be uedormed or the training received. Where the services will he performed or the training will be received In more than one ltel, the petition must be 
flleil bt an office of this Service bavingjurlscliction over at least one of those areas. 

More than one H beneftciaty may be included in one petition where the beneficiaries will all be performing •rvicelln a rlnP. operation or receiving 
the ...., type of training, and if visas are required, will all be applying for their visas at the same American Conlllllate, ancl wDI allall = berfonning the 
tervicea or rece the training wllllln the same lmrnipation district. Separate petitions must be filed where tho ~ wDI be services 
In dlffennt o= or will not be r110111ving the same type of trainmg, or, if visas are requited, will be applying for visas at iff::!"lmericon 
Conlulateo, or will oerfurm the 10rvices or receive the trainlna in different immigration districts. 

A aepan.te petltion mull be fded for each L~ alien. 

Supportlus documents: 

AD 111pporting documenll must be submitted in the orJalnal. If you deshe to have the ofialnal returned to you, and if copies are by law permitted to 
be maclo, you may tubmit photostatic or typewritten coplila. Photolllatic copies unaccompanied by the ofi&inal may be accepted if the copy bears a 
oortlllcation by a lmmilltation or consular officer that the copy was compared with the ofialnal and found to be identical. A forelcn document must be 
IICilOmpanie4 by a traolllation, certified by the tranlllator as to the accuracy of the translation and as· to his competency to translate. (Do not make a copy 
of a certillcato of naturalizltion or citizenship.) 

H-1. Petition for alien(s) of distinguished merit and abUity to perform services of an exceptional nature. 

If petition is for an allen or aliens of distin1111ished merit and ability the following supplemental documents must be attached: 
A full, complete, and detailed description of the hl!lh education, technical training, specialil!Od experience or exceptional ability of the allen(s) and 

the nnner in which such qualifications are acquired. 
Allelations of bigb education or technical training shall be supported by original, certified, or photostatic copies of diplomas, school certificates, or 

oquiwlenl document.! or affidavits, attesting to such education or technical training executed by the person in ChiiiJO of the reoords of the educational or 
other lnliltutlon, rum, or establishment whwein such education or training was acquired, improved, or perfected. 

A&ptions of specialized experience or exceptional abUity shall be supported by affidavits attesting to and describing the degree and extent of the 
experience or ablllty, executed by the appropriste officer of the rum, organization, establishment, or other inllltution wherein the allen(s) acquired or 
peifected such experience or ability. 

If the petition is for a physician or nurse, there must be attached a statement from the petitioner certlfying that to the best of the petitioner's 
Information and belief the allen beneficiary is fully q ualifted under the la)\'11 governing the place of intended employment to perform the desired services, 
and that under those laws the petitioner is authorized to employ the beneficiary to perform such 10rvices. 

Copies of written contracts or summaries of verbal contracts between petitioner and beneficiaries must be attachecl. 

H-2 Petition for alien(s) to perform other temporary service or labor. 

If petition is for an alien or aliens to perform temporary services or labor, the foUowing supplemental documents must be attachecl: 
One copy of a certification from the Department of labor indicating that qualified applii:ants In the United States are not available for referral to 

the employer and that employment of the allen(s) wUI not advenely affect wages and working conditions of worton in the United States similarly 
employed, or a notice from the Department of labor that such certification cannot be made; also, a lllatement containing a full and complete and 
!letidled description of the situations or conditions which make it necel!8l)' to bring the alieR or aliens to the United States. whether the necessity II 
temporary, seasonal or permanent and, if teml'!'rary or seasonal, whether it is expected to recur. 

To apply for the certification, the petitioner must place a job order with the local office of the state Employment Service serving the uea of 
proposed employment. In order that the Department of Labor may make a clotermination as to the availabBity of qualified applicant.! In the United 
Stales, the order must accurately report the occupational nqulrements of the job. If local and inter-ma rocrultment or qualil"rod workm In the United 
States proves unsuceessful, copies of the certification are furnilhed to the petitioner through the local Employment Service office where the job order wu 
tiled. 

If more than one certification Is issued by the Department of Labor, separate petitions mull be filed for the aliolls covered by each certillcatlon. 

H-3. Petition for alien tl'llinee(s). 

If petition is for one or more allen trainees the foll,owlna supplemental dO!.'Ument must be attachetl: 
A ltltement clesalbing the kbtd of training to he given the allen, the position or duties for which the training will prepare him, and the reuon why 

such training cannot be obtained outside the United States. 
If you answeted "yes" to item 22,explain why it is necessary for allen to talce tralnlna in the u.s. 

L-1. Petition for jntra-eomJIIIIY tnlllferee. 

If petition is for an "L·l" allen attach a statement deiiCiibina the capacity in whiclr he was employed abroad and the capacity in whlclt be is to be 
employed In the U.S. If the allen's •rvice• involve spel'ialized knowledp describe briefly the nature of the speciallzo4 knowledge which niilw his services 
here OOilOIIIIIIY, 

Pmlltiel: 

Se~re JltrltUies are provided by law for knowingly and willfuHy falsif'ying or conceaJlns a material fact or using any falae document in the 
111btlluliln of1hif petition. 
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UNITED STATES 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Immigration and Naturalization 
Servic-e 

form approved 
Budget Buteau No. 43·R0348 

PETITION 
TO CLASSIFY 

NONIMMIGRANT 
AS TEMPORARY 

WORKER 
OR TRAINEE 

Date Filed Fee Stamp 

(To be submitted In duplicate, with supplementary documents described In Instructions, to the District Director having adtnlnislra· 
li¥e judJCilctlon 0111t the place In the Unltod States in whi~Ht Is intended the alien (s) be employed OJ ttained) 

(THIS BLOCK NOT TO BE FILLED OUT BY PETITIONER), 
The Secretary of State is beteby noWled that the alien (s) for whom this petition was filed is (are) entitled to the non· 

lnunipmt status checked below: 

OH-3 The validity of this petition will expire !!tH·I 
OH-2 0 L·l on bbC- ;t I . 

DATE ,,,,.,, 
OF Dt:c 1t.li7! 

REMARKS: The admission of the allen (5) ll1llY be ACTION 

0 ,(u~_u,:.,r..:~. authorited to the ahnve date. DD 5.-0 -~~--/!/ .;.._ 

DISTRICT 
II Yc· 

(PETITIONER NOT TO WRITE ABOVE THIS UNE) 
(PLEASE FILL IN WITH TYPEWRITER OR PRINT IN BLOCK LETTERS IN INK) 

I hereby petition, pursuant to the provisioM of sections 214 (c) of the Immigration and Nationality Act, for the 
following: (Check one.) 

lH 0 Alion (s) of distinguished merit and ability to pedorm 

H·3 0 Alien ttainee (a). (One who aeeb to enter at the invitation of all individual, organization, firm, or other trainer for the 
purpose of receMna training in any field of endeavor. lncid'lltal production neceosuy to the training is per· 
tnltted proYided a Unl11>d Stales worker is not thereby disp.:.l.J.) 

L-1 0 Intra-company transf0l110. (One who has been employed oontinuou~y for one year and who seeks to enter in order to 
1 ooatlnue to render his services to the same employer or a subsidiary OJ affiliate thereof in a managerial or execu· 

L//C0 li¥e capadty or In a captelty which involves d knowledp) 

~"1 

6. LOCATION OF AMERICAN CONSULATE AT WHICH 
ALIENCSI WILL APPl.Y FOR VISACS): 

(City In Fo,.lgn country) - (Fo,.lgn country! -

' (I# .. tltion It to bii'Mde for more than one Hallen a'~d application for vlus whl be made at more than one A.merkan Consulate, a sep,rate 
petltton must be submitted tor each consuhte at which H visa applications will be macte. separate petftton must be fUtd for each L~l •lien.} 

' 

; 

10. 

Form 1·129B 
(Rev, 4-1•70) 

-

G ESTABLISHMENT: 
' 

1
10A. VALUED AT I 

$ -WEEKLY 

Li 
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iPa~c 2) 

2A throuqh 20. If p¢titlon iS ror mnre ttHm one H for each addl· 

lf thlt 1dr:nt1ty of the H aliens 1s not kno1Nn at present, you must furnish information concerning 

~~~&j~~~~~~~~~~~~k~no~w~n~t<~l~ uu. 

11 you •oswared ''yes", complete the follovvln'g' Date of fll109 of each denied petition ------------------

Place of flUng of each denied petition (cltyi ------------------------------

!0 YOUR KNOWLEDGE, HAS ANY OF THE NAMED AliEN(S) EVER &!EN IN THE US 0 YES 0 NO (If ' yos" 1donllly eo<h on Pogt 31 
--- --~------ ---~ 

DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES TO BE PERFORMED BY 0'l TRAINING TO BE RECEIVED BY ALIEN lSI (THIS BLOCK 
""'~!:.t.Wf'U IF PETITION IS WORKERS! t 

(If yoo are for a trainee complete this block) 

IS SIMILAR TRAINING AVAILABLE IN ALIEN'S COUNTRY? 

23. (If you are petitioning for an L-t alien complete this block.) 
(Check appropriate boxes.} 

0 YES 0 NO 

a. The alien has been employed in ar. 0 executive; D managerial capacitv· 0 in a capacity which involves specialized knowledge 

<•,'--·--------- ---~-------------· si"""--------------l 
iname anrJ address at ernploym) (date I 

:· b The petitioner is D the same employer 0 subsidiatv CJ an aftil1at..: oi the ernplover abroad. ,,._,_ -·-----=:---:-=--:-=--,----~------------------------~ 
IN ITEMS 24 THROUGH 27 INCLUSIVE ONLY IF PETITION IS FOR H-2 

DESCRIPTIVE JOB TITLE OF WORK TO BE PERFORMED BY ALIEN title which corresponds to that us&d 

Employment service or Agency bY petlUonHr tor same type of labm Wnere work In more than one job classification is to be perfl'lrmed bY aliens, 
state number to be employ(td in each !ob cL1'isification,) 

ORGANIZATION ACTIVE IN THE LABOR FIELD(S) SPECIFIED IN ITEM 23 
(If "Yes", specify organization\~) zond labor tield(s)J 

NO 

27. IS THE PETITIONER INVOLVED IN, OR ARE THERE THREATENED, ANY LABOR RELATIONS DIFFICULTIES, INCLUDING 
OR LOCKOUTS? (Specify) 

28, I HAVE NOT BEEN ABLE TO FINO IN THE UNITED STATES ANY UNEMPLOYED PERSON lSI CAPABLE OF PERFORMING THE DUTIES 
O< THE POSITION(S) TO BE Flll.EO. THE FOLLOWING EFFORTS HAVE BEEN MADE TO FIND SUCH PERSON(SI: !Complete only 11 
1abor t:ertification not attached.) 

I am Willing (unwilling) to pust any bond required il" .1 ::ondition to me ,'lpprcva• o: th1s pet1t•on 
I agree. tnal as soon as known I Shilli furn1sh 1hr, D1stn::! ~tH!CtO' ;,~ o· .. ·hr..n1< tr•1'i petition is be1ng ~UbtT<~ttec wlt'l HH! narnes ot those allen(:;; nor 

won~er(~l 
in a bona fide traming program. 

the best of my knowledqe and oelief. 

or authorized agent of petitioner\ 

--------- --~- ·-- ··----------.. ·---·-----------
(Signatf:.~·;.:_ ____ ~-~-. ,._..,. ___ I.:;A..;d.;d_r•..;·'..;~i----------------I:,:D~a:,:to~)'-----
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!Page.-\) 

ltf this petition is for more than one alien of distin9uished ..;;;t and ability (H-1-~; trai~;;;-(H~T~~ sp~; below to give -~;;~red into~~;;·~~~-~----' 
!If additional"space is needed, attach separate sheet executed ins me general manner. 

IN ME 

' . --·~-----~-- ----~~~·~·--· 
\NONTECHNICAL DESCRIPTION OF SERVICES TO BE PEPfORMED BY OR r Rf\INING TO BE REC! IVEO BV ALIE'\l 

i'eUotz~o 1AU<. oF UJilE:Eil JtJ' ~77ST; 
i"NAM 0 f I.JCII) ~"~ ~4J"' p ~)_ !'tl.r~'!J 1 ocr<JPt:iio~---·--·-···--

··-·· .. ····-····-·~·-·-· 
~,. ~, 

ADORES$ TO WHICH ALIEN WILL RI:TUf.:N 

H th1s petitio:-- IS tor more than ono :H-:?1 anfm to uedm·m (\thf!r Hmnn.-"1:-,· ~l!'•il~ 1.1t tano:, U"'' ~me% t•eJ(•W 10 q·v~· •(>{!w•rerl ,...,-:mmat! -,.1 tr 
, aod!l:.ional s.oace ;;; needC>·::: attacll $1"!-fl;l~,Jte ~hn;_:.• exN~utef' :" ~~1r-.:~ nw12rr: ."',:JtF·!~w ld~ntilv c.~<;~ ali••n lf!h\, O.,c::~ hr>t>" ;., ti1C U.:~:_ ~, ; ~-:.1 
· 11(: ' }'' ir-, the last col urn 

-- -- -···----i----· --- -----'---····---- ---·--···-·----+--- --------·--·---------1---: 

--------·~-----· --~-------·--------·-r--··---·--------

' ' --·---···-- ··--·-·- --·----·------·- .. .. ................... ----.. ---- --·------·--·---'------- ------.. --·-------..__, 
-·-;---~-------- ----~ 

-··----.. ·----------- --:----------------·--·---~-----·-····-· --·--·- -·--------
: I 

------------T1 ---------1,----·----------~------·---------~---, 

: 

i 
. I 

i i 
: i i 
' i 

..... L .. 
1 
"· 
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OLOZ 

INSTRUCTIONS 
Genenl: 

This petition mu~t be executed in duplicate and submitted with supplemental documents in duplicate, or with one original docu.meat and one copy 
lbenof, to tho Diotrict Din.ctor t.a>'in' administrat;ve !urisdiction over the .place in the United States where the alien(s) for whom the petition is flied will 
perform MOrviooo or !abor: or in the cue of a trainee, wiU I e traine•'. (The alien $pou,. and minor children of the beneficiary of an aPJII")mm petition on 
auto .. ticaUy entitled to the 81me nonimmigrant classifiCation he has been accorded if acoompanying ltin. or following to join him. No petitions for them 
...... ired.) 

Tltla petition form shaii be tned when fUing an application for a group extension of stay. When so u.,d, an additional-tllllall be attached noflld 
to show the country of issuance and the date of expiration of each beneficiary's pessport. , 

Fee: ' 
A foe of twenty-five doUars ($25), payable in United States currency, must accompany this petition. The fee is required for f1in1 the petition and is 

not returnable regardless of action taken thereon. If you .. u this petition, attach money order or check. 00 NOT SEND CASH. RemitWice llhould be 
.. de payable to "lmmiJr'!tion and Noturolization Servi<:e, De~tment of Justice", except that if residing In the Vupn blallds, remitWice should be 
lnade payable to "CommiSsioner of Finance of the Virgin lolands' and if residing in Guam, remittance should be made payable to "Treasum, Guam." 

Where to file petition: 

The petition must be ftled with the office of the Immigration and Naturalization Service having jurisdiction over tbe orealn which the aervices wiU 
be performed or the trainins recehed. Where the servi<:es will be performed or the training wUI be recehed in more than one area, the petition must be 
flleilln an office of this Service hovin1 jurisdiction over at least one of thooe areas. 

More than one H beneficiary may be included in one petition where the beneficiaries wiU all be performing aerviceo in •linale operation or receiving 
the 11010 type of training, and if vilas on required, wUI all be applying for their visas at the same American Conlllllate, and will all be yerforming the 
MVicet or receiving the training wllllln the same immigration diattiet. Se)Wate petitions must be flied wbere the benetlcllriea wiU be perto.rmlnl aervices 
In ciiCterent operations or wiU not be recoiving the same tyr. of trainmg, or, if' visas ""' required, wUI be applyJna for visas at illlferent American 
ColliUiateo, or wiU perform the servi<:es or receive the traininJ n different immigration districts. 

A separate petlt!on must be flied for each L~ alien. 

·Svpport~aa documena: 

All supporting documents must be submitted In the ofiljnal. If you desire to have the ori,pnal returned to you, and if copies ""' by law permitted to 
be made, you .. y submit photostatic or typewritten copies. Photostatic copies unaccompanied by the original may be accepted if the copy hears a 
aertllbtion by a inunigration or consular officer that the copy was compared with the ofiljnal and found to be identicol. A foreiln document must be 
..,..mpaniocl by a tranlllation, certlfled by the translator as to the accuracy of tbe traruiation and as to his competency to translate. (Do oot make a copy 
oh certificate of natunllt.ation or citizenship.) 

Jl.l. Petition for aliell(s) of distinguished merit and abUity to perfonn services of an exceptional nature. 

If petition ia for an alien or aliens of distinguished merit and abftity the foUowing supplemental documents must he attached: 
A full, !'Omplete, and detailed deiCI'iption of the hlt!h education, technical training, specialized experience or exceptional ability of the alien(s) and 

the manner in which such quolifications""' aequired. 
Alleptions of high education or technical training shall be supported by original, certified, or photostatic copies of diplomas, school certificates, or 

equivalent documents or affidavits, attesting to such education or technical training executed by the person in cb"'l!" of the records of the educational or 
other lnlltitutlon, firm, or establishment wherein such education or training was acquired, improved, or perfected. 

AJeptions of specialited experience or exceptional ability shall be supported by offidavils attesting to and describing the degree and extent of the 
experience or ability, executed by the appropriste officer of the firm, organization, establishment, or other institution wherein the allen(s) acquired or 
perfected such experience or ability. 

If the petition is for a physician or nurse, there must be attached a statement from the petitioner certifying that to the best of the petitioner's 
Information and belief tho allen henef'wiary is fully q ualifled under the laws governing the place of intended employment to perform the desired services, 
md thai under tboaelaWll the petitioner is authorized to employ the beneficiary to perform such oervices. 

Copies of written contracts or summaries of verbal contracts between petitioner and beneficiaries must be attached. 

lf.l Petition for alien(s) to perfonn other temporary service or labor. 

If petition is for an alien or aliens to perform temporary services or labor, the following supplemental docume~ts must be attached: 
One copy of a certification from the Department of Labor indicating that quolifled applii:ants in lh< United States on not available for referrolto 

tho employer and that employment of the alien(s) wlll not adveraely afTe<t waps and workJna conditions of workers In the United States sintiiarly 
employed, or a notice from the Department of Labor that such certification cannot be made; also, a statement containing a full and complete and 
detalled description of the situations or conditions which make it necessary to htlng the allen or aliens to the United States, whether the necessity is 
temporary, seasonal or permanent and, if temJx."'IY or seasonal, whetber it is expected to recur. 

To apply for the certification, the petitioner must place a job order with the locol oflloo of the state EmPloYment Service servtna the area of 
proposed employment. In order that the Department of Labor may make a determination as to the avoilabillty of quolifled applicants in the United 
States, the order must accurately report the occupational requirements of the job. If locol and lnter.,uea rec:ruitlnent of qualllled workers In the U1llted 
States proves unsuccessful, copies of the certification are furnished to tbe petitioner throngh the local Employment Sorvice oflloo where the job order wu 
tllod. 

If more than one certification is Issued by the llep~rtrnent of Llbor, sep~rate petitions must be flied for the alienJ covered by each certillcation. 

lf.3. Petition for l1leo tninee(a). 

If petition is for one or more alien trainees tbe {oJiowing silpplemental document must be attached: 
A !ll!tement descdbing. the kind of training to be given the allen, the position or dulles for wblch tbe lrlinlll8 wiU pnop1111 him and the,._ why 

such tralniDg cannot be obtained outllide the United States. ' 
If you answered "yes" to item 22, explain why It ts-.y for allen10 ~e training in the u.s. 

L,l; 'Petition for lp~ trlnlfme. 

If petition Is for an "lrl" alien attach a .statemeftt describing the capacity in whiclr he was employed abroad and the capacity in which be iJ to be 
employed in the U.S. If the alien's servi<:eslnvoive speciallzed knowledce describe briefly the nature of the specialized knowledge which nilltes his serrices 
bere neceowy. 

Ptmltia: 

So~ ~allies are provided, by law for knowingly and willfully faJsifyJna or concealins a material fact or using any fu document in the 
111bllilai0n of:thla petition. 
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•· 
Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

STANDARD AFTRA ENGAGFJofENT CONTRACT FOR SlNGLE TELEVISION BROADCAST 
AND FOR MULTIPLE TELEVISION BROADCASTS WffHIN ONE CALENDAR WEEK 

· '.r ·: :1·' i._:··;r.rr· (';,· 111 Ji• ,,·, '·;~t hu•• · -~, .-r· · .. ·, l~fbitO~l :·· . ·:r.: ~ r' 
. H-; '. '''ri:. <!'iT lgff:_;i .. f 1

:;·1·l 'I '~: 1; :.:di:·,f, i o' .~ 

''.' 

B!ltween 

.'il'' 

' 1,, ~reind'~r. called "POI.(I)Iimer", 

fert~"!l. ~f.~ ..r.e~d1~~'. arti .. ~Wfti1 .\~~~·.ces ,!II~·,. c.?·JfP'lli§ec.tior~ ~th, ... 3jt~~~sal and broadcast of the program(~ designated 
""Iowan<! r ·~··tion'lli'11 "· ~ctl WJm'"'e atrur ·.:,.;!Je"l · : ~· ' · 
"l'f ·, , P, ~' ' ,c~l!l' ,!" , ..• ,' ·•· .. ~·· . : . • !( . . . 

. ·. • : '' ' .· .,.,, '.;q·. ;,, ·'"-" (,..· . ii'ltri' .' ' ··. '' . 
UTL&O~l'apGI(A,M: ... .,., . .,1 :~:- ···t 'l1h; O~t"'f,fMS'.(Stmw .. , ... ".· ........................... ,. : .. . .. 

~. ' .. ;_\h -lf_ l J . ' ' ·I, -•. 

TYPE OF PROGRAM: .............. Sustaining ( ) ... , .C~(X),,. CIQSed Circuit ( ) 

SP6N80lt(if commercial):;· ... "···· .. , ... '"" •••• Pltliaipallq · 

NUMBER OFGUARANTEED DAYS OF EMPLOYMENT: .................................................. . 
'l{lfPar. r9i!if~~U~tl¥ijfliliiiillle)' . ·· ··' H'· •· 

•'a jd' f!' ,.t._,,.,,,, :.,. t,<ni" • · :) 

· l'iAtEOJI' mfuRM~•: ~;urlte 'thhtie';'24t)W~ 44tli:~eet, 'NewY~kf;N.Y: 

• ,''1, ·~. {· ~.:£ .!.• .f.,:/~ '_:, i. : . ~·.:;.~} 

AFTRA CLASSIFICATION: ... .Principal . .Pe:cfon~o~~r ............................................ . 
00
dh •i;.f >• ,': tj .W•'j "1.111·1fr;d#) 0 

d, /; /: /·~,:.wi' <!!:;•,''~; '1f;,) ";,"!c (~•' ~· ,l'w)"['' 

PART(S) TO BE PLAYED: ...................................................... ; .;!:V•t•·• 1 "1.:,,.,,,,.. .... . 

· .,~'IJrn~~n~o.wt'a:rr+tON~; no1:i.r.t.~ fl'!tic'-'U'-'. : .. hi; ·1u :-,;;;;._: -,;;~;- -,_;L L~- ;.. ... !I}Hl. ·, _:_···h : •. •. ·;.Ji;ti :1~ ·I_, L-:-:.'Lr·:.:l 
\:'.'OlftrJJJ."n:JI'lll • • • • • . ..... • ._ •• ~. ~ •• _. ·.·.·-· "· .. ·_·. _ •.••• -·.· ............. ~ .......... •. •""~ ....•.. -•••••••••••• 

_ .. ; 1:-·'m,tb 1-.t .s;!.JH:w•UL ~h'.(i!}!•: f'' ~(hd:, .·li;;;j( Dr:· f, ·:<f+ 1,_-, .. -:-~ ;i·r···;·,'li :; '1.; •. : 

MAXIMUM REHEARSAL HOURS INCLUDED IN ABO'"",..;'~-!ll&lf,......; !tNL!tllhn ,,·,,'iN:'" ""J'' .,, •.: nq-~o,: vn t..'OMI"t.NN'JiliV.rt. . . . . • . . . . • . . . . . . . . . ......••.•..... 

. ~Nt&i\q~m 'lf,~,MnW&f~!lfviftl'llf~~~Et '" ,,, , , '''"'""'"' ,, 'i""'· • 'l 
!11 ··'.';.H;4q(f '-' 1 :•:211':· ·.: ·l)~;r:; l.)j f'lnt t.v.soilsotd or J'rmh b~f!H'lli;··,,__ '30:1 r1;! ·juir ?.d~'"'!;, -y~\ '-'';t;·'-' · ~r 'h::/~ ·.r; 

.~1 .,. 'J 1U noi' '~Ft;!•J'.J :'lff!~o'i'H;q 'lfb 'Fq l-E-d .. !);,< ~1:1.:. SJ!'I _, '·Lt -:·~,;r:::. h· t ;-tf ,;:u ' .. --.;; .- •. ~1 ;;H ·ulJ·'j('~·r 
•! d · .i' ·01 t:J? ~;: ;. ' ;·L .\,~:·;r!i~c.:.f- ~m.s~ ~rh '(d t.--,L.b\~Ji :"m. '1J. ·ve>L--1 rf11o't _:_:,. -<J·i·i en {u~r;·:~ 

.(~br_;:·,l':.J':"r'>i.A:;.d'·. ·::-!\: 1 \1<:<£3\\, .:rl!gni_.: ,,(IU;fl.~I:}J -d -J:)ns:cJ.;:o.';,:.:~,, · ·Jv 

•Subject to change in accordance with AFTRA Code. 

ARTIST ( 1) 

NOTE; Attach rehearsal schedule or deliver to Perfonnor 
not later than the first readin8 souion. 

t 
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nA )QAOHI! lriOII!fl JJd l 3.JclVIl J.!(H C i.51l'ill0) TIII3M30Ji;JI'EI MlYiA (lJfAO~/>Til 
EPIW HMIV!iUJ..) .:!illn V!fHT!W 2Tt!A:lfl/c.•HHJ.:101rciV'U11 3.J'HTJLI!;~ ROCJ: HilA 
The "standard terms and conditions" of any standard engagement contract set forth ln any applicable AFTRA Code of 

Fair Practice are hereby Incorporated herein by reference as if fully set forth at length. This agreement shall be construed 
. ! ~~~~ ,t.~~~ ~ ~f New York, and when executed by Performer and Producer shall constitute the entire 

understanaing between them. 

ADDITIONS WWCH HAVE NOT BEEN APPROVED BY AFTRA AND ARE J!lltR'tfil'l' 0l\SfANDAifB'1J(PRM 

Producer shall have the right and may grant others the right to disseminate, reproduce, print and publish Performer's 
,''t61lli\IIIM1''vll!illfplll!~''~~~ographical material concerning Performer and Performer's recorded performance for publicity. 

promotion, advertising and purposes of trade in connection with the programs alone or the programs in conjunction wi~'J. tho 
products aml/or''$midlt61i!ll''1f..r~~t/IA~9f,_~lJivflmf .t~~~fdlo~s.~\l{;~ot for 
the endorsement of any product or service. 

b·; ;J1~> · ~l~i~;~~(.;~ l~ t;;"~l1ime~'wilf:~~~li ~rl\' 1'~6\\~J);'W,s alit or 
does commit, any act or, if Performer shall havm~ or~. ~1f'~ 
under federal or local laws, or which might tend,J;Q,Imo&.l?moJlii.¥AWt!IJillblic disrepute, conte,IIJP$, scan..dJ!I or ri$1icule, o; 

· · · Wl'iicli rhlgh't tend to· reflect ·11Iifav6ta'b1y ·11port W611ficM';'!liMf6ft,·lh~t'Advertislng Agencres~~tllil!l\ou~BrbK~bsting 
Com?any, h1c.,, QrotiJl 'f. PrRduction~lp-c., or anx Stati~n broadcas~lng, the program, Producer ,s!WJ h_ave. the ~ght to 
termmate thihgrelllillln\W~rformef!"~~8'1'fi'orthwttli. .. ~nm•£, . .<, . • · •J())l • •' " 

Performer agrees to perform such material as Prlld.UilW>ihtll desipate., and/or, at Pr~'s:requar~ 10!1ill!~s own 
material. 

, ·k,.,·1l·i1YUJ~M~t'·HJ<•.l-.Je...L.iT' !..._>fi !'f}IH/.,,..·/ 

Performer agrees that it is an essential condition of Performer{*I~*..M!J~NQtlll~li'fi!IJPlY with all 
governmental laws and regulations including, but not limited to, tho; eCtlng "payola" ln connection with PerformC~r's 
engagement hereun~r and ~~~.11il>A~fml$ pl,\~,JIIl cl!l\Yrtlmt r~c!!fw!PC<Ifr*"'i~d,Qpce or 
support such compliance. 

Proilllcet shall have tht nllhf~t'ilhy ~~~ atia'ttdlif1iine'to time, to ~~~\lM!le~~Mrisl~tlihe and 
date of the broadcast thereof. 

Producer may assign this agreement or Producer's rights hereunder, ln whole or ln part, but this agreement may not be 
assigned by Performer. Cl': ". ~ Jl ;·~ .,,, C;' • 

. l'rod!l~~ ~. )l;tve t)le. P811t . t.o. m~e. 8;!1~. 11se r~tWdings, \)f .!M pr<\&fl!ffi. fet· •tiOJ!, ftiQI(l'~~ijM!Iil!lr and 
promotional purposes and for the Armed Services, clubs or religious, educational or charitable or~ll·iz•t!Jns or other 
non·p.rofitpurposeswithout additional ~\l~~V(:,; '· 111 .. ,J; Llfl &J~A .. A' . ;5{ ~UM!; 

Producer shall have complete ownership ln the program arld1g,8#[1il,~~~~~~t', ~iteptliittM-\al furnished 
by Performer. Producer newrtheleas shall have the unlimited right to broadalst aa4 to licenae others to broadcast the 
program an unlimited number of times throughout the world and shall pay the Ped'OJDIOI' ln connection therewith the 
applicable replay and foreign use fees set forth below ln the column headed by theliii!IIO cllileification as that set forth on the 
reverse side (references to foreign areas being the areas set forth in the AFTRA Code). 

Each 
Replay 

Prine. 
Perf. 1 2 3 4 5 7 8 

1, 2 
3, 4, 5 

6 
7; 8·& ·add'!. 

111!1-:'t:; i.HT ,._,~ 1!fl63 217.50 346.00 437.26 548.00 
145.00 59.75 145.00 230.00 291.50 364.00 

I 9 ~9.8. 72.50 115.00 145.75 182.00 
n~ 9.oo, .. 46.oo ss:ao· 72.80 
UI;tV;_y,..::.{·~-1: . · . · · · .5<9 ., 23.00 29.15 36.40 

., 

6M.~ 872.25 
436.50 lll)\l.OO 581.50 
218.25 2114.50 290.75 
. 87:30' 101,'80 116.30 
'd!IJttl ''W!ll'il' 1 58.15 

981.00 
664.00 
327.00 
130:80 

65.40 

18.50 
7.40 
3.70 

It compe11111tion on revene oicle includes 10% Apmey eommiuion, appllcable fontOint IIIDOWibl llbaD .....tl be incr-.i by. 10%. 
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December 13, 1971 

To Whom It May Concern: 

Please accept this as testimony as to the distinguished 
merit and ability of Mr. and Mrs. John Lennon (John 
Lennon and Yoko Ono) in terms of their proposed appearance 
on THE DAVID FROST SHOW. 

Apart from their last t.v. appearance for 90 minutes with 
Dick Cavett, the Lennons have produced a soon-to-be 
released Christmas album, another entitled "John Lennon's 
Plastic Ono Band" and several short films. 

Mr. Lennon is, of course, world famous for his participation 
in The Beatles, through concerts, recordings and films. 
In addition, he has produced many recordings of his own, 
the latest of which is "Imagine." 

Mrs. Lennon, Yoko Ono, is an artist, photographer and 
film-maker, who has branched out as authoress ("Grapefruit") 
and singer musician (apart from performing in her own 
album, "Live Piece In Toronto 1969", she has made several 
records with her husband.) 

We would like very much to present this couple to our 
audiences and hope you will give us that opportunity. 

;'~·~~ .Jil Shand~ 
Creative Consultant 

THE DAVID FROST SHOW 240 WEST 44TH STREET NEW YORK NY 10038 212 736 8300 GROUP W PRODUCTIONS WESTINGHOUSE BROADCASTING COMPANY \ D 



December 13, 1971 

To ~ihom It "lay Concern: 

Please accept this as testimony as to the distinquished 
merit and ability of Mr. and Mrs. John Lennon (John 
Lennon and Yoko ono) in terms of their proposed appearance 
on THE DA VIO FROST SHOW. 

Apart from their last t.v. appearance for 90 minutes with 
Dick Cavett, the Lennons have produced a soon-to-be 
released Christmas albwn, another entitled "John Lennon's 
Plastic ono Band'' and several short file. 

Mr. Lennon is, of course, world famous for his partieipation 
in The Beatlea, through concerts, reaordinqs and films. 
In addition, he has produced many recordings of his own, 
the latest of which is "Imaqine." 

Mrs. Lennon, Yoko Ono, is an artist, photoqrapher and 
film-maker, who has branched out aa authoress ("Grapefruit") 
and sinqer musician (apart from performinq in her own 
album, "Live Piece In Toronto lt69", she has made several 
records with her husband.) 

We would like very muah to present this couple to our 
audiences and hope you will give us that opportunity. 

Sincerely, 

a~~ 
Creative Consultant 

\\ 

I 

I 
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Dear Inspector Pierce ••.. 

Sorry to be so late with this, but it took 
the hounds to find the Lennons & their passports. 

would you let me know if you have any problems? 

Thanks. 

THE DAVID FROST SHCIIV 240 WEST 44TH STREET NEW YORK NY 10036 212 738 8300 GROUP W PRODUCTIONS WESTINGHOUSE BROADCASTING COMPANY 



UCii011 Inc. 

H-1 appijcation for MJ.1 & Mrs John Lennon 
Change of Visa for Y~o Qno Lennon · 

3122499 
**75.00** 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

IMMIGRATION ANO NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

COVER SHEET 

RECORD 
OF 

PROCEEDING 

This is a permanent record of the Immigration and Naturalization Service. Any part of this 
record that is removed MUST BB R..ETURNBD after it has scrve.d its purpose. 

INSTRUCTIONS 

1. Place a separate cover sheet on the top of each Record of Proceeding. 

2. Bach Record of Proceeding is to be fastened on the inner left side of the ftlejacket in 
chronological order. 

3. Any person temporarily removing any part of this record must make, date, and sign a 
notation to this effect which is to be retained in this record, below the cover sheet. The 

~ .. ,.~,responsible for replacing the removed material as soon as it has served its 

4. See AM 2710 for detailed instructions. 

M·l?5 (Rtv, 10·20·69) 
GPO 883· 533 

\~ 
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IMMIGRATiq IDGE HEARING WORKSHEET AND MEMORA: 

file No. A· \ '1 S ~ r J ~ \ 
Respondent or Applicant j () t1 1\,) W t "'..:.-; 1<0 lEW 1>1 ~ t.f Trial Attornev ---"~'---'\l'-'t\J"'-''-"-"0-'-1:' __________ _ 

Address----------------------- Recorded by --.,-,-:-:;c=:-:-::===-..=-:;-==,.,.,--~ 
(Name of Stenographer or Make of Machine) 

Counsel or Representative L.f!) N W 1 '- Q E .S lntcrprctrr __________________ _ 

Address ___________________ _ Lan~uagc --~(_N:__~<..-'-·--------------

0 DEPORTATION HEARING Deportability 

OSC charge----------------------------------
Lodged ______________________________________________ _ 

0 Contested 

0 Sustaint::d 

0 Sustained 

0 Not Contested 

0 Not Sustained 

0 Not Sustained 

Application __ _,'J..'=-:L.l.-L-----------------------------------------
Deportation country; 

Choice--------------- Directed---------------- Or __________ _ 

243(h) requested as to-------------------------------------------

0 EXCLUSION HEARING Application ____________ _ 

Grounds: 1. ___________________ _ l&N Act Sec. 212(a)( 

2. ______________ _ I&N Act Sec 212(a)( 

0 BOND PROCEEDINGS Application 

PROCEEDINGS c'lllr~N __ 1---'-1(,--1-c_l---11-{,__'t::___ ______ _ 

On---------------- Adjourned to 

On ____________________ _ 
Adjourned to----------------

On ___________ _ 

Country of birth ______ _ 

0 Excludable 0 Not Excludable 

0 Excludable 0 Not Excludable 

For---------------

For ___________ _ 

DECISION: ---'L=-'-\.-'-=,)::__.:_~7"'\'"-=:..::_:-..Q_,_ ______________________________ _ 

1'Vf Oral 0 Reserved ~ten-----::::-:--:------- Served ----------,-.,-,-----------"-1""-' (Date) (Date) 

Appeal by 0 Alien 0 Trial Attorney due------------ Brief du<' _______ Extended to-------

'St. Order Final 
CJ Appeal Reserve~ 

REMARKS: 

0 Charactl:'r affid<~vits 
0 Character lnv. 

0 Employment Statl'mrnt 

0 Form I-296 Served 0 Transcribe Hearing 0 Transcript to Attorney 
0 Certified to BIA 0 Serve Decision 0 Info copy of oral decision 

Documents To Be Submitted 

0 Finandal Statcnu~nt 
0 Police Ccrtlfiratc 

0 Proof of Rcsidcnt"l' 

DUE 

0 Otlrer ------

0 
D 

GP 0 862.116 
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{:':._\{1'_'> 
' 

STENOGRAPHIC OR RECORDING MACHINE RECORD 

File No. II :S ') _; J\. I Date I j-,._ I Ill.. 
I 

In the case ~• 

Stenographer No. of records enclosed 

' 
J__"'~r J 

. 
Decision of SIO ~~ 
0 Transcribe decision only 0 Detained 

0 Transcribe complete record D Not detained- give priority 

D Extra copy required - criminal 0 No priority 

0 Extra copy required - expert witness 

Exhibits enclosed .. 
Examining Officer's name 

0 Exhibits not enclosed (when used) 

,-' 

D 

C"\ ,----::. . 
----~ ::\. .. 9~,g 

< 

Transcribed o 

Form G-644 
(7·1·75) 

SPECIAL INQUIRY OFFICER 

DATE 
By 

STENOGRAPHER 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT Of JUSTICE • Immigration and Naturoll>otion Service 

' 

' 

'• 
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. Of'TIONN.. ~M riO. 10 'i , •• , _. 
$CIII>-\W. . .·.. . ' , ., - J 

, uNITE.~ ST/mz:s ~ ... -IMENT 

·Memoriihdum 
TO IMMIGRATION JUDGE 1~ 

DATE: ·7--i ~71, 

FROM : WILLIAM H, OOOK, ASSISTANT DISTRICT DIR!CTOR 
FOR TRAVEL. CONTROL 

"''!"' !JL-' ')A)~~ !It / 6<; 7 J fl/ 

SECTION 245 APPLICATION HAS BEEN PROCESSED. STIPtltATED JJOCUMENTS 
HAVE BEEN OBTA lNED AND· ARE FoRWARDED llEREl'llTH, 

IF VISA NUMBER IS NOT USED PROMPTLY, PLEASE NOTIFY THIS UNIT SO 
THAT NUMB$R MAY BE CANCELLiD AND RE'lVRNED TO TilE VISA CONTROL 
OFFICE, 

SUBJECT HAS NO CRIMINAL ARREST RECORD. 

. .. . ., ,,.. .. '"''" >lt;\J:!Q 
, ..... ' '-~ ';,\• 
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DATE:.;..· -------... .~ . .. 
MEDICAL EXAMINATION AND IMMIGRATION INTERVIEW 

. N . '1 , 1\.J. '"! : f o o "'l \' 

• 

INSTRUCTIONS FOR MEDICAL EXAMINATION 
.;.... A medical examination is necessary a!\ part cf yo-ur application for adjustment of status to permanent !

resident If you have reached your fifteenth birthday you must l!'JIMEDIATELY obtain and br!ng with you 
when you appear for your medical examination a serology report and 14" x 17" chest X-ray film with a 
reading by a licensed physician interpreting the X-ray film. The serologic test must be performed by a 
laboratory approved by a state or local health department The X-ray film and serologic test for syphilis 
may not be more than 90 days old. YOUR MEDICAL EXAMINATION CANNOT BE COMPLETED WITHOUT 

. THE (1) SEROLOGIC REPORT, (2) X-RAY AND (3) READING OF THE X-RAY FILM. • .. · 
j . . 

Pleasejnote, also the boxes checked [R] below with regard to your medical examination. . · 
[j Ptease cbtain your setologie report. X-ray film and readi~g promptly. You may telephone your state or locar Heatth Department for 

the name of an approved lat:or;~tary where you may gbta1n the.sa. Srlng them 1nd copie<s of this fetter with you when you appear tor 
examinatiofl b)t a ,pMic::ian or the U.S. f'ubl4c Health Se:vice tor wtuch an &Pill'Wltment h.u bHn made at the place and date Ind.,. 
catm beloW; 

ADDRESS: 

Cl Please eommunita'te immediately with the below ristect physician or with one of the physicians on the attached nst. If 1 ti.st I& at-. · 
t.aehed, (1) 10 """ert.ain Vlhat art~nsements you should ma<e to cbtain a seroloiic repor~ X..,.y film anct radin& prior tD your 

medical examination, and (2) to •rrange fer yeur medical examlnatian ey him, which must be ccmpleted bafo·re...-----
PHYSICIAN'S NAME. ADCRESS, ANO TELEPHONE NUMIE!b 

·,· 
~ ' . J 

f ' J'le•se shaw !~Is letter to onv lab.,..tory Performing tests. Also present the copies of the leiter te tha physician pcrfannlnr thel 
1 .. t · rmedl<:21 examination, and furnish h1m1 with ycur si&:nature wri!hn in his presence for im:lu.sion with his reoort. 

~~~============================================~~ 

lC 

TO PHYSICIAN PERFORMING THE EXAMINATION . ' ! 
PLE:AZ[ OSTAIN THE APPLICANT'S SIGNATIJRE IN THE SPACE PRO'IIDEO ANO MED!CAI.I.Y EXAMINE HIM FO~ ELIGIBILITY FOR ADJUST· I 
MENT OF STATUS. IF THE A!'P~ICANT IS F~EE OF MEDICAL DEFECTS L. ISTED IN SECTlCN 212 (A) OF THE IMMIIlAATION ANO llATIONAL!':'Y ~
ACT, ENDORSE THIS COPY OF FORM l-4i6A IN THE SPACE PROVIDED AND HANO rT TO THE APPLICANT IN A SE:ALEO ENVELOPE FOR I 
PRESENTATION AT HIS IMMIGRATION INT¢RVIEW. IF THE APPL.ICANT IS NOT FREE OF StiCH MEDICAL DEFECTS, DO NOT SIGN THIS 
FORM; lNSTEAC WRITE "SEE fS·J!S" IN TliE PHYSICIAN'S SJGNATUR E BLOCK AND PREPARE MECICAL. CERTIFICATE ON FORI~ FS·l!S ANO ! 
HAND rT TO THE APPLICAN.T IN A SEALED ENVEL.OPE iOC:E:TH£R WITH THIS COPY OF FORI.! 1-4!QA FOR PRESENTATION AT HIS IMMIGR,.;·. 
TION INTERVIEW, (IF EXAMINATION IS CONCUCTEO BY A CIVI~ SURGEON, INSERT IN ENVELOPE BOTH COPIES OF FORM 1-480A; X-RAYS 
ANO LABORATORY REPORTS; ANO TWO C:O~IES OF FORM FS·J9B IF APP~ICAl'rT IS NOT FREE OF MEDICAL OEFtCTSJ 

ITI.E 

DISTRICT DIRECTOR 

PENAlTY: THE I.AW PROVIDES SEVERE PENAlTIES FOR 
KNC#INClY I.NO WILFUI..LY f"ALS!t:"YING OR CONCEALING 
A r.~ATt~IAt. F'ACT OR USING ANY FAI..SE OOI:UMENTS lN 
CO~mt(:TtOri \'.HH Tl-{1$ AFPLICAT!Crl, 

I..OCIC4L. Jt.NO CTP"'tll 'i<li·.,Of'!1(. \'1~!:~ !'>.f;t;Ot:t>. 11>"0-~~" HH~ AF'P\.,.I~AN'l' 1'0 EiC. fRt.' OF Ah,'( 
St.;.TtCN 21.o'!oltl 011' 'nf~ J"'lloii;;;.~Aj ·~-~ Al\f;) N4TiQN .. LJ'I'Y .... CT' .... s AMt:"'fCt::l. 

. . . 'I· ' 

;,./ ' 2086 



'• '.'. '·"''- ,,. ·~· .... ,;.,·-
' 

'• '' ., ,. .. ,~-- 7"''••··-· " ' "' 
co.# COMPANY NAME ' . . iEXA?/j/)( 

I 

--·-- _....,,w•-" 

~ 

hM'NEI• NAM\j O ///( 
·-· 

TE LE, t; 

~x,J.J,j;t_ .ioJJJi7v6 ' ,i tl 
LAST EXAM DATE ~AOOflE2:/ O~:!'OR 

~-j~ "' I 0 11 E 

TYPE F EX-"" STREC T ADDRESS 
I :Jl;;-sr 7) 0 120 

0 1~AL 51' 
8" '}I (r oJ: SuPP ~E NT 

CITYISTOTE'ZIP 
~- }·t-t j . /?0 2.. ") 

.. 

.JiJ 

REPORT INs"rRUCTIONS BILLING INSTRUCTIONS 
SPECIAl. INSTRUCTIO"JS 

REPORT TO 9E: 

~ 'J.GI 0 CALLED FOR. DATE --·---. -~~-

AM PM 

MAILED. 

ADDRE:SS 1"01'1 REPORT IF Dlf-fCERENT THAN ABOVE. OaiLL 

0 COMPANY 

DINDIVIDUAL 

DoN SERVICE 

SERVICE 

D E:.·0 R I P T I 0 N EX AM tt 
RESULTS 

/ u j 

771 't-Y I 
/ 'Y· 0 ~I ~ I 

/ 

r--------+----H----------..................................... --~-~-----~ 

r-~~~~----+-------lt----~---·""' """"""""""""""""""-·-----~~---~------j 

3.5 (11-11) 
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I 
c 0. f;j COMPAN~:t:-- EXA?/// ~(., - r 
TELE.# EXAMINU NAMQ()t-h_ b)J-{)/f.- DAWJ~H /' r v6 
LAST EXAM DATE ''0 ADDPFV jo~~ToR \I 85 

0 11 E. 
STREfT ADORES$ ---

;;ld:sr 
- ' TYPE OF EXAM 72 0 ANNUAl / 

I 0 120 

0 PAt 
$/ ' le,, /Jl!J 

CITY STAiE-'ZIP ----, " 

D S\JPF'L~MENT 

~- YV0. I c!J) 2- ') ~----- - ----~--

REPORT INSTRUCTIONS BILLING INSTRUCTIONS 
SPECIAL INSTRUCTIO"JS ' 

REPORT TO BE: 

~ ~GI 0 CALLED FOR. DA Tt· AM PM 
0 MAILED. 

ADDRESS FOR REPORT IF DIFFEREHT THAN ABOVE. D :JILL - --
OcoMPANY 

0 INO IVIDUA L 

DC)N SERViCE 

S E R V I C E 

D0/:RIPT 
R L s u L T s 

I 0 N EX AM II 

~ 
I 

~ 

Lb4"6 ir ,- ,1_ ~ ~ 
./ u 

J / 
Ll. -LJc..4 ~~ /rll 

/ "7' )I /1 v 
v 

---· 

/Yo ~..,t./J .e.,. /t: ... """" ro • ..,.,..., cl- ;4-iJ' r 

/1M 
/ J 

''-/! \~ 
. ·······-····-·-----

--·· ,, 
YJr -

' 
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Application or 

. ! 

.L .. ,fED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUS •.• E 
IMMIGRATION ANO NATURAl.IZATION SERVICE: 

Processing Sheet 

Pf! t.l ti on Form NO. -..~./_-_1/""'8;""5"". ------- File No .A/? Sf7 '3 ,(. / 

NAME M« /a}vsct!tl & C:i. N C' /:i, DATE _s-;;. Jq- "7 f. 
' 

Dflttt) PREFERENCE PRIORITY DATE .J-t,-Z<'L QUOTA(.:,.,..,- flihT,ti..V .~ N. ;/,l.., 

NON PREFERENCE PRIORITY DATE TA </) ud/ '-'~ 
I 

DOCUMENTS TO BE SUBMITTED DUE DATE RECEIVED REMARKS 

PASSPORT 

I-94 

BIRTH CERTIFICATE '' r 
(.)!/;;. ;) 

MARRIAGE CERTIFICATE 

EMPIDYKENT RECORD 

BANK STATEIIENT 

SELECTIVE SERVICE 

TAX RETURN ST~+ri?MI2 uf 

SERVICE PROCESSING: 

/ 
s RECEIVED 

MEDICAL EXAMINATION ...,-,,:) t/ ?t 
G-325A U) F.B.I. IdentiUcation Div.U'I4~Jt/ 

(4) OONSUL . _y A1Al .J .JU2 . / 
I-181 d}:;;y/Jt, v 

SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS 

~~-= ~~~ 
SPECIXt JNQDIRI D'P'ICER 

7 

'1'1111. form my be overprinted 1 or stamped to show instructions, 1 tems requested, 
received, or other pertinent,d.ata which may facilitate proeeuing. 

itl!llll 

Fo:m I-468 
(Rev. ll·l-70) 

Kelp thla ahMt otl tap of all ••terlal Ia fila utll laltlal claclalon Ia ucla 
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Form I·464:E 
(:Rev, 2.1-1l)N 

'"'ITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSfJCf 

IM'~GRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

In ton, ... York 

CAOJ-7 

NOTICE OF (!] THffiD 0 SIXTH PREFERENCE PETITION APPROVED UNDER SECTION 203(a) 
OF THE IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT, AS AMENDED. 

IMPORTANT: IF TIUS PETITION HAS BEEN APPROVED FOR SIXTH PREFERENCE AND 
IF CONDITIONS CHANGE SO THAT YOU DO NOT INTEND TO EMPLOY THE BENEFICIARY, 
NOTIFY THIS OFFICE IMMEDIATELY. 

Namt! of Beneficiary File No. \ o;;.;r ;•,"c~m .Joa wtutoa WM iAn '" 111 
Country of birth I Occupation Date Petition FUed 

111111• .. C •-•l'(lllllciu) llafta. I, It'll 

VALIDITY: The approval of a petition for third or sixth preference classification is valid for as long as the supporting labor certlfl· 
cation Is valid and unexpired, provided In the case of a petition tor third preference classification there Is no change In the benefl· 
Clary's intention to engage In the indicated profession, art or science, and provided in the case of a petition for sixth preference 
classification there is no change in the respective intentions of the petitioner and the beneficiary that the beneficiary will be em· 
played by the petitioner in the capacity indicated in the petition. 

Please note the items below which are indicated by "x" marks concerning this petition. 

0 Your petition for preference classification has been approved by the Service and forwarded to the United 
States Coillllllate at This completes all action by this Service on 
tbe petition. This Service has nothing to do with the actual iesuance of visas. Visas are issued only by a 
United States Coillllll who is under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Department of State. Under the law only a 
limited number of visas may be issued by tbat Department during eaoh year and they must be issued strictly 
in the chronological order in which petitions were filed for tbe same elassi.fication. When the beneficiary's 
turn is reached on the visa waiting list, the United States Consnl will inform him and consider issuance of 
tbe visa. ltuJuiry concermng visa issuance should be addressed to the Coii8U!. This Service will be unable to 
answer 0111!/ ifU]uiry concernwg visa issuance. 

0 

0 

0 

The petition has been approved. The petition states that the beneficiary is ln the United States and will 
apply to become a lawfnl permanent resident. The enclosed application for this purpot~e (Form I-485) 
should be completed and submitted by the beneficiary in accordance with the instructions contained there
in. (If the beneficiary had previou.sly submitted Form I-485 which was returned to him, he should resubmit 
that form.) 

The petition has been approved. The beneficiary will be informed of tbe decision made on his pending 
application to become a lawfnl permanent resident (Form I-485), 

The petition has been approved. The petition states that tbe beneficiary is in the United States and will 
apply for adjustment of status to that of a lawfnl permanent resident. A visa number is not presently 
available; therefore, the beneficiary may not apply for adjustment of status to that of a permanent 
resident, The beneficiary has been or will be notified concerning his stay in the United States. 

Remarks: .,.. ., .. ,.uu .......... ,,. ...... . 

cc: Leon Wildel, laq. 
515 lladieon Avenue, NYC 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF PETITIONER 

Mil wtutoa l.e11 a• 
1 ..... , ... , 
... Yen, ... ton Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

Very trn1y yours, 

DISTRICT DIRECTOR 

D CHECK THIS BOX WHEN COPY MAILED TO ATTORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE. 
FILE COPY 
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~. \ f1 

~IDER TO FORM G-325A 

RE: JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON 
Social Security #127-52-1582 

Self•employment w~s in connection with the following corp• 
orations: ' 
Apple Corps, Limi ed 
Maclen (MUsic) Li ited 
Lennon Production Limited 
Bag Productions, imited 
Joko Films, Limit d 
Ono Music, Limite 
Subafilms, Limited. 
Apple Films, Limited 
Apple Publishing, imited 
The Beatles, Limit d 

Lennon Productions, Inc. 
Joko Films, Inc. 
Bag Music Productions, Inc. 
Yoko Ono Projects, Inc. 
Ono Music, Inc. 

daJ~ ~ 1 ' ~ 
1310 C4l ~.e . 

~Jc~ 

I 
.~ 

/ 

• 
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FORM G·325A (REV: 10·1-74) V 

BIOGRAPIUC 
INFORMATION 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUST'"E 

Immig-ration end Naturalization Servll 

form Approved 
OMS No. 43-R436 

(Family nome) (First nome) (Middle nome) 1!!1 MALE BIRTHDATE(Mo.·Doy·Yr.) I NATIONALITY ALIEN REGISTRATION NO. 

LENNON John Winston Ono 0FEMALE 10/9/40 British (If onvlA17 597 

ALL OTHER NAMES USED {Including names by previous; morrioges) CITY AND COUNTRY OF BIRTH SOCIAL SECURITY NO. 

none Liverpool, England (If any) 1 ~ 1 _ >H.fl. 
fAMILY NAME FIRST NAME DATE, CITY AND COUNTRY OF BIRTH(I! known) CITY AND COUNTRY OF RESIDENCE 

FATHER LENNON Alfred Liverpool, England (deceased) 

MOTHER(Moiden name) STANLEY Julia Liverpool Enqland ( ... '""'ttl 
HUS8A.ND(If none, so state) FAMILY NAME FIRST NAME BIRTHDATE CITY & COUNTRY OF BIRTH DATE OF MARRIAGE PLACE Of MARRIAGE 
W~~E (for wife, give maiden nome) 

I I ONO Yoko 

f.ORMER HUSBANDS OR WIVES(I'f none, so state) .I FAMILY NAME (for wife, give moiden nome) FIRST NAME BIRTHDATE Htn ouct ft' n' 
Powell Cynthia· I l 

I 
APPLICANT'S RESIDENCE LAST FIVE YEARS. LIST PRESENT ADDRESS FIRST. FROM TO 

STREET AND NUM8ER 
.>. 

CITY PROVINCE OR STATE COUNTRY MONTH YEAR MONTH YEAR 

.L w. 1 .mtt ::> t:reet p. f\· "h'L N.Y • New Yo~- USA May 73 PAt:SENT TtNE 

105 Bank Street N.Y. 
... 

New York USA Nov 71 Mav 73 
St. Regis Hotel N.Y. New York USA Aug 71 Nov 11 

TittenhurstL London Rd Ascot Berkshire - England Nov 69 Aug 71 

-
APPLICANT':;; LI"'ST ADDRESS OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES OF MORE THAN ONE YEAR FROM ro 

I 
STREET AND NUMBER 

I 
CtTV =rP~OVINCE :~~:TE -E COUNTRY ........ .. •ON;~-~ :EAR 

MONTH YEAR 

I 
APPLICANT'S EMPLOYMENT LAST FIVE YEARS. (IF NONE, SO STATE,) LIST PRESENT EMPLOYMENT FIRST. FROM TO 
FULL NAME AND ADDRESS OF EMPlOYER OCCUPATION 1 sPEc 1 FY 1 MONTH YEAR MONTH YEAR 

·-· 
PRESENT TI-ME....-

1----
(self employed artist) 

-. ····--~~~---- .. ... 
(pas fi 11e ve< rs) 

.. 

Show below last occupation abroad tj not shown above. (Include all lnformation requested above.) 

I I 
THIS FORM IS SUBMITTED IN CONNECTION WITH APPLICATION FOR: 

SI~NAT~~ 
(>A.!E 

0 NAfURALIZ·ATION ~ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS 3/31/76 
0 OTHER iSP(CIFYI: 

If lOUit ~IVE Al.f'IIAUrT IS IN. onlm THAN ROMAit L£Tttl!S, WRilE YOUR NAME IN YOUR ftATIVE AlJ'tWI[T IN Tlil& SPACE; 

Are all copies legible? ~ Yes 

PENALTIES' SEVEfiE PEttALT1ES, ARE PROVIDED BY LAW FOR 1\NoWINGLY ANO WIU.FULLY FA.lSifYINt. OA CONCEALING A MATERIAL fACT. 1'--1 
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS 

Fon THE SECOND CmcUXT S l ( F(<.) ! &'1 

No. 18-September Term, 1975. 

(Argued September 4, 1975 Decided October 7, 1975.) 

·_, 

.. , .... .. .. 

Docket No. 74·2189 

· .. .JORN WINsToN 0No LENNC>l:'~, .. ~ · 
· · ~ . · ·· · · · · · · · · · Petitio'ner; 

v . 
. • 

. KAUFMAN, Chief Jtedge, 
]~fuLLIGAN and GuRFEIN, Circuit Jtulges~ 

.. Petition to review ~n order of the Board of Immigration 
Appeals directing deportation of John Lennon and deny
ing his application for adjustment of status. 

Reversed and remanded with instruction~. 

---.,....;---·-
NATHAN LEWIN, Esq., Washington, D.C. and 

· :. ·.LEoN WILoEs, Esq.; New York, N.Y., for· 
Petitioner. 

MARY P. MAoun:E, Special Assistant United 
.States Attorney (Paul J. Cumi.n, United 
States Attorney, S.D.N.Y.,. and Mel P. 
Barkan and Naomi Rice Buch\'"alcl, Assis
tant United· States Attomeys, of counsel), 
for Respondent. 
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JAcK WASSERMAN, EsTHER M. KAur:>IA.N, DoNALD 

L. UNGER, and l\ L\RK A. 1\L~.NCINI filed a 
brief for the Association of Immigration 
and Nationality Lawyers as amicus cz,riae 
urging reversal. 

KAuFMAN, Chief Judge: 

We have come a long way from the days when fear and 
· pre;indice toward alien races were the guiding forces be

hind our immigTation laws. The Chinese exclusion nets of 
the 1880's ancTthe "barred z.one" created by the 1917 Im
migration Act have, thankfully, been removed from the 

· statute books and relegated to the L.istorical treatises. 
Nevertheless, the power of Congress to exclude or deport 
natives of other countries remains virtually unfettered. In 
the vast majority of deportation cases, the fate of the alien 
must therefore hinge upon narrow issues of statutory con
struction. To this rule, the appeal" of John Lennon, an 
internationally knmvn "rock'' musician, presents no excep
tion. We are, in this case, called upon to decide whether 
Lennon's 1968 Britishconviction for possession of cannabis 
resin renders him, as the Board of Immigration Appeals 

.believed, an excludable alien under §212(a)(23) of the Im-
. migration and Nationality Act (INA), 8 U.S.C. §1182 

(a)(23), which applies to those convicted of illicit posses
sion of marijuana. We hold that Lennon's conviction does 
not fall within the ambit of this section. 

I. 

To provide the necessary context fer decision in this 
case, an overview of the factual background is appropria~e. 

On October 18, 1968, detectives from the Scotland Yard 
drug squad conducted a warrantle~s search of. Lennon's 
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apartment at 34 Montague Square, London. There, tho 
officers found one-half ounce of hashish inside a binocular 
case and thereupon placed Lennon under arrest. Lennon 
pleaded guilty to possession of ·cannabis resin in :Maryle
bone :Magistrate's Court on November 28, 1968; he was 
fined £150.1 · 

On August 13, 1971, Lennon and his wife Yoko Ono 
·arrived in New York. They had come to this country to 
seek custody of l\Irs. Lennon's daughter by a former mar-

. riage to an American citizen. . . . . 
It was at this point that the Lennons first met w'ith the 

labyrinthine provi,Yons of the Immigration and Nation
ality Act which were to result in the deportation proceed
ings which we review. Accordin:;ly, a brief description 
of the rele>ant portions of that Act Is here in order.. · 
· INA ?2f2(a), 8 U.S.C. ~1182(a), lists thirty-one classes · 
·of "exou~able aliens" who are ineligible for permanent 
residence, and, indeed, are· (with the exception provided 
by §212(d)(3)(A) ), unable to enter this country at all. 
This portion of the Act is like a magic mirror, reflecting 

·the fears and concE>rns of past Congresses. Among those 
excludable is 

any alien who has been convicted of a violation of .•• 
any law or regulation relating to the illicit possession 
of ••• mariht1ana (§212(a)(23)) 

Section 212(c1)(3)(A) permits the INS, in its discre
tion, temporarily to waive excludability and to admit. the 
alien under a temporary non-irmnigrant visa. When this 

. visa expires, the alien must leave or face deportation. 
INA §241(a){2), 8 U.S.C. §1251(a}(2). At any time after 
admission, however, the alien may petition fdr permanent 

1 ·n is unne!!ess:nry to discuss tht1 facts underlyiag Lennon·s·_conliction 
.in greater detail since they n.re not rcle>~nt to our dceision. See note 17, 
ir.fra. 
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resident status. INA ~245(a), 8 U.S.C. §1255(a). This 
npplication can be, in effect, a challenge to his classifica
tion as an excludable alien . 

. • 
Since Lennon's conviction appeared to render him ex-

cludable, the INS specifically waiYed excludability under 
~212(d)(3)(A). The Lcnnons were then given temporary 
visas valid until September 24, 1971; the INS later ex-

• tended the expiration date to February 29, 1972. · 
The day after Lennon's visa expired, March 1, Sol 

'Marks, the New York District Director of the INS, noti
fied the Leunons by letter that, if they did not leave the 
country by :il!arch 15, deportation proceedings. would be 
instituted. On 1\farch 3, Lennon and his wife filed third 
preference petitions.' In response to these applications, 
the INS instituted deportation proceedings t11ree clays later. 
The INS, for reasons best !mown to them, did not act 
on the applications, and the I,ennons were therefore nn- · 
able to apply for permanent residence. After waiting two 
months, the Lennons filed suit in the Southern District 
for an injunction compelling the INS to rule on tl1eir 
petitions. Lennon v. Marks, 72 Civ. 1784." At oral argu-

· 2 A third preference petition is a preliminary apptic~tion under INA 
§245, 8 U.S.C. §1255, for permanent residence. Au alien admitted unde:r 
a temporary 'l'isa must secure an immigrant 'l'isa befom applying for 
permanent reoidence. ~245. Visas are allocated on a q'ol::!. system which 
gives preference to several groups, o~e of which, the "third preferenee", 
is given .to "qualified ilnmlgrants who ••• beenuse of their except!Ollal 
ability in the sciences or the arts will substantially benent prosp .. tively 
the na.tionEll economy, cultttr!\l interests, or welfare of the United Statts."' 
INA 9203(n) (3), 8 U.S. C. §1153(a) (3). In order to receive this prefer· 
enee, the alien must file a petition with the Il'iS; 8 C.P.R. ~204.l(e). 
lie cannot apply for peTmnnent residence until thil! petition hu been 
approved. S C.P.R. §245.2(2). 

3 Thi• case was one of three action• institnle<l by Lennon in tha South-
ern District during the course of these prolonged proceedings. For the 

· purpose of clarity we list these actions nt thl. point, although we di,... 
eu" them in greater deta.il below: 
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ment in that case, :Marks advised the judge that the IN"S 
would consider the applications; they were appro1·cd within 
the hour. 

In March, April, and "1\[ay, 1972, deportation hearings 
were held before Immigration Judge FicldsteeL On May 
12, 1972, ten days after the IN"S finally approved their 
petition for third preference statu~, the Lennons applied 
to the Immigration Judge for pnrmanent residence.' Dur
ing the hearing, letters from many eminent writers, ar
tists, and entertainers, as well as from John Lindsay, at 
that time the Mayor of New York, were submitted to show 
that, were the applications approved, the Leunons would 
make a unique and valuable contribtttion to this COlmtry's 
cultural heritage. The Government did not challenge Len
non's artistic standiii', but instead contended that his 
1968 guilty plea made him an excludable alien, thus man
dating the denial of his application. Lennon countered by 
arguing· that he was not excludable under §212(a) (23) since 
he had not been convicted of violating a law forbidding 
illicit possession. Under British law, Lennon urged, guilty 

· 1. Lennon v. lll~rks, supra, instituted in l\Iay 1972, was a suit !or 
an injunction eompe!Ung the INS to act on Lennon's third 
preference petition, which the IKS had pigeonholed. The suit 
became moot when tl1e INS granted the petition. 

2. Lenno~ v. llicltardsa11, 73 Civ. 4476, institutc.l in October 19i3, 
was an action brought under the Administrn ti ve Proce<luro Act, 
5 U.S.C. §522, to obtain INS record; detniling the INS pro
cedure of grantiAg of "nonpriorlty status" to olhern:lse deport
able alien.. The INS mooted this acHon by pronding eopi .. of 
1,863 case files of aliens accorded nonpdority status, 

3. Len11011 v. llnitecl States, 73 Civ. 4543, instituted In October 
1973, was a suit to enjoin Lennon's deportation on the grounds 
that he l1ad been singled out for deportation because of hls 
political belief•. Thla action is still pending. 

4 Since deportation procetdings had been commenced, Lennon was re· 
quired to make the application directly to the !mmi~ation Judge. S 
C.F.R. §242.l7(a), ~245.2(a)(l). •· 
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knowledge was not an element of the offense. Lennon fur
ther argued that, by commencir1g deportation proceedings 
whlle ho was seeking custody of his wife'<> child,S . the 
agency had violated ik hitherto invariable practjce and 
therefore had abused its discretion.' 

The Immigration Judge filed his decision on IIIarch 23, 
1973. Since Yoko Ono had obtained permanent resident 
status in 1964, he granted .her application. But, because 
he believed that Lennon \Vas an excludable alien, the Irri
migration Judge denied his application and ordered him . 
depol'tecl. The :rrrfimgration Judge also held that it \vas 
not withln his province to review the Director's decision 
to begin deportation proceedings. 

Lennon sought review of the Immigration Judge's deci
sion before t)l.e Board of Immigration Appeals. He also 
began a collateral action in the Southern District in which 
he sought to enjoin his deportation. He was deserving . 
of this relief, l1e contended, since the District Director 

5 The custod]' fight w~s-and is-unresolved. The Distrlot Court of tlte 
Virgin Islands.a!'llllded cust.>dy of ll!rs. Lennon's daughter by her prior 
marri:lge to t1te Lennon• in September 1911, Coz v. Coz, Cir. 20.1959, 

. o[f'd 457 F.2d 1190 (1972}, but lllrs. Lennon's forn~er husbnnd !led to 
Texas mth the cbilil A Teus court gave the Lo!Ulons cnstod.r, bat 
limited Its exercise to the territo;ial limits of the United State.. Coz 
v. Lennon, Court of Domestic Relations, Harris County, Texu, No. 875, 
663 (1973). Mr. Cox, however, once again promptlr absconded mth 
the child. 

.6 In response to Lennon's action in tbe Southern District, Len~o" v. 
Jlichards011, supra, the INS produced records of 1,863 dopolt;lbl~ alien• 
against whom deportation proceedings had not been instituted. Of these, 
mo.~.·e th;U 150 i.trrolred nar~otics convi.'!tions. Many aliens granted snch 
status lmd er:hnlnnl records far more terioua than Lennon's, Some were 
convicted of murder or rape, and one lM• aescribetl i,1J. his file ns "l!.ll 

aumltted heroin addict" who was rep"tedly one o! the "largest sup· 
pliers of tnn.rijuAflt\ al!d nnrcoti<.:.-:~ in tb-e nrc:~.." This unsa:rory alien wns 
n.ot deported because his wile and child were Unitec1 Stotes citizens. 
Letinon's ehild \'t:lS1 of course, an .Arnerlenn. dtizen nud, during tbe 
hearing, it wn.s disco~ered thnt Lt:;"uno:.t's \~ife had obtair.:c.J permanent 
rcshlence status in 1GQ4, l~llilc m~rderl to her first husband. 

. ; 
; 

I 

~ 

I ' 

'! '. 

I 
r 
! . 



and the Immigration Judge had prejudged his case. The 
ms had, he said, instituted deportation proceedings be
Cill1Se they feared he might participate in demonstrations 
that would be highly embarrassiug to the then-existing 
adminish"ation. In January, 1975, Jndg·e Owen denied a 
government motion for summary judgment. Lennon v. 
U11iteit States, 387 F. Supp. 561 (1975). · 

·. :Meanwhile, on July 10, 1974, the Board filed its decision. 
·.The Board conceded that §212(a)(23) does not ·exclude 

nliens conVicted- of possession under laws . which make 
1."1!owiedgelmmateri~ to the offense. However, the Board · 
concluded tliat · ···• .·. · · · · · 

· a person who was entirely unaware that he t'fossessed 
·. ·any· illicit· substance would not have been convict eel .- · 
. unc1er the [British] Dangerous Drngs Act of 1965. 

(p. 25) . . . 

The- Board also held that it was without jurisdiction to · 
consi'der Lennon's claim that he was improperly denied· 
nonpriority status. Accordingly, the Board concludec1 that 
Lennon was ineligible for permanent residence and af
firmed the Immigration Judge's deportation order.• 

It is within the conte:s:t of these issues that we !nust 
decide the merits of this appeal. INA §212(a), S U.S.C. 
§1182(a), provides: • 

[T]he following classes of aliens shall be ineligible 
to receive visas and shall be excluded from admission 
into the United States .... (23) Any alien who has 
been convicted of a violation of, or conspiracy to vi-

7 After oral argument was heard on this appeal, the ll\S on September 
23, 1975, nccorded Lennon "nonpdority status", which is, ln effect, an 
informal admlnistrath·e stay of depoctotion. Th'e deporbtlon order, 
howeverJ remains io. effect suspenderl1 ,.nd may be e:tecuted at any time. 
Tha grnnt of nonprio:·ity status, rnoreo-rer, does not affect the Board'~ 
holding that Lennon h ineligihle fo: permnnent residence. 
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olato, any law or regulation rolating to the illicit pos
session of or traffic in narcotic drugs or marihuana •.. ; 

Tbe Immigration Judge and tho Board of Immigration 
.Appeals believed that Lennon's 196S conviction made him 

· excludable under this section. We are of the view that it 
did not. We base this result upon our conclusion that (~'\.) 

Lennon was convicted under a law which in effect makes 
g'Uilty knowledge inelevant and that (B) a foreign con
viction for possession of marijuana under such a law does 
not render fb,e convicted alien excludable • ... 
.A. Lack of Knowledge Req11irernent tmder 

British Law in 1968 

The language of the British statute under which Lennon 
was convicted is deceptively simple: ".A person shall not 
be in possession of a drug unless .. ; authorized •.• "• 
But, nound this concise provision, judicial interpretation 
has created a scholastic maze as complex and baflling as 
the labyrinth at Knossos in ancient Crete. · 

The most authoritath·c judicial pronouncement on the 
knowledge requirements of the British act is Warner v. 
Metropolitan Police Comtnissioner, [1969] 2 .A.C. 256, 
(1968] 2 .All E.R. 356. The facts in that case were rela
tively simple. The luckless Warner was stopped by police 
while he was driving his van. Inside a box in the back of 
the vehicle, police found twenty thousand amphetamine 

· taQiets. Warner claimed ignorance; he had, he said, been 
given the parcel by a friend who had told him that it con
tained perfume, which Warner sold as a sideline. The 
House of Lords was called upon to decide whether Warner 

•· 
8 Section 3, Dangerous Drug• (No. 2) Regulation•. Anyone l<ho violates 

these rcgulotion' is marlc guilty of a crimlTJAl offense by §13 of tho 
Dnngerou3 Drug• Act 1965. 
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Ft>rt'n Approved 
Bul'igd B\ltll'uu No. 43-R0400 

APPL~:Ulu~ FOR STATUS AS PEHMANENT HE~uJEl\T 
I . 

-----···- -----
FEE STA)>IP 11'•!.'·. Fdc Nd, A· ;,•,\)'-' 

APPLICATION FOR TilE BENEFITS OF SECllON· 

AI" 0 203(a)(7) and Sec. 24l. I&N Act CSJ 24) 'k ,,: '? 

'jJ ' ~-1 ! ' 0 249l&N Act 
/ ~-·]Sec. 214(d), !&N Act 

l\1, 
[]Sec, l ;, Act of 9/ U/57 

(DO NOT WRITE ABOVE Tll!S LINE.) (SEE INSTRUCTIONS BEFORE FILLING IN APPLICATION. IF YOU NEED MORE SPACE TO 
ANSWER FULLY ANY Ql!ESTION ON THIS FORM, USE A SEPARATE SHEET AND IDENTIFY EACH ANSWER WITH THE NUMBER OF 
THE CORRESPONDING QIJESTION. FILL IN WITII TYPEWRITER OR PRINT IN BLOCK !..ETTERS IN INK.) 

_ ...... 
L J hereby apply for The status of a lawful permanent resident alien on the follovilng basis: (Check box A, B, C, D, E or F) ·-

An immigrant visa 1s immedtately avada"le to me: 

A. As a refugee (Section 203(a)(7) and Section 245, J&N Act), 

B. O As a former fiancee or fiance of a U.S. citizen whom I married within 90 days after my atrival in the United States, or a~ a child 
of such fian<:ee or fiance (Section 214(d), I&;N A<:{), 

C. 0 As a fonner government official, or as a roembet of the immediate family of such offidal (Section 13, Act of Septembet 11, 1957). 

D. [XI As a person to whorr. an immigrant visa is immediately available, other than on& described above, (Section 245, I&N Act). 

E. D As a person who has resided in the Uri ted States continuously since prior to July 1, 1924 (Section 249, I&N Act), 

F. D As a person who has oesided in the Lnited States continuously since a date on or after July 1, 1924, but.hefore Jnne 30, 
(Section 249, I&N Act). ' 

1948 

1 2. My name is (Last in capital leuers) (First Namr) 

LENNON John Winston 
I~hddle Name) J.My alien reg;suation number is rex 

[Xl Male 
Al7 597 321 f::"]Female 

J, I reside in the United SuHes at: (Apt. No.) (No. and Street) (Ciry) (.5-tate) (ZIP Code) 

·r ~,, _,., 
::-:~-. 

New York N.Y. 
4. Date of Biiln -Place of Birth (City or Town) (County, Province, or Sta") (Counrty) II am now a wizen of (Country) 

Oct. 9, 1940 Liverpool, England England 
;. r last arrived in the United Stares at the port of (CitY and State) on (Month) (Day) (Year) 

New York, N.Y. August 13, 1971 
by (Name of vessel or other means of navel) 

1

., a (visitor~ student, exchange visiror, temporary worket, fiancee, fiance, mwman, 

TWA 701 parolee, "V. . t B 2 ~s~ or, - . · .. _. 

I 
~was 
D was nm 

I My nonimmigrant ,., sa was issued by the United States Consul ar (City) (State) 
;nspemd. London, Eng land 

1

_on (Month) (Day) (Year) 

May 19, 1971 
6. I am Cl single ~ marned LJ divorced Q widowed ,, . 

a, l have been married two times, including my present marriage, if now married. (If you are nnw married give the following:} 

b. Number of times my spouse has been manied I c. Name oi spouse c 
three Yoko Ono Lennon 

\~1~' 
KJ with me [] apart from me at Address (Apt. No.) (No. & Streer) (Town or City) (Pr~wince ot State) (~ountry) 

Ban:te: S t::ree t! New York N.Y. U.S.A, .r: 
- a. I ha-·e. one children, as follows: {complete all columns as to each chdd. If t.:hild li\'es with you, state "with me" inlast1columni " •., 

otherwise ,;ive CLty and srate or countiy of child's residence. 

Name Sex Place of Buth Date of Birth Now Living at 

Kyoko F Tokyo, Jan an 8/13/1963 Unknown 
(step-child) - J.S citizen 

C:,M.., 01'1 Cl M N.•HI '1 0, K !Oir.tl-15 wlff.. ~~'tt ' 
t -'-

h. The following members of my family ate also applying for permanent tesident status: ·-

M]l SJ?OU88 

' 
8. I [l have [8l have not heretofore filed an applicarion for the status of a permanent resident. {If you have ever filed such appltt::ation, 

~ive the date and place of filing and final disposition.) 

Form 1·485 (Rev, 7·1·70)N UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE lmmrgratton and Naruralrzatton Servree - (Pa~e 1) 

"\ •. 

) 
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1 li~t ,below l'\ll orgaoi.tatiOI'I$, societies, dubs, and associations, past or present, in which I have or 
a foreign .;country, and the periods and places of such rpembership, {If you hat'e n~ver been a member of any orsani:ation, state "None.n) 

M,B,E, CMost Excellent Order of the British Empire)' 

!0, APPLICANTS FOR STATUS AS PERMANENT RESIDENTS MtlST ESTABLISH THAT THEY ARE ADMISSIBLE TO THE 
EXCEPT AS OTHERWI!'E PROVIDED BY LAW, ALIENS WITHIN ANY OF THE FOLLOWING CLASSES ARE NOT ADMISSIBLE 
UNITEIJ STATES AND ARE THEREFORE INELIGIDLE FOR STATUS AS PERMANENT RESIDENTS: 

. '-
Aliens 9,;ho have committed or who have been convined of a crime involvins moral turpitude (does not include minor traffic violations); aliens 
who have been enp;np:cd in or who intend to engage in any commercialized sexual activity; aliens who are or at ~ny time have be,n,-·:anar-
chists, or members of or affiliated with any Communist or other totalitarian party, including any subdivision or affili~te thereof;~liCns who 
have advocated or tau,ght 1 either b}' personal u.tteram.:e, OI by means of any written or printed matter, or through affiliation with an Ohtaniii:aw 
tion, (i) opposition to organized gow:rnm,nt, (ij) the overthrow of gO\'ernment by Ioree and violence, (iii) the assaultin.g or killing of....c:o\'efl}' 
ment official$ because of their official character, (iv) the unlawiul destruction oi Property, (v) sabotage, or (vi) the doctrines o( wo~ com• 
munism, or the establishment of a totalitarian dictatorship in thellnited States; aliens who intend to en&age in prejudicial activitie!JooOr 
unlawful activities of a subversive nature; aliens who have been convicted of violation of any law or reguladon relating to narc_oric tJrugs or 
marihuana, or who have been illicit trdlickers in narcotic drugs or marihuana; aliens who have bl!en involved in assisttflg ·iny 9thefiliens 
to enter the United Stutes in violation of law; aliens who have applied fof exemption Of discharge from training: or ser\'ice in the Art:Md 
Forces of the United States on the ground of all~nage and who have be~n relieved or discharged from such training or service. -

Do any of the forgoins classes apply to you? 0 Yes rx:J No (If att.swet is Yes, explain) 

II. (COMPLETE THIS BLOCK ONLY If YO(! CHECKED BOX "A", "B", "C" or "D" Of BLOCK 1) r 
") 

APPLICANTS WHO CHECKED BOX "A" "B" "C" OR "D" OF BLOCK I (INCLUDING REFUGEES) IN ADDITION TO ESTABLISHING 
THAT THEY ARE NOT MEMBERS OF ANY OF THE INADMISSIBLE CLASSES DESCRIJ!ED IN BLOCK 10 ABOVE MUST, EXCEPT AS 
OTHERWISE PROVIDED BY LAW, ALSO ESTABLISH THAT THEY ARE NOT WITHIN ANY OF THE FOLLOWING INADMISSIBLE 
CLASSES: 

Aliens ·who are mentally retarded, insane, or have suffered one or more attacks of insanity; 1tliens afflicte-d with psycbopatbic personality, 
sexual deviation, me!htal defect, narcotic drug addiction, chronic alcoholism or any dangerous contagious disease; aliens who have a physi• 
cal defect, disease or disability affecting their ability to earn a living; aliens who are paupers, professional bessers or vagrants; aliens who 
are polY&amists or advocate polygamy; aliens who intend to perform skilled or unskilled labor and who have not been ctmified by the Secrt"' 
tary of Lahot (see Instruction 10); aliens likely tO become a public charge; aliens who have been excluded from the United States within tbe 
past year, or who at any time have been deported from the United States, or who at any time have been removed from the United States at 
Go\•emment expense; aliens who have ptocured or have attempted to procure a \'isa by fn1ud or misrepresentation; aliens who have departed 
from or rernaineJ outside the United Statet'i to avoid military service in time of war or national emerg:ency; .d~.l!i- who are forme.r exchange 
visitors who are subject to but have not complied with the two year foreign residence requirement, '<It .. 

Do an}' of the foregoing classes apply tO you? O Yes IXJ No (/f answer iN } es, e.;pl(lin.) 

I D do 0 do not intend to- seek sainful eniP'ioy~ent in the United States. If you intend to see~ sa!nful employm~nt in the ~nited States, 

state the occupation you intend to tollow, Self-employed: composer ,mUSJ.CJ.an, artJ.st, fJ.lm-
13. (Complet~ thi$ blQclc only if you checked bo" A or D of block l) 

D•· 

~. 
I have a priority on the consular waiting list at the American Consulate at u of---.,--:---

..,(__ (City) (~~'fi 
A visa ~~tition accotdin,_me, 0 immediate relative ~1_ereace jta;r "'~approved by the distfict, Prefe c~ 
director., New :tori< on J. e I I ' petJ. tion pendJ.ng 

and State). (Date) 
0 "1:~ A visa petition has not bee-n approve(! in my behalf bUt I claim eligibility for prefere-nce S(atus because 0 my spouse . -

0 my.Jiarent is the btneHciary ole visa petition approved by the disuict director at -----------------
(City and State) 

··---------=-~---------(Date) 

[]d. I am claiming preference status as a refugee under the proyiso to Section 203(aX7) of the Acr who has btten continuously physi• 
cally present in the United States for at least the past two years. {If you cheek thts itttm1 you must execute arad attach Form 1·590A 
lo this applica,ion.) 

e. Other (explain) -----------------------------------------

(Page 2) 
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~-----------------14. (Complete' this block only if you checl!ed b or P of Rlock 1) 

A, 1 first arrived iO the United States at (Port) on (Date) by means ot (Name of vessel u.r other means of travel) 

I O was O was not inspected by an immigration officer. 

B. I entered the United States under the name (Name at time of entry) and I was destined to (City ~nd $(ate) 

I was cominJ to join (Name and relation ·lip} 

C. Since my first entry I htwe 0 ha,·e not been absent from the United States, flf yo11 have been absent, att(Jrh a separate 
:.:tatement listir~g the port, I dat~ and means of each departure from and rtturn eo ~he United Statu.) 

15. [ Completed Form G·325A (Biog;raphic Information) iR 
attached as pan of this application. 

O Complered Form G·325A (Bioarapbic Information) is not attached 
as applicant is under 14 years of age. 

16. IF YOUR NATIVE ALPHABET IS IN OTHER THAN ROMAN LETTERS, 
WRITE YOUR NAME IN YOUR NATIVE ALPHABET BELOW; 

17. Addrus of person pr~t:Htring form, if other than applicant 

515 Madison Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 

V Occupation: 

(Application not to be sitnt!d -below unti l~&pplicant appears before an officer of the lmmleration and Natural 

I, , do sttear (affirm) that I know the c 
ing the auached documents, that the same are -true to the best of my knowledge, and rhat 
at my request, and tha~ this application was signed by me with my full, true name: 

Subscdbed and sworn to before me by the abo..we•namcJ applicant ad.l\ff.o.,''--'''-(_,.),···;;,....A;;e~..;. _ _,~.,.--...,....~· 1j·1- :12 6 
~) <::s;_:..: ;;(l.I;1g>S (Year) 

(Sisnature and title of officer) 

INSTRUCTIONS 
Read instru(:tions earefully. Fee will not be refunded. 

I. APfUCATION.-A $tipattte ~ppUcukon m~.~~t be e~e~led lly e.th l!.J't'llClllil. 
An tpplbtion in btlllolf of I (hl,kl Undot 14 :Vtlilrl <If. shaD tllll1!UCUitd l1y the 
j'l.lmll ot a-4bn. }:Qim C..ll.SA (Biosraphll: lnfonnll1inn) muJt llll oompl•t~~d lllld 
$11bm!tltlel Whb l!lldl IPPiicatlon If the tpplic:ull b 14 YC!Itl of ift <lr older. F•ilurt! to 
do~ delayucdon ILIId JIIIY ~~:~ultltt ftl11m of tllr appUC'llliDn. 

Z. FEE.-A '-' <'f U$ must llalflmpany each lpjllialtion. lle1d in1tt~etion~ 
e.tduOy. F~ wlb U<!l be tdundW. Ab mnitfllllttl ill<'lllld be mu:tr PIIYible to 
"lmmlfl'•tll)tl Nld. N•IUrallulion Sorv.iec, Dtpgtment of J•uiiu," ucept in Cuam 
tl!.y !.houJd ~ 1111dt il')'abla to ''treuarcr of G111m" tnd hi. tilt Virjin ltlind1 to 
"C~ nt Fblan(e, Vht)n bl•l'kt~." If yoq Mall dlls applil:ltion, atmell 
moaey ofdtt1)J cllrc~. 00 NOT SEND CASH. 

). I'HO"f''GRAPHS.-You mull wbmit with !ltd appli~;~~rion twO photllfln;ph.J o1f 
YOIIndf ~ ~lthin 30 dtys of tbt date of IIIII appllclltion. ~.e pho101flphs 
mutt be 1 \5. by II? ln<:lltt bl !li«, •1111 t~ disllltet from the top ot head to poinl of 
dtlro allould be applOQmalt'l)" l\'4 inc~), Thty m11Jl not be p;uiOd OA web or 
mounltd In at•Y wy, fDII~I be on thin pkjiCI. have a !ish! lllc~puund. and clwl~ 
Yllow a fro11.1 ~-.or y011r (11:11' willluut hat. S~~t.pfllou, po11p, !\IO""nam portralttot 
Yfl'ldint 1111Chi.llfl phOklpllphJ wm nell be ~~~:.:ept«l. lJ.., ~nyon ot toft pencllro 
a¥0id jli)SiWII mulillllon of IIIII pltotop'lpbl, write your 111011~ lichdy on the ~lit 
of tbe pholf.op:llpht. 

4. FINGERNJN"J'S.-A complllwt f~JpMt ~lwt ll!U't i.lf $UI>mitte4 by each 
applic:ml ,.,o k 14 yean ot • or older. Jl"'*'"'rinl eharlt with lnRtu~titl.lnl for 
rtcwdinf your flnprprln11 an an.llabJr 11 mny off!Of of tho Jmm;,nuion knd 
,.tunllil'ttloll Sttvk.-e. 11 If. irnp:~m.nt to fQrnhh Mil lntonnaUOn ed.ed for on the 

""· . 

'· DOC1JIOENTS 1. flfliiMIL- All d~.h!.ltlnb mtm be Mmtitbld In !hi: qlnal. If you dllire 10 
htlve the Ol'icltMI of IllY orth• Olhor documtnlllttllt'Md, •nd If c:upM1 ruo by llw 
pcnniltod ICI bl mtdo, you Rll)' mbmlt pho!Oiftllphk: or typewriUOII oopjl:s, If 
y011 111bn•t OCipk .. 1ft~ 4Cicllmtnu lllur.l be preienllrd at the dow Clf )'Oili 
•MAiinatiCIII. beh ~ ~-umont ll'hllt ~ ~~~~!\lllitld by a tnllllltlo" 
CMitltd by the u.nlll.lor u 10 the ltclll'llly of tile tranOIIUion and u ICI bl:i 
~te.:y 1o tnm.ll"" U you m UNbll 10 iii'Ciml dol:u.IMntary ,.,..Pi! from 
•llrottd. ~011 mutt .ullm\t p:cOCif ol 1M cffortt you haft md to *11:11.«: -.eh 
doainnu. 

b. Submit tht" ftl/lowfntdoaimMU only i{,Wll cll"kl!d &ox '"A" rx "D" m 
blod I O/tht#pplktttkm. 

U) Reoord otrow birth. 
(l) A klmr from YOIII' PfMIII t~mpio~w lhoD'II employment of 1 

pm'I'IIM!Il tllihll,, it )'011 1r«1 tmployod, or tA affldawil olll.lppott fi'Jml I-I )4 
from al'lfi'OMlbk penon in the Unilod S~~ttts. ur .,tllor ~ to tiiUblsh 
that you. are IKilllUiy to.> beoome 1 publit: chargl'. 

(3) tr you m ~~ 1fK!Utl: or unnwticd millllt cllld of • pcnotl wha Ills 
been ~~t~~nlfd vnfmntt tllMif"ICllitl.l" by the Jmnoipalii:WI Mid N&Mt.liuhOII 
Sctvice or Ius applittd tut Jlrt{extn« d.Wifltltloll, and yow lilt dlilt\inil: thil 
•nw pn~fm~~~;t CWS!ficltion, ot if you 111t cllimlnf lpldal illunlplnt 
cillzat~C~&Ikm as 1111 IPO'IIIII or u,IIJII,WI'illd child of a ~ltnllttt CltrelfliOn 'WtloiW 
~~~ 111«1rd6d or IJ seekbll Wialfkllklfl u 1 ll*dll iml'flllrtnt, tlllblldt the 
lCIIktW'htt: For til~ Jpoort: Ymiqe eertlfatt and PJl)OC of .""'tintllun or all 
prior ~ ol neh 1110'1•· POf' tilt ehfld: Mtnlqc eu1if"alf of ~is, 
toptMI' .with proof or lllrl'llil'llliall of theiJ prlot marriaael. if ll.ldl4ocummU 
ht.~~ 1101 ~IIIJIIbmitiM \1~ I ~I. 

(4) If you ut 1 -amm~p&nt fOK\p ~· oftkilll, I mcmbl:f of 
the t'amilr or lU'/1111 or such pa'IOn, w • tretty tmt;r, the •PCIII• m dllld ot 
:~~~ch 'P'f*)n ot 1 to• to'NlllllOtlt l'(lpte~tentltM 10 1A '-W1111kiMI 
orpftinlloA, 1 mem• or a f&mily or :IOMinl of 111.:!1 peoon. y0\!111111& tubffdt 
Form '"-Sot, ,..,... .U ,.,_tl, J)firilc&otl, ~.~lrnlptionl. Mid immiPiklta wbkh 
woWd othcrwiM ~"'to you by virtue of ll!.lch ~&~tu:~. 

(.5) If ~ou cbecked bf!X "A." in biOcll I Qf the lppllcati(m, ~ mutt 
I!Jc:ccute lnd lltlclla aillfk' copy of 1:orm 1·590A. 
~. If ytlu thK·kd lwn; "B'' ill blocl: I vj' rlu• llpp/klllon, #dtnir yow 

tlllll'l'llltt t•trtifkrltt If .~'til~ 1vt "" 1J1UIIu; if you m tlk:! thlld, lil;mh yow birtll 
Clf'tf/blt IIIli tiM ltllltriltt ~tlflMt /l)f )'(1111' {:llll'fllf't pmtlll""""""' 

d. If )'Oil cbn'ktd bo.tr "r'' i11 block I o{ tlrtllpplktlflolf, llllllftll ~If)' 
tflldtntc to prtwr )'011 llll>'j!' mldlld 111 1/tf Ullitrd Sl«#. ~fbtJI<q,liy sin« ptfiot 
tfl .~!fly J. /924. If"'* liM Mtektd Mx "F'', wtmllr t~M~._,., ~ t<> 
Pf'OVt ,1'(11( l!.vt rrtldtd in tilt Vltlud Sr«ff conlflnloully rlflft' priM tohflft 10. 
IM. 

(I) E:umplol Cit documenu w~¢h m•~ t. 11btntwtd: to pnm ~~ 
w:: briboCIU, iDIItl, dM4t. licea~t~, birth ream:ls or blplilmll ~or 
ci!J.Wmt boin bt tht l.1rlltM Slat.s. cmllllt recorda.~ ;oh n~~t~1or•b: 
totni'Kt" Jl(ldmlrked IILlll ~ 10 you, rtrtt Of a.x .....,.._ P1fi1!1iwn 
U\abmeat receipt bCiab or any <:om. type of roctipt: 11CbC1oJ ~ 0111 die 
khooJ't llltionery sbowtnf: du• •him ~ou cnl«wl ud aaft t!ltflli:tttoal*il 
l'lllllatlo, mow~,. the IIIWMI ol pat'flflt or ,...Willa 1M ... you; mwef; 
tmpiCI~IIltnt noordJ 011 llu.lletd PIPit' Of ~ llllowlfll till lipeJ'J 

titk 11114 ·lrulictUnfl •u..'l data ui em.,iOymmt 111(1 - • tM lilllpllo)'uiOI'lt 
11'111 QlllllniiOIII; iltsuranoe ll!CCII4J IIi' 1ttttn on ialtullllt ......., dllioewy 
shCI.,... die M1M lnd Jd4:rtu of tJtt tultlld~ tlll41• ~ thllll'flli!M 
of the polk~; dlutCh. uNoa Otlodi' *'ldtoa lll'ft$i mA.ioMry 11\d lllilttb:lf 
tilt orpniutlonalwal, If any, llld th'l._llf*':lfll'ldltNill ..,__. 1boftw 
)'OW' ....-ml.t«MMp In die orpnllltlon; letter i'totll ~ ftrw• ......._. 
paper lhowi_ .. ~ ll:lteJ Clf blllineu clelillnp with )'DIIlll'ld l~ )'(lilt 
lddn:p dUfiiiJ llw period in QlltUion: ltlltn from luldlordl hwlk:atiDJ the! 

(Pa~e l) 
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_....tQIL__ ___ _ 

• ,, 

landlord's present •ddteu and the beginning and termination date' of your 
residence at the particular preriies; mt.rriase oortlfJCate of pruent and any 
previous rna.rriqea. and docwnentJ showine how many pnwio\11 nwrlqel were 
tmnia.te4: b111s, lctton or teedpb from yout ps, electric, water ot telephone 
company~ tho datu durlnf which you recetvect service from it. 

NOtE: Women unemployod line» marfia&e and unable to f'urnbh evidence 
to their own names may fumtsb evidence in the names of their puents or other 
persom With whom they have boon liviDilf atnd.avits of the puentl or othet 
persona uc submitted attettl:fla: to retidmtoe with them. If JDY of tbe 
documcnu are leftlthy or bulky, only tbe pertltw.nt pattslho!dd be attached. 

(2) Affidavits of crO\titable witneuN, prefmbly citizeN of the United. 
Statet. who have penoMI knowtldp of and can vouch for ihe continUity of 
your nlidmce in the United Statu. Wh«e practicable, 111.1.<:h atrl4avits shaD be 
exewted on Form 1-488 (A.ft"k~Jvlt of Witness). 

NOTE: lf entry occurred prior to July I, 1924, a record of lawful 
admi_Aion may be crutw:ld u of the dak of such entry, Therefore, if yoo hlve 
re:ddect cont.inuoudy h\ the United Statu since a date prior to July t, 1924, it 
is my important to fu.milh evidence establisblna; that fact. 

6. INTERVlEW.-Wben Y0\1 are rcqu:uted to appear for interviclw you will be 
required to bring with you Your tmnpomry intry pmmit (form 1·94, ARRIVAL 
DEPARTURE RECORD), and your PASSPORT. 

1. INELIGIBIUTY. You are incllaiblc for status as a permanent resident if you 
cbccbd box "A" or "D" of block 1 and: 

(a} Yo\1 were born in any eollntry of the Western Htmilpbcrt or the l.sland.s of 
Saint Pkm!, Mituelon, Cliba, the Dominican Republic, Haiti, Bermuda. the 
Bahamas, Barbados, Jamaica, the Windward and t.eew.rd hlandl. Trini4ad. 
Martinique and other Britilh, French, and Netherlands territory or po$1011ion1 in 
or bordering on the Cuibbclan Sa.. 

tlowever, if you ut a native or citizen of Cllba who was 
inspected. and admitted or paroled Into the United States 
subseq\lent to JantWY 1, 19$9 ud hate been phylieaUy present 
in the United Statel for at least two yoan; or if you arc the 
spouse or minor unmarried child of tucb native or citizen of 
Cuba with whom you art raiding in the United State& and were 
younelf impteted and admitted ot paroled Jnto thtl United 
States subsequent to January 1, 19S9lJid have been physieally 
present in the United Statet for at least two yeus, you are 
ellJ;ible to apply for adjustment of status under the Act of 
November 2, 1966, an(t you may apply for adjustmont on Form 
!-48SA. 

(b) You entered the United States u a mcmbet of the crew of a veucl ot 
aircraft, or wtre deltlnod to job\ a veuel or aircraft ln the United State• u a 
member of the crew wluln you arrived in tbia country. 

(c) You were not admitted or puolecl tnto the United States foUowin1 
lnapec1!on by o United Suta lmmlpltion olllcer. 

(d) You ue or haw been an e~~:chNtac aUen,tubjoct to1 but havt not complied 
with the f0Rta1'1 reddence ~utrwnent of ~~c:tion lll(d of the lrnmiption &. 
Nationality Act and have not been annted a waiver of thia requirement. (Thil 
arolllld of lnc:!JaibWty appliel to pmon~ 'Who checked box 10A", "B", "C'' or ''D'' 
of block t) 
NOTE: If you m lnoll,tblo under any of the !orelll'i"'l but havo - in t~• 

United States continuously Iince prior to J~ane 301 1948, you may atiU apply on this 
ronn to han a record of lawful adndlliOn for permanent roaideru:e created. under 
aection 24f, Jmmlp'adon and Nationality Act. ln such cue choc:k box "E" or "F" of 
block t 

8. IMMEDIATE RELATIVE AND PREFERENCE AL!ENS.-11 you ore lhe 
apOu.- or minor unnwried chilclof a Un.ited St1tes citizen, or if you are the parOnt 
of a United States citiun who is at least 21 yean of a.p, you are claastflable as an 
lmmocliate relative; a Visa petition must be filed in your behalf unless your United 
State• citizen •pou•, patent or aon or dauahter b unable or unwi.Dins to fUt the 
petition for a ret!On other than the colt or ineonvenlence of clolna SIO. 

NOTE: lf you chiK:ked. box "8"1 "E'', or "F" of block 1 of this application, 
Instnlction 8 dOOJ not apply to you. 

lf a Visa petition is «!qUired to establish immediate relative or preference status, it 
must have befn approved prior to fllinf this application. 

9. !MIIEDIATE AVAILABILITY OF IMMIGRANT V!SA.-lnformotion u to 
immediate avaUJbility of an immigrant visa may be obtaiMd at the n.west office of 
this Service. 

10. cERTIFlCATlON OF THE DEPARTMENT OF LABOR.-This instruction 
applies to you only If: you checked box "D" ofblock 1 of the application1 and you 
uc perforJI\ina: or MOk to perform sli:Wec.l or untk,ined labor, and you are seeking 
adjuatmenl at a nonprefer:ence anen. You ate considered to be a nonprtfeJtnoe alien 
if you are not lhe btnefloiary of a currently vaHd vi!lll petition approved by the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service to accord you a preference or immcdiak 

relative classification, and you are not a member of one of the clas~es of "special 
immigrants" Usted in aection 101(1)(27) of the lmmip'ation and Nationality Act, as 
~nded. (The clastes of "special immiputs'~ include cortain former cltitens of the 
United Statu; oettain ministers of retq;tous denOminations, and eertlltn employees or 
honorably retired former employes of the United States Government abroad.) 

U you are a nonprefuence alien who hu checked box "D" in· item 1 or this 
application, and you are performing or JCek to perfornl SkiBed or unlk.iBed labor, you 
are subject to the requirement oontainlld in ection 2U(a)(l4) of the lmmigtation 
and Nationality Act, as amended, of obtaining a certiflcation fJom the Secretary of 
Labor that there ue not sufficient workers in the United Statel who ue able, willing, 
qualified, and available to pffl'onn 1111::h sldUed or untkUled labor, and. your 
employ mont wtU not advene:ly affect the wases and worklna condltlon5 of worken in 
the United State~ sbnilarly employed. 

· 1t you are a nonpret·erfmoe ahen pc:rfonnin& or seeking to perform work m a 
01teaory of employment for which the Seaetao' of Labor hu determined that he 
cannot now WUe a certiftcation (as lilted in Schedule B, Part 60, Title 29, Code of 
Fedml Rcculationa), you are considered inell&ible for adjuiUnont of your !tatus 
under ttc:tlon 245 of the lmmipationutcl Nationality Act, u tmended. . 

To apply for the Secretary o( Labo(s certtflcation, you must follow this 
procedure: 

(a) Submtt Form MA 7-SI.iA with utis application if you are a member Ol a 
profcs&ion for which the Secretary of Labot does not require :11 job offer or a 
person with exceptional ability in the sciences ot aru; or if you are qualified and 
will be employed in an occupation eunently listed by the Secretary of Labor on 
Schedule "A" (29 CFR 60) or Schedule "C" - Precertiflcationlht (when that Ust 
!\as not been su~"M\ded by the Secretary of Labor). 

·(b) If 1 uu are IIUl wu.nin the cla115t5 of abens described. in paragraph IO(a) 
above, you must fill out Form MA 7-SOA in accordance with the instruction$ for 
the completion of that form and send it with documentary evidence of your 
qualifications specified in parqraph (c) below to your employee or prospective 
employer. He must complete Form MA 7-SOB and must :tend it, with Form MA 
1-SOA and documentary evidence of your applications, to the local office of the 
State Employment Service. When and if a certifk.ttion is issued to your employer, 
it should be submitted with you1 application, together with the Forms MANOA 
and MA 7·50B and •he documentary evidence of your qualifications. 

(Information conoeridns the categories of employment cwrenUy 
listed in Schedules A, 8, and C, Part 60, Title 29, Code of Federal 
ReplatiOns, may be obtained at princi'.t offices of the Immigration 
and Naturall.utintl Service). 
(c) The foll.owmB documentuy evidence of your qualifications must be 

submitted with your aonlication for a labor certif"'nd:on: 
tl) School Kecords-U' your eDBibility is bat~eo iii whole or In part on 

hi&her education or auondance at a <~hnical or vocational school, attach 
eertined copy of school record. The tecord must show period of attendance, 
major field of •mdy, and dcaree• or diplomas awarded. 

l.l) Llcen• or Othir Ot'fk:ial Petmiulon to Practice a Ptofeuion-lf you are 
a membef Qf a profellion, attac:h a copy of the Ucellle' or other omcial 
permiAion panted you to practice lhe profeAlon bl the oountty where you 
have been found quaurted to prac:tk;e that profenion, if a lioeniiC or othtJ 
permiulon lJ required tn tblt country, 

(3) EVidence or Exceptional Ability '" the Science~ Ol lhe Arts-If yOur 
eliJi,bility b based upon exceptional ability in the sciences or the art~ 
documentary evidence ·supportins the claim should be submitted. Such 
evidence may testify to the universal acclaim and either national or 
International recognition accorded you; show that you have received a 
ttatlonally or interr11.tiona:Uy recognized prlxe or award or won a nationaUy or 
intemationaUy recognized competition for ex.elllltnce for a speciCie product or 
performance or Cor outstandinJ achievement; or testify that you are a member 
in 11 national or international association of persons which maintain ,tandard~ 
of membership ff!quiring outstanding 11chievement as judpd by recognized 
national or international experh in the spcciflc dl$cipline or field of endeavor. 

(4) Affidavits and Publh.hed Material-If your etigi\:lility is based on 
tcchnJcal training or specialized experience, documentary evidence supporting 
the claim should be submitted. The recommended forms of evidence are 
affidavit~ or ~ubU~ed material. 

Affidavits~ TheY must be made by independent 50urc::es. such as your 
fanner employers or rccocnized experts familiar with your work., and must: 

(a) Identify the affiant, &bowing the capacity in which he i.s testifying; 
(b) Give the place and the dates during which you gained your 

experience; 
(c) Describe in detail the duties performed, tools ustd, s.upelVision 

exercised over you and exercised by you. A mere statement for 
example that you were employed as a baker is not adequate; and 

(d) Show the date on wbich the affld.avlt was signed 
Published Materlal-

(a) Copies of material published by or about you may be submitted. 
(b) The material must be identified as to date, place and name of 

publication. 

WARNING: If you contemplate departing from the United States to any country, including Canada or Mexico, before a decision is made on your application, 
consult wilh the office of lhe lmmlgratlon and Naturalization Service proc<sling your case before departure, since a departure from the United States may 
result in a denial of your application. If you have not attached the documents called for by the instructions this application will be returned to you. 

Severe penalties are provided by law for knowingly and willfully falsifying or concealing a material fact or using any false documen.Un the submission of this 
application. GPO 947-267 
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To Whom It May Concern: 

Oppenheim, Appel, Dixon & Co. 
Certified Public Accountants 

Internationally/Spicer and Oppenheim 

One New York Plaza, New York, NY J0004 
(212) 422-1 000/Telex: 66249/Cable: OPAPDIX 

Offices and Associates in Principal Cities 

July 16, 1976 

I am a certified public accountant and a partner in the firm of 
Oppenheim, Appel, Dixon & Co. 

John Lennon has filed all tax returns required for federal, 
state and city purposes in the United States for the period 1972 through 
1974, He presently has a valid extension from the Internal Revenue 
Service until August 15, 1976 in which to file his 1975 tax return. 
We are preparing this return and if it is available by August 15 will be 
filed at such time. In the event such return is not available because 
of missing information, a further extension until October 15 will be 
requested. 

If you have any questions concerning prior years' returns or 
the status of the 1975 returns, please do not hesitate to contact us. 

Very truly yours, 

Donald M. Tannenbaum 
mvb 
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JITED STATES DEPARTM. ; OF JUSTICE 

Leon Wildes, Esquire 
515 Madison Avenue 

~ 

BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS 
Washington, DC. 20530 

FEB 2 0 1976 

LENNON 
Al7 595 321 

(_\"• 

. ·~ 

New York, New York 10022 '·~·' r,'";· 
(;C: rn 

()1 ..,. 

Reference is made to your interest in the above 

case. 

For your information, there is enclosed herewith 

copy of the decision and order of the Board of Immigration 

Appeals. 

Enclosure 

cc: H. Miles Jaffe and 
Eve Cary, Esquires 

I ' 
\ 

Burt Neuborne, Esquire 

Sincerely yours, 

David L. Milhollan 
Chairman 
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lllttttrb g,tatrn fllrpartmrttf nf 3fustirr 
11Jnnr~ nf llmmigrntintt Apprnlll 

lilllnll~ittgtnn. D.<£. 2.0530 

rEa 2 o 1976 
File: Al7 59 5 321 - New York 

In re: JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON 

IN DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS 

APPEAL 

ON BEHALF OF RESPONDENT: Leon Wildes, Esquire 
515 Madison Avenue 

CHARGES: 

New York, New York 10022 

H. Miles Jaffe and 
Eve Cary, Esquires 
New York Civil Liberties Union 
84 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10011 
(Amicus Curiae) · 

Of counsel: 
Burt Neuborne, Esquire 
American Civil Liberties Union 
22 East .40th Street 
New York, .New York 10016 

Order: Sec. 24l(a) (9), .I&N Act (8 u.s.c. 1251 
(a) (9)) - Nonimmigrant visitor - · 
failed to comply.with conditions 
of such status 

Sec. 24l(a) (2), I&N Act (8 u.s.c. 1251 
(a) (2)) • Nonimmigrant - remained 
longer than permitted 

APPLICATION: Adjustment of status under section 245, 
Immigration and Nationality Act 
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Al7 595 321 

This case is before us on remand from the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit, The 
record will be remanded to the immigration judge foz: 
further proceedings. · 

We last rendered a decision in this matter on July 
10, 1974, .at which time we found the respondent statu
torily ineligible for adjustment of status under section 
245 of the Immigration and Nationality Act. Our order 
of that date has been vacated by the October 7, 1975 
decision of the Second Circuit. Lennon v. INS, 
F,2d , .Civ, No, 74-2189 (2 Cir. October7, lffi). 
The Second Circuit disagreed with us and held that the 
respondent was not precluded from receiving section 
245 relief, despite his 1968 conviction for possession 
of cannabis resin in England, 

Neither we nor the immigration judge considered 
the question of whether the respondent should receive a 
favorable exercise of discretion on his application for 
adjustment of status. We shall remand the record to 
the immigration judge for such consideration. 

Order: The record is remanded to the immigration 
judge for further proceedings. 

···~~ . .. ~~Le-~0 .:;;if~-~-,_/ 
<!.ot inr, Chairman 

Chairman David L. Milhollan and Board Member Irving A. 
Appleman abstained from consideration of this case . 

. - 2 -
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lltttttrb jtutrll mrpartmrnt nf 3Justirr 
i.anurb nf llmmigrutinn Appeals 

llna~iugtnu, ll<£. 20530 

ru.. u1 sts u1 • 11w rea 
1A ftlt iNIUlllfiiiJ'IOM OliO •• 

U DUOIU.'IIOIII 'IIIICUI•lllll 

0111 lUlU' 01' ~~ .._ WUfllt ~ 
S1511etiMD ....... 

FEB ~ D 1976 

liW r.a • ._ ten J.OtU 

L Hll• Jaf!e ud 
a.ec:...,,....., ..... 
lw foR Clftl ~ ualee 
•• nM ..... 
11ft 'l'oA, 111w tea lGOU 
(M.i.Du CU!M) 

Of "'I''IItelc 
.11\Wt JIM'IIMti:M, ~ 
bedoaa C1.U ~ h1oa 
.u aut tttll st.net 
HaW ron, -. 'loft lOU& 

Olrd.Ut he. lUC&) tt), U» .Act ca o.a.c. 1251 
(a)(t)) • •••*--ltzaat 9-lll~ • 
f•UH lO e urtl.r td.tll e~ati.tloa• 
of tuea atat.u 

sa.. l41(a)(2) 1 11M Act (I u.s.c. lJJl 
(a) (J)) • ~t • l'llli&Mid 
l.oa9H tMa pead.ttad 

API'LlCA1'1011t Mjuh'•t of ttatu 'lladu IMUoa 24i, 
z.it&"atioa .a tlatioa111t.y Act 
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·~ilia cue is before: ~o~a OJl. remand. fl'OI<t til• anite<l 
itat.e» CGut. of J.t!peale for the Se«md Circuit. 'l'lw 
record will be r~d to t~ immi~ration judqe for 
f utber i"J:oeeedin\1•• 

!fe .Last rnduw a 4edaion in tl~a wtttllr on July 
lO, 19'14, at WiUc.l.\ t:iliile we found the rupondttnt statu
torily ineligible fo.r adjutl11at. of status under flK:ltion 
245 of tll• :r.iqntioa aad MatiOMUty Act.. Our ordtn: 
ot that <tate .bu bG4m Yace.ttild by the Oc~ 7, l97S 
wwiaior• of the Seocmd Ciro:W.t. l.GWlOA v. If;li, 
r.:.td , Civ. ~o. 74 ... 2U9 U ctr. 6Ct6bu....,.; lM). 
'l'he Secoad CU:mait 41.atreel1 vitA u• aoo. ht~ld t.h.at tn.a 
ru~t. wu oot. precluded from rece1viruj seetton 
245 relUif, dapite hie ltfi .::OOYietion for po8H8&ion 
of eanl'luia resin in .ll;nglana. 

iisitlle.r w mn: the ~gntiou j\ld.9e oonaWered 
the queatJ.on of vbetlaar the t•pcmowt. abcnald rec•tYe a 
favocDle eli.Uciae of diH'l'atioo em )d..t &PJllic:aUon for 
adjutment of ~ttatu. We aball l'll!llWllii tha .record to 
tae l.ilid.vrat.i.oa jliJd9e f« s~~ell OOAai.dM'atitm. 

urdert fhe recorti ia ~*' to the i.Haigt:ation 
j.U;e foe further proceediaga. 

Chairman David L. Milhollan and Board Member Irving A. 
Appleman abstained from consideration of this case. 
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Accordingly, the denial of Lennon's <~pplication for ad
justment of status and the order of deportation are vacated 
an<l the case remanded for recorioideration in accordance 
with the views expressed in this opinion. 

MtJLLtGAN, Circuit Judge, (dissenting): 

· As the majority opinion observe3, Lennon's claim that 
he is the victim of selective prosecution is an issue not 
berore this court btli rather is sub judice in the Southern 
District, ~nd therefore we cannot appropriately discuss its 
merits. The sole issue before us is whether Lennon is an 
excludable alien under INA § 212(a) (23). 

That statute would exclude any alien who has been con
victed of a violation of any law or regulation relating to. 
the illicit possession of narcotic drugs or marihuana. Since 
the statute applies to any alien it makes no difference 
whether he be John Lennon, ,John Doe or J ohunn Sebastian 
Bach. Great Britain has made the possession of cannabis 
resin (marihuana) without authorization illicit (P, Dan
gerous Drugs (No. 2) Regulations, under the Dangerous 
Drugs Act 1965 ). It is further conceded that Lennon 
pleaded g·uilty to the possession of that d111g on November 
28, 1968 and was fined £150. From these premises one 
would logically conclude that LBnnon 'should be excluded 
from the United States. 

The majority argues however that § 212(a)(23) should 
not be interpreted to exclnde from this counh-y those who 
are innocently in possession of an illicit drug. I agree but 
I cannot agree that Lennon was convicted under a statute 
which imposea ''absolute liability" and mak;,s the knowl
edge of the defendant "irrole>ant." The five opinions in 
Warner v. Jl!etroz;olitan Police Commissioner, [1969] 2 
A.C. 256, [19GS] 2 All E.R. 35G, v:hich interpret the British 

:_) i 
\ 

.... ··-·· T ....... -.~ ... . 
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statute, al'e hardly as clear as a mountain lake in spring-
time but there is a consensus on basic principles. 

Lennon claims here that the dmgs were concealed in a 
binocular case in a closet of his apartment and that he had 
absolutely no idea of their presence. There is the further 
suggestion that they may have been ''planted" by the 
arresting constable who it is aUeged was at the very least 
overzealous in prosecuting rock musicians. Assuming that 
Lennon's version of the facts is accurate, it is my view that 
he could not have been properly convicted in Great Britain 
of the offense charged.1 

• 

In Warne!=-Lord Pearce clearly held the view that the 
Parliament did not intend to impose absolute liability in 
the Drugs Act of 1965. "It is conceded by the Crown that 
these words [have in possession] do not include goods 
slipped into a man's pocket without his knowledge" ( [1968] 
2 All E.R. at 386). He also quoted with approval the 
dictum of Lord Parker in Lockyer v, Gibb [1967] 2 Q.B. 
243, 248 [1966] 2 All E.R. 653, 655 : 

In my judgment, it is quite clear that a person cannot 
be said to be in possession of some article which he or 

1 With te"Peet to the arrest, we han no record before us except tbt 
memorandum of the conviction which re,eals only the eonvietioll lllld 
makl)(l llo reference to the amount of eanoabis resin discovered or the 
exact place where it was found. The brief subm.itted by the Amerltan 
OivU Liberties Union on Lennon's behalf be·fore the Bureau of Im~ 
migration Appeals states that the drug uas fon~d in three dift'erent . 
contai.nen in a closet in Lennon's apartment. Although the majority 

. chides me for discussing· the facts, I am accepting them as urged in 
Lennon's brief before this court. There i5 110 admission by Lennon 
and no contention by the Go1·ernment that Lennon knew that the n. 
licit drug Wl'.!l physically present in tbe e1oset bnt that h& bad no idea 
thnt lt ..-as cnnnabts restc. Jlence Lord Pearc,:s aspirin·heroin e<:unple 
relied upon by the majority is not rele•ant. Mor~ver, it must be un· 
derstood in the context of his further comment: "On tl•e other hnnd, 
I do not think th>t Parliament intended to make a mnn guilty of 
possening something when he did not know that he had the thiDg at 
all." [1968] 2 All E.P.. at SSS. 
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she does not realize is, or may be, in her handbag, in 
her room, or in some other place over which she has 
control. That I should have thought is elementary; if 
something were slipped into one's basket and one had 
not the vaguest notion it was there at all, one COttlil 

not possibly be said to be in possession of it. 

(Emphasis added); 

The very same paragraph of Lord Parker's opinion in 
Lockyer v. Gibb was cited with approval by aU of the other 
law Lords who sat in Warner (Lords Guest ( [1S68] 2 All 
E.R. at 383), Morris (id. at 372-73), Wilberforce (id. at 
393), and Reid (id~t.at 387) ). 

That this position of Lord Parker in Lockyer v. Gibb 
represented the view of ·au fh·e Lords who wrot'e in. Warner 
is fortified by the comments of A. L. Goodhart, Editor of 
the Law Quarterly Revie\v in his article "Possession of 
Drugs and Absolute Liability," 8.,1 L.Q. Rev. 382, 391-92 

. (1968). After citing the Parker dictum in Lockyer to which 
we have referred, he noted: 

This statement is of outstanding importance because 
it was accepted as a self-evident statement of the law 
by all the judges, both in the Court of Appeal and in 
the House of Lords, in the present case [Warner]. It 
was the foundation-stone on which their judgments 
were based. 

It must be further observed that this was the interpre
tation given to Warner in later English opinions.: This 

2 In Sweet v. J'ar~ley, (1969] l All E.R. 847 (ll:.L.) four of the n~• 
lorda who hod eorlier written in liarnet (all but LorJ Guest) uere 

· B':tked to coDstrue nuotlwr pro\·isioa, ()f th 1965 Dangerous Dru.gs Act,. 
which xnarle it an offen3e for ar1 occnpie:- or maonger of premises to 
permit them to be t1sed for· th~Z: s:nokin; of .cannabis or for dealing 
in the drug. In construing thnt proriai'):l the lords discu$seU :zgain 

157 

I 

'I 
' 

:· 
.,i 

!!' .. 
1: 

'I ~~ 
I' 

I r. 
!; 
I, 
I! ,, 
! 
I 

I 
' 

\ 
i 

I 
! 
l 
I 
i 
.i I 
I I 
l 



''"" ,., .... 
' 

unanimous position in TV a nwr is emphasir.ed here because 
Lennon's case precisely 11ts the example posed by Lord 
Parker in Lockyer and unanimously approved in Warner. 
Lennon's position has been either that the cannabis resin 
\'I'US planted by the police Of that in any event he was 
totaUy ignorant of its presence in the binocular case. His 
counselrultst also have so read W an1er since as the opinion 
below reveals his solicitors told him after his arrest that 
he stood a good chance of acquittal at trial. 

In light of this discussion I cannot accept the majority 
view that Lennon was convicted under a la\v which imposed 
absolute liability and eliminated mens rea. If ignorant of 
.the drug's presence he would not have had possession under 
English law and could not have been properly convicted. 

The undisputed fact however is that Lennon did plead 
guilty to the possession of cannabis resin, and while this 

their opinion in War"er. Three expre3sed the view tbnt tho possession 
denlt with in Warner meant knowing pos!;iession (Pearce,. id. at 358; 
Wilberforce, id. at 3GO; and Dlplock, id. at 361). Lord Morris, as he 

. did in Won:er, again cited Brend v. Wood, (1946] 175 L.T. 306, 307: 
"[A J court should al~·ays benr in mind that, unless a statute, either 
clearly or by necessary implic1!t"lon rl:les out rnens re:~ as a constituent 
part of a crime, the court should not find a man guilty of nn offence 
against the criminal law unle.s be he5 a guilty mind:' ([l9G9] 1 All 
E.R. at 353). See also Lord Reid, id. at 350, 351. 

In Regina v. Marriott, [1911] 1 All E.R. 595 (C.A.), the defendant's 
house was raided by the polioe who found a penknife with troces of 
eanr:mbis nsin adhering to a bro!~eu b!ade. His conviction was quashed 
on appeal. In constru\ng .Wan!Cr t:1e c•:mt noted, ••[iJt does not 
seem to us to be the la1v that proof of the mere poS3ession of the 
·penknife, without more, was enough." Id. at 597. 

In R•ginG v. Fernandez, [1910] Crim. L: Re<. 2i'i1 the Court of 
Appeal ~h,erved: "The mojority rle"' in Warner was that one could 
not safely regard the offence :ts absolute; some mental elementJ or. 
subj!lCtiVe test, might have to be opplie<l." Id. at 2i8. 

FinaUj, we note th:lt in tbe Parliaoentary debates orer the revision 
of the Misuse of Dru~ Act in 1071, although a Member of Parliament 
indicated that be beliered that Tram" created absolute liability, re· 
g:trdtc~s· of mens re:1, the Solidtor·General's re3ponse indicated· that· 
the revision -n-us a codification of Warn~r rather th:.n a rejection of it. 
SOS Pari. Deb., H.C. (5th • .,.) 621 (1070). 
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may have been convenient or .expedient because of his wife's 
pregnancy and his disinclination to have her testify in 
court, it is elementary that we cannot go behb:ld the plea. 
Rassano v. INS, 377 F.2d 971, 974 (7th Cir. 1967); Giam
mario v. Hurney, 311 F.2d 285, 287 (3d Cir. 1962); Pino 
v. Nicolls, 215 F.2d 237, 245 (l~t Cir. 1954:), rev'd on other 
grounds sub nom. Pi·no v. Lanclon, 349 U.S. 901 (1955). 
Since Lennon was convicted under a statute which did not 
impose liability 1hsolutely but required :knowledge on the 
part of the· defendant where the contraband is secreted 
in a container, I cannot concur in the result reached by 
the majority. · 

The majority here further concludes that a foreign con
viction f!)r th(l possessime of marijuana under tbe .British 
statute or any siinilar foreign law does not render the con
victed alien excluc1able. They argue that the Congress was · 
more concerne.d with trafficking in drugs than in possession · 
and their opinion does not cover the trafficker wllo ob
viously i& fu1ly a'vare of the nature of the business he is 
pursuing. The statute (INA §212(a)(23}) however bars 
the possessor as well as the trafficker. If there were no 
user~ there would be no trafficking. 

Great .Britain bars the tmauthorized. possession not only 
of cannabis resin but raw opium, coca leaves (from which 
cocaine is extracted) and other substances as well. Con
gress has also barred from this country those aliens who 
have been convicted of the possession not only by marihuana 
but other illicit drugs. Although the majority limits its 
holding to a marihuana conviction under the British statute 
or any foreign counterpart, its reasoning 'would compel thG 
same result if the drug at issue were heroin or cocaine. It 
must also be emphasized that the vast majority of those 
who are arrested with illicit dmgs in their homes or on 
tl1eir persons arc users who are fully aware of their pres-
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enco and their properties. It is the unusual case where 
contraband such as this is surreptitiously planted in one's 
reticule or blue jeans pocket. Yet by disregarding convic
tions under the British statute or any other foreign coun
terpart, thll majority would admit to the United States 
those who knowingly possessed any illicit drugs. This hold
ing seems to me to conflict with INA §212{a) (23) which 
plainly bars those who have been convicted of a violation 
of "any law or regulation relating to the illicit possession 
of ••. narcotic drugs or marihuana". Lennon's guilty plea 
here puts .him within the statute. 

The holding }J.ere will undoubtedly and ll.llfortunately re
sult in the ab:thdonment of Lennon's claim of selective 
prosecution now pending in the Southern District Court. 
If others found guilty of the same crime have been per
mitted entry and Lennon has been barred because he is 
John Lennon, the jongleur, and not John Doe, then that 
contention should be litigated .not only in the interests of 
Lennon and INS but the public as well. 

.. 
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'"'JITED STATES DEPARTIV -"'1T OF JUSTICE 

BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

July 10, 1974 

LINN (I( 
A17 595 3U 

Leoa Wlltlee, 1141. 
515 MHieon Avenue 
New York, N, Y. 10022 

Den f'!r: ' 

Reference is made to your interest in the above 

case. 

For your information, there is enclosed herewith 

copy of the decision and order of the Board of Immigr;tion 

Appeals. 

Sincerely yours, 

Maurice A. Roberts 
Chairman 

DO .I-

IA-1 
11-15-73 
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BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

July 10, 1974 

LINN Cit 
Al1 595 321 

H. Mf.lel Jaffe ad 
lve car,., l .. a. 
Mew Yedc Ctril LiHJ:tiet D1liOD 
84 Fifth Aft'INII 
New York, M. Y. 10011 
(A•tcus CUriae) 

Reference is made to your interest in the above 

case. 

For your information, there is enclosed herewHh 
• >',_, --

copy of the decision and order of the Board of Immigration 

Appeals. 

DO .I-

Sincerely yours, 

Maurice A. Roberts 
Chairman 

IA-1 
11-15-73 
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BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

July 10, 1974 

LENNON 
A17 595 321 

Of OO!Mael: 
Burt N...,.rae, laq. 
A.Ml'iUD Ci¥11 Libertiea ua101l 
22 latt 40th Stnet 
New York. New York 10016 

Reference is made to your interest in the above 

case. 

For your information, there is enclosed herewith 

copy of the decision and order of the Board of !mmigr~tion 

Appeals. 

DQJ. 

Sincerely yours, 

Maurice A. Roberts 
Chairman 
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lttttrb &tabs llrpartmrnt of :fustier 
ilnarb of llmmigratintt Appl'alll 

Jlus~tngtnn.D.O.:. 205¥1.-~' 

tllO. 
File: Al7 595 321 • Hew York 

II DEPOl'IATIDI PlOCEEDIIGS 

APPEAL 

OR BEHAU OF IESPOIDUT: Leon Wildea, Elflo 
515 Nadiaoa Aveaue 
lew York, lew York 10022 

H. Milea Jaffe and 
Eve Cary, Eaqa. 
lew York Cbil Libertiea UD1oa 
84 Piftb Avenue 
lew York, lew York 10011 
(Ailicua Curiae) 

Of COUillel: 
Burt leuborne, Eaq. 
A.erican Civil Libertiea Union 
22 Eaat 40th Street 
lew York, lew York 10016 

01 UIIAU or I6ll SUVICE: V:l.nceDt A. Schiano 
Trial Attomey 

ORAL AiGUMD'l't October 31, 1973 

CIIAIOES: 

Order: Sec. 241(a)(9), I&R Act (8 u.s.c. 1251 
(a)(9)) .. lont.f.gret vilf.tor • 
failed to CCIIIIply with CODciitiOill 
of ncb statUI 
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see. 24l(a)(2), 1611 Act (I u.s.c •. 1251 
(a)(2)) • lult .. •cr•t • r ... tned 
loalft tllla penitted 

APPLICM'Uih Adju._t of 1tatu ••r 1eet:la 24S of 
tM l'llltpatta •• lattaoallty Act; •tlaa 
to 4efer; .olUDtuJ ..,.l'tUft; tenlu.tioll 
of proc•dtas• 

TM rupad•t 11 a •1• all• wbo 11 a aative •• 
dtt-• ef the lilted ~. r. 1971 u .,ued for 
a aat .. tpoat riP ad wu f...a ~ a c••lu officer 
to he tnellslble for e.cb a vila ~ 1ecti .. 212(a)(23) 
of tbl x .. tlt'atia ad latlclullty Act 'McMIIe lie had 
..._ coancted of JHMI11• of .-t••·· ...,.,.r, be 
.,lted for •• received a waiver of tartrlllibtlity 
w.de'r 1ectt.w. 212(d)(3)(A) of the Act, *lela ,.ntttu 
b1a to be t•.,orarily lllifttted to the Vait.. Stat.. u 
• aoaillrisrat. 

Tbl n~poa4eat atered tbl llr1ted Stat .. with b11 
wife, a utbe •4 cltb• of J..,_, • Aqut 13, 1971. 
They wen •tlloriMd to nada •ttl Jelmlary 29, 1972, 
kt tllley did aot depart fna the Ullitecl Statal by that 
•t•• They received a letter fr. tbe Diltrict Director, 
dated Marcb 1, 1972, iafoadas t:Ma dlat their httlloriled 
1tay bad • .,ired, tllat the Semce expected a. to cle• 
put fna the U.lted Statel ~ Mucb lS, 1972, •• that 
failun to 4epart W\ll.d l' .. ..tt ill tM ialdtutia of de· 
portatt• ptoc•dial•· Oil Marcia 3, 1972, tbe retpoad• 
•tt filed patltt•• for preferncl t..llr•tla 1tatu1 
_.. ~eett. 203(a) {3) of the Act. !} 

In a letter dated Karch 6, 1972, c-. Dt1trict Dirac• 
tor iafoned c-. re~p•4eat •• b1l wife tbat the prin· 
lea• of .ol•tu:J depat'ture fna ta. Ulllted Stat .. baci 

---···---·-·------------·---------------···--····------!} Thl1e petltial v.n """"d • May 2, 1972. 
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lte• revoked p•a..at to 8 c.r.a. 242.5(c) Mcaata tbe 
Dtatdct Dtraetor ha4 1eanu tbat they had ao iatlatf.OD 
of ..,.rtia& froa tbe UaitH Statel 1ty Mai'Cb 15, 1972. 
Orden to Sbow c .... wne lined Oil March 6, 1972 cbarsiDI 
till n•••••t ad hll wife wit:11 beiq deportalllle ecler 
Nett. 241(a)(2) of t1111 Act for haviq hMfaed ill the 
Uaitad Statal after tllftr autllorlaed 1tay W apired Oil 

Fe1tnary 29, 1972. S111peraediaa Orden to Sbow cau.. 
wra 111M tbe aext day repeattaa the chaqe of ~ia· 
iDa 1-ser tllla •tllortsed laCl ..,t•1 a ebaqe which 
all•d fall_.. to -.11 with tM c.ditiaal of ••.liE.· 
ar-t 1tatu •w aeetilll 24l(a)(9). 'ftll latter cllaqe 
... aot p•IIIUICI fvtbtt: lty tM lenice. 

A ~tioa Mlrrt.Da wa Dlld. Ia a 4ecilt.. .. ce4 
'I&Uch 23. 1973. tba tBd:patta j .... ,... (1) that tM 
r•~p•d•t •• hb wife wre MDt•tp-•u • bad 1tayed 
1-aer tua ntMI'iaad •• were tlt.enfon clepon:Qle 
••r aectie 241(a)(2) of tllle Act; (2) that tile nlpOOd• 
•t'• wife wu 1tat:utortly eliai1tle for adjqea.t of 
1tata ..._ aeettc. 24.5 of tlae Act, •• that this n• 
lief abftld be p:•t•tl ill the a.rdae of tlllontia; 
(S) that the rapaad•t wa etatatorily taeliailtle for 
atljqc-t of 1tatwa *••• he ,... tatHalf.ltlo to the 
Ua:l.tad Statet ...., MctfAD 212(a)(2S); lad (4) that the 
nepad•t wu ttataterily elial1tla for t:1le pridl• of 
.al•tary departua _. tMt lae tMld 1te ar•t.. tld.l 
prbil• 1a liw of di!IP'fttatia. 'lbl fwlpatioll jadse 
oriel'ed the n.,_._t11 wife' • atatu uja~tad to that 
of a pen••t ne:l.41at. Be clealed the n~p•dtat'a ap• 
plicatia for acljUit.at of etatu _. ...-cad the ro
ep•d•t 60 ..,. 1a which to ~ 'fOl•tarily froa the 
Ulllitecl ltatu. .Aa altaute ot41er of 411portat:l.OD to 
last•• wu •tued. V fte n~p•d•t hat a,peded 
fzoa ~t decili.a. 

--········-·-··-----···-········-------------······----11 '1'lle n.,oa'l•t clacltaed to clelipate a ce.atry to 
vbidl be woaltl pnfer to N ••t. 

- 3 • 
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I. MOI'DII TO 111'11 

Oil .,peal1 CUI Uel lllu IMIIIIittd a •tia tllat ft 
•m the 61cilla !a dd.a cue ,...., t11.e •teo~~~~ of 
cw cwn aetiau fll• ~ the n., •I at !a n. Ualt• 
Stat• Dlatrict C••t fu tiM S..dten Dtetrict of •• 
Yftlt. 'l'llleea nita !atebe dane Male elat. ~ tiM re
., ... t. 

IaldallJ • tM n.,••••t il ••*tac ,.._, to 
S u.s.c • .SS2(a)(S) te c ;•1 ,ntlc:tt. ~ tiM lenlce 
of ....caa •ca ....,.., .... riodCJ" ouu. V 
<:uaMl IHtUe,.. t:Mt t:be need~ nlatial to •-.,rt .. 
odty11 cu• •1 ...., tbat tiM aenal ,ncclca •f t:11e 
Diltrict tiftctft 11 uc t:. !aettc.te ilflrtatt• ~
MIIIItap .. CUe tMIII tt.lla' te dill ... ., ••• , •• , 
a4 tllat tllllnfele tiM Dlltri.et D:lnctft .-... ll1l 
...,cntt. lily 1....._ • cmlel' to IM C-• !a n. 
,... •• c .... 

··-·-····-··---····------·-······-·---·······--·--····· 
V .....,d.ol'lty" c..., ue diMe iaYolriaJ flepol't:able 

au .. *"• the pye11 at. fer' s ttada er 
odlft rea•••• cllil11n aot te ,nc_. With ..,.rt•· 
tt. ,nc•M• .. • aot to aee.te • -,ortatl• 
order. 
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Al7 59.5 321 

latM to tdfSIIe Ct •1 1111 Mt cl.at.a• tMt •1 
gUp u relactaa to ..,.n:.tltUltJ 01' iatllalltlllty 
ftl' ..., • .._c of ttac.t MJ haft bela lllqally olt• 
t.ataM. la faot, •*• tile '" .. " ill tM c ... COil" 
alettMI Hltly of t1ae ra.,•l•t1a Mldtt.a4 pn•••• ill 
cu Uait•• lt.atu after Feltnuy 29, 1972, •• tiN nc• 
en of ll1a c.dctt. *ich .... I'Wlly Mldtttd, ... have 
put tiffl•ltJ ._ aecerc•taa wt e..U.ce tile re· 'P•••c MJ llllape to have t-.,re~a!d. 

F1aally 1 tiM "'P•••t clt'" dlat ll1a c.ut Ul 
..._ pl'!j ... H lily dill lti'.U.. <:e•••l lau cle!d 
As•a'ti •• ~"12 S47 u.s. 260 (19.54), -· W"fb w.Liiiitr,2 r.241 J.eli (D.c. til'. 1M3), 
u Zlt~lrlty ftw tld.l a.t•tl•• latla tf tiliNe cuea 
jaW~ln4 au .. whD wn c.cHeclly ..,_.1• .a 
wen ••:led dlecntl__, nllef fna ~actea. 
loth alt.. chall ..... the ••tal of 41Ueretteauy re· 
Uef • tile pt•l tllat tt.at••ta lty tiM Attoaey 
.....,..1 w pl'!w.ted * •••n <•. m Wtt'e•, cu 
Senlot) ln. rii:'MI • ialtp• hat i.ltcntS.nr,. dt• 
ttlldllati• u "'J'lrtd 1tJ tlllt .,u.cale replacl ... 
0. lpptal it -. INW cut tM tiatrict eowt l~tall 
haW~ 11- dMI aU.. • .,.ala:.it)' tt pl'tVe tMlr 
all ... tt.a tf pnjrl11 11t. 

1M pnt•t CUI1 ......... , U 4i.CMphiiD1e fna 
tefeUy .. AS?#• Tba fttp•hrt - f ... to lte 
•HBMlr '""s=' fer a4J•._t of ttac.. S.tace 
dlt ~- J nl .. t:M rn••••c :I.Mlialltle 
U a Mtt!l' tf law, M 1!"1: 11M- 1 .. 11'-1ty to 
!&!l'CiM ll1a 41leentl!a wltla 'tlllft c. tiM ~ppUcatt. 
ftl' .. J•C..t tf acatre. 'l'llllllnf...,, llle c 1 zot be 
c: .. ..._ .. to ...... pnJ•'Ia!d • n~p•••t'• .,uca· 
ct.. IH !'ret11f w. ISM• S4t u.a. 312, US (1954). 
'ftul •11 titaett••'IY nltef ftr wltlil t11a "'"••t 
.. f ... te IN tta&ltftily •llalltle -. Yel•ca., de• 
pac.we, .-d ucla w:upect tt tld.t nllef Cllle 'Mill'atlCift 
J ...... n11H ll1a 41HI'ett. Jl. ftm of tlae n..-d· .t. 

- 7 -
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Ce 1111 llu .-accerlH41 tiM t.lf.pat:la Judi•'• 
n'-1 to tftllluto pne•••..., u bpnd .. tly H&•, 
_. 11:11 nNal to :la,_ 8111lpee•a, u tuc. ... •n 
.,ucacuu f• ".U.Mnttea•l'J nu..r wen pnJula•· 
Ce w1 1a cMI'actedutia 1a facenect. Thou I'IMI..,ta 
~:elat .. to •teen wtl:lde tile Hope of t:M fwtanct• 
J .... '• jwf.l41cttea, •• U.nf•• lt.1l ... tall •n 
,.,., .. u a •ttu of "-• 

1'1111 peau to tentuce pnce•lf• u U,nvi._tly 
'lllpa lllll•p to U. liftricc Dlnccc, • 1a • •· 
fen ET PIC 1ffl.cu • '1M Dlatrict Mntto'lr llcUaM to 
.... fft tenilletia If tM Jftlet piDCIFtf ... (rr.t• 
Hl'tpt 1f IIIIU'a,, P• 1). AI a ....,, .. j .. f.dal 1fff.cer, 
tM tSTdantta J .... w ao ,,.u to anat t111e nltef 
1w...,. ~Y ce uel ....,c .,.. tM •tia of tlirll Dlltdct 
Dtncto~:. a c.r .a. 242.7; 11sw •f u '• 13 wr Dec. 
701, 703 (IIA 1971); ct. Mttg If Yl.lltgp•l!lyfUlo, 
13 1111 he • .51 (IIA 1 Ml). 

oa .r•• 27, lt72, eftu tiM......., biMI .._ ... 
p1etM, co .. el ..... that tiM fppfanct• J .... tuue 
.~, .... , ,.r .... c ce a c.r.a. 217.4(•)(2). The .-. .. 
peNia wen rnpt :Ia ..- to lfttda eri l&w ill 111p· 
port 1f dlla ru,atac'• •tia to t.,.fMCe tU pnclld• 
:lap 11 bpnri..,.tly IIIIa-. Siace tlirll ••,•••• nlated 
to a •t._ tiiAt tlirll «Wpatila j .... 111M M puar t1 
MUiMr, btl n-.1 to liRe tiM 1 I p••·• WI pnpar. 
s .. '''Elk v • .r '7711• 27S r.2.a 41S (5 ctr. 1960); 
Mitts If •"'''"•· 13 1M Dee. ,., (IIA lHt). 

If eM ne,•t•t W _,. a nfflatat ......... tllat 
Ulepl acta toek plaee wtcll zdpt llaw ta:lated evt
dtace .-at t11r11 llllluilll. er u lie W utlltlullld a 
pd.M facie CAll 1f pnJ•'cFiat, .. ...td 110t llaw to 
defer to a coat, 1Mit nt.MI' ...td I' •• tbe pnceed• 
:1ap ce • •STdantta J..,. • futhft Marilla. ra 
UlaCI, 1111• IYft, tile 11 .. 11 ia Ntle of tile l'elpNI .. t 1 I 
COIII't acetal nlate to hit acc..,c to cllall-.• the 

.. I .. 
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Diltri.ct Dlncter'• aelat• to l11• • onar to Sa C.••· Detelldutiaa nlatilll to eM liltdct Dine• 
tft'1• aeilia to 1utlt11Ce ..,.natl• ,nc ... iaaa an 
ut ,..- n • to .. t.ctl•• 

We are •t fti(Gr .. to •lay hpanatia p~a 
c. all• c• n.,••••t to ,. ... collateral r_..1 .. 
ia till c...c:a. Mates of .,.1, 13 Uri Dec. 171 (IIA 
1969). The .U of jutice an Nat ~~~ned 1ty laliat• 
1q 'lllpta a .,,,.,. naol.cta of die a+l•iltntlve de• 
pertaU.. pneaadt•p. ..._ld tiM oo11atual cllall-.e 
x lila •tad ... .,.. tiMt cc.cl•t. of tM fapanatla 
p~MM4tap, tile all• ctNld data .,1y· c. tM liltrict 
DU'eoar for a at.ay of deport.atia p •• .,., c:M ..cc.e 
of ld.l otiMr lf.U,.cta, _. 1111 Clft14 aMk nvt• of a 
f11i1l of nell • atay ia t1r1e fl11ra1 C4MII'ta. rata ., .. 
pr11oela abould affori • lppOI'Mi.ty foray n•p•d•t 
wlth a MritorU. clata a .,.......... adl dptl, wile 
aot pnft.4ial • excxa -...un of •lay fft' t1M11 wbo 
ia I'Nlity Hek aotldaa •n• We -t ellenton ._,. 
c• n.,..._c'• •t'- tlult • •fft' ov tleeiiU.. 

Ia a lettll' to tM cwnm of tile Joan of Iaaip•· 
tlcla Appe&ll datH lew II U 16, 1973, CO'.Hl U,ftiiH 
hil _... • ._ tllat • he# ap:Md to iafen ada Gf 
wr decill• a aat1 •tia a •tu pdor to r ... dal 
• tllcilta • tiM •dta. C:a n nl -. iafonef 1ty a 
latar ute4 lo'W 1 u 20, 1t73 tlaat ••h • _..rac.d· 
.tea wu tacernct. 

Coaull bad ..n U. HWJD -• ia wtd.ch to pn· 
pan fer oral aa rat • U. llllitl of tM cue. He 
vu iafoned ia adr•c• of oral AZI a r t t t.y telaphane 
_. latter, _. apia at oral aq •t, tllet we be· 
U.e98d 1M W •fflci•t tt. to pl:lplft •• tbat we 
apecte4 111 1 rat • ella Mriu. It -. _. clur to 
c...,.l at Ol'a1 •••• t that lty not ll'piq a the 
-.rita he wu tllctaa tile I'Uk, 1f the declat. oa hil •tl• _, MII'M, t:Mt lie walt not han a further 

- 9 -

2131 



Al7 595 321 

opportwlty to arpe. CCM•eel tadicated tbat he fully 
••ntood our po~~1t1oa (Tr••crtpt of oral ar~t, 
p. 13). le declfaed ara-•t oa thl •dtl aad atated 
that he would rely iutud oa b.t1 extllldve brief 
(Tr••cdpt of oral arsa•t, P• 47). 

II. DEPOITAIILm 

The nspoadlllt 11 cllarpd ••r 1ectioD 24l(a)(2) 
trltb hams r.a:faed :I.D tbe vatted State~ after tbe 
up:l.ratt .. of hia a\ltbodaed 1tay a• a n•t•tar•t. 
The re.,..._t '• autborilat:I.GD to rw•:la ta the Vatted 
State• •4ed aa february 29, 1972, 1:Mat tbe Diltl'ict 
Director, 1a tile eurcile of ducntioD ,_.._.t to 
8 c.r.a. 242.5, araated tbl n.,--.t tbe pdri.leae of 
departtas YOl•tartly • or before March 15, 1972. Tbe 
D:l.etl'lct Director'• d:l.ecntloaary actioa did aot exteed 
the period of tu Rlfoa"-t 11 authodHd etay, aor clid 
it n1ton b1a to a lawful llGitf•tarat etatua the n· 
lpCIIl._t r_.iaed a.n •rely at tbe 1afferaace of the 
Dtatr:l.ct Dlt•ctor. llttter of K!JO!d, lateria Decilicm. 
2273 (IIA 1974); Matter of 9fllan•, Iatad.a Deetdoa 
2177 (IIA 1972). !/ 

Oa llareb 6, 1972, thl Diltr:l.ct Director revoked tbe 
r..,_...t 1 

• prbUeae of vol•tary dtlpartue punuaat 
to 8 c.r.a. 242.S(c). Tbil n11latioa a11owt a Diatrict 

·······-·········-·-·-·----------------------······-·----!f Tbe d:l.tcntioaary paat of vo1•tary departure wader 
8 c.r.R. 242.5(b) 1hould aot be c•fued trt.tb act1011 
that a Dietrict Director .. y take UDder 8 c.r.l. 
214.1(a) to ext•d tbe period of a DGDt.iaraat'• 
ntbltdad atay pu1._.t to aa appUcatioa .... by 
a .. u.t.ar•t ••• autbodaed 1tay hae DOt yet 
apired. We caDIIlOt apee trltb 1...-..e oa paae 3 
of tile t.ill'at:l.oa Juds•'• optaioa wb:l.cb :I.Ddicatea 
that the p:atta1 of tbe pdvileae of volwatary 
-,utul'e lily tbe Diltl'ict Director exteoliH the 
period of the re•p•ul•t '• autborf.led •tay. 
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Dlnctor to revob ftl•tar'J ..,lltlii& II'IDted .Ur 
8 c.r.a. 242,.5 widlrut aottce 1f he ueertafu tblt the 
~pplicatf.• fft .. l•ta'J •"•rtue ..._ld 110t u .. 
-.. P'Mted, 'ftae nplatl•• fttt •• a.tMrlty ia the 
loud to r•ri• nell a nwocatt•. See 8 c.r ,1. 242,5 
(c); a c.r.a. 3,l(b). n. decl•U. to revoke a P'•t 
of vol•tary Mplr'cue lad futltate deportat:I.OD pro
ceedS~~&• 11 a •ttu of pnHCUtol'ia1 41rcretila wblch 
11 tMitd .. die Jean'• juildlctt.. latt'hlf&if"ed, 
npn; Me lattg tf !tm'•, 13 WI Dec. lA 
1971); llllttu tf 91Ume, npra. TIM r•ep••t '*l· 
ut claia Cllat lie wa ta•ctd to re••ID put relmilll.ry 
29, 1972 1tJ 01 snat of wl•tary d,.ucun, eiace at 
tM tiM tM Dlltl'iet lil'ec:tft pate4 tllat prtrileae, 
a l&ucla 1, 1972, tiM n••••t ud already r-iaM 
1•s•r of ll1l - wlltila, 

The pn~at cue ca ... dlltiapialllllld fr. Mlcctr 
of llCfn, latula Decllia 2230 (ItA 1973), 'l'bat cae• 
dealt witll • all• wllo bad IMta tdld.tttd u a .. t.f.. 
P'•t stwllat tH a ft_. pulod of tW.. lefor• the 
-~ ltay 11M apln4, tlae Dt.ttl'ict Dtnctft at• 
t..,t .. to 11re..U11 dill all•'• ••t.t.rrat eblldlat 
etata lad to cllaqe 1Wa wader eecti• 241(a)(2) u a 
ac:.twtpat wllo r•eillfld 1-..r t1111a pend.tt4Hl. We 
held tMt tu Dletdet Dlrecter liH ao autt.rity to 
11nftlte" a --~t ltaS., If the Dt.etdct Dine• 
tor HUe,.. tblt the all• 'NI Ylolatlq the coa41tlCIIll 
of ••u.ianat etatu, lie , .... 1d uwe ialtltat .. 41· 
portatl• pncaadiap uMer 1ectila 24l(a)(9) for failure 
to •iata1a aa~t 1tat., 'l'H Dt.ltdct Dtnctor1a 
other opttca •• to walt •til the all•'• atllor:laed 
atay bad ~~ptr-4 ad ct., if tM alia faile4 to clepart, 
to futt.Rte d"ortatila pnc•ltap ••r Netta 241 
(a)(2) ... .,_ the ali• '• laari1l1 r .. laed 1-.pr than 
pend.ttH, 

The reep•-t'• 11tuat1•, ....... r, 11 quite dif• 
fer•t. Iii •tllerin4 1tay •JIIIIind • lunary 29, 
1972. At that poillt Ita loet h1l lawful .._,.P'IIlt 
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statu. II ..... -.. ill the Uait .. Statu Mnly u a 
-,OI'tatlle aU• w laM ..._ pated the clilcnt10D.ary 
'1'1Y11e1e of ••Jil'tila ta1uatar11y puraa..t te a c.r.a. 
242.5. Tile dleil:l• •Clift or Mt to pat Nluatary 
dlpere.n ..... I c.r .a. 242.5, Ol' to ntllb ncb ttrhi• 
1• tMe a:r-te41 il a Mtter witlda tiM sole tilcretiOD. 
of eM Diltl'iet Dt.neter. Wa caelwle tllat clepcrrta .. tU.ty 
••• Mltia 241(a)(2) of tiM Act Mil M.a ettaltl11bed 
by •.t•ee tlilat 11 clear, c•viactas aa41 .. ..Utacal. 

III. lLIJDlLM lOll AIUVSIMii 01 STATUS 

Tile r•lf•••t llppl1M for •J•C..t of 1tatu •der 
••ct1• 24.5 of tiM Act. Ia order to lhlw elta1 .. 111ty 
fer •J•.._t of 1tatu, • al:le ...c eatalt1:llb tbat 
llle ... Dlpecta41 IH U.S.ttM or paroled f.ato tile Ualted 
States, tlaat IIIII :l• e1ta1 .. 1e to recdN a *•fp•t vila, 
tll.at he 11 1tt111 .. 1e to tile U.lte• Statu fer ,nn•••t 
n~:l .. ce, •• tlllt • ~t 'fila 11 'lr"tatlly 
antlule. Stace Mjuaa=..t of statu :11 a 'l'ldlep, 
tile •11• 11M tM ~~w•• of .. cu11111Jas ld.1 elta:lUUty. 
8 c.r.a. 242.17(d); v. ~ 40t r.241 132 
(9 Clr. lt6t); S•"'Ja •• Jll, 41.5 r.241 1096 (t Clr. 
1969). 

The t•tP'attoa j .... f..t tllat tile n., .... t •• 
aot a+etll1 .. 1e t1 tile Ullltecl Statal fer psrnr••t red• •c• bee .... IIIII WI en1wlaltle -.r 1ectl• 212(a)(23) 
of the Act u •• wtao had "• o.arictecl of v1olattas a 
law nlatfaa to the UU.c:lt ,.111111oa of Mrt.laun.a. 
Sect1• 212(a)(2S) ,nvldll fee tile ezc1 .. 1ea of: 

ltay •11• • hu Mea. eeavlc:ted of a d.ola• 
tloD of, or a couplncy to .to late, ay law or 
replat:l• nlattas to tha 1ll1c1t ,otHII1• of 
or traffic ta aarcottc dJ!'UII or MrlbMift& • • • • 

A cert1fie4 copy of a record ef cOD.YlctiOD. WI placed 
ta e.t .. ce, •howiat tltat • lo,_.er 28, 1968, tbe re• .,_._t pl..Ud pt.lty ta tile Kary1eb01le Kl.littratel 1 
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c.un: (lallald) to a cbua• of h&villa • -..n\UI drus, 
c ula ruia, 1a ld• poa ... tt.. w1tbout Hilla duly 
authod.aed (Ia. 10). '1M ldt1tll ttatute wblcla lae ric· 
lated w.s a.platt. S, l*lallh• Drup (Jo. 2) lepl.a
tloaa, Dlll•I'WI Dr:up Act of 1965. Cop1u of the 
ldt1th ttatute .U npl.at'-a wn 1atn4uced u 
lllaltlit 11. '1M pertiaat ttatutory pnriliou are: 

Dlqen. Dnp Act 1965, Secttaa 1: 

Tile *-1• to 111li.cll tll1a Put of th1t Act .,u.. an r• op1•, coca leave•, poppy• 
ati'Mr, c 1 aitla, c r af.l nata •• all pnp· 
arattGM of 111li.ch c•aala rea~ foma tha 
u... 

A periCIIl IMll aot lte ill '""'''- of 
a aq •1•• Ill 11 .-cally 10 utlloriled 
01' ... 1' tldl leplatt.., 10 u.c .... 01' 
•tbor1Md u a • 11hr of a poup, aor other· 
wf.H tba 1D accon.tce wf.tll the pi'091tical 
of tbeee ... ulatioa1 Md, 1D tile cue of a 
penoa U.c..- or atlwd ... u a arL,er 
•f a lftllfl, Witll tiM telal •• coadlttoa• 
of h11 Uceace or lftllfl atbodty. 

The nlpCil•t U. .._t&:H thAt till rec:on of cOD· 
nct1• nlatu to Ida <fi••cript of bead.as, ,. 30). 
hMI'thelell, the nepGBciOFlt coat•a tbat h11 ccariction 
cloe1 ut place Ida wf.tbfa tbl excluiiea pi'Ori.li• of 
111cttoa 212(a)(2S) laec ... • (1) the lrit1th ltatate uader 
whicb he wu ooancted did aot ~n ... na, •• 
(2) CRTHU ftliD 11 ut ,._rthuM111 witbia tbe auaiDg 
of .. ct1aa 212(a)(23). 

AI to thl caatoattoa npriiaa ... na, it buill• 
taiaed by ce•• .. l ill b11 brief that a biaocular• c111e 
c•taiaiD& c-oil n11D •• f.-4 f.D the r81'pondn.t' • 
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boule, Wt that tM rupoaclat laM llO Jraw1edp of the 
pruace of the q (iqpcadeat11 1tdef GD .,.al, 
p. 54J TrmecU,t of burial, P• 11). le p1eHecl 
pllt)' t C-.. 1 1110101, MCDIO l.Mir. of lraolr1eqe W.l 
aot a clef-... to a pneecutioll 184ft the Dllqeroue 
Drup Act of 1965 (1'1:1UCl'ipt of on1 •~1 ••t, P• 46). 
'l'Mnfon, os Tad clat., tlae nlpGildeat'• plea of 
pllty we • Mllietila •1y of pllylical a.uol of a 
'bllloculan aee wltiob pnvecl to ccatalll a daqorou 
cine (l.e.,ca-.t11 brief • 1ppu1, p. 62). ecn.eel 
aquae t:Mt U. n.,.-.c did aot Mld.t _, kaGIW1eclse 
of t• ...... pn1eace, •• tbat he tbenfon would aot 
cc.e ritllta U. cla .. of pelriiM ._ Cclqnll rithed 
to esc~ ... llr tectlca 212(a)(2S). 

Tlae pnrill_. of MCtlea 212(a)(23) wen lllt_..d 
to deal rith forelta u wll u "-11tlc ccav1ct1••· 
See Matts of~· 10 161 Dec. 261 (IIA 1HS), aff1d, 
9af4ot •• ~ ~4:i.2d 179 (2 Cl~. 1963); cf. s. a.,. 
Jo. 1515, I lit c.q.' 2cl ..... 410 (1950). ... .... 
18cler fetlen.l J.a, ill cmlu' to 'H carictecl of the cd.
of pot .. Hl• of ..na.a •• -t haft awle41p or 
inteat to ........ 21 u.s.c. .... Tille ... 11 t'r:'Ue 
w.de1r the 1• of thl Diltdct of Co1\llllt1e, Upittcl State! 
v. wears, 4.51 r.2c1 125 (D.c. ct~. 1972), u well u the 
1• of t1ae Yilt •JOI'lty of etat••· See -.c., 91 A.L.a. 
2d 110, 121 et 1441• (1963) aut npp1--tl. '.l'hll'efore, 
lt 11 fal~ to etate that ta eaacttaa IICtloa 212(a)(23), 
Coapue cllcl aot illtacl to excl.Ue poneu wlto •~• •
tlre1y •••• tiiMat a pi'Hlbited nbttace wu ill their 
,.. .... t.a. Cf. vaga •· ll•••u. 237 r. a.,. 212 
(S.D. tal. 1964); *ttt( of .. , 13 161 Dec • .569 (IIA 
1970) • Stace tile n.,..dat bu ~liNd a ll~tlfiemt 
qu.eetlaa npri:tq tM llaowleclp l:eCfUUI It of the 
Britbh etatute, w uli••• cut • lll....,th diiCUIIiOD 
of tbe ll'itllla 1• 11 wn:•ted • 
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A. IM!lse l!!nltrs qt of ldtitll St!Wte, 

~ biltory of the lrittab ~ relattac to tllesal 
peiHIIi• of *'II 11 tl'lite tavehed. ~ The udielt 
r.,artM •ecuioa nlattaa to tt01HIIi• of Uv.s• :1.1 
L. •• , [lMOJ Crill. L. lev. 633. la tltat 
a.., ..._, wn fa ••• a tile tr k of a car pa:rkecl 
ouut•• a ._.,, a W1eh tke clefea._t wa uretted. 
Tbe cleftue WI tllat be 11M bornwe.d tiM car fna a 
&t•d aa. 24 bawn eadiu _. .., ••,.r• of tbe 
pna•c• ef tiM -.... 'l'be tdal covt c.ticted tbe 
defea._t, INt t.M Ceut of Crlaf•al AppNl reftnecl, 
hoUma tlillt t1111re .., aot a11ff1c1•t etitllace of cOD
acto.~~ ,.. .... t• of thl aua to 10 to tbe jury. Siace 
it wu c.ceded lty tlla proaecutiOR at trial that kaowl· 
"a• .,.. a aec"HI'J •1-c ef the cr!M, tbf.l cue 
deN aot llalp pMtlJ ta clarifJ'-1 tile lesal 411fta1ti-. 
of po ... IIUat .... 9el' t •e CCIM.tator Ml DOted tllat 
11U tile 1• t_. to 1IIHk retller lily ..,cripttc. tbla by 
uftaitt. tile cue 11 s..,on.t u • 1llutntl01l of 
a fact ... ttatloe ....... a ,.noa wa he14 DOt to 'H ill 
potHIIie." A. ow., Dlqei'OUI Dnti••Pu1NI101l, Tbe 
lew Llw J....-1, Sept~•r 28, 1972, at 144. 

Ia Ltckr!r v. ""' [1966) 2 All E.l. 653 (Q.I.), 
tiM ftnt Mly report• c&H, a lllottl• ctataiams 
taltleta wu diacowered ia tbe a..t••all wlalcb tbl de• 
f..t•t ... eaft'1'-1• TM tallllau wre f .. d to be a 
prohilllitad 41na. The def•._t adllitte41y wa nan 
that 1be wu ill pollud-. of tbe 'bottle •• tbat the 
l»ottle c•tata .. taltletiJ however, abe claiMcl that a 
frt•d .... st.,. tbe kttl• to hft' to look after •d 
tut •be Ilia aot ....., •t the taltlet• were. TM trial 

--------···········---------·-·--·-·····------------·--··· 'J) there wen Hveral pnd.ec•••r• to the DID.serou 
Dr:qe Act of 1965. lowter, tillce the provit1GD• 
relatma to poaae .. t-. an aearly 1d•tical, no 
cliltillctl• ltetwe.- th• will be Mde ill the fol· 
lowtDs d1acuat1on. 
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court cGGclacled that the wu :Ia ._tborlud poaaelliOil 
of a pnblbited G'ul, •twitu••tas tt. fact that abe 
llipt aot laave laao.e Oat tile tUleta the bad were tuch 
a pl'Obibited *-~• The cleflllldlllt wu pna leave to 
lfpeal lun: OCIIlftC!tiCIIle 

OD .,.al, the q..•a Jach Dirill• auatailled the 
caavicti•, bol4Uq dlat wtl1le it wa UCUUI'J for the 
pro1eout:loa to ..... dlat tiM dlfa._t laa• tbat abe had 
tU at'ticlea wbicla twnecl out to be a U.S, it wu aot 
uace11ary tbat abe ..... lei laaow ill fact tbat tbl at'ticlea 
wen a clr'q ...a a G:ua of a puticulal: cllaracter. Ill the 
cwne of b1l .,tal•, Lord Parker radued tile follow• 
Dl aotable clicttlat 

Ia., jwl ... t, IMfore oae COMI to • coa· 
l:lclentlaa of a aeceaaity fer ... na or, u 
it 11 •-tf.Ma Hid, a cautderatt• of •ta.r 
tbe replatiCIG t,.oaecl • aiMiolate UabUity, 
it 11 of C: .... aeceiiUJ to CCIGI14ft poiiUI{CIIl 
it.Mlf. la ., j .... It, it 11 .... te cleat' that 
a pan. c:-.ot 1M Hid to be ill ,_ .. ••1• of 
... al'ticle wbic:h he ar 1M dou aot naliae 
11, or MY IN, 1a Mr badbq, :lD ber rOCIIl, or 
iD 10M ot&.r place over wbf.ch alw bu coatrol. 
Tbat, I abDuld laave t~kt, 11 al .... tary~ if 
ICIMtldas wn tt,acl tato ••'• 'llluut .n ... 
bad aot the ,.._.t aot1• it wa then at all, 
•• c:oald Mt poHf.bly be Hid to 'M :la po11e1· 
Ilea of lt. !/ 

Lord Parker also referred to the C..adiiD caae oi 
ktpt v. L., [1957) s.c.a. 531, 1a which t.be •Jority 
of tbe ~upr.-e Court of c .. ada coacluild uader a tillilar 
atatute that •• who bu pbyaical J01•••1• of a pack· 
ase wbich he believes to c .. tatD a harale11 a~taace, 

!/ (lt66) 2 All E.l. at 655. 
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but which in fact ~tain• a urcotic drq, c-ot be 
caavicted of beiq 1a ,. ..... tea of tbe flnl. Lord 
Parker e~prua .. d:laqr•••••t w:lth thia dw lllCI qreed 
:lutead v:lth a.. fta .. tins jut:lcea in IM!!r. 

Ia !a. v. S!d.tll, (1966) CrW. L. lev. 558, the cle
f•••t wa cea'lf.cee• of ,oaHsl~ a aq f.-d in a 
noa at a ...... vllllare lhl •• l:lnq. Tlw tr:lal judse 
bad Wti'UCte• tM jury tbat it VU MCIIHry for: the 
pntecutiaa to .... tlult tile uf•cllnt lived in the 
ftlla -· ''W a C411 IINI intentt in it 10 tbat lbe CCIIl• 
trolled all tbe tht•a• that wen ill it of •Y atpifi· 
caMe. 11 'l'be CClll'lf.ctiOD •• quubad by tbe Court of 
crt.taal Appeal, wblch held that the jury aboulcl bave 
baa dineted to ciee:lde vhltber the def•dlat IIMv of 
the drat •• if ao tlhether • bad poaHiataa or c:CIIl· 
trol of it. 

In the cue of DfJ.!t, (1967) Cr1rr. L. lev. 125, the 
clef•._t ,.,ealed fna a coaricti• for: potHtdaa of 
a• yJ.f.l ad the bpHitia of a thne•,.ar ••tace. 
Re clat.ed a belief that tbe l~ltiBCI be po11111ed •• 
• l':adia cuU.ury hen rather tha • -.,.nu c~n~. 
The Covt of CrJMful Appeal acc1pted the idea that for 
the .. c.c. to have a rati_.l f .... tiaa tblre ..,t 
'lte cOBriacta& evicllllce that the clefeact.t lalw be vo 
CUI'JUI c r •J.f.l ratlalr tea.. curry ,_.r. The court 
cOBclwled, ..,.!!I', tbat the evi ... ce fully l•tif:lecl 
the trial j'I:MI.p11 rejectioa of the def.-t 1 eapliDA• 
tiOD of taoceac:e ad alao juttif:led tbe W,OI:lt:l011. of 
the MVeP .. taee. 

The lllwle of Lora coad4fte4 for the fir1t tille the 
type of kawl.Mp l'tllllU:lred for caadct:l• of the atatu· 
tory off ... of flru& p"aealioa ill Wtper v. Metrotol&SR 
Police C1 '•t11t!J, (1968) 2 All E.l. 3.56 (B.L.). 1ft 
that cue, the dehadatt'• •• •• ltapped 'lty police lad 
two pareela wen fota\CI, ODe caatailltas bottle• of per:· 
t.e ad the other CCIIltaillills 20,000 aphet-.f.De aulphate 
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tal»lett. 'fbe def-.4•t cla:I.Md that he 1old pHfwle 
u a 1141al:lae _. tMt be IHtltew• Mcb packqea, which 
bad IHtta left for Ida at a cafe, ccmtained pert... The 
jWJ WI :laltnct .. t:Ut tM •t••t WI pUty if he 
bad c•trol of the box 11bf.cb iD fact tuned out to be 
full of sllet•f"'• ad tbat hb cla:la of lack of knovl· 
_.. wu to be c•dftl'ed aely iD llitiaattcm of ••t•ce. 
Both the trial judp ad the jury expre11ed the opf.Dion 
that the defedaRt kaew that the parcel coataf.Ded the 
drup, althoup thil fiadiaa Rl BOt DfCIIIary for COn• 
vlctioa. '1'he defe41at WI cODvicted ad the Court of 
Appeal afftmect. IL v. !erper, [1967) 3 All E.l. 93 
(C.A.) • 

Orl 11fPeal to dae .,..e of Lordi, there were only two 
pofatl • 11bf.cll tile ftw jutf.CII could qree: (1) tbat 
u per Lerd Pan•'• dicta fa ~er, a perND doe• 
Dot po11e11 IOMtldal 11bf.cb 11 ii;l;ed f.Dto hi• cootrol 
etirely wf.tiiiMt ld.l ....,l ... e, ad (2) that tl'le ., .. 1 
1.a "'PM lllilftl• 1te •tlllliH•• Aa to tM -tal ele• 
.. t aece•IUJ to CCIIIlvlct a- of poeaeut•, the fn· 
dhidu.l jutlcel tolk dhene approecbn. 

tor• Glaut felt tllat t:M ptollcwt1• .. t abow that 
the aecUHd bad lcaowleclae t:Ut be pot ... Hd tbl packaae 
or bottle which c•tafaM tt. avp. Acccmliq to thb 
vtw, a penoa ella• to be :Ia pHHid• of a packaae 
will be •••cl to alto potHII ttl c•t•tt. lJ 

Lori llln'll ezprea1ed the opmloa tl'llt a per•• poa· 
••••" the otateata of a CODtaiaer •• be 1.1 kaowf.qly 
f.a coatrol of that ooatamer 1D cirensuac• ill wbJ.cb 
he ud the oppor~ty, llhetlaft availed of or Dot, to 
clilcowr the eaat•ta. II 

------------~-------------------··-·····-··----·-------ll [lt68) 2 All 1.1. at 314•85. 

II Id., at 375. 
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01'1. tile other U.cl, Lon Peuce ad Lon vtlltedorca 
ltetla th ... that a pen• oodcl aot lte aalcl to l»e ill 
,.. .... u. ef tM coateata of a packaa• if be wt en
tlftly •• nan of tMM c•t•ta• 'l"'lae two juatlcea 
coaclu.4M tbat pt:OOf ttlat a penoa lii:Miwiqly poaaea1ed 
a pack•a• nf.Mcl a atreaa !afueace tbat be allo lmev 
t• CODteata; bowwer, tile dlf.._t aboulcl l»e allowed 
to aaMrt in bil def ... t'Mt be bU ao lllllowledp of, 
or wu aaw.laely lliatakWl u te, tt. acblal CClllteata or 
their illicit utwe, 1M ncel9e4 t.,.. ialocatly, •• 
tbat he IMlcl u nea•ule oppol't.Wlity atace ac41fUil't.q 
tbe paokaae to -.ofllll!at hfnelf wltb itl CODteata. Jj 

Piaally, Lord Reid took tbe viw that the atatute 
requlnd the pn~ecutiClll to •ro•• facta froa WJ.cb the 
JUI'J eoalcl Safer that tbe dlflll4at lmw tlaat be bad a 
probil»ite4 4rq ta bf.l ,.. .. .,t •• lJ) Lord leicl al10 

----~-----·-···----·---------·-·-···-------···-----------Id., at SU•to, 3ts·M. Lon Pearee further atlted 
tut "* ten 1,otNida1 11 aatf.lff.ed by a lalCJIIfl .. 
"• oe.ly of the ailtace of the tbtq itaelf llld 
not ita qualitiea, •• that iporace or llf.atake u 
to itt .-all tin 11 aet Ill acue. 11 Icl., at 388. 
Tile !ati'Muctioe. of th11 ••z••t ·~llflf.cal dia· 
ttactf.oe. bet••• ''ktad11 •cl 11.-J,ittea wa the 
aubject of crf.tict• by com•tatora. See ••I• 
D. Miera, The Hatalll .... t Ia Jrua Offt!Dcll, 20 
lor. Ir.L.Q. 370, S80 (1969); A. OweD, Dlqeroua 
Dnp••POIIelliOD, Tbe Jew Law JOIII:'Dil, Septfllllllter 
28, 1972, at 144, 145. llowver, it ebould be noted 
that Lord Pearce felt tbe queatioa of wlaetber a 
dlffer~ece ta qualltlet •rauata to a dlffenace tn 
ktad 1111 a Mtter for a ja.ry a 1110uld probably de· 
ci.. it .... tbly in favour of tbe aeautaely innocent 
hut aadatt the pilty." [1968] 2 All 1.1. at 388. 

Id., at 367. 
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~Ugelted tlaat: 11 1a a caae like this Parli•••t, if 
cCIIlnlted, Pi&bt tldak it ript to t.:ader the Gil WI of 
proof 1o tM.t • acC\IIH 110ald ban to prowe tbat be 
aeltiMr ...., aor bad •Y n••• to IUiflact that be bad. 
tiM pnldlttted dna :1a 1111 ,. ..... toa. • • • " 111 Lord 
Peuce put forth a aiallar l'lleltiOD. .W 

With the exoept1• of Len Quat, the juattc•• ex· 
pl' .... d • opiafa dlat tlut clil'ectl.aa to the jury atven 
by tile trtal CCNI't IIH lie• defect:l.we. W lewertheleaa, 
Lena hicl, Peuce, _. WUberfOI'CI t.elieved tbat die ••· 
f_,lllt I I ltOI'J ftl&riiD& lack of liluwle4ae WU 10 pre• 
p01ter01111 tbat ao ruaODable jury eout• bave acquitted 
hf.a, aad tbat tllilnfore ao :f.ajutice 11M lMe doae. W 

rra tbe fonao:taa cltacuaillll, it 11 •wt•t that a 
.. jadty of tM cout, eeuiattaa ef l.al'dl leld, PNI'ce, 
•d wtlbel'force, 'Mlieted tbat there na a luHtllltlal 
bowled&• n?nin••t for c-.YictiClll of ,.. ... 11011 of a 

------·············---------------------------------····-1!1 Icl., at 367, 

W "It would, I thtDk, be an t.prow .. t of a cl:lffi• 
nlt polttlla if Padi••t were to .uct tbat vbell 
a perHD bu CMlerabip or plw1tical po11111icla of 
clnp be ailllall be piltJ UDlela be prove• • a 
ballllca of the pi'ONb:llltie1 that be wu •-n 
of their aatue or had reaaca•l• uewae for their ,. ..... t.. . . ... Id., at 390. 

W Id., at 370, 375, 391, 395. 

1!1 Id., at 370, 391, 395. s .. Secttaa 4, CriPJDal 
A,pul Act of 1966. Lord Monti took the vln that 
althoqb the jury :laatnctl• •• faulty, tbe ad
llitted facti Houpt the def••t witb:la hie defi· 
uitlOD of pollalliOD, thereby jutify:lag dbll111al 
of the appeal. [1968) 2 All E.R. at 375. 
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ctaaaeroua drug. 'l'be fnfereaee tbat ponetlloa of a 
pack•• ••t po .... lfAD of ttl coat•tl could be re• 
~Matted by tile 4efaul•t 1f be railed 1'*t~t:f.al doubt 
tMt u kaw tbe ceateatt; tbb could be doae either by 
lbc:N:Ial tbat be Md ao dpt to o,• the packaae aDd no 
reatOD to ...,.ct its contents to be illicit, or by ahow· 
1ng tbat be wu geulllely ld.ltlken •• to the contetta end 
bad no r ... oaable opportunity to Aleertaill wbat they were. 
See D. Mlera, Tbe Natal ll._t Ill Drq Off•cq, 20 Nor. 
Ir.L.Q. S70, S89•90 (1969). The Mjority viw 1n Wmer, 
tba, wu the JrewaiU.na illterpntatic:a at the t:l.M of 
tile n.,..4eat 1 CCMdcttGn ill 1968. 

The cat•• vld.dl w.re decided after !U!U coafim. 
tile exiltece of a ttlbae.t:f.al kuwled&e r..U.r•••t 
for cadetS. of poe ... li•• In L. v. ••dott, (1971] 
1 All Eolo 595 (C.A.), tU def ... Mt pOIIqHd a p•lmife 
with .._ a•• ef c 7 ebb • the bla41e. Oil ., .. 1 
fna the 41ef••••t' 1 ceadctlGD, the Court ef Appeal bald 
that, 1R orcler to ettablf.lb •l•M poiHiaioa of c.-abil, 
the prolec11t1• bacl to 1hft that the defte._t mew or 
had reuGD to k:DGW that a forei.p .....,UDce wu on the 
lcaife. '1'be cGUI't DOted that aothf.na laid in Wean ne
peed tbe IUICMiity for I\ICh pnof of kawleclp. !be 
c•ricd.• .., _.bed. 

1a 1a.. "• tn•a•, (19701 cn.a. L ... .,. 642, t111 •f•••t bad 1 bottle ta b11 poiiMilaa wlalcb a.atdlled 
hie ea.ub ptlll aleq with,_. ..,betMiA11• the 
lattet: beillt I pl'Ohiltl.tH drua• He claf•ded oa tbe 
~caul Qat tbe a.pbetMUII bad bMa pl'llcribed for 
bil wife, _. tbat 1he _,t llave pt tbla in hil bottle 
'by llittlb; CCIIl....-tly, Ill cl.d.Md, be bad no k:Dowl• 
••• tltat tile zlllllt•••• wre then. U. tr:f.al J*'le 
dlncte4 tllllt 1f t:M ••a.t llaowinllr ,.. ...... the 
lilottle Ill allo potHIHd tbe ccateatl, _. the j_, re• 
twne4 a pf.lty vefttet. 'l'tae Coart ef ..., .. 1 natained 
tbe appeal, 1tat1a& tltat tbe jUI')' dinetl• •• wnq 
ltec•n the eire ·c.c .. wn cc..,ll'ole to thole wbere 
a «<nc -.. au., .. uto a pence '• pocket or bq wltbcNt 
bit k:Dwl•d&•· 
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Ill L, v. Fsz=•, [1970) Cr:f.a. 1.. lev, 277, the 
clefa._t we c:a.tcted of pdMialOil of c ... b:l.a. The 
facta .... aed at trial...,,_. tbat tbe n.,•••t Ud 
ceua to t.elf.eft tlat dte p1cuae be ..., canytq con· 
taiatcl a pnla0ite4 .... t•c:•. 'l'hl trial Judte dlncted 
that "if dul penoa wn to ncebe tbe pacbp tader 
dl'<'• IU.Ctl ....._.~ it wul.d be clear to ay ptnCill 
of miaary CUll mlil JIOM tllat it ..... t Wll C.taia 
eitbc dr 'II' or .... od~H an:lcle wiW:II CN&bt aot to 
be Ia &Cl'tl~Rloa tlla Mft. fact t:Ut it codd aot be 
,.._ tllat t ... carrier •• t ... aact coat•t• would 
aot pn ... t b1a fJ:Ca 'baial pUty • • • the aere fact 
tbat tM pretec11tt• ~t ....., that hi liD• the aac:t 
uture of tile .._ w.ld 'IIOt Mttfl' f.f lte did ..., that 
the pMkep ld.Pt; wll .,.tala ._ piOllbitM an:tcle 
... u Ia fact it U4l e.cata a pnllaUilt .. -.." o. 
.,,,,1 it WI uld that, • tlllll facti of tM c ... , tJae 
dincd.la wa •••••te• n. C..t ef ••al ••••r"d 
t:Mtr u.n. •Jorlty 91• 1a •·g WI tllat •• COIIld 
Mt ~afely ........ t1111 eff-.ee u 1Nol11ter .... -cal 
el .... t, or Mjlltbe telt, ldlltt llaw to 1te .,u.ed." 

la -t "• JWllf, [lHt) 1 All 1,1. 347 (1,1..), 
tiM 1ou1 ef I..w aul..deled t ... ..-ct. of •tber 
a J.aaa.n .... luM ao .... led&e tlMlt C I 6il .... 'betas 
.-llM a Ilia pr.iMI ewld H c•.tct..s for llltiq 
c•c:•n.ed 1a eM su 11 01 t ef , .. -..., Utd for t1ae 
1rakt .. of ca..W. wiler eectf.• 5(b) of tlla ._,.nw 
Bcwp Act of lt65, n. Cftl't11 laeldial t ... t tM COil• 

vf.ctila elilllw14 1te pM&ted IWIIM • tlt.e 1110Piq of 
1ectt. 5(1t) _. pner ....... ca. llowver, ta tile 
cCNI'at of t1ae opfatea all ef tbe J•tle~~ aar ... that 
kaGwledae 11 ..,._lly a r..-tr .... t for caav1ct1• ~ad 
tllat .... ~t .-u •t " lf.Ptly c~s.., •• " 
w:lth. llore illplrtat for the pre1ent caM, ••veral 
juttc• c 1 •te4 u to •c they t._.,upt !ferrB beld 
ill reprd to eM -tal •"-•t nqutred for c•vlctiGD 
of,.. ...... 
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oae c rusatator 111M 1tac.l tM.t pl'fM' to the -..et• 
-t of tM tU.nM of ~· A.ct of 1971, tU -tal 
e1Nmt ....-... fer .. 9f.ctt. fa tint poiMII1• 
... tee .. of c.w ttapl r 

rutt. :l.t w to H: pro•ed that • .tecuMcl 
a• tlllat he 11M .ICtul 01' ctMtwctlve ,..,.,. 
at. of tbe U'tlel.e wld.cll c•taiMd che dl'u&a· 
s.c •• l,, altlu sah it ooatcl .. t "p1'091cl tut 
tlw ••••• lalft ta. nMt utue of wllat lite 
bad, :l.t W toN pi'Ond CUt tlaen Wl'l faett 
fnla whloh it cou14 be lafarnd tMt 1M ka• 
be W a ••ta~~ee of a :l.lU.cit ucwe, '*"'lb 
Mt aee ... ltllJ Wt }dad of 111lc:l.t .... caace 
it -.. I. JlcCl .. & P • Jllln1.A,!eplt 11 CrJ•' • 
MJ I.e 269 (22. He 1973). JJj 

--·-·····-------···-------·---···---·····------······--W [1969) 1 All 1.1. at S4t. 

W z•., at 351, MO, "1· 

l1) 'ftle W. ••• of Dnp Act of 1t71 act_,t .. to 
cladfJ dill law pei'Utat., to p••••••taa of diD• 
,..., ....... 'De Daau:•• Dnp A.ct of lHS, 
·••• whf..ck tM re.,•'mt., ooarict•, wu re• 
peal... Seett.a 21(3)~) of the ... Act apec:l.f:l.• 
call)' pro'fUH tllat a ••••t •n be IC4l'Fitted 
of wlll'l.au dna off•lll, iacl\'IIUDI po11Qil•: 

(:1.) :l.f he prowea tbat a. neither beliewed 
1lOr' ...,.ct .. aor Ud reuGD to auapect that 
the aubtt.lnce or product in quettion WI a 
coatrollecl •na; or 

(coat 1d) 
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We coacludo that tbe ttatute ..tor vbicb the reapoad• 
eat wu cta'licted uataillod a Rfftct•t ka•lHae ra· 
..u-t te .... Oat penat ...... ,. ... 11 ..... 

··-----········-····-----········----------······--·-----
(U) if he'""' t:Mt u NUOYH the ••

ltaace ·or pro••ct ill quettloa to 1M a coatrollod •AI· or a coatnll• dq of a ducrlptlOD, 1ucb 
tbat, if it W ill fact MID tbat cCIIltrolled dft.8 
en: a coatrolled dna of tllat dNcrtptia, be would 
aot at the Mtma1 tiM haft.._ c• rlttilll aay 
off-.ce to wlatcll tb1l uctlOD .,u ... 

ly t1tte ..-cc..t of tllll IMtlOD, Pu'l:lmmc .,.arl 
to Uft Mia t:Ut•a t1te couno ...,.,ted _,. t.m1 Reid 
•• LHcl Peane ill ..._,., _. dlen.., pllclq the 
...._ ae. the .. fmllll.t w llu "- ,.._ t1 t.e in 
the pllralca1 coatrel to pi'09e tblt bil ,.....,lcm 
... u.oc.t. 
'ftllln An IOYOnl. IUtl•l•tl ill tM leaitJ.atiye 
lllttoi.'J of the IU.nlo of Dr• Aet of 1971111ateb 
iM:I.oate tbat at l..,t _. • ' II' of Padt =•t be· 
Ueved tbat u a r.,alt of ,... tile crlae of pot· •••loa •dol: tbe Dlal•l'01111 Drup Act of 1965 _, 
"allllolce•• •• did 1.\0t ~re •1 .., raa. 188 
Perl. a..., I.e. (Stb ter.) 617-11 (1970). tkll 
ylft lp1n1 tht fact that then vu a nlt•t•tlal 
kMvlodae re41)drtn11lt before •• could ••• be 1dd 
to H :Ia "pott•t:loa" of a dftl, to IIJ tblt pol• 
, ... .._ 11 • "auo1ate" off• .. H.- the quetttOD. 
the tea "aNo1ute" il "rf inpnctH. AI .., 
,.tated 08t t.y Lord Peu:c:e ill !wt Y • PMflU, 
(1969] 1 All E.a. 347, 358 (B,L.), tiM: ten 
"altaolute" lilly dueribe "• offeaee to wldeh tbe 
acm~~l atiUFptloa of ... 1M doet aot apply, t.ut 
11l vbt.eb the •hlll1 wmla of tile off•c• (without 
•1 additt.&1 irp11catlca of .., reo) •Y well 
illport ,.., deane of llaowlodae, e.s., tile wn 

(coat 1d) 
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sttrely tau•t wu.ld •t 'be caari.cted. In tbia re· 
lpMt, cuea nell u tmp•. "V1ett, s.ttll, ad 
Cgp!lt!Jj •tablllh tlaat penGU attertlq pl..,ible de· 
f ... • bued Gil lack of lmowledae wn not CGari.cted. 
0. tlw otbel: ..... ta calli ..... Wepg, LtsU•r. 
Jl'g rtu, ad Delu, •n tbl •faaau adnaced wen 
qdte lacncllble, die ceurta •uataillad the c.victiOill• 

It 11 true dlat ,_. of tM fora~latiou ef the 
bowledae l'llfiUiJ:-t ill tbl lritbb ca .. l .... olttue. 
It tau 1Mtll ....-ted that thil My H ae, ill put, to 
judicial overreact1CIIl to tbt fear that judea would 
abule a liberal for..latioa of the klewle ... r•••ire.eet 
ad be too eapr to allow dna pe.Wlen to eacape for 
lack of pnef of ~aM~wl••· D. lU.era, 'ftae X. tal El_.t 
Ia Drq Off•cu, 20 lor. Ir.L.Q. 370, 376-77. 313 (1969). 
See tM c.c •rtuy ca tbe Daly ca .. 1la [1967) en.. L. 
ley. 12.5. Thta f .. r ay haft 'b .. allpl.aced; bftlver. 
we do not t~eUeve tbat the Daaerowa Drup Act of 1965 
cr .. ted .. offea~e wbicb pe~tted tbl ceav1ctt.. of 
pen.~ ••• po .... atea 1MI iamoc.t and nadUy ez· 
plaiaallle. 

Coa't'ictica for pouudaa of c• uar.11 rum tacler 
tile DMaeroa onaa Act of 196.5 1''"'1"11'e4i that tile ··
fiD4alt ba9t had ""*lHa• tUt be pollluH a 1111c1t 
nblta\ce whlcb pft'Hd ta be c •'-11 ruia. A pen• 
w -. •ttnly • ran that lie pol,..led •1 f.lltdt 
.-ca.ce wuld Mt ""'" .._ c...tcted ..Set' I:M 
Daaa•IMI ..... Act ef 1965. '1111 ra,.• .. t'• plea of 
l'lllty to u. cMip of ,..,.,.._ •f cs nota ntila 
••• tile DMa••• Dnl• Act ef 1M.5 :1.1 a oea'fict:l.al 

··---·······-····--------······------·------~········-· 1
f011HIIi«l

1 u ia "'rt'• cue." We Mlt••• 
that tiM eu•, Mt dae Paru.-tazy Deltatu, 
are tile Mit ac..ate ...,.. of iafonat.._ 1e to 
Ue ltate of .... U.ft 1ft at tiM ttM ef tM l'e• 
tpoa•1Dt11 caawtettaa. 

... 2.5 • 
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of a law nlatlq to tiM UUctc pou•ai• of 1111dbu1Da 
wil:bla tiM •=taa of aectta 212(a)(23) of tale Jetare• 
tiGD .. latt.alic, Act. 

hlt..._..e, coc•••l'• 1ati.Mttn tlliat thl n.,_clet 
pl_... piltJ • tM ad'lteo of ldtitb c..,.l tbat 
ldtltll law tU aot pend.t a .. f .. e of leek of kuwl· 
edl• u DOt nfleoted ill the recon. Ill a letter dated 
March 14, 1972, lrititll contel ntaill .. tty thl hlp«ld• 
nt at the ct. of Ilia eoancttca ttate4 that he believed 
tbe ... .,.._t 11M a potl clef ... • dw facta of tile 
cue. lJI ....... tba rn11•._t allepQy apr.,aecl 
a cn=o:n fer the welftn of Ilia Wife, wbe wu a. 
pn.-t _. •ffufal pllylteal 1M -.tf.IU1 •uttcultt .. , 
1f • wen ull• _,. eo C..dfy. lritltla 11 znl atated 
cut 1111 ._. •u.a .. to aplaia to Ida [tilt ••••4nt) 
t:llat t:M tal)' ••••• .,. tllllt wwlcl elwtate dll 8Nd for 
IM'r [1111 wife1t) ..,. • ..,.e ..u• be fer 11111 to plea4 
pU.ty." tlae letter illp11• dlilt tiMt n.,ntnt pleadecl 
pilty to .ntate die a.-.atcy for 1111 wife's '"•••u:e 
u a wica.... lritilll ca zt•l -. .. c atate cut h1l 
... , .. to die n.,ntnt, 01' dill ne,n«••t'• •ct•iaa 
co plw ptlt)', w .,-t:lda& to • witll t1aa .. .-uau
.t.ty ef a .., ... 1t1111 • lMk of ....,IMJ• •«zr tM 
lritilll ltaeate. 

'ftw ntpntnt .... n a,.ea-.it)' to Hta1a Mwtce 
of c• .. etnc 117F"l _. te fallyl:ldlate all ,...nle 
clefnMa. • ...... ,...t ... to t.zM a oalnlat .. rilk 
lay ple .. t .. pUc, te die ttl nnrr. ...,_..,.tta pnoe•«· 
-.. on ..c a llcw fw nbcentw•., t:11e .-un of 
pUt, •ta M1 ...._., .._ 11CUU.Arcl 11J tile ... ., ••• 
nt'• plea. s .. Jve·: •· J1L 377 r.21 971, 974 (7 ctr. 
1966), ftoelt• ncl rrn••• .. otbet' ..,,_.. 377 r.2c1 t75 

-·--·-·-·--··········-··---············---················ 
JJj A.,..,. ef cll1t letter 11 .,, .... to tile ...., ....... 

•c'• ..Un c. tant.Mt• •c• IIUcb 24. 1972. 
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(7 cu. 1M7); aa- •:I.e "• -.e. 311 r.2d 285, 217 
(J Clr. 1962) J ll!tfeii~~ ~·~!"• latena Decla1• 
2134 (IU 1973). 1C +c:A.t iMloated at oral 
aq; wt tllat a daall ... to the lritiA aarictla wa 
Nlilll ceac..,latad, we lllll" ncelN .. lafonati.ID that 
.... a cllall-.• U. act•llJ ..._ •httlk• ('lnucrt,t 
of .eel ell I lit, PP• 45-6). 

'l'lle n., ... c .. Mrtl tllat tM teal "MrU•••" aa 
UM4 ta Metl• 212(a)(IS) •• .- iacl ... c au 
nata. ca ... l tatrdlt" llfll't teat~y t.y Llltll' 
Otir~po•, K.D., ad a bollk wrltt• -., Dr. kia1p1•, 
te ..... tMt Cl I •t.a I'Uia 11 aot ....U... ('J'nueript 
of M.11ia1, PP• J5-4S' b. lS). 

Aecoriiat to Dr .......... tMn 11ft ........ . 
of latod.oatiat U., 'tllldu •• pn,aM m tHia f.-
*' ,~.ac sr *" •"• <t.>, ........... HIW .. 
ICNfAI ... iallt ~ pi'IJIUtt.l pi:OilueM Ia OCMI' 
pUU of ... w ........... ,_ pot.-cy. Its• COD· 
elite of s.lltM Mtia l•n~ ttrt.ed aad tbla e.-bed 
late a cMIM ,, ... r _. ,..U1p1 •h .. vltla 111., •d 
clt•PJ•d ... au. of tbe pl•t. lata, tiM ••=•• lti'Gillelt 
prepant:ta, 11 _.. &. t:M C:..,l of nltbat .. f ... le 
pJNtl ad 11 Rttllat .. U Mi•l two Ol' *'- ti.MI U 
ltl'tal .. 'he'• ,.. ree:la of • plltlllatt f1owen 
11 called '"''" •• 11 tllil -t pot•t of t11a latoxl• 
~tl, MWa fbi te qpt t._. ..-a poC..t t:Ua k)gs. 
Qppv, or c +11 nata, 11 call" 'pN• ill,_.. 
placet. 

Dr. Ol''lalfo• hal 1t:ated tbat tU eb•leal c:clllpCMidt 
nlf••fltle fer Ge fatoJd.oatial effect of c •\11 are 
c ly £.-. m ct. neill. Altb1 p it 1.8 , ... rally 
Nllle"d chat tbl plat'• accbe ,._tl an f .. 4 aolely 

.. 27 -
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:bl tU ftiD t dlien 11 :tanfflel•& eri .. CI to lt¥pHt 
t1a1e ..,. .. 11. It 18 ,..,tat1e t:Ut other puu of the 
f-1• _. •1• plau _,. ceauta active nNtaacM. 

'l'lle &Ut ef Dr'. Gda1JOGD11 tuts-)' U tUt, U 
1lltiCI ta t:M Ualte4 Stat .. , tM t .. 1~11 rdtn 
•11 to a p11puatfa a ;•ale to IMtM ttg•, Mel 
lfllulcl 1te ua~ fna 1 1 1'hil neta 11111cll 11 
o.,....1• to JUU. ''IMP' (er h¥lte1MI) <tn-acript 
of Mtftaa, P• 37). •11• Cld.e ara at llu ..., 
teclalcal appeal, w an not ,., ..... by it. 

'I'M ten 'wU•••" :1.1 •t def.tae4 ta t:M Act, aor 
11 tile leabtatbe llUte17 apU.cit u to tile ••••• 
to IHt pwa to clle tea. Ia dM •••ee ef apUdt 
1 .. u1atbe pt••••, w -t ltl'ive to iatezpret tile 
Act fa a -· c .. t.cet With the c.....-•leul pur• ,. .. 

Tlw prod.llt.a for dill uc1u1• Md b;ertati• of 
,.n., CCIIIlricted of ,.....,S. of ~ wn part 
ef a CGq'IUat•a1 H. II I to deal WiD the erill of 
... ....... s ....... 16.51, 16th Caq.' 2cl ...... 
u.s. C.. c.q. 'Acl. lwt SU4·35 (1MO). Ill otllar 
ttat.cM llilllfUI tU ,.. Mjecthe, C.lftll lilt crqte4 
ella ten .,__.,.•••" .. iaclw ..... c eu nefa. 
21 u.s.c. 802(15); Act of A•111t 16, 1954, ch. 736,. 
6IA Stat • .565J Act of July 11, 1956, ch. 629, IUM, 
70 ltat. 570; ... It''~ '""' •.• ,.lt],j, 437 r.2c1 1111 (5 tir. 1971~ cert .... tad~ u.s. 933 
(1971): ••w ,.., '• cwlit, 426 r.2c1 134 (9 ctr. 
1971), art. lntW, 404 u.s. 146 (1971). Ia the 
ueace of aphlt cap:etticaal cline tie to the CGID • 
truy, va thall not create a cllttiactic. Htl'te c.,abil 
relia _. ........... •••r tile Jaf.rntU. eel latleullty 
Act. 

levenl f•••Pl c.au M'fe aotH t:Mt h!!Meh 
(c 811 nata) 11 ..nly a ref:laed fon of .a:rt.Jw••· 
"'bel Stft!l v. PiemfyJA, eapn; Me UMW Sytn 

• 28 -
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•· CW1'1• • .,ra. It ... ld IMt 11101ical to ccutne 
tM t::eD llftf.buu11 ad~~: Netta 2U(a)(23) u in .. 
cl .. f .. tile CMIM:la laa ... (poeatltly llixM with I~ 
ad P.U) whieb c•tam tatnicatma c 11til rattn, 
..Ule -.cat 1Dc11111ial tile ,_. t.a of tbe rea:f.a wld.ch 
Ul a aaob paatar illtnicatiq affect. llltle it 11 
tne tllat ...,....,_ pnri.lttU of tbe twtpat1011 lan 
an ofte cattNH ta faMr of tba •11•, th11 a•eral •xl• llloe1 aot nqme • to lpon c:a • • •••• • d 
le&illathe oftject1'181 ill oriar to reaela a coutl'VICtion 
fa'IOriq t:ba all•• Cf. i!•• D:la Dr v. IH'eer, 253 
r.2d 547, sso (9 ctr. 1958 , cert. ,..ted, 357 u.s. 920 
(1958). 

Mlttsr tf PalM, 11 Ul Dec. 274 (Ill 1965), 11 
&ttapilllalble. Tlllt cue m•bed a fMMl ilaue 
caacentaa tiM ..._ttty of tbe di'UI that tile alia ,.. 
ce.Yicted of trafffdrml ta. Till '*Mft of caanctt. 
referred •b to a 'Wiftot1c U.." adar C&Ufonta 
1•, Wt.cla bel .... ....._oat aot •tlaed 11 ''urcotic 
U." •• s• u.tpat:.la t.. u 1atel'pntei by the 
feclenl ce.ru. SfMa tiM COil'f'tctia WI alleaad to lte 
tile 11•••• for ••••tattca •• MCt:t. 24l(a)(ll), 
... bal4 tllat tile fletal .ac.nataty .. to vllat .,. 
wt tavolnd 11M to lNt neobed apialt tiM Service, 
tile party 'llecial tile bu.rda of pn'liq deportability. 

ID the ,na•t caee, -.ver, tUn 11 ao factual 
dl.,'late II to Wt .... tM ftlp ... t WI c•ncted 
of poiHIIiq. ftle ilaue 11 a l!lfl .. , II cz ltltte 
reaia • .........._. .. wteldn tbe ••taa of aaetle 212 
(a)(2S)! We ha•e neobed t1z1.1 1••1 iene apiatt the 
ftlpta .. t. 

C1 anl 111M citM IIICJiU oC tee, .U0 310 271 (U 
leptntlr 23, lt71). • •••u.w Mcilica lltJ • fMi· 
pat:la j .... , wldn MlAI that IMMflll ilaot "wriltn•a" 
wtelda tile _.fq of ... tfAa 212 (a) (IS) of tM Act. The 
Sentce teok • tpp•l fna tbat 6Milila, wt tbe appeal 
..,.. later wtthanll. 811Cb wtt:Wr-1, bowver, do .. not 
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illdlcata Sen:lce acquietaace to that d41e:I.I:I.OD. Cf. 
Matf!t tf !S ... t. lateda hc:l.l:lOD 2131 (IIA 1972), 
aff d • otlillr pc:aU C•••·D!J!! v. Jl!, 477 r.2d 
101 (t cu. 197S). o.r clecllilal are ~ialllal pncedmt 
ca the ., ... P'•t1• J1Miaet, radlllr till.- rice vena. 
a c.r.a. 3.1(a). Tile •Mt: ......... ce COWIHl'• ue of 
!1!1 :1.1 that we •:t..,... w:l.tb tlaat decti:I.OD aacl decU:ae 
to ...,t lt1 xwaeontaa ia tbe prea~t ca1e. 

la h11 klef, couuel attacka tbl c0Dit:lt11tima&U.ty 
of lecttOD 212(a)(23), JJj AI be co.••••• IIIR,_, w 
baft ao pRer to -..1..-r a c .. cu:uc.._.l cbllleqe to 
die atatatea wtaich w ••tauter. Mtqs of lll"ft', 
13 l&l Dee. l62, 36.5 (IIA lMt)J lllttg tf V '• 1 1611 
Dec. 120, 823 a. 2 (IIA lt71); l!!tt!t tf y, 4 Iii Dec • 
.556, 557 (IIA 1951). 

We are aot .,JIIP&tbetlc to dill pllpt of tbe n· 
.,..._t ad othan ill a a:l.ad.lar altut:l.oa Wlder the 
f-tll'at:I.CIIl lan, who baft c~tted oaly •• Mrl-.a 
vlelatl• fft wflich a f:l.ae was ..... le"I'Chelell, 
&~~••Ut for a cb=p ill t1111 t. -t 'be ritlnlte4 to 
the leaf,llatbe, rather tbla dill aacatbe, breach of 
Pftl'll zt, 

IV. S811Alt AID COICLUSIOI 

We have cODclwd that tile ... ., ... c • a •tl• to 
defer wr •ciiU. .. c 1Nt 411aled. We baft &110 cea
cl..,. that dMa r•ficad•t 11 cllpoftOle _.r 1ect:l.aa 

··-··-········--···-------·-····--···-··--·····-····-·-·-· 
We ... .,. alto ocaat•red the efau cvtg t.rlef 
I!UIIitted 111 ),eb&lf ef the n~p .... t lty the 
•rica Cb:ll LiJ.ertln Uaton. A laqe ,.rtlon 
of tbat Hief :1.1 •ftte4 to ara •t• cacen:l.aa 
~ oeaatitatloaal:l.ty of .. ott.. 212(a)(23). We 
believe Qat cbe otbel' 11 .. 1 railed 111 tbe Wc!ff 
),rf.ef ba" "• dealt widl ....._tely 111 tbl cour1e 
of CNI' opialcm •• ned aot be nlterated. 
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241(a) (2) ef tu Act, Md dlat Ita u atatuted.l:r f.a• 
eU.pllle fer .. juam.tt of atatwa ••r aeetiaa 245 of 
tbe Aet. '111111 retpaa._t u Mt eltaDl• fer ay reUef 
&. ••••rtada .. .,t .. l.tuy ··•••tur•. Wl.ch hu 
"- pat.. te lt.ia by tlae feei patilll J..... '1'lle ta· 
llf.&ntlaa J ... • nacW De COI'I'ect NRlt; the .,,.11 
wUl dllenfwe l»e ~. 

~~ !lie ,,,.at 11 d1..tue4. 

JVkiMI Ollila hn •t to tlae •-tarat1• J-.lae 11 
oNa:, tlilll r_,a.•t 11 penltte4 te d1p1rt faa the 
lllitecl Statu "l•tadly 1dtllta 60 ..,., faa tM .. te 
ef dll.l ..,..r or ay ntall• ... ,.... tllat ti8t u MJ 
be paced ._,. tile Diltriet JUector; 1M • the eftl.t 
of faUwe •• to ..,.rt, tbe rup•MDt sull be de· 
fK'I'ted u pnddH to the t-sant:I.GD J•••• on.. 
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JPM:em~~ 

73-3362, 73-3363 

John L. Murphy, Esq. 
Chief, Government Regulations Section 
Criminal Division 
U. S. Department of Justice 
WAshington, D. c. 20530 

Attention: _Robert Widner, Attorney 

May (,, 1974 

Re: John Winston Ono Lennon v. Richardson, et al. 
73 Civ. 4476 (KO) 

John Winston Ono Lennon v. United States of 
America - 73 Civ. 4543 (10) 

Dear Mr. Murphy: 

Reference is made to our letter of March 6, 1974-,< .. 
advising that the plaintiff has moved to enjoin the Boar.d of 
Immigration Appeals from taking any further action. 

On May 1, 1974, Judge OWen denied the plaintiff's 
motion for a preliminary injunction. We are enclosing a copy 
of Judge Owen's opinion and we will advise of any further 
developments. 

cc: W.E~ Farnham, Esq. 
Regional Counsel 

Very truly yours, 

PAUL J, CURRAN 
United States Attorney 

By: c.:t.., r.-< ? t;7 266q-
JOSEPH • MARRO 
Assistant United States Attorney 
Telephone: (212) 264-6588 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
Feder~l Building 
Burlington, Vermont 05402 
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CCI CIMJ'lft .__, llq, 
O•eral C:.Uel 
' ttnctea aad latuaU.aatlea lewtce 
Ut .._ .. ltnet, 1.1 • ............ '·c .• ,. 
IWI..W......._A. •tai'U 
Cluttn n, 11mn fll. Jl teutMil Alfllle 
UnlMII lhatM llfll•trrnt ef Mtlu 
--~--. D. C. USll 

I 
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JO;!N HH!STOI! OilO LE!ETON, 
. ... ___ X 

-against-

ELLIOT RICWIRDSOI'f, A ttorn2y General of the United 
3ta tes; LEO!·i;1RD CHAP:.IJ\N '~Oi-G ... ISSIOl;&, I;nni:;re tion 
and .1'Taturalize1tion; :::!:D;·[}\HD A. LOUGR:·.I-I, Ansociate · 
Co!"missioner, IrP21igrutio:1 & ·i·fatureHzation; 
SOCRATZS ZOLATA'S, Regional CO:Ih'!liss ioner, Ho;cth
eas tern Region, InL':ligra tion & i:fa turaliza t:ton; 

~-:#((a {t? 

SOL l1L:l.RKS, Di:rJctor, District Ho. 3, 11'L1ligration 
and Naturalization, 

Defendants. . 
• ---------------------------------------------------X 

.;TOF!H HINSTON ONO LENHON, 

· Plaintiff, 

-against-

THE UNITED STAT?::S OF AHERICA; ROBERT H. BORK, as 
Acting Attorney General of the United States; 
RICH.A?.D KLIENDIE~is·r, individually and as forner 

73 Civ. 1+476 

:31: 
::;;: ·-
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z l.n .... r;J 

:< ......., -::') 

0 :::c c: .. ~· ...... ··i 
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Attorney General of the U•"J,i ted States; JOEH A. 
l.fiTCHELL, individually an~ as former Attorney 73 Ciy. 4543 
General of the United States; RAYEOND FARRELL, 
individually and as former Coa~issioner of 
Imr;:tigra tion and l'Ja turaliza tion; LEONARD CF.AP1·!AN; 
individually and as Co~aissioner of ~~~igration 
and Naturalization; SOL ;.;;mKs, individually and 
as District Director, Ne'.·l York, I:mraigratiot1 and 
Naturalization.: the I.l·ll.riGRATION AND HATURALIZATION 
SERVICB: and PER SOliS U1TI2~0~·iH IN THE Ul!ITED STATES 
GO"vEIUi-:.!ENT, 

Defendants. 
---------------------------------------------------X 

United States District Court 
s. D. Ne1~ York 
May l, 1974 

Paul J. Curran, United States f:,.ttorney for the Southern District 
of i!e1·1 York, for United States ot America, Joseph Earro, Assistant 
United States Attorney, of counsel 

. -~- ..... -.·- ··-·~·- "';'r"'"'".,~' ~··' ,""' •.. ,,. -·"'"'' . -··· 
,l···.: 
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OPINIOn AND ORDER 

Plaintiff John Lennon has moved for an 

order enj oinin.; V1U'iQ'c\S of':~ic ials j_nvol ved in the 

enforcement and adJ:~inist1·ati911 of United States 

immigration la>~s fro:n. further p1·oceedings regarding 

his deportation.* An appeal from his deportation order 

of March 23, 1973 is presently pending before the 

Board of Immigration Appeals (the "Board"}. 

Plaintiff and his 1·1ife entered the United 

States in 1971 with authority to remain until February 

29, 1972. On Harch 1, 1972 they 'llere advised that 

their authorization had expired and they 1~ere expected 
. . ·~ 

to leave by Harch 15. Ho;·1ever, on :March 6, concludin::;· 

they had no intention to leave by i1arch 15, the District 

Director of the L.'l'!.l:tigration and naturalization Service 

{'
1INS 11

} .cornr:tenced deportation proceedings against them. 

This proceeding came on to be heard before Immigration 

Judge Fieldsteel. At that tirne, plaintiff and his 1-Iife 

asserted that the deportation proceedings had been dis

criminatorily commenced because INS had violated its 

practi<ie by not allm'ling ther.J. "non-priority11 status.** 

*Tl1ose offi~~iel~ are ~i13 d~~endctl~s in tile t,~J Dctions 
Lennon commenced in Odo'oer 1973 described infra. 
** 11i!on-priority 11 rafers to a category of cases in '~hich 
the INS will defer the dep1u·tura of an alien indefinitely 
and take no action to disturb .his imm.ie;ration status on 

the ground :hat such action"uould be unconscionable because 
of the existence of appe&lin.; hlli:lanitarian factors.n 

'"' 4 -1\W .tau; tRAit u::;p,~;:ep; Si.p~a P ,¥.4 _4ti!¥tJ#Pi$JI_ •. _?14.¥1¥<i44#P __ •: 4i. .i ... dA$4QJ.<U7 lli4lh.' *4 .w 
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In this case, the asserted Grounds for 11 non-priority 11 

status \~ere that the wife desired to remain in the United 

States to endeavor to locate and obtain custody of her · 

child by a former marriage, and plaintiff-hus1)and desired 

to 'remain ·.with and ass:i.s t her. 

The ~~~igration Judge allowed the wife 

permanent residence,* but plaintiff-husband Has ordered 

deported. The Immigration Jud3e ruled that his sole 

function Has to determine whether the deportation charge 

\~as sustained by sufficient evidence, and finding that 

plaintiff-husband had been convicted in England upon 

his plea of possession of 11 cannibis resin11
, ruled he 

was deportable as a-matter of la1~.** The Inunigration 

Judge denied plaintiff's request to terminate the de

portation proceedin5s on the grounds of (1) discrimina

tory commencement and (2) because of INS' alleged 

violation of its mm practice as regards 11 non priority11 

status, stating: 

It is Hithin the District Director's 
prosecutive discretion whether to 
institute deportation proceedings· 

.against a deportable alien or 
temporarily to withhold said pro-
ceedings. lfuere such proceedings 
have begun,it is not in the province 

*Pursunn~ to :.:iection 2'+5 of the imnigration and NationalHy 
Act,, 8 u.s.c. Sec. 1255. 

**Section212 (a) (23) of the Inuni~ration and Nationality 
Act, 8 u.s.c. Sec. 1182(a)(23)· 

- 3 
\ ( . 
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of the !Jmnigra tion Judge or of the 
Board on J,ppeal to reviel'l the vJis
dom of the District Director's 
action starting the proceedinr;s •.•. 

i 

· Plaintiff 1 s appeal fro:-:1 the detennina tion of the 

Immigration Judge to the Board of Immigration Appeals 

is.s~b judice, 

Thereafter, and in October 1973, plaintiff 

commenced t\10 actions in this Court. Action #1, 

under the F~eedom of Information Act, 5 u,s.c. Section 

552, seeks INS information and records relevant to the 

maintenance by INS of a :rnon-priority" category of 

cases and the standards used in determining its 

applicability. 

ttl 
Action #2 seeks an order 1) requiring 

certain government defendants to divulge, pursuant 

to 18 U.S. C. Sec. 3504, 111hether or not plaintiff 

has· been' the subject of unla1~ful surveillance . 

and 2) granting a hearing on the question of whether 

or not the defendants had "prejudged the case against 

him, II 

Plaintiff 1s.principal contention is that 

he is entitled to :;. stay of all proceedin..;s "until 

a reasonable time after plaintiff has been furnished with 

the inforoation and records sought in Action No. 1," on the 

- 4 -
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ground that \'lhile he .is not subject to deportation 

until after a final decision of the Board,* and revie1·1 

by the Court of Appeals, *'i<· he Hill ):Je forced to eo 

to the Court of Appeal.s ·on an inadequate and prejudicial 

record in the event the decision of the Board is 

against him.*** 

There seems little question that the District 

Court has jurisdiction to enjoin agency action for 

violation of a Freedom of Information Act claim. 

Renegotiation Board v. Bannercraft Clothing Co., 42 

U,S,L.I-1. 4203 (U.S, Feb. 19, 1974); Sears Roebuck & Co. • 

v. N.L.R.B., 473 F,2d 91 (D.C. Cir. 1973). HOi'Iever, such 

pov1er is to be exe~ised only upon a clear showing of 

irreparable injury. Sears Roebuck, suura, at p. 93 

states: 

••• it is only in extraordinury 
circunstances that a court may, 
in the sound exercise of discre
tion,intervene to interrupt agency 
proceedings to dispose of a'single, 
intermediate or collateral issue. 
A cogent showing .of irreparable 
harm is an indispensable condition 
of such intervention. 

~Bc.F.R. Section 3.b(a) (1973). 

**8 u.s.c. Section l105(a)(3). 

***Plaintiffs point out thHt revieH t~fore the Cou:·t of 
Appeals"shall be determined sol.ely upon the administrative 
record upon which the deportation order is based. The 
Attorney General's findings of fact, if supported by 
reasonable, subs tan cial, and pro·oa tive eviuence on the 

·record considered as a whole, shall be conclusive; 11 

8 u.s.c. Section ll05(a).(4) • 
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On the facts before me, thex·e is no ouch shm·1inc;. 

The plaintiff cannot be deported as a matter of law 

until a final de tem.ina tion has been r:\ade herein by 

the Court of Appeals~ unless that Court so m·ders. 

The information and records sought have been held to 

be irrelevant as a matter of law by the Immigration 

Judge.* If that ruling is proper, there is no basis 

for an injunction to permit plaintiff to obtain these 

records to introduce in that proceedin5. If'it is 

improper, either the Board or the Court of Appeals 

may reverse with appropriate directions to the Immi

gration Judge to receive and consid<;:r such proof.** 

..r.. 
*I note that even if the requested inforr;,ation should 
prove to be relevent in a WlY overlool~ed by the parties 
or the Court, plaindff is not entirely 1'1ithout remedy. 
8 C,F.R. Sec. 3.8 prov.ides a procedure for the reopening 
of a Board determination upon motion of a party. If 
the Board should fail to pert:Jit plaintiff to reopen and 
in doing,so co~~its an abuse of discretion, judicial 
revie>~ is available in the Court of Appeals. Schieber v. 
Immi ration and i:aturalization Sarvice, 461 F.2d l07d 
2d Cj_l'. 1972). .L'ile existence of thi:: proceoure further 

supports my vie11 ::hat the plaintiff 1·iill not suffer irre
parable injury by tha continuation of 3oard proceedings. 

**In the event that the position of the Immigration Judge 
is held to be incorrect and proceedings to 
determine the.raerits of plain0iff 1s selective prosecution 
claim proceed ~1ithout a1•1aiting the release of the 
information to ~~hich plaintiff is entitled in Action #1, 
I ll'ilJ,., at that point, reconBider plaintiff 1 s application 
:'or a s tCl~Y. 
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Thus plaintiff will have his revim•l and be protected 

against improper deportation during its course. 

The plaintiff alternatively seeks this 

preliminary injunction pending the outcome of Action //2. 

on the ground that if the injunction is not granted, 

he w.f11 have no recourse from his asserted 11pr.ejudg;:nent 11 

herein and/or the clained use of tainted evidence against 

him. 

H01~ever, plaintiff, in his very limited presen

tation on this ground, has made no shm·1ing that any 

Immigration official involved in this proceeding has not 

exercised his independent judgment,* and the Board has 

yet to rule. Any clfa~ of prejudgment is necessarily 

premature when an agency's appellate body has yet 

to act.** 

Nor. has plaintiff demonstrated a need for 

a stay of the Immigration proceedings until,defendants 
• 

affirm or deny the use of illegal evidence against 

plaintiff. Judge Fieldsteel 1 s opinion is based solely 

*Exhibit "D 11 to the complaint in Action il-"2;while provocative, 
is not a sho·,·;ing. 

**Given a proper sho1'1ing,a hearinG on prejudement uight 
be appropriate after the Board's detel'!nina tion. See 
U.S. v. ex l'el. .".ccn:rdi v. Shau·,hnessy, 347 u.s. 260 

95+ • 'l'o stay tl1e proceedin.;s at this point would 
be improperly disruptive,, even assw:ting a proper sho11ing 
had been c1ad<J, 
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on the reconl of Lennon 1 s COilViction in England, ·X· 

Plaintiff ha?, in any event, specified no evidence 

admitted in t.l1e proceedings wl1ich might be inadr~;lssibl.e 

as the produet of an unlal·lful act and therefore 

I see no reason to delay further proceedings, 

Consequentl~r, I decline to grant a preliminary in-
' 

junction on the alternative grounds urged as to 

A ... . JJ.r. 
c~l.on rrc.· 

For the foregoing reasons, the plaintiff's 

motion for a preliminary 

I I 

*·rhere can be, and· is, no clair.\ -v:w!; the e'ridenee o~ -che 
conviction uas illegally obtained, 

- 8 -
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Board of Immigration Appeals 

Memorandum of Outside Contact 

In re: John Winston Ono Lennon 

File: Al7 595 321 

Richard L'Estrange of the London Sun telephoned 
from New York. He stated he had spoken to Immigration 
Judge Fieldsteel about this case and had been referred 
to me. Mr. L'Estrange stated that there has been , 
renewed interest in this case on the part of the press 
because the respondent was recently involved in a fracas 
in the Troubadour Restaurant in Los Angeles, during 
which glasses were thrown and a reporter was injured. 

Mr. L'Estrange inquired when a decision on the 
respondent's appeal could be expected from the Board. 
I told him that the case was now under active consider
ation but that I could not predict with any degree of 
certainty when the decision would be made. 

I notified Horace Webb of the Public Information' ,_ 
Office of the foregoing, in the absence of Mr. Stevenson. 

March 18, 1974 

cc: Theodore P. Jakaboski 
Executive Assistant 

Maurice A. Roberts 
Chairman 

Board of Immigration Appeals 
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CAHLE ADDHESS 

"L.I!.ONWIL(}F.l:i." N.Y. 

Board of Immigration Appeals 
u.s. Department of Justice 
521 12th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D,C. 20530 

February 26, 1974 

Attention: Mr. Maurice Roberts, Chairman 

Dear Sir: 

Re: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
Al7 597 321 

.•: 

In further support of the brief filed in connection with the appeal 
pending in connection with deportation proceedings in the above
captioned matter, I submit herewith an article recently published 
in the Brooklyn Law Review, Vol,XL, No,2 (Fall, 1973). As pre
scribed, I am enclosing three copies of the article to be app!=!nded 
to my brief. --

I wish also to bring to your attention at this time that I have 
fi~d a motion before Judge OWen in the District Court, southern 
District of New York, for an order staying the Immigration and 
Naturalization Service including the Board of Immigration Appeals 
from taking any action in connection with this matter pending the 
outcome of the federal litigation now before the District Court. 
That motion is returnable on Friday, March 1, 1974. 

LW/ts 
Encls. 

_ VV truly yours, 

"'~~ 
cc: Mr. Irving A. Appleman, Appellate Trial Attorney 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
washington, D,C. 

~al Attorney Section 
Immigration and Naturalization service 

\ i New York, New York 
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THE UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION 
SERVICE V. JOHN LENNON: 

THE CULTURAL LAG 

Leon Wildes•t 

Although historically the United States has been a haven 
to immigrant peoples from throughout the world, at present, the 
right to reside in this country is subject to the numerous qualita
tive and quantitative limitations provided for in the Immigra
tion and Nationality Act. •• In reviewing the application of one 
such limitation-section 212(a)(23) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, • •• providing, inter alia, for the exclusion of 
aliens previously convicted of illicitly possessing marijuana-to 
the case of John Lennon, Mr. Wildes contends that Lennon's 
British cannabis resin (hashish) conviction should not be in
cluded in the limitation's exclusionary provisions. Further, he 
argues that in view of modern science's revisionary stance with 
respect to marijuana, the exclusionary provisions of section 
212(a)(23) are, at best, unreasonable and possibly unconstitu
tional. Wildes concludes by recommending that the provision in 
question be either repealed or amended to provide for waiver in 
hardship cases. 

INTRODUCTION 

In 1968, before a British court, John Lennon, an intemation· 
ally recognized rock musician, pleaded guilty to the charge of 
possessing cannabis resin in violation of British law. While this 
guilty plea resulted in nothing more than the assessment of a 
modest fine in Lennon's native Britain, its effect under the law 
of the United States may ultimately bring about the entertainer's 
forcible deportation. The inequity of this situation is ironically 
scored by the fact that Lennon's underlying "crime" was, argua
bly, never strictly a criminal offense in the United States and is 

• B.A., Yeshiva University; LL.B., LL.M., New York University School of Law; 
Member, New York Bar. Mr. Wildes is a past president of the Association of immigration 
and Nationality Lawyers, as well as counsel to John Lennon and Yoko Ono in their 
deportation proceedings. 

t The author would like to express grateful appreciation to Lawrence Gabe, J.D., 
Brooklyn Law School, 1973, for his invaluable assistance in the preparation of this 
Article. 

*' 8 U.S.C. § 1101 et .~eq. (1970). 
"• 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(23) (1970). 

279 
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no longer criminal in Britain. 
Lennon's bizzare involvement with American immigration 

authorities began when the United States Immigration and Natu
ralization Service [hereinafter referred to as the Service], a 
branch of the United States Department of Justice, commenced 
deportation proceedings against him and his wife, during March 
of 1972. These proceedings, while ostensibly based upon an alle
gation that the Lennons' unauthorized overstay in this country 
was a violation of their visitor's status in the United States, were 
also implicitly founded upon the contention that John Lennon's 
previous "drug conviction" should effectively preclude his ever 
gaining residence status in this country. While the merits of this 
issue were before the Service, Lennon and his wife filed applica
tions for preferred-entry status, in the event that their bid for 
permanent-resident status were ultimate!}' accepted. Ironically, 
although the Service approved the preliminary applications, so 
that both Lennons were designated outstanding artists "who, 
because of their exceptional ability in the arts, [would] substan
tially benefit prospectively the national economy, cultural inter
ests or welfare of the United States,"' only Mrs. Lennon's appli
cation for residence was granted. 

Although John Lennon's desirability as an oustanding artist 
was officially acknowledged, what at the same time made him an 
undesirable alien, and therefore unable to become a permanent 
resident, was a little-known provision of the immigration law 
barring from admission any alien convicted of any offense-no 
matter how trivial-relating to the possession of marijuana.' A 

' 8 U.S.C. § 1153(a)(31 (19701. 
: 8 u.s.c. § 1182 (1970). 
Excludable alien,, 
(a) General classes 
Except as otherwise provided in this chapter, the following classes of aliens shall 
be ineligible to receive visas and shall be excluded from admission into the 
United States: 

(2:ll Any alien who has been convicted of a violation of, or a conspiracy 
to violate, any law or regulation relating to the illicit possession of or 
traffic in narcotic drugs or marihuana, or who has been convicted of a 
violation of, or a conspiracy to violate, any law or regulation governing 
or controlling the taxing, manufacture, production, compounding, trans, 
portation, sale, exchange, dispensing, giving away, importation, exporta
tion, or the possession for the purpose of manufacture, production, com
pounding, transportation, sale, exchange. dispensing, giving away, im· 
portation, or exportation of opium, coca leaves, heroin, marihuana, or 
any salt derivative or preparation of opium or coca leaves, or isonipecaine 

.. 
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similar provision exists requiring deportation of aliens who are 
already residents.'1 

It is the Service's administrative view that this absolute bar 
applies regardless of whether any punishment was imposed, 4 

whether the offense is technically considered a crime under local 
law,5 or even whether the offense was in fact the subject of an 
executive pardon.6 Moreover, no extenuating circumstances or 
possibility of waiver may ever be considered.7 

Utilizing John Lennon's case as a vehicle, this Article will 
explore the policies and practices involved in the intractable mar
ijuana provisions of the immigration law and will argue that, at 
best, these statutes are ill-conceived, nebulously drafted and at 
worst, are probably unconstitutional. 

I. ExcLUsioN oF ALIENs-A SoVEREIGN RIGHT 

No one doubts the legal right of nations to impose severe 
conditions upon the admissibility of aliens, or to provide for their 
deportation. As a normal incident of their sovereignty, states 
have traditionally restricted the privilege of aliens to enter their 
territory, prescribing such conditions as they believed consonant 
with their national interests.s Even provisions of international 
treaties have not been interpreted to imply a surrender of this 
sovereign right to exclude.9 

In the United States, the authority to formulate immigration 
policy rests with the Congress and is derived from the constitu
tional power to regulate commerce with foreign states. 10 Laws 

or any addiction-forming or addiction-sustaining opiate; or any alien who 
the consular officer or immigration officers know or have reason to believe 
is or has been an illicit trafficker in any of the aforementioned drugs .... 

'8 U.S.C. § 1251(a)(!l) (1970). 
' In re H.V., 9 I. & N. Dec. 428 (1961). 
° C. GOIIDON & H. RosENI'!EIJJ, IMMIGRATION LAW AND PROCEDURE § 4.17 (1965). Note 

that Charles Gordon is general counsel to the Immigration Service and often expresses the 
administrative view. 

• Act of July 18, 1956, § 301, 70 Stat. 575, amending § 24!(b) of the Immigration 
Act, 8 U.S. C. § 1251(b) (1970). 

1 The waiver provisions which afford exceptions to other exclusionary grounds do not 
relate to marijuana and narcotics offenses. C/. 8 U.S.C. § 1182(b) et seq. (1970). 

' G. HACKWORTII, 3 DIGEST OF INTERNATIONAL LAw 717 (1942). But see International 
Declaration of Human Rights, adopted by the United Nations General Assembly, Dec. 
10, 1948 (Resolution 217A(IV) of the Gen'l Assembly, Off'! Records, 3d Sess., pt. I, Resolu
tions CN810) 71-77. 

• E.g., Convention of Commerce and Navigation Between the United States and 
Great Britain, 8 Stat. 228, art. 1 (1815). 

'" U.S. CONST. art.!, § 8, cl. 3, See Harisiades v, Shaughnessy, 342 U.S. 580 (1951). 
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providing for exclusion and deportation of "undesirables" have 
existed in this country since 1882,11 Numerous statutory amend
ments now comprise a maze-like patchwork of some thirty broad 
grounds for exclusion and deportability, including thousands of 
variations covering a broad spectrum of "undesirables." 12 Most of 
these grounds are reasonably related to a legitimate governmen
tal interest. 1 '~ 

Importantly, too, the law in this area provides a basis to 
apply for relief from deportation, in most cases, if it can be shown 
that such relief is necessary to avoid serious hardship. Notably, 
however, this relief is unavailable in the case of the drug offender. 

Although, initially, statutes of this nature might appear to 
he reasonable and even strategic-albeit somewhat harsh
weapons against drug activities within our borders, a more 
critical view tends to underline the draconic harshness incident 
to such statutes' application, while undermining the necessity 
for their further existence. 

As the ample legislative history behind the various immigra
tion laws concerning narcotics indicates, the severe and inelastic 
provisions directed against aliens who have committed narcotic 
infractions were intended by Congress less as a determination of 
individual guilt than as an implementation of an exclusionary bar 
guaranteeing the excludability of any person even tangentially 
connected with the drug menace. 14 However, the extension of such 
a bar to persons guilty of marijuana possession, in view of medical 
science's revisionist stance with respect to that drug,'" seems most 
unwarranted. On another level, too, the exclusionary bar must be 
criticized, for, in most cases, the bar is triggered by a foreign 

" 22 Stat. 214 (1882). 
,., 8 !!.S.C. § 1182 11970). 
1:

1 E.g., the provision excluding "[aJliens who have been convicted of a crime involv
ing mural terpitude." Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952, § 212(a)(9), 8 
li.S.C. § 1182!al(9) (1970) [hereinafter cited as the Immigration Act]. 

" See. e.g .. Varga v. Rosenberg, 237 F. Supp. 282 (S.D. Cal.1964), in which the court 
cited a 1956 House Report on a bill intended to amend sections 241(a)(ll) and 2121a)I2:J) 
ul' the 1952 Walter·McCarren Act to provide for both the deportation and exclusion of 
aliens convicted of possessing narcotics: 

Drug addiction is not a disease. It is a symptom of a mental or psychiatric 
disorder. Because contact with a drug is an essential prerequisite to addiction, 
elimination of drug servility on the part of addicted peuons can best be accom· 
pJi,hed by the removal from society of the illicit trafficker. It is to this end that 
your committee has taken favorable action on H.R. 11619. 

!d. at 284. 
1 '~ See text accompanying notes 188.90 infra. 

. .. 
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conviction," which means that the administration of an Ameri
can penalty is often a function of a penal system wholly alien 
to our own. Finally, the absence of any waiver provision mitigat
ing the exclusionary bar, even in cases of hardship, works particu
lar injustice upon those aliens involved in the least serious offen
ses, for, generally, the cases which involve the greatest hardships 
are those relating to the possession of marijuana. 

II. UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION SERVICE v. LENNON 

Lennon's present predicament stems from a trip to the 
United States which he began in August of 1971. Both he and his 
wife received permission to remain in this country until Septem
ber 24, 1971.'1 Two extensions of temporary stay were approved 
by the central office of the Service in Washington, D.C.; the first 
to November 30, 1971, and a second to January 31, 1972. Subse
quently, on January 31, 1972, the Service conferred H-1 status1

' 

on Lennon to authorize certain television appearances, and fi. 
nally readjusted his status to B-2 (visitor) status19 with permis
sion to remain until February 29, 1972. 

The primary purpose of the Lennons' trip to the United 
States, as approved by the Service, was to appear in a custody 
proceeding in the Virgin Islands with respect to Mrs. Lennon's 
child by a prior marriage. Lennon and his wife did appear in the 
proceeding and ultimately secured an order granting custody of 
the child to Mrs. Lennon.20 When Mrs. Lennon's former husband 
failed to gain a reversal of the Virgin Islands custody order on 
appeal, 21 he illegally removed the child to Texas where he re
commenced the custody battle. The Lennons were then obliged 
to appear there as well and once again succeeded in securing an 

" See, e.g., In re Lennon, File No. A17 595 321-N.Y. (United States I. & N. Service, 
Mar. 23. 1973) [hereinafter cited as In re Lennon[. 

" His admission was authorized pursuant to a waiver under section 212(d)(3)(A) of 
the Immigration and Nationality Act, 8 U S.C. § 1182(d)(3)(AI (1970), for the purposes 
of editing film, consulting with business associates, and attending a custody hearing in 
the Virgin Islands on Sept. 16. 1971. The waiver stated that no extension of stay, change 
in activities or deviation of itinerary should be authorized without prior approval of the 
district director in Washington, D.C. There is, of course, no similar provision for waiver 
in connection with application for permanent residence, See note 7 supra. 

" 8 li.S.C. § 1101(a)(l5)(H) (1970). H-1 status is granted to an alien coming to this 
country primarily to perform noncompetitive temporary services. !d. 

"' 8 li.S.C. § 1101(a)(15)(8) (1970). 
"' Cox v. Cox, Civ. No. 20-1969 (D. V.I. Mar. 15, 1972). 
"Cox v. Cox, Docket No. 71-2090 (3d Cir. Mar. 30, 1972), 
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order of custody." However, the Texas court stipulated that such 
custody might be exercised only within the territorial limits of the 
United States. Subsequent to this last decree, however, the 
child's father absconded from Texas with her, and remains unlo
cated as of this writing. 

On March 1, 1972, the Service's District Director of New 
York advised Lennon and his wife by letter that 

[tJhe records of this Service indicate that your temporary stay 
in the United States as visitors has expired on February 29, 
1972. 

It is expected that you will effect your departure from the 
United States on or before March 15, 1972. Failure to do so will 
result in the institution of deportation proceedings.23 

On March 6, 1972, a second letter was sent, but on this occa
sion the letter was manually delivered by two Service investiga
tors. It advised the Lennons that 

[y]our temporary stay in the United States as visitors expired 
on February 29, 1972. On March 1, 1972 we advised you in 
writing that you were expected to effect your departure from the 
United States on or before March 15, 1972. It is now understood 
that you have no intention of effecting your departure by that 
date. We are therefore revoking the privilege of voluntary depar
ture as provided by existing regulations." 

Accompanying the above letter were orders to show cause25 

initiating deportation proceedings against Lennon and his wife, 
and charging each with violation of section 241(a)(2) ofthe Immi
gration and Nationality Act [hereinafter referred to as the Immi
gration Act]," in that they overstayed their permissible period of 

" rox v. Cox. No. 876.663 iDom. Rei. Ct .. Harris County, Tex., July 12, 1972). 
"' Letter from Immigration and Naturalization Service, District Director of New 

York. S. Marks to ,John Lennon, Mar. I, 1972. Copy on file at office of Brooklyn Law 
Review. 

11 Letter from Immigration and Naturalization Service, District Director of New 
York. S. Marks to ,John Lennon, Mar. 6, 1972. Copy on file at Brooklyn Law Review. 

R C.F.R. ! 242 .. 5(c) (1973) provides that 
[i[f, subsequent to the granting of an application for voluntary departure under 
this section, it is ascertained that the application should not have been granted, 
that grant may be revoked without notice by any district director, district officer 
in charge of investigations, officer in charge, or chief patrol inspector. 

!d. (emphasis added). 
:t~ Since February, 1956, deportation proceedings have been commenced by orders to 

show cause, rather than by arrest warrants. 8 C.F.R. § 242.Ha) (1973). 
" 8 u:s.c. § 1251(a)(2) (1970). 

2173 



1973) IN RE LENNON 285 

sojourn in this country when they remained here after February 
29, 1972 without authority. On the following day, Lennon and his 
wife were once again served by the immigration authorities. This 
set of "superseding" orders to show cause alleged additional facts 
and another technical ground for deportability.21 Each order to 
show cause contained a notice of trial hearing scheduled for 
March 16, 1972.2! 

At this point it is essential to perceive fully the thrust of 
these government orders, for, like the iceberg, their most danger
ous portions lie beneath the surface. The gravamen of the orders 
maintained that the Lennons were deportable because they had 
violated their visitor's status by unauthorized overstay and 
change of itinerary. However, such a threat of deportation would, 
in the ordinary case, present the visiting alien with no insoluble 
problem, for deportation might be averted by filing an applica
tion for adjustment to immigrant status. Indeed, as a matter of 
practical occurrence, aliens who have unlawfully overstayed in 
the United States, while technically in peril of deportation, have 
been allowed to remain in the country if they have filed for immi
grant status and their particular national quota is either unfilled 
or will soon become open. 29 However, while such an option seemed 
open to Mrs. Lennon, 30 John Lennon, who had previously pleaded 
guilty to possession of hashish in violation of British law, was 
excluded as a potential American immigrant under the terms of 
section 212(a)(23) of the Act. 31 Nevertheless, after receiving the 
Service's letter of March 1, both Lennons applied for immigrant 
status. Thus, when the Service began deportation proceedings 
against the Lennons on March 6, charging violations of visitor's 
status, the controlling, although hidden, issue, at least with re
spect to Mr. Lennon, was whether John Lennon's foreign hashish 
conviction would extinguish the possibility of his ever achieving 
immigrant status. 

At the deportation hearing, the Lennons' counsel offered a 
number of witnesses whose testimony related to the discretionary 

"Section 241(a)(9) of the Immigration Act provides for deportation of any person who 
fails to comply with the conditions of his visitor status. 8 U.S. C. § 125!(a)(9) (1970). 

l~ See note 23 supra. 
'" Lumarque v. INS, Docket No. 71-1886 (7th Cir. June 12, 1972). See also 8 

C.F.R. § 245.1 (1973). 
. .."" 8 U.S.C. § 1153(a)(3) (1970). This section provides for a "third preference prior
tty. speedmg the entry process of certain aliens otherwise meeting basic entry standards. 
Lennon's wife, as an internationally known artist, would come within the statute. 

" 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(23) (1970!. 
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aspects of Mr. Lennon's requests for permanent residence32 and/or 
voluntary departure.33 In addition, their attorney produced an 
expert witness, whose qualifications were conceded by the Gov
ernment, and who testified that "cannabis resin," the drug Len
non was previously convicted of possessing, was neither a "nar
cotic drug" nor "marijuana." Rather, he described it as being 
"hashish," which, unlike marijuana, was not a product indigen
ous to the United States.:u The Government offered no contrary 
evidence or testimony.3' 

Several motions to dismiss filed by Lennon's attorney were 
denied.'16 The Immigration Judge's decision, rendered on March 
23, 1973, granted permanent-resident status to Mrs. Lennon, but 
denied the same status to Mr. LennonY Mr. Lennon promptly 
appealed the decision to the Board of Immigration Appeals.38 

" 8 U.S.C. ! !255(a) (1970). 
'" 8 U.S.C. § 1254(e) (1970). Permission to depart voluntarily would not have been 

available had the Government charged Lennon with deportability under 8 
U.S.C. ! !25l(a)(ll) (1970), as a person convicted of an offense relating to the illicit 
possession of marijuana. It was available. however, where the deportation charge was 
ovmtay (8 U.S.C. § 1251(a)(2) (1970)) or violation of nonimmigrant status (8 
\J.S.C. I 125!(a)(9) (1970)). 

" In re Lennon, Transcript of Proceedings at 37 et seq. 
,., Cf. United States v. Piercefield, 437 F.2d 1188 (5th Cir. 1971), in which the Govern

ment took a position contrary to that taken in the Lennon case, and maintained that 
marijuana and hashish were not the same substance. See also United States v. Ceplis, 
426 F.2d 137 (9th Cir. 1970). 

111 Lennon moved to terminate the proceedings both before and after the Govern
ment's case was presented, as well as at the close of respondent's case. The motions were 
denied, as part of the full decision rendered on March 23, 1973. In re Lennon, at 45-46. 

" ORDER: IT IS ORDERED that the application of Yoko Ono Lennon for 
adjustment of status under Section 245 of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
to that of a permanent resident of the United States be and the same hereby is 
granted, 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the application of John Winston Ono 
Lennon for adjustment of status under Section 245 of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act be, and the same hereby is, denied. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in lieu of an order of deportation the 
respondent, ,John Winston Ono Lennon, be granted voluntary departure without 
expense to the government on or before sixty days from the date this decision 
becomes final or any extension beyond such date as may be granted by the 
District Director and under such conditions as the District Director shall direct. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the respondent, John Winston Ono 
Lennon, fails to depart when and as required, the privilege of voluntary depar
ture shall be withdrawn without further notice or proceedings and the following 
order shall thereupon become immediately effective: the respondent shall be 
deported from the United States to England on the second charge contained in 
his Order to Show Cause, to wit: Section 24l(a)(2) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act. 

In re Lennon, at 46-47. 
"" The Board of Immigration Appeals is not directly a statutory body. Rather, 8 
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Ill. THE BRITISH STATUTE 

Admittedly John Lennon was adjudged guilty, by way of 
plea,'19 of violating the Dangerous Drug Act of 1965 [hereinafter 
referred to as the Act], 40 particularly, Regulations 3, Dangerous 
Drugs (No. 2) [hereinafter referred to as the Regulations]. 41 in 
that he had had in his possession a quantity of cannabis resin, 
without due authorization. Although lack of knowledge provided 
him with no defense under the Act, 42 it was undisputed that at 
the time of the purported offense, Lennon was unaware that he 
was in possession of any illicit substance whatsoever. 43 This con
viction being his sole offense, the magistrate imposed only a fine. 

U .S.C. § 1226(h) (1970) provides for appeal to the Attorney General of the United States, 
by whoRe regulation, in turn, the Board was created. Appeals from the Board's decisions 
are filed directly with the Circuit Courts of Appeals, in cases of deportation (8 
li.S.C. § 1105(a) 11970)), 8 C.F R. § 3.1(b)(2) (1973). 

: 1 ~ The record of conviction is reproduced in In re Lennon, at 10. 
'" Dangerous Drugs Act 1965, c. 15. 
11 Pos:wssion of Drugs 
Sec. 3 A perRon shall not be in possession of a drug unless he is generally so 
authorised or, under this Regulation, so licensed or authorised as a member of 
a Kroup, nor otherwise than in accordance with the provisions of these Regula
lions and, in the case of a person licensed or authorised as a member of a group, 
with the terms and conditions of his license or group authority. 

Jl01;ses~<~iun of drugs and preparations 
Sec. 9 Ill A person shall not be in possession of a drug or preparation unless 
he is generally authorised or, under this Regulation, so licensed or authorised 
as a member of a group, nor otherwise than in accordance with the provisions 
of these Regulations and, in the case of a person licensed or authorised as a 
member of a group, with the terms and conditions of his license of group author
ity. 

/Jefinitirm of Possession 
Sec. 20 For the purposes of these Regulations a person shall be deemed to be 
in possession of a drug if it is in his actual custody or is held by some other 
person subject to his control or for him and on his behalf. 

Dangerous Drugs (No.2) Regulations !964, STAT. INSTR. !964 No. 1811. 
" See text accompanying notes 44-59 infra. 
"' Lennon has consistently maintained that he expected the police raid which brought 

about his drug conviction, inasmuch as a number of other famous "rock" musicians had 
been arrested by a team of drug-squad detectives led by one Detective Sergeant Pilcher. 
Sensing the imminence of his own entrapment. Lennon had searched his apartment 
throughly prior to the raid, and was convinced that the premises were drug free. In re 
Lennon, Transcript of Proceedings, at 83. 

As a matter of record, Detective Sergeant Pilcher, his Chief and other members of 
that Scotland Yard drug squad were subsequently suspended from their duties, indicted 
on various charges, including perjury and "perverting the course of justice," and are 
awaiting trial in England on such criminal charges at this writing. The Times (London), 
Nov. 1.1, 1973, at 4. col. 1-2. 
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Understanding the issue of whether Lennon's plea should 
stand as the admission of an act which would come within the 
ambit of the exclusionary provisions of section 212(a)(23) will be 
advanced considerably by an analysis of the British Act and Reg
ulations. The Act and Regulations under which Mr. Lennon was 
convicted have had a truly controversial history. These British 
laws proscribed the possession of certain controlled substances 
listed in various schedules. The specific section at issue in Len
non's case, section 3 of the Regulations, stated, in brief, that "a 
person shall not be in possession of a drug unless he is generally 
so authorised . . . . ""The language of the section did not specify 
that the proscribed possession was criminal only as to those per
sons "knowing" or "with knowledge of their illicit possession" 
and, therefore, ostensibly provided for an absolute or strict liabil
ity. Furthermore, the Act defined "cannabis resin" specifically 
and distinguished it from the other defined term "cannabis"; the 
former referring to the "separated resin" (hashish) and the latter 
referring to the "flowering or fruiting tops" (marijuana) of the 
plant. ;5 

Judicial controversy over the Act apparently commenced 
upon its enactment, and culminated in the case of Lockyer v. 
Gibb,;' which represented the leading interpretation of the stat
ute prior to its examination by the House of Lords. In Lockyer, a 
Queen's Bench Division decision, the defendant, when stopped 
by the police, was found to be carrying a small bottle of "tablets" 
inside a large totebag. Upon analysis the tablets were found to 
contain morphine sulfate, a "dangerous drug" within the Act and 
Regulations. The defendant contended that she did not know 
what was in the bottle, nor what the tablets contained. The trial 
court convicted the defendant, finding that the offense in ques
tion was sufficiently established by a bare unauthorized posses
sion and that defendant's disclaimer of knowing possession was 
no defense, inasmuch as mens rea was not an essential ingredient 

n See note 41 supra. 
"' Sec. 24 (I) In this Act the following expressions have the meanings 
hereby assigned to them respectively, that is to say:-

"cannabis" (except where used in the expression "cannabis resin") means 
the Howe ring or fruiting tops of any plant of the genus cannabis from which the 
resin has not been extracted, by whatever name they may be designated; 

"cannabis resin" means the separated resin, whether crude or purified. 
obtained from any plant of the genus cannabis . " 

Dangerous Drugs Act !965, c. 15. 
'" I 1966[ ~ W.L.R. 84. 
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of the charge. 
On appeal, the Queen's Bench Division affirmed, stating 

that section 9 of the Regulations" "on the face of it imposed an 
absolute liability"4s subject only to license and authorization, 
and, while it was necessary to show (as had been shown) that the 
appellant knew she possessed an article which turned out to be a 
drug, it was not necessary that she should know also that the arti
cle was in fact a drug. 

Lord Parker, in his opinion, contrasted the elements of mens 
rea and possession: 

In my judgment, before one comes to a consideration of a necess
ity for mens rea or, as it is sometimes said, a consideration of 
whether the regulation imposed an absolute liability, it is of 
course necessary to consider possession itself. In my judgment, 
it is quite clear that a person cannot be said to be in possession 
of some article which he or she does not realize is, or may be, in 
her handbag, in her room, or in some other place over which she 
has control." 

However, as to the defendant's further contention that she could 
not be convicted unless it was proved that she knowingly pos
sessed the drugs, Lord Parker disagreed and opined that: 

I cannot, though it is not conclusive, omit from consideration 
the fact that the word "knowingly" does not appear before pos
session."' 

He refused to follow a Canadian decision51 interpreting a similar 
Canadian statute as requiring a presence of mens rea for convic
tion, and concluded that it was "not necessary that defendant 
should know that in fact she possessed a drug . . . , " for convic
tion under the British statute.52 

Lockyer was scrupulously followed by the lower courts in 
hundreds of cases, and also by the Court of Appeal, Criminal 
Division, in the case of Regina v. Warner. 53 In Warner, police 
stopped the driver of a van, and found therein one case containing 
bottles of perfume and another case containing twenty thousand 

" Section 9 is almost identical in language to section 3, the section here at issue. See 
note 41 supra. 

" 3 W.L.R. at 88. 
'" 119671 2 Q.B. at 248. 
"' Id. at 249. 
" Beaver v. Regina, [1957] S.C.R. 531. 
·" 2 Q.B. at 251. 
"' (1967(1 W.L.R. 1209 (C.A.). 
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amphetamine sulphate tables. The defendant testified that he 
picked up the cases thinking them both to be perfume and, there
fore, did not know that one case contained illegal drugs. The trial 
judge instructed the jury that absence of knowledge by the defen
dant of the second parcel's contents could be considered only in 
mitigation of sentence and could not be treated as a total defense. 

On appeal, the decision of the trial court was affirmed." The 
Court of Appeal, in applying Lockyer, held that the offense 
charged was one of absolute liability, and that, therefore, the fact 
that the driver was ignorant of the second parcel's contents was 
no defense. Warner was appealed further, and culminated in the 
first House of Lords decision on the issue, Warner v. Metropolitan 
Police Commissioner. 55 In the thirty-nine page decision, the five 
Law Lords discussed thoroughly all issues, but the only holding 
they offered was that the appeal be dismissed. 

Lord Reid, in a separate concurring opinion, contended that 
defendant's absence of knowledge of the true nature of an article 
he possessed should be a valid defense, should that article, in 
fact, turn out to be contraband: 

Any person may, and most people do, from time to time take 
into their custody an apparently innocent package without as
certaining what it contains, without having the slightest reason 
to suspect that it may contain anything out of the ordinary, and 
indeed without having any right to open the package and see 
what is in it. If every person who takes such a package into his 
custody must do so at his peril, then this goes immensely farther 
than any enactment imposing absolute liability has yet been 
held to go, and I refuse to believe that Parliament can ever have 
intended such an oppressive result.'" 

Lord Reid gave a further example: 

[S]uppose that an innkeeper is handed ... a box or package 
by a guest for safe keeping. He has no right to open the box-it 
may be locked. If he is told truthfully what is in it, it may be 
right to say that he is in possession of the contents. But what if 
he is told nothing or is told that it contains jewellery and it 
contains prohibited drugs? It may contain nothing but drugs or 
it may contain both jewellery and drugs or it may be an antique 
trinket apparently empty hut containing drugs hidden in a 

" Regina v, Warner, [1967[ 3 All E.R. 93. 
"' [1968[ 2 W.L.R. !303 (H.L.). Note that Warner was decided in May, several 

months prior to Lennon's November conviction. 
'" !d. at 1.116. 
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small secret recess. It would in my opinion be irrational to draw 
distinctions and say that in one such case he is in possession of 
the drugs and therefore guilty of an offense, but not in another. 
It is for that reason that I cannot agree with the contention that 
if the possessor of a box genuinely believes that there is nothing 
in the box then he is not in possession of the contents, but that 
on the other hand, if he knows there is something in it he is in 
posession of the contents though they may turn out to be some
thing quite unexpected." 

291 

Unfortunately, Lord Reid's discussion remains dictum. As 
for the remainder of the court, two Lords thought that, while true 
mens rea was not requisite, the statute did require that the defen
dant have had a reasonable opportunity to detect the contents, 
and two Lords stated that the statute was reasonable as inter
preted by Lockyer and the lower courts, so that with respect to 
these four opinions, it has been said that: 

When we turn to the majority judgments we find that their 
Lordships seem to have had little difficulty in holding that Par
liament intended an absolute offence when it enacted ... the 
Drugs Act of 1964.'" 

Therefore, Warner, decided on a technical ground,'9 let Lockyer 
stand as good law, although that decision was seriously called 
into question by at least three of the Warner court's five mem· 
hers. 

Thus, the British statute, which was considered carefully by 
the House of Lords of England, was consistently held to be one 
of "strict liability," so that the fact that a defendant lacked any 
knowledge of possessing a drug was no defense against prosecu· 
tion under the statute; it was merely an element which might be 
pleaded in mitigation of punishment. 

This was the status of the law when Lennon pleaded guilty 
to violation of the Act and Regulations. Subsequently, the House 

" !d. at 1318. 
'•' Note. Possession of Drugs and Absolute Liability, 84 L.Q. REv. 382, 387 (1968). See 

also Note, Possession of Drugs-The Mental Element, 26 CAMB. L.J. 179 (1969). 
In the instant rase, the "dangerous drug" was found inside Mr. Lennon's binocular 

case which had only recently been delivered to Mr. Lennon's home, and which had been 
in the possession of many others for a period of the previous six months. Mr. Lennon was 
totally unaware of the contents of the binoculr case./n re Lennon, Transcript of Proceed· 
ings at R3. 

'" The appeal was dismissed on the ground that, as a matter of law, no reasonable 
jury could find the facts as defendant related them. Criminal Appeal Act 1966, § 4, c. 
14, 
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of Lords did modify its position somewhat with respect to one 
particular section of the Regulations. 

In Sweet u. Parsley, 60 a case decided some time after Len
non's plea, section 5(b) of the Act 51 dealing with the duties of a 
landlord, was held to require an element of mens rea for prosecu
tion. In Sweet, the defendant was the tenant of a farmhouse, who, 
after moving out herself, sublet the premises to various subten
ants, and occasionally returned to collect rents. Police had 
searched the house and found small quantities of drugs. The de
fendant was then charged with and convicted of being concerned 
in the management of premises which were used for the purpose 
of smoking cannabis or cannabis resin, contrary to section 5(b). 82 

On appeal, the conviction was upheld.63 Although the appeals 
court rejected the proposition that defendant's responsibility for 
the rent and maintenance of the house could of itself establish her 
concern in the "management of the premises," it nevertheless 
found that the trial court was justified in its determination that 
the appellant was concerned in the "management of the prem
ises" under all circumstances of the case. Notably, Miss Sweet's 
ignorance of the premises' being used for the purpose of smoking 
illegal drugs was held to be no defense. 

In January, 1969, the House of Lords considered Sweet and 
reversed the appeals courtY The highest court held that no of
fense under section 5(b) had been disclosed inasmuch as that 
section required a showing of defendant's intention to use the 
premises for smoking an illegal drug. Additionally, two Lords 
found that, for conviction under section 5(b), the defendant must 
have had actual knowledge of the particular purpose to which the 
premises were being put. Thus, although Sweet seemed to posit 
a mens rea requirement under section 5(b), the decision did not 
purport to effect a similar modification with respect to other sec-

"" 1196912 W.L.R. 470 (H.L.). 
"' i'rnalization of Permitting Premises to be Used for Smoking Cannabis, 
&t. 
Sec. 5 If a person-

{ a) being the occupier of any premises, permits those premises to be 
used for the purpose of smoking cannabis or cannabis resin or of dealing 
in cannabis resin (whether by sale or otherwise); or 
(b) is concerned in the management of any premises used for any such 
purpose as aforesaid; he shall be guilty of an offence against this Act. 

Dangerous Drugs Act 1965 c. 15. 
111 !d. 

"' 119681 2 Q.B. 418. 
"' 1196912 W.L.R. 470 (H.L.). 
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tions of the Act and consequently left Warner and Lockyer unaf
fected. 

The theoretical distinction between Warner and Sweet was 
thoroughly analyzed in many law reviews and several disparate 
approaches were taken."' However, with respect to the practical 
holding of the case, the commentators were in agreement that in 
Sweet, 

[tjhe House was dealing with an offence quite distinct from 
that which arose in Warner [prosecuting landlords for what 
their tenants did, rather than prosecuting simple possessors] 
and was clearly substantially influenced by the social implica
tions of holding that section 5(b) did not require a mental ingre
dient.'" 

Interestingly enough, the 1965 Act under which Lennon was 
convicted was repealed and replaced by the Misuse of Drugs Act 
of 1971,67 which does allow "lack of knowledge" as a defense to a 
possession charge. Thus Lennon's unknowing possession, al
though criminal in 1968, would be innocent today. 

In reprise, an overview of the case law on the British statute 
under which Lennon was convicted reveals that the highest court 
of England construed it as one of "strict liability," not requiring 
any component of mens rea for conviction.68 Consequently, Len
non's guilty plea served only as an admission that he possessed a 
certain receptacle; that Lennon in fact had any idea that an illicit 
drug was contained therein was a state of affairs neither affirmed 
by Lennon nor inquired into by the court. 

IV. SECTION 212(A)(23): PROBLEMS OF INTENTION AND CONSTRUC

TION 

The statute at the foundation of John Lennon's deportation 
plight, section 212(a)(23) of the Immigration Act,69 leaves much 
to be desired in the way of clarity. An examination of the legisla-

"''See, e.g., Note, Absolute Liability, 85 L.Q. REv. 153 (1969). 
'" Miers, The Mental Element, 20 N. Ia. L.Q. 370, 371 (1969). 
"' Misuse of Drugs Act 1971, § 28 et seq., c. 38. 
"" Cf. Regina v. Marriott, [1971[1 W.L.R. 187 (C.A.). In that case, the court indi· 

cated "that nothing said in Warner's case negatives the necessity for some . .. direction" 
to the jury to find for the Crown only where it found that accused "had reason to know" 
of a proscribed drug. ld, at 190. It should be noted that Marriot was decided two years 
after Lennon's conviction-and merely weeks before the Warner rule was modified by 
statute. See note 67 supra. 

"" 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(23) (1970). 
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tive history behind that statute,1° as well as related case law, 11 

fosters the argument that Congress never intended section 
212(a)(23) to apply to a person in Lennon's circumstance. On a 
second level, a review of the legislative use of the terms 
marijuana, cannabis and cannabis resin indicates that, regardless 
of actual congressional intent, section 212(a)(23) is too nebulously 
drafted to include in its exclusionary ambit the offense Lennon 
had committed.72 

A. "Possession" Must Involve Trafficking Potential 

When originally enacted as part of the Immigration and Na
tionality Act of 1952,13 section 212(a)(23) did not contain a provi
;;ion for the excludability of aliens convicted of simple drug pos
session offenses. Thus, under that earlier version of the law, Len
non would have faced no peril. More importantly though, a re
view of the relevant legislative history and case law makes it 
substantially certain that even after the section was amended by 
the Narcotics Control Act of 195674 to include conviction for the 
mere possession of narcotics, the type of "possession" of which 
Lennon was convicted was not contemplated by the amendment. 

In the case of Varga u. Rosenberg,75 an alien who had been 
convicted under a California statute76 of being under the influence 
of narcotics was held not subject to deportation under the federal 
statute providing for deportation of any alien who was convicted 
of a violation "of any law or regulation relating to illicit posses
sion of narcotic drugs or marijuana." 

The petitioner in Varga was a Mexican citizen admitted to 
the United States in 1961 as a permanent resident; in December 
of 1963, he was convicted here of violating section 11721 of the 
California Health and Safety Code, 77 which prohibited the use of 
narcotics. Subsequently the Service held a hearing in order to 
decide whether Varga was deportable under section 241(a)(11).78 

The issue before the trial court was whether the bar in section 

w See text accompanying notes i3-83 infra, 
11 See text accompanying notes 75-85 infra. 
" See text accompanying notes 87-126 infra. 
'' Act of .June 27, 1952, 66 Stat. 166. 
" Act of July 18, 1956, 70 Stat. 567. 
"' 2:l1 F. Supp. 282 (S.D. Cal. 19641. 
"' CAL, HEALTH & 8. CODE § 11721 (West 1964). 
"CAL. HEALTH & S. CODE § 11721 (West 1964). 
" H lJ S C. § J2,\l{a)(11) (19701. 
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241(a)(ll), the parallel provision to section 212(a)(23), 19 was 
brought into play by petitioner's California conviction. The court 
reviewed the legislative history of the statute and concluded that 
"[ w]hile Congress undoubtedly intended to close 'every possible 
loophole where a person had been convicted of a crime relating 
to the possession of narcotics,' the legislative history indicated 
that the Committee's aim was to eliminate traffic in narcotics as 
distinguished from use. "1" The court quoted the concluding words 
of a House report: 

Because contact with a drug is an essential prerequisite to add
iction, elimination of drug servility on the part of addicted per
sons can best be accomplished by the removal from society of 
the illicit trafficker . .. .'1 

The court concluded by stating that "Congress undoubtedly has 
aimed its attack upon possession which would give the possessor 
'such dominion and control . . . as would have given him the 
power of disposal.' "x2 Therefore, the court reasoned, inasmuch as 
Varga was hardly in a position to traffic in a drug which was 
already in his system, he could not be said to have had the type 
of possession which would have given him such dominion and 
control as to come within the ambit of the section 241(a)(ll) 
deportation provision. 

Inasmuch as the "deportable" and "excludahle" subsections 
of section 241 are identical,x3 it follows that the Varga interpreta
tion of what kind of possession was intended to trigger the depor
tation provision of section 241(a) (11) should be equally applicable 
to section 212(a)(23). Consequently, it would seem that Mr. Len
non's case is included in neither, for the British statute under 
which Lennon was prosecuted mandated conviction even where 
the defendant was totally unaware of any proscribed possession 
on his part; a party ignorant of the very act of possession certainly 
lacks such dominion and control with respect to the object of 
possession as would allow his disposing of it. 

Furthermore, it would seem that the Service has acquiesced 

'" 8 U.S.C. § 1182(al(23) (1970). Insofar as they concern conviction for illicit mari
juana po<Session, section 241(a)(ll), the deportation provision concerning resident aliens. 
and ~ection 212ta)(23), the exclusion provision concerning aliens seeking entry, contain 
virtually identical language. 

"' 2:l7 F. Supp. at 284. 
'' /d., citinK 1956 U.S. CODE CONG. & ADMIN. Ntws 3274. 
"' 237 F. Supp. at 284. 
~:1 See note 79 supra. 
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in the Varga rationale. In Matter of Sum, 84 decided by the Board 
of Immigration Appeals in 1970, the Board overruled previous 
precedents and held that a conviction for unlawful use of pro
scribed drugs would not make an alien deportable as one who has 
been convicted of unlawful possession of such drugs. In that case, 
the respondent had been convicted of violating section 11720 of 
the California Health and Safety Code" for "taking or otherwise 
using any narcotics."" The Board, citing Varga and adopting that 
case's approach to possession, observed that Varga should be 
binding on the Service inasmuch as the Solicitor General of the 
United States declined to authorize an appeal in Varga. 

To recapitulate, although in one sense all laws touching on 
narcotics relate to their traffic, the immigration laws limit their 
concern to convictions which directly touch upon traffic or, in 
cases of possession convictions, to those which clearly require a 
type of possession which conjoins a power to traffic in or dispose. 
Knowledge of possession is an essential element of such power, 
and this type of knowledge is precisely what Lennon lacked. Al
though Lennon's lack of knowledge was not a defense to the Bri
tish statute under which he pleaded guilty and was convicted, 
this conviction was not of a character which would render him 
excludable from United States residence, because although his 
actions constituted "possession" within the British statute, that 
type of "possession" was at variance with the meaning of the term 
as found in section 212(a)(23) of the Act, and as construed in 
Varga and Sum. 

B. Cannabis Resin and Marijuana 

Not the least cumbersome problem involved in redacting a 
legislative proscription of dangerous drugs is the task of compil
ing and describing a definitive schedule of such banned sub
stances.~1 Where a statute fails to include a sufficiently detailed 

"' Interim Dec. No. 2045, file A47 130 47 (Board of Immigration App<lals, May 22, 
1970). See also In re Schunck, Interim Dec. No. 2137, file Al3 120 144 (Board oflmmigra
tion Appeals, Mar. 23, 1972). Cf. In re Martinez-Gomez, Interim Dec. No. 2138 (Board of 
Immigration Appeals, Mar. 23, 1972), in which the Board held that a conviction under a 
California statute prohibiting the maintenance of premises for the selling of drugs was a 
conviction for violation of a law relati.ng to ((illicit traffic in narcotic drugs or marijuana" 
within the meaning of section 241(a)(!1) of the immigration Act. 

"• CAL. HEALTH & 8. CODE § 11720 (West 1964). 
'" CAL. HEALTH & 8. CODE § 11720 (West 1964). 
" See, e.g., UNIFORM CoNTROWD SUll.STANCES Ac:r §§ 202-12 (approved by the Na

tional Conf. of Comm'rs on Uniform State Laws in 1970). 
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definition of a particular drug, or neglects to incorporate one by 
reference, courts have surprised legislators by finding that a sub
stance ostensibly included within the legislative ban was in fact 
deemed unincluded.'' This history of strict construction with re
spect to drug legislation, when applied to the statute involved in 
Lennon's case,89 leads to the conclusion that, regardless of con
gressional intent, section 212(a)(23) of the Immigration Act does 
not include cannabis resin convictions within its terms. 

Prior to a detailed analysis of the American immigration 
statute, it is revealing to note that the British statute under 
which Lennon was convicted did provide specific definitions for 
the substances which it proscribed. A schedule appended to the 
Act contained, inter alia, separate definitions for the terms 
cannabis (commonly known as marijuana) and cannabis resin 
(commonly known as hashish). iO Lennon's conviction dealt solely 
with the latter form of cannabis, or hashish. 

In studying our own Immigration Act, one must note at the 
outset that it nowhere refers specifically to hashish or cannabis 
resin, nor does it anywhere contain a specific definition of the 
term "marijuana."" Thus, in determining whether a hashish pos
session conviction is one relating to the possession of marijuana 
within the limits of the Immigration Act, we must look to legisla
tive history. The term "marijuana" made its first appearance in 
our country's immigration laws in a 1931 act, 92 which remained 
in force until the enactment of the Walter-McCarran Act of 
1952." The former act provided 

[t]hat any alien (except an addict who is not a dealer in, or 
peddler of, any of the narcotic drugs mentioned in this Act) who, 
after the enactment of this Act, shall be convicted and sent
enced for violation of or conspiracy to violate any statute of the 
United States taxing, prohibiting, or regulating the manufac
ture, production, compounding, transportation, sale, exchange, 
dispensing, giving away, importation, or exportation of opium, 

"' See, e.g., Rojas-Gutierrez v. Hoy, 161 F. Supp. 448 (S.D. Cal. 1958), alf'd, 267 F.2d 
490 (9th Cir. 1959); Mendoza-Rivera v. Del Guercio, 161 F. Supp. 473 (S.D. Cal. 1958), 
a/f'd sub nom. Hoy v. Mendoza-Rivera, 261 F.2d 451 (9th Cir. 1959). 

'" 8 U.S.C. § 1182(a)(23) (1970). 
'" Dangerous Drugs Act 1965, c. 15, schedule I, § 2. 
" Significantly, section 101 of the Immigration Act, 8 U.S.C. § 1101 (1970), the 

general definitional section, provides no definition for marijuana, although the term is 
used in sections 212(a)(23) and 24l(a)(ll) of the Immigration Act. 

"' Act of Feb. 18, 1931, 46 Stat. 1171. 
'' Act of June 27, !952, ch. 477, 66 Stat. 166. 
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coca leaves, heroin, marijuana, or any salt, derivative, or prepa. 
ration of opium or coca leaves, shall be taken into custody and 
deported in the manner provided in Sections 19 and 20 of the 
Act of February 5, 1917." 

At the time the above statute was enacted, narcotics infractions 
were grounds only for deportation of aliens already resident in the 
United States, but not for exclusion of those wishing to migrate 
to this country. The Immigration Act of 195295 was the first stat
ute to list narcotics violators as excludable. 96 As originally en
acted, the 1952 act barred any alien who had heen convicted of 
violation relating to illicit" traffic in narcotics, and any alien who 
a consular or immigration officer had reason to believe was or had 
been an illegal trafficker in such narcotic drugs. 97 

In both the 1931 statute9La much earlier version of the pres
ent Immigration Act's section 241(a)(ll), providing for deporta
tion of resident aliens based on previous drug offenses-and the 
1952 statute''-the original version of the present Immigration 
Act's section 212(a)(23), providing for exclusion of visiting aliens 
based on previous drug offenses-any definitions of marijuana as 
including cannabis resin (hashish) within their respective terms, 
were conspicuously absent. Whether the Congress did not intend 
to include cannabis resin within the scheme of its legislation, or 
whether it assumed that cannabis resin was included within the 
term "marijuana," is unclear and, as we shall see, immaterial. 

The separate provisions with respect to "excludables" and 
"deportables" were at once augmented and further bifurcated by 
passage of the Narcotic Control Act of 1956. 1110 Whereas both sec
tions had previously directed their provisions at aliens convicted 
of crimes directly connected with the trafficking of narcotics, the 
"Control Act" went still further. The 1956 act amended both the 
"deportable" and "excludable" sections of the Immigration Act 
to include (1) conspiracy to violate a narcotics law and (2) illicit 
possession of narcotics as additional grounds for deporting or ex
cluding an alien from the country. Furthermore, it amended sec
tion 241 (b) of the Immigration Act to provide that judicial recom-

" Act of May 26, 1922, 42 Stat. 596 (emphasis added). 
" Act of June 27. 1952, ch. 477, 66 Stat, 166. 
" See C. GoRDON & H. ROSENFIELD, I IMMIGRATION LAW AND PROCEDURE§ 2.45 (1965). 
»1 !d. 
~~ See text accompanying note 92 supra. 
~~ See notes 96-97 8upra. 

'"" Act of July 18, 1956, 70 Stat. 567. 

2187 



1973] IN RE LENNON 299 

mendations against deportation not be permitted with respect to 
aliens convicted of narcotics offenses. 101 Drafted in terms of "nar
cotics," the 1956 act did nothing, therefore, to affect or elucidate 
the term "marijuana" as used in the Immigration Act. 

Subsequently, in 1960, in order to overcome the effect of two 
court decisions which interpreted the 1956 amendment's use of 
the term "narcotics" as not reaching marijuana, 102 Congress ex
plicitly added the words "or marijuana" to the 1956 modification 
of both the "deportable" and "excludable" sections, bringing the 
new "possession" provisions in line with the older "trafficking" 
portions. 1113 

In none of the various amendments and modifications dis
cussed above did Congress indicate, either directly or through 
regulations, precisely what substances were included in the term 
"marijuana," and a fortiori, specific mention of cannabis resin or 
hashish was nowhere evident. Even so, the Immigration Judge in 
Lennon's case argued that passage of the previously mentioned 
Narcotics Control Act of 1956 managed to incorporate into section 
212(a)(23), by reference to the Internal Revenue Code of 1954, a 
definition of marijuana which included the resinous or hashish 
portion of the plant. 1114 The Immigration Judge asserted that the 
incorporation of a definition for marijuana set down in the Inter
nal Revenue Code of 1954105 (which was referred to in a separate 
section of the omnibus 1956 Narcotics Control Act, amending the 
Narcotic Import and Export Act101

), should be determinative with 
respect to every use of the term "marijuana" within the 1956 Act. 
Aside from the different factual situations with which the two 
acts are concerned, 1117 and the internal inconsistencies within sec-

"" Act of July 18, 1956, § 301(b), (c), 70 Stat. 575. 
"" Rojas·Gutierrez v. Hoy, 161 F. Supp. 448 (S.D. Cal. 1958), a/f'd, 267 F.2d 490 (9th 

Cir. 1959); Mendoza· Rivera v. Del Guercio, 161 F. Supp. 473 (S.D. Cal. 1958), a{f'd sub 
nom. Hoy v. Mendoza.Rivera, 267 F.2d 451 (9th Cir. 1959). 

"'" Act of July 14, 1960, § 9, Pub. L. No. 86·684, 74 Stat. 504. 
111 1 In re Lennon, at 33-34. 
""' INT. REv. CoDE OF 1954, § 4761, defines the term "marihuana" as including "all 

parts of the plant including the resin extracted from any part of such plant." Id. 
'"" Section 106 of the Narcotics Control Act of !956, Act of July 18, 1956, ch. 629, 70 

Stat. 567 amended section 2 of the Narcotic Drugs Import and Export Act to provide 
greater penalties for the unlawful importation of marijuana. 

1
111 Former section 2 of the Narcotic Drugs Import and Export Act, Act of Feb. 9, 1909, 

ch. 100, :1.1 Stat. 614 (repealed Oct. 27, 19701 (formerly codified at 21 U.S.C. §§ 171·74), 
prohibited the importation of various narcotic drug and marijuana. It would be highly 
reasonable for Congress to include hashish within an importation statute, while not in· 
eluding it in a possession statute, inasmuch as hashish, in contradistinction to marijuana, 
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tion 212(a)(23) which such a position would imply, 111~ there is an 
elementary and more cogent reason that such an interpretation 
is fallacious. The amendment to the Narcotic Drugs Import and 
Export Act specifically provided that, "as used in this section, the 
term 'marijuana' has the meaning given to such term by Section 
4761 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954."109 Such a specific 
incorporation by reference implies that Congress intended to 
limit its reference to a particular section, and not to the act in 
general. 

All that can be gleaned from the legislative development of 
the Immigration Act outlined above is that the courts have con
strued narrowly the imprecise statutory language of the act, even 
in the face of contrary congressional intent. As previously dis
cussed, the Narcotics Control Act of 1956 amended both sections 
212(a)(23) and 241(a)(ll) by providing that those sections would 
henceforth mandate exclusion and deportation, respectively, for 
aliens convicted of possession of drugs. 110 However, whereas the 
earlier trafficking portions of both sections specifically mentioned 
narcotics and marijuana, the 1956 amendment spoke only of 
"narcotics."111 Nevertheless, it was clear from the legislative his
tory accompanying the 1956 act that Congress viewed "general 
references to narcotics in [the act as] includ[ing] ... the term 
marijuana . . .. "112 

However, two federal district court cases, both ultimately 
affirmed by the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit, interpreted the 1956 amendment as excluding marijuana 
convictions. 113 The Ninth Circuit, in its affirmance, held that if 

is not native to the United States. See Bonnie & Whitebread, The Forbidden Fruit and 
the Tree of Knowledge: An Inquiry into the Legal History of American Marijuana 
Prohibition, 56 VA. L. REV. 971 (1970). 

"" If, arguendo, the 1956 amendment to section 212(al (23) intended to incorporate 
the marijuana definition set forth in the 1954 Internal Revenue Code, and was successful, 
then the acknowledged attempt of the subsequent 1960 amendment, i.e., to erase all 
incongruities between the substances covered in the usimple possession )I and "trafficking" 
portions of section 212(a)(23) (see text accompanying notes 102-03 supra), was partly 
unsuccessful because the 1952-enacted '~trafficking'' portion's use of the term ''mari
juana" could never be (as was posited of its "simple possession" sister provision) founded 
upon a definition set down in a Code created two years subsequent to its own enactment. 

"'" Act of July 18, 1956, ch. 629, 70 Stat. 570 (emphasis added). 
1111 See text accompanying notes 100-01 supra. 
'" See text accompanying notes 100-01 supra. 
'" 1956 U.S. CODE CONG. & ADMIN. NEWS 3294 n.l. 
'"' Rojas-Gutierrez v. Hoy, 161 F. Supp. 448 (S.D. Cal. 1958), otf'd, 267 F.2d 490 (9th 

Cir. 1959); Mendoza-Rivera v. Del Guercio, 161 F. Supp. 473 (S.D. Cal. 1958), alf'd sub 
nom. Hoy v. Mendoza-Rivera, 267 F.2d 451 (9th Cir. 1959). 
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Congress wished to include marijuana within the terms of the 
1956 amendment, it could have particularly so stated. However, 
if Congress chose not to do so, any doubt as to the statute's 
meaning should be resolved in favor of the alien. 114 

This sort of "strict construction" with respect to deportation 
laws is hardly new. In fact, it is well settled that although depor
tation statutes are not considered strictly penal, 115 inasmuch as 
they inflict the equivalent of banishment or exile, they should be 
strictly construed. 116 In cases where the language of Congress is 
susceptible of several possible meanings "because of the dire con
sequences which may result, the language used by Congress 
should be given the narrowest of several possible meanings."117 If 
there is any doubt as to the interpretation of a provision in the 
Immigration Act, that doubt has usually been resolved in favor 
of the alien. 11

' 

In keeping with the "strict construction" approach discussed 
above, it would seem reasonable to attach an interpretation to the 
term "marijuana" as utilized in section 212(a)(23) which would 
resolve any lack of clarity in the statute in Lennon's favor. At his 
hearing, Lennon introduced an acknowledged expert in the field 
of drugs who testified that cannabis resin was commonly known 
as "hashish," and that neither of these terms referred to the sub
stance of cannabis sativa known commonly as "marijuana."119 

Certainly, according to this interpretation, Lennon's hashish con-

'" Cf. In re Lennon, at 34-35, in which the Immigration Judge attempted to resolve 
the question of "what Congress would have intended to cover by the use of the term 
marijuana, had the matter reached its specific attention," ld. (emphasis added). 

"' Galvan v. Press, 347 U.S. 522 (1954); Harisiades v. Shaughnessy. 342 U.S. 580 
(1952). 

"" Barber v. Gonzales, 347 U.S. 637 (1954). 
"' Fong Haw Tan v. Phelan, 333 U.S. 6, 10 (1948). See also United States ex rel. 

Brancato v. Lehmann. 239 F.2d 663 (6th Cir. 1956); Tutrone v. Shaughnessy, 160 F. Supp. 
433, 437 (S.D.N.Y. 19581. 

'" Wood v. Hoy, 266 F.2d 825 (9th Cir. 1959). 
"" Dr. Lester Grinspoon, Associate Professor of Psychiatry, Harvard Medical School. 

testified as follows: 
Q. Do you consider that Cannabis Resin is hashish? 
A. Yes. 
Q. Is Cannabis Resin marijuana? 
A. Cannabis Resin is not marijuana. 
Q. Is Cannabis Resin a narcotic drug? 
A. Cannabis Resin is not a narcotic drug. 
Q. Based upon your knowledge and research in this field, would I be correct 
in saying that it is your opinion that Cannabis Resin is not marijuana? 
A. Cannaqis Resin is not marijuana. Marijauna is not Cannabis Resin. 

In re Lennon, Transcript of Proceedings at 37-38. 
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viction would not run him afoul of any section 212 provision. 
Although the decision in Matter of Lennon did not agree with 

the above interpretation, 120 interestingly enough, a subsequent 
immigration decision did follow a virtually identical approach in 
construing the word marijuana in section 212(a)(23). In Matter 
of Gray, 121 an alien who had previously been admitted to perma
nent residence in the United States applied for readmission to the 
country in 1971. On information fran\ police authorities, the Serv
ice released the alien "to Maine State Police for conviction [sic] 
of narcotic laws. "122 He was subsequently convicted in that state 
of having been illegally in possession of hashish. Upon reapplica
tion for readmission to the United States, the examining Immi
gration Officer found Gray to be excludable under section 
212(a)(23). The alien was then referred to an Immigration Judge 
for a formal hearing with respect to his purported excludability. 
The Immigration Judge clearly delineated the issue before him 
and stated that 

if the hashish which was involved in the applicant's conviction 
is a narcotic drug or marijuana, he is excludable on the basis of 
the conviction for possession thereof. Even if he were admitted, 
he would immediately become deportable under the provisions 
of Section 241(a)(ll) of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
because of the same conviction.'" 

However, the judge had no difficulty in finding that Gray was not 
excludable. He stated: 

Hashish is not referred to in Immigration statutes by name. No 
attempt was made to establish that hashish is a narcotic drug. 
However, evidence in the form of a pamphlet of the Bureau of 
Narcotics and Dangerous Drugs, U.S. Department of Justice, 
and a pamphlet produced jointly by the Department ofDefense, 
Department of Health, Education and Welfare, Department of 
Justice, Department of Labor, and Office of Economic Oppor
tunity, were introduced into evidence. These pamphlets estab
lish that both marijuana and hashish are included under the 
generic term "Cannabis Sativa." One of the pamphlets ... 
states that hashish is at "least five times stronger than crude 
marijuana.""' 

1211 In re Lennon, at 30-35. 
'" File No. A30 310 271 (I & N Boston Dist., Sept. 23, 1971). 
12~ /d, at 2. 
m Id. at 4. 

'" Id. at 5-6, 
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The court further stated: 

The statute under which it is alleged that the applicant is 
excludable refers to ''narcotics drugs" and to marijuana. The 
applicant was convicted of possession of hashish. There is no 
allegation here that hashish is a narcotic drug. It is urged that 
hashish should be included in the term "marijuana" because 
both are derivatives of Cannabis Sativa. However, neither 
"hashish" nor "Cannabis Sativa" are mentioned in the stat
ute.m 

Finally, the Immigration Judge ruled that 

[o]n consideration of this entire record and in the absence of 
any law, regulation or decision of the Board or of any court 
finding that the words "hashish" and "marijuana" are the same 
or interchangeable, it will be concluded that the applicant has 
not been convicted in violation of law relating to possession of a 
"narcotic drug" or marijuana.'2' 

303 

The Gray case, in rejecting the broad inclusionary approach 
to the term "marijuana" espoused in Matter of Lennon, seems 
better reasoned and more in keeping with the tradition of strict 
judicial interpretation normally encountered in the area of immi
gration law. 

V. DuE PRocEss 

Although Congress does possess plenary power with respect 
to setting the quantitative and qualitative standards for prospec
tive immigration to our shores, 127 it is submitted that excluding 
or deporting Lennon on the basis of his British conviction would 
violate the Due Process Clause of the Constitution. 128 Under our 

"' /d. at 5. 
'" Id. at 9. 
'" Flemming v. Nestor, 363 U.S. 603 (1960); Carlson v. Landon, 342 U.S. 524, 534 

(1952). See also text accompanying notes 8-13 supra. 
'" Although the Supreme Court has never found any immigration provision to be in 

violation of the constitutional guarantees of substantive due process, several decisions 
indicate that the due process injunction might be applicable in an appropriate case. See 
Galvan v. Press, 347 U.S. 522 (1954); Jordan v. DeGeorge, 341 U.S. 223 (1951). 

United States Courts of Appeals for the various circuits have disagreed as to whether 
a statute providing for deportation of an alien to any state that would harbor him posed 
a "substantial question" requiring a three-judge district court to be convened. See, e.g., 
Wolf v. Boyd, 287 F.2d 520 (9th Cir. !961); Marcello v. Kennedy, 194 F. Supp. 748 (D.D.C. 
1961), alf'd on other grounds, 312 F.2d 874 (D.C. Cir.), cert. denied, 373 U.S. 933 (1963). 

Several commentators have argued against the Government's ostensibly unqualified 
powers with resPect to the ejectment of aliens. See, e.g., M. KoNVITZ 1 CIVIL RIGHTS IN 
IMMIGRATION (1953); Boudin, The Settler Within Our Gates, 28 N.Y.U.L. 1\Ev. 266, 451, 
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constitutional system, it is considered that basic fairness and the 
essential substantive and procedural safeguards of due process 
would be thwarted by a statute which required no proof of crimi
nal intent. 12~ Thus, with the exception of certain narrow instan
ces, 130 American penal provisions purport to punish crimes com
prised of both actus reus and mens rea components. Typically, 
then, a comprehensive review of the Jaws of all state and federal 
jurisdictions concerning possession Of marijuana reveals that vir
tually all such statutes require, as an essential element for prose
cution, that the defendant be shown to have had possession with 
knowledge of such possession.'!' Under the British Act and Regu
lation in force at the time of Lennon's conviction, no criminal 
intent was required for a possession conviction; innocent posses
sion of a package which later proved to contain narcotics was 
deemed sufficient grounds for conviction, despite the fact that the 
accused had no reason to know, or actual knowledge of, either the 
contents or nature of such package.'l2 It is contended that a con
viction of this type, lacking an element which we consider essen
tial to fundamental fairness, is alien to our system. Therefore, its 
use as a basis for excluding from permanent residence an appli
cant whose child is an American citizen and whose spouse is a 
permanent resident, should be deemed a denial of due process. 133 

When presented with the above argument in Matter of 
Lennon, the Immigration Judge did not rule upon the merits of 
the due process argument, but rather concerned himself with the 
threshold contention of whether all American decisions did, in 
fact, require a mens rea component for marijuana possession. In 
his decision, Immigration Judge Fieldsteel referred to the case 
law of several "minority jurisdictions"134 which all held, he found, 
that knowledge on the part of a defendant was unessential for 

634 (1951); Bullit, Deportation as a Denial of Substantive Due Process, 28 WASH. L. REV. 
205 (1953); Hesse, The Constitutional Status of the Lawfully Admitted Permanent Resi· 
dent Alien, 68 YALE L.J. 1578, 69 YALE L.J. 261 (1959); Maslow, Recasting our Deportation 
Law, 59 COLUM. L. REv. 309 (1956); Note, Constitutional Restraints on the Expulsion and 
Exclu.<ion of Aliens, 37 MINN. L. REv. 440 (1953); Note, Resident Aliens and Due Process: 
Anatomy of a Deportation, 8 V1LL. L. REV. 563 (1963). 

'" See Turner v. United States, 396 U.S. 398 11970); United States v. Fueston, 426 
F.2d 785 (9th Cir. 1970); Griego v. United States, 298 F.2d 845 (lOth Cir. 1962); Casella 
v. United States, 304 F. Supp. 756 (D.N.J. 1969). 

•• See text accompanying notes 164· 72 infra. 
1
:
11 See text accompanying notes 136·63 infra. 

"'See analysis of the British Act and Regulations in section III, supra at pp. 287·93. 
'" But see Buchowiecki·Kortkiewicz v. INS, 455 F.2d 972 (9th Cir. 1972). 
1 ~t In re Lennon, at 22. 
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conviction. It would appear, however, that such authorities are no 
longer controlling within their respective jurisdictions. 135 

A review of the legislative and decisional jurisprudence with 
respect to the possession of marijuana can best be accomplished 
by looking separately at the federal and state areas. Under federal 
law, bare possession of marijuana for personal use was never per 
se a criminal act. However, a series of statutes beginning with the 
Marijuana Tax Act of 1937'36 did proscribe possession of the drug 
in connection with various tax schemes. Similarly, marijuana 
importation was outlawed under the Narcotic Drugs Import and 
Export Act.'" The decisional law under all these statutes viewed 
the proscribed species of possession as one requiring mens rea. 138 

On the state level, the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act13' 

[hereinafter referred to as the Uniform Act], which was at var
ious times substantially adopted by all fifty states, the District 
of Columbia, Puerto Rico and the Virgin Islands, 140 is the princi
pal anti-marijuana legislation. 141 Section 2 of the Uniform Act 

'" Although, as a general rule, it is solely federal and not state law which is determi
native of whether an alien has committed a crime which would trigger any penalties under 
the Immigration Act (Giammario v. Hurney, 311 F.2d 285 (3d Cir. 1962)), here the author 
is interested in the broader issue of establishing the general jurisprudential posture of all 
American fora with respect to a particular crime. See generally Bonnie & Whitebread, The 
Forbidden Fruit and the Tree of Knowledge: An Inquiry into the Legal History of Ameri· 
can Marijuana Prohibition, 56 VA. L. RBV. 971 (1970). 

'"" Act of Aug. 2, 1937, ch. 553, 50 Stat. 551 (repealed 1970) (formerly codified at INT. 
Rsv. CODE OF 1954, §§ 4701·36). 

"'' Act of Feb. 9, 1909, ch. 100, 35 Stat. 614 (repealed Oct. 27, 1970) (formerly codified 
at 21 U.S.C. §§ 171-74). The recently enacted provisions of the Comprehensive Drug 
Abuse and Control Act of 1970, 21 U.S.C. § 801 et seq. (1972), replaced the marijuana 
tax and anti-importation provisions discussed in the text. Underlying the amendment was 
a marked change in congressional attitude toward the nature of marijuana. See 116 CoNG. 
REc. 781 (1970) (testimony ofDr. S. Yolles). For the legislative history and purpoee of the 
Drug Abuse and Control Act of 1970, see 1970 U.S. CODE CONG. & ADMIN. NEWS 4566 et 
seq. 

'"" Bass v. United States. 326 F.2d 884 (8th Cir. 1964); Guevara v. United States, 242 
F.2d 745 (5th Cir. 1957); United States ex rei. Marino v. Holton, 227 F.2d 886 (7th Cir.), 
cert. denied, 350 U.S. 1000 (1955). 

'"" The Act was approved by the National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform 
Laws in 1932. See 9 U.L.A. 523 (1973). 

"'" See 9 U.L.A. 524 (1973) for a list of the states adopting the Uniform Act, and 9 
U.L.A. 525 (1973) for a list of the states substantially adopting the Uniform Act. 

111 In 1970, the National Conference of Commissioners on Uniform Laws approved the 
Uniform Controlled Substances Act, which supplanted the older uniform provision. See 9 
U.L.A. 145 (1973). However, section 401 of the Controlled Substances Act basically paral
lels the possession provisions of the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, § 2. See 9 U.L.A. 266 
(1973). 
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provides that "[i]t shall be unlawful for any person to manufac
ture, possess, have under his control, sell, prescribe, administer, 
dispense or compound any narcotic drug, except as authorized in 
this act. "142 In order to convict a defendant under the possession 
portion of section 2, the enacting states have almost uniformly 
found it "necessary to show that the defendant was aware of the 
presence and character of the particular [proscribed] substance, 
and was intentionally and consciou~ly in possession of it." 143 Al
though some jurisdictions have required a lesser standard of 
knowledge than have others, "no case has been found in which 
the defendant's conviction for illegal possession of narcotics has 
been sustained where the prosecution has failed to prove, either 
directly or by inference, that the defendant had knowledge of the 
presence of the contraband substance."144 

There are, however, four state jurisdictions usually listed as 
exceptions to the general rule outlined above: the states of Wash
ington, Florida, Massachusetts and Maryland. A more careful 
examination of current law in these states reveals, however, that, 
with the possible exception of Maryland, their laws no longer 
refute the proposition that knowledge is a requisite element in the 
crime of cannabis possession. 

The state of Washington has the most detailed case law in 
the area. 145 The origin of its doctrine may be traced to State v. 
Henker, uR where a Washington court interpreted the deletion of 
the words "with intent to sell" from the statute as dictating an 
intent to dispense with a "knowledge requirement." 147 Henker 
was followed in State v. Boggs; 148 however, there the central issue 
was, arguably, not whether the statute required any mens rea at 
all for conviction, but whether scienter of the article's narcotic 
character was also necessary ."9 

However, two developments in recent Washington Jaw have 
since undercut the Henker doctrine. First, in State v. Hennings, 150 

H enker was explicitly disapproved: 

'" UNIFORM NARCOTIC DRUG Acr § 2. 
Ill Annot., 91 A.L.R.2d 810, 811 (1963). 
'" !d. at 821. 
"" It is the case law of that state which Immigration ,Judge Fieldsteel treated most 

extensively. In re Lennon, at 22·23. 
"" 50 Wash. 2d 809, 314 P.2d 645 (1957). 
'" !d. at 812, 314 P.2d at 647. 
'" 57 Wash. 2d 484, 358 P.2d 124 (1961). 
HU /d, 

"•" 3 Wash. App. 483, 475 P.2d 926 (1970). 
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[W]e respectfully disagree with the conclusion in Henker that 
the legislative objective was to eliminate scienter as an essential 
ingredient of the crime of trafficking in narcotics. As we discern 
the legislative purpose, it is to make possession of narcotics a 
crime without proof of a specific intent to sell. However, the 
elimination of the requirement of proof of a specific intent to sell 
does not, we believe, warrant the conclusion that a general in· 
tent-wilful guilty knowledge-need not be proven. 1

"' 
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Second, in 1969, the Washington legislature removed cannabis 
from coverage under that state's version of the Uniform Act. 152 

This action received the imprimatur of the Washington Supreme 
Court in State v. Zornes, 153 where the court also stated that "the 
consensus is that cannabis is not a narcotic but rather a mild 
hallucinogenic. "1' 4 Thus, the string of authority dispensing with 
scienter in connection with Washington narcotics convictions is 
no longer applicable to crimes involving any form of cannabis. 

In Florida, any authority!" in earlier case law that scienter 
was not requisite in order to warrant conviction for illegal posses· 
sion of drugs has since been clearly overruled: 

The [various cases cited] require the state to prove that the 
defendant had physical or constructive possession of the object 
or thing possessed, coupled with his knowledge of its presence .1" 

This proposition has recently been affirmed by a Florida appeals 
court. 157 

In Massachusetts, the 1'strict liability" doctrine was es
tablished with the case of Commonwealth v. Lee, 158 which relied 
heavily on a public-safety doctrine for its rationale.l'9 This Mas
sachusetts view received little elaboration over the following nine
teen years; however, in Commonwealth v. Buckley, 160 the Su-

"'' /d. at 488-89, 475 P.2d at 930. 
"'' Wash. Laws of 1969, 1st Ex. Sess., ch. 256, § 7. 
"' 78 Wash. 2d 9, 475 P.2d 109 (1970). 
'"' Id. at 18, 475 P.2d at 115. 
''·' Boric v. State, 79 So. 2d (Fla. 1955) In a prosecution for possession of marijuana, 

the State was not required to prove intent beyond a reasonable douht in order to warrant 
a conviction. 

'·'" Spataro v. State, 1'/9 So. 2d 873, 877 (Fla. 1965). 
"'' Briggs v. State, 262 So. 2d 451 !Fla. 1972) (evidence in a criminal prosecution for 

possession of marijuana must show that the defendant had knowledge that the contraband 
wa!' in hi.'l possession and control). 

"'" 3:11 Mass. 166, 177 N.E.2d 830 11954). 
'"" For a discussion of this doctrine, see text accompanying notes 165-72 infra. 
'"" ~54 Mass. 508, 238 N.E.2d 335 (1968). 
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pre me Judicial Court construed a knowledge requirement to be 
included in a statute which made unlawful any presence at prem
ises where narcotics were illegally kept. This construction was 
viewed as necessary to uphold the constitutionality of the law: 

The legislature may determine what shall be deemed a "public 
welfare offense" punishable notwithstanding innocent in· 
tent ... But an intention to create such an offense should ap· • pear in clear and unambiguous language . . . . In view of the 
seriousness of the penalty which may be imposed ... we are 
unwilling to regard the omission from the first clause [of some 
word having an effect similar to that of "knowing"] as suffi· 
ciently indicating the Legislature's "clear and unambiguous" 
intention to require no proof of knowledge in a prosecution.'"' 

Accordingly, absent a clear legislative pronouncement that pos
session of cannabis is a public welfare offense, Massachusetts now 
requires knowledge as an element of possession. 

Maryland, a state with little case law on the subject, al
though not requiring a strict mens rea component for convic
tion, 182 does mandate, for successful prosecution, a showing by the 
state that a defendant at least have had knowledge of the pres
ence of a proscribed object, if not of its narcotic quality .163 Basic 
to the Maryland position, and implicit in similar state ap
proaches which required no mens rea for conviction of narcotics 
possession, is the notion that possession of controlled drugs falls 
within the "public safety" or "public welfare" class of crimes. 164 

An analysis of the theory underpinning the establishment of 
public-safety legislation reveals that such theory is thoroughly 
unsuitable for application to statutes concerning the possession 
of marijuana or hashish. In Morissette v. United States, 165 the 
Supreme Court, in holding that a statutory provision against 
removing Government property without permission could not be 
viewed as a crime dispensing with all elements of intent, listed 
two criteria for determining which crimes might be considered 
"public welfare" or "strict liability" crimes: 

[1] The accused, if he does not will the violation, usually is 
in a position to prevent it with no more care than society might 

'" /d. at 513, 238 N.E.2d at 338 (1968). 
'"' iiee Jenkins v. State, 215 Md. 70, 137 A.2d 115 (1957). 
'"'' Davis v. State, 9 Md. App. 48, 262 A.2d 578 (1970). 
'" See generally Sayre, Public Welfare Offenses, 33 CoLUM. L. REv. 55 (1933). 
'" 342 u.s. 246 (1952). 
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reasonably expect and no more exertion than it might reasona
bly exact from one who assumed his responsibility. [2] Also, 
penalties commonly are relatively small, and conviction does no 
grave damage to an offender's reputation.'" 

309 

Surely, the British Act involved in Lennon's conviction does not 
meet the aboveoutlined criteria. First, inasmuch as its provisions 
condemned even innocent possession, 161 a party seeking to insure 
compliance would have had ceaselessly to search both his prem· 
ises and possessions. Second, although Lennon's conviction re· 
suited in merely a monetary penalty, the statute also provided for 
the imposition of prison sentences.'68 

In Balint v. United States, 16u another dimension distinguish
ing narcotics possession statutes from true "public welfare" stat
utes was illuminated. The Balint case involved a conviction for 
violation of section 2 of the Harrison Act, 110 i.e., selling narcotics 
without written authorization. In holding that the offense in ques
tion was one of "strict liability," the Court declared: 

It is very evident from a reading of [the statute] that the em· 
phasis of the section is in securing a close supervision of the 
business of dealing in these dangerous drugs by the taxing offi
cers of the government. . . . Its manifest purpose is to require 
every person dealing in drugs to ascertain at his peril whether 
that which he sells comes within the inhibition of the statute, 
and, if he sells the inhibited drug in ignorance of its character, 
to penalize him .... Doubtless considerations as to the oppor
tunity of the seller to find out the fact, and the difficulty of proof 
of knowledge, contributed to this conclusion .I'' 

Thus, in a sense, .true "public welfare" crimes, in contradis
tinction to "strict liability" possession statutes, do involve a culp· 
able mental element: the recklessness or negligence of a party 
engaged in a particular business, in failing to ascertain and com· 
ply with the various provisions governing his business. Therefore, 
in weighing the deleterious consequences that an inadequately 
supervised dealer in drugs or food might effect upon the public 

"" /d. at 256. 
1 ~7 See note 132 supra. 
~~~ Lennon's conviction might have resulted in a prison sentence. See Dangerous 

Drugs Act 1965 c. 15, § 10. 
'"' 258 U.S. 250 (1922). 
"" 38 Stat. 785 (1914) (rep€aied 1970) (formerly codified at INT. REv. ConE or 1954, 

§§ 4701.36). 
'" 258 U.S. at 253·54. 
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against that dealer's constitutional rights, the imposition of a 
''duty to know" standard enforced by means of a criminal sanc
tion lacking in true mens rea might seem reasonable; however, 
the absence of a true scienter requirement in a statute outlawing 
the bare act of possession by private persons should be considered 
repugnant to our basic constitutional notions of due process. 172 

VI. CoNSTITUTIONALITY: A BRIEF OVERVIEW 

Although this Article has not advanced on principally consti
tutional grounds, certain constitutional arguments have been 
raised, and several additional constitutional considerations de
serve mention. 173 

At the outset, it should be clear that once present in the 
United States, an alien is a "person" in the constitutional sense, 
and is, therefore, entitled to the basic prot~ctions of life, liberty 
and property under the Due Process Clause of the fifth amend
ment to the United States Constitution. 174 Furthermore, although 
the fifth amendment contains no Equal Protection Clause, it nev
ertheless forbids any discrimination which is so unjustifiable as 
to be violative of due process. 115 As previously indicated, exclud
ing an alien on the basis of a criminal conviction wholly lacking 
any mens rea component would seem to be a substantial depar
ture from due process. 176 

A further significant issue raised, and nowhere dispelled in 
the legislative history, is whether section 212(a)(23) is void for 
vagueness, 111 inasmuch as the section contains no definition of the 
term "marijuana"; 171 it is entirely unclear after a fair reading 
whether hashish or cannabis resin is included therein. It is well 

'" But see Buchowiecki-Kortkiewicz v. INS. 455 F.2d 972 (9th Cir. 1972). 
"' See generally C. GORDON & H. RoSENFIELD, 1 IMMIGRATION LAW AND PROCEDURE 

§§ 4.2 to 4.3f. 
"' "[Ajn alien [who legally became part of the American community.[ ... since 

he is a person, ... has the same protection for his life, liberty and property under the 
Due Process Clause as is afforded to a citizen." Galvan v. Press, 347 U.S. 522. 530 (1954). 

'" Schneider v. Rusk, 377 U.S. 163 (1963). 
'" See section V, supra at pp. 303·10. But see Shaughnessy v. United States ex. rei, 

Mezei, 345 U.S. 206, 218-28 (19531 (Jackson, J. disoenting), deliniating the contrast be
tween substantive and procedural due process. 

m Fleuti v. Rosenberg, 302 F.2d 652 (9th Cir. 1962), aff'd on other grounds, 374 U.S. 
449 (1963). The Ninth Circuit struck down a statute directing the exdusion of sexual 
deviates as persons with psychopathic personalities. See also Note, Resident Aliens and 
Due Process: Anatomy of a Deportation, 8 VJLL. L. REv. 566, 585 (1963). See generally C. 
GoRDON & H. RosENFIELD, !IMMIGRATION LAW AND Pl\OCEDURE § 4.3b (1965). 

"" See section JV-B, supra at pp. 296-303. 

•, 
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settled that a federal statute must be judged on its face.'7' Refer
ence to legislative history may be had only after it has been ascer
tained that the language of the statute is sufficiently definite to 
satisfy due process standards."' The void-for-vagueness doctrine 
is not limited to criminal prosecutions; 181 immigration statutes 
are not excluded from the purview of the doctrine. 182 

The eighth amendment, too, has a bearing on the Lennon 
case, for in view of the fact that excludability of deportability 
based on a criminal conviction is likely to follow a prior punish
ment for the same act, it has been urged that deportation is in 
effect a cruel and unusual punishment.'" 

Furthermore, founded upon the constitutional right of pri
vacy, a relatively strong case can be made for claiming that our 
government has no basis whatsoever for punishing the private 
possession of marijuana. The right to privacy was first enunciated 
in Justice Brandeis' famous dissent in the case of Olmstead v. 
United States:'" 

The makers of our constitution undertook to secure conditions 
favorable to the pursuit of happiness. They recognized the sig
nificance of man's spiritual nature, of his feelings and of his 
intellect. They knew that only a part of the pain, pleasure and 
satisfactions of life are to be found in material things. They 
sought to protect Americans in their beliefs, their thoughts, 
their emotions and their sensations. They conferred, as against 
the government, the right to be let alone-the most comprehen
sive of rights and the right most valued by civilized men.'" 

This argument now seems to have become accepted, so that al
though various Justices may disagree as to the true constitutional 
source of the "right of privacy," it is unlikely that any would deny 
its existence."' 

"" United States v. Harris, 347 U.S. 612, 617 (19591. 
"" ld. See als" Gubbles v. Hoy, 261 F.2d 952 (9th Cir. 1958). 
"' Small Co. v. American Sugar Ref. Co., 267 U.S. 233 (1925). 
1 ~2 See note 177 supra. 
'"' Such challenges have thus far been unsuccessful. See Chabolla·Delgadov v. INS, 

384 F.2d :360 (9th Cir. 1967). See also Armstrong, Banishment: Cruel and Unusual 
Punishment, 111 U. PA. L. REv. 758 (1963). Similarly, it was held that the double-jeopardy 
provision does not prevent criminal prosecution based on the satne act for which an alien 
i' subjected to deportation. United States v. Ramirez-Aguilar, 455 F.2d 488 19th Cir. 
1972). 

'"' 277 u.s. 438 (1928). 
'" Id. at 478. 
'"' See Stanley v. Georgia, 394 U.S. 557 (1969); Griswold v. Connecticut, 381 U.S. 479 

(196.11. 
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Surely it is time for the private consumption of marijuana 
and hashish to be included within the sphere of privacy, immune 
from governmental intrusion, 187 for an arsenal of evidence is being 
compiled that hashish and marijunana are not narcotic drugs, are 
not physicially addictive, and do not produce psychological de
pendence harmful to society or to the userY' Neither drug (1) 
causes criminal or aggressive behavior; 189 (2) leads to the use of 
dangerous or so-called hard drugs such as heroin; or (3) causes 
insanity. 1911 Certainly, even if Congress has acted properly in pro
hibiting entry into this country by persons who had been con
victed of selling, distributing, smuggling or manufacturing mari
juana, it is more difficult to defend a similar prohibition with 
respect to persons who may have merely used or possessed mari
juana for their own private use. 

CoNCLUSION 

The plight of aliens entangled in the intractable provisions 
of section 212(a)(23) of the Immigration Act has not gone unnot
iced. Senator Alan Cranston of California introduced a bill which 
would permit the Attorney General to waive the exclusion or 
deportation of such aliens in cases which involve hardship. 191 In 
the House, the same bill was introduced by Representative Ed
ward I. Koch of New York.m This bill provides at least minimal 

"' For Congress to exclude or deport an alien from the United States simply because 
he or she may have used marijuana in private would tend to impinge upon the rights to 
privacy and due process of law, as guaranteed by amendments I, IV, IX and XIV to the 
United States Constitution. 

'" See generally Allentuck & Bowman, The Psychiatric Aspect of Marijuana 
Intoxication, 99 AM, J, PSYCHIATRY 249 (1942), 

Reliable modern scientific evidence reveals that although no drug, including aspirin, 
is totally harmless, marijuana is a comparatively mild, relatively harmless drug when 
taken by most people in conventional doses, and produces no effects which are or would 
be harmful to society or to the user. The Government would be hard pressed to sustain 
its burden of proving a rational connection between the private use of marijuana and harm 
to the public or to the user. 

'"' R!PORT BY THE Pru!siDENT'S COMMIBSION ON LAw ENFORCEMENT AND ADMINISTRATION 
OF JUSTICE 224 (1967). 

"' Mandel, Who Says Marijuana Use Leads to Heroin Addiction?, 43 J. Secular 
Educ. 211 (1968), 

"' S. 277, 93d Cong., 1st Sess., 119 CoNG. REc. 357 (daily ed. Jan. 9, 1973). 
'" H.R. 681, 93d Cong., 1st Seas., 119 CONG. !lEe. 77 (daily ed. Jan. 6, 1973) is a bill 

"[t[o amend the Immigration and Nationality Act with respect to the waiver of certain 
grounds for exclusion and deportation." The bill would amend section 212(a)(23) of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act, which renders aliens who have been convicted of nar· 
cotics violations ineligible to receive visas and to be admitted into the United States, by 

'' 
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relief and deserves prompt and serious consideration by Congress, 
as well as broad public support. 

Congressmen realize, however, that it is very difficult to 
muster the support necessary to generate useful change in the 
immigration law, because of the dearth of public interest in the 
subject. While some "cultural lag" normally exists between the 
time that a need for a change in the law arises and the time that 
the change is actually enacted into law, revisions in the immigra
tion laws are usually long overdue before Congress senses a need 
to act. 

As a nation which attributes many of its greatest accomplish
ments to the contribution of immigrants, it behooves us to be ever 
vigilant that our immigration laws do not rob us of a great poten
tial national resource. 

allowing the Attorney General, after a hearing, to receive the application for a visa, and 
to ctm!!ent to the admission of an alien who has been convicted of possessing marijuana. 
The bill would also amend section 241(b) of the Immigration and Nationality Act. which 
contains exceptions to the section 241(a)(4) provision for deportation of aliens convicted 
of crimes, by adding a section which would permit the Attorney General. after a hearing, 
to waive deportation of an alien who has been convicted of possessing marijuana. 

The bill appears to have administration backing. As stated in a letter of August 13, 
1973. from the Department of Health, Education and Welfare to Congressman Peter A. 
Rodino: 

The Immigration and !'lationality Act was enacted at a time when marihuana 
was inaccurately regarded as a narcotic, and Federal criminal penalties for 
possession of marihuana were severe. The "Comprehensive Drug Abuse Preven
tion and Control Act of 1970" (P.L. 91-5131 reduced the penalty for a first 
conviction of simple possession of marihuana from a felony to a misdemeanor, 
and permitted a judge to substitute probation for incarceration in appropriate 
cases. 

The subject bill recognizes the change in Federal policy with respect to 
marihuana. It permits the Attorney General to exercise a similar kind of discre
tion in the case of an alien convicted of simple possession of marihuana when 
he believes that exclusion or deportation is not necessary to protect the public 
welfare. 

We believe that H.R. 681 is fully consistent with Federal policy and we 
would have no objection to the enactment of H.R. 681. 

We are advised by the Office of Management and Budget that there is no 
objection to the presentation of this report from the standpoint of the Adminis
tration's program. 

Letter of Aug. 13, 1973, from Dep't of Health, Educ. and Welfare to Rep. Peter A. Rodino 
of New ,Jersey. 
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Board of Immigration Appeals 

Memorandum for the File 

In re: John Winston Ono Lennon 

File: Al7 595 321 

At 3:00 p.m. I received a telephone call from 
Assistant U. S. Attorney Joseph Marro in New York. 
He advised that an application for a temporary restrain
ing order was argued before United States District Court 
Judge Owen today and the Court took the case under ad
visement. The Court requested Mr. Marro to find ou~ 
from the Board whether it would hold up its decision until 
the Court has an opportunity to rule on the motion. In 
the absence of some such assurance, the Court will issue a 
temporary restraining order. Mr. Marro hoped that the 
Judge will not be put in a position where he has to issue 
a temporary restraining order. 

I pointed out to Mr. Marro that we have just received 
an appendix to counsel's brief, which will have to be 
circulated to the Board. The Board's decision has not yet 
been drafted and it is highly unlikely that it will.~~sue 
in final form, approved by the Board, in the near futut~. 
(Mr. Schmidt, who was present in my office when the'tele
phone call came in, advised me that he has a rough d'taft 
of some 20 odd pages and that he is working on the rast 
point, His rough draft will not be finished before next 
week). Mr. Marro stated that he thought Judge Owen, who 
is newly appointed and completely unfamiliar with immigra
tion law, will probably come out with his decision on the 
motion in a week or two. 

I told Mr. Marro that, while I could not commit the 
Board to withholding final decision indefinitely, it seemed 
to me that the Board's decision in due course would not 
come out in the next couple of weeks. We will, however, 
continue with the case as if nothing had happened. If 
our decision should be approved in final form, I will tele
phone him and advise him of that fact, if before that time 
the Judge has not rendered a decision on the motion, Mr. 
Marro stated that this was satisfactory. 

l'< 
, \ 
' · March 1, 1974 

\\ 

Maurice A. Roberts 
Chairman 
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Board of Irmnigration Appeals 

Memorandum for the File 

In re: John Winston Ono Lennon 

File: Al7 595 321 

Assistant United States Attorney Joseph Marro of 
the Southern District of New York telephoned yesterday 
in my absence concerning this matter. I returned his 
call this morning (Area Code 212, 264-6588), . 

Mr. Marro stated that he was calling at the request 
of the respondent's attorney and of the United States 
District Court judge before whom respondent's civil 
litigation is pending. Those actions charge bias and 
prejudice on the part of the District Director in starting 
the deportation proceedings, seek information which has 
been denied under the Freedom of Information Act, seek 
a judicial hearing on the charge of unlawful electronic 
surveillance and request, among other things, an injunction 
against further proceedings in the deportation matter. 
Respondent's attorney had requested the Board to def~r 
decision on the appeal, pending completion of the liti:-'
gation in the District Court. This Board had heard,oral 
argument on that request, together with oral argument on 
the merits of the appeal, and had reserved decision,'" 
Respondent's attorney now wishes to proceed with the liti
gation and present evidence in support of his request for 
an injunction. This would include, among other things, 
taking the deposition of various Government officials, 
possibly including the members of this Board. Before 
embarking on this action, counsel suggested that Mr. 
Marro communicate with me to ascertain how soon the 
Board's decision might be expected. The District Court 
judge agreed that this should be done. 

I had discussed this case this morning with Paul 
Schmidt, the staff attorney to whom it has been assigned. 
He told me that he has reviewed the record, done fairly 
exhaustive research, and is about to embark on a first 
draft of opinion, which he hopes to be in a position to 
present to the Board by the end of next week. Of course, 
he cannot predict when a final opinion ready for signature 
will be available, 
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Accordingly, I told Assistant United States Attorney 
Marro that while this case is now under active considera
tion, all I can state is that an opinion should be forth
coming in the not too distant future, without indicating 
in any way what that decision will be or how soon it can 
be expected. I told him that it was unlikely that the 
decision would be coming out in a week or so but that con
ceivably it might be forthcoming in perhaps a month or more. 

Mr. Marro expressed his appreciation for this informa
tion, which he will relay to counsel and to the Court. 

February 14, 1974 

cc: Mr. Irving A. Appleman 
Appellate Trial Attorney 
I&N Service 

Maurice A. Roberts 
Chairman 
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· November 20, 1973 

1n re: Jotm Wtnate Ono !em 
File: Al7 597 321 

Leoo Wilcles, lief· 
SlS Ma4le.a Aveaue 
New York, - toft 10022 

Dea-r M:r:. Wiles: 

. . 

Tbaolt )'Oil ftn: your lette-r dated NOU'fllllb,ar 16, 1973 
ec:ocemtq the ewe~ti.aaftG atte'r. 

I baft 1'10t yet 1een a t-.weript of tbl oral equ
lalt. 1 • certain, be••,_, that tbl Bolm! •de no 
ecadtMnt whlch could support J'OUI' ''ua••ntiiDCIU.S" as 
recited in the lut puapapb of 1C1Uf lettft. 1 have 
cCil'Uiulted the loud nsf!fta IDd they e.or:robonta 11tf · ·• . " 
recollectic. Wltb.out in any wy illplJSDiwhat the , 
Board' • ultimate cleelaiGD will be GD your appllcatlc 
for defea:.at of 61c111c • the .rita, 1 •at then'!ore 
tell you that rou azoe tocornet in )'OUI: unde1:.'1t8Ddtq that 
you will be lnfon:ad of that n.U.q,tf it l8 adnne, 
separately and in adv'a'lce of ey detet'lllinatton on the 
•rlta. 

cc: V:l.ncent A. Schf""', Esq. 
Trial Attorney, I&H Serrice 
lew York, Hew York 10007 

Irvin& A. AppleMD, £aq. 
Appellate 'l'rlal Attoruy 
161 Service 

MA.R:d:tl 

S:l.ncerely yours, 

Maurice A. loberts 
Chairaan 
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CAfH.f' ADDRESS 

"LEONWILOES," N.Y. 

LEON WILDES 
.'\'l"TORNEY A'f LAW 

.51.5'~~ 

v~ §-'~ ff?2/f{l(J,U 

November 16, 1973 

Board of Immigration Appeals 
u.s. Department of Justice 
521 12th Street, N.W. 
washington, D.c. 20530 
Attention: Mr. Maurice Roberts, Chairman 

Dear Sir: 

Re: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
Al7 597 321 

I wish to thank the Board for the courtesies extended to me in 
connection with the presentation of my oral application before 
the full Board on October 31st. 

In keeping with the undertaking of counsel for both the govern
ment and the respondent to apprise the Board of Immigration" 
Appeals of developments, I wish to inform the Board of the fact 
that service of process has been completed in both lawsuit,!> 
pending before the U.S. District court for the Southern District 
of New York. Moreover, I am advised (see copy of cablegram 
attached) that the trial of Detective Sergeant Pilcher and the 
other officers who participated in the arrest of the respondent 
in England in 1968 has been concluded, and that Officer Pilcher 
was convicted and apparently sentenced to four years imprison
ment. I am instructing British counsel to study the proceedings 
which have transpired to determine whether they may now form 
the foundation for a proceeding to reopen respondent's conviction 
in Lon<il:tm • 

I will keep the Board apprised of any such developments. 

It is my understanding that the Board will reach a determination 
with respect to my application that its deliberations be deferred 
and that I will be informed of the ruling separately and in advance 
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Lennon, 2 

of any determination on the merits. 

LW/ts 
Encl. 
cc: Vincent A. Schiano, Esq., chief Trial Attorney, New York District 
cc: Irving Appleman, Esq., Appellate Trial Attorney 

'\ i ' ) 1 
\I 
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Board of Immigration Appeals 

Memorandum for the File 

In re: John Winston Lennon 

File: Al7 595 321 

The following accredited wire service newsmen 
were briefed regarding the above case, They were 
furni.shed information already in the public domain 
with respect to the history of the case, the dec:fsion 
below, and contentions of counsel. General background 
regarding operation of the immigration laws was also 
provided, 

Gary Thomas • U.P.I. - 393-3430 
Bill Brobst - New York Times - 293-3100 
Tom Stewart - Reuters - 638-1261 
John L. Engel - A.P. - 833-5300 

~· 
Theodore P. 
Executive Assistant 

November 14, 1973 

' 
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BEFORE THE BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS 

Oral Argument: Oct. 31, 1973 

In Re: JOHN WINSTON LENNON 

A-17595321 File: 

Board: Mr. Roberts, Miss Wilson, 

Heard: 

Mrs. McConnaughey, Mr. Torrington, 
and Mr. Maniatis 

For Respondent: Leon Wildes, Attorney 
515 Madison Ave. 
New York, New York 10022 

For Immigration Service: Vincent A.· Schiano, 
Trial Attorney 

Request: Action be deferred pending 
court litigation - and 
245 Relief 

Chairman: We will hear from you on the appeal. As I 
understand it you are the appellant and yo~.are 
free to present of course any argument th~t you 
see fit on the merits, as well as on a pre
liminary motion, which I understand you h~e to 
make. You have asked for and been granted extra 
time and we will hear you at length, as well as 
the Service. 

Attorney: Thank you very much Mr. Roberts, I have the 
impression, because this is as I understand it, 
3 years that the Board has been in this building, 
and I have never been here. Since my practice 
has largely been specialized in Immigration, I 
hope this Board will recognize that I am not in 
the custom of filing unnecessary appeals, or in 
making unnecessary applications; and I think my 
application requires that kind of an advance 
statement to your introduction, because what I 
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intend to ask for is probably somewhat 
unusual in oral argument before this Board. 
I want to thank you for the special oppor
tunity to come down, and although I do not 
intend to argue the merits of the case, as 
indicated in the exchange of correspondence 
between the Board anqmyself and the tele
phone conversations I have had with Mr. 
Roberts, the purpose of my appearance is not 
to present oral argument on the merits, but 
rather to make a special application with 
respect to the case. 

The application which I most respectfully make 
at this time is to defer and withhold the 
reaching of decision on this appeal and •••••• 

Chairman: Would it bother you if I interrupted to 
ask you a question preliminarily. Last week 
you sent us a sheaf of documents which we had 
never seen before and that included copies of 
a complaint filed in the U.S. District Court 
for the Southern District of New York. Has any 
order been rendered in any of thoee cases which 
would affect our capacity to hear or determine 
this case? 

Attorney: No. I intend to review those actions and ex
plain why I feel I must take this position, and 
I am making this request in view of those 
situations. My application is made to defer and 
withhold a reaching of a decision until there is 
final determination with respect to those 2 
actions both filed in the Federal District Court 
for the SoutherdDistrict of New York. 

My application also includes a request that the 
Board rule in advance on my special application 
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before reaching a determination of the merits 
of the case. I intend to set forth briefly 
the nature of the actions which my client has 
instituted in the Southern District and the 
reasons why I believe the Board should grant 
my application. I would then hope the 
government would express its views on my appli
cation first, before it proceeds with whatever 
argument they wish with respect to the merits. 

The summons and complaint in those actions have 
already been submitted to the Board, together 
with my letter of Oct. 23, and permit me to 
review them. The first is an action under the 
Freedom of Information Act, which requests the 
court enter a preliminary and final injunction 
directing the defendants to cease from withholding 
from my client the record kept by the defendant 
as to non-priority cases being together with any 
evidence, criteria or standards considered by 
the government in making such decisions. 

Non-priority cases, as you know, are those cases 
of deportable aliens where the government chooses, 
for humanitarian or other reasons, not to proceed 
with or to eaecute deportation. This action was 
filed on Oct. 17, and is, I understand, entitled 
to a court calendar priority under the Freedom 
of Information Act. Attached, •• exhibits to the 
complaint, was an exchange of correspondence 
mentioned by me in May, 1972, requesting a series 
of documents and information, and the last ex-
Hbit is a letter dated Aug. 1, 1973, requesting 
specifically the information as to the non
priority cases, which letter has never been replied 
to, and the information never furnished. 

I therefore commenced the suit 6 weeks after the 
failure to comply with that specific request. 
I have prepared in order to expedite that pro
ceeding, a notice to admit under Rule 56(a) of 
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the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, 
covering most of the issues of the case, 
which I hope will expedite a ruling on the 
first cause of action, The second lawsuit 
filed on Oct. 24 contains 3 causes of action, 
The first request is in other words, an order 
compelling defendant to perform their statutory 
duty under 18 USC 3504 to either affirm or 
deny the occurrence of illegal acts including 
wiretap and surveillance of the defendant and/or 
his attorney. 

It also requires that a hearing be conducted 
to determine to what extent such illegal acts 
have influenced a number of decisions made by 
the government with respect to my client's 
Immigration status, 

It further requests the government, including 
this Board,be enjoined from rendering a de
cision on the matter until the admissions, 
denials or hearings sought herein are forth
coming, No request for a preliminary restraining 
order has been filed to this date however. 

The second cause of action requests that a 
hearing be held for the purpose of detennining 
whether my client's case was prejudged, and if 
so, ordering the government to vacate the pro
ceedings. 

The third cause of action requests a hearing to 
determine whether my client's civil or con
stitutional rights have been violated by 
illegal wiretap or other method of surveillance, 
Among the exhibits to that complaint is a copy 
of what appears to me to be a government mem
orandum, which can only be categorized as 
shocking, It is entitled "The Supervision of 
the Activities of Both John and Yoko Lennon." 
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I won't attempt to paraphrase it because it is 
short and I prefer to read it, 

Chairman: Mr. Wildes, the copy which was appended to 
the papers you sent us seems to have the right 
margin missing. I don't know if that was so 
in the original or ••••••• 

Attorney: It w M not, that is from my photocopying 
machine, I will be pleased to exchange that for 
you, It is from the Supervisor, Intelligence 
Division, Unit 2, to the Regional Director, 
Group 8, as follows: "It has come to the further 
attention of this office that John Ono Lennon, 
formerly of the Beatles and Yoki Ono Lennon, 
wife of John Lennon, have intentions of remaining 
in this country and seeking permanent residence 
therein, as set forth in a previous communication 
this has been judged to be inadvisable and it 
was recommended that all applications are to be 
denied." 

"Their relationships with one (6521) Jerry Rubin, 
and one John Sinclair (4536), also their many 
commitments which are judged to be political and 
unfavorable to the present administration, This 
was sent forth to your office in a previous 
report. Because of this and their controversial 
behavior, they are to be judged as both unde
sirable and dangerous aliens." 

"Because of the delicate and explosive nature of 
this matter the whole affair has been handed 
over to the I&N Service to handle. Your office 
is to maintain a constant surveillance of their 
residence and a periodic report is to be sent this 
office. All cooperation is to be given to the 
I&N Service and all reports are to be digested 
by this office." 
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It should be obvious that if the contents of 
the memorandum are true, and if they were commun
icated to the officers of the Immigration 
Service responsible for the decision in the 
Lennon case, what results is a strong case 
for prejudgment and a patent miscarriage of 
justice. 

The outcome of both of these court actions is 
necessarily an integral part of the record 
of appeal to this Board, Without the result 
of the first cause of action under the Freedom 
of Information Act it is impossible for my 
clent to show that he may be irreparably 
prejudiced by the selective type of prosecution; 
and that other aliens with the same or lesser 
equities were not processed for deportation, 
particularly if the reason for the selective 
prosecution is information obtained through 
an illegal source. 

The second law sought may result in a deter
mination vacating these proceedings entirely, 
or it may result in evidence less than 
sufficient to support the vacating of these 
proceedings, nevertheless it is important to 
this Board. Another possibility, rather a 
possible result,is that the government may be 
cleared of all wrongdoing and this Board may 
then be able to reach a determination based 
upon the facts and the law as shown in a 
completed record, 

Now I have no doubt that my client is entitled 
to see the record of non-priority cases similar 
to his own under the Freedom of Information Act, 
and I am equally confident tha¢he is entitled 
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to an evidentiary hearing before the 
Federal District Court to determine whether 
there has been any pre-judgment based upon 
the decisions in the Bufalino and Accardi 
decisions, which are well known to the Members 
of this Board. I also know that the ultimate 
function of this Board, as that of any tribunal 
of law, is the orderly search for the truth, 
and the only question that exists is whether 
it is appropriate for the Board at this tu.e 
to reach a decision on the merits of this case 
before these vital threshold issues are de
termined; or whether it is more appropriate 
for the Board to disregard these 2 lawsuits 
which probe the very essence of the search 
for truth in this case, and reach its decision 
regardless of the outcome of the court actions. 

I believe it was in the Accardi case that the 
Members of this Board or their predecessors 
were called upon to testify before the Federal 
District Court, probably with respect to 
contacts with other governmental officials and 
so on, which might have influenced the inde
pendence of their judgment. 

The purpose of my presence here today you must 
recognize, as I say I am not here very often, in 
support of this special application which could 
just as easily have 8eiD made in writing, is to 
suggest most respectfully to the Members of this 
Board, that such a procedure should not be called 
upon, called for in this case,as it necessarily 
impugns the sincerity and integrity of this 
esteemed tribunal. 

There seems to me no good reason why this Board 
in the face of such serious allegations of 
government misconduct, which may have resulted 
in the pre-judgment of this case, should involve 
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itself in any course of conduct which could 
likewise be interpreted as being an utterance 
of the continued pre-judgment of an Immigration 
case. I believe the Members of this Board 
bear a public trust and owe a duty not to in· 
volve the Board in any course of action which 
might dt.dnish the esteem in whbh it is held by 
the public and by the Bar. 

The handling of this caee for over a year and a 
half has given me an over-all view of its signi· 
ficance which I would like to impart to the Board 
as best I can today. Although there are signi· 
ficant technical issues raised by the unusual 
and unprecedented acts of the government in this 
case as can be seen by the fact I filed a brief 
in excess of tlO pages long, the importance of 
this case lies on a much higher level; and it 
has taken me all of this time to put the pieces 
together. 

What is really significant here is whether under 
the circumtances of the type of conspiracy which 
has occurred at the very highest level of our 
government relating to this case, as alleged in 
the complaint, whether any Board, acting as the 
delegate of the Attorney General,can render an 
unbiased or unprejudiced decision. 

If the issues of this case were simply limited 
to those which could be raised on the law in a 
brief, the government would have no purpose in 
refusing to furnish us with the record of its 
non-priority cases, and to show us what action 
it actually takes in the cases of other aliens with 
convictions for marijuana possession similar to 
John Lennon. 

If the significance of this case were limited to 
the issues which the Board wishes to have argued 
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orally before it today, the government 
would have no reason whatsoever to refuse 
to furnish sworn declinations by the in
vestigating agencies involved in this case, 
as to the occurrence of illegal activities. 

Nor would it have any hesitancy, as it ob
viously does, in having former and present 
high officials of the Department of Justice 
give testimony as to whether or not the 
government officials responsible for the de
cisions in this case, were instructed to pre
judge each and every application, to entrap 
my client through a revoking of his existing 
visitor's status and charging him with the 
status which resulted in his being an alien 
illegally in the u.s., as an overstay. 

I must advise the Board the essential inquiry 
in this case must be the discovery of the 
truth. Exactly who ordered this case to be 
pre-judged, his reasons and motivations, whom 
he communicated with, and how he effectively 
caused the entire case to be pre-judged. In 
my opinion though such sweeping inquiries can be 
made in any form other than in a Federal District 
Court, where testimony of responsible high 
officials of the U.S, Government can be taken 
under oath to determine whether or what illegal 
activities, if any, may have transpired. 

And how those activities ~e related to the pre
judgment of this case. Under the circumstances 
of my view of this case I .oat respectfully must 
decline to participate in the discussion or 
argument of the merits of the case at this time, 
and I say this with all due regard to my con
versations with the Chairman of this Board, to 
whom I have on several occasions presented,or 
expressed a different view with respect to my 
intentions. 
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I have given this case a great deal of 
thought and I most respectfully request that 
an order be entered upon my request. 

The final point I would like to make relates to 
the prejudice that my request might cause to 
the government, My application should present 
no hardship or inconvenience to the govern
ment at all. Were I representing Mr. Accardi 
or Mr, Bufalinot whose cases involved a 
similar issuet I might expect the government 
would have some objection to permitting my 
client to remain in the u.s. because his pres
ence could conceivably be a~gued to have an 
adverse effect on the American public, 

No such cla!e c~~ld be made in the case of 
John Lennon~T0flfbapl one of the world's out
standing musical geniuses of all times. Unless 
it is felt his recording of immensely success
ful rock compositions adversely affect the 
public security. The New York District 
Director didn't think so because he approved 
a 3rd-preferenc8Petition in behalf of Mr. 
Lennon. Confirming under the law he is an 
outstanding artist whose presence is bene
ficial to the cultural interests of our 
country although it required sane prodding by the 
Federal District Court before that confirmation 
was granted, my application need not cause any 
excessive delayt and may result in a complete 
disposition of the case. 

I would not wish the Board to think I was 
here to throw a monkey wrench into the thing, 
or to extend the period of its consideration of 
this case unduly. To a large extent the 
government is in a position to expedite the 
legal proceedings in both court actions. Asit is 
they who hold the records of the non-priority 
cases, it is they who know whether or not 
illegal acts have been performed which may 
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have resulted in the prejudgment of the case. 
I am quite certain that the government counsel, 
Mr. Schiano, will have something to say with 
respect to the possible prejudice to the govern
ment. And to be quite specific, my request is that 
the Board withhold the reaching of a decision in 
this case until a period of time of 30 days has 
elapsed from the completion of the court pro
ceedings; or to such a reasonable period of 
time as it feels that considering the good faith 
of both sides to the litigation, they should be 
completed. 

Chairman: When you refer to completion I assume yw 
mean completion at the highest level including 
appeal and perhaps an application for certiorari 
to the U.S. Supreme Court? 

Attorney: Or perhaps even by a stipulation or the 
filing of certain affidavits, or the demonstration 
of certain documents and records which could take 
place within a few days. It is very hard, and 
Mr. Roberts, your experience with court proceedings 
is more extensive than mine as to the time that 
could elapse. All I can tell you is of the good 
faith that I wish to express to this Board as to 
my intentions, I am not out to delay this case. 

Chairman: No, I .. nti implying that, but I am trying 
to fix the aatar•' yoar request and you have told 
us that you have filed an action, two actions in 
the u.s. District Court, and when you refer to the 
complexity of the action, we all know that an 
aggrieved party has a right of appeal to a Court 
of Appeals. And if he loses there, he may petition 
for certiorari to the u.s. Supreme Court; and if 
the Supreme Court grants certiorari, then there 
will usually be a decision on the merits. And all of 
~is can and usually does take considerable time. 

So I am just trying to, I am not trying to pin you 
down, but trying to approximate what it is you are 
asking us to do. 
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Attorney: A lot depends on the government's 
response, It is hard to know the period 
I am asking for, 

Chairman: But conceivably this could take 
years. 

Attorney: That is conceivable. 

Chairman: 
but 
not 

I am not speaking about probability 
the nature of the litigation I gather is 
that sbnple. 

Attorney: That is conceivable but highly unlikely 
as I believe the government must answer the 
complaint within 60 days. I have already 
prepared notices to admit and I am pre
pared, if the government were to set this 
down for a hearing tomorrow, or consents 
to that, I am prepared to appear at a 
hearing tomorrow and commence a detennina
tion of what I consider to be the essential 
underlying truth of this case. 

Chairman: Is there anything further now with 
respect to your application for deferment? 

Attorney: No, 

Chairman: Before we hear from counsel for the 
Service I am sure that the Board Members 
will have some questions, that perhaps you 
can answer, I know l have, but first I would 
like to make this plain, and I think I have 
already in our interchange of correspondence. 
Now we had set this down for oral argument 
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on the merits, and we had denied your 
request which you are now making again, for 
a continuance. We gave you a brief continuance 
until today to give you an opportunity to be 
here and present your argument, but I think 
we made it very plain that we are prepared to 
hear argument on the merits. 

Now, whether you wish to present argument on 
the merits is a matter which you must determine 
as a matter of litigative judgment as an 
attorney, and it may be that after hearing 
everything we will grant your request for a 
continuance. I cannot say at this point, but 
I do want to make it very plain that if you do 
not present oral argument on the merits, and if 
you wish you may rely iotirely upon your exhaustive 
brief. You are taking a calculated risk,if we 
deny your request for a continuance you will have 
no further opportunity to present oral argument 
on the merits, 

Attorney: That has been made abundantly clear. 

Chairman: And I think we will accept your position 
that we should hear oral argument on your re
quest for a continuance first, and that is what 
we will ask from counsel for the government, 
but first I think there are a few questions. 
Even if you were able to prove everything that 
you allege, how would that affect the proceedings 
Before us? And before you answer let me tell 
you what troubles me, 

First you must realize that this Board is strictly 
an appellate body. We do not engage in prosecutive 
functions, we don't start cases, we merely adjudi
cate appeals on the record before us. The 
Immigration Judge is a quasi-judicial officer. 
He doesn't engage in prosecutive functions. He 
doesn't generate cases and doesn't start deporta•ion 
proceedift81. 
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While you have referred to the government 
generally, and wrongdoing on the part of 
the government, actually the government is a 
pretty big outfit, and each one of us in the 
government has his own part to pay. And in 
the scheme of things it is the District 
Director who is the officer of the Immigra
tioqService who is chargeable with enforcement. 
It is he,or the people working under him, Who 
start deportation proceedings, 

Now this Board has held on many occasions that 
we will not review the judgment of a District 
Director in the exercise of prosecutorial 
judgment to start or not to start a deporta
tion proceedings against an alien, Once he 
starts the proceeding the alien is entitled 
to a hearing, and he gets that hearing before 
an Immigration Judge who is not subject to 
control of the District Director. 

If there is a decision and there is an appeal 
to this Board we determine the appeal solely 
on the basis of the administrative record 
before us as a matter of law. Now, as I gather 
your position here it is that the District 
Director was improperly influenced to start 
this case by considerations which you hope to 
prove in the litigation, And my question is, 
suppose you can prove that, how does that 
affect the judgment which the Immigration 
Judge is called upon to render, and we in turn 
are called upon to render? 

As I read the record and your excellent brief 
the issues presented are strictly issues of law. 
The respondent is charged with having come to 
the U.S. as a non-immigrant visitor in order 
to remain here until Feb,29, 1972, and he is 
charged with remaining here longer than per
mitted and thereby rendering himself subject to 
deportation, 
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As I understand it, there is no claim made 
that he has a right to remain here in· 
definitely, as an alien who has been admitted 
£or permanent residence, As a matter of fact 
from this record and your brief it appears 
very clear that after having been found to be 
deportable he sought petmanent residence by 
an application for adjustment of status under 
Section 245 of the Act. And you have 
pointed out that he meets some of tmqualifi
cations for that status because he is the 
beneficiary of an approved 3rd-preference visa 
petition. 

But the Immigration Judge found there was 
another requirement which he could not aeet, 
and that is admissibility to the U.S. because 
of a conviction in England. And one of the 
questions presented has been whether that con
viction bars eligibility. Now these are all 
questions of law, There are other questions 
you present but how would it make a difference 
in our role in this case which is entirely 
judicial, if you are able to prove that somebody 
did twist the arm of a District Director so 
that he started an action against your client 
when perhaps he might not have otherwise? 

If I have confused you by my long statement •••••••• 

Attorney: First of all I want to thank you for 
outlift/ing the limitations of the jurisdiction 
of this Board, and the very reason why I am 
here with this request. What you are saying is 
that the Board's jurisdiction is limited to cer
tain legal, technical issues put in issue and 
raised by the fact that a proceeding has been 
begun and cerain things have occurred,What I am 
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trying to explain as best I can is the 
fact that the issues here are so much 
broader than the jurisdiction of the Board 
that I wish the Board to withhold its de
cision until a proper disposition of the 
entire matter can be had. 

I don't wish to enter into a discussion of 
the cases; you are talking about the Geronimo 
case by which this Board has stated it limits 
itself to the legal issues arising out of the 
proceedings, and in effect it will ignore or 
not rule upon the issues as to how outlandish, 
scandalous or illegal it was for that proceed
ing to have been commenced to begin with. 

I don't want to express a personal opinion 
about the theory, this is a theory whlch limits 
the jurisdiction of the Board, but in legal 
contemplation, considering the over-all aspects 
or picture of the law, if justice is to be done 
I think the Geronimo decision and the principle 
of it is the blindfold; because it circumscribes 
and permits the Board to sit back and say well, 
we'll consider the technical issues arising out 
of this proceeding, regardless of how scandalous 
it is, and what deprivation of civil and con
stitutional rights is involved, in the very 
bringing of the proceedings. 

I might also point out that my complaint alleges 
that every decision in this case was influenced 
and prejudged, and that includes the detennina
tions of the Immigration Judge, and of every 
application for discretionary relief, and I 
believe that was done on instruction. 

Chairman: Well now,did the Immigration Judge exer
cise discretion? I was under the impression he 
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found respondent ineligible for the dis
cretionary relief requested, and never 
reached the question of exercising discretion 
one way or another. 

Attorney: Well, cmce again we border upon them erits 
of the case. But let me cite just one small 
incident where he exercised discretion. I 
have claimed throughout these proceedings that 
there is likely to be ample records among 
the government's files of non-priority cases. 
That there are others CD nvicted of possession 
of marijuana where proceedings were either not 
brotg ht or where the alien's departure was 
not enforced if they !!! brought. 

I asked the Immigration Judge for permission 
to subpoena because I have no right to sub
poena in a deportation case. I cannot prove 
my case unless tbe '-migration Judge feels 
that I am entitled to that subpoena, and I 
asked him to subpoena any of those officers 
of the Immigration Service to testify as to 
that, and he refused. 

And in his decision he talks about a completely 
different basis, and he refused also to enter 
an order early 1n the proceedings so that 
I might challenge it elsewhere, but waited 
until he reaches a decision a year later to 
incorporate it in the decision. And through
out the handling of the case there were many 
applications and requests that were made 
which required the invocation of discretion. 
And I believe that there was a pattern 
throughout the case of denial of all those 
discretionary applications. 
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Chairman: I would like to develop a 
little further your complaint with res
pect to the restricted nature of the 
Board's jurisdiction, because I think 
that goes to the heart of your argument. 
The fact is that the enforcement of 
the Immigration laws which devolves 
on the Attorney General under the 
statute has been delegated by him and 
he has delegated certain functions to 
the Commissioner of Immigration and 
to various people in the Immigration 
Service. 

The enforcement functions, the adjudicative 
functions, the trial of cases has been 
vested by the statute in the Immigration 
Judges. And the hearing and adjudication 
of appeals from their decisions has been 
delegated by the Attorney General to this 
Board; and by direction of the Attorney 
General we function exclusively as an 
appellate tribunal. 

If we were to assume the role you would 
have us, wouldn't we be getting involved 
in enforcement functions, which is really 
none of our business? Whadyou are asking 
us to do is to review the action of the 
District Director, an enforcement officer 
of the Lmmigration Service, and these are 
prosecutorial roles which we have no part 
of. 

If I can just develop that a bit, wouldn't 
we be merging our function and blurring the 
lines of our judicial role? Also, if we 
bought your argument think what would happen. 
Every year there are hundreds of thousands 
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of aliens in the U.S. who are found to be 
here illegally prima facie, and scores of 
thousands of hearings are held, and a 
couple of thousand of the decisions of the 
Immigration Judges come before us on appeal. 
Now if we were to accepdYour thesis, an alien 
against whom deportation proceedings had been 
brought, and Who is here as an overstayed 
crewman, or an overstayed visitor, and who 
has absolutely no defense to the charge upon 
which his deportation has been ordered, 
could blithely insist before the Immigration 
Judge that he would like to see all the 
reoo rds of the Inmigration Service in similar 
cases because he thinks that he has been 
singled out for disc'dlinatory action. And if 
he made a claim there had been an illegal 
wiretap or something like that, and it was 
the burden of the Service trial attorney then 
to stop everything and check all the Immi
gration files and make inquiry of every agency 
of the government which conceivably engages 
in or has engaged in bugging or wiretapping; 
and all this was available to an attorney who 
unlike yourself, might be unscrupulous and might 
be engaged just in trying to buy additional 
time for his client, what would happen to 
law-enforcement? 

Where would we be? If we could go into the 
question of the District Direct or's conduct 
in deciding to start proceedings, deportation 
proceedings against a deprtable alien, wouldn't 
we be running the Service, and wouldn't we be 
involved in law-enforcement as distinguished 
from adjudicative pursuits? Now that is a big 
order but I think ••••••• 

Attorney: That is a long question. 
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Chairman: And you may break it up in any 
way you see fit. 

Attorney: It has two parts as they say in 
T.V. Your first question was, are we to 
assume the role of the enforcement official 
by taking under our juriadiction his 
functions as well? Fa~ be it from me 
to wish to expand or contract the juris· 
diction of this Board. My esteem for 
this Board is based upon the fact that 
it knows its limitations and keeps 
carefully to them. 

It is for that reason that I ask you ~ 
to reach a decision, because I have a 
problem which must be resolved which in
volves more than the determination of the 
technic~ssues of the appeal which 
this Board's jurisdiction is limited to. 
So I am asking the Board ~ to participate 
in this, and to wait until the outcome of 
the major problem, so that we may either 
not have to go through this at all, be
cause the government may decide to drop 
its case. Or we may resolve those issues 
and re-appear here. 

And I certainly don't want to waste the Board's 
time either,at such time I would be willing 
to file on the record. The second point 
that the Chainnan makes is basically, 
are we to permit a situation to exist where 
w~ill blithely permit any alien to exer
cise certain rights which might be abused? 
That is about the essence of it I believe, 
of the question. 

If that were a legit~UI criticism,that 
would mean no criminal defendant should 
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have the right of cross-examination, or 
an attorney, because he could cross-examine 
and subpoena and could exercise his rights 
to counsel in such a way they would be 
abused. Why then does the statute give us 
the Freedom of Information Act? Wh~oes it 
give us the right to see certain records? 
And why does the wiretap statute say that it 
is the government's obligation to affirm 
or deny? 
I 

Why then has Congress seen fit to place these 
tools in the hands of the accused? Obviously 
because the government has been known to 
overreach. There is nothing that I could ask 
for before this Board which could not be 
countered by an argument that such a benefit, 
if granted, could be abused by other peqie. 
There is nothing that I have ever asked a 
board for, or no right I have ever fought for, 
for a client, which was not subject to abuse. 

Chairman: One further question, you have cited to 
us the Accardi and Bufalino decisions, and I 
just want to draw a couple of distinctions and 
see whether you still feel they are germane. 
In the Accardi case there was an application for 
discretionary relief from deportation, and this 
relief was denied in the exercise of discretidn. 
Counsel for Accardi alleged that this Board in 
exercising discretion, had been influenced by 
outside pressures from the Attorney General; 
and that issue was the one which was tried, it 
was subsequently found the allegation was un
founded. 

In the Bufalino case there were allegations 
similarly made of pressure in the exercise of 
discretion and also allegations of illegal 
electronic surveillance, which it was claimed 
led to the ascertainment of facts which were 
used in denying discretionary relief. The point 
I am making is this, in both of these cases it 
was alleged that the Immigration Judge's discretion 
had been influenced improperly. But does the 
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same thing apply where it is not charged 
that the government evidence which establishes 
deportability, is the fruit of the poisonous 
tree, or is derivative from some illegal act? 
Does this same charge apply where we have a 
simple case of an overstayed non-immigrant 
visitor, and the evidence doesn't flow or 
there is no claim that it flows from any 
overreaching on the part of the government1 
Now that again is a double question, and you 
may answer it in any way you see fit. 

Attorney: As I say, there are other issues, this case 
is not on all fours with Accardi because we 
didn't ask for the same relief Accardi did. 
But there are other areas of discretionary re
lief we have asked for, and other things that 
came up during the extensive hearings in this 
case that we have asked for,which on a dis
cretionary basis were denied, and therefore I 
believe the principle of Accardi is equally 
applicable, but how much more so? 

If a claim may be made at some future date, and 
this is what I am here to avoid, if a claim may 
be made at some future date that this Board 
may be pressured into reaching a decision, how 
much more important that they had a legal issue 
to decide and there was no discretion involved 
in their decision, because all they had to do 
was affirm whether or not one of 30 little 
legal issues, I don't mean little, but I spent 
a lot of time studying them, whether or not 
cannabis resin as used under the statute, whther 
such and suchmppened. The main difference be
tween Accardi and this case is the fact I found 
out that I have gotten leads on information 
earlier than perhaps counsel did in Accardi , 
and I believe I stand in a position to ask this 
Board not to involve itself in this. 
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And I think as I stated before, that this 
would involve no prejudice, no real prejudice 
to the government. I believe there is no 
real adverse effecton the U.S. if John 
Lennon publishes a few more songs. 

Mr. Maniatis: Assuming that you succeeded in 
your injunction and in your praye; we •till 
are faced with the one simple thing that he 
!! here in an illegal status,and that there ~ 
a conviction. How do we go behind that 
conviction? 

Attorney: I am not here to advise the Board as to 
how these matters are handled, but the govern
ment could, and their representative of the 
government here who is much more knowledgeable. 
The government could defer its action in this 
case on one~ a number of established legal 
principles. For instance, there is a Bill 
now before the Congress, introduced in the 
House by Representative Koch, and in the 
Senate by Senator Cranston, which would affect 
this case. 

Basically it would exempt those with one 
conviction for marijuana from the operation 
of thisaeetion of the law and commit to the 
Attorney General discretion in admitting them. 
The Immigration Service has already expressed 
its acceptance of the Bill. The State Depart
ment already has done so. The Department of 
Health, Education & Welfare has, and it has, 
to my understanding of the legislative processes 
been adopted as an administrative proposal. 

This Board knows there is a long-standing pro
cedure whereby when there is a pending legis
lation which will affect beneficially cases 
under consideration, those cases are put in 
abeyance to await the outcome of the legis
lation. 
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Chairman: That is not an invariable practice, 
is it? 

Attorney: No, but I would say in general, and 
I am not the best expert on the legis
lative process, but in cases where this 
has come up in recent years that I am 
familiar with, it has been applied 
rather generally when, especially when 
the administration was behind the Bill. 

Now I am just pointing this out not be
cause I am asking the Board to have any 
part of it. I don't think that is within 
your jurisdiction, but what I am saying 
is if the government wants to make a de
termination to resolve the issue in this 
case, there are many avenues of approach. 
And I would be the first one to be 
willing to sit down with them and try to 
explore them, 

Mr. Torrington: I have a couple of questions con
cerning the claim of electronic sur
veillance. You cited to us the statute, 
if I remember right it is Title 18, 
USC , Section 3504, and is it your claim 
that ae te electronic surveillance your 
client has nothing to show there was such 
an electronic surveillance2 

The government oa at. •re claim has to 
proceed and inquire all over whither 
such electronic surveillance has taken 
place. Or should in such a case the person 
making that contention come forward with 
something, perhaps not establishing a prima 
facie case, but something in the nature of 
a prima facie case7 
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Attorney: I am not the world's best expert 
on 3504, but the way the statute reads, and 
I understand from reading the articles on 
it, that it is badly drafted. That would 
appear to be the intent of Congress, that 
in any proceeding including an adminis
trative proceeding, when a claim is made 
by an aggrieved party, the burden shifts 
to the government to affirm or deny. I 
would say that in this case you may rest 
assured after all of this time I woul4bot 
be proceeding based only upon supposition. 

Mr. Torrington: What then ~you have, beside 
supposition? You are here to argue just 
the preliminary questions? 

Attorney: Permit me to say that I will not 
answer the question, not on the ground that 
it will incriminate my client or me, but 
it is an integral part of a court proceeding, 
and I think it would be inappropriate for me 
to raise that issue now and discuss it. 
However, I will say that if that is the case, 
a court can very easily on a motion to dis
miss, resolve that issue. And it wouldn't 
take very long at all for that very question 
to be determined. Put up or shut up, do we 
have sometHng or don't we? Does the govern
ment have to admit or deny what is the law, 
on one motion it can be disposed of. 

Mr. Torrington: I am going by what you, Mr. Wildes, 
have told us up to now, and that is that the 
court has done nothing. 

Attorney: That is because it hasn't had time yet, and 
because the government has not had an oppor
tunity to respond. 

Mr. Torrington: In what way would it prejudice your 
case by telling us whether there is anything 
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at all you have with regard to the electronic 
surveillance? 

Attorney: I will say that is a part of the court's 
proof, and I will also say that it is not 
a part of the court's proof,and my understand
ing of the statute is that I need not even 
show it. However, if necessary there will 
be more than adequate prima facie evidence of 
what has occurred. 

Mr.Torrington: I assume you are familiar with the 
various ways in which that section has been 
construed by the courts? 

Attorney: Somewhat. 

Mr. Torrington: Not all courts have held your con• 
struction is correct. 

Attorney: That is correct. 

Mr. Torrington: You read to us partly from 18 USC 
3504, and you mentioned that the party who 
makes such a claim must be aggrieved. In what 
respect could respondent possibly be aggrieved 
by any suspected electronic surveillance? 
Would you comment on that? In what respect, 
on the basis of the facts shown here, could 
respondent John Lennon have been aggrieved by 
what you now claim? 

Attorney: Perhaps I ought to answer by an under
statement, because I believe that, well in my 
opinion my client's interrogation has resulted 
from a conspiracy of certain high government 
officials who have chosen for their own pur
poses, to conduct illegal wiretaps, and to 
conduct a proceeding to remove him from the 
u.s. Because they felt, as perhaps better 
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expressed by the memorandum, "that his 
presence here was adverse to the present 
administration," 

Mr. Torrington: Didn't it say anything about the 
illegal wiretap? I don't remember the 
memorandum talking about illegal wiretap. 

Attorney: It instructs a government official to 
conduct surveillance. 

Mr. Torrington: llectronic surveillance? 

Attorney: I have no way of knowing what that 
government official intended by surveillance, 
They said surveillance of his apartment, 
and we have information to the effect that 
there were both kinds of surveillance, both 
electronic and physical surveillance. 

Mr. Torrington: I realize you are not testifying 
here. You are counsel but you are not 
willing in any way to make available any 
information which you may have. 

Attorney: That may be the issue. Unless and until 
there is a sworn statement of testimony on 
this we are never going to hear the whole story, 
and that is why I believe this Board, which 
has jurisdiction to hear a part of my client's 
problem, should withhold its determination. 
We are really not doing anything improper, and 
the U.S. is not really going to suffer if given 
our day in court. 

Mr, Torrington: We are in the role of adjudicating 
questions of law, so I repeat my question to 
you again. In what respect could respondent be 
aggrieved by the adjudication by the Board .t 
this type of questions? 

Attorney: Do I understand your question to be that 
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if the Board reaches a decision tomorrow, 
holding either my client is deportable or not 
deportable, entitled to residence or not en
titled to residence, my client still has his 
problems with the Federal Government wiretaps 
and such, and it doesn't make much difference. 

I just con't conceive that is the orderly 
search for the truth. I believe that the 
ultimate issue in this case is whether or not 
the procedures of law have been misused, and 
whether this proceeding and all the issues which 
this Board has before it are unnecessary. 

Mr. Torrington: You maintain although you have 
already filed two actions iQthe Southern 
District of New York,thae you are aware of the 
fact an appeal to the Circuit Court of Appeals lies 
from the decision of this Board? 

Attorney: Yes, because I believe that the Circuit 
Court of Appeals in reviewing a direct appeal 
under the Immigration statutes, the outcome of 
the legal issues, which will be determined by 
chis Board, is limited to the four corners of 
the record as determined by the Board and considered 
by the Board. 

And I believe I have much more fundamental issues 
which have to be considered, and I would like them 
to be considered, if any court actions do not 
result in the complete dismissal or vacating of 
this deportation case, I would like any result, 
whichever way it comes out, to be considered by 
this Board 11 a matter of record. And I ask today 
that the complaint and summons be made a part of 
the official record of the Board, regardless of 
the outcome. 
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Mr. Torrington: Whatever information you 
claim to have as to electronic sur
veillance you are not willing to be 
made a part of this record? So that in 
your opinion on review the Circuit Court 
would not have the complete information? 

Attorney: A lot of things we read about, a lot 
of things these days about what happens 
to record files and what have you when 
they are disclosed finally, and I am not 
willing to take that chance with my client. 

Mr.Torrington: I still don't know in what respect 
your client would be aggrieved by adjudica
tion of questions of law by this Board. 
You have not answered, 

Attorney: I believe the adjudication of questions 
of law by this Board doesn't answer the 
entire question, and if the Board is going 
to determine only a part of the question, 
it is not fulfilling what I believe to be 
its complete purpose. And I think that 
it should take notice of the fact that 
these allegations are being made, and 
not involve itself in a determination 
until they are resolved, 

My questions also include a part that 
stated that the period should be either 
until we have completed proceedings, or 
in view of the conceivable possibility 
that the matter might go beyond the 
District Court, until such time as the 
Board felt there was not being exhibited 
good faith from both sides. This Board 
can always consider and reach a decision 
and I don't know why it must necessarily 
be reached at this time, in the face of 
these allegations. 

Mr. Torrington: Thank you. 
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Chairman: I gather your thesis is this, that 
a claim under 18 USC, 3504 can be presented 
not only at the hearing before the Immigra
tion Judge, but also as here, while the 
matter is on appeal before this Board. 
And conceivably in a proper case, even 
after the Board has come out with a de
cision, and the deportation order is 
about to be executed. Am I correct in 
that? 

Attorney: The statute says it may be, it is 
very broad, in any body before any officer, 
administrative agency, court, etc., etc. 
It was intended obviously to cover a 
multitude of tribunals. 

Chairman: Did I correctly state your position? 

Attorney: Forgive me? 

Chairman: That this claim could be raised not 
only during the course of the hearing but 
also during an appeal before this Board, or 
even after we have made an adjudication and 
the alien is in custody for deportation? 

Attorney: Yes, I presume that would be so. I 
don't think the statute, it doesn't delineate 
the period of time when it may be made either. 

Chairman: You stated previously in answer to Mr. 
Torrington's question, that you are a reput
able attorney and would not advance such a 
claim without some basis, and we all agree 
you are a reputable attorney. 

Attorney: I gave it a great deal of thought 
before I went to court on it. 

Chairman: At leas99fbis theory an attorney B2! 
so reputable, could advance this claim 
without any supporting evidence at any 
stage, either before the Immigration Judge, 
Wh~~e the matter is on appeal before us, or 
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when his client is in Service custody awaiting 
deportation. If we acceptyour thesis, any 
attorney could advance that-claim and would be 
entitled to have the wheels of the government 
grind to a halt insofar as that alien is 
concerned, and put this processing operation, 
that is making inquiry and so on, to a •••••••• 

Attorney: Presumably,subject to Mr. Torrington's 
comment perhaps, that all judges would not agree 
with that. 

Chairman: We are not speaking about judges but 
about administrative process. 

Attorney: I would assume it would cover us at any 
stage of the administrative process, and I think 
Congress, I agree strongly with the purposes of 
Congas$, and that is if someone discovers in
formation at any stage of a proceeding, he 
should never be precluded from raising that issue, 

Chairman: If there are no further questions on the 
part of the Board we will recess for 10 minutes 
and then we will hear from Mr.Schiano. 

(A short recess is held) 

Chairman: Mr. Schiano, we will hear from you, and 
if you don't mind, we will limit ouuaelves first 
to the question of remand, so don't get into the 
merits except to the degree necessary for your 
argument on that issue. 

Mr. Schiano: That was going to be my first question, 
and I will address myself to the questions raised 
by counsel. First of all I am certainly grateful 
to the Chairman and the other Members of the 
Board for articulating the government's misgivings 
concerning counsel's position on that score, We 
are concerned for instance, in referring to Title 
18 of 3504. He talks about a general claim, 
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whereas the statute is much more specific 
and talks about a party aggrieved. that 
evidence is inadmissible. We must take that 
section in the context of the case, and I 
wish your indulgence in a slight recitation 
in that regard. 

What we have here is a visitor to our shores who 
came here after many supplications and much 
exhortation to the government to waive a ground 
of inadmissibility. That waiver was granted 
with certain stipulatians, that his conduct 
be of a certain type, that he engage in 
activities which he specified, the order was 
so written. 

He remained here as a visitor until Feb. 29, 
1972, as noted by the Chairman. He remained 

thereafter unauthorized,as claimed by the 
government. Now, the evidence in supporting 
the application for a waiver, was furnished by 
the alien, the record of conviction and the 
British law. The evidence and the deprtation 
matter surrounding deportability was present 
in the record, not obtainable from any other 
source, 

The alien is not charged with being here 
illegally by reason of the conviction for 
marijuana. That had to do with the issue of 
an application under Section 245, and I think 
the record should be clear on this. We have 
an overstayed visitor and an application for 
some relief. Now, what item of evidence does 
counsel complain was tainted? 

The item presented by counsel? The record of 
conviction presented by the alien? There is 
no other evidence here in this record, and 
that brings us to other questions surrounding 
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that question of prejudgment, which apparently 
is hooked onto this. Can there be prejudgment 
unless there is an exercise of discretion? 
What discretion was exercised here? There 
was some, yea, the granting of status to ~ 
Lennon, fhe granting of voluntaty departure 
to Mr. Lennon, Now there are some serious 
misgivings concerning that eligibility. 

We chose not to contest it at that time, nor 
do we raise it now. I think counsel must do 
more under 3504 than make a generalized com
plaint; and not necessarily answering his 
argument in the same order in which ke gave 
it, concerning that document, memorandum, 
whatever you want to call it, on the face of it 
there is no identifying matter. 

On the very face of it, it could be considered 
spurious, and I can say, in order to ease the 
conscience of anyone here, the inquiry was 
made and not such a document has been found in 
the government of any agency inquired of. 
Now, assuming for the moment, as the Chairman 
pointed out, al~his were true, prejudgment, 
what would this effect? A judgment of a hearing 
officer? Counsel addressed himself to the 
hearing offi.cer in the motion, saying please 
Mr. Fieldst•el, reopen this case, which I wish 
to demonstrate has some bearing on it. 

I am sure he is not seriously contending Mr. 
Fieldsteel was influenced by this memorandum, 
or he had even seen it, if it were authentic. 
Is he now complaining perhaps the District 
Director was influenced by some memorandum or 
some similar instruction? Is he aidng the Board 
to monitor the motives of the District Director? 
Rather than act as an appellate body, to review 
the legal sufficiency of the order to show cause, 
rather than monitoring to see whether or not 
there is a case here, of deportability; 
whether or not there is eligibility as claimed 
by counsel. 
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Without eligibility there can be no dis
cretion and no judgment within the terms 
of a prejudgment concept, Prejudge !2!!? 
The record of conviction as to the meaning 
of marijuana? I don't understand counsel's 
argument in that respect insofar as it is 
addressed to this Board for remand, and I 
don't propse to answer the court action 
by that tribunal, 

Chairman: May I interrupt to raise a question germane 
to that. I think counsel asserted in answer 
to a question,that discretion was exercised 
by the Immigration Judge in various stages 
of the proceedings. And I think he was using 
the term discretion not in reference to 
discretionary relief from deportation, but 
discretion in the sense that a Judge exercises 
discretion in issuing or denying subpoenas, in 
granting or refusing a continuance, and such. 

Mr. Schiano: I think he was referring to rulings of 
hearing officers upon requests which are re
viewable by this Board, and this Board may review 
such regulations,and if the Board feels that 
he erred in overruling counsel's request, could 
order such remand if it feels it is germane to 
the issues. What issues do we get ~ack to again? 
The subpoenas? What would the subpoenas demon
strate? The District Director's action? What 
administrative action could be taken in the 
field of enforcement? 

This Board has rejected those claims before. 
I don't think we should be permitted an excur
sion into that area, and we would be navigating 
rather murky waters when we considered those 
undefined standards. I don't understand 
counsel's request as far as the context of this 
case is concerned. As a matter of fact the 
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hearing officer's decision said he denied 
the request because lt appeared, even on 
the merits of it, with regard to the 
evidence which was not equal to the case 
at bar---in other words is he saying that 
his non-priority is a matter of right? 
His forbearance a matter of right? This 
Board has answered that question before in 
other cases and the courts have answered it 
in cases also. Where the government 
appears generous it cannot be held to its 
generosity all the time. 

There was the Lumargue case, Counsel 
referred to legislative concetn over con
victions for marijuana and wanted the 
government to forbear pending legislative 
action on such a bill, Assumhg such a 
bill were passed for the moment, that those 
convicted of marijuana only once are to be 
forgiven or some other course of action con
templated. Then counsel may have to reverse 
his position and argue that his client bene
fi~from such a decision in that he was 
once convicted of marijuana as distinguished 
from what he claims is cannabis resin. 

We cannot in deciding appeals, contemplate 
all the possibilities of what the legislature 
may do. Counsel wcte a learned article for 
the Wall Street Journal where he correctly 
stated what the law was in the case, and it 
was a matter for legislative concern, and 
the state of the law was tbt the government 
claim, however unfortunately it consequenced 
his client, the Freedom of Information Act 
is independent of this. It was never intended 
of any proof of discovery, only the method of 
the truth in any case. How it would affect 
this appeal I don't know; as a matter of fact 
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I would imagine counsel should urge a 
prompt action by this Board on the merits. 
It may be he would be successful, I don't 
know, and if unfavorable, the right of 
review under 3506 is requested. He could 
go to the Court of Appeals in review in 
this matter. 

Chairman: I think counsel's position, and he will 
have an opportunity to reapand, but I think 
his position is that this action should not 
have been brought in the first place; that 
the District Director took into consideration 
things that he should not have taken, and he 
acted discriminatorily in starting this de
portation proceeding under circumstances 
where if they involved another alien, would 
not result in the institution of deportatiOn 
proceedings. 

Now, I gather this is one of the bases on 
which he urges that we defer our decision in 
order that he ca9Prove these allegations. 

Mr. Schiano: I don't think there is a single reported 
case anywhere which holds that you can or may 
govern the motives of the District Director 
in the issuance of a legal document which in
itiates a deportation hearing. It is the 
adjudication of the legal sufficiency of that 
document which is before the tribunal known 
as the Immigration Judge. The prejudgment con
cept must go to that adjudication, and must go 
to the adjudication on appeal of that record. 

There has never been a prejudgment argument 
made anywhere in any case as to the action. 
They hold the hearing as to theiaitiating 
action or the motive of the District Director. 

Chairman: You mean the District Director's motive 
may not be inquired into at all, or that it 
may not be inquired into by us? 

Mr, Schiano: On the basis of the claim. 
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Chairman: Suppose a District Director 
who happened to be, shall we say a 
racist, determined that he will 
start deportation proceedings against 
people who have a, who are of a 
certain race or religion. And he 
does not start proceedings against 
other aRens equally deportable, but who 
happened not to fit his prejudice? 

Mr,Schiano: He may be subject to some dis
cipline, but that doesn't derogate from 
the legal sufficiency of the action 
initiated against those people who 
become the subject of the order to 
show cause. 

Chairman: You mean!! can't inquire into them? 

Mr. Schiano: Yes, and you have held so in the 
past. This Board has so held. To do 
that you would have to monitor his 
every action. You waid have to tell 
him when to argue and when not to 
argue, not as a matter of legal 
sufficiency, but as a matter of wisdom. 

Now, we do not even t elJ,tongress whether 
a law is wise or unwise. We administer 
it and interpret it in light of its ad
ministrative histoty, regardless of the 
consequences. We may not be happy with 
the actions of some officials, if those 
actions call for disciplinary action 
that doesn't have anything to do with 
the le~ sufficiency of an order to show 
cause in a deportation hearing, 

That order alleged he was an overstayed 
visitor, it is as simple as that, The 
legal sufficiency in question is the 
only thing in question. Counsel did not 
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see fit to seek a restraining order in his 
court actions. The reasons are best known 
to himself. He is asking this tribunal 
restrain its own handling of the matter of 
which it does have admittedly, jurisdiction. 
You may review the record, the same requests 
were made in the record that were made in the 
courtA2€tion concerning the Freedom of Infor
mati~d1re made there, conceuing subpoenas 
and so on. 

As far as any illegal action, just addressing 
myself briefly to that, again to ease the 
conscience of all concerned, there has been 
~ illegal wiretap, but that is not relevant 
to the issue here, because there is no item 
of evidence. 

Chairman: When you say that, to the degree it may be 
germane, I would like to pin you down, because it 
b myrecollection that in the Bufalino case you 
made a smilar assertion. 

Mr. Schiano: I made a broader showing in that case, I 
said there was no wiretap and there was a 
specific agency involved that made that assertion, 
based upon advice from that agency. 

Chairman: Your assertion was based on the examinatioa 
of the Service records, and it was true insofar 
as concerned those Service recor•s. 

Mr. Schiano: Beyond that too, from advice of that 
agency I made that representation. 

Chairman: It later turned out there had indeed been 
a bug planted by another •••••••••• 

Mr. Schiano: Not by Bufalino, but one elsewhere, 
Bufalino became a party to a conversation and 
how it was reported in the files of that asency 

was not disclosed to me. 
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Chairman: That case had to be reopened and 
a full hearing held with respect to the 
wiretap and whether the government evidence 
stemmed from that. 

Mr. Schiano: There was the question of whether 
or not the questioning of Bufalino 
on the request of discretionary relief 
was affected by knowledge obtained through 
possible electr•oic surveillance, and I 
believe the evidentiary hearing put that 
at rest, 

Chairman: I just wanted to pin you down. 

Mr. Schiano: We don't have that in this case. 

Chairman: I am trying to pin down what you 
are now telling us. Are you telling 
us that you are responding to counsel's 
inquiry as to whether there has in 
fact been unlawful electronic surveillance? 

Mr. Schiano: I am making that assertion here 
so there will be 2e misapprehension by a 
failure to responlt/@fi.ere may have been 
such surveillance, An inquiry made of 
the appropriate agency discloses there 
was not. Now, I don't wish that assertion 
to be the basis of an issue for trial. 
That remains within the District Court's 
province, that such an assertion will be 
made at that time in a different form. I 
don't want this tribunal or anyone else to 
go with the idea that because the govern· 
ment failed to respond, that it assumed 
there was some truth to the mere general 
assertion. 

;iii@oi!he document in question, or as to 
the wiretap or electronic surveillance 
and anythina else, but I did want to 
put all the questions in the context of 
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the case and the subject matter. An 
overstayed visitor who applies to become 
a resident but appears to be barred on 
the ground he is ineligible, not for the 
discretionary relief, not for an exercise 
of that discretion, but on the basis of a 
record of conviction furnished by the 
alien. No other evidence in the record 
except that introduced by counsel in support 
of the application. 

Mrs. Lennon received favorable exercise of 
~retion, was granted relief, Mr,Lennon 
was granted voluntary departure under 244, 
and there is some serious misgiving if he 
was entitled to ~· 

Chairman: But you stated a little while ago you were 
not pressing that point, then don't press it, 

Mr, Schiano: No, counsel's argument really demon
strated the need for a speedy action by the 
Board rather than a deferring of the action 
pending court proceedings, which may or 
may not have any value. And if it did, 
counsel would not be prejudiced by it. If 
we were to have enforcement of any order 
counsel cannot again request a delay merely 
by saying the government in a large sense is 
not prejudiced by a deferring of action, 

If that were the case it could be made in 
every case, do not take any action until I ex
haust all side remedies, then come back to 
you and then go back to the Circuit Court of 
Appeals, and so on, and you would have this 
yo•yo juridical process baak and forth. 
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I think it would be far more in the 
interests of justice to adjudicate this matter 
as expeditiously as possible on the meri5s 
If Counsel feels aggrieved by a decision,/~hen 
he may not be, we don't know, but he has his 
remedies prescribed by law for reviewing 
in the Court of Appeals on all issues possible. 
including some which the Board doesn't have 
jurisdiction over, that constitutes the con
stitutional ones raised by counsel in his brief. 
That is it, 

Chairman: Mr.Schiano, I assume that you are familmr 
with the papers which counsel has forwarded to 

us and which are not part of the recacd on 
appeal as forwarded by the Service? 

Mr. Schiano: I would join with counsel in having 
them considered part of the Board papers. 

Chairman: They !!! before us and I assume they 
underly the motion he kas now made? 

Attorney: I have no objection to the inclusion 
of any of these records of our telephone con
versations and such. We expect my request 
for a continuance to be included in the record. 

Chairman: I am addressing myself primarily to the 
copies of the pleadings and your correspondence 
w~h the Immigration Judge and various officials 
o~ .. fmmigration Service, 

Attorney: I have asked that it be admitted into 
evidence, and I don't know whether Mr, Schiano 
has expressed himsa£ on that, With respect 
to whether you have any objection to the in
clusion in the record before this Board of 
the summons and complaint? 
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Mr. Schiano: No objection. 

Chairman: And the other material? 

Mr. Schiano: No objection. 

Chairman: I must state we were taken by 
surprise because the first that we 
learned of these other proceedings was when 
Mr. Wildes called on the telephone last 
week. It was Tuesday. I would have 
assumed that material of this nature should 
have been forwarded to us by the Immigra
tion Service. 

Mr. Schiano: I was taken by surprise you did 
not have them. However I did read in the 
papers there, which may have been the 
cause of the error that counsel said he did 
not wish the Board to consider this matter, 
but only the Immigration Judge, that might 
have prompted that area of activity, not 
to forward the matter, I don't know. 

Chairman: Mr. Schiano, do you know what the 
practice is under 18 USC 3504? 

Mr. Schiano: I view ••••••• 

Chairman: In a criminal context? Or if you know 
about any in a deportation? 

Mr. Schiano: I view this as another discover) 
procedure adjunctive to some main action. 
For instance if this item were discovered, 
let's sar?the latest stage of the proceedings, 
a motion to reopen, coupled with a recitation 
of the requirement of the statute to reopen 
for reconsideration of the complaint; re
ferring to tainted evidence to see whether 
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or not it would have affected the body of proof 
necessary in the case. It is not a tribunal re
viewing the matter, but it is a discovery type 
of proceeding. 

Chairman: No Board Member has any question at this 
point. Do you want to respond, Mr. Wildes, 
only on this question? 

Attorney: First of all I am very happy the govern
ment has chosen that Mr. Schiano represent them 
here today, which is quite unusual because he is 
the Chief Trial Attorney in the New York 
District. My happiness not only arises from the 
fact he is the attorney most knowledgeable in 
the case, having handled it all the time, but 
also from the fact he was the attorney who 

handled the Bufalino case. And he was the 
attorney who I am quite certain, with all sin
cerity, assured the court in Bufalino that there 
was no wiretap,and even he was so instructed, 
and the record showed it. 

And of course it was proven after that, it was 
not quite the whole story. I am pointing this 
out just to show the government, as the Chairman 
pointed out, has many different agencies. I 
spent this morning in a Senate office trying to 
track down a couple hundred of them, doing a 
little work on my own, and it is a tremendous 
job, How the government really has canvassed 
all the agencies in this short period of time, is 
beyond me. 

I would point out that the commencement of pro
ceedings by a District Director in this case is 
a little different from the ordinary one because 
this is an alien who was known to have had a 
ground for ineligibility for residence prima 
facie in his background. 
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He knew that John Lennon had a minor conviction 
for possessing a substance which the government 
chose to consider marijuaaa,in England 5 years 
earlier. As a result when de government came 
and started a proaeding in this case, it locked 
Lennon into a position whereas his only con
ceivable application was one which could have 
been denied, as the Board is indicating, on a 
strictly legal basis. We never touched the 
issue of discretion. 

We have a merely legal ground on whidllleycan 
refuse this applicaion, and moreover when the 
government doesn't wait for a reasonable ground 
of deportabil~, but actually takes action to 
create a ground of deportability ••••••• 

Chairman: Now you are getting into the merits, 

Attorney: I am finishing this and I hope ••••••• 

Chairman: We will be very happy to hear you on the 
merits, 

Attorney: I hope you will permit me, I am stating 
this as a final note, I believe the case is 
largely distinguishable on that kind of a 
basis, and that the type of relief that I have 
asked for, while not the usual type before this 
Board, ought to be seriously considered. I have 
nothing further, 

Mr. Schiano: I wish to reiterate I think it was 
demonstrated regardless of his attitude toward 
wiretap, it appeared to be largely irrelevant to 
the issues in this case insofar as selecting Mr. 
Lennon, We are getting into the merits of de
portability, it is clear from the record no 
application for extension was made, as could have 
been available to him, and perhaps from the 
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testimony given and even counsel's brief, 
on Pages 44 and 45, he admits his client 
was an overstay because of sympathetic 
reasons, but nevertheless an overstay, We 
did not lock him in. Perhaps we are trying 
to lock him out, but we did not lock him into 
the situation; he remained longer,and action 
was brought in accordance with the law. 

Now again, I don't want to make side excur
sions into the merits of the case, and 
will withhold other comments until we get into 

that area. 

Chairman: If there is nothing further then we will 
s imply have to take under advisement your mot ion 

that we defer action pending ultimate resolution 
of your court suits. 

Attorney: Or for. some lesser period of time which 
the Board will consider to be appropriate. 

Chairman: In that connection and without impinging 
upon your position with respect to the merits, 
there was alleged here that the conviction 
in England upon which this denial rests, had been 
challenged. Has there been any development in that 
regard that we should know about? 

Attorney: There is a trial going on today which 
commenced about 2 weeks ago, against 5 officers 
who were then the complete drug squad in England, 
and in particular Detective Sergeant Pilcher, 
who are all charged with the, with perverting 
the course of justice as it is called there, and 
&bmitting false evidence in drug conviction 
cases, And there has been, I am getting reports 
on it from counsel in England, and there has been 
some testimony in which John Lennon's name has 
been mentioned linking the case to some extent. 
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I believe that Pilcher recently testified 
that one of the reasons he regularly entered 
false information in court and police records 
was since he had occasion to arrest a number 
of rock stars, and appeared to specialize in 
that, he was met by reporters who seemed to 
know he was coming; and where this will take 
us, I am not quite certain, but what we have 
done is we have retained counsel overseas to 
look into the possibility of reopening the 
original conviction overseas, on the basis of 
some new evidence. 

It is more difficult in Englad to do this, 
contrary to my earlier beliefs, than it is in 
the U.S. I thought they were more liberal 
about it but counsel is very conservative about 
it over there, and that is ~ere the matter 
stands at this point. If there is evidence 
developed which would give us a ground to move 
to reopen, before the original magistrate in 
England, we would by all means do that, 

Mr. Torrington: Le~ ask yeu this question. Isn't 
it a fact that respondent,Mr. Lennon, with advice 
of counsel, pleaded guilty to the charge? 

Attorney: Yes, of course,! am being drawn into the 
merits, and I spent, I would say, 50 pages of 
legal argument as to the status of the law in 
England, which required such a plea at the time, 
and I can only commend that to your consideration. 

Mr. Torrington: Thank you. 

Chairman: The only point I wanted to clarify wmwhdher 
or not this judgment of conviction, which is 
very material in this proceeding, was still out
standing, and from whatyou tell us, it still is, 

Attorney: Another relevant point to my application 
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is tbe fact I had originally requested a 
certain period of ttme to prepare and file 
my brief before this Board, and it was 6 months, 
and I was granted 4 months. Thereafter the 
government requested an adjournment and by 
that means an additf.onal period of 2 months was 
granted. The governaent has not filed a brief, 
and I would hope that yolli would consider thti: as 
well in terms of the tiae geae and my request for 
additional time. 

Chairman: We will simply have to take under advise• 
men t your request that we defer action. At the 
same time we do want to hear oral argument, if 
you wish to present it, on the merits of the 
case. You have filed a very comprehensive brief. 
The government has filed no response to that, 
and we will hear the government insofar as con
cerns its position. 

Attorney: Unless Mr. Schiano says anything outrageous 
which I doubt, I will be happy to rely upon my 
brief, that is my present posture. 

Chairman: You do not care to answer questions,because 
there !!! some questions at oral argument? 

Attorney: Of course relating to the reaching/i deter
mination. 

Chairman: On the merits? 

Attorney: Yes, on the merits, and that is something 
I am asking you to defer, Perhaps after Mr. 
Schiano has presented his argument I may feel 
there is sanething I wanted to say in order to 
balance the record. I believe that I have stated 
the atgument in the brief quite amply. 

Chairman: Very well, Mr. Schiano, we will hear from 
you on the merits. 
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Mr. Schiano: I don't know where to begin, 
unless the government in a sense adopts 
the decision of the special inquiry 
officer we feel who overstated the 
legitimacy of the government's position; 
and this is not a Peter Stuyvesant type 
of judgment, where the weight of counsel's 
papers are put against de government's 
papers here. 

The hearing officer considered all of the 
issues, all of them, factual and legal, 

raised by counsel. The question of alienage 
was conceded and information conceded, 
The question of the overstay I think we 
discussed at length already. I don't know 
if there are any further explorations. 

Chairman: I am not so sure that is conceded. 

Mr. Schiano: Not conceded, that is correct, it 
refers to his overstayed client in his 
brief and the questbn if they did remain 
beyond Feb. 29, 1972, which was their 
authorized period; and the Board has ruled 
in other cases thereafter the aliens were 
here at sufferance of the government, in 
illegal status. 

Chairman: I didn't understand that to be 
counsel's position. As I recall the facts, 
this respondent, because there is only one 
before us, was authorized to remain here 
as a non-immigrant until Feb. 29; and 
several days thereafter the District 
Director wrote him a letter calling his 
attention to the fact he was no longer 
in a non-immigrant status, and giving him 
until March 15 I believe, to depart. 

Now, apparently it is counsel's position 
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and I judge this in his brief, that during 
the period between March 1 and March 15, 
or at least after he had received this 
dispensation from the District Director, he 
was in the position of an alien who has 
been granted voluntary departure, without 
the institution of a deportation proceeding, 
which is authorized by Section 242.7 I 
believe, before March 15 was reached in 
fact. 

Mr. Schiano: The letter went out on Ma~ch 15. 

Chairman: The District Director revoked the 
privilege, whatever it was, and started de· 
portation proceedings, Now, you take the 
position that during the period between 
March 1 and March 15 the alien gained nothing, 
He no longer was in status and •••••• 

Mr. Schiano: At the sufferance of the government. 

Chairman: I gather from his brief counsel takes 
the position that the alien was here in the 
status of a person who had been granted a 
privilege, the privilege of voluntary de
parture, and that this was arbitrarily 
revoked without any showing of proper cause. 

Now, again I don't want to ask counsel if I 
state his position correctly, because he has 
insisted he doesn't want to get into the 
merits, but assuming that is a correct 
statement of counsel's position, you have a 
response to that? 

Mr. Schiano: On March 1 no doubt the government 
could have issued the order to show cause 
and not extend a privilege to Mr. Lennon. 
It chose not to do so perhaps for reasons 
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it might have been a good faith statement 
to have additional time granted, and we 
learned from a source that he did not 
intend to depart, and revoked the 
privilege. Counsel complained the reasons 
were not stated in the order to show cause. 
We do not allege evidentiary matters in an 
order to show cause. 

At the hearing Mr. Lennon himself testified 
neither at that time nor at the time of the 
hearing nor any time did he have any idention 
of departing. He would not formulate any 
intention because of personal problems such 
as Mrs. Lennon's concern over the child, so 
he did not have any intention to depart. 

The privilege of voluntary departure under 
such circumstances is a sovereign sufferance 
based upon good faith. It ·;'Was no extension 
of his lawful s.Cus, merely a recognition or 
an extension of charity, saying we may permit 
you to leave without institution of proceedings 
if you in good faith intend to depart, and 
that was revoked when he did not have any in
tention of departing; and that was ~natrated 
in the record by the questioning of Mr. Lennon. 

The fact that, as counsel points out, that Mr. 
Lennon might have been less than equivocal, or 
might have been equivocal in answers, doesn't 
invalidate the premise of the government that 
he was an overstayed visitor as of March 1st. 

Chairman: You don't have to answer this question, 
but what was the rush? I mean the District 
Director had given him until March 15. Wouldn't 
it have been a lot simpler, and wouldn't it have 
made the case a lot easier from the Service 
point of view if he had simply waited for that 
period to expire and then issued an order ~ 
show cause, which pre8Um;bly would be invul
nerable? 
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Mr. Schiano: I agree it would have been 
a wiser course of action. 

Chairman: You don't have to answer, but I 
wondered. 

_ Mr. Schiano: It might have been a matter 
of wisdom but not a ,atter of error. 

Mr. Torrington: Isn't it correct, as I recall 
the record, the reason the District 
Director did that was because an 
application for 3rd-preference •••••••• 

Mr. Schiano: Was filed on March 3, two days 
after the letter of voluntary de~ 
parture and tbee days before the 
revocation. 

Mr. Torrington: And isn't it also correct that 
the revocation proceedings were exactly 
in accordance with the provisions of 
8 CFR 242.5(c), which ieals with 
revocation and provides that if 
subsequent to the granting of an appli
cation for voluntary departure under 
Section 242.5 it is ascertained the 
application should not have been granted, 
the grant may be revoked without notice 
by any District Director? 

Mr. Schiano: We relied on that. 

Chairman: Counsel in his brief has referred to 
a decision by an Immigration Judge in 
Boston in which he terminated proceed
ings where the charge had been based on a 
marijuana conviction, but the actual con
viction involved hashish. And the 
SerYice had taken an appeal from that 
decision and then the General Counsel 
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had withdrawn the appeal. Now counsel has 
argued that this establishes a legal policy, 
and if he were to argue the merits I would 
ask him about that; but is there any 
established policy in a decision of an 
Immigration Judge,if the Service withdraws 
appeal or simply doesn't take an appeal? 

Mr. Schiano: There may be many considerations, the 
courts have coordinate jurisdiction, binding 
upon eacijother. It may make interesting reading, 
I think jurisdiction was involved in that case, 
The decision was based on an inadequate 
understanding of the subject matter, but he 
had a more sophisticated record, and we do wish 
a decision on theaerits concerning that. We 
are not bound by the decision of Boston at all, 
nor is this Board. 

Chairman: One thing further, counsel has argued 
at great length in his brief that the British 
statute which is here involved, did not require 
any mens rea or knowledge on the part of the 
defendant, that is a culpable knowledge, that 
what he possessed was in fact a forbidden 
substance. And it is his position that this 
sort of conviction is not what Congress contem· 
plated when it made a conviction under Section 
212(a)(23) a grant of inadmissibility, 

Now he has countered the citations in the 
Immigration Judge's decision with other citations, 
some later ones, and he has given us a fairly 
exhaustive development of the law in England. 
We don't have any brief from you but would you 
care to comment on tha~ortion of counsel's 
argument? 

Mr. Schiano: I believe the recitation both by counsel 
and the higher officials might have been very apt 
before a British court at the time the case was 
being tried, and what perhaps might have been con
sidered instructions to the jury as t~hat they 
should or should not find, but once guilty of , 
or once guilt has been established by a plea of 
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guilty or conviction upon the record, I 
think we are bound by that record of 
conviction. 

Chairman: Regardless of what the statute 
requires for conviction? 

Mr. Schiano: The only recorded matter when we 
review foreign convictions is when there 
is a conviction in absentia, a political 
crime, or some rare, unusual situation. 
For us to sit n2!• in an appellate juris
diction upon the British court, and what 
is British law, would open up Pandora's Box 
to almost every foreign conviction,based upon 
subsequent self-serving declarations as to 
what the mental status of that defendant might 
be or might have been. 

He could have pleaded this before the British 
court and if he wished to say the state of the 
law prevented from pleading innocent, I don't 
think we should accept that, if he said I had 
to plead guilty even though innocent. I don't 
think that creates the issue. 

Chairman: I dbn't think that is what counsel is 
asserting. I think counsel is asserting it is 
no basis for a plea of innocence that the 
defendant did not in fact know the nature of this 
white powder he possessed. 

Mr. Schiano: Is it a question of fact he knew or not? 

Chairman: No, it is a question of law he is asserting. 

Mr. Schiano: We do have a sort of Freudian slip, in 
the recitation where Mr. Lennon states he was 
tipped off as to the raid and cleaned out the 
apartment, and he may have overlooked the camera 
case, and this is not in the record of the 
foreign conviction. It is in the present 

2263 



-54-

recitation; and are we ~ to accept 
these recitations and allegations? 
Because that is what we would be opening 
the door to. The law says if he was 
found in possession, and was convicted of 
possession, of an illegal substance, 1 
don't think we want to sit here on !h!! 
basis. 

Mr. Torrington: 1 don't think, Mr. Schiano, that 
you have mentioned the British case of 
Lockyer v. Q!E2, by Judge Parker, which was 
partly set forth on Page 20 of the Immi
gration Judge's decision. 1 noticed that 
the brief filed by the American Civil 
Liberties Union as Amicus Curiae also 
quoted from Judge Park~s opinion in 
Lockyer v.wSiDb, 2 Q. B, 243, a 1967 de
cision, which is a fairly recent case. 

Apparently, and according to the brief of the 
American Civil Liberties Union, the Judge 
elaborated on his statement as follows, Page 20, 
but there is something else added in the brief, 
and I have not read the decision in the 
original volume, but it is quoted in the 
brief and in the Immigration Judge's decision 
as follows, in interpreting the provisions of 
the statute with which we are dealing here, 
interpreting the British statute: 

"In my judgment it is quite clear that a 
person cannot be in possession of some 
article which he or she does not realize is, 
for example, in her handbag, in her room, or 
in some other place over which she has 
contm 1." Then the Inmigration Judge says: 
" •••••• completely innocent and unknowing custody 
or potential control over a drug is not poss• 
ession within the meaning of the act and 
regulations." 

That, it would seem to me, would refute 
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the contention that the British or 
English statute should state this 
doesn't require mens rea •••••••• 

Mr. Schiano: It would •••••••• 

Mr. Torrington: Mens rea for conviction of 
possession of marijuana. 

Mr. Schiano: It would depend upon a finding of 
guilt, if they found he had a guilty 
knowledge of what he was in possession of. 
Once they found him guilty, they deter· 
mined as an element of truth thereof, of 
the element of the crime he did have guilty 
kaowledge of, and now he wishes to add an 
extraneous fact outside the record by his 
present claim of innocence. 

Attorney: Do you have the date of that decision? 

Mr. Torrington: It appears on the bottom of Page 
20 of the Immigration Judge's decision 
which you no dou~t have with you, it is a 
1967 case, and it is also in the brief of the 
American Civil Liberties Union, stating it 
was decided in 1967. 

Mr. Schiano: The,,,,,,,, 

Chairman: Mr. Schiano, there is a statement in 
counsel's brief which I would have questioned 
htm on, but in the absence of that, at Page 
17, bottom, he says this, and I quote: 
"The District Director (and after commencement 

· of deportation proceedings, the Immigration 
Judge) has the power, in his discretion and 
on the basis of appealing humanitarian factors, 
to cancel and terminate deportation 
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proceedings. The determination whether 
to withhold or terminate deportation pro
ceedings is clearly discretionary." And then 
he cites 8 CFR 242.7. That seemed to be over
broadly stated, and I have checked the regula
tion referred to, and I find in it a reference 
to the power of a District Director to terminate 
proceedings, but the reference to an Immigration 
Judge is as follows, and the Immigration Judge 
was formerly known as a special inquiry officer, 
as you know, and I am reading from the latter 
part of that regulation: 

"A special inquiry officer may, in his dis
cretion, terminate deportation proceedings to 
permit respondent to proceed to a final hearing 
on a pending application or petition for 
naturalization when the respondent has established 
prima facie eligibility for naturalization and the 
case involves exceptionally appealing or humani
tarian factors; in every other case the deporta
tion hearing shall be completed as promptly as 
possible notwithstanding the pendency of an 
application for naturalization during any stage 
of the proceedings." 

Now as I read this regulation the power of 
an Immigration Judge to terminate the proceedings 
is limited to these specific instances where 
there is a possibility of naturalization, And 
the case of Millan-Gareis v. I&N Service, which 
is cited at Page 18 of counsel's brief, is just 
such a case, But do you know of any power or 
any regulation conferring power on an Immigration 
Judge or on this Board for that matter, to 
terminate proceedings without having this sort 
of a case? 

Mr. Schiano: The only practice that I know of was 
where a legislation was introduced, as in Cuban 
cases, where there were pending deportation 
matters, by stipulation with the government, 
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who remanded for administrative consideration. 

Chairman: I gather you are telling us there is no 
broad general power either in an Immigration 
Judge or in this Board to terminate pro
ceedings where deportability has been estab
lished by the requisite evidence? 

Mr. Schiano: Never granted as a matter of favor, 
right. 

Chairman: I have no further questions, and unless 
somebody else has, I don't know whether you 
care to comment on anything that has been 
said, Mr. Wildes. 

Attorney: I have heard nothing so outrageous 
that I would change my position. I would ask 
the Board rule upon my request, not as part 
of a general decision, but in advance of that. 

Chairman: Obviously the first thing we have 
to determine is your motion to suspend pro
ceedings, and if we determine to deny that 
of course we will proceed to a consideration 
of the merits. I can't say of course what we 
will do until we confer on this and come to 
some decision. 

Mr. Torrington: I have a question of Mr. Schiano. 
The statute under which respondent was con
victed in England deals with cannabis resin, 
and my question to you is, because there was an 
expert witness who testified I believe, is 
cannabis resin something quite different from 
marijuana? Or is it just something derived 
from marijuana? 

I would like you to comment first on cannabis 
and then on resin, and tell us, as far as you 
know, what cannabis resin is, and the reason 
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I am asking that question is that counsel 
has contended that cannabis resin is something 
entirely different from marijuana. 

Mr. Schiano: I don't think he says it is entirely 
different. He says it may not be compre
hended within the statutory meaning of 
marijuana even though cannabis resin is 
an exudation of the marijuana plant. 
Even in the context of his own expert, 
and the legislative history, what was Congress 
getting at here? Marijuana is one of the 
plants which contains an hallucinogenic agent, 
which is an evil as determined by Congress, 
present in different parts of the plant in 
various intensity, the most intensity being 
in the resin, the lesser intensity being in 
the leafy material. 

In order not to broaden the argument more, 
and without getting into what I believe is 
a statutory definition, are we to assume 
Congress said marijuana is a bad thing and 
we want to make sure it is included in the 
law7 We want to make sure we override these--
we want to include them in the law and say 
any conviction for violation relating to the 
possession of marijuana comes within 212(a)(23), 
and we use the word marijuana specifically in 
that context of the law. 

Were they referring merely to the growing of 
the plant or the plant held as a weapon in 
the hand of someone? Or were they getting 
into the hallucinogenic contention of the 
plant used in different wa~? Used for 
smoking and the resin whic llso be injected 
by smoking, ovin any other onn? But probably 
10 times more intense or with worsening effect 
of the leafy portion of the plant? They both 
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contain the hallucinogenic agent, Congress 
intended to get at the part of the plant 
that contained this hallucinogenic agent. 
Assuming it was that part of the plant which 
does not contain it, there probably would 
never have been an arrest to begin with, 
It had to be that part which contained the 
hallucinogenic agent, but toxically there 
are certain distinctions made in different 
parts of the plant and differendproducts of 
the plant. 

There is a part of this plant which has 
commercial uses, the fiber part which has 
or is used for the making of rope and what 
not. 1 understand in Japan where they were so 
concerned with the resin of this plant for 
commercial uses rather than the private, 
so-called uses, they now developed a so
called marijuana plant which does a2£_ 
contain this agent, and cannot be used to 
make the cigarettes or hashish or cannabis 
resin, and can only be used for commercial 
uses, for the making of fibers. It is 
marijuana when used in this section of the 
law, 

Mr. Torrington: In a few words you state that the 
term marijuana as used in our statutes 
comprehends cannabis resin, is that correct? 

Mr. Schiano: Correct, 

Attorney: At this point I think something outrageous 
has been said, Counsel for the government, and 
l:Was hoping not to be drawn into this, but 
counsel for the government has at all times 
emphasized how narrow this Board's jurisdiction 
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is, and how I myself keep to that juris
diction, and he now is interpreting 
words of Congress that is n2! in the 
statute. The statute says marijuana, 
the word marijuana has existed in the 
statute since 1931, and I traced that 
in my presentation, There are 4 parts 
to that statute, 2 separate sections. It 
has been moved around but at no time was there 
ever any indication that it meant anything 
else. 

We have had an expert testify what marijuana 
is and what cannabis resin is, and he said 
they are two different substances. The 
government has had this in other prosecu
tions where they have taken the opposite 
view, and they claimed that marijuana 
and cannabis resin are the same given sub
stances. 

We have a history of this which is so replete 
with contradictions on the part of the 
government, and this is one point that I 
cannot conceivably see this Board rule on 
as a matter of law within its jurisdiction. 
Cannabis resin is a defined term under the 
statute that Mr. Lennon was convicted under. 
It is defined as not being cannabis, one 
including the hashish and one including the 
marijuana. 

We get over here and we want to know what does 
the word ~marijuana" mean in the exclusion 
statute? And we trace the history of that, 
and we find that the government argues that 
it means what the 1954 Internal Revenue Code 
said it means, and showed it existed in the 
law before the Internal Revenue Code came 
about. And I traced it back to show even in 
the cases cited,b•t for the change required 
in the law, those cases involved marijuana and 
not hashish. 
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They involved a certain part of the plant. 
This is a technical proseoation, and 
I unfortunately have to be highly 
technical in its opposition, and it seems 
to me it is not a function of this Board 
to guage what Congress should have done. 
In my opinion Congress, if theymped to 
include something, but they never included 
it. Now we are at a point where we must 
determine what is the meaning of marijuana? 
And all the principles of jurisprudence in 
this field requires interpretation of the 
meaning of words so that any doubts 
involved are held in favor of the alien. 

If the Immigration Act was one which obviously 
wanted to include everything, it would have 
included much more serious threats than 
marijuana and LSD, but it did not. It stated 
2 categories, it stated a general category of 
narcotic drugs, and a specific substance of 
marijuana. Now what does marijuana mean? 

Mr. Torrington: I want a little more from you be
cause yo~entioned the expert's testimony wlich 
I read a number of times. He never tells us 
or tells the Immigration Judge what cannabis 
resin was, and why it was so different, AI I 
understand it, and I understand it ftom his 
testimony, although he never went so far as 
to say that cannabis resin is a part of 
marijuana. 

Attorney: Not a part of marijuana, it is a part of 
the species cannabis in a geaeral term. 

Mr 1torriaat,a: Isn't it true the name of marijuana in 
various statutes in science and literature 
is equivalent to the Latin word "sativa", 
cannabis sativa? 

Attorney: Lucky we are not interpreting one of those 
statutes but are interpreting only the Immigra
tion Act, which to me has a very clear 
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legislative history, and a very clear 
definition,which if we interpret it in 
terms of the caselaw, requires us to give 
John Lennon the benefit of the doubt as 
to the meaning of marijuana. 

Mr. Torrington: What !! the meaning in your 
opinion? 

Attorney: From your question, Mr. Torrington, 
I think you will admit it is unclear, and 
if that is the case, then should not that 
doubt benefit the accused? 

Chairman: I would like to raise a question just on 
that point, and 1 was not going to ask it, 
but you have raised it. Is this a permissible 
way of arriving at the construction of a 
statute? Ordinarily when there is some 
ambiguity or doubt as to the meaning of a 
word or phrase in a statute, we can go to 
the legislative history, but you have gone 
beyond that. You have presented evidence, 
expert testimony. Now, is this permissible? 
Can we consider the testimony of an expert 
or others? 

Attorney: Can I answer,the government did not 
object to it and it is part of the record 
which is before this Board. 

Chairman: This may redound to your benefit, 1 
don't know. There is another term in this 
Section 212(a)(23}. Suppose the government' 
brings an action against somebody it 
doesn't like, and it brings experts in to 
testify that this substance, which happens 
to be rose petals, or tea, fits within the 
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generally accepted definition of whatever 
the statutory term is. Is this permissible, 
and is this how legal questions of statutory 
construction are to be determined? 

Attorney: I think it is relevant evidence, and 
I think unless it is ruled out of oeder, 
and that question arises, it must be con
sidered by an appellate body. 

Mr. Schiano: There was a statement by me at the 
hearing where I tried to bring the attention 
of the expert that we are dealing with 
statutory terms, to be interpreted accordingly, 
and we did offer legislative history as part 
of the interpretative process. Now counsel 
seeks to create doubt and ambiguity by 
claiming it did not contain those things, and 
that doesn't make it an error in the law, 
because it didn't contain all the harmful 
substances we wish to control. 

It may be like the time when they asked Frank 
Costello why he wasn't at Appalachia, and he 
said neither was Leo Durocher, and this is not 
a prosecution. Mr. Lennon is an applicant in 
a sense, for admission, and must establish 
clearly that he is admissible, and doesn't 
come within 212(a)(23). He is not being de
ported, he is being denied relief as not having 
been found eligible for such relief. 

Mr. Torrington: I should like to continue what I 
could not pursue further when I last questioned 
counsel with regard to the term "marijuana." 
Counsel wondered whether I was not going to 
admit certain things, but as a member of this 
tribunal it is not my function to make ad• 
missions. 

2273 



-64-

However, it would appear to me, and I would 
like you to comment on this, that the general 
term marijuana by me would have to include a 
part of marijuana, namely the resin of 
marijuana, whether you call it cannabis or 
cannabis sativa, the resin seems to be the 
more potent part, which is founi in all 
parts of marijuana. 

Now why then do you feel that the general 
term, which would contain only resin, only in 
part, should exclude the more potent 
hallucinogenic parts of the plant, that part 
which does the actual damage? 

Attorney: Very simply, and perhaps I can illustrate 
with an example. The general term is not a 
rose, the general term is a flower. Although a 
rose may have petals and leaves, it is still a 
flower. The general term is not marijuana, 
the general term is cannabis sativa (L). One of 
the parts of the plant produces a species called 
cannabis resin, which is the resinous part of 
the plant. The other part of it may produce 
what we know as marijuana. I am not doubting 
that other statutes may use this in other ways, 
but I doubt that there is any question that the 
general term is cannabis sativa with the (L) 
meaning Latin I understand. 

Mr. Torrington: Would the general term8~ose•; and the 
specific term be "rose petal", other than "flower11 ? 

Attorney: Iwas using that example to point out,you 
have chosen that part of the example which really 
should be relegated to a specific part, and you 
have designated it as the general term. It is 
very easy to substitute for cannabis sativa, 
marijuana, and say one of the parts or species of mari
juana is the hashish. 
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Mr. Torrington: Isn't that correct? 
Isn't hashish an extract from the 
more powerful part? 

Attorney: Not of a marijuana plant. 

Mr. Torrington: It is not? 

Attorney: Of a species of the plant called 
cannabis resin from which two sub
stances are derived; one is called 
marijuana and one is called hashish, 
or the resin, 

Mr. Torrington: In other words it is your con
tention, I am trying t~in you down 
in a way,that Con~ss should have 
used the Latin word: cannabis" Sativa'! 
although not everyone knows Latin, 
rather than the common word "marijuana." 

Attorney: That is what the hearing officer 
used in the Boston case which was 
cited as a precedent or a policy state· 
ment; and while I have been drawn into 
it I might point out that if the govern
ment can choose when it wishes to reach 
a decision and call it a precedent 
because it is published in the book, that 
they determine should have precedent 
value, and have another case and have 
its attorney come and say it is only 
one of 31 Judges, and we think that 
the Judge in New York is more enlightened, 
that is not a posture for a board of 
review bn the law to take. 
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Particularly on the basis of what was said in 
the Varga case, where the question was, has the 
government adopted a certain view? And it was 
determined the Solicitor General or the General 
Counsel can enjoin Congress when he determines 
not to file an appeal, that is adopting the view 
below as the government view. We have something 
much stronger in this case, the government deter
mined to file an appeal, and its General Counsel 
chose, knowing the full consequences, to withdraw 
the appeal. 

I believe that is a binding precedent on this 
Board, and at least is very persuasive, and the 
fact it took me a year to find it, and the govern
ment never chose to publish that among its 
Interims, which it chooses to be bound, I believe, 
is not the proper consideration. I think it should 
be considered as a precedent, or at least very 
persuasive evidence. 

Mr. Torrington: One more question before I give counsel 
for the Service a chance to respond, which I hope 
will be my last question, and that is, is it your 
contention that if someone in this country is 
apprehended with a quantity of cannabis resin, and 
you also mentioned hashish, then he cannot be 
prosecuted under a statute making unlawful the 
possession of marijuana? 

Attorney: I appreciate that question because it pin
points the issue I wanted tomake. Every statute 
has got its own frame of reference as to the meaning 
of its terms. The government brief indicated that 
in the smuggling statute the government very clearly 
sets out what Congress defined as marijuana. It 
specifically sets it out, as used in this section 
of law, and it says in the Food & Drug Act marijuana 
shall have the followingmeaning, and every govern
ment agency and Congress, every time it uses the 
term, has the right to define it or fail to define 
it any way it wishes. 
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It is this Board's function to find out 
what is the meaning of the term marijuana, 
not under a criminal statute that a man 
might be convicted in one of the 50 states 
or any kind of country abroad, but only 
under Section 212(a)(23) of the I&N Act; 
and there I believe my brief sets forth so 
clearly the meaning of the term, that 
John Lennon cannot be included in this. 

Mr. Torrington: Thank you. 

Chairman: D!d you want to respond to any of this, 
because I had a question to ask Mr. Wildes, 
based en •aaething he just said. Do I 
correctly understand you to take the position 
that a decision of an Immigration Judge can 
be binding on this Board? 

Attorney: Are there not decisions of Immigration 
Judges published? 

Chairman: There have been some, and they represent 
the views which the Service has adopted. 

Attorney: What is a man to go by if you adopt it, 
what is the policy of the Immgration Service, 
we have them well represented here tod~y from 
the office of General Counsel, with respect 
to the adoption of a policy? What is the 
effect of that Wen the Board is to reach a 
determination? I for one would like to know, 
because my understanding is that wherlthe 
General Counsel decides to appeal or not to 
appeal, he does it not because he likes 
alien "A" or "B", but he does it because of the 
principle involved, and he is willing to have 
that principle heard again, when the next 
lawyer picks up the case and says my client 
fits within that, 

Chairman: Perhaps I better explain, because this 
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might be germane to the opening statement 
I had made. The General Counsel is the 
attorney for one of the litigants before 
this Board, and we listen to him very 
respectfully, but we don't buy everything 
he tells us, and hemay present to us a 
position of the Service and we may reject it. 

All that happened in the case to which you 
referred was that an Immigration Judge 
rendered a decision and the trial attorney 
didn't like it and he took an appeal, and 
the General Counsel, as was his right, 
determined that appeal should not be prose· 
cuted. But just as in the case of the Solicitor 
General, to whom you referred before, and I 
think not exactly correctly, determines to 
prosecute an appeal or not to prosecute, may 
be based on many considerations having little 
to do with theuerits of the legal issue 
presented. 

The Solicitor General may determine he will 
not authorize an appeal or will not seek 
certiorari in the Supreme Court, not because 
he agrees with the decision below, but because 
he thinks that this case is a very important 
vehicle to present that issue to the appellate 
body, or there may be other considerations. 

It may be that the issue is shortly going to 
become moot because of other considerations, 
and this Board in its published opinions, has 
stated frequently I think, thatnerely because 
there is a decision by a lower tribunal,aad 
I am speaking about courts now, doesn't mean we 
are bound by that, because we have nationwide 
jurisdiction. And merely because the Solicitor 
General has determined not to take an appeal, 
doesn't fix the law. 

2278 



-69-

Where the Solicitor General, after reviewing 
the case, concludes that he will not take an 
appeal because the bwer court correctly de
cided the case, then we say tht is good enough 
fir us. 

Attorney: What impresses me is the imperfection 
· of the system which on the one hand has the 

General Counsel of the Service establishing a 
policy which may for instance, have to do with 
the bringing of certain cases which should not 
be brought. And then the Board sitting on 
those cases, helpless to do anything about 
it because, particularly after the institution 
of the proceedings, it binds it by the 4 corners 
of the record. 

I am saying there is perhaps sone thing im· 
perfect about that, and there ought to be 
a standard by which the Board can guide 
itself, and an attorney can guide, and we just 
wonder what is the benefit then to the 
attorney for Basil Gray (phonetic) in Boston 
and the public in a determination made in his 
aae, if this Board will not give it a binding 
effect? 

And if apparently it will not even be con
sidered because it is the only decision in the 
field, to have a kind of compelling or per
suasive effect, it is the only issue we have 
on the issue. And it seems to me that before 
the Board reaches a different conclusion, it 
ought to consider very carefully whether that 
should not be done. 

Chairman: That is not what you said before. Of course 
we will consider it carefully, we will consider 
any argument presented to us, but our charter 
makes our decision binding on the Immigration 
Judge and not the reverse. If there is nothing 
further we will take this under advisement. 
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Mr. Schiano: You articulated it much more 
clearly than I, on the same position. 

Attorney: Thank you very much, 

Chairman: If there should come out any decision 
in the pending litigation, which would 
be effective insofar as our consideration 
of this case is concerned; I assume that 
you will both be quick to bring it to 
our attention. 

Mr. Schiano: Thank you, 
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liNITIW STAn~S lll.:t'ARTMEN't OF Jli~TKE 
Hoard of lmmll{ration Appul111 

nnd 
lmmitratlnn and Nttturalizat! Servl• 

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF APPEARANCE AS AnORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE 

In re: 
1973 IJ!iri!iri_IN,I oCT. 31, 

DATE: --=-':::!"'U=1J=fit::;!l1/."-"1/tflf=',/..!..C/Wl.='f.l'----
John Winston LENNON FILE NO.: _.,A...._1.~.-7 _5.,..9,_.5'---'-3...._21...__ __ .....::.;._;_._ 

l hereby enter my appearance as attorney for (or representative of), and at the request of, the following 
named person(s): 

I 
IELATIONSHIP TO liN LAW: 

QmrrrONER 0 BENHICIAJi:Y 0 
NAME': 

ADORI55, (APT NO.) !NUMBU AND STilUT) (CITY) (STATE) (ZIP COOf) 

I 
IIL.lnoNSHIP TO I&N I.AW1 

OPnmoNFR 0 lltN£FICIARY 0 
NAMI!: 

AOORESS• (APT NO.) (NUMBHI ANO STREET) (CITY) ($TAlE) CZIP CODE} 

Check applicable item(s) below. 

0 1. I am an attorney and a member in good standing of the bar of the Supreme Court of the United States 
or of the highest court of the following State, territory, insular possession, or District of Columbia 

and am not under a 
(Nomfl OJ court) 

court or administrative agency order suspending, enjoining, restraining, disbarring, ·er Qt_herwise re-
stricting me in practicing law. 

[j 2. I am an accredited representative of the following named religious, charitable, sociahrervice, or similar 
organization established in the United States and which is so recognized by the Board: 

·. 

·---
0 3. I am associated with ' the attorney of record who previously filed a notice of appearance in this case and my appearance is at his 

request. (If you check this item, also check item 1 or 2, whichever is appropriate.) 

0 4. Others (Explain fully.) 

Signature 

~' 1 ' ~/044~ 
Complete Address 

NAME-Type or print 
Leon Wildes, 

Form G-28 
(It•"· .f-l5-71)N 

Esq. 
Telephone number 

GPO : 1911 ot.-421-693 
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Board of Immigration Appeals 

Memorandum for the File 

In re: John Winston Lennon 

File: Al7 595 321 

At 1:10 p.m. I telephoned Mr. Wildes at his 

New York office and read him the letter which I am' 

sending him today. He stated he understood it 

clearly and would take it into account when he 

presents his oral argument. 

October 30, 1973 

Maurice A. Roberts 
Chairman 

' 
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In n': John Winston ~ 
File: Al7 595 321 

l..eon Wildes, Eaq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 

Dear Nr. Wildes: 

File 

October 30, 1973 

10022 

This is in reepon~~e to your letter dated 
October 26, 1973 concerning the above-capticaed 
UlStter. l have conferred with the other :Board 
members and this letter represents the Board's 
considered judgment. 

Notwit.hatanding your statement as to the 
limited purpose of your intended appearance before 
the Board tomorrow, the Board baa not altered the· -- .. 
nature of the calendared oral argument. This case 
was calendared for oral argument oo the ~~~erits of · 
the. appeal many months ago. In r111 telephone con• ,· 
versatioo with you on October 26, 1973, informing 
you that the Board had denied your request for a 
60-day continuance. l expressly stated that the 
Board expected to hear oral argument on the merits 
on October 29, 1973. When I notified you later in 
the day that the Board had granted your subsequent 
request for a brief continuance and had set the ease 
down for October 31, 1973, I stated explicitly that 
the Board had questions to ask with respect to the 
merit& and expected the merits to be argued. At the 
oral argument, you will be free in addition to raise 
and argue a request for remand, or any otber point 
you wish to present. 

Whether or not you choose to argue the srlts 
lr:: a matter for your own judpent. However, the 
Board wants it clearly understood that :ln granting 
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,.. a brief coatt 1ue !ra Octo1ller 29 to OC''*-' 31, 
tM a.ml tid Mt ~ace fA .,. ..U. tllat &q;tl T ?t 
• the ..W tltaul.t be ..,.._. to a f1ature date. 
If .,.. fail to azpe tbe .... t.te, :PGU -t ..... tad 
tblt ,_ Altllt a cat.llated. rift that H furdwn: .,,_.. 
twltJ _,1M •atlele to arpe tbe .al'ita before tbe 
Bolml at ._ fu:tue tJae. 

Staoe tJae will aot pea1t t:4 •ltta'l of thll 
lettel' te nub J1W befwe ,_ anlw lien u m:w, 
I -. talaptl••rl JW at ,_. efftu ia tift Yatt ...S 
-. l'MIIl JW the ooatate ef tla1a 1dter. 

cc: 
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Board of Immigration Appeals 

Memorandum for the File 

In re: John Lennon 

File: Al7 595 321 

Attorney Leon Wildes telephoned at 11:30 a.m. 
He stated that his primary concern at the present time 
is to have the Board withhold decision until the pend
ing court litigation is concluded and he would like to 
have an opportunity to convince the Board that this 
should be done. He is unprepared to go ahead with the 
argument on Monday and cannot prepare over the coming 
weekend because he has made arrangements to go to an 
out-of-town barmitzvah. Insofar as concerns the merits, 
he does not plan to spend much time on oral argument as 
he will rely heavily on what has been stated in the briefs 
already filed. He requested that the oral argument be 
continued briefly, so that he can have an opportunity"-to
collect his thoughts and communicate with his client, who 
is now on the west coast and whom he cannot reach. 
Mr. Wildes stated that in making determinations with'" respect 
to the course of appeal he should have an opportunity to 
consult his client, 

Mr. Wildes stated that he would be available to 
present his oral argument on very short notice, in the 
event that there should be a cancellation in a week or 
so. As far as he is concerned, his presentation will 
take very little time. I pointed out that this Board 
might have many questions to ask, not only with respect 
to the merits but also with respect to the new material 
which he has only recently brought to our attention. I 
informed Mr. Wildes that I would put his request to the 
Board, after ascertaining the Service's position, and 
would let him know, 
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I checked with Ginny Boyd, who informed me that 
this case can be set down for Tuesday, November 6 (which 
is election day) or at a date not long thereafter by 
rescheduling some other cases. I informed Mr. Appleman 
of Mr. Wildes' request, He stated that the Service's 
position, for the record, is that it opposes any con
tinuances, even a brief one requested by Mr. Wildes, 
I requested the Board members to convene after 2:00 
p.m. to consider this latest request. 

October 26, 1973 

Maurice A, Roberts 
Chairman 
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Board of Immigration Appeals 

Memorandum for the File 

In re: John Lennon 

File: Al7 595 321 

The Board convened at 2:00p.m. to consider 
Attorney Wildes' latest request for a continuance,: 
It was ascertained from Ginny Boyd that Wednesday, 
October 31 is now available. I checked with Trial 
Attorney Vincent Schiano in New York, who told me 
he will be available on that date. The Board con
cluded that oral argument should be scheduled for 
Wednesday, October 31 at 2:00p.m. 

I telephoned Mr. Wildes and informed him that 
oral argument has been scheduled for October 31 at 
2:00 p.m. He stated that this was very satisfactorY ·· 
and he will be there. 

October 26, 1973 

/llfi(' 
Maurice A. Roberts 

Chairman 
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Board of Immigration Appeals 

Memorandum for the File 

In re: John Lennon 

File: A17 595 321 

The letter dated October 23, 1973, with enclosures, 
from Mr. Wildes was received at the Board late yesterday 
afternoon and I immediately circulated the material to 
the Board members. We conferred this morning on 
Mr. Wildes' telephonic request for a 60-day continuance 
of oral argument. The Board concluded that the request 
should be denied. At oral argument, counsel will be ex
pected to proceed on the merits, but he may also bring 
up the new matters advanced in support of his request 
for continuance. 

I telephoned Mr. Wildes and informed him of the 
Board'd decision. He expressed a sense of shock1 sta~ing 
that he had never anticipated that his request for a 
continuance would be denied. He is not sure that he 
will appear for oral argument, I pointed out to him 
that this is a matter for his judgment as counsel, but 
suggested that, if he decides not to appear, he should 
notify the Board at once, to avoid needless expenditures 
of time and effort here and in the Service. Mr. Wildes 
stated that he would call me back later in the day in 
this regard. 

October 26, 1973 

Maurice A. Roberts 
Chairman 
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Leora Wildes, &squire 
515 Medii«\ Av...-

October 26, 1973 

N• York, N• York 10022 

Dear Mr. Wilde•: 

John Winston o. LElftiCif 
Al7 595 321 ' 

Octobc 31, 1973* 

*reset ad CODfirMd telepbonically. 
**additional U.. puted both dele•. 
cc: Vinrceat A. Schiano, laq. 

'trial Attomey 
Irvin& Appl..n, bq, 
Appellate 'trial Attorney 
Iobin Ann Colin, bq., NYCLU 

** 
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CABLf::: AOOkES$ 

'"LEONWII ... UB~ ... :-1. Y. 

LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

.515~~ 

cAG. 'Y~ ff:Y {/J(j22 

October 26, 1973 

Board of Immigration Appeals 
521 12th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 
Attention: Mr. Maurice Roberts, Chairman 

Dear Sir: 

Re: LENNON, John l'llnston Ono 
Al7 597 321 

This will confirm our recent telephone conversations, commencing 
on Tuesday morning, October 22nd, at which time I requested a 
continuance for a period of approximately 60 days of the oral 
argument in the above case. The request was made in view of the 
extraordinary recent developments in the case, none of which were 
apparently known to the Board prior to my telephone call. orr·~~e 

same date, I forwarded, as agreed, copies of the relevant d~cuments 
including the summonses and complaints which have ~een filed in 
two actions in the u.s. District Court for the Southern Disirict 
of New York. Today, I received your telephonic reply denying a 
continuance and I indicated that under the circumstances I was not 
prepared to attend and argue the case on the merits and would not 
be present at the oral argument, scheduled for Monday, October 29, 
1973. 

The Board has now granted me permission to appear on Wednesday, 
October 31, 1973 to state my position and make my request for 
whatever relief I desire. 

I wish to confirm my position as stated, that although I desire oral 
argument on the merits, I am not in a position to do so at this 
time, and that my appearance is solely for the purpose of making a 
special request of the Board to defer its determination of the merits 
of the case until the record on appeal is properly completed, or for 
other appropriate relief consistent with my position that the thresh
hold issue of prejudgment must be disposed of prior to the Board's 
reaching a determination on the merits of the case. 
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The purpose of this letter is to ~eliminate any misapprehension 
as to the limited purpose of my appearance before the Board this 
coming Wednesday afternoon. 

I thank you for your courtesy in allowing my appearance as stated 
above. 

LW/ts 

Very tru{: your,, 

~·~; .U"'--~---.... 
LEON WILDES 

cc: Vincent A. Schiano, Chief Trial Attorney 

cc: Appellate Trial Attorney, Washington, D.C. 

CERTIFIED MAIL 
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED 
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CABLE ADDRESS 

''LEO:-JWILU£~ ... N.Y. 

LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

515'~~ 

v;J{.. ~~ JV'jj f{JtJJ!J! 

October 23, 1973 

Board of Immigration Appeals 
521 12th Street, N.W. 
washington, D.C. 20530 
Attention: Mr. Maurice Roberts, Chairman 

Dear Mr. Roberts: 

Re: John Winston Ono LENNON 
Al7 597 321 

This will confirm my telephone conversation with you of this 
morning in which I requested a 60 days continuance of oral 
argument in connection with the appeal regarding the proceedings 
of the above-named. 

Enclosed herein please find motion papers dated August 1, "1973, 
September 20, 1973 and October 17, 1973 submitted to the Immi
gration Judge, as well as the Immigration Judge's reply qated 
September 12, 1973. 

Also enclosed are two actions filed with the United States 
District Court, SDNY - Lennon v. Richardson et al filed on 
October 17, 1973 and Lennon v. Bork et al, being filed on 
October 24, 1973. 

Thank you for your attention to this matter. 

LW/ts 
Encls. 

2:' y you,, 

LEON W LDES 

certified Mail: Return Receipt Requested 
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"LS:ONWILUES," I-0. Y. 

LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

.5f.5~~TU# 

k 'Y~ ffc:!/ f{)CI,U 

October 17, 1973 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 
Attention: Hon. Ira Fieldsteel, 

Dear Sir: 

Immigration Judge 

Re: John Winston Ono LENNON 
Al7 597 321 

In further support of my motion dated August 1, 1973 in the above
captioned matter, as supplemented by my letter of September 20, 1973 
requesting your immediate ruling thereon, I respectfully wish to 
add to my request for relief that the deportation proceedings 
herein be reopened for an evidentiary hearing upon the issue of the 
prejudgment involved in this case. 

As you will recall, I have at various stages of the case claimed 
prejudgment with respect to a number of the procedures and practices 
followed by the government, including the unexplained refusal to 
entertain any and all extension applications; the failure to adjudi
cate third preference petitions until the proceedings were tempo
rarily restrained through judicial intervention; the unprecedented 
institution of deportation proceedings in a case fraught with 
serious humanitarian ccnsiderations following the extraordinary and 
precipitous procedure of retroactive termination of voluntary de
parture time; the denial of my client's due process right to pre
pare and present an available defense to the deportation proceedings 
through the failure to furnish information to which he is entitled 
under the Freedom of Information Act and the denial of his request 
to depose knowledgeable government officials as to the practice of 
the Service in other similar cases: and numerous other acts on 
the part of the government, each of which bespoke prejudgment, and 

,which, in sum, amounted to a gross denial of due process and a 
' deprivation of constitutionally protected rights. 

In my opinion, my client is entitled to an evidentiary hearing on 
the issue of such prejudgment which, upon information and belief may 

) . /1 
'(I 
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have resulted from wiretaps, surveillance or other illegal acts 
on the part of the government. I attach hereto as new evidence 
a copy of what appears to be a government memorandum whose con
tents blatently call for such prejudgment on the part of the 
Service, apparently the product of another government agency. 
Additionally, at such reopened hearing, my client would offer 
testimony as to other evidence of possible wiretaps and of the 
specific type of surveillance mentioned in the attached memorandum 
which have occurred since it was rumored he was scheduled to appear 
at an anti Vietnam war demonstration at the 1972 Republican 
National Convention. 

The gross denial of due process which may have occurred should, by 
now, be perfectly obvious. The government knew in advance that 
the precipitous revocation of voluntary departure time and in
stitution of deportation proceedings in this case would cut off a 
number of options which were available to my client to permit him 
to cont'inue his numerous personal and business matters in the 
United States in one of several available legal nonimmigrant statuses; 
the institution of proceedings relegated him to an application for 
permanent residence which was likewise known by the government to 
be one which could be administratively rejected. The Immigration 
Service was either a knowing participant or an unwitting accomplice 
in this apparent plot. 

There is ample legal authority for the reopening of a case to take 
testimony concerning such alleged illegal action not reflected in 
the record on the issue of prejudgment. Accardi v. Shaughnessy, 
347 U.S.260 (1954). Buffalino•v. Kennedy 323 F.2d 738 (C.A.D.C.l966) 
and for the conduct of a full evidentiary hearing on such issue. 
As you know, such a hearing was ovdered by the Court to be held 
before the Immigration Judge in the Buffalino case. In the face 
of such an obvious possible miscarriage of justice, there should 
be no need for us to request the remand of the case for an eviden
tiary hearing before the Board of rmrriigration Appeals or a court. 

This motion is timely. Much of the evidence which forms the basis 
of this motion to reopen was not available at the time of the 
original proceedings. Elementary fairness also requires that notice 
be taken of the fact that earlier suspicions as to illegal activi
ties on the part of the government were hardly believable until 

0\, the Senate Watergate hearings brought to light the occurrence of 
f\ 1 \J similar illegal activities being performed by various governmental 

agencies. Certainly the respondent should not be prejudiced by the 
fact that the government may have succeeded in covering up its il-
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legal activities or that they were not discovered or believed at 
an earlier date. Moreover, the evidence to be offered at such 
reopened hearing both by respondent and by the various government 
agencies involved is clearly material to the issue of prejudgment 
and is fully authorized by statute,l8 u.s.c. 3504. 

It is submitted that the Immigration Judge may, and in the interest 
of justice, should, rule upon this motion to grant the requested 
relief since no decision has been rendered by the Board of Immigra
tion Appeals on the appeal herein. In addition, the record of 
appeal is necessarily incomplete as it now stands and the evi
dence which will be adduced at the requested evidentiary hearing 
is a necessary part of the record before the Board of Immigration 
Appeals and will, at the very least, complete the record and per
mit the respondent to brief this essential defense as part of his 
appeal. The Board, when it considers the full appeal, will thus 
have a-complete record before it. The issue to be determined is 
threshhold in nature and no appeal could properly be considered 
complete without it. 

The action taken by the government in my client's case, as you 
know, has been likened to that taken in Charlie chaplin's; it 
now unfortunately appears more lire that taken in Daniel Ellsberg's. 
There should be no necessity to take this case through further 
appellate procedures without first discovering the true facts 
about the government's alleged illegal acts in this case and de
termining the fundamental issue of prejudgment. Such a hearing 
is required by statute, 18 U.s .,c. 3504 and by the case law, Accardi 
v. Shaughnessy, supra; Buffalino v. Kennedy, ~upra. 

It should be pointed out finally that the limited reopening of pro
ceedings for the purposes stated above would cause no injury 
whatsoever to the government which has thus far expressed no oppo
sition to this motion, while the failure to reopen proceedings 
might perpetuate outrageous illegal government activity and pre
judgment resulting in a serious denial of my client's civil and 
constitutional rights. What respondent requests simply and plainly, 
and what he is entitled to under the applicable statute, is that 
the government show that it has not acted improperly nor prejudiced 
the various applications, by disclaiming all such wrongdoing in an 
adversary proceeding. 

,,,:./ \ ,_, 

\'
5 WHEREFORE, respondent respectfully requests that the deportation 

proceedings be reopened for the purpose of conducti~an evidentiary 
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hearing for the purposes stated abov~ and, 

IT IS FURTHER REQUESTED that the Immigration Judge permit oral 
argument with respect to this motion and set a date and time 
for such oral argument as soon as reasonably possible. 

Respectfully submitted, 

~flu.~ 
LEON WILDES 
Attorney for Respondent 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

cc: Sol Marks, District Director 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 

cc: Vincent A. Schiano, Esq., Chief Trial Attorney 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
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Board of Immigration Appeals 

Memorandum for the File 

In re: John Lennon 

File: Al7 595 321 

Attorney Leon Wildes telephoned from New York 
at noon and requested a continuance of oral argument, 
now scheduled for October 29, 1973. He stated that 
in August of this year, after the record on appeal . 
had been forwarded to the Board, he ascertained that 
there was possible wrongdoing on the part of the 
Government tn the deportation proceedings. He then 
made a request to Immigration Judge Fieldsteel for 
disclosure under 18 u.s.c. 3504. The immigration 
judge felt that he did not have jurisdiction to hear 
such a motion. Mr. Wildes therefore contacted trial 
attorney Schiano and asked him to declare whether the 
Government had engaged in illegal electronic surveil
lance. Mr. Schiano refused to give him a responsive 
answer. Mr, Wildes recently asked Immigration Judge' ·
Fieldsteel to expand the record to include the fo~e
going matters. 

Mr. Wildes has also tried to get records from 
the Service of how other "non-priority" cases have 
been treated. He never received a response from the 
Service and has been informed that if he wishes this 
information he will have to proceed under the Freedom 
of Information Act. 

Mr. Wildes stated that he has a copy of a memo
randum indicating that the case has been prejudiced 
from the start; that at the time the Republi~National 
Convention was scheduled f.._ San Diego tn 1972, 
instructions were sent to the Immigration Service 
that the respondent and his wife were not to receive 
any relief. Mr. Wildes stated that the Government 
was under the impression that the respondent and his 
wife had planned to join demonstrators at the Convention 
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in an anti~Viet Nam war demonstration, a fact which . 
the respondent and his wife deny. As a result, the 
Government had determined that the respondent and his 
wife should be ousted as quickly as possible and that 
instructions to that effect were given to the Immigration 
Service. Mr. Wildes intends to bring these allegations 
out by evidence, to show prejudgment. He also intends to 
adduce evidence of illegal electronic surveillance and 
he is filing a court action under the Freedom of Information 
Act today. 

Under the circumstances, Mr. Wildes feels tha~ it 
would be premature to argue the case on the merits next 
Monday, as the record is incomplete. He has tried to 
get in touch with the District Director at New York to 
seek consent to a continuance, but Mr. Marks is unavail~ 
able. Mr. Schiano is also away from the office. Mr. 
Wildes contacted Mr. Schiano at home and was informed 
that Mr. Schiano will abide by whatever decision the 
Board comes to. Mr. Wildes asked for a continuance of 
about 60 days, in the thought that in the interim the 
situation would be crystalized. .. 

I informed Mr. Wildes that none of the infornlation 
he had brought to my attention is reflected in the,· 
record now before the Board. If he has any documents~ 
tion which the Board should consider in support of his 
motion for a continuance, he should see to it that it 
reaches the Board by the fastest means possible. I told 
Mr. Wildes that I would have to ascertain the Service's 
position with respect to the requested continuance and 
would have to refer the question to the Board before I 
could advise him and this could not possibly be done 
today. I promised to telephone him the Board's decision 
on the requested continuance as soon as possible. 

I informed Mr. Appleman of the foregoing and asked 
him to advise me of the Service's position with respect 
to the requested continuance. 

October 23, 1973 

~~u\ 
Maurice A. Roberts 

Chairman 
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October 24, 1973 

foubject; JOHN LENNON, Al7 597 321 

:1r. Schiano ca.lled back to advise that he had in his 

possession a copy of action filed by :1r. Hildes. 

The action seeks to: 

(1) Enjoin the Board from rendering a decision: 
until admissions, denials and or hearings 
are forthcoming. 

(2) A court hearing to determine illegal 
action by government. 

(3) A court hearing on the basis of prejudgement. 

(4) A court hearing on the basis of rights 
violated. 

r1.r, Schiano stated that this action has been filed, 

Mr. Appleman stated that he would talk with I1r. Isenatein ,.-

regarding the case and get back to him. 

Oct, 24, 1973 
I advised I1r. Isenstein, Acting General Counsel, of all 

developments to date. He said he would call NYC. Service 

opposes any continuances. 

Oct. 24, 1973 

Told Chairman of above background and that we opposed any 

continuance. 

I,A. l•ppleman 

CC: Board of Immigration Appeals 
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october ?3, 1973 

>1emo \?or ?ile 

Subject: ,JOliN LJ:;;NNON, Al7 597 321 

''lr. Appleman cc:llec: :tr, Schiuno, TA, NYC today to obtain 

in£ormution on the Lennon C<.lse, 

He stated that i!r, \'Jildes, attorney for the alien h2d 

c<1lled <..'hairman, Bii> requesting a continuance, of or.al 

argument rescheduled for 11ext 11onday, oct, 29, 1 'l73; that 

the attorney claims thut he has in his possession a letter 

fron a government agency that showr> discrimination against 

Ute alien, 

t!r, Appleman asked Mr. ~>chi uno what was behind the claim 

for a continuance and how .t!r, Schiano felt about the re':.:: 

quest. J· .. tr. Schiano said that he did not know all of .the 
' 

{,etuils but he was under the i:upression that :'!r. \iildes hRs 

asked to revie\v some other case:> of the I&N Ser.Jice not 

relating to the immediate case and his request was deniec~, 

and because of action concerning his court case :·1r. Wildes 

fee1 9 it \mula be premature to go on with the hearing on the 

Lennon case scheduled for 11onday, Oct. 29, 1973 until the 

outcome of the court case; that 11r. Hildes also had a motion 

to reopen penGinq, l·!r. Schiano told ;'{r. Appleman thot he was 

against any continuance on Lennon. 

He also advised that he would contact him when he found out 

some more information. 

CC:~oard of Immigration Appeals .., I .A. Applemam 
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Lela vt.Wu, '~~~lain 
SUNI41101l.W.11t 
._ YOlk, ._ York 10022 

Dear •• vtldet: 

........ _ ... _.,.. ......... 

*'rcUittlllulad ... OGDf1DM 
cell,lurldoa11y • 
......Utf.ollll tUI .-c.~ to 
1Jetb li .... 
oo: Vtno• A. tebfno 

Joba Wtuton Llll(lf 
A17 595 321 

* OOHI!ft 29, 1973 

' 

'trill Attoi:'DtJ' 
"'t'tea llftl I!CIIIU 
l&;1HatPtmt· Af~Srney 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 
BUREAU OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS 

In Re 

Deportation Proceedings Against 

JOHN LENNON, 
~\l 5(\.S ~:l.\ 

Appellant 

APPELIANT' S MEMORANDUM OF IAW 

Interest of Amicus Curiae 

The New York Civil Liberties Union is an organi-

zation established to protect Constitutional rights. We 

believe that the matter of deportation proceedings against 

John Lennon presents important issues of due process and 

equal protection under the Fifth Amendment as well as a 

serioos First Amendment question involving the right of 

American citizens to receive artistic communications free of 

governmental interference. 

I'\ I) 
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I, THE FUNDAMENTAL REQUIREMENTS 
OF DUE PROCESS APPLY TO DEPORTA
TION PROCEEDINGS AND HAVE NOT 
BEEN MET IN THIS PROCEEDING 

It is fundamental to the American system of 

justice that a reviewing court carefully examine the full 

record of a deportation proceeding to assure that due 

pr~ess is being afforded the alien. See Rowoldt v. 

Perfetto, 355 u.s. 115 (1957): concurring opinion of. 

Frankfurter, J. in Joint Anti-Fascist Refugee Committee 

v. McGrath, 341 U.S. 123 (1950). Convictions of aliens 

which have been obtained in a manner violative of our 

basic due process standards have been subject to further 

inquiry in courts in which such convictions have been 

challenged. See Marino v. Holton, 227 F.2d 886 (7th 

Cir. 1955), cert. den. 350 u.s. 1006: State v. Gilman, 

291 A.2d 425 (1972). 

The standard of United States law is used as 

a guideline "to avoid divergent and anomalous results which 

would follow from an application of varying systems of 
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foreign law.", Giammario v. Hurney; 311 F.2d 285 (3rd 

Cir. 1962). In deportation proceedings involving foreign 

convictions for alleged misdemeanors, such crimes have 

been assessed and evaluated in accordance with the 

standards of United States law. Giammario v. Hurney, 

supra. United States' standards of law and justice are 

also used in evaluating foreign convictions for crimes of 

moral turpitude. See Mercer v. Lence, 96 F.2d 122 

(lOth Cir. 1938), ~- ~· 305 u.s. 611; u.s. ex 

rel.Ciarello v. Reimer, 32 F. Supp. 797 (DCNY, 1940). 

In such cases, courts look into the inherent nature of the 

crime, the facts charged in the indictment upon 

which the alien was convicted, the charge, plea,. verdict 

and sentence. u.s. ex rel. Teper v. Miller, 87 F. Supp. 285 

(DeNY; 19 S9l 

The circumstances surrounding the conviction of 

John Lennon for possession of marijuana raise fundamental 

questions as to the validity of the conviction and the weight 

tobe given it. 

The record reflects that Lennon had recently 
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moved into an apartment owned by the Apple Record 

Company and often used by other persons. Without 

explanation or legal warrant, the police, headed by 

the notorious Constable Norman Pilcher, entered the 

apartment, searched it and discovered in a closet small 

quantities of marijuana in three different containers 

including a binoculars case. 

The arrest and the discovery of the 

marijuana in theapartment are clouded by the questionable 

conduct of Constable Pilcher, who developed for himself 

a record and reputation for arresting famous musiciams. 

Mr. Pilcher is to be tried for h:ils illegal activity on 

the force in the fall of 1973. 

The validity of the conviction of Lennon 

is also in question, because of the pressures 

on him at the time to enter a plea and terminate 

the proceeding. The plea was entered on a charge 

(eV 

·········----------.......---.-.......- ----r--· .. -------noo~ 



- 4 -

of possession, pursuant to a statute which had no 

requirement of scienter. While there is ambiguity as 

to the English proceeding, there seems to be some 

indication that the violation was technical and that 

Lennon may well have been advised that iqnorance of 

the substance's existence was not a defense. 

These facts raise the most basic questions 

of dull!' process. Evaluated in accordance with the 

standards of this country, Giammario, supra, a conviction 

obtained by illegal police work, an illegal entry and 

~arch,under a criminal statute requiring no criminal mens 

rea, cannot provide a basis for exclusion of an 

individual otherwise fully qualified for alien-resident 

status. 

The immigration judge, quite correctly, did 

review the question of the validity of the conviction 

involved. As will be shown, however, his conclusions were 
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not supported bY' the,lawheall!iltes<; 

Although theoretically the onus of reevaluating 

the guilt or innocence of appellant and the extenuating 

circumstances pertinent thereto has not been placed on 

the courts, practically speaking the courts are not 

precluded from reexamin4ngusbcm0matters: 

"As Judge Magruder pointed out in that 
case [Pine v. Nichols] Congress did 
not place the burden upon the courts 
to consider extenuating circumstances. 
However, if the circumstances in the 
instant case are as petitioner alleges, 
the Attorney General may wish to give 
whatever consideration is possible to 
them. Indeed, at oral argument counsel 
for respondent stated that such 
consideration will be given to petitioner." 

Giammario v. Hurney, supra at 287 

The Appeal Board is mandated here to review 

the appellant's conviction in accordance with a 

fundamental due process standard for the following reasons: 

the general practice of reviewing foreign convictions 

noted by the court in Giammario, supra, the legal support 
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underlying such review documented above, the overriding 

interests of justice and policy involved and the fact that 

fue immigration judge in the Lennon deportation 

proceeding chose to consider several important matters 

related to appellant's conviction which are presently 

part of the record (i.e., the matter of Officer Pilcher, 

the illegality of the search and arrest, the absence of 

"scienter" in the English possession statate). This 

rev&ew is also compelled by the United States 

statute involved here which permits e~clusion where 

the alien has been convicted of illicit possession of 

marijuana. The requirement of illicitness cannot be 

met under American constitutional law without a showing of 

criminal ~ ~ in the original conviction. A conviction 

rot meeting the standards of the statute or the 

Constitution cannot form a basis for exclusion. 
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A. The Constitutional Requirements 
of Due Process Have Not Been Met by 
the English Standard 

The introduction of this argument has made 

plain the circumstances of Lennon's conviction in 

England. The appellant does not argue that the board 

must review the nature of police abuse or the legality of a search 

:inre '11¥!J:¥a:liiO!Ie, but where the totality of circumstances cast 

doubt on the validity of a conviction, justice requires 

some scrutiny of that background. Some standards are so 

fundamental to our concept of "ordered liberty" that 

no court of law or administrative board could choose to 

ignore them. Palko v. Connecticut, 302 u.s. 319 (1937). 

The proceeding against Lennon is entirely based 

on a criminal conviction for possession of marijuana. 

It appears, however, th~the most important element--criminal 

intent to possess--was not, in the original jurisdiction 

';0~ 
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an element of that crime. The entire rationale for 

exclusion--criminal conduct--is lacking. 

The immigration judge discussed the question 

a scienter in detail. It is believed his conclusions 

are erroneous. 

First, the immigration judge reviewed the 

English law and found a requirement of scienter to 

exist in that law. Reference to the English law does 

not substantiate this: 

At the time of the plea, November 28, 1968, 

the English law read in pertinent part as follows: 

Dangerous Drugs (No. 2) Regulations 1964 

Sec. 20. 

"For the purposes of these Regulations 
a person shall be deemed to be in 
possession of a drug if it is in his 
actual custody or is held by some other 
person subject to his control or for 
him and on his behalf." 
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In the subsequent year, the English changed 

their law to provide for knowing possession. 

The immigration judge, reviewing the English 

cases (p. 20 of his opinion)found in the words of Lord 

Parker C.J. in Lockyer v. Gibb (1967) (2 Q.B. 243) an 

interpretation of the old law indicating that ~ ~ 

is required for a conviction of possession: 

"In my judgment it is quite clear 
that a person cannot be in possession 
of some article which he or she does 
not realize is, for example, in her 
handbag, in her room, or in some other 
place over which she has control." 

Such language might appear to justify his conclusion 

that: 

"In other words, completely innocent and 
unknowing custody or potential 
control over a drug is not possession 
within the meaning of the act and 
regulation." (opinion p. 20) 

In fact the conclusion is not justified. 

John Lennon pleaded under a statute which on 

its face did not require knowledge. The lofty assumptions 

of JUdge Parker in all probability were not a part of the 

administration of that statute in magistrate's court. 
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Both Lennon's testimony here and the change of the 

language of the English statute confirm this fact. 

In u.s. v. Carll, 105 u.s. 611 (1881), the Court made 

the distinction between the assumption that intent was 

an element and the need for the allegation of criminal 

intent as part of the crime chargtd. The fact that 

the statute in question, read in the light of the common 

law and of other statutes on the like matter, enables 

the court to infer the intent of the legislature, does 

not dispense with the necessity of alleging in the 

indictment all the facts necessary to bring the case 

within that intent. 108 u.s. at 612 and 613. John 

Lennon was not advised of the need for criminal intent, 

nor was such intent stated in the charge or the plea. 

A further reading of the opinion below sustains 

the conclusion that scienter was not a requirement under English 

law. The hearing officer cites Regina v. Marriott (1971) 

.. ---~ 2313 ---
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Crim. L.R. 1972 in which the English court states that 

it does not lie in the mouth of a defendant to say he 

does not know of the contents of a box within his 

possession: 

"If a man is in possession, for example, 
of a box and he knows there are 
articles of some sort inside it and 
it turns out that the contents comprise, 
for example, cannabis resin, it does 
not lie in his mouth to say: 'I did 
not know the contents included resin. ' 
On the contrary, on these facts, he must 
be regarded as in possession of it and, 
if not lawfully entitled, would, therefore, 
be guilty of an offense such as that 
charged in the present case." 

These words are not consistent with the view of Lord Parker. 

In terms of American law this statement 

is simply wrong. While a jury or a judge--might not 

believe what lies in this man's mouth, the man has 

no other way to express what exists in his head. And 

it is what exists in his head, his state of mind, his 

~ ~· which is what makes the possession criminal.* 

* In the words of the court in u.s. v. Lester, 363 
F.2d 68 (6th Cir. 1966): '"D:ue it is, of course, 
that criminal intent is an element of each crime charged 
in the indictment1 indeed an essential element of every felony." 
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Presumably it is criminal conduct that the 

Constitution and Congress intended to punish,not 

just the conduct. Yet a person cannot act criminally 

unless he knows what he is doing. It is not criminal to 

have a binocular case in one's apartment, nor to be ignorant 

of its contents. The mistake here results from a confusion 

of issues of credibility and standards of proof with 

* standards of law. The immigration judge 

<>!Oncluded: 

"Finally the plea of guilty would admit 
that he was aware that there was some 
extra substance in the binocular case 
which was in his home but not necessarily 
that he knew it was cannabis resin." 

(Opinion p. 21) 

* An example best makes this point: If a defendant 
trying to show that he did not know that the white powder 
in his possession was heroin produced as a~tness a 
doctor who explained that he had given the defendant 
the white substance thinking it was a different drug, 
no American court would refui!Ml to·,enterterin sue!!h proof 
and, upon believing the proof, acquit the defendant. 
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This conclusion is mistaken,for under the English 

statute, absent the scienter requirement, the only 

admission that can be inferred from a guilty plea is 

that the binocular case was in the apartment. Nothing in 

the plea nor the charge indicates that Lennon knew of 

the presence of the cannabis resin. But, more 

importantly, the officer below finds that by the plea 

under English law Lennon did not admit that he knew 

the substance was marijuana. In other words, the 

English did not require scienter--knowledge of illegality--to 

obtain a conviction for possession of marijuana. 

Apparently, criminal liability--according to the 

immigration judge--depends on the chance that someone 

has substituted "a substance" for binoculars. 

Can it really be the law of the United States 

that a man who fails to check the contents of each 
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container in an apartment in which he is temporarily 

living can be excluded from the United States for 

his carelessness? 

The immigration judge, given the uneertainty 

of the state of English law, proceeds to find that the 

omission of a requirement of guilty knowledge "is not as 

fOreign and outrageous to the system of jurisprudence of 

the United States as counsel for the respondent would have 

me believe." (p. 21 and 22). A minority of jurisdictions, 

he finds, do not r~quire knowledge as an element. Again, 

his conclusion is mistaken. The lack of a requirement 

that the state prove defendant knowingly possessed a 

certain drug is antithetical to our most basic principles 

of justice and our concept of criminality, as well as 

being in opposition to the law in our fifty states. 

The immigration judge has incorrectly concluded 

that if a legislature eliminates the requirement of a 
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"specific intent to sell" as an element of possession 

it thereby makes "mere possession" the grounds of 

illegality. 

In fact, in the very case cited for this 

proposition by the immigration judge (p. 24 of opinion) 

the following language appears: 

"Possess as used in criminal statutes, 
ordinarily signifies an intentional 
control of a designated thing accompanied 
by a knowledge of its c.Aa.racter •.• " 

State v. Reed, N.J., l'li!P2,d419 (1961) 

It is true that in a number of jurisdictions "specific 

intent to sell" is not an element of the crime of 

possession) however, a distinction must and indeed 

has been drawn between this "specific intent" and 

"general intent"--commonly known as guilty knowledge 

or scienter. The rule requiring general intent as an 

essential element of possession prevails in the United 

States. See 91 AL~d 810, also subsequent cases supplementing 

this annotation, i.e., ~e v. Hennings, Wash., 475 
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P.2d 926 (1970), Spataro v. State, Fla. 179 So.2d 

873 (1965), State v. Gilman, R.I. 291 A.2d 425 (1972). 

In a 1970 caBe, the Supreme Court of the 

State of Washington stated: 

"We respectfully disagree with the 
cqnc.lua;ion in Henker [relied on by the immigration 
jud~~ri that the legislative 
objective was to eliminate scienter 
(willful guilty knowledge) as an 
essential ingredient of the crime 
of trafficking in narcotics. As 
we discern the legislative purpose, 
it is to make possession of narcotics 
a crime without specific intent to ~· 
However, the elimination of the requirement 
of proof of a specific intent to sell 
does not, we believe, warrant the 
conclusion that a general intent--willful 
guilty knowledge--need not be proven." 

State v. Hennings, Wash., 475 P.2d 
926, 930 (1970) 

The immigration judge relies upon State v. Henker, 

314 P.2d 645 (1957) and State v. Boggs, 358 P.2d 124 (1961), 

both State of Washington cases. While both cases 

appear to sanction the absence of scienter, they in 

fact do not. Benker, as seen in the interpretation in 

------ 23 rs---



" ,,j 

- 17 -

Hennings, supra discussed the absence of intent to 

sell as an element of possession. In fact the jury 

below was instructed that it had to find general intent--

knowledge--to convict the defendant of possession. In 

Boggs the court shifted the burden of proving guilty 

knowledge from the prosecution to the defendant, once 

possession was proven. This view of Boggs has been 

affirmed by the Supreme Court of Washington in a recent case: 

"The rule in this state is predicated 
upon our construction of R.C.W. 69.33, We 
have consistently held that it is not 
necessary for the prosecution to whow 
knowledge or intent on the part of 
the aaeused to show knowledge or intent 
on the part of the accused to violate the 
act. State v. Boggs, 57 Wash, 2d 484, 358 
P.2d 124 (196l)J State v. Reid, 66 Wash. 
2d 243, 401 P.2d 988 (1965); State v. Gania, 
69 Wash. Dec. 2d 546, 419 P.2d 121 (1966). 

Mere possession is sufficient, State v. 
Henker, 50 Wash. 2d 809, 314 P.2d 645 
(1957), absent a showing by the defendant 
that his possession was unwitting ••• " 

Washington v4 Mantell, 430 P.2d 
980, at 982 (1967) 

Thus, the State of Washington law, as shown 

in the above cases, shifts the burden from the prosecution 

of proving wilful, intention possession of narcotic 

drugs, to the defendant of proving as a defense 

232o---
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that he did not wilfully, intentionally possess the 

narcotic drug in question; the question is one of 

credibility for the jury. If the jury believes the 

defendant's claim that his possession was 

unwitting, the defendant may not be convicted of 

illegal possession of a narcotic drug. 

The immigration judge's discussion of the 

constitutionality of the omission of scienter in criminal 

cases such as~· v. Balint, 258 u.s. 252 (1922), u.s. 

v. Greenbaum, 138 F.2d 437 (3rd Cir. 1943) (p. 24 and 25) 

is clearly inapposite to the instant case. 

The Balint case involved a conviction for 

violation of Section 2 of the Narcotics Act, 38 Stat. 

786, selling narcotics without a written form issued 

by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue, ostensibly 

a strict liability offense. The defendants therein were 

in the business of dealing in drugs; they were drug 

sellers dealing with the public. The Balint decision is 

clearly understandable as it imposes a strict liability 
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and a higher standard of responsibility on those who 

consciously engage in a business such as selling drugs. 

Such individuals who have assumed the responsibility 

of their chosen profession "will not be heard to 

plead in defense good faith or ignorance." This 

conclusion seems inescapable in light of the 

widespread harm to the public which such an 

individual's acts may cause whether performed with 

or without knowledge. The court in Balint discussed 

its interpretation of Section 2 0f the Narcotic Act, 

which omitted scienter and pursuant to which 

defendants were indicted: 

It is very evident from a reading of 
it that the emphasis of the section 
is in securing a close supervision~ 
the business of dealing in these 
dangerous drugs by the taxing officers 
of the government ••• Its manifest purpose 
is to require every person dealing in 
drugs to ascertain at his peril whether 
that which he sells comes within the 
inhibition of the statute, and, if he 

---·~--w-----·~ 
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sells the inhibited drug in 
ignorance of its character, to 
penalize him •••• Doubtless considera
tions as to the opportunity of the 
seller to find out the fact, and 
the difficulty of proof of 
knowledge, contributed to this 
conclusion." 

u.s. v. Balint, 258 u.s. 250, 
259 (1922) 

In "public welfare offenses" the defendant is charged 

with a duty to inspect his product. His failure to 

do so is criminal. These cases do not involve as the 

immigration judge seems to assume an absence of criminal 

~ ~· The ~ ~ is that of recklessness or of 

negligence. The defendant is charged with a duty to 

know that which he is disregarding. 

Thus in u.s. v. Dotterweich, 318 u.s. 753 

(1943) a prosecution of a jobber in drugs and a 

president for shipping in interstate commerce adulterated 

and misbranded drugs1 the company violated a standard 

of care in U.s. v. Gzeenbaum, 138 F.2d 437 3rd 

Cir. 1943 (the president of a marketing company was 

indicted for unlawfully introducing cans of adulterated 

'' .,.,,,~~·--·---......_..,......,. __ ~-~-
! 
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eggs into interstate commerce: For exhaustive listing 

see Sayre, "Public Welfare Offenses," 33 Colum. Law 

Rev. 55 (1933). 

These cases are hardly analogous to the 

situation of an individual living in the apartment 

n6t hils'~. There may be some obligation under 

the law to inspect the floor to protect licensees from 

injury, but there is no duty giving rise to criminal 

liability to assure that the apartment is free of 

illegal substances. 

The distinction between public welfare 

0ffenses, omitting scienter (~ ~) and those 

offenses in which scienter ~~not· be omitted has been 

well documented. 

The modern rapid growth of a large body 
of offenses punishable without proof 
of a guilty intent is marked with real 
danger. courts are familiarized with 
the pathway to easy convictions by relaxing 
theorthodox requirement of a mens rea. 
The danger is that in the case of 
true crimes where the penalty is severe 
and the need for ordinary criminal law 
safeguards is strong, courts following 
the false analogy of the public welfare 

, I~ 
":' \ \ 
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offenses may now and again similarly 
relax the mens rea requirement, 
particularly in the case of unpopular 
crimes, as the easiest way to secure 
desired convictions .•. The group of 
offenses punishable without proof of any 
criminal intent must be sharply limited .•• 
The problem is how to draw the line between 
those offenses which do and those which 
do not require mens rea... [T]wo cardinal 
principles stand out upon which the 
determination must turn. 

"The first relates to the character of 
the offense. All criminal enactments in 
a sense serve the double purpose of singling 
out wrongdoers for the purpose of 
punishment or correction and of regulating 
the social order. But often the importance 
of the one far outweighs the other. Crimes 
created primarily for the purpose of 
singling out individual wrongdoers for 
punishment or correction are the ones 
commonly requiring mens rea; police offenses 
of a merely regulatOJY nature are frequently 
enforceable irrespective of any 
guilty intent. 

"The second criterion depends upon the 
possible penalty. If this be serious, 
particularly if the offense be punishable 

cy imprisonment, the individual interest 
of the defendant weighs too heavily to allow 
conviction without proof of a guilty mind. 
To subjct defendants entirely free from 
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moral blameworthiness to the possibility 
of prison sentences is revolting to the 
community sense of justice~ and no law 
which violates this fundamental instinct 
can long endure. Crimes punishable with 
prison sentences, therefore, ordinarily 
require proof of a guilty intent.'' 

Sayre, supra, at 72, 79 

Justice Ja~ in Morisette v. United States, 342 

basis for criminal liability. Citing Blackstones view 

that any crime must involve "vicious will" he notes 

that some inroads have been made on the 

requirement of intent: 

"Most extensive inroads upon the 
requirement of intention, however, 
are offenses of negligence, such as 
involuntary manslaughter or criminal 
negligence and the whole range of 
crimes arising from omission of 
duty.·~" 

footnote, 342 U.S. at 251. 

Most aptly, Justice Jackson points to Holme.s' 

statement in The Common Law that "even a dog 

distinguishes between being stumbled over and being 

kicked." It is to be hoped that one can ask as much of 

American jurisprudence. 
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B. Appellant's Conviction for 
Possession of Marijuana is Not 
a Conviction for "Illicit 
Possession" of Marijuana Within 
the Meaning of Section 212(a) (23) 
of the Immigration and Nationality 

Act. 

The statute pursuant to which the Immigration 

Service seeks to exclude appellant reads in pertinent 

part as follows: 

"Except as otherwise provided in 
this Act, the following classes of 
aliens shall be ineligible to receive 
visas and shall be excluded from 
admission into the United States: 

"(23) Any alien who has been convicted 
of a violation of, or a conspiracy to 
violate, any law or regulation relating 
to the illicit possession of or traffic 
in narcotic drugs or marihuana •.. " 

Immigration and Nationality Act, 
Sec. 212 (a) 

Clearly, as the immigration judge admits, the purpose 

of this statute is to assure that an alien who has 

been convicted of "illicit" possession of marijuana (as 

defined by this section) may be excluded. The question 

arises as to Congressional intent in employing the 

term "illicit." The use of this adjective, a term 



,,,-, 

- 25 -

appearing nowhere else in the Immigration Act, to 

modify possession indicates more than mere 

possessionr "illicit" in this context imports criminal 

unlawfulness and at least knowing possession. 

Consideration of the dire penalty of deportation involved 

is further evidence of the fact that knowing 

possession was intended by Congress. Additionally, 

the immigration judge makes reference to the 

Congressional intent underlying Sections 212(a) (23) 

and related 24l(a) (11): 

" ••• it was the intention of Congress 
to make deportable those who had been 
convicted merely of illegal possession 
of a narcotic drug, though it erroneously 
concluded that under the decided cases 
mere possession would result in deportability 
under the statute as originally drawn. 
The Congressional expectation was erroneous 
and necessitated the subsequent amendment 
of the statute ••• " 

Opinion, p. 15 

The current state of statutory and common law 

in the United States as discussed substantiates the 

"knowing possession" interpretation of the term "illicit". 

Thus, a conviction for "illicit" possession 

2328 
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of marijuana gives statutory recognition and 

reinforcement to the requirement of knowledge of 

the presence of the marijuana as an essential element of 

the conviction in American law. This essential 

element of knowing possession was absent from the 

charge, plea and conviction of John Lennon. The 

English statute pursuant to which Lennon was convicted 

(the Dangerous Drugs Act of 1965) did nQt include 

knowing possession as an element of the crime and, therefore ,the 

conviction cannot be a basis for exclusion pur.suant 

to the statutory provision requiring a conviction for 

''illicit possession." 

A serious discrepancy exists between the 

actual crime appellant has been convicted of and the 

crime for which the Immigration Service seeks to 

ex@ll.WfJ him. 

Where the crime for which one has been 

convicted (i.e, mere possession) is different from 

the asserted grounds for conviction in the deportation 
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order (illicit possession), although both 

offenses may be very similar in nature, the 

propriety of the deportation order is seriously open 

to question. Ablett v. Brownell, 240 F.2d 625 (D.c. 

Cir. 1957)1 Cf. Thromoulopolou v. U.S., 3 F.2d 803 

(First Cir. 1925). 

In fact, if the elements of the statute 

pursuant to which the alien is to be deported have 

not been explicitly found by the hearing examiner, the 

alien may n£i be deported. Thromoulopolou v. u.s., supra. 

Section 24l(a) (11) of the Immigration and Nationality 

Act requires a finding of a conviction of a "violation 

of ••• any law or regulation relating to the illicit 

passess:ionof ••• marihuana ••• " Given the Congressicnal 

intent underlying this statute, the potential penalty 

involved and the common interpretation of the offense 

of illegal possession of marihuana by courts in each of 

the 50 states,a conviction for mere possession or a 
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finding of simple possession is insufficient to 

satisfy the "illicit possession" requirement of the 

statute. 

John Lennon's conviction does not fall 

within constitutional standards of due process nor 

the purview of Section 24l(a) (11) of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act and consequently he may not be deported 

pursuant thereto. 
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II. THE PENALTY OF EXCLUSION FOR 
POSSESSION OF MARIJUANA IS EXCESSIVE, 
ARBITRARY AND DISCRIMINATORY IN 
VIOLATION OF THE FIFTH AND EIGHTH 
AMENDMENTS TO THE UNITED STATES 

CONSTITUTION 

John Lennon is one of the world's best and 

most famous musicians. He has also produced important 

works in the fields of painting and literature. He 

has extensive business interests in the United States 

and pays high taxes here. During the two years he has 

been living in our countr~ he and his wife, a well-

known avant garde artist and musician (who has been 

granted resident alien status) have donated their 

services in many charitable and cultural projects. 

In short, Mr. Lennon is a highly "desirable alien" and 

this fact has been recognized by the Immigration and 

Naturalization Service which has granted him a Third 

Preference visa reserved only for those who have made 

valuable contributions in the arts and sciences. 
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The only barrier to Mr. Lennon's being 

granted resident alien status is his plea of guilty 

over five years ago to unknowing possession of a 

small quantity of marijuana, for which he received 

a small fine. 

The circumstances surrounding this plea 

of guilty (discussed under Point I of this Memorandum), 

the ambiguities in the statute under which Mr. Lennon 

has been charged, and the constitutional problems 

raised by it, taken all together,compel the conclusion 

that the extreme penalty of exclusion is excessive, 

arbitrary and discriminatory in violation of the 

Fifth and Eighth Amendments to the United States 

Constitution. 
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A. The Classification of 
Marijuana with Narcotics 

is Irrational 

The anti-marijuana laws in the United States 

were, without exception, passed before any empirical 

study whatever was made of the relationship between 

the use of the drug and any public or private harm. 1 

In fact, all of the available modern scientific 

evidence shows marijuana to be relatively harmless. 

It is not a narcotic2 and is not addictive. It causes 

I. Bonnie, Richard J. and Whitebread, Charles H., 
"The Forbidden Fruit and the Tree of Knowledge: 
An Inquiry into the Legal History of American 
Marijuana Prohibition," 56 Va. L. Rev. 971, 
1011-1012 (1970). 

2. The Challenge of Crime in a Free Society, Report 
by the President's Commission on Law Enforcement and 
Administration of JUstice (Washington, D.C., G.P.O. 
1967) p. 224. 
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no serious psychological dependency in the 

user~ being far easier to give up than cigarettes 

4 
or alcohol. No evidence has been produced to 

show that marijuana use, unlike alcohol consumption, 

has a direct relationship to crime. 5 Marijuana does 

not lead to heroin use. 6 There is no known link between 

marijuana use and mental illness7 and adverse reactions 

3. Testimony of Dr. Isbell, Director of Research, 
u.s. Public Health Service HospitaL Lexington, Ky., 
witness for the prosecution, before 1951 Kefauver Committee 
Hearings. 

4. ll2.!.£. 

5. Bonnie and Whitebread, supra at 1105: Mandel, 
"Problems with Official Drug Statistics," 21 Stan. 
L. Rev. 991,1040 (1969): Kaplan, John, Marijuana: 
The New Prohibition (Pocket Book Ed. 1970) at 122, 
136, 264-265. 

6. Kaplan, supra at 255; Bonnie and Whitebread, supra 
at 1106; President's Commission on Law Enforcement and 
Administration of JUstice, Task Force Report: Narcotics 
and Drug Abuse, pp. 13-14. 

7. Kaplan, supra at 192: Bonnie and Whitebread, supra 
at 1110r A11entuck, s., and Bowman, K.M., "The Psychiatric 
Aspects of Marijuana Intoxication," 99 Am. J. Psychiatry 
(Sept. 1942) at 249. 
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to the drug are extremely rare. 8 Marijuana is 

not totally harmless, but neither is any drug, 

i 
0 9 

including asp r1n. 

To classify marijuana as a dangerous drug 

in the same category with narcotics fat the 

purpose of establishing a penalty for its use is 

irrational because it is not based on fact. There 

is no question that the state has the right to 

proscribe the use, possession and sale of marijuana. 

But to classify it with "hard" drugs, considering 

8. Bonnie and Whitebread, supra at 1110. 

9. Kaplan, supra at 270. 

See also, generally: Marijuana Reconsidered, 
by Lester Grinspoon, M.D. (Bantam, 1971)1 
Mariiuana: A Signal of Misunderstanding, Official 
Report of the National Commission on Marihuana 
and Drug Abuse (1972); Licit and Illicit Drugs, 
Consumers Union Report (1972). 
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the present state of knowledge concerning the 

comparative natures and effects of marijuana and 

narcotics is arbitrary and constitutionally invalid. 

Even if such a classification when originally made 

was valid because little was known about the comparative 

troperties of various drugs, the state has a duty 

to keep abreast of modern scientific developments 

and to change its laws accordingly. People v. 

McCabe, 275 N,E, 407 (1971) 1 People v, Sinclair, 30 

Mich. App. 473 (1972). The United States Supreme 

Court has held that a classifciation which does not 

rest upon a reasonable basis and which is essentially 

arbitrary in nature constitutes a violation of the 

Equal Protection Clause. Lindsley v. Natural Carbonic 

Gas Co., 220 U.S. 61 (19lll Most recently, the 

Su~eme Court of Illinois specifically held in 

People v. McCabe, 275 N.E. 2d 407 (1971) that 
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the grouping of marijuana with narcotic drugs was 

irrational and violated the Equal Protection Clause. 

See also People v. Sinclair, 30 Mich. App. 473 

(1972). 

Similarly, the grouping of marijuana 

with "hard" drugs under the Immigration statute 

is arbitrary and irrational, and this fact, at least 

When viewed in the context of all of the 

circumstances surrounding this case is a violation of 

the applicant's right to due process of law. 

,. '!, 1..· 
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B. Excessiveness of Penalty 
of Exclusion Violates Applicant's 
Eighth Amendment Rights 

The Supreme Court has recognized that 

deportation is "a drastic measure and at times the 

equivalent of banishment or exile. It is the 

forfeiture for m. sconduct of a resident in this 

country." 'Dlep v. Phelan, 333 U.S. 610 (1948). 

In 't'JWpV. Dulles, 356 U.S. 86, 98 (1958), the 

Court called deportation "a harsh sanction that 

has a severe penal effect." 

The nature of covert penal sanctions was 

analyzed in Kennedy v. Mendoza-Martinez, 372 u.s. 144 

(1963). That case involved the constitutionality of 

a statute authorizing denaturalization of citizens 

who left the country in time of war or national 

emergency to avoid service in the armed forces. The 
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court held that such expatriation was, in fact, 

a penal sanction and, in so doing, indicated the 

criteria relevant to determining whether a sanction 

is criminal: 

case. 

Whether the sanction involves an 
affirmative disability or restraint, 
whether it has historically been 
regarded as punishment, whether it 
comes into play only on a finding 
of scienter, whether its operation 
will promote the traditional aims 
of punishment~-retribution and 
deterrance, whether the behavior to 
which is applies is already a crime, 
whether an alternative purpose for 
which it may rationally be connected 
is assignable for it, and whether it 
appears excessive in relation to the 
alternative purpose assigned, are all 
relevant to the inquiry, and may 
often point in differing directions. 
Absent conclusive evidence of Congressional 
intent as to the penal nature of a 
statute, these factors must be considered 
in relation to the statute on its face. 
372 u.s. at 168-169. 

Almost all of these criteria apply in this 

1. Exclusion is clearly an "affirmative 
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disability or restraint" on an individual who has 

lived for two years in this country, whose wife 

is a permanent resident here, who owns considerable pro-

pE~Pf~~ cultural and business interests here and 

thus has a "vested interest in his residence." ;Qi 

Pasquale v. Karnuth, 158 F.2d 878, 879 (2nd Cir. 

1947). Time and again, courts have recognized 

that deportation or exclusion for an alien who 

has established a residence here is a devastating 

disruption, Iince such aliens "may live within 

a state for many years, work in the state and 

contribute to the economic growth of the state." Leger 

v. Saites, 321 F. Supp. 250 (E.D. Pa. 1970), aff'd. 

sub~~ Graham v. Richardson, 403 u.s. 365, 376 (1971). 

In short, aliens, like citizens, form permanent 

attachments to their adopted communitias, and 

deportation, like denationalization, results in 

1 I .:; 
d .) 
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"the total destruction of the individual's status 

in organized society." Trop v. Dulles, 356 u.s. 

86, 101 (1958). As such, deportation can only be 

seen as an "affirmative disability." In addition, 

it is akin to exile, which has historically been 

regarded as punishment. 

2. Under American law, scienter is 

a requirement of the offense (illicit possession of 

marijuana) that is the basis for the proposed 

exclusion. (See Point I of this Memorandum.) 

3. Exclusion for past conviction of 

possession of marijuana can only be directed towards 

the "traditional aims of punishment--retribution and 

deterrence," iince no other purposes would be 

served by the exclusion once a proscribed act has 

already been committed. 

4. The behavior to which the exclusion 

proceeding is directed is a crime under American 

hw. 

5, The sanction is excessive in terms of 

the alternative purpose assigned for it--the stopping 

~)jit> 
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of drug trafficking--to which Lennon's crime has 

no relationship whatsoever. 

Once it is clear that the proceeding 

against Lennon is penal in nature, he must be 

accorded all the protection guaranteed a defendant 

in a criminal proceeding, including due process 

procedures and rights under the Eighth Amendment. 

In Powell v. Texas, 392 u.s. 514 (1968) 

the Supr111111e Court noted that "the cruel and 

unusual language of the Eighth Amendment immediately 

follows language that prohibits excessive bail and 

excessive fines [italics in original]. The entire 

thrust of the Eighth Amendment is, in short, against 

'that which is excessive.'" 

In O'Neill v. Vermont, 144 u.s. 451 (1889), 

the punishment of fifty-four years at hard labor for 

theft of liquor was struck down on Eighth Amendment 

grounds because "[t]he inhibition [against cruel and 

unusual punishments] is directed not only against 
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punishments of the character mentioned, [torture) 

but against all punishments which by their 

excessive length or severity are greatly 

disporportioned to the offenses charged. The 

whole inhibition is against that which is excessive ..• " 

at 458. 

In short, the Supr erne Court has "made it 

~ain beyond any reasonable doubt that excessive 

punishments were as objectionable as those 

which were crue 1 • " Furman v. Ge orgia,_u. S. _ , 

33 L. Ed. 2d 346 (1973). 

As Justice Marshall stated in his 

opinion in Furman v. Georgia, a given punishment 

may not be cruel and unusual at one time, but mah 

become so at another. This concept has been stated by 

1he Court on several occasions. In Trop v. Dulles, 356 

u.s. 86 (1958) it said: [T]he '[Eighth] Amendment 

must draw~s meaning from the evolving standards 

I •:/l 
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of decency that mark the progress of an evolving 

society." In Robinson v. California, 370 u.s. 

660 (19G2), the Court held that the Eighth 

Amendment is not a static concept, "but one that 

must be continually reexamined 'in the light of 

contemporary human knowledge.'" 

Thus, even though exclusion of an alien 

for possession of marijuana might once have been 

reasonable and permissible, given what we know 

today about the relatively harmless nature of the 

drug, the penalty of exclusion has become 

excessive. This was the reasoning of the Michigan 

Court of Appeals in People v. Sinclair, supra, 

which held that a sentence of twenty years in prison 

was excessive for possession of marijuana. 

One test of excessiveness is whether a 

penalty serves a valid legislative purpose. In 
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this case the penalty to be imposed on Appellant 

serves no legislative purpose whatsoever. It will 

not stop the spread of dangerous narcotic drugs 

because John Lennon is not and has never been a 

user or seller of narcotics and the record indicates 

that he was not even a user of marijuana at the time 

of his arrest. It will not prevent the entry into the 

United States of a dangerous or undesirable person, 

because John Lennon is neither. Indeed, the 

fact that he has been granted a Third Preference 

visa shows that he is very desirable, if his 

artistic accomplishments are not proof enough. No 

allegation has been made that in the two years 

he has been living here he has broken any laws 

or in any way shown himself to be unworthy of 

being allowed to remain. If the government 

believes that he may violate the drug laws in the 
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i«t~~ has the option of prosecuting him at 

that time. mn short, no valid state interest is 

served by excluding him. 

The Supreme Court said in Furman v. 

Georgia, supra at 403: 

" ••• [W)here a punishment is not 
excessive and serves a valid legislative 
purpose it still may be invalid if 
popular sentiment abhors it. For 
example, if the evidence clearly 
demonstrated that capital punishment 
served valid legislative purposes, 
such punishment, would, nevertheless, 
be unconstitutional if citizens found 
it to be morally unacceptable. A 
general abhorrence on the part of 
the public wou]q in effect, equate 
a modern punishment with those barred 
since the adoption of the Eighth 
Amendment." 

Considera~The evidence was produced below, including 

1------- 2347 ·---
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affidavits from respected public figures and 

petitions from ordinary citizens, attesting to 

the fact that the public, both in the United 

States and abroad, finds the idea of a government 

deporting a great artist because he once possessed 

martjuana to be both abhorrent and ridiculous. 

Not since 1953 when, in a similar fit of paranoia, 

the Immigration and Naturalization Service excluded 

Charlie Chaplin from the United States--an act 

which subsequently caused the government considerable 

embarrassment--has there been such a public outcry 

against a proposed deportation. 

The public today, both at home and 

abroad, simply does not find such dire punishment 

for marijuana smokers to be morally acceptable, 

and for this reason the penalty does not meet 

constitutional standards. 

234"8 
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C. The Penalty of Exclusion 
for a First-Time Petty Druq 
Offense is Discriminatory 

Millions of American citizens smoke 

marijuana at least occasionally. A recent 

nationwide survey revealed that 61.7% of the country's 

college students have used marijuana at least 

once. Over one-third of the students, 38.6%, 

stated that they had used marijuana ten or more 

times. 1 

Few marijuana-law violatm~s are ever 

prosecuted. As of 1971 only one in every 5,500 

marijuana smokers was being caught and sent to 

• 2 pr1son. As of that same year twenty-six states 

1. Playboy's Student SUrvey: 1971 

2. Kaplan, supra at 34 
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had no minimum sentence ilitir the sale of marijuana. 

In Graham v. Richardson, 403 u.s. 365, 

372 (1971), the Supreme Court said that 

classifications on the basis of alienage "are 

inherently suspect and subject to c!ose judicial 

scrutiny." The government therefore must justify 

~ch a discriminatory scheme by showing that it is 

necessary to promote a compelling state interest and 

fuat no less drastic alternative scheme exists that 

would effect the same purpose. 

There is no question that stopping drug 

trafficking is a compelling state interest. 

Discriminating against aliens by imposing a severe 

penalty on them for a crime for which Americans 

daily go unpunished, however, in no way 

promotes this purpose. Even those few Americans 

who are prosecuted for felony possession of marijuana 

would be eligible after five years (under New York 
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law) for a certificate releasing them from any 

collateral disabilities they might have suffered as 

a result of their convictions. 

Even if some rational basis existed for 

distinguishing between American citizens and aliens, 

there is clearly no basis for discrimination under 

the Immigration Law against petty drug offenders 

as opposed to other petty offenders. 

Subsection 9 of 8 U.S.C.A. §1182 provides 

for the exclusion of aliens who have committed crimes of 

moral turpitude. It grants exception, however, 

to "[a] ny alien who would be ,excludable because of 

the conviction of a misdemeanor classifiable as a 

petty offense under the provisions of section 1(3) 

of Title 18, by reason of the punishment actually 

imposed, or who would be excludable as one who admits 

235! 
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the commission of an offense that is classifiable 

as a misdemeanor under the provisions of section 

1(2) of Title 18, by reason of the punishment 

Which might have been imposed upon him ••. : Provided, 

that the alien has committed only one such offense, or 

admits the commission of acts which constitute the 

essential elements of only one such offense." The 

statute provides that any such alien may be granted 

a visa and admitted to the United States if he is 

otherwise admissible. 

The rationale of the Congressional policy 

of ignoring or excusing a petty offense applies 

with equal or greater force for petty drug offenses, 

particularly "offenses" where drug possession 

may be inadvertent. The policy recognizes that one 

petty offense is not a rational basis for exclusion. 

Tbis is particularly true where widespread petty 

2352 --~ 
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illegal conduct exists among youth. 

To exclude John Lennon for past 

possession of marijuana when1 had he been convicted 

instead of public intoxication he would have been 

given a "second chance," is arbitrary and irrational, 

particularly in light of the fact that alcohol 

is a,•more direct cause of both public and private 

h 
. . . 10 

arm than 1s mar1JUana. 

Lennon would also have been excused once 

for public lewdness: harrassing other people by 

kicking, shoving or striking them: premitting 

trostitution to exist on his premises or forging 

a check, among other crimes. No conceivable purpose, 

compelling or otherwise, justifies the distinction 

10. The President's Commission on Law Enforcement 
and Administration of JUstice Task Force Report: 
Drunkenness, p. 35: J. Kaplan, supra pp. 275-320, 
specifically p. 318. 
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between these crimes and possession of marijuana, 

except that the latter is less harmful. Particularly 

in John Lennon's case, where the possession was 

unknowing, the extreme penalty as compared with 

the second chance given to obher petty offenders 

is particularly egregious and discriminatory. 
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D. Subsections 9 and 23 
of 8 u.s.c.A. §1182 Read 
Together are Ambiguous and 
Therefore Must be Resolved 
in Favor of the Applicant 

Immigration law is clear that ambiguities 

in statutoy language must be resolved in favor of 

the alien about to be deported. As the Supreme 

Court stated in Tan v. Phelan, 333 U.S. 610 (1948): 

"deportation is a drastic measure 
and at times the equivalent of 
banishment or exile. It is the 
forfeiture for misconduct of a 
resident in this country. Such a 
forfeiture is a penalty. To 
construe this statutory penalty less 
generously to the alien might 
find support in logic. But since 
the stakes are considerable for the 
individual we will not assume that 
Congress meant to trench on his 
freedom beyond that which is required 
by the narrowest of several possible 
meanings." 

See also Petition of Catalanotte, 236 F.2d 955 (6 

Cir. 1956) 1 Immigration Service v. Errico, 385 u.s. 



- 53 -

21i (1966). 

When subsection 9 of 8 u.s.c.A. §1182, 

granting a "second chance" to one-time petty 

offenders, is read together with subsection 23, 

which provides for the exclusion of "Any alien 

who has been convicted of a violation of, or a 

conspiracy to violate, any law or regulation 

relating to the illicit possession of or traffic 

in narcotic drugs or marijuana •.• " an ambiguity 

is created. The statute is unclear whether any 

alien who has been convicted of any drug-related 

offense may be excluded or whether an alien 

who has been convicted of only one petty drug offense 

has the right under sub-section 9 to be admitted. 

In other words, it is uncertain whether the framers 

of the statute intended the exception granted to 

one-time petty offenders under subsection 9 to apply 
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as well to one time petty drug offenders under 

subsection 23. 

The rule that ambiguities must be 

resolved in favor of the alien commands that the 

subsection 9 exception apply to peety drug 

offenses. The correctness of this interpretation 

is supported by the fact that it reflects the 

repeated instances of leniency in immigration 

law toward people who have committed a single 

offense and the attempt to give them a second. 

chance. ~on v. Immigration and Nattralization 

Service, 394 F.2d 223 (2nd Cir. 1968). 

The statute under which John Lennon is 

to be deported was not intended by Congress to punish 

petty drug offenders, but rather to stop the 

traffic in illicit drugs. 

The nature of the offense of possession of 
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marijuana, particular~! when that possession was 

inadvertent and unknowing for the reasons discussed 

above,does not justify the exclusion from the 

United States of a person who is otherwise highly 

desirable and deserving of permanent resident status. 
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III. THE FIRST AMENDMENT 
INTERESTS OF THE AMERICAN 
PEOPLE REQUIRE THE GOVERNMENT 
TO SHOW A COMPELLING INTEREST 
IN EXCLUDING, JOHN LENNON FROM 
THE UNITED STATES 

In a series of opinions the Supreme 

Court has ruled that the First Amendment guarantees 

the American citizens the inalienable right to 

receive as well as to disseminate artistic 

communications free from governmental interference. 

E.g., Martin v. Struthers, 319 u.s. 141, 143 (1943): 

Lamont v. Postmaster General, 381 u.s. 301 (1965): 

Stanley v. George, 394 u.s. 557: United States v. 

Dellapia, 433 F.2d 1252, 1258 n. 25 (2nd Cir. 1970): 

Caldwell v. United States, 434 F.2d 1081, 1089 (9th 

Cir. 1970): Hiett v. United States, 415 F.2d 664, 671 

(5th Cir. 1968): Brooks v. Auburn University, 412 

F.2d 1171, 1172 (5th Cir. 1969): Fortu~ Society 

v. McGinnis, 319 F. Supp. 901, 904 (S.D.N.Y. 1970): 
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United States v. B & H Dist. corp., 319 F. Supp. 

1231 (W.D, Wiac. 1970) 1 ACLU v. Radford 

College, 315 F. Supp. 893 (W.D. Va. 1970) 1 

Williams v. Blount, 314 F. Supp. 1356 (D.D.C. 

1970)1 Smith v. University of Tennessee, 300 F. Supp. 

77 (E.D. Tenn. 1969). 

Where government acts so as to affect 

First Amendment rights it must show both a compelling 

interest, Brandenburg v. Ohio, 395 u.s. 

444 (1969)1 Aptheker v. Secretary of State, 378 

u.s. 500 (1964)1 Stanley v. Georg~a, 394 u.s. 557 

(1969) 1 DeJonge v. Oregon, 299 U.S.353 (1951), and 

that no less drastic alternative to the proposed 

action exists, Shelton v. Tucker, 364 u.s. 479 (1960l. 

John Lennon is one of the best musicians 

and composers in the world. The American people have 

a right under the First Amendment to enjoy his 

artistic influence and presence in the United States. 

l/ 
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Thus, before the Immigration authorities can 

exclude him they must show that a compelling state 

interest will be served by so doing and that no 

less drastic alternative to exclusion exists. 

Clearly, this is not the case. No 

conceivable benefit can be derived fran excilnding 

people of great artistic stature from our country. 

On the contrary, this nation is impoverished when it 

ban:d.shiles people with life styles d.ffering from 

fue norm, for it is often just those people who 

add most to our cultural and intellectual life. 

If immigration authorities believe that John Lennon 

might in the future repeat his offense, they have 

the alternative of deporting him at that time rather 

than punishing him before the fact and depriving 

citizens of their right to benefit from his presence. 

At best the exclusion of a dintinguished 
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artist from the United States for an old conviction 

of a petty crime, after he has already lived here 

for two year$, could be viewed as silly. 

John Lennon, however, has participated in 

unpopular political causes in the United Stams, 

as was noted by the immigration judge below. He has 

opposed the war and has donated his name and time 

and talents to peace and other political causes. 

In such a case the government's action does not 

appear to be simply a routine matter, but rather to 

be calculated to achieve an improper government 

goal: the silencing of aliens who are outspoken when 

in this country. 

While Lennon may not have an absolute 

First Amendment right to remain in the United States, 

When government action not only denies the public 

the right to receive communication, but also appears 

to have the improper retaliatory motive of punishing 

;')(.., 
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an alien for expressing unpopular views, that 

action must be closely scrutinized. 

The loss to the American people~ the 

damage done to the reputation of the United States 

as a tolerant country cannot possibly be 

justified by whatever reason exists liere 

for expelling Lennon. No justification based on 

the rule of Law where that rule appears discriminatory 

and retaliatory can be offered to expladnrthe 

order below in this case. 
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CONOWSION 

For the reasons given, it is respectfully 

submitted that the order below should be reversed 

and the appellant should be granted resident status. 

Of counsel: 

Burt Neuborne 

Respectfully .. submitted, 

H. Miles Jaffe 
Eve Cary 
Attorneys for the New York Civil 

Liberties Union 
Amicus CUriae 

84 Fifth Avenue 
New York, New York 10011 
(212) 924-7800 

American Civil Liberties Union 
22 East 40 Street 
New York, New York l 

Counsel wish to thank Rdbin Colin, a student at 
Temple Law School for her invaluable assistance 
on this bldef. 
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:::i'1'A'l'~MEN'l' OF RELJ::VAN'l' FAC'l'S 

Hespondent John Winston ono Lennon and his wife, 

Yoko Ono Lennon, were charged with deportability under 

:::;ectlon 241\aJ\2), of being ''ln the u.s. in violation 

of the llrnmigration and NationalityJ Act or in violation 

of any other law of tne u. :::;." and under Section 212\a)\9} 

or having been admitted as non-immigrants and having 

"failed to maintain the non-immigrant status in which 

lthey wereJ admitted •..• or to comply with the conditions 

of any such status," in that they remained in the United 

Immigration Judge found both respondents deportable under 

:::;ection 241\a}(2) and made no finding under Section 241 

(a)(9J, presumably dismissing the latter charge. 

Respondent and his wife applied for permanent 

residence under Section 245 and, in the alternative, for 

permission to depart voluntarily under Section 244 of the 

lmmigration and Nationality Act. Although his wife's 

application for permanent residence was granted, respondent's 

application for the same relief was denied. He was, 

however, granted permission to depart voluntarily •rithin 

60 days from the date the decision becomes final, in lieu 

of an order of deporation. 

J. 
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'l'he undisputed :r.::'::~ ::::~ludc respondent's concession 

that on Novernoer ~tl, l~b~ he was established guilty (by way 

or plea) to having ''in his possession a dangerous drug to 

wit cannabis resin, without being auly authorized," contrary 

to Hegulations j, Dangerous Drugs (No.<!) Dangeroous Drugs 

Act lYb,, a eritish statute. eHis conviction being nls only 

offense, a 1'1ne was 1rnpose<1 upon respondent bY the Magistrate. 

'!'he Dangel'ous Drugs Act l~D' \see :'itatutes l'{eferred 'l'o, 

infra) aeflnea "cannabis resin" speclncally and distinguished 

it rrorn the other defined term "cannabis," tne former 

referring to the "separated resin" (hashish) ana the latter 

referring to tr1e "flowering or rru1 tlng tops" trnariju?naJ or 

the plant. lt is likewise undisputed that at the time or 

the crf'ense, tt1e respondent was not a:;.; are tL,tt.t tte wa~ 1n 

possession or any substance wnatsoever ('l'rans crlpt, p. J:lj). 

Hesponaent has consistently contended that he 

fully expected the police raia which resulted in the afore-

mentioned guilty plea, oecause a number or other famous 

"rock" musicians had been arrestee! by the same team of 

drug-squad detectives. He had searched his apartment 

thoroughly and was convinced that there was no illegal 

• substance to De found therein. Hespondent nas consistently 

maintained that the illegal suostances were not 1n h1S 

• As a matter of record, Detective ~ergeant Pilcher, the 
officer who conducted the ralct at the Lennon home togetner 
with his Chief' and otner members of the l:lcotland Yard drug 
squad were subsequently suspended !'rom their duties, indicted 
on charges or perjutf-y and "perverting the course of' justice" 
and are awaiting trlal in ~ngland on such criminal charges 
at tills writing. 
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apartment and that they may nave been placed there by the 

pollee authorities without his knowledge on October <!<!, 

lYbtJ, tne date or his arrest, or prior to Uctooer <!tJ, l':lbtJ 

when they were scientifically examined by the metropolitan 

police authorities in London. ln all events, for extenuating 

personal considerations and upon the advice or counsel, 

respondent entered a guilty plea and was fined (see 

Exhibit 10, conviction). A charge of obstructing the same 

Detective ::;ergeant Pilcher in the performance of his dut1.es 

was aropped by the prosecution and accordingly dismissed. 

The respondent last entered the u. ::;, on August 

13, 1971 with permission to remain until ::;eptember 24, 1971. 

His admission was authorized pursuant to a waiver under 

u-c••-n ~'2'd)'?)'"' JJ ..... .................. L...J.. \ \.J ,~~~ of tne ..tm'711g:ru.t1on and :~ationu..!.ity 

Act (See Exhibit 14) for the purposes or editing film, con-

sulting with business associates, and attending a custody 

hearing in the Virgin Islands on ::ieptember 16, 1971. The 

waiver stated that no extension of stay or change in ac-

tivities or deviation of itinerary should be authorized 

without prior approval of the District Director in w~bington, 

D.C. subsequent extensions of temporary stay were approved 

with the consent or the Central Office in Washington, of 

the Immigration and Naturzliation ::iervice, to November 30, 

1971, and thereafter to January 31, 1972. Moreover, on 

\" January 31, 1972 the Service conferred H-1 status on the 

respondent to authorize certain television appearances 

and later readjusted his status to B-2 (visitor) status 
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with permission to :rema1n untll B'ebruary 29, l'J.'I <!. 

On !"larch 1, 19'(<! the lllstrict Director in New 

York advised respondent and his wife by letter that: 

''The records of this Service indicate 
that your temporary stay ln tne u.~. 
as visitors has expired on Feourary 29, 
1~'(2. 

1t is expected that you w111 effect your 
departure from the u.~. on or before March 
15, 1~'(2. Failure to do so will result 
in the institution of' deportation proceed
ings. 

Please notify this ~ervice of the date, 
place and manner of your departure at 
least two days in advance of your leaving 
by calling Mr. orville R. Conley at 
26LI-~~~b.'' (See Exhibit Ll) 

On March 6, 1972 a further letter was addressed 

to the respondent and his wife, but on this occasion 

personally delivered by two 1mmigration ~ervice Investigators 

at the respondent's apartment, which advised: 

"Your temporary stay in the u.s. as 
visitors expired on February 29, 1~72. 

On March 1, 1972 we advised you in 
writing that you were expected to effect 
your departure from the u.s. on or be
fore March 15, 1972. 1t is now under
stood that you have no intention of 
effecting your departure by that date. 
we are therefore revoking the privilege 
of voluntary departure as provided bY 
existing regulations (Title ~. Code of 
Federal Regulations 2LI2.5tc)." (See 
Exhibit 5) 

Together with the aforesaid letter were Orders 

to Show Cause against respondent and his wife in deportation 
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proceed1.ngs, each charging violation or ::>ection 2lll{a) {2) of 

the lmmigration and Nationality Act in that :respondent was 

"authorized to :remain in the U.S. until February 29, 1Y72" 

and that he "remained in the U.S. after February 29, 1972 

without authority;" based upon the foregoing allegations, 

it was charged that he was subject to deportation under 

Section 2lll{a)(2) of the Act "in that, after admission as 

a non-immigrant under Section 10l(a)(l5) of said Act, he 

had, remained in the United States for a longer time than 

permitted." 

On the next day, March 7, 1972, respondent and 

his wife were likewise personally served through the 

appearance of several Immigration service Officers at their 

apartrner!t, ~·rith "su.persed~.ng" Orders t0 Sho~·! Caus-e 1!:. 

deportation proceedings, these alleging additional facts 

and an additional ground for alleged deportability, 

namely, Section 21ll(a)(9) of the Aet. Both sets of Orders 

to Show Cause contained a notice of hearing scheduled for 

?~arch 16, 1972 (See Exhibit 2). 

Of the eight allegations of fact, respondent 

admitted five and denied three. He likewise denied deport-

ability unaer Doth charges. ln substance, he admitted 

that he was not a citizen or a national or the u.:::;.; that 

he was a native o1' Great l:!ritian and a citizen or the 

United Kingdom and Colonies; tnat he enterea the United 

,. 
J 
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::itates at New :tork, New YorK on or about August lj, lY'Il; 

tnat at the time he was admitted as a non-immigrant visitor 

for pleasure and was authorized to remain in the United 

::itates until February i:!Y, J.Y'{<!; that on March 1, l9'{i:! he 

was granted the privilege or departing the u.::;. voluntarily 

on or bet' ore March 1!:>, lY'f2. He denied that he had abandoned 

his int·ention to aepart from the u.::;. on or be!'ore March 1!:>, 

lY'fi:!; ne denied that on r1arcn b, lY'fi:! tne privilege of 

voluntary departure to Marcn 1!:>, lY 'fi:! was revoked, except 

that he acknowledged receiving notice of' such alleged revo-

cation, denying its legal ef'!'ect; he tneref'ore denied tnat 

ne had remained in the u.:::;. a!'ter February i:!Y, J.':J'f't!. w1 tnout 

authority. He J.lkewlse denied tne legal conclusion that 

he was depo:rtah le tmcl.e:r f'>1 the!:' 0!' the e:ro•.•nC's !'cr deport a-

bility chargea ln that after admission as a nonimmigrant 

ne violated status 1n tnat he f'a1lea to comply with con-

ditions or his status or that he r·emainea for a longer 

time than permitted. 'l'he Government offered no testimony 

on the issue of deportatili ty, while respondent testU'led 

as the sole witness on that issue. 

'J.'he primary purpose of respondent's trlp to the 

United ::;tates, as noted in the approved waiver, was to 

appear 1n custody proceedings in the Virgin lslands witn 

respect to Ms. Lennon's Child by a prior marriage, Kyoko 

Cox, commenced by the Chll<l' s rather. 'l'he respondent ana 

his wu·e did appear in such proceedings on a number of 

occasions ana sQ~ceeded in securing an order granting custody 

b 
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o1' the Chl.LC! ' 'J'r:t::; or.cter was arpeaJed by Che Child Is 

rather, out ne was unsuccessfu.L anct the orcter was arnrmed 

on appea.L to the u .;:; . t:oul!'t of Appeals for the 'l'hlrct 

Circuit ~see r;xnioits 1' ana lb). 'l'he child's father tnen 

removed the Chila to 'l'exas, wnere none of the parties had 

previously residea, and commenced a proceeding there 1n 

the Domestic Relations court or Harris county. Respondent 

ana his w11'e were oo l1ged to appe.ar there as we11 and 

likewise succeeded in securing an order of custody wnicn 

decree a 

"that Def'enaant, YOJ\.0 UNO Lt:NNON 
1s hereby G.KAN'l't:D temporary cus toay, 
solely and exclusively, of the m1nor 
Child KYOKO cox and that such custody 
may be exercised at any place within 
tne territorial limits or the United 
;:;tates of Amerlca ... the sa1a ~.La1nt1ff 
AN'l'ijONY D. COX lS nereby ORJ.Jt:liliD 
for~witn to de11ver said chlla, KYOKO 
EUX to Defendant, XOKO UNO L~NNON, or 
any representative authorized by her." 
lSee r.:xnibit l'() 

'l'he child's rather, nevertheless, absconded 
~t)IOI.V.>l*' 

from Texas with the child. He was e · pe:Xrls held in 

contempt ot' court and ordered imprisoned for a period 

of five days ror violating the court order, but respondent 

and his wife nave not yet been able to secure physical 

custody of tne child, despite their continued efforts. 

1 These legal proceedings, and tne search for the child 

wbich continued thereafter, followed a similar search 1n 

several European countries, over a period of almost two 

years (See Transcript, pp. 92 et seq., and pp.b3 et ~.) 

A final order granting permanent custody of the child to 

~1s • Lennon was only recently entered by the Court in 'l'exas 

'( 
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and is attached hereto as Eri~f Exhjhit A. 

After the issuance of the Order to Show Cause in 

deportation proceedings, respondent filed motions dated 

~larch 15, 1972 and Harch 211, 1972 to cancel deportation 

proceedings with the District Director. tSee Official 

Record.) These motions requested the cancellation of the 

Order to Show Cause, or in the alternative, the termination 

of proceedings thereunder, under the authority oi' l.l C.I<'.R. 

· 242.7. The motions were predicated upon the claim that 

respondent's wife, then a respondent in the deportation 

proceedings, was fully qualified for residence, had filed 

an approvaole third preference petition as an outstanding 

artist, and should have been permitted, under applicable 

regulations and operations instructions, to apply for adjust

ment of status to permanent residence in normal course 

without the institution of deportation proceedings; that 

the proceedings were in all events premature in that the 

respondent was awaiting the outcome of legal actions in 

England wnich might result in the expungement of' his con

viction there; that respondent and nis wife were the parents, 

as defined in section lOl(b)tl) of the Act, of a child who 

was a citizen of the U.S. whose legal custody was pending 

in judicial proceedings in two jurisdictions and the de

portation charges threatened to remove him from the juris

diction of the court or frustrate the order of the court; 

that in view of the unique internationally-acclaimed talents 

of the respondents, their presence in the United States 

having been adjudicated as substantially beneficial to 
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the cultural and economic interests of the nation, 

deportation proceedings were not in the public interest; 

that the proceedings constituted a grave hardship and 

tended to disrupt and separate a family and to prevent the 

continued search for the child of the respondent in 

derogtation of court orders granting custody of the infant 

child and further asserting tlJat the commencement of these 

proceedings was discriminatory and violative of established 

practicies and policies of the Immigration and Naturzliation 

Service not to commence proceedings to deport in these cir

cumstances. Respondent and his wife requested merely that 

they be given the additional time necessary within which 

to complete the termporary purpose for which they had been 

aditlil.ted, as stated in the waiver approval noted above. 

The requests made in the aforesaid motions were denied by 

the District Director on April 24, 1972 by letter, a copy 

of which is in the record. 

On March 3, 1972 the respondent and his wife 

submitted separate applications for third preference priority 

under Section 203(a)(3) of the Act as outstanding artists. 

When, on or about April 15, 1972, respondent's counsel 

appeared at the Immigration Service office to inspect his 

client's administrative file, he noted that the applications 

did not appear to have been considered at all, and, after 

satisfying himself that tne petition was not likely to be 

acted upon, commenced a proceeding for a mandatory injunction 
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in the .tt'eaeral LliStT.'lct t.:ourt ror tne ;::;outnern Llistrict or 

New York (Civil Action 1~ c l1nq), He secured an oraer 

(see ~xhibit jJ granting a temporary restraining oraer 

penaing a nearing for a preliminary injunction in the 

matter. 'l'he LJistrlct Ll1rector promptly adjudicatea the 

petitions ana granted the third prererence priority in

dividually to both the respondent and his wire witnin one 

hour of the tlme ne was notl!'led by the u.::;. Attorney of 

the entry of the restraining order. 

At the continued hearing or the deportation pro-

ceedings, the respondent orrerea a numoer of witnesses 

whose testimony relatea to the Oiscretionary aspects or 

his requests for permanent residence an<l/or voluntary 

1ester lirlnspoon, whose quauncations (see l::XhlOlt l<!) 

as an outstanaing American medical authority on marijuana 

and narcotic drugs were conceded by the Government and 

whose expert testimony l'l'ranscript, p. j' et seg_.) was 

to the e!'!'ect that "cannabis resin" was neither a 

"narcotic drug" nor "marijuana." He aescrioed it as 

being hashish, which, unliKe marijuana, was not a proauct 

to oe found anywhere in the United ::;tates. 'l'he government 

offered no contrary eviaence or testimony." 

* ln cases or criminal proceedings citea oy the Immigration 
Juage, the u.::;. Attorney, !ike11ise representing the u .::; . 
Llepartment of Justice, haa taken the same position as Llr. 
tirinspJoon ana in ract naa ot'!'erea its own government expert 
witness, whose qualll'lcations were !ikew1se acknoollledgea, to 
the same effect, namely, that marijuana ana nashish ~1ere 
not the same substance. 

!U 
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Hesponaent moved to ~crrnlnate the proceea1n~3 

both before ana after the uovernmcnt's case was presented, 

as well as at the close or respondent's case. 'l'he motions 

were aeniea, as part or the full dec1s1on renaered on l~arcn 

2:;, l';l'(j. 

un May 1, 1';1'(2 the responaent filed a request 

unaer the J:r'reedom or lnformatlon Act with .the Vlstrlct 

Director, and rece1ved a perfunctory rely (::lee l:lrlef 

l!:xhioit !3, attached hereto) datea June 14, 1';1'(2 wh1cn failed 

to comply witn tne request or to furnish the information 

requested. 'l'he respondent renewed nis request before tbe 

lmmigratlon Judge on June 27, 1972 in tne form of a motion 

to depose the District Director (::iee l:lrief Exhibit t:, 

attached ne:reto) or any o-cner officer 1~i th know ledge, with 

respect to the subject matter in order to assist the 

defense in proving that the charges were discriminatory 

and in violation of standard agency practice. This motion 

was likewise denied by the lmmigration Judge by letter 

dated June 2~, 1972 which noted that the reasons for 

aenial would be given as part of his full decision. The 

request was made of the Central Office on April 1:;, 1973 

and the :replyJnotably incompleteJwas dated July 16, 197:;. 

'l'o date the essential questions of how the Service treats 

similar cases has not been supplied, particularly as to 

whether similar cases are declared "non-priority" ana not 

processed for deportation or where departure is deferred 

in definitely . 

ln view of the fact that there were complicated 

and novel issues of law, some arising under British law, 

11 
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respondent 1s counsel requested time to file a brief. He 

\vas granted unti 1 July l, 1Y'f2, a period of about five weeks 

to do so, and at the same time the Immigration Judge 

ruled \'l'rans crlpt, p. 113) that the Government should have 

two weeks thereafter within which to reply, although the 

Government's trial attorney stated that he would limit 

himself to "one or two days," ln fact, tha Government's 

brief was not filed until November 13, 1972, a: period of 

four and one half months after the filing of respondent's 

brief. The lmmigration Judge thereafter granted the 

respondent a period of two weeks within which to reply to 

the Government's brief, and furnished counsel with the 

Government's brief together with the extensive transcript 

requested additional time to file his reply brief, but 

the request was summarily rejected. The Immigration Judge 

stated no reason for having supplied the transcript to the 

Government's trial attorney for the purposes of preparing 

his brief months in advance or for the apparent extension 

of time for the Government to file its brief, nor has there 

been any justification offered in the decision for refusing 

additional time to respondent's counsel to file his briefs 

and the failure to furnish him with a copy of the transcript 

when it was made available to counsel for the Government. 

The decision of the Immigration Judge was rendered 

on March 23, 1973, at which time the District Director 

called a press conference to observe the occasion. A timely 

notice of appeal was filed by respondent. 
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STATUTE::> REIIEHHED •ro 

Dangerous Drugs Act 19b5 (Rritlsh) 

Sec. 1. "The drug!> to ~~hich this Part of 
this Act applies are ra1~ opium, coca 
leaves, poppystraw, cannabis, cannbis 
resin and all preparations of which 
cannabis resin forms the ·base." 

Sec. 5. "If a person--
( a) being the occupier or any premises, 
permits those premises to be used for 
the purpose of smoking cannabis or 
cannabis resin or of dealing in cannabis 
resin (whether by sale or otherwise); or 
(b) is concerned in the management of 
any premises used for any such purpose as 
aforesaid; 

he shall be guilty of an offence 
against this Act." 

Sec. 2!1. " ( 1) In this Act the following 
expressions have the meanings hereby 
assigned to them respeetively, that is 
to say:--

"cannabis" (except where used in 
the expression 'cannabis resin') means 
the flowering or fruiting tops of any 
plant of the genus cannabis from which 
the resin has not been extracted, by 
whatever name they may be designated; 

"cannabis resin" means the separ
ated resin, whether crude or purified, 
obtained from anyplant of the genus 
cannabis; .•• " 

The Dangerous Drugs (No. 2) Regulations 19bll (British) 

Sec. 3 ''A person shall not be in possession 
of a drug unless he is generally so author
ized or, under this Regulation, so licensed 
or authorised as a member·of a group, nor 
other\~ise than in accordance with the pro
visions of these Hegulations ana, in the 
case or a person licensed or authorizea 
as a member o1' a group, ~lith the terms and 
conditions of his licence or group authority." 

13 

2381 



Sec. 9. ''tl) A person snall not be ln pos
session of a arug or preparation unless 
he is generally authorised or, under t!JiS 
Rgulation, so licensed witll the provisions 
of these Regulations ana, in tne case of a 
person licensea or authorised as a member 
of a group, with the term:.; and condHions 
of his licence or group authority." 

l:iec. ;w. "J:<'or the purposes of these Hegulat1ons 
a person shall be deemed to be in possession 
of a drug if it is in nis actual custody 
or is held by some other person subject to 
his control or for him ana on his bchal!'." 

lrnrnigration ana Nationality Act 

::iec. <!l<!( a) l!:xcept as other1nse provided in 
this Act, the following calsses or aliens 
shall be ineligible to receive visas ana 
shall be excluded from admission into the 
Uni tea states: 

... 
t9) Aliens who have been conv1ctea or a 
crime involving moral turpituae ••• ,or aliens 
Who admit h~ving committed such a crime; ••• 
Any alien who would oe excludable because 
or the conviction or a misctemanor clas::llnaole 
as a petty offense unaer the provisions or 
~:~ection lt3J of title 10, united States 
t;oae, oy reason of the punisnment actuallY 
imposed, or wno would be excJ.udable as one 
who admits the commiss1.on or an arrense 
that is class11'iable as a misdemeanor under 
the provisions or section ll<!J or title 1a, 
united ::itates u.octe, by reason of tne punish
ment whicn might nave been imposed upon 
him, may be granted a visa ana admitted to 
the United ::itates if otherwise aamqssibl.e: 
Provided, '!'hat the alien has COillJTii tted only 
one such orf'ense, or admits the cornrn1ssion 
of acts ~nich constitute the essential 
elements of only one such offense." 

••• 

l2.:!J Any alien ~1ho has been conv1cted or a 
violation of', or a conspiracy to violate, 
any law or regulation relating to the 
illicit possession of' or traffic 1n narcotic 
drugs or marlhuana, or who has been convicted 
of a violation or, or a conspiracy to violate, 
any 1a.1~ or regulation governing or controllinR: 
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t11e taxing:, manufacture, production, com
pounding, transportation, sale, exchanp:e, 
dispensine;, giving away, importation, ex
portation, or tne possession for the pur
pose of manufacture, production, compound
ing, transportation, sale, excannge, dis
pensing, gi"ing away, importation, or 
exportation of opium, coca leaves, heroin, 
mar!=nuana, or any salt derivative or pre
paration of opium or coca leaves, or isoni
pecaine or any addiction-forming or 
addiction-sustaining opiate; or any alien 
who the consular officer or immigration 
officers know or nave reason to believe 1s 
or has been an illicit trafficker in any 
of tne afoJ•ementioned drugs;" 

Sec. 2qltaJ Any alien in the United ~tates 
(including an alien crewman! sna11, upon 
the order of tl1e Attorney General, be 
deported who--

l2J entered the United States without 
inspection or at any time or place other 
than as designated by the Attorney General 
or is in the United States in violation of 
this Act or in violation of any other law 
of the United States; 

(11) is, or hereafter at any time after 
entry has been, a narcotic drug addict, or 
v;ho at any time has been convicted of a 
violation of, or a conspiracy to violate, 
any law or regulation relating to the 
illicit possession of or traffic in nar
cotic drugs or marihuana, or who has been 
convicted of a violation of, or a conspiracy 
to violate, any law or regulation governing 
or controlling the taxing, manufacture, pro
duction, compounding, transportation, sale, 
exchange, dispensing, giving away, impor
tation, exportation, or the possession for 
the purpose of the manufacture, production, 
compounding, transportation or exporation 
of opium, coca leaves, heroln, marihuana, 
any salt derivative or preparation of opium 
or coca leaves or inson1peca1ne or any 
addiction-forming or addiction-sustaining 
opiate;" 
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I. Whether the 0erv1ce violated its own in
variable agency practice rer:arding com
mencement of proceedings in cases with 
compelling humanitarian aspects and those 
involving approved third preference petitions 
and 1f it did, whether such violation amounted 
to a violation of respondent's right to due 
process 'l 

II. Whether the Government sustained its burden 
of proof by clear, unequivocal and convincing 
evidence that the facts as alJ.eged in the 
Order to Show Cause were true? 

111. ~lhether res pendent 1 s con vi ct1on under the 
British statute is included in Section 212 
ta)t23) of the Act as a bar to his applica
tion for permanent residence? 

IV. whether section 212ta)t23) is unconstitutional 
insofar as it relates to ''illicit possession 
uf: maP:l.l1u.ana'Z" 

lb 
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POINT I: 'l'HE SERVICE VIOLA'l'J::D ITS OI~N INVARIABLE AGENCY 
PRACTICE HEGARDING COHMENCEHEN'r OF PROCEEDINGS 
IN CASES WH'H COHPELLING HU11ANI'J'AR1AN ASPECTS 
AND THOSE INVOLV:;:NG APPROVED TlliHD PHEFERENCE 
l:'E'l'ITIONS; THE Ill!HGHA'l'ION JUDGE ERRED IN 
DENYING HESPONDEN'l' 'l'HE OPPOR'l'UNI'l'Y TO DEPOSJ:: A 
SERVICE OFFICER v:I'm KNO\'/LEDGE OF WHA'l' 'l'HE 
INVARIABLE PRACTICE CONSISTED OF; SUCH ACTION 
l::lY THE GOVERNf>l.ENT AMOUNTED '1'0 A DENIAL OF DUE 
PROCESS, 

Over the years, the Immigration Service has 

developed a respected and honored practice, founded upon 

humanitarian considerations, not to institute deportation 

proceedings in every case where an alien appears to be 

technically "deportable." It is a well known fact that 

the Service does not institute proceedings in cases in-

volving the very young, the elderly, the infirm, agdnst 

persons who would be discriminated against or persecuted 

in other countries, against the parents of children whose 

cases present compelling humanitarian aspects, those 

involving the beneficiaries of third preference petitions, 

etc., unless there are special circumstances requiring 

the institution of deportation proceedings. The Immigration 

Service has maintained a measure of community respect for 

its humane administration of the immigration laws by con

sistently applying humanitarian considerations to the 

administration of' the law. 

The District Director tand after commencement or 

deportation proceedings, the Immigration Judge) has the 

power, in his discretion and on the basis of' appealing 

humanitarian factors, to ca.ncel anct termlnate deportation 
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proceedings. 'l'he determination whether to wi thl1old or 

terminate deportation proceedings is clearly discretionary. 

l:l C,J.<',l"t, cll2,'(; ~1i..!_lan~ll~rc1a v. lN::s, .:l'l'.:S F.2ci tJ2? t:Jth 

Cir. 196?), vacated ana remanded, jl:l<:! U.::;. b';l. 

ln the present case, respondent's wife's child, 

Kyoko, an fuoerican citizen, is oeing held incommunicado 

oy her natural father in contempt or two court orders. 

'.L'he .immigration service's action has supported hls con-

temptuous behavior. l"tespondent's wi!'e has been awarded 

custody o1' .•Kyoko with the strict proviso that tney raise 

her within the territorial limits o!' the un1ted states 

t:::iee ~xhibit l'{). A u.::;. <.;ircuit <.;ourt of Appeals has 

a!'!'irmed the custody order tl!:xhiDit l?-A).L:See also the 

final order or custody recently entered by the 'l'exas 

Court, attached hereto as J:lrief ~xhiDi t A. J 'l'he Govern-

ment, however, seeks to remove the respondent on tne 

ground that he has overstayed his time in this country, 

not based on some oojective !'allure on respondent's 

partiiJ out oy i'irst "revoking" hls permission to stay, 

apparently for no statea or unstated reason, ana by tnen 

··declaring him to be an illegal overstay. 'l'he posture 

taken oy the ::>ervice, that it has no alternative but to 

'• enforce the law, is ironic in that the ei'fect or these 
,:)' 
I 

proceeaings has been to hamper the implementation of 

court orders. 
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Hespondent contends tnat it is the ::>ervice's 

invariable policy not to commence deportation proceedings 

in a case such as the present one, but rather to decline 

to commence deportation proceedings, to grant such aliens 

extensions or temporary stay as visitors or extended 

periods of voluntary departure, to accommodate the 

humanitarian aspects or tneir cases, This is, after all, 

a case in which it appeared throughout the proceedings, 

that an American child •s custody ana welfare l~ere involved. 

'l'he Child, Kyoko, is respondent's child as den.ned in 

~ection lOlta) of the lmm1grat1on Act, and the child is 

a citizen or the United ::>tates ana presumablY continues 

to reside here. Responaent has, together with hls wire, 

spent several year~ pu!•su:ing l.iie child ami fil~<:d.ly :suc

.ceedea in efforts to obtain legal custody in both juri

sdictions where custody proceedings were commenced by the 

child's natural father. The custoay order (~xhibit 17) 

speci1'1ca1ly requires that the child be raised in the 

United ~tates, and the Lennons' desperate search for the 

child is a matter of public and off'icial record. 

ln shameless disregard of the Lennons' pleas 

for additional time to continue their efforts to find the 

child ana to execute tne custody order of the court, 

contrary to the Service's respected and honored practice 

to make every effort not to separate families, the Dis

trict Director commenced proceedings which have resulted 

in extreme hardsh1.p to the respondent and his wife. The 

lY 
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effect of the or(ier t:rnnting residence to the wire and 

denying t11e s arne remedy to the \-us band is to require the 

wife to choose between her husband and her child; she can 

either remain in the United ~tates and continue to search 

for her child or she can leave with her husband who has 

been ordered to leave the United ~tates upon penalty of 

deportation. 

In addition, the respondent and his wife were 

granted third preference priority, as noted aoove, in 

separate petitions filed by each with the Service. 

Respondent was entitled, as the beneficiary of a third 

preference petition, to tne effect of whatever invariable 

practice existed with respec~to such beneficiaries; 1n 

the 

his wife's third preference petition and to her present 

status as a permanent resident, to the applications of 

any administrative practice which would normally be 

applied to the spouses of such persons. lt is submitted 

that a practice existed, except in the case ot' exchange 

visitors, to permit aliens who are the beneficiaries of 

approved third preference ptitions to remain in the 

Unitectej 0tates until their applications for permanent 

residence could be filed administratively and adjudicated, 
') i 

o regardless of the likelihood of success of such residence 
\ 

applications. This practice was not followed in this 

case, WI it r r even the approval of the petitions was not 

forthcoming with judicial intervention. 
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Upon in.formatiC\1 and belief, considering all these 

factors, the institution of deportatic-n proceedings in this 

case departs radically from established invariable ~ervice 

practice and constitutes, accordingly, an abuse of dis-

cretion and a denial of due process, Considering the . wv 
respondent's known anti=Vietnamnviews, it is submitted 

that these proceedings were discriminatorily commenced 

and prejudicially prosecuted. 

In an effort to demonestrate that the institution 

of these proceedings was discriminatory and violative of 

established practice, respondent requested, through counsel, 

certain information pursuant to Section 552 of the Admini-

strative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C.A. §5?2 (commonly known 

by letter dated May 1, 1972 to the District Director, a 

copy of which is in the official record. The letter re

quested information relating to cases of other aliens, 

similarly situated, who are deportable under the immigration 

laws and against whom no deportation proceedings have been 

commenced. The Government has failed to properly supply 

the information requested. As a result, respondent has 

been and continues to this date to be unable to brief and 

argue this important issue, since decisions by the Service 

;_ 1 l not to commence deportation proceedings aginst persons in 

respondent's situation are unpublished, and known to the 

Service alone. 

In a further attempt to secure the information 

needed to brief and argue this point, the respondent filed 

a motion with the Immigration Judge on June 27, 1972 to 

2 J. 
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take testimony of lcnoNledF;eab i.e r;ovPrnment witnesses with 

respect to the same information. The motion was dnnied as 

part of the full decis1on or the Immigration Juage for the 

unacceptable reason that it dld not request information on 

cases substantially identical w1tn the present case. !t 

is submitted that this ruling was erroneous ana a denial 

o1' respondent's due process right to prepare a proper 

def'ense. Gt'. ~latter of' Athanasopou!os, !nterim Decision 

t/Gl!::l tl.lecictect by the l:loard JJecember ::lU, lY'{l!. 'l'he 

Immigration Juage cou!dpave limited the questioning to 

issues which he ruled to be pertinent to the issues in tne 

instant case. 

What has occurred here is a plaint!y improper 

series of events and a situation which shou!a be remedied 

by the Board o1' !mmi.gration Appeals: the respondent was 

in a perfectly !ega! status on March b, l';l'{<! with permission 

to remain to March 1?, l!:}'(G, when the !Jistrict JJirector, 

in his apparent haste to remove the respondent !'or un

disclosed reasons, took action against him. ln one re!! 

swoop, he attempted to revoke the status already granted 

to Lennon retroactiveJ.y, ana then declared that by virtue 

or such purportedly retroactive "revocation" Lennon had 

been 1n the United States i!J.ega!!y s1nce the expiration of 

his last extension or temporary stay, !''eoruary <!\1, l';l'(<!. 

'l'his unusuaJ. action was taken in a case fraught with 

human1atr1an concern, where it was obvious that extreme 
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nardship woulct immeadia.teJy result rrom the government 

action.taken. lt was, likewise, in view or tne existing 

and invariable practice to not commence proceedings to 

deport in such cases, a patent abuse or dlscretlon. When 

respondent petitioned the District Director to reconslder 

and to terminate the proceeding (under the regulations 

authorizing such termination \'/here proceedings are "improv-

idently" begun) tne District Director rerused to reconsider. 

when the motion was renewed bet'ore the immigration Judge, 

he declined to take any action, Claiming under the decision 

in Matter or lieron111imo, in!'ra, that he was powerless to 

do so. When responaent requested information !'rom the 

government, Which is not elsevmere avai..l.ab !e, to help prove 

that the Di~t~ict u1~cctcr abu;;cd hi:: M .. ~ ..,.....,....,.~ ~ ,........ ~ ...,. .,. ... ,... .. ..... _ ............... ........ ..., ... _._ .............. . 

lating tne unevaried agency practice, his request was not 

complied with; wnen the request was renewed before tne 

immigration Judge in the form or a motion to take the testi-. 

mony of any immigration officer with knwwledge, the motion 

was ret'used as being too broad, but the 1mm1grat1on Judge 

never permitted even limited examination of the government. 

What resulted ~1as a claar violation of respondent 1 s rights 

by the District Director, witn the Immigration Judge sitting 

by and claiming that it is not his function to revlew the 

action of the District Di~ector, notwithstanding tne 

provisions of tl C.l:<'.R. 2ll2.7, and 21.12.!! which accord the 

Immigration Juage full power to make all necessary orders 

in a case before him. 

The Board of Immigration Appeals should not 
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permit this condition to Gontinue and should order that 

the proceedinr;s be reopened for the purpose of taking the 

testimony of a government official 1·1ith knoNledge on the 

matters stated in :respondent's request. Failure to do so 

permits the intolerable situation to continue by Nhich a 

District Director may violate established agency practice 

with total impunity. 

The law is quite clear that an "invariable 

practice" of an administrative agef!cy must be given 

great weight, unless unreaconably or flatly contrary 

to the statute. United States ex rel. Knauff v. l~cGrath, 

Hll F.2d tl39 (:2nd t:ir. 1950). In addition, the rule 

requiring the government to disclose to the accused infor

mation in its possession which would be hll~pf'ul to the 

defense shouldlikewise apply to afford the respondent an 

opportunity to properly defend himself on this issue. 

See, for example, the Jencks Act, Hl u.s.c;. 3?0ll. 'l'he 

effect of the Immigration Judge's refusal to issue a subpoena 

effectively denied respondent the ability to prepare an 

available defense and consequently ~1as a denial o1' due 

process. 

It is urged that the Government has not only 

abused its discretion, but has done so on so many different 

occasions that it has effecitvely denied the respondent his 

constitutional right to a f'air hearing under the due process 

clause, a right recognizable in deportation proceedings, 

and a ground for reversal before the Board of' lmmigration 
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Appeals. 'l'he following acts it is submitted constitute in 

the aggrer;ate a gross denial of' due process requiring a 

reversal: 

1. 'l'he refusal by the District Director to 
grant any further extension of temporary 
stay under the circumstances of this case 
and 

ta) the existence of extreme extenuating 
circumstances requiring an extension 
of time to further pursue the leg!
tvr.ate and authorized purpose of 
securing custody of the child; 

(b) the failure of the District Director 
to comply with the terms of the 
respondent's admission, i.e. to con
sult with the District Director in 
washington, being a necessary condi
tion of the waiver under which the 
respondent was admitted for all fur
ther extensions of time; 

(c) the prejudgment by the District Dir-
ector that no further extensions would 
be granted regardless of ho~,: extenua
ting the circumstances mlgnt become, 
in advising respondent's counsel that 

25 

no extensions would be granted beyond 
February 29, 19B under any circumstances; 

2. ~~e comme6dement of deportation proceedings 
by the District Cirector in a case fraught 
with humanitarian concern and other factors 
as stated above without affording tne re
spondent a reasonable time within which to 
depart voluntarily prior to their institu
tion. 

3. The refusal by the Immigration Judge to 
terminate deportation proceedings in order to 

permit the adjustment of status applications 
of the respondent and his wife to be filed 
under Section 2q5 as authorized by the invar
iable existing practice and as stated in the 
Operations Instructions, there being full 
authority for the Immigration Judge to so act 
by regulation; 

(a) The Immigration Judge's refusal to 
terminate permitted the District Dir
ector to prejudge the applications as 
being unapprovable, and prevented the 
respondent from having the two chances 
to have hls appl1cat1on adjudicated 
nor~ly accorded to applications for 
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adjustment or stat us. 'l'his particu
larly violated respondent's rights, 
as his wire's application ~1as clearly 
approvable (de•monstrated by its sub
sequent approval by t11e Immigration 
Judge). lt likewise prevented re
spondent from having "another chance 
at the bat" which wouJct likelwise 
have been a meaningful opportunity, 
as illustrated by Natter or llray, infra. 

ll. '!'he re1'usal o1' the U1strict Director to 
adjudicate the respondents• third preference 
petition: 

tal the granting or a restraining order by 
a J:<'ederal LJis trict (;ourt ana the 
subsequent approval ot' the application 
withln an hour ot· the District Director's 
receipt or notice of the entry or sucll 
order demonstrate that a court Will 
intervene on the basis tnat tne District 
Director nas rerusea or neglected to 
perform a mandatory act required by 
statute. 

~. '!'he rerusa.L oy the Uistrict Director ana 
Gentral U!Tice or the lmmigration ~ervice to 
furnish full informatlon un.::er tt:e l:''r'!edom 
of ln1'ormation Act as to the action taken in 
similar cases oy tha.lmmigration t>ervice, 
particularly whether similar cases nave been 
aeclared "non-prioritY" ana proceedings 
deferred or terminated. 

o. '!'he rerusal by tne lrnmigration Judge to depose 
a government o~cial With Knowledge as to the 
same information, permitting the District 
J..lirector's rerusal to go unchecKed and pre
venting respondent rrom properly preparing an 
av11lab1e defense to these proceedings, Le., 
that the proceealngs were ct1scr1minatorily 
instituted, a condition wnich cont1nues to 
prevent respondent rrom arguing and brienng 
an important issue in this appeal; 

l aJ the lmmigration J uage' s rerusal was 
based upon nis reeling that the demand 
was too broad, but he was within his 
authority to permit the deposing o1' 
a government witness on more limited 
issues, those which he thougnt to be 
relevant to the proceedings, and failed 
to do so. 

1. The revocation oy the District Director of 
the short perioa o!' time within which to 



depart voluntarily and his charge that re
spondent was here illegally at a time when 
the District Director had clearly given him 
authority to remain. 

15. The refusal by the District Director to 
terminate the deportation proceedings, which 
were designated even by the Immigration Judge 
as i\pre cipi to us." 

Although the service's failure to follow one of 

its own rules or regulations might indeed be properly 

considered by the Immigration Judge to be "harm:l,ess error" 

under proper circumstances, the extensive series of vio-

lations of' r~spondent's right to a fair hearing listed 

above are such an aggregate gross abuse of discretion 

that they deny the respondent due process. It is well-

established that an agency's failure to comply with its 

rules ana regulations may constitute a denial of due 

process. United States ex rel. Rudick v. Laird, q12 F.2d 

lb l2nd Cir. 1969), Hammond v. Lenfest, 39e F.2d 705 (2nd 

Cir. 19oe). Furthermore, it is settled that a Federal 

District Court would have jurisdiction to grant relief in 

the nature of mandamus if official conduct has "gone so 

far beyond any rational exercise of discretion •.•• " and 

to compel the administrative agency, even the United 

States Army, to follow its own regulations. United States 

ex rel. Schonbrun v. Commanding Officier, 403 F.2d 371 

(2nd Cir. 196e); Feliciano v. Laira, 426 F.2d 424 (2nd 

Cir. 1970); Massignani v. Immigration and Naturalization 

'd '{ 

Service, 313 F. Supp. 251, aff'd 4315 F.2d 1276 l7th Cir. 1971). 
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.lndeed, the FedeA.lll District t:ourt for the t>outhe:rn District 

of New York has done so in the instant proceeding, requiring 

the District Director to perform a g~andf\~~Y act within 

the t>ervice's rules and regulations, namely, his duty to 

adjudicate the respondent's third preference petition. 

Lennon and ano. v. Mar.ks, '('d Civ. 17tJ4 (U.S.D.C., S.D.N.Y.) 

(See Exhibit 3). It was clearly a denial of due process 

for the Immigration Judge to refuse to terminate the pro-

ceedings in order to permit the respondent to apply for 

adjustment of status before the District Director. As noted 

by the Immigration Judge himself (Opinion, p.4) the nature 

of his jurisdiction is "thus not only an original juris-

diction but also in the nature of an Appellate jurisdiction 

where a previous application has been denied by the Dis

trict Director." The normal situation is that an applicant 

who appears qualified is permitted two opportunities to 

apply for adjustment of status, one before the District 

Director and the other before the Immigration Judge. Mr. 

Lennon was robbed of his opportunity and it is no answer 

to speculate what the District Director might have done, 

or to permit the District Director to neglect to exercise 

his discretion with respect to such an application completely. 

This is more than an abuse of discretion on the part of 

the District Director, as he never allowed himself to con-

sider an application and thus exercise his discretion; he 

simply took action to commence a deportation proceeding, 

thus precluding himself from considering an application for 

adjustment of status. The Immigration Judge incorrectly 

considers that his termination of proceedings would have 
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been an "empty gesture" in that the District Direct;or's 

action on the application was predictable. This constituted 

prejudication on the part of the Immigration Judge of 

what the District Director might have concluded. Clearly, 

with respect to respondent's wife's case, the District 

Director was likely to have approved the application him-

self. Likewise with respect to respondent's case, as 

demonstrated in the decision in the Boston District in 

Matter of Gray, infra, the District Director might have 

reached a favorable conclusion. The Immigration Judge 

concludes that the only purpose of such a termination of 

proceedings would be to afford the respondent a certain 

amount of procedural delay, while the issue is not at 

all a procectural one·, but a zubstant1vc one. lf" responct~nts 

are normally accorded t;wo opportunities to make a certain 

application, it was a denial or due process to have granted 

Lennon only one. '£his is what is indeed intended by the 

Operations Instructions, which prescribe the normal prac-

t1ce of' the Immigration :::>ervice: 

" ••• an otherwise eligible alien who has 
not heretotbre t'1led a ~211? appl1cat).on 
shall normallY be afforded an oppo~nity 
to rile such an application prior to tne 
institution or deportation proceedings." 
Up. lnst. ~211?.1 ~April ti, 19'{0). 

Moreover, the District Director has asserted 

that the decision respecting the denial or extensions or 

temporary stay and the institution or deporation proceedings 

was taken solely by him and without the instruction or ad-
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v:i.ce or anyone in washington lsee 'l'ranscript or District 

Director's news conference, March ~3, lY'l3). This amounts 

to an admission that his decisions were taken Nithout 

reference to the legal conditions prescribed by the waiver 

\'lhich was the bas iS 1'or Lennon's original admission to 

tne United :>tates l!.';Xhibit l'I-A), 'l'nat waiver requirect 

that t11e District Director in Washington, D.t:., was to 

be consultea with respect to all extensions of temporary 

stay. The !'allure or tne District JJirector to 1'ollow 

this procedure liKewlse amounts to a aenial or due process 

to respondent as presumably tne JJistrict Director 1n 

Washington might nave recommended !'urther extensions in 

tne circumstances. 

'J,'he lmmierat1cn Judge has c1t~d, n:: the basin 

for his refusal to terminate proceectings or otnerwise 

remedy the denials o1' ctue process Which nact been ef'f'ected 

by tne action or the District t:irector, the cases or 

Lumarque and Geronimo, ~~· lt is suggested that both 

cases are distinguishable on the relevant principle of 

law. 

Lumarque v. united States Immigration an~ 

Natrualization Service, No. '(1-ltltlb (7th t:ir. 19'(~, argued 

May 2,, 1972, decided June 1~. !972, not as yet reported), 

does not d11't'er with respondent's pos 1 ti on herein. In 

Lumarque the court or Appeals had before it a case in which 

the petitioners nact been granted a petition for a third 

jll 
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preference visa, and pend1n£i actuaJ. :t~su~nce of said visa, 

were permitted to depart voluntarily, leaving the time 

for such departure indefinite. At some time, after one 

year had passed, the ::>ervice revoked their permission to 

remain in the United States; petitioners, failing to 

leave on the date assigned by the ::;ervice, were then made 

31 

the subjects of deportation proceedings pursuant to ~2lJl(a)(2). 

on appeal, petitioners contended that Operations 

instruction ~~2.lO(a) provided that voluntary departure 

may and normally snall be granted to persons in their 

position. The Court stated that 

"The operating instruction clearly 
contemplates a discretionary use of 
the voluntary departurdprocedure. 
A grace normally afforded does not 
become an enforceable right merely 
because it is described as a normal 
practice in an internal operating 
instruction." 

Although it may be true that in a similar situation, the 

."normally afforded opp<rlfltmity" granted to aliens in 

respondent's position is not a matter of right {the 

opportunity to file a ~2~5 application with the District 

Director), it certainly is a matter of practice. Moreover, 

as in the action commenced in l!'eaeral District Court by 

Respondent (See Lennon v. Marks, supra) respondent is not 

contending that the District Director in exercising his 

discretion was compelled to decide the discretiona~issue 

in favor of respondent. Respondent's position is clear: 

he should have been afforded only the normal opporunity 
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to have the District Director exercise his discretion and 

adjudicate his application. 

Respondent is not attempting to convince this 

Board that the discretion of the District Director should 

have been exercised in any particular direction, as in 

Lumarque, where it was exercised against the aliens, but 

that it should have been exercised! 1t is no answer to 
once 

the fact that the District Director never 1 11• exercised 

his discretion with respect to a ~~q' application of 

John Lennon to say that respondent would have had no 

control over such discretion. Clearly, Lumarque encom

passes a distinguishable set of facts: In Lumarque, the 

discretion was ex•ercised, and the respondent therein 

p~~ct1ca 

the Operations Instruction, such discretion should have 

been exercised in favor of the alien. ln the case at 

ear, however, the District Director never exercised any 

discretion at au. 

Neither does respondent quarrel with the 

proposition set forth by the Board in Matter of Geronimo, 

Interim Decision #2077 (decided March'' 1971), andln 

which the Board states as follows: 
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"The assertion that the District Director 
abused his discret:lon in refusing to permit 
the respondent to remain in the United 
States after approval of her visa petition 
presents no defense cognizable in these 
deportation proceedings." 

Geronomo is a decision of the Board which cites 

no autho~ity and should not be broadened, Our position 

1a nevertheless, that it is inapposite. In Geronomo, the 

District Director, contrary to his usual policy, cteclinect 

to permit the respondent to remain in the United otates 

until a quota number became available, ana instead in-

stituted deportation proceedings against her. '!'aken by 

itself, that is not an untenable ruling. However, 

respondent here!~ cent en as that the cu:~n.!lati vc dcniale o:-

abstentions oy the government amount to a denial of ctue 

process, something far greater than the mere abuse of his 

discretion complained of in Geronomo. 

ln the case at bar, we finct that the record sup-

ports the proposition that the District Director actect 

in an unusual ana discriminatory manner. ln unprecedented 

fashion, he refused actaitional time to accomplish neectect 

temporary purposes; he served a succession of orders to 

show cause, attempting to retro-actively cancel time 

already granted; he failed ana refused to aajucticate 

Hespondent's third-preference petition within the normal 

sixty-day period, and in· ract,heve~ looked at saict applica

tion until the commencement of manaamus proceedings in 

the District Vourt by Hesponctent at which time he founa 
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lt possible to rule on the petition within one nour! 'l'he 

District Virector aga:l.n.!'ailed to arrord Respondent the 

normal opportunity of presenting a ~ection 24~ applica-

tion, clearly prejudging the outcome of presenting an 

application ; in violation of normal practice within the 

Agency. FinallYJ the 1!1str3.ct Director abused his 

Cliscretion in !'ailing to terminate these deportation pro

ceedings. '!'he lmmigrat1on Judge ref'ers kindly to this 

series of events as "precipitous" ano should nave termin-

ated the proceeding. 

Hao the !Jlstrlct Director merely committed the 

latter abuse or discretion, the case might be within the 

rule established by the Hoaro in Matter of Geronimo But 

here one ic compelled. to find. not rncrc.ly a cons\;ant c:nu.~~ 

of oiscretion, but a constant ana continuous failure to 

exercise any discretion whatsoever, which ~espondent 

contends amounts to a deprivation of due process. When 

taken together with the unreasonable sequence of time 

allowances for filing various briefs at the trial, and ..

the rulings of the lmmigration Judge denying Respondent 

discovery procedures to ascertain whether his case was being 

singled out for stringent processing in derrogation of his 

~-- first amendment rights of free speech and associatiLon, it 
r n ) 
iJ, 1 must be held that the Respondent has been denied due 

process of law. The decision below should be reversed, 
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POIN'f II: THE DEC!S!ON llELO\v HOLDlNU H.ESI'ONDEN'I' DEPOR'l'ABLE 
SHOULD BE REVERSED BECAUSE THE GOVEHNI,lENT HAS 

NOT SUSTAINED l'l'S BURDEN OF PROOF BY CLEAR, UNEQUI
VOCAL AND CONViNCING EVIDENCE THAT THE I<'AC'rS 
AS ALLEGED IN THE OHDER TO SHOW CAUSE ARE 'rHUE. 

Respondent was charged under Sections 2Ql{a)(9) 

and 241 (a)(2) of the Immigration and Nationality Act as 

being in the United States in vlolation of law by having, 

after admission as a non-immigrant, "failed to comply 

with the conditions of such status", and having "remained 

in the United States for a longer time than permitted." 

Respondent denied both conclusions of law. The Immigra

tion Judge sustained the charge of being in the United 

States in violation of law as an "overstay" and apparently 

dismissed the other charge relating to compliance with the 

conditions of status. 

In order for the Government to have sustained 

the remaining charge, it was necessary that it prove the 

factual allegations of the Order to Show Cause which were 

put in issue by Respondent's denial, by clear, convincing 

and unequivocal evidence (cases cited infra). The only 

evidence adduced by the Governement on these issues was 

the testimony given by nespondent John Lennon himself. 

No independent evidence was offered by the Government. 

Mr. Lennon testified, in a highly equivocal 

manner, that he was unable to fix upon any specific intention 

because his plans depended upon the status of the desperate 

daily search for Kyoko and of legal proceedings which were 

still in process in two different jurisdictions in the 

United States. This is, submittedly, a legitimate temp

orary purpose, and on the issue of abandonment of temporary 
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purpose, is so inconclusive a basis for deportation as to 

fall below the standard of proof imposed upon the Govern-

ment by decisional law and regulation. 

There was thus no unequivocal evidence on the 

disputed issues: 

(1) that Respondent abandoned his intention to 
depart on or before March 15, 1972; 

(2) that Respondent remained in the United 
States after February 29, 1972, without 
authority; 

nor was there a proper legal revocation of the privilege 

of voluntary departure. 

The District Director claims to have "revoked" 

the Respondent's permission to remai~lllltil Marcl1 15, 1972 

under a provision of la..- whiGh he c:l. ted expn;ssly in his 

attempted revocation to be tl CFR §242.5(c). That section 

provides: 

l "If, subsequent to the granting of an applica
tion for voluntary departure under this section, 
it is ascertained that the application should 
not have been granted, that grant may be revoked 
without notice by any district director, district 
officer in charge of investigations, officer in 
charge, or chief patrol inspector." 

To prove a proper revocation under this Reg-

ulation, it is necessary for the Government to prove that 

the original grant of voluntary departure "should not have 

36 

been granted" or that it was improper ab initio. !CFR§242.5(c). 

The Government submitted no evidence on this 

issue whatsoever. At no time has the Government claimed, 

alleged or proved that the original granting of the 15-day 
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voluntary departure time was improper and therefore revo

cable under§ 242.5(c). On the contrary, its allegation 

appears to be that the Respondents abandoned their intention 

to depart from the United States sometime between Feb-

ruary 29, 1972 (the date of expiration of their visitors' 

status) and March 6, 1972 (the date of revocation or 

voluntary departure), although this is nowhere spec11'1callY 

stated. 'l'he lmm1grat1on Judge speculates that the attempt 

to revoke might have been triggered by the 1'111ng o!' thlrct 

preference petitions. However, he correctly notes that 

37 

even xhis act is equivocal as it did not mean that ~spondent 

unequivocally intended to apply for permanent residence 

while in the United ~tates; it might well have been in

tended 1'ur u&e ln applying fox· an immig.rall~ visa abroau; 

indeed, it might have been the mere riling to insure eventual 

qualincation for third preference priority, with no 

intention to abandon the non-immigrant status. 

'!'he Order to Show Gause was therefore juris

ctict1onally defective in lacking !'actual allegations to 

the effect that the alleged abandonment of' intention to 

depart took place at a certain time, and specifically that 

it occurred prior to March .L, l':J'{~, so that the privilege 

of voluntary departure "should not have been granted" on 

that date to March l;th. without these allegations and 

lacking proof to support them, the Government !'ailed to 

prove the claimed legal conclusions and the charge ot' 

deportability was not adequately sustained by the evidence 

of record. 
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t:ven ass um:tng 1'01' the purpose of argument tna-c 

the order to ~now cause contained all the necessary alle

gations ana that the privilege or voluntary departure to 

Marc11 l~th was properly revoked by the District !Jirector 

lbase·d upon the claim, unproved, tnat it "should not nave 

been granted" to begin With) the Government failed to prove 

that the ftespondents abandoned their intention to depart 

from the United States on or before March 1~, l~·r~. '£he 

on1y evidence ot' record was Mr. Lennon's highlY equivocal 

testimony that he was unable to nx upon any intention, 

one way or another, during tne crucial period or time 

because of the unsettled status of the search of HespondenU 

child, Kyoko• His test:!.mony, as it reJ~.t!'!d to the specific 

period in question, was completely compatiole with the in

tention of a nonimmigrant: namely, to complete the temp

orary purpose ror which ne had arrived; to request such 

additional time as might be needed to complete his temp

orary purpose; to secure tne custody of the child and to 

return abroad. Any questions relating to a suosequent 

period of time, including the time of the deportation hearing, 

though relevant to the issue of voluntary departure, were 

clearly irrelevant to assist the Government with its bur-

den of proof as to deportability. The Government clearly 

~" , f'ailed to prove an abandonment of the intention of the 

Respondents to depart, by clear, convinciO~ and unquivocal 

evidence, on the issue squarely raised by ftespondent's 

denial. 
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Lennon stated that he had not abandoned his in-

tention to depart from the United States on or before 

March 15, 1972, because he and.his wife had no way of knowing 

when they would find the child, Kyolco. When as!{ed as to 

whet~er he had any intent to leave the United States by 

March 15, 1972, Mr. Lennon replied equivocally that he 

couldn't have any intent "one way or the other"; that in 

fact, he had no intent either way; and that ..- the reason 

for this was the uncertainty of the situation with respect 

to the child, Kyoko. 'l'he immigration Judge agreed that 

such was the testimony {Opinion, p.3); however, from this 

testimony he drew the erroneous conclusion that the District 

Director was correct in an:•i ving at his conclusion that th~ 

Respondent abandoned his intention of leaving the United 

States on or before March 15, 1972. {Opinion, p.2.). 

Nevertheless, the Immigration Judge goes on to hold that 

the service may have been somewhat 

"precipitous in issuing the Order to Show 
cause and beginning deportation proceedings on 
March b, 1972 simultaneously with the revo
cation of the previously author:tzed permission 
to remain until March 15, 1972," 

but finds that the ~spondent was not harmed thereby. 

{Opinion, p.3)." He then goes on to state that 

"technically speaking the Order to Show Cause 
would have been more accurate to state that Lthe 
RespondentJ remained in the United States after 
March b, 1972 without authority since that was 
the date on which LhisJ privilege of voluntary 
departure was revoked." 
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what emerges from these proceedings is the fact 

that there was no evidence produced that prior to March ~. 

1972 the ~espondent would fail to depart on March 15, 1972 

or at such further date as the District Director might 

have granted in voluntary departure. On March o, 19'(2, 

together with his letter "revoking" the privilege of 

voluntary departure to March 15, 19 '(2, the District Dir-

ector served (by personal service)the "espondent and his 

counsel with Orders to ~how Cause, returnable on March 

loth, why he should not be deported. Clearly, therefore, 

from March o, 1972,the nespondent was not only in the United 

States with the "authority" of the Immigration Service, 

but pursuant to its order to appear at deportation hearings. 

Ti1e question of t!le Responderr~ 's int;;,I;Uor, to aliandoa 

40 

status, therefore, is limited to the period up to March 6, 1972. 

To claim the respondent an overstay on the one 

hand, while preventing his departure by instituting proce

edings on the other, is patently improper. Matter of 

C--C--, 3 I. & N. Dec, 221 (194~). In that case, the 

Board of Immigration Appeals terminated proceedings in 

circumstances where an Order to Show Cause was served on 

an alien while he was in custody, 

"An alien cannot be prevented from 
departing from the United States in 
accordance with the terms of his ad
mission and then be found deportable for 
not so departing." I d. at p. 222. 

Once having granted voluntary departure'privilege until 

March 15th, the Government should be estopped from 

asserting, as a basis for deportation, a ground it placed 

the ftespon·dent in by its own act, namely, claiming over-

2408"" .. 



stay status since February 29th. 

In all events, the Government introduced no in-

dependent evidence on the issue of the alleged abandon

ment of intention to remai>1 temporarily and apparently 

relies exclusively on I~r. Lennon's testimony, which is, 

at most., equivocal. 'l'here 1s a conssquent complete .Lack 

of proof to the standards required by decisional .Law and 

the Hegulations. 

'l'here can thus be no dOUbt that as a matter or 
l:xvie(} 

law, the Government failed to sustain its i!illlll•• or proof 

as to the disputed issues. '!'he decisions are quite clear 

regarding the quanttum of evidence needed. 

According to some or the older decisions, 

of establishing his right to remain. on the other hand, 

where entry was 1a11ful and deportation is sought on the 
' 

ground that by his subsequent conduct the alien in 

question had .Lost the right to remain, as in the instant 

case, it was he.Ld that the burden is on the governmemt to 

show that the alien has committed some act or orrense by 

which, under the !mmigration Act, he has !est his right 

to remain. Hughes v. Trope!!o, ~Yb ~. ~Ub t3rd Cir., lY~q), 

ln Hughes the court took the view that the presumption or 

inno~ense exists in the alien's favor and that it 1s by 

virtue of the due process clause ot' the Vonstitution that 

the ourden is placed upon the Government to establish the 

racts warranting the alien's deportation. See also 

wood v. Hoy, ~bb ~.~ct ~~' lYth C1r., 19JYJ, ana werrmann 

Ill 
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l:'rior to the aec1s1on 111 wooaby v. Immigration 

ana Naturalization ::>erv~e._, ini'ra, 1men the test was one 
0 

requiring only "reasonable, substantial ana PJ:Abati ve 

eviaence", l:ourts had still held that Where inferences were 

inconsistent, and the evidence gave equal support to each 

inference, the test of substantial .evidence is not met. 

N.L.H.B. v. Shen-Va!ley Meat Packers, lnc., ~ll ¥.~d 2~~. 

~93 (qth l:ir., l9?q), ana sawkow v. lmmi~ration and 

Naturalization::>ervice, ::!lq !<'.2d ::lq, jtl Urd Gir., l~b3), 

and <:ito v. Moutal, 17q F.supp. ?::ll tN.JJ.!lL, 19?9. 'l'herefore, 

even prior to the Supreme Court's definitive ~u11ng in 

Woodby, (Which establishes a more stringent rule), the 

~le in existence would have prevented a finding of deport-

ability under the facts presented at the hearing in the 

instant case. 

Woodby v. lmmigration and Naturalization Service, 

3tl5 U.S. 21b, H7 S.Ct. 4tl3, 17 L.Ed. 2d 3b2 ll9bb) the leading 

case, established an even stricter rule, 'l'he Supreme Court 

therein was presented with the question in two cases tone 

arising in the second Circuit, the other in the Sixth) 

as to what burden of proof the Government must sustain 

in deportation proceedings. The Court concluded that the 

substantial evidence rule was improper and that it is 

incumbent upon the Government in such proceedings to estab

lish the facts supporting deportability by "clear, unequivocal 

and convincing evidence." 
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"To be sure, a deportation proceeding is not a 
criminal prosecution. llarisades v. Shaughnessy, 
342 U.S. 5HO, 72 S.Ct, 512, 96 L.Ed. 5H6. But 
it does not syllogistically follow that a per-
son may be banished f'rom this country upon no 
higher degree of proof than applies in a negligence 
case. Tnls Com·'.; has not closed its eyes to the 
drastic deprivations that may rollow \'/han a res
ident of this country is compelled by our 
Government to forsaKe all the bonds formed here 
and go to a foreign land ... In words apposite to 
the question before us, we have spoken of 'the 
solidity of proof that is required for a judg-
ment entailing the consequences of deportation .•. " 

"In denaturalization cases the Court has re
quired the Government to establish its allegations 
by clear, unequivocal, and convincing evidence. 
'l'he same burden has been imposed in expatriation 
cases. That standard of proof is no stranger 
to the civil law. 

''No less a burden of proof is appropriate in 
deportation proceedings. The immediate hard
ship of deportation is often greater than that 
inflicted by denaturalization, which does not, 
JrnmPdJ~<tely at J.e.e"?.st, !'e:'mlt in expluc:ion f'rc:n 
our shores. And many resident aliens have 
lived in this country longer and established 
stronger family, social and economis ties here 
than some who have become naturalized citizens." 

"We hold that no deportation order may 
be entered unless it is bound by clear, un
equivocal and convincing evidence that the 
facts alleged as grounds for deportation are 
true.'' 3H5 U.S.276, 277, H7 S.Ct qH3, 4H4, 
17 L.Ect.2d 363. 

The proposition has since been consistently 

follo1-1ed and reiterated in the cases. See Nason v. Immigra

tion and Naturalization Service, 394 F.2d 223 (2d Cir., 196H), 

Y'"' Rodrigues v. Immigration and Naturalization Service, 3H9 F. 2d 

129 (3rd Cir., 196H). 

lt is not surprising, therefore, that almost the 

exact statement is now incorporated in the Code of Fed

eral Regulations: 
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''A determination of deportability shall not be 
valid unless it is found by clear, unequivocal, 
and convincinr; evidence that the facts aller;ed 

lj 4 

as grounds for deportation are true." !:l CFR 2lJ2,14(a). 

The case is in many respects similar to Matter of 

C .•• c ... 3 I. & N. Dec. 221 (194tl) in which a crewman 1~as 

admitted for 29 days and failed to leave because he was 

in custody under a smuggling charge, He was acquitted and 

released from custody after the expiration of his 29-day 

althorized period of stay. The Special Inquiry Officer 

held him deportable as an "overstay", for having remained 

beyond the period authorized without authority. The Board 

of Immigration Appeals, however, reversed and found him 

not deportable as an overstay, holding that 

"an allen cannot be prevented from dF>pa:r'tine; 
f•r-om the United St:::.te3 in accordaiH::~ w.i tl1 th~ 
terms of his admission and then be found 
deportable for not so departing. Lex non cogit 
ad im2ossibilia~ The appellant should be given 
a reasonable period of time within l'lhich to 
depart. Failure to so depart would then render 
the appellant deportable." 

The Board then signl!'icantly directea that tJ1e 

deportation proceeaings would be terminated. Doubtless, 

the Special lnquiry Officer haa, in that case as well, thought 

the matter to consist ot· "harmless" error, the mere failure 

to speci!'y the correct date or an allegation of fact, or 

the mere failure to grant a period of voluntary departure 

before enforcing departure. 'l'he Hoard, however, distinguishea 

the case from one in which the alien's act prevented him 

from departing as required. 'l'he alien was, like Mr. Lennon, 

faultless in incurring his status as an "overstay". 'l'he 

reason orrered by nesponctent ana' his wife for the necessity 

to remain in the United ~tates longer than originally per-
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mitted were perhaps tt1e strongest and most compelling im

aginable for aliens nere as visitors. ln the race of 

serious litigation in two JUrlSctlctions as to custody of 

the chilct, and the search !'or her whereabouts, no just

irJab.le reason is orrered for denial or an extension of 

time, much less for revocation or time already given. ln 

denying the additional time and in revoking the time al

ready given, the District Director, by his own act and 

without any fault on lrespondents' part whatsoever, placed 

ltespondent in "illegal" status and seeks, by these pro

ceedings to expel rtespondent with no evidence of wrong

doing on the ~espondent's part. 

lt is respectfully submitted that the District 

Vi:Pec·~vt•, iu itis haste co remove these aliens, issued an 

Order to Show Cause on March bth, 1~n~, thereafter issued 

a superseaing Order to snow cause on March '(th, l';!'(~, and in 

so doing eliminated jurisdictional factual allegations 

upon which he further failed to proctuce any proof. At the 

very !east, it was highly prejuctic1a! and a denial of 

essential fairness 1'or the Government to grant permission 

to stay until March 15th, revoke it on March bth, and then 

find the Itespondent deportable because ne failed to leave 

tne United states on or before l!'ebruary ~Yth. Clearly, 

the revocation ot' permission to remain can nave no retro

active effect, and when taken together with the genera! 

~ , absence of evidence of any intention to abandon non-

immigrant status, demonstrates that the Government failed 

to prove its case by clear, convincing and unequiv-

ocal evidence. 

lj) 
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ln sum, the Government failed to prove deport-

ability under Sections 212(a)(2) the only remaining charge, 

in that: 

(a) there was no specific aller;atlon 

as to when the alleged abandonment of 

intention to depart took place, nor any 

proof of' such fact; 

(b) there was no allegation nor any 

evidence that the granting of voluntary 

departure to March 15, 1972 ~1as wrong 

ab initio; 

(c) there was no proper revocation of status; 

(d) there was no proof that the Respondent 

'•:as "in violation ot" any law of the United 

~tates, and to the extent that r-espondent 

may have been "in the United ~tates in 

violation of the Immigration Act", the Govern-

ment should be estopped from charging such 

violation (if any) caused by its own conduct; 

There being a complete failure to sustain the Government's 

burden or proof by the strict standard required by the 

law, the decision of the Immigration Judge as to deport

ability should be reversed. 

lib 
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l'OIN'l' Ill: --------- RESPONDENT'S CONVIG'l'ION UNDER 'l'HE l:l!U'l'ISH 
S'l'ATUTE IS NOT INCLUDED IN ::>EG'l'ION 212 t a) 
(23) OF 'i'EE HlNIGRATION AND NA'riONALITY ACT 
AS A BAR TO HIS APPLICA'l'lON FOR PERr,lANENT 
RE::>IDENCE. . 

A. Analvsis of the British statute under 
which Respondent John Lennon was con~ 
victed demonstrates that the statute 
did not require proof of 11 mens rea" for 
a conviction, and that a conviction 
could thus be obtained without proof 
that the accuse-d was aware that he 
possessed a forbidden subsiance. 

The British statute under which Mr. Lennon was 

convicted has long been a controversial one, to say the 

least. The statute (The Dangerous Drugs Act 1965)Lherein-

af'te:r ref'erred to ·as the ACT 11nd the REGUJJA'l'IONS, respect-

ivelyJ concerns possession of various controlled sub-

stances listed in various schedules. The specific section 

at issue herein is Section 3 of the REGULATIONS, briefly 

summarized, states that "a person shall not be in possession 

of a drug unless he is generally so authorised ...• " The 

statute does not specify that possession must be "knowingly" 

or "with knowledge" and prescribes, therefore, an absolute 

or insurer's liability. 

Mr. Lennon pleaded guilty, as British law does 

not afford a nolo contendere plea. 

The legal controversy in England over the statute 

apparently commenced upon its enactment, and culminated 
~ i\ ' 
~ in the case of Loc~yer v. Gibb,(l966) 3 w.L.R. ~4, 130 

J.P. 306, 110 S.J. 507, 2 All E.R. 653, which remained 

the leading interpretation of the statute prior to any 
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decision by the House of Lordg, 

In Lockyer, a Queen's Bench Division decision, 

the appellant was stopped by the police, and in a large 

bag which she was carrying was found a small brown bottle 

containing tablets. The appellant said that she did not 

know what the tablets were and that a friend had given 

them to look after for him. When asked for his name, she 

gave a different explanation saying that she was j,n a cafe 

with him and some other people when the police came in, 

and he must have dumped them on her. On analysis, the 

tablets ~rere found to be a "dangerous drug" as defined by 

the ACT and REGULATIONS. The appellant was charged with 

possessing the tablets without being duly authptUsed, 

contrary to Section 9 of the REGULATIONS [Note that 

Section 9 is almost identical in language to Section 3, 

the Section here at issue.j 

The appellant contended that she did not know 

what was in the bottle, nor what the tablets contained. 

'l'he lower court (!1agistrate) convicted the appellant, 

being o1' the opinion that the of'!'ense was su!'ficiently con

stituted by her being 1n unauthorized possession of a 

bottle containing the dangerous drug tmorph:tne sulphate), 

notwithstanding she did not know the contents or the bottle 

and that her contention that mens rea was an essential in

gredient of the charge was not well founded. 

4ll 
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On appeal, the Queen !s JJench Vi vision affirmed 

and dismissed the appeal, stating that Section 9 or the 

REUULATIONS "on the race or it imposed an absolute liabil-

ity" subject to license and authorization, and, Hhile it 

Has necessary to shm~ (as had been shoHn) that the appellant 

kneH that she haa the article which turned out to be a 

drug, it was not necessary that she should knoH that in 

ract it was a drug. 

~1e Court in Lockyer, supra, by Lord Parker, 

<.:.J., discussed the aspects of both "mens rea" and "pos-

session." 

"In my judgment, before one comes to a con
sideration of a necessity for mens rea or, as 
it is sometimes said, a consideration or 
whether the regulat1on imnosed an absolute 
liability, it is or course necessary to con
sider possession itself. In my judgment, it 
is quite clear that a person cannot be said to 
be in possession or some article which he or 
she does not realise 1s, or may be, in her 
handbag, in her room, or in some other place over 
whicn she has control." ~ All .c:.R. b?3, 655. 

However, as to the appellant • s further contention that 

she could not be convicted unless it is proved that she 

was ~nowingly in possession or drugs, the Court stated 

that it was "not necessary that she should know that in 

fact it was a drug ... " 2 All E.R. 6?3, 656. 'l'he Court also 

stated: 

"l cannot, though it is not con
clusive, omit rrom consideration 
the fact that the work "knowingly" 
does not appear before "possession"." 
~ All E.R. b53, b?b. 
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'l'he Court referrea to !;l_(i!aver v . .K. ::>. C. R., ?:ll 

\lY?7), a Canacilan Court of Appeal of' untario decision, 

in l'lhich a divided court u-~) hacl l1eld just the opposite 

under a similar Canadian statute, and stated that he pre

ferred the Canadian "dissenting judgment". 'l'he Lockyer 

decision was unanimous. 

Lockyer, ~upra, 11as followed religiously by 

the l01<1er courts in literally hundreds of cases, and by 

the Court of Appeal, Cr1m1nal Division, in B· v. warner, 

l W.L.R. 1209; 131 J.P. q~'; lll0.J. 5'Y (19b7J; 3 All 

E.R. Y3; 51 Cr. App. R. 437 (1967). 

1n Warner police stopped the driver of a van 

and in the van was found one case containing bottles of 

perfune and another case containing twenty thousand amphetamine 

sulphate tablets. The appellant testified that he had 

picked up both cases thinking both to be perfume and that 

he did not know that one case contained any drugs whatsoever. 

The jury was directed that absence of knowledge by the 

appellant of what the second parcel contained went only 

to mitigation (as per the rule of' Lockyer, ~\lpra) of sentence 

and could not be considered as a defense. 

On appeal to the Court of Appeal, the lower 

court's judgment was affirmed, The Court, considering 

and applying Lockyer in its totality, held that the 

offense was one of absolute Uabili ty and the fact that 

the appellant did not know what the second parcel con

tained was no defense. 'l'he appeal was dismissed. 
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~ar~ was appealed further, and culminated 

in the first House of Lords decision on the issue. 

Warner v. Metropolitan Polic:_e Commissioner, 2 All E.H. 

356 ll9bH, decided on May 2, 19bH). 

In a 39-page decision, the five Lords 

thoroughly discussed all the issues, The only solid 

holding of all five Lords was that the appeal should 

be dismissed. Lord Reid, in a sole dissenting opinion, 

although he concurred in dismissing the appeal, believed 

that it should be a defense that the person convicted 

did not know that what was in his actual posssession was 

a drug prohibited by law to be in his possession. TNo 

Lords thought that the defendant snould have a reasonable 

opportunity to detect the contents; two Lords throught 

that the statute was reasonable as interpreted by 

Lockyer, supra, and by the lower courts. 

Lord Reid was clearly upset, and rightly so, 

with the interpretation or the statute by the decision: 

"Any person may, and most people do, 
from time to time take into their 
custody an apparently innocent pack
age without ascertaining what it 
contains, without having the slight
est reason to suspect that it may 
contain anything out of the ordinary, 
and indeed without having any right to 
open the package and see what is in 
it. If every person who takes such a 
package into his custody must do so at 
his peril, then this goes immensely 

)l 
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c. farther than any ena.tment imposing 
absolute liability h'as yet been held 
to r:o, and I refuse to \!eli eve that 
Parliament can ever have intended such 
an opp:ressi~e result.'' 2 All.E.R. 35b, 
3bb. 

Lord Reid gave a further example: 

" •.. suppose that an innkeeper is 
handed., .a box or packap;e by a guest 
for safe keeping. He has no right to 
open the box--it may be locked. If 
he is told truthfully what is in it, 
it may be right to say that he is in 
possession of the contents; but what 
if he is told nothing, or is told 
that it contains jewellery and it 
contains prohibited drugs? It may 
contain nothing but drugs or it may 
contain both jewellery and drugs or 
it may be an antique trinket appar
ently -:Mpty hut Col'\t!l>.inin['; dru:3s hi.dd.en 
in a small zecret recess. lt would 
in my opinion be irrational to draw 
distinctions and say that in one such 
case he is in posssession of the drugs 
and therefore guilty of an offence, but 
not in another. It is for that 
reason that I cannot agree with the 
contention that if the possessor of 
a box genuinely believes that there 
is nothing in the box then he is not 
in possession of the contents, but 
that on the other hand if he knows 
there is something in it he is in 
possession of the contents though they 
may turn out to be something quite 
unexpected.'' 2 All E.R. 356, 3b~. 

Unfortunately, Lord Reid's discussion remains 

dicta. The appeal was aeciaect on a techn1cal ground, 
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leaving the Locl<yer interpretation to stand as law, 
. ----"--

although called into question quite seriously by at least 

three or the 1'1 ve Lords. ( 'l'he appeal was dlsmissed on 

the ground that since the Lords could not believe tnat any 

reasonable jury would accept the appellant's story, and 

would be certain to return a verdict of gullty, there 

was no miscarriage or justice in the case, and the appeal 

should be dismlssed under oection q of the Criminal 

Appeal Act l~bb). 

With respect to the other Lords' opinions, it 

has been said tnat 

"When we turn to the majority judgments 
we find that their Lordships seem to 
have h~ct little d1!f1ClJ!ty in hol~in~ 
that Parliament intended an absolute 
off'ence when it eaacted ... the Drugs Act 
19bll ." "Possession of Drugs and Absolute 
Liability," tlLI Law Quat. J:{ev. 31j2, 3tl'(. 

oee also "Possession or Drugs -- 'l'he Mental t:lement," 

Zb Gambridge Law J. 1'(~. 

'1'h1s was the status of the law when the 

respondent, John Lennon, pleaded guilty to violation of 

the AG'l' and J:{t:UULATlUNo. No "mens rea•· was present as 

an element to be proved by the prosecution; aboslute 

liability prevailed. une needed the necesssary mental 

intent to possess the "container," but the statute was 

automatic with respect to the "contents." No mens rea 
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whatsoever was necessary !'Clr prosecution or conviction 

with respect to the "contents." ln the respondent's 

case, the "dangerous ct:rug" was round :tns ide f1r. Lennon's 

binocular case which had only :recently been delivered to 

Mr. Lennon's home, and which had been in the possession 

or many others for a period or the previous six months. 

Mr. Lennon was totally unaware or the contents ot' the 

'binocular case. 

'l'herefore, the l:lri tish statute, which was 

considered carefully by the House of Lords of England, 

and Which had caused great controversy in the legal 

establishment in ~ngland, was consistently held to be one 

of "strict liability," and the ract that the defendant 

not a defense to its prosecution -- it was an element 

which could only be pleaded in mitigation o!' punishment. 

Under :::iection ? lb) of the H~GULA'l'lUN:::i, the 

House of Lords later held that "mens rea" was a necessary 

element for prosecution. ~t v. Parsle~, 1 All ~.R. 3~1 

ll9b9J, in a case decided some time arter Mr. Lennon 

pleaded in his case. :::;ection 5(b), however, deals with 

the duties of a landlord lsee :::itatutes Referred to, QUpra). 

ln :::iweet the defendant was a tenant of a farmhouse. 

After moving out, she sub-let the rooms to various sub

tenants, and occasionally visited the house to collect 

rent. After a search, the police found small quantities of 

~,,( drugs. 'l'he defendant was charged with being concerned in 
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the management of premises which were used for the purpose 

of smoking cannabis or cannabis resin contrary to Section 

!)(b). The lower Court, Qt!cen's Bench Division, upheld the 

trial court and the conviction and held that although 

the fact that appellant was tenant of the house and thus 

responsible for its rent and maintenance did not of itself 

establish that she was concerned in the management of 

the premises, yet the justices were fully entitled to 

hold that the appellant was concerned in the management 

of the premises under all the circumstances of the case. 

The fact that Ms. sweet was unaware that the premises were 

being used for the purpose of smoking dangerous drugs 1vas 

hl?lct to be no def.;-nse. ?. AJJ E.B, 33'! et seq. (J.9btl), 

The opi.nion in ::;weet was written by Lord Parker, 

C.J., the author of Lockyer, supra, and was decided eleven 

aays after the House of Lords decision in Warner, §Upra; 

absolute liability still prevailed, It was clear, however, 

that this matter should go tothe House of Lords for a 

thorough review, which it finally did. 

The House of Lords considered the appeal and 

reversed the Queen's Bench Division. 1 All E.R. 3117 (l9b9), 

decided January 23, l9b9. Tne Court held that no offense 

under Section 5(b) had been dieclosed since (by three of the 

Lords) for the offense to be committed it must be shown 

that it was the appellant's purpose that the premises be 
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used for smokin~ cannabis; i.e., that she intended that 

the premises be so used; (by two of the Lords) that the 

section required that, before conviction, the appellant 

56 

must be shown to have had knowledge of the particular purpose 

to which the premises were being put. However, the Lords 

were still split on how best to mak.e a definite ruling 

on the issue of "mens rea," and the ~Neet decision un-

fortunately did not in any way effect the \~arner rationale, 

although Sweet did create quite a stir in England. 

The Difference between Warner and sweet was 

discussed thoroughly in many lav1 review articles and 

attempts at clarification were made. See, for example, 

"Absolute L:!.ability, !:!5 Law Quat. Rev. 153 (April, 1969); 

L. Rev. 310 (Hay, 1969). 

As was said in "Sweet v. Parsley: Disappointment 

and Danger," 

"While all their Lordships •• commented 
at length on the question of 'mens 
rea' in criminal offences, the actual 
decision rested on an interpretation of 
the meaning of the following term in the 
Subsection: 'a person, .. concerned in the 
management or any premises (used for the 
forbidden purpose)'. Their Lordships un
animously held that on that ~uestion the 
said term must be narrowly interpreted 
as referring only to one who manages 
premises actually and specifically for 
the forbidden purposes, and does not 
apply to a pe~son who manages premises for 
a legal purpose but on which premises un
known to the manar:er someone is conducting 
an illegal activity.'' 3 Manitoba L.J. 
63 (1969). 

' 
' 
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And in "Drugs--'l'hc Unpurposef'ul ~lanar:er," 27 Camb. L.J. 

''The decision in sweet v. Parsley is 
welcome, and it is hoped that lower 
courts will not be less ready to infer 
an intention to impose strict liability. 
Legilsation is still necessary to deal 
with existinr: cases of :otrict lia.bUity, 
such as Harner [196Cl] 2 W.L.R. 1303"[em
phasis supplTed]. 

'l'herefore, even after ::;weet, it was the general considered 

legal consensus that under ::;ections 3 and Y or the Hl<;GULA'l'lUNS 

{relevant to this case herein), vlarner was still the 

existing rule and that part o1' the HEUULA'l'lONS existed as 

a "strict liability" statute, although ::;weet had somewhat 

of sweet it has been said that, 

''lt would be safe to conclude that the 
decision of the House of Lords in sweet 
v . .Parsley is one of' the most important 
statements to be uttered by the judiciary 
concerning mens rea and crimes or strict 
liability. However, a reservation must be 
appended to such a conclusion; and this 
would be rounded on the lack or agreement 
between some ot' the Law Loros as to the 
exact nature of mens rea, and on some 
indecisiveness displayed by their Lordships 
as to its relationship to crimes of strict 
l1abil1 ty." '"rhe Mental Element in Jl.lrug 
urrences,'' ~o Nor. lre. L.ij. 310 (December 
19b9). 

And further, the author continues in "'l'he t1ental Element," 

'5 ·r 
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''Hegrettau1y, it is not possible to con
clude that the attitude or the House or 
Lords in ~weet v. Parsley will necessarily 
be followed in tne lower courts; the tenor 
or Lord Wllber!'orcc'r. speech indicates 
that his is a decision on paragraph \b) of 
section ~ of the Dangerous urugs Act lYb~ 
only, ana it is to be viewea as such. Hare
over, the House was aealing with an offence 
quite distinct from that which arose in 
warner L pro[;ecutinr; landlords for what their 
tenants did, rather than prosecuting s1mp1e 
possessorsJ ana was clearly substantially 
influenced by the social implications or 
holding that s.5tbJ Ci10 not require a mental 
ingredient.'' 20 Nor. lre. L.~. 310, at 371. 

'l'he law was subsequently repealed in England. 

lts replacement, the Misuse of urugs Act 1971, has accepted 

the majority v1ew or tne House of' Loras 1n 11arner, and has 

recently auowea "lack of kn0111.Le<1e:e" to be a aefense, 

L::>ee ::>ect1ons ~ts, et seq. J 'l'he same act has also reclass1-

fled cannabis ana cannabls resin to De "Class w· Drugs, 

a less harmful categoi'Y incluaing such drugs as codeine, as 

opposed to the old ''Class A'' listing, which included, among 

others, cocaine, opium, and morphine. 

The 19'(1 Act repealed the Dangerous Drugs Act 

l9b', and the Dangerous Drugs Act 19o7 ~thich had followed 

it. 

The lmm1grat1on Judge, in analyzing these various 

British decisions, has failed to carefully explain the 

chronological devlopment of case law in Geat eritaln, and 

his reliance on cases for various points appears to be 

incorrect. 
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For example, the Immi£1:ration ,Judge cites Her:ina 

v. Marriott, 1 All ~.H. 595 (1971) to support the propo

sition that "completely innocent and un~0111ng ·custody or 

potential control over a drug is not possession within 

the meaning of the act and regulations." (Opinion, p.20). 

However, Marriott does not stand for this proposition. A 

careful reading of ~larriott will disclose the following: 
.._ - ~ -

the decision was rendered in September 1970, two years 

after Lennon's conviction; second, that in Marriott, the 

quantity of the drug ('cannabis') was so slight that only 

a laboratory examination disclosed that on the tip of the 

penknife held to be in defendant's possession was an 

bO 

amount of .03 grains of the drug. ln addition, the Court, 

in discussing the application of Wanrer, supra, to the 

defendant in Marriott, stated that "if knowledge of the 

existence of some foreign matter is established, the 

decision in Warner's case must lead to the conclusion 

that thereafter it could be no defence to say 'Although I 

could see just a speck of stuff sticking to the penknife, 

1 did not know the speck was cannabis.'" 'I'he Court Wiaf.lt 

on to distinguish its present case from ~arner, and held 

that under current law, the jury should be directed that 

the Crown has to establish that the accused person had 

reason to knoN that there "was foreign matter on the" 

penknife. Admittedly, the Court said that it felt that 
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nothing "said in Vlrrner's caL~e nCf~atives the neeesRity for 
< < 

some such direction." However, B(l can be seen supra, th:!.s 

1~as not v1hat was stated in \Var·ner. \1arner clearly sets 

forth the rules that must be followed, and establishes the 

law to be as follows: the fact that the defendant had no 

knowledge that he was in possession of a dru~ was not a 

defense to its prosecution -- it was an element which could 

only be pleaded in mitigation of punishment. Therefore, in 

Mr. Lennon's case, it \~as no deresne that he did not know 

the contents of his binocular case contained hashish. (See 

Opinion, p. 21). REgina v. Buswell, (1972) Crim. L. R. 50, 

is no different. Therein the Court merely ruled on one 

issue: whether the possession of dru~s originally obtained 

by lawful means (by prescriptlon) becomes unlawful when, 

in the belief that the original supply had been disposed of 

or destroyed, a further supply was prescribed, and the 

original supply was rediscovered. 

bl 

p. 21) 

Accordit, when the Immigration Judge (Opinion, 

discusses w ich elements were admitted by the respondent 

in his plea in November,l96U, he is in error. The Immigration 

Judge claims that respondent, by his plea, admitted (1) that 

thematerial discovered was in fact cannabis resin; (2) that 

he 1~as in "possession" of such drug by reason of the fact 

that it was either in his custody or in his control; and (3) 

that he was aware that there t•las some extra substance in the 
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Binocular case which was in l1is home but not necessarily 

that he knew it was cannab1.s resin. 

In fact, H Hr. Lennon admitted anything at all 

by his plea, it was (1) that thematerlal discovered was 

cannabis resin; (2) that he was in "possession" of the 

Binocular case, or had control over it. Nowhere, under 

62 

the rulings of Lockye~ or v/arner, supra, was .it necessary 

for conviction that Mr. Lennon know that w-ithin the Binocular 

case there was a foreign substance. In Lockyer, ~upra, 

the defendant had contended that "mens rea" was not a 

requjrement of the statute; the Appeals Court agreed, but 

stated that 1 t ·11as "not necessary that she snould know that 

in fact it was a drur;; .•. " 'l'J1e majority or the t;ourt in 

!'lanrP:!: also felt that the statute intended an tabsolute llabll-

i ty, and that even though "mens rea" \•ras absent as an element 

the statute was !u1'1'icient. As the lmmigrat1on Judge states, 

in citing the language !'rom Marr1ott, supra, 

"11' a man is in possession, ror example, 
or a box and he knows there are articles 
or some sort inside it and it turns out 
tnat tne contents comprise, !'or example, 
cannabis resin, it does not lie in hj.s mouth 
to say: '1 did not know the contents in
cluded resin.' un the contrary, on those 
!'acts he must be regarded as 1n possession 
of it and, if not J.awf'ully entitled, would, 
therefore, be guilty or an orrense such as 
that cnarged fn the present case." 

'1'here fore, the cone lus ion is unmistaleeab 1e that 

c~ _' if anything was admitted by lolr. Lennon Of'l his plea of guilty, 
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it wao that he was 1n possession or the einocular case only, 

and, since that case contained cannabis resin, even though 

he was unaware or such fact, he was still guilty or possessing 

the subst:ance. 

Additionally, the immigration Judge's discussion 

\Opinion, p. <'l) that the defendant need not ,Know that it 

was the particular drug whose identity the government es

tablished, was never a point raisedin respondent •s tn•1e1' 

\i.e. no argument was ever made that Lennon thought he had 

marijuana or some other substance but rea:dly had hashish, 

and therefore should not nave been prosecuted t'or possession 

or hashish, as suc~was not the case J. 'l'his point was never 

contended by respondent. 

Hespondent merely contends that the element or 

"mens rea" should be present in the statute, tnat its 

absence negates any defense he may nave had that he ~;as 

unaware of any foreign or proscribed substance being 

present in the l:linocular case in his possession, anct hence, 

that n1s plea or guilty in any way acknowledged that ne 

had knowledge of the presence or any substance wnatsoever 

in the einocular case. 

2430 



l:l. Only those convl.ctj"ons or mar:ijuana 
ross es coTon-uri-(Tercircuiii~'\tance2, wriT" Cll 

wo-1.iT;J enableTtw accuGe to ra c 
1n-th"esut1s t ,;i1 c e-,u:.e-1 n c luctecr:rn-
8ection n<i(aJ(23) or tl1e l.N.A.-

Not all convictions for possession or marijuana 

result ~n excludability or deportability under the lmmi~ra-

tion and Nationality Act. 

Varea v. RosenDer~, 237 F.0upp 2~2 (0.D.~al. l96qJ 

held that an alien ;~ho had been convicted under the California 

statute of being under the influence of narcotics was not 

subject to deportation under the federal statute providing 

for deportation of any alien who is convicted of a vlolation 

"of an;,r la\~: or :regulation relating to illicit pos~~sston of 

narcotic drugs or marijuana." 

The petitioner, in a habeas corpus proceeding, 

was a Mexican citizen admitted to the United 0tates on 

March 31, 1961 as a permanent resident; on December 9, 1963 

he was con~cted in the United States of violating California 

Health and Safety Code Section 11721 which prohibited the 

use of narcotics. On February 7, 19611 the Immigration Service 

held a hearing pursuant to an Order to Show Cause under 

~ 24l(a)(ll). 

The question put by the trial Court was whether 

the Immigration law's bar included the crime of whlch peti

tioner was convicted in the California court. The legi.l.ative 
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history was cited by the Service to clearly include this 

offense (unlawful use). 'l'he Court stated that 'whil(~ 

Congress undoubtedly intended to close 'every possible 

loophole where a person had been convicted of a crime 

relatin~ to the possession of narcotics,' the le~islative 

history indicates that the Committee's aim was to eliminate 

traffic in narcotics as distinguished from use,'' 237 

F. ::>upp 2t32, at 2!:l4. The Court quoted 1'rom the concluding 

words of the Legislative committee: 

"Drug addiction is not a disease. It 
is a symptom of' a mental or psychiatric 
disorder. Hecause contact with a drug 
is an essential prerequisite to addiction, 
elimination of drug servi.li ty on the part 
of addicted pe~sons can best be accomplished 
by the removal froin society of the illicit 
''trafficker.'' lt is to this end that your 
committee has tal<en favorable action on 
H.R. llbl9.'' 1956 U.s. Code, Cong. & Adm. 
Ne•.vs, p. 32711, et seq., 32t31." 237 F.Supp. 
2t32 at p. 2tl4. 

"Congress undoubtedly has aimed its 
attack upon possession which would give 
the possessor 'such dominion and control 

· as would have given him the power of dis
posal.' The quoted words are borrowed 
from Toney v. United States, b2 App.D.C. 
307, b7 P.2d 573, a case involving the 
crime of possession of liquor." 237 F. 
Supp 2tl2, at 2t34. 

Petitioner in Varga was convicted for use or 

being under the influence of narcotics. The Court held 

that the alien was hardly in a position to traffic in the 
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drug under these circumstarJce~ and can hardly be said 

to have had the type of possession as would give him such 

dominion and control which would include the power of dis

position. 

ln Mr. Lennon's situation, a conviction was 

entered although the defendant did not even know that he 

was in possession of the drug, under a statute which did 

not allow proof of lack of knowledge as a defense. This 

could not have been the type of ''possession'' which Congress 

contemplated as would give respondent such dominion and 

control as to include the power of disposition, The con

viction, therefore, should not bar an application for 

adjustment of status. 

The Varga rationale has been adopted as the 

official view of the immigration Ser:vice. In r~atter of 

Sum, decided by the Board of Immigration Appeals on May 

22, 1970, INterim Decision #2045, the Board overruled all 

its precedents hodding that a conviction for unlawful use 

of proscribed drugs makes an alien deportable as one who 

has been convicted for unlawful possession of such drugs. 

In that case, the respondent had been convicted of violating 

Section 11720 of the California Health and Safety Code in 

1941 for "taking or otherwise using any narcotics." The 

Board decided to follow Varga, ~rhich was never appealed, 

observing that although aware or the dects1on, the ~ol1c1tor 

General of the United ~tates declined to authorize an 

66 
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appeal in ~arg; it thereby aooptect 1 ts ratlonaJ.e as binding. 

ln Matter or jChttnc~, r11e Al3 1~0 444, qo L.w. 

~bH7 (decided April lH, 1Y72l, the board or Immigration 

Appeals held that where an alien was convicted or violation 

or California Health and ~arety Uode ~ection ll~~b (providing 

that it 1s unlawful to visit or oe in any room or place 

where narcotics are being unlawfully smoked or used with 

knowledge that such activities are occurring) was not a 

proper oasis ror deportation. The jpecial Inquiry urricer 

(Immigration Judge) had correctly reasoned that the section 

was broad enough to result in the conviction of" a defendant 

who was not himself involved in trafficking in marijuana 

or narcotic drugs. 'l'he Board a1'1'1rmed that Section ~~ll(a) \ll) 

cannot be interpreted to incl.ude the conviction or a non

participating bystander under a statute that seeks merely 

to discourage visits to places Where narcotics are unlawfully 

used. It was aeld that it was not the intent or Vongress 

to deport an alien wno t'lnds himself in a place where 

marijuana or narcotics are unlawfully usect, such action not 

oeing related to trafficking under. the Varga rational.e. 

'l'his is completely in accord with tne decision or the l:loard 

1n Matter of Martinez-uomez, Interim Decision H~l3~ (decided 

March ~j, lY'f2), that a conviction o!' viol.ation or t;al.Hornia 

Health and ~arety Uode ::;ect1on ll.!;i?b ta statute providing 

that it is unlawful to maintain any place for the purpose 

or unlawfully se111nr,, giving away or using any narcotic) is 

a conviction or a law relating to "illicit. traffic 1n 

narcotic drugs or marijuana•· witnin the meaning or ~2lll(aJ\11). 

2434 



' p • 

''The issue ~erore us is whether ~ection 
1155'1 is a 1av1 relatinr; to illicit trafficking 
in narcotic drugs or marijuana. Relying on 
our decision in Matter of ~urn, interim 
Decision ~Ull5 \l'J'{U), the special inquiry 
officer held tnat 1t was not such a law. 
liowever, Matter of :;urn dealt with a different 
question, namely the question of whether 
a conviction for unlawful use of proscribed 
drugs renoered an alien deportable as a 
person convicted for unlawful possession 
Of Said CirUp;S, 'l'hiS respondent was COn
Victed for violation of a statute which does 
not at all require, for conviction, the 
unlawful use or possession of proscribed 
drugs by the accused person. Section 11551 
of the Calif':llr.c~nia Health and :SAfety Code 
under which this respondent was convicted 
was clearly designed to eliminate the illegal 
traffic in narcotic drup;s by making it a 
crime for· a person t-;o pro·;.;idc a place for 
the unlll~ful disposal of narcotics." 

"We are o!' the opinion that the statute 
taken at its minimum involves a 1a~1 "relating 
to ... illicit traffic in narcotic drugs or 
marijuana.'' The prtimary purpose of Section 
11557 is to eliminate or control traffic 
in narcotics by making it a crime to"maintain 
any place" for the "selling, giving away or 
using"" any narcotic." 

The essential difference is between convictions 

of persons 1qho have ability to traffic in the drugs (and 

are in suffici~abt dominion and control over the drugs to 

do so), i.e., aremaintain~a place for the purpose of 

unlawfully selling, giving away or using any narcotic, 

and those persons who, although convicted of a statute 

"relating to " possession of marijuana, do not have such 
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sufficient dominion and control over the drugs to traffic 

in them, i.e., standing in aroom where drugs are being 

used, having drugs in one's bloodstream, or in Mr. Lennon's 

case, having drugs in one's home, in a Binocular case 

located therein, but being totally unaNare of the presence 

of any-substance in the Binocular case. See also, Matter 

o Interim Decision 112150, decided !•lay 19, 19"(2. 

Matter o T C , 7 l.&.N. Dec. 100 (1956) 

(citied by the Immigration Judge as !'latter of P C ), 

holding that a conviction of selling a substance in lieu 

of a narcotic is a conviction of "violation of a la~r 

relating to ... narcotic drugs" ,is completely distinguishable. 

The ~ecision did not relate to the mPanin~ or the term 

"possession"but rather to the term "relating to" as the 

ali~t\ Nas convicted of sellinffi a substance rather than of 

po$ession of any substance. The decision is not at all 

pertinent to the meaning of the term "possession." If 

relevant at all, it proves that the possession involved 

in attempting to sell a non-narcotic substance and pass it 

of'f as a narcotic involves such dominion and control as 

imports "possession" as contemplated by the Immigration 

Act; respondent does not argue with this proposition. (See 

argument, infra, as to I~atter of Paulus and its effect on 

Matter ofT C.) 

For, in a sense, all laws touching on narcotics 

relate to their traffic, however remotely. Even the 
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statute in the Var~~ case related to actual or potential 

traffic in drugs. The Immigration law, however, limits 

its concern to those which directly touch upon traffic or, 

in cases of possession convictions with which we are here 

concerned, limits its concern to those Vfhich clearly require 

the type of possession in which there is a· power to traffic 

in or dispo.f) of the substance. Knowledge is an essential 

element of this power. It is clear from the British statute 

and case law, that the British statute under which respondent 

Lennon was convicted mandated convictions for possession 

at the time in question regardless of the mental element and 

that lack of knowledge was not a defense. This is indeed 

wbat occurred in Lenn.on! s case and was on.: of th0 prim~ 

considerations in his decision to plead guilty. As he 

stated at the hearing, the "stuff was planted" on him 

without his knowledge in containers that were his. This 

could not conceivably have been the type of "possession" 

contemplated by the U.S. Immigration law to render him 

ineligible for residence under §212(a) (23). \'/hat Mr. 

Lennon contends, simply put, is that he cannot be chagged 

with trafficking in a substance which he did not know was 

there: that his lac!' of' knowledge of its existence, while 

not~ a defense under the statute in ~ngland under which he 

pleaded guilty, was not of the character which renders 
,, '-.,~ 

'\~ him exc!uoaole f'rom u.:::;. residence-- and while it 

constituted ''possession'' as used in the British statute, 

it is not encompassed in the term as used in §212laJl23J or 

the Act, as de!'1ned by yare;a ana ::-Jum. 
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In essence, it is Mr. Lennon's major contention that he 

is tnererore statutority eligible for permanent residence 

in the United ~tates. 

Mr. Lennons' admission unaer the British statute 

that ne was in ''possession of'' cannaois resin should 

therefore oe dis t1nguisnect !'rom the. lmm1gration J uage 's 

pos1tlon (Opinion, p. ltl) tnat "mere possession v;itlluut 

intent to tra!'!'l,.£ in drugs VIOUld be surncient to bring 

the alien within the statute" even under Varga, "since 

he would nave such dominion ana control as woulct give hlm 

the power or disposaL" 'l'he Immigration Judge's conclusion 

(Opinion, p. lYJ tnat the Gourt in Var~, supra, would 

have !'ounct that Mr. Lennon nact surt'icient domln1on ana 

control uncter the act is clearly witnout foundation, because 

the lmmigration Juctge re!'ers to the intention to trafnc, 

while Varga refers to the proper aerinition or "possession" 

in the immigration Act, vare;a holds that regarctless or 

intent one cannot be in "possession" or marijuana unaer 

tne Act unless the possession itself' imports such dominion 

and control as would permit ot' tra!'nc. y__arga_, 1n snort, 

de fines "possession" in ob,J ecti ve ratner than subj ect1 ve 

terms. No one disputes the Immigration Judge's statement 

that "mere possession witnout intent to tra:t'1'1c in drg5s 

would be Etut't'icient to bring the allen uncter the statute." 

However Varga manoates that to bring the alien under the 

~. statute the possession must be of a certain nature, which 

was impossible in the Lennon case. 

., 1 
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'l'he lanp.:uage in ya1:r>:a ,_ anct the supportinr, lanr,uage of the 

Board or lmm1grat1on Appeals in Matter of ~urn, clearly 

support the proposition that Mr. Lennon did not have suc11 

sufficient dominion anct control to come within·: ·,the meaning 

or "possesion of" marijuana as the term J.s used in ~:J-

~qlla)lll) or laJ\23) of the Act. 

Moreover, respondent's conviction for possession 

or marijuana is not a conviction for "illicit possession" 

o!' marijuana within the meaning of !l212(a)t23l or the 

lmmigration and Nationaltiy Act. The effect of the inclusion 

of the term "illicit" in the statute is to limit its applica

bility to aliens who have been convicted of "illicit" 

possession of' marijuana. The use of' this adjective, a term 

appearing nowhere elee in the Act, to modify "possession" 

'( '' " 

would appear to require a showing of more than mere possession; 

"illicit" in this context imports criminal unlawfulness or 

at the very least, a knowing kind of possession. The 

Immigration Judge would not appear to contradict this under

standing of the term "illicit'' Nhen he states that: 

" ••. it was theintention of Conrr,ress to 
make deportable those who had been con
victed merely of illegal possession of a 
narcotic drug, thourr,h it erroneously con
cluded that under the decided cases mere 
poaession would result in deportability 
under the statute as oriv,inally drawn .. ·." 
(Opinion, p.l5) LEmphasis supplied.] 
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Current gtatutory and common law ln the United 

::Jtates substantiates the "1W1'1ins possession" interpretation 

of the term "illicit." Illep:al possc~ssion of marijuana in 

each of our fifty states refers to possession wherein the 

defendant has knowledp:e of the presence of the substance. 

See 91 A.L.R.2d blO, b2l, cited su~. ~his presumed 

knowledge of the presence of the marijuana, an essential 

element of conviction under §212(a)(23), was absent from 

the charge, the plea and the conviction of John Lennon. 

C. The Use of the Danp:erous Drugs Act 
of England. as a bar to residence under 
§212(a)(23) Nould deny respondent due 
pr9ces.~. 

United States law is applicable in determining 

whether a crime committed by an alien in another country 

is a crime of a class which will preclude his admission. 

Giammario v. Hurne~, 311 F.2d 2b5 (3rd Cir. 1962). It 

is therefore relevant to conS<.\1.\it equivalent U.S. statutes 

on the subject. 

From a comprehensive re•tiew of the law of all 

fifty (50) states, the Federal law, and the law of neigh

boring countries, it is apparent that all. the said statutee 

concerning possession of~arijuana require as an element of 

prosecution and conviction, that the defendant be shown 

to have had possession with knowledge of such possession, 

\•:· i.e., that the statutes all contain the "mens rea" require

ment significantly missing in the Dangerous DRugs Act 19b5 

and the Regulations of 19bll, in England. The same 1s true 

'( ., J 
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of the Mexican statutes as interpreted by Mexican case 

law. ::>ee Titulo Septimo, Delitos contra law salud, Capitulo 

I., Art, 193, 194 et seq., Penal Para El D.F. Y 

Terriotiros F and the same has been held true in Canada, 

(See earlier discussion of Beaver v. R., ::;_!;!_P.ra.) 

Under our system, it is considered that the fair-· 

ness of a criminal proceeding and the essential substantiue 

and procedural safeguards of the criminal lllW would be 

endangered by a statute which required no proof of criminal 

intent. See United states v. Fueston, 426 F.2d 7~5 (9th 

Cir. 1970); Griego v. United state~, 29~ F.2d ~q5 (lOth 

Cir. 1962); Truner v. United States, 396 U.S. 39e, 90 S.Ct. 

642, 2Q L.Ed.2d 610 (1970); Casella v. United States, 

(D.N.J. 1969}., and many other well-established cases. 

The Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, adopted by forty

six states, the District of Columbia, ana ~uerto Hlco, 

prov1.des in ::>etltion ~ thereof that it shall be un!aw!'ul t'or 

any person to manufacture, possess, nave unaer hls control, 

sel!, prescribe, aam1nister, aispense or compouna any nar

cotic orug, except as authorized by tne Act. !n order 

to convict a de!'endant or the orrense or possession or a 

narcotic drug 11i thin the meaning or ::>ettlon 2 or the Act, 

lt :ls necessary to show that the defendant ~1as aware of 

the presence and character or the particular substance, 

and was intentionally and consciousLy 1n possession o1' 

it. valirornia, one or the rew states which did not ratifY 
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the Unii'orm Narcotic !Jrue Act, has its oHn statute v;l11C11 

has been interpreted to require the "mens pea" requi.rement, 

miss 1ng from the J:lrltish statute herein concerned. 0ee 

Pe v. Wlnston, 2~3 r.~d 40 (lY';>bJ, ana retople v. 

Han co~, 319 I'. <!d '(31 llYLI'I), and r:eople _ v. Hedricl<_, 

~1m11arly, the ~eaeral statutes, 

including tne ~·ood and vrugs Act, the lnterna! ttevenue 

Act, and the Marijuana 'l'ax Act, all require "mens rea." 

No claim is maae that a foreign convictionmust 

necessarily conform to constitutional guarantees 1n the 

Uni tea 0tates. vi hat is claimed, now ever, as fundamental 

1a11, is that where a fore~$ conviction was obtained 1n 

a mann!"r wnere lt; aeniea due process or .Law, we are not 

precluded !'rom ma1c1ng further inquiry, !'Jarino v. Holton, 

~<!1 w.~d HHb l'lth Uir. lY';>';>), cert. aenied j';>U u.~. lUUUb, 

and can indeed disregard lt as a ground i'or deportation or 

exclus~on. '1'hus a conviction voia on its race under local 

law can be disregardea. 

v. ~mith, 'I! l<'.<:!d '(U'f )'(th Cir. l~jUJ; Wilson v. Carr, 41 

F.~d 'fUll (9th Cir. 19jU); and a conviction in absentia will 

not be recognized !'or deportation purposes. t:x l:'arte 

~owerner, l1b 1<'. '11tl (K.U.Wash. 1Y09J; ~x Parte Watchorn, 

lbO F. 1014 t~.D.N.x. lYUtl), Likewise in Gubbels v. Hoy, 

<:!bl F.2d 9?<:! (9th Cir. 19?H), where a m111tary tribunal 

did not nave the same safeguards deemed essential to fair 

trials or civilians in federal courts, the Court held that 

a court-martial conviction or larceny and robbery would 
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not sufrice to warrant a deportation, although a con~ictlon 

by a u.~. Federal Court of the same crimes would be sufficient 

to support deportation. 

Under British l&w, there was no criminal 1ntent 

required for conviction of illegal arug possession under 

the law in question at the time of' Lennon's conviction 

(See discussion, supra). lnnocent possessi6n of a package 

or substance which later proved to be a nareotit was held 

sufficient to result in a conviction, despite the fact that 

the accused had no knmvledge or reason to know ei the:r the 

contents of the package, o:r the nature of the substance it 

contained. This type of conviction, lacking an 1 element 

which we consider to be essential to elementary fairness, 

is alien and J:~.bho:rrent to otu• sy.:tt.em. Its use as a ba~1s 

for exclusion from permanent :residence of an applicant whose 

child is a United States citizen and whose spouse is a 

permanent :resident, is a patent denial of due process. 

The Immigration Judge, when presented with the 

above argument, made several points in his opinion with 

reference to respondent's argument {See Opinion, pp. 22-29). 

His first contention is that "it has been held in a 

minority of jurisdictions that such kn01~ledge (knowledge 

by defendant of the existence of thena:rcotics where found) 

is not an element" of immediate and exclusive control or 

at least joint control o:r constructive possession. 

In support of this proposition, the Immigration 
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Jude;e cites vartous auihOrittes from what he considered to 

be a minority of jurisdictions. He~pondent herein demonstrates 

that said authorities are no lon~cr controlling. 

The eeneral ru.lP. of P.merican law requires knov1ledge 

as an essential element in criminal possession. It is 

"generally necessary to shm~ that the defendant was aware 

of the presence and character of the particular suostan ce, 

and was intentionally and consciously in possession of it." 

What constitutes "possession of a narcotic drug preecrioed 

~Y !}2 of the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 91 A.L.R.2d tno, 

at till. Some jurisdictions have required a lesser standard 

ofknowledge. "However, no caee has been found in which 

the defendant's conviction of' illegal possesion of narcotics 

prove, either directly or by inference, that the defendant 

had knowledge of the presence of the contraband substance." 

91 A.L.R.2d i:l21. 

The four American jurisdictions listed as exceptions 

to the general rule are: washington, Florida, Massachusetts, 

and Naryland. A more careful examination of the current 

law in these states reveals that, with the possible exception 

of Maryland, they do not refute the conteoHon tha.t in the 

United States, knowledge is a requisite element in the 

crime of possession of proscribed drugs. 

Washington has the most extensive case law on 

the subject, and is referred to by the Immigration Judge 

in his opinion. (See Opinion, pp. 22-23). 'l'he origin 

of their doctrine may be traced to state v. Henker, 
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50 Wash.2d H09, 314 P.2d 645 (l957)(citied in Opinion, 

p. 22), where the Court interpreted the deletl.on of the 

words "with intent to sell" from the statute as dictating 

an intent to dispense with any knowledge requirement 

(314 P.2d 645, at 647). However, a careful examination of 

llenkex:..,_ supra_, will disclose that the lower court had 

instructed the jury 

"that the state must prove beyond a 
reasonable doubt that Benker lmew 
he possessed marijuana and knew he 
had it under his control." 

Therfore, even in Henker, often cited in vlashington de

cisions for the proposition that knowledge is not a re-

quiremer1t, ~he Court instructed the jury t!Jatknowlcdgo 

was necessary to a conviction. 

Nevertheless, the doctrine developed that: 

''It is true thatonce possession of 
drug~ts is establisliet\.<1, the burden snirts 
to the defendant to explain away the po
session as unwitting, !awful, or other
wise excusable.'' ::>tate v. Callahan, 7'( 
wash.2ct 27, j2, 4?Y P.2ct quu tlYbYJtt:ited 
in Opinion, p.2j), 

However, even tne t:ourt tnereln stated that "such rule ••• 

cannot be used to furnish the element which the state 

first must prove, namely, that the defendant was in possession 

of the proscribed goods," 

2445" 



'(':) 

Sta!_e _ _:!_:_ __ l:i~.r:x~s, 'J'f v:asn.2d 4tl4, :35t5 P.::!d 1::!11 UYb.l), 

(cited by the lmmi~ration Jud~e, Upinion. p.22) is in 

accttrd, but there the central question was awareness or the 

narcotic character or the article possessed: 

''ln essence, it 1s the appellant's con
tention that awareness by the accused or 
the narcotic character of the article 
pos;essect is an essential element of this 
orrense. 'l'he appellant bases this con
tention upon the assumption that an intent 
to possess a narcotic drug is required to 
be proved under a charge or unlawful pos
session of' a narcotic drug. 'l'his assumption 
is erroneous. 'l'he legislature, by its 
enactment or controls against the vils 
of' the narcotic trarric through tne adoption 
or the Unif'orm Narcotic Drug Act has made 
mere possession or a narcotic drug a crime, 
unless the possession is authorized in tne 
act." 3'Jl:i P .2d 12'1, at 12?, (:see also 
State v. w~lc~tt, 14 Waah.2d ]~~' ~j~ t'.~d 
9~~-IDuu.tiYbl:if, anct note that the 
det'ense of um1itt1ng possess1on was always 
a vi lab le to tne defendant.) 

However, two developments in recent Washington 

caaes not cited by the Immi~ration Judge have since under-

cut the Washington doctrine, which itselr was always in 

doubt, since ~enker, although cited for the poropos1tion 

tnatknowledge was not necessary for conviction or posession 

of drugs, was in reality merely a decision which eliminated 

the requirement or intent to sell as a necessary element 

for conviction. Although not referred to by the lmmigration 

Judge, in Htate v. Hennings, j wash.App. ql:i3, qy~ P.2d 

9~b {1970), Henker was explicitly disapproved: 
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"We respectfuLly disagree l'li th the ccn
clusion in Henker that tnc leF,islative 
oojectivc was-to -eliminate scienter (wilful 
guilty know ledf:,e) as an essential ingredient 
of the crime or trafficking in narcotics. 
As we discern the legislative purpose, it 
is to make possession of narcotics a crime 
without proof of a specific intent to sell. 
However, the elimination of the requirement 
or proof of a specif1.c intent to sell does 
not, we believe, warrant the conclusion that 
a general intent -- wilful F.Uilty knowledge -
need not be proven." ll75 P.2ed 926, at 930. 

This attack at the very foundation or the \~ash-

ington doctrine calls into question all the cases 1~hich 

relied on Henker, including Bocms t quoted by the Immigration 

Judge at p.22, Opinion). 

Furthermore, in 1969, the Washington Legislature 

removed cannabls from coverage under the Narcotic Drug Act, 

Laws of 1969, First. Ex. Sess., Ch. 256, s. 7. This 

action received the imprimatur of the 1-iashlngton Supreme 

Court in State v. Zornes, 7tl Wash.2d 7tltl, q75 P.2d 109 

(1970) which stated that "the concensus is that cannabis 

is not a narcotic but rather a mild hallucigenic." ld., 

at p.l15. TI1us, the law which was interpreted in the above 

cases -- R.C.W. 69.33.230 --no longer applies to cannabis. 

'rhis change is crucial because the public safety under

p:l.nnings of the no-knowledge standard do not necess.arily 

apply to the re-defined status of cannabis tas a mild 

• hallucinogent~, rather than a narcotic). The cases which 

continue to speak in terms of the old test have not dealt 

with cannabis, but with heroin. ::it ate v. Edwards, 5 wash. 
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Any implication by earlier cases that knowled~e 

was not an essential element of possession in F'lor\::l:l:lol 

has since been overruled. 

'"l'he Heynolds case and the cases referred 
to in-the annotation, supra, require the 
state to prove that the tiefenclant had 
physical or constructive por:session of the 
object or thin~ possessed, counled with 
!:lis knowledrce of its pre~o;e~." 1:Lromphasis 
suppliedJ, ~-~taro v. St~t~, 179 So.2d 
H'l3, at H11 (1965). 

And recently this PPDposition was affirmed in B'lorida. 

Briggs v. Syate, 262 So.2d ~Jl ll972)(evidence in a 

criminal poosecution for possession of marijuana must 

shov1 that the defendant had knowledge that the contrabnad 

was in his possession and control.) 

• In Massachusetts, the doctrine was established 

by Commomleaith v. L~, 33.l 11ass. Ib6, 117 N.E.2d H30 

(19511), which relied heavily on the public safety doc

trine discussed~ the Immigration Judge (0ee Opinion, pp. 

24-26), and ~rhich has received little elaboration in the 

last 19 years. However, in Commonwealth v. Buckley, 

3511 Mass. 50e, 2e3 N.E.2d 335 (19be), the Supreme 

Judicial Court read in a knovrledge requirement to a 

law making it an offense to be present where a narcotic 

drug is illegally kept. This !mow ledge requirement was 

seen as necessary to thwart an attack on the constitution-

ali ty of the law •• , 
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"The lep;islatm'E' may determine what sllall 
be deemed a 1 publ:tc ~relfare offense' punish
able not11itllstandinp; l.nnoeent intent .•. 
But an intention to create such an offense 
should appear in clear and unambip;UOIJ'; lanp;uar~e •.• 
In view or the seriousness of the penalty which 
may be im!lOsed ... we are unwillinr; to rer;ard the 
omission from the first clau~e Lof some word 
having an effect t!limilar to that of 1 knowinr; 1 ] 

as sufficiently indicating the Legislntuer's 
1 clear and unambir,uous' intention to l'equire 
no proof of knowledp;e in a prosecution ..• '' 

.Accordingly, absent a clear legislative pronouncement that 

possession of cannabis is a public welfare offense, 

11assachusetts now requires kn01~ledge as an element of 

possession. At a time \~hen the State Legislature i3 

seriously deli\rerating a bill which 1vould decriminalize 

possession of marijuana, it is not likely that such a 

pronouncement will be forthcomtn~. 

Finally, Maryland itself, a state with little 

case law on the subject, requires a showing by the Govern-

ment that the defendant at least having knowledge o!' the 

pi'esence or the object, if not requiring the Government 

to prove that the defendant kneN tne particular quality 

o!' the narcotic drug, relying somewhat on the public sat'ety 

doctrine to justify the policy. Jenl<ins v. ~tate, ~l' Md. 

A later Maryland case, Davis v. Htate, y Md.App. 

1HJ, ~b~ A.~d ''flj UY'fO), indicates that 1t is knowledge 

or the narcotic charcw.ttlt." ••• it isnot necessary ror the 

'll State to allege or prove scienter •••• ln other words, the 

State is not required to show that the accused's con-

trol of the narcotic drug was knowing and willful; it is 

no excuse that the accused ctces not know that what he con-
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tro.ts is a prohibited narcotic Cirur;." (p. 5!HJ. 'l'hts 

seems to leave the door open for an interpretation which 

would require a showinr; that tile Liet'endant at least had 

knowledge or the presence or the object. 

A trend amonr; the ~tate t.:ourt cases on the sub-

ject is therefore discernable. Calirornia, orten viewed 

as the trend-setter in marijuana laws because it was the 

rirst state to experience wide-spread usc, 'tJ Virginia Law 

knowledge was necessary: 

" ••• the 1a~1 makes the matter or know ledge in 
relation to defendant's aNareness or the presence 
or the object a basic element or the ~rrense of' 
possession." l'eople v. Gory, ::!ti t.:al. <?d IJ'U, 1'(0 
.l;',;!d 'ljj, at IJ::jb (l9'1b) emphasis in original. 

'l'he A. L. H. :<ct Later t.:ase :>ervice indicates that in 

recent years Alacama, t.:onnecticut, ¥lorida, Missouri, 

Nebraska and Virginia nave joined the jurisdictions 

requiring knowledge as an element of possession. 

No new jurisdictions nave joined the opposite position. 

The immigration Judge, in his opinion, calls 

attention to the ract that ''l'ossession or narcotics for 

personal use does not prevent it rrom being 'possession' 

in violation or paragraph ;: or the Uniform Narcotics Drug 

tij 

Act.", and we take no issue, since the requirement of knowledge 

is still necessary as an element of proof to be supplied 

by the Government in its prosecution. ~ee 91 A.L.R.<?d tllO, et seq. 

Constructive possession, called to attention by 

the lmmigration Judge, is no different in its requirement 

of the element of' knowledge, although the possession need 

not be ~ctU:a,!:_~;t with the defendant. 'l'herefore, t'or 
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constructive por;r;ession to t1e shmm, it must be proven 

that although· the llefen<tant tlid not have actual possession 

of the narcotic, he did have sufficient knowled~ eof its 

existence to have dominion ru1d control over it; see, for 

example, "Constructive l'ossessi.on in llarcotics Cases: 'i'o 

Have and Have Not," ;ltl Vir. Law Rev. 751 ( 1972, May). 

The Immigration ,Juar:e cites State of New Jersey 

v. Reed, 34 N.J. 554 (1961) (at p. 24 of this Opinion) for 

the proposition that if the "legislature had intended to 

limit the illegality to possession with intent to sell, 

administer, compound, and etc., it could have so provided. 

By failing to so state, it made 'possession' 1\111!! the groundof 

the illegality." However, this proposition is inaccurate 

as applied to the facts of the case at Bar and to the 

circumstances of possession itself. Respondent herein, 

once again, is not alleging that in order to have suf

ficient control or dominion of narcotics in Great Britain, 

it is necessary that such possess ion be combined 1~ith or 

coupled with the "intent to sell, administer, compound, 

and etc." Respondent admits that such an element is not 

required in England not even perhaps in some jurlsdictions 

in the United States. However, what the Immi~ration 

Judge misconstrues in his citations and discussion is that 

Reed, supra, and the other oases cited in the Opinion, re-

quire that if there is to be "possession", although the 

element of intent to sell may not be necessary, it is 

absolutely necessary that the defendant kn01v, that is, be 

aware of and in control of the prescribed substance in 

order for him to be in possession of it. As stated so 
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aptly in Heed, at p. 5'i7, "'poscess', as used in crl.mln?l 

t t t · · • 1 i · fi d an intentional control o.f s .a ·u er., ord1nar1. y ::; r:m. e _______ _ 

a desi~nated thin~ accompanied by a knowlect~e nf its 

character. ( Ci tinr; cases)." Thcl"efore Ree~, normally 

cited for the proposition that in most cases, such statutes 

also proscribe possession for personal use, could never 

be cited for the proposition that possession could be 

had of a narcotic when the defendant did not even kno11 he 

!lifts in "control" or exercisi.ng "dominion" over the 

narcotic. 

Basic to the !1aryland postition and implicit in 

similar approaches is the notion that possession of 

controlled drugs falls 111thin the "public safety" or 

"public ~relfare" crimes, as referred to by the Immigration 

Judge in his Opinion (See Opinion, pp. 24-27). For a 

discussion of this doctrine, see Morissette v. United States, ·-
342 U.S. 24b, 72 Sup.Ct. 2l!O (1952). Thus, nm•cotics 

are lumped together with adulterated milk and other food 

and prescription drugs, etc., as substances so inherently 

dangerous as to require departure from common law notions 

of ~ ~ in order to protect the public. Exemplifyin~ 

this attitude is Jenkins_, supra, at page 117; 

"We thing the fact is so generally accepted 
that repeated doses of narcotic drugs are 
extremely deleterious to the moral qualities 
and the physical structures of human beings, 
it is unnecessary to discuss the point further.'' 

~~nkirt:'!. deals with a mari,1 uana charge. Its 

basic premise (that cannabis :ts a narcotic drug) is no 

longer valid; there is a lat•ge and generally accepted 

body of opinion which denies that cannabis is a 
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or that 1 ts imnact upon humi1n beinp:D is "extremel~· deleterious," 

See, for example, the di;; cuss ion, ~f~a_, aB to the ler:is-

lative reports discussing the amendment to the Act in 

adding marijuana. ~ince marijuana was clearly held not 

to be a narcotic arug, as defined by the Courts, even in 

l9?ti, ana through 19bU, when the Act was amended to in-

clude marijuana ~n addition to r.arcotics. ~1enaoza & Hi ra 

v. Vel uuercia, infra, see also, urinspoon, Marijuana He

considered tin evidence), and the Heport or the Nat:l:onal 

Commission on Marijuana and Drug .~buse. 

ln light or the contemporary state or knc;>wleage 

about marijuana, it is highly doubtful that a viable 

case can be made for defining canabis-possession as a 

"puilllc: sal'ety" crime, ~lhich was the foundation ror the 

holdlngs outlined by the lmmigration Judge in such other, 

non-marijuana cases as ~nevlin-carpenter company v. 

Minneso t:lti u.~. ?'f tl91ll), and U.0. v. ureenbaull!:, 

l~ti ~.~a qjJ tjra Cir. lY4j), 

ln this connection, it should be noted that Doth 

Buckley and Morisette, suera, state that legislative 

silence regarding !mow leage implies that kno~aeage con

tinues to be a requisite element or the crime of ~sess1on. 

'l'he current status or marijuana possession in the United 

states, there!'ore requires that knowledge is a necessity 

!'or possession: 
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'"l'he law m8.l{es tllC matte!' or h:no\'lledr:e in 
re.tation to aerenri:cmt 's il.Har·enen~.s or the 
presence or the ooject a basic element or the 
offense or posse.c;slon." PeopJ0 v. Gory, 
2~ ca.t.2d 4~0 ll9qb), 

What the lmmigration Judge has done, here as well 

as with the aaulteratect food ana ctrug cases, is attempt 

to equate public safety ana mala prohibita statutes 1Hth 

possession statutes, and to claim, in effect,. that since 

public safety ana mala prohibita statutes ao not require 

the mental element or intent or l<noHlectge, that it would 

follow that a possession statute not requiring such 

elements is not inherently violative of aue process in 

the United ::>tates. 'l'he lmm1grat1on Judge would argue 

that since congress felt that the selling of pn1sonouR 

eggs or milk need not require knm11ectge that the same t-~ere 

poisonous to be a crime, Gongress t10Uld also feel that criminal 

possession or marijuana could be had without knov1ledge oi' 

such possession. :::iuch an equasion is clearly untrue and 

misleading. ln fact, it would call for a gross mis-

reading of the decisional law of' the United :::itates, in both 

Federal and ::ltate Courts. The purpose behind the ad!)lterated 

food and drug statutes is to protect an innocent public, 

and this apparently, in t11e eyes of' Congress, outweighs 

the apparent ''innocence'' of the seller. Marijuana posses-

sion statutes have long been held not to be in the realm 

of "public safety" and have long been distinguished from 

the "adulterated food" cases. In fact, as has been 

pointed out, supra, no state in the United States, nor the 

Federal jurisdictions, allows for prosecution of possession 
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of marijuana ':11..1;.~1_(1_\)!::. the ref]uired proof 0f the element 

that the defendant knew that he was in such dominion and 

control of the dru~ that would warrant his conviction. 

In citinr; ~1!Jite9 .. J?...t_c::_tes _ v. Balint, 25 tJ U.S. 50 

(192~) for the porposition tiHtt the "public safety doctrine" 

is applied to onium and coca leaves (but not to marijuana 
~·-- -- ·-. 

or hashish), it should be noted that the lmmigra tion Judge 

omitted reference to the following language of the 

opinion: 

''Its Lthe statute provided for a tax on narcotic 
(not marijuana) trafficJ manifest purpose is to
require ever:! person deaHna; in drugs to as cer
tain at his peril whether that which he sells 
comes within the inhibition of the statute, 
and if he sells the inhibited drug in 1~norance 
of tts charBcter, ttl penAHze h:l.m. congress 
'·~ ~ .1 ,.,.h ~ ,.1 .1- t.,_ c - """,... - -1' V. I ,.. -1: ...., j , .-. 4~ ~ .-. r. ,.. 4" ,... ., 'h .\' ,..., ,.... +- ~ ,... ,.,. 
~"l!!;;;J..tS! \;;!U l.<lJ.-.;. tJ\.IVi..:i...i., ... .;..t:;; J.'J U.h)V.J..'-'..:.,. W.J. vl.4o,lt)'-'\.oV.J.Ht') 

an innocent seller to the penalty against the 
evil of exposing innocent purchasers to danger 
from the drug, and concluded that the latter 
was the result preferable to be avoided." 
(At page 254) 

Needless to say, these cases do not stand for the prop-

osition that there could be possession of marijuana or 

dominion and control exercised in a due process context, 

without knowledge that some substance, at least, was in 

the possession of the defendant, as is true in the British 

cases at the time of Mr. Lennon's conviction. ~imilarly 

would be Greenbaum~ supra, in which it was held that the 

defendant, selling rott~n eggs, did not have to know that 

the eggs were rotten in order to be subject to a con-

viction. This again emphasizes the public safety, and that, 
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rather than sub.J ect the :l.nnocent pu:rclwser to disease, 

it is better to punish tlle "innocent" seller of the llad 

food. As 1~as stated by the Immir;:rat:Lon Judr;e, in quotinp; 

from Gr~:[!_baum, "Notable among such offer>ses are dealint;s 

in adulterated foods and drLtp;s." The article in American 

Law Reports, cited by the Immigration Juctee, is to the 

.same effect. See "Penal offense predicated upon violation 

of food law as affected by ignorance or mistake of fact, 

lack of criminal intent, or presence of good faith.'' 

152 A.L.R. 755. 

Considering, then, the Immir;ration Judge's 

conclusion, at page 26, of the Opinion, that the absen e 
r<1 1norit"' 

of a mens l'Un. rcq_u1rcnK.:t1t. i~ permitted in a · of 

the jurisdictions in the United States and that therefore 

r.:espondent's conviction is not repugnant to our principle 

of jurisprudence, the conclusion seems not only improper, 

but not in line l'li th the law of the United States, as shmm 

in the desicions of the 50 states and the federal laws cibed, 

supra. The requirements for conviction 4-n 196tJ under 

British law, did !'JOt include, as a bare minimum, the 

proof of possession, dominion and control, etc. What 

they didll include, as a bare minimum, was that the sub-

stance be in close enough proxlmity to the defendant that 

he £Q_Uld_ exercise dominion and control over it, whether 

the defendant knew of the presence of the drug or not! 

'""'t; 'l.'his is an entirely cti!'1'erent proposi t1on, and would 

never, in a marijuana or hashish case, in the United ~tates, 

whether uncter state or 1'ecteral law, be surr1c1ent 
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to support a conviction unaer any penal statute. The 

lmmir;ration Judr:e's statement that the "absence o!' a 

requirement ror scienter or Jnens rea is rollo~~ed by the 

majority of courts or the United :States in other types of 

convicti.ons Ladul terated 1'ooa, etc. J" is there !'ore mis-

leading, ana plainly erroneous, as applied to the case 

at l:lar, Kespondent insists tllat the tiritish statute 1s 

so repu~nant to the principles or jurisprudence of this 

country, that his conviction should not be recognized as 

a conviction relating to the possession of marijuana. 

To prove the proposition that courts have 

1•erusea to consider the mental state of the aerenaant 

or the legality or his original conviction, the lmmi~ra-

tion. Jucge &.lso 

11 I. & N. Dec. '('(:.: (August :::!<:!, l':!bb), ana Natter or Adamo, 

10 I. & N. Dec. ~':!) (June 4, 19b'l). These cases deal Hith 

the more limited issue or whether the convictions could 

be challenged because the acts which constituted the crime 

were perrormed elsewhere ana do not hold tllat the court 

does not nave power to look into tne !'acts to determine 

whether they will support a deportation order in our system. 

Although the contentions or the respondents in those mat·-

ters were overruled by the Board or lmm1p;ra.t1on Appeals, 

it is clear tnat in discussing its powers to explore "the 

de 11 cate nuances or the state of' mind required i'or con-

victions", the B.I.A. does in !'act exploee the comparable 

statutes in the united ~tates ana at least in Adamo, round 

that tlle respondent would have been convicted in the United 

States or the same crime that tne Respondent had been convicted 
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1n J.taly. StmHarly, in l~:-l.~lB:t:J~dia_, the 1'\'er.pondent had been 

indicted in California, and if the same racts were round 

true us were found in IVJexl.co, the ttespondent would have 

been convicted in California. 'l'hes e cases are dis t1 nc;uishab J.e ln 

that kespondent herein would not have been convicted in 
. -

any ~ederal or ~tate jurisdiction in the United ~tates, 

of the statute which is the basis for the conviction 

h~rein. And this separates and distinguishes the instant 

case from all those cited by tl1e lmmJgration Judge. 

Our courts have clearly considered the nature 

of the foreign or other proceedings in determining 

whether they met United states due process requirements 

for fairnes~; 

held that a court martial conviction for the crimes of 

larceny and robbery 1'/ould not suffice as a ground 1'or 

deportation because the mill tary tribunal dj.d not have 

the same safeguards deemed essential to fair trials of 

civilians in federal courts, although a conviction in a 

federal court of the same crimes would clearly suffice to 

support deportation. 

In final support of his determination that the 

use of Mr. Lennon's British convj_ ction was not a denial 

of due process, the Imm1.p;ration Judge refers (Opinion, 

page 27) to the ''somewhat analogous'' relationsip with 

the body of cases involving prosecutions under lH u.s.c. 
1407. Reference to this statute is grossly misleading 

for a number of reasons, not the least of which is the 

failure to note that the statute was repeale<:! on October 2'(, 1970. 
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Public t.aw 91-~13, Title III, Section 1101 (b)(l)(A), 

l:Jll Stat.129<:. \'lh:tle ln effect, that l1tatute required a 

re~istration unon the crossin~ of a border of the United 

states by a nArcotic addict or a convicted narcotic 

offender. It was distinBuishable on a due process 

basis on several distinct p;r>ounds. First, it refers only 

to citizens of the United ~tates who are already either 

narcotic 

fenders; 

addicts or convicted narcotic or marijuana of
\)reliloiA}'>IA 

(whose convictions had JE Bra :v been obtained 

with due process protection) second, tne constitutionality 

of the provision itself had come under serious questions 

prior to its repeal based upon the holdings in several 

United States Supreme Court decisions, e.g., that the privilege 

against self-incrimination was violated by a statutory 

requirement that a person register and pay a tax in the 

business of accepting wagers, March~~ti v. Uni~ed States, 

390 U.S. 39, 19 L.Ed.2d HH9, HH S.Ct. b97 (19bH) and 

that the privilege against self-incrimination provides a 

complete defense to prosecutions under the Federal l~arijuana 

'l'ax Act for transporting or obtaining marijuana without 

having paid the transfer tax thereof, United States v. Leary 

395 u.s. b, 2b L.Ed.2d 57, H9 s.ct. 1532 (19b9). see 

Lambert v. Californ~_l!, 355 U.i:l. 255, 2 L.Ed.2d 22CJ, 7tJ S.Ct. 

21JO (1957) which held that a similar statute was uncon-

stitutional in that it violated the due process requirement 

of the lllth Amendment. See also "Validity and construction 

of Federal Statute (lU U.S.C. Section 1~07) nequiring 

Registration, On Crossing Border, of Narcotics Addict, User 

or Violator" by John D. Perovich, J.D., ~ A.L.R. (Fed.) 
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616 et seq. Likewise, the cnsc8 cited by the Immisration 

,Judp;e rclatin['; to ltl U.S .C. 1407, :ouch as Ad runs v. 

United States and Smith v. United States are therefore in-
---·~---~------·· ---~----------~·-·---·----

apposite for these reasons and for tne additional reason 

that they deal with persons Nho, already havinp; been 

convicte<'l of rnwcotic offenses, sucll as possessicn,have 

had the benefit of due process protections. These cases 

are not analogous to those dealing with the due process 

requirements in proving possession or other element of the 

substantive crime involved and therefore not proper authority 

for the proposition that the lack of a requirement of 

mens rea in a criminal statute would not procude a denial 

of due process under the circumstances ofthe instant 

case. 

In sum, the use of the British statute to 

deny rel;lpondent the benefits or residence 1s a denial or 

due process. 

93 
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The respondent pleaded guilty to having 

"in his possession a dangerous drug, to wit, cannabis 

resin, without being duly authorized" contrary to the 

regulations under the Drngerous Drug Act ~f 1965, a 

British statute (see conviction, Exhibit 10). This 

conviction was his only offense, for which a fine was 

imposed. 

The British statute involved (see Statutes 

Referred To, supra) contained a separate definition for 

the term "cannabis resin" as distinguished from the term 

"cannabis", the former referring to what is commonly 

known as hashish, and the latter to what is commonly 
known as marijnana. 

The government introduced no testimony or 

evidence as to the meaning of the term " cannabis resin" 

at the deportation proceedings but claimed generally in its 

brief that it was 8ynonymous with the term "marijuana" as 

used in the Immigration and Nationality Act in Section 212 

(a) (23) which is relevant here. The respondent, on the 

other hand, introduced the testimony and textbook of an 

acknowledged expert in the field, Dr. Lester Grinspoon, 

whose outstanding qualifications were conceded by the 

Trial Attorney. 

Dr. Grinspoon testified (transcript, page 37 

et seq.) as follows: 

Q. Do you consider that Cannabis 
Resin is hashish? 

A. Yes. 

Q. Is Cannabis Resin marijuana? 

A. Cannabis Resin is not marijuana. 

Q. Is Cannabis Resin a narcotic drug? 

94 
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A. Cannabis Resin is not a narcotic 
drug. 

* * * 
Q. Based upon your knowledge and 

experience and research in this 
field, would I be correct in saying 
that it is your opinion that Cannabis 
Resin is not marijuana? 

A. Cannabis Resin is not marijuana. 
Marijuana is not Cannabis Resin. 

The testimony was neither controverted nor qualified under 

cross-examination. It remains, therefore; the only record 

evidence on the subject, and it may be said that the expert 
testimony offered by the respondent adequately sustained 

any burden of proof on respondent's part that his conviction 

did not render him statutorily ineligible for adjustment 

of status. 

It is acknowledged that cannabis resin is 

hasl1izh, and tl1at it is ilOt a nux·cotic d1·ug. What is 

disputed is whether cannabis resin is "marijuana" within 

the statutory scheme of the immigration law. 

The government, citing no authority, has 

argued generally in its brief that it was the intention of 

Congress to include cannabis resin within the term 

"marijuana" quoting the generally broad language of the 

legislative reports as the sole foundation for the other

wise remote thesis that the substance was necessarily 

included within the statutory term "marijuana". At the 

time, both parties acknowledged that the issue was one 

of first instance and that there had been no determination 

by au Immigration Judge, the Board of Immigration Appeals, 

nor any court on the issue of whether cannabis resin or 

hashish was necessarily included within the statutory term 

marijuana .. The Immigration Judge so held (see finding of 

fact at p.36, Opinion). Based on this supposed unavaila
bility of authority, the Immigration .Judge accepted the 

government's thesis upon the basis that hashish is notor

iously a stronger substance than marijuana and that Congress 

'"" ;; ,) 
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had it considered the 1natter specifically, would most 

likely have desired to exclude aliens convicted of 

possessing hashish. 

There is authority, however, unknown 

):loth to the parties and to the Immigration Judge until 

after the entry of the Immigration Judge's deci.sion in 

the rna tter, that clearly. holds to the contrary. In the 

Matter of Basil F. file # A30 310 271, the Inuni-

gration Judge held that an alien convicted of a violation 

of law relating to the illicit possession of hashish was 

not excludable under Section 212 (a)(23).(An unpublished 

decision dated September 23, 1971, Boston District, copy 

of which is annexed as Brief Exhibit D). 

In that case, an alien who was previously 

admitted ,fol" permanent residence applied for re-admission 

to the United States on August 18, 1971 and was paroled 

''to Maine State Police for conviction of narcotic laws 

(sic)", where he was convicted in the District Court 

of Maine on August 19, 1971 for having on August 18, 

1971 been illegally in possession of hashish, upon a 

plea of guilty. The examining Immigration Officer 

found him to be not admissible to the United States 

because it appeared that he was excludable under Section 

212 (a)(23). The alien was referred to an Immigration 

Judge for a hearing as to his excludability. The Immigration 

Judge clearly delineated the issue and stated that 

"if the hashish which was involved 
in the applicant's conviction is 
a narcotic drug or marijuana, he 
is excludable on the basis of the 
conviction for possession thereof. 
Even is he were admitted, he would 
immediately become deportable under 
the provisions of Section 241 (a)(ll) 
of the Immigration and Nationality . 
Act because of the same conviction'.' 

The Immigration Judge in Gray had no difficulty 

in finding that the respondent was not excludable. He 

states: 
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"Hashish is not referred to in I1mnigration 
statutes by name. No attempt was made to 
establish that hashish is a narcotic 
drug. However, evidence i.n the form of 
a pamphlet o:f the Bureau of Narcotics 
and Dangerous Drugs, U.S. Department 
of Justice, and a pamphlet produced 
jointly by.the Department of Defense, 
Department of Health, Education and Wel
fare, Department of Justice,. Department 
of Labor, and Office of Economic Oppor
tunity, were introduced into evidence. 
These pamphlets establish that both 
marijuana and hashish are included under 
the generic term "Cannabis Sativa." One 
of the pamphlets ... states that hashish 
is at "at least five times stronger 
than crude marijuana." 

The statute under consideration here 
refers to narcotic drugs, and obviously 
by its term includes all narcotc drugs, and to 
and to marijuana specifically as a substance. 
It mDl~:es no specific refeJ~ence to "Cannabis 
Sativa'' or de1·ivative::> the£·euf. Ii. io 
the government's contention that mari-
juana and hashish are the same substance 
and that the words are interchangeable 
since both are derivatives of Cannabis 
Sativa. If the framers of the statute 
intended to include all derivatives of 
Cannabis Sativa that term might well 
have been used in the statute as was 
the broad term "narcotic drugs .... " 

The statute under which it is alleged 
that the applicant is excludable refers 
to "narcotic drugs" and to marijuana". 
The applicant was convicted of possession 
of hashish. There is no allegation here 
that hashish is a narcotic drug. It is 
urged that hashish should be included 
in the term"marijua11a" because both are 
derivatives of Cannabis Sativa. However, 
neither "hashish" nor "Cannabis Sativa? 
are mentioned in the statute. 

On consideration of this entire record and 
in the absence of any law, regulation or 
decision of the l3oar.ctoi~-ofany coiirt
fincling thaflliewo-ii:Ts-rrilii-shish""-and "mari
juan·a;'arc the same or ·Tnferchange.able 

1 

2464 



,_ ' J 

it will bo concluded that tho npplic:tnt 
nar:; lwl'liecil·-c;:;ny-;.:;Ted -Il1-vfoiilTion -aT-
--·---"-·--. ------~---~-fl~-- -~~--------- ------~:::----~,--------law rol::ttinc: to poscJ<'~;r;ion o£ a nn1·cotic 
---· r---··- ----···--·--· ...... ---------- --------- ·--------- ---· -----drug' o1· J:t:tl.'i ;ju~wa". Jk appc:ar~ admi~sible 
in a lfoTf1ci7-·i;espi~(.!fs and it will be ordered 
that he be admitted ... ~(Emphasis added) 

The case is completely analygous to the 

instint case. Although it involved a returning resident, 

the issue under Rosenb_erg v. Fleuti 374 U.S. 449 was ruled 

to be irrelevant and the holding was clearly on the issue 

of whether a conviction for possessing hashish was included 

under the statutory term"mari,juana" under Section 212 (a)(23). 

The Service should be bound by the ruling in 

Gray as the decision was accepted by the Immigration Service, 

demonstrated by the withdrawal of the Service's appeal on 

October 28, 1971 by the General Counsel to the Immigration 

and Naturalization Serv~e. (Brief Exhibit E). The holding has 

not been disturbed or qualified by any subsequent decision, 

ruling- or regula.Lion, to coun~el 1 ::> k.tJ.OWlctlgL:. It is cloz..T 

that the office of General Counsel of the Immigration and 

Naturalization Service was aware of the government's posi

tion taken, as the government's appeal and brief in the 

matter, dated October 8, 1971, stated substantially its 

position in the instant case, when it withdrew the appeal 

and thus acceded to the Inunigration Judge's determination 

as the official position of the Service on the issue. As 

the Board held in Matter of ~' SUJZ.~~' when an appeal is 

not authorized (~fortiori, where it is taken and withdrawn) 

the rationale of the original decision is adopted as binding. 

Indeed, the government should be estopped from 

claiming that marijuana and hashish are the same or inter

changeable terms. As noted in the line of cases cited by 

the Immigration Judge,(at p.35 et seq. of his Opinion) the 
government has uniformly taken the position, when it served 
its purpose, that marijuana and hashish wore different 

substances and that rulings as to the invalidity of statutory 

presumptions arising out of the possession of marijuana, 

Leary v. U.S. 395 U.S. 6, 89 Sup.Ct.l532 (1969), would not 
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invalid:ttc convictions for possessio11 of !Jashisll. In U.S. v. 

Piercefc lcl 437 F. 2d 11811 (1071) the government indeed 

offered the testimony of a U.S. Customs Laboratory chemist, 

whose qualifications were lj.kewisc conceded, to that effect. 

In this respect, respondent would agree with the court in 

Kent Homes Inc. v, P.:~ 279 F.Supp. 630 (1967) at page 659, 

in a tax case, that: 

... the Court does not believe the 
Department of ,Justice should be per
mitted to take one position in a 
condemnation case when it seems 
appropriate for it to do so and 
then jump to an opposite position 
in a later tax proceeding when such 
position supports the government's 
claim .... 

The United States government, under proper 

circumstances, may be estopped of record by its attorneys 

and officers representing it. First Nat. Bank in St. Louis v. 

U. ~.:.. 2 F. Supp. 107 ( Hl32) . A governmental agency is not immune 

from estoppal, Gest~ v. I&NS 337 F. Supp.l09::J(l971) and 

the Immigration Service has been estopped from shifting its 

position in subsequent proceedings U.S. ex re_l__ Hadrose~_E'!_t al 

v. ~ughnessv, 101 F.'.Supp. 432(1951). 

Respondent need not strain to demonstrate all 

of the conditions of a technical estoppal against the govern

ment. It should suffice that the government .has chosen, 

when it sui ted its purpose, to claim the opposite of what 

it has claimed in numerous other legal proceedings. There 

is nothing more antithetical to due process of law than 

the uneven and, hence, unfair application of a law or its 

use in a manner which is, or may be interpreted to be, a 

tool to be occasionally used against individual parties through 

discriminatory application. Under other circumstances, an 

Immigration Judge had no difficulty in a substantially simi

lar situation to hold, consistent with government policy, 

that hashish was not marijuana and hence that Section 212 

(a)(23) did not preclude admission of an alien convicted 

of possession hashish. Matt~f_Gray, ~upra. 

'!'he government cannot avoid the clear import 
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of the decision in ~htte:t:_().f_"Gl'<l)' upon tlw instant case, 
particularly in view of tho testimony of Dr. Grinspoon, 

whose qualifications were conceded and whose testimony 

clearly and unqualifiedly established that cannabis 

resin is hashish. When coupled with the principle that 

the government ought not be permitted to argue that 

marijuana and hashish are the same substance.because 

of positions to the contrary taken in so many other 

cases, the result is unavoidable that the decision below 

must be reversed. 
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!'~. 'l'HJ<; Lt:IJicH,fl'i'lVt: HlS'i'UHY Ul•' 'J.'j!J~ H11.JI(;HA'l'lON 
AC'l' SUPPUH'J':) 'l'Ht; VH)tl 'l'HA'i' rill. J,liNNUN '0 
GONVlG'l'ION IS NO'!' lNCJ,UJJr:JJ lN St:C'l'lUN 2lc\a)l23)1 

'l'here is no definition or marijuana in the 

immigration Act, nor is tnere any reference to a 

de1'1n1tion witll the exception of the yray decision, supra, 

no decision has been rendered cte!'ininr; it~ 'l'he term is 

therefore ambic;uous anct rererence to Conf~ressional history 

may sheet light on its meaning. 

'i'he immigration Judge has presentee!, commencing 

at page 32 of his decision, a completely erroneous and 

misleading explanation of' the legislative his tory o!' the 

term "marijuana" in the immigration law. 'l'he thrust or 

his ruling is that the term first appeared in the 19~2 Act, 

that it is undefined, that the aenn1t1on or the term as 

contained in the 19?4 internal Hevenue Gode was incorporated 

into the immigration and Nationality Act by the Narcotics 

Control Act or lY?b, and that the amendments ot' the 1YbU 

Act were required to correct the congressional misconception 

that the term "narcotics" included the term "marijuana". 

'l'he legislative history belies this simplistic 

and misleading explanation. 'l'he term "marijuana" appearect 

in the immigration laws long be!'ore lY?~. ln !'act, the 

Act ot' ~ebruray 1~, 1931, qb ~tat. 1111, which remained 

the law until the anactment or the 19?::! \~alter-McGarran 

Act, provided: 
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that any alietl (except an addict who is not 
a dealer in, or peddler of, any of the narcotic 
dru~s mentioned in tt1is Act) wno, after the 
enactment ot' this Act, sl1all be con~ictca 
ror violation or or con;;piracy to v1o1:1te any 

statute of the united ~tatcs or or any 
state, 'l'errt tory, posscs~:l.on, or in the District 
of Columbia, taxing, prohibitin~, or re~ulating 
the manufacture, production, comcouncting, Drans
portation, sale, exchange, dispensing, givinG 
away, importation, or exportation o1' opium, coca 
leaves, heroin, marijuana, or any salt, derivative, 
or preparation oY.oplumor coca leaves, shall 
be taken into custody ana deported in manner 
provdicle in 0ectlon 19 anc( cU of'the Act or J•'eb
ruary ?, 191'{ ••. (uncterlinin~; added). 

Indeed, the Act or May ~b, 1922, 4~ ~tat. ?9b, 

was the first law which provided that aliens convicted 

after their entry of fraudulently or knowinc;ly importing 

narcotic drugs should be taken into custody and deported 

in accordance with the l';)l,'( Immigration Act. 'l'he 1922 Act 

already dealt with the subject of' possession, as it pro

Vided that l~henever a defendant is: 

"shown to have or have had possession of 
the narcotic drug, such possession shall be 
deemecl sufficient evidence to authorize 
conviction unless the defendant explains 
the possession to the satisfaction of the 
jury" (Section <!1'). 

'l'hus, the term marijuana appeared in the predecessor 

statute to Section 241 (a)(ll), but likewise with no 

stated definition. 

The innovation of the Imrnie;ration Act of 1952 

was that it was the first statute to make narcotics 

violators excludable. See Gorclon and Rosenfield, 

Immigration Law and Procedure, 0ect1on 2.145. As orie;inally 

enacted, the 1952 Act barred any alien who hac! been 

convicted of a violation relating to the illicit traffic 
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in narcotics and any allen 1'1\Jo a consulfn' or immicration 

officer had reason to believe was or l1ad been an illeGal 

trafficker in such narcotic ctru~s. Section 212(a)(23) Act 

of 195?, H U.S.C. llM2(a)(23). 

The amendment of the Narcotic Control Act or 

195b to Section 212(a)(23J and 24l(a)(ll) were to (a) include 

conf:J2:1.racy to ~~p_late a narcotic la·;~ anci to (b) tnclude 

the ilHcit ]2_ossess :!cO..T1 of ~arcotics as additional grounds 

for excluding an alien from this country and (c) to 

amend Section 241 (b) of the Immigration Act to clearly 

state that judicial recommendations again8t deportation 

could not be permitted in cases of aliens convicted of 

narcotics offenses. L The 1956 !louse Bill contained no amend

ments to the Immigration and Nationality J\ct at ali; the 

provisions adopted to amend the Act were in substance those 

contained in the Senate amendment and made no mention 

of marijuana whatsoever.J In short, the 1956 Act did 

Hl.) 

not in any way affect the term "marijuana" in the Immigration 

and Naionality Act. 

The l9b0 legislation added the terms "or marijuana" 

to the first part of ::iection 212(a) (23) and 2Lil(a) ( 11), 

in order to bring it in line, accordinc to the legislative 

history,with the second part of each of the same sections 

which had previously specified that a conviction for pos

session of. marijuana in certain special circumstances was, 

respect1 vely, an excludable and a deportable offense. 

.' : : ;J 

2470 



104 

A proper understandinG of the statute may be arrived 

at throu~h the le~islative history and an analys1s of the 

statute itself. Section 212[a)(23), like Mection 24l(a)(ll), 

as they relate to possession convictionG, may be divided 

roughly into two parts: the first part deals with a "simple" 

possession convictions, those not requiring proof of pos

session for a speciflc purpose such as sale, exchanP'e, 

giving a11ay, jmportation, exportation, et cetera; and the 

second part of each of the respective sections, in which 

the possession must be for the stated purpose. 

It is the holding of the Immigration Judge 

that the term "marijuana" aR used :tn thE' f'trst. or r.:tmple 

possession portion of the exclusion statute derives 

its meaning from the broad terms of the 195q Internal 

Revenue Code definition as a result of the passage of the 

1956 Narcotics Control Act. The holding :ts plainly untenable 

and lacking in logic. It cannot be seriously maintained 

that the meaning of the term "marijuana" is different in 

the first part of Section 212(a)(23) from its meaning !n 

the second part of the same section; nor can it be argued 

that its meaning in the exclusion section can be different 

from its meaning in the deportation section 24l(a)(ll). 

In view of the fact that the term "marijuana" was first 

used in the exclusion section in 1952, and therefore 

antedates the 1954 Internal Revenue Code, and further, 

in view of the use of the same, term, likewise undefined, 

in the deportation section as early as lY3l, the argument 
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that it must derive its mcnninr: f'rom the 19? 14 .l.ntornnl Hcvenue 

Code is plainly fallacious. 

l"ul•thermox•e, the lmm1c;rat1on ,~ct does not cxpressJy 

incorporate by reference any ctet'ln1 tion or "marijuana" 

whatsoever. 'l'he Jmm1gratJon Jua.g;e holds at page 3lJ or 

his decision, that 

it does not seem unreasonable to me that u· Con
gress included the lY?b version or ~ect1on ~1~ 
(a) (23! in a considerably broaaer J\ct and in one 
portion ot' that 1\ct de fined marlj uana, to 
conclude that the same cter1n1t1on ot' marijuana 
would apply to all uses or the term w1 thin the 
various discreet sections or the larger Act, wnether 
speci1'icallY adClect to such section or not." 

'l'he learned lmm1gration Juap;e compounds error in 

assertlnr:; that the NRrcotlc control !\rt or 19~b :tn any way 

included a definition or the term marijuana. lts only 

reference to the term disproves the lrnmigration Juage •s 

thesis. ln an amendment to a di!'!'erent federal statute, 

namely, Section J.'(b{ aJ or the ~·ooa and Drug Act, congress 

speci!'1callY prov1aed that 

"as used in this section, the ·term "marijuana" 
n·as the meaning given to such term by ::>ection 
W(bl of the lnternal Hevenue t;ode or lY?lJ." 
.l!:mphasis actaect. 

u· it proves anything, the ret'erence to the internal He venue 

t;ode proves tnt t;ongress did !mow how to spec1!'1callY in-

corporate by re!'erence a d11'init1on of a tet•m used in another 

body or law when it desired to c1o so, Its !'allure to do 

so in respect to the de!'1n1tion or the term marijuana in 

the immigration and Nationality Act is therefore all the 
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more wlgnificant.. '' 'l'llU:l, wl \,!1 no support from the statutory 

history v1hatsoever, ancl eontl'ary to the clear import or 

Conf':ress' action in in corpora.ting by reference a specific 

definition or a term when it wished to ao so, the lmmigratlon 

Jude;e decided to incorporate by re!'erence a de!'inition of 

the term marijuana which did not even exist at the time 

the wora was used in either relevant section of the immigration 

law condecting that in doing so he includes substances 

"whether speci!'ical1y added to such sections or not" (decision 

p. 34) by the COnf':ress. 

'l'he 1Slb0 legislative developments are also 

heJ.p!'ul in understanding the meanint; or the statutory term, 

"marijuana". lt is clear !'rom the congressional history 

that the intent or the 19bU amendment to the immigration 

and Nationality Act was to overcome the eff'ect of tv;o 

federal court decisions, !:!,()Y v. HoJas Gutierrez , 161 J:o'. 

Supp. Q~H (195HJ aff'ct. 2b7 F.2d, 490 (1~~9) and Mendoza

Rivera v. Del Guercio, lbl F.~upp. 47j (195HJ aff'ct. 

267 F.2d. 451 (19~9). In both cases the aliens were 

Mexican nationals who had beeh convicted under California 

lo.N of possession of marijuana. 'l'he aliens contended 

that marijuana was not included in the term ''narcotic 

drue;s" as it appears in the portion of the above-mentioned 

statutes added by the 1956 amendment. The plaintiffs' 

* There is ample reason for Gon~ress to have included 
hashish in the smur:r:Hnr: section, as hashish ~ s not fl;rown 
in the United :;tat.esatall, the expert witness in 

another case testified that it woUld take b2~ pounds of 
m:'l.rijuana to proctucc: any !Jil.SlJich .. 
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contentions were upheld by the U.S. District Court for 

the Southern District of C:llif'orni.a in ~-:endoza-nivera v. 

Del fluereio ,_ and B.o.J as-flutterTC_?: v :.__!.!_o_,y_. In 19?9, the 

Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circujt affirmed the decisions 

of the lower courts affirminF the conclusion that the aliens 

were not. deportable. 267 F.2d 451 (9th Cir., 1959); 267 !<'.2d 

4YO (9th Cir., 19?9). 

The Circuit Court, in discussin~ the 19?b amend-

ment and the Congressional purpose in pasnine; the provision, 

stated that if Congress had wished to include marijuana 

within the definition of narcotic drugs in the first 

part of' the statutes L the "simple posnession" partsJ as 

1 t had in the lattel' parts l the "po~session for· t;]l,, purpoc." of" 

parts J it would have doen so. However, it chose not to, 

and any doubt as to its intent must be resolved in favor 

of the alien (see discussion, infra). 

'l'hus, in 1960, to remedy the situation created 

by these two cases, Congress enacted a further amendment 

to Sections 212(a)(23) and 24l(a)(ll) by adding 'tbe ~lOrds 

"or marijuana" to the simple· possessj.on part of the 

statutes. C1'., 19b0 U.S. Code, Cong. & Adm News, p. 3124. 

Again, it did not, however, define the term "marijuana." 

Its purpose in adding the words to the simple possession 

part of the statutes is clearly set forth in the legis

lature history to: 
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"britw. the openinl'. clnur.c of th·~ t•11o pertinent 
provisions of the law in line with other clauses 
thereof which specify marijuana in the onumeration 
of the various tvpec~ of drut;n v;IJJch brin(\ the 
statute now into rl.ay in spec1al. cjrcumstcmces" 
(19bl U.s. Code Con~. & Adm. News, pa~e 3124). 

It was clearly intended by the Con~ress that the 

term '.'marijuana" should always have the same meaninp; in 

the immieration law as it had been used since 1931 and in 

the 1952 Acts; it is equally clear that it could not have 

been the meanine; described in the 1954 Internal Revenue 

Code. 

Further, some insight in to the meaning which 

might have been intended by the Congress is likewise to 

that the specific purpose of the 19b0 legislation was 

·to overcome the effect of these two cited cases. Both 

cases involved convictions for possession of "flo\~erinP: 

tops and leaves of Indian Hemp~' If Congress had any specific 

evil which it intended to remedy in 1960, it was to make 

convictions for possessing the flo~1ering tops and leaves 

(cannabis) as distinquished from hashish (cannabis resin, 

or the resinous part of the species) excludable and 

deportable offenses where simple possession was involved. 

No broader purpose can be ascribed to the Congress. 

The Immigration Judge reaches the further im-

permissable conclusion that if 
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''the Conrrcssional efforts to define t!Je term 
outlined above were inndaquate to reacl1 the 
term as used in Sertlon ~12ln)\~3J, the question 
which l1as to be answered 1s what c:on~ress would 
llnve lntended to cover by tl1e- us;.;-o:r-tl1e-t(!·t;·;;-
mar1.Juanl~ha<i tile matter reaciH?d l. ts ~;peel. n c 
attention." ( ilcclslon par;e )'l.! (Under linin;; 
added.) 

'l'he liT\lnigration Judge mls conce1 ves his role 1 r he be neves 

.it to require him to second-guess the congress, and thus 

speculates that had the congress thought about it, it would 

certainly have inclucted cannabis res in or hashisl1 1'1:1 thin 

the meaning o1' the term "marijuana".* 

Hespondent neither agrees nor disagrees with this 

speculation as to what action t.:onc;ress mir;;_t!_t. have_ taKen 

ImmigrationJudge's speculation is correct; nevertheless, 

we are bound only by v;hat congress has actually done ana 

1 ()'.I 

said. It has stated no cte!'lnition, nor hail it specit'ically· 

incorpprated any denni tion rrom any other body or J.av;. 

Upon principle !'irmly establlshed in the law, this clearly 

aoes not authorize any administrative or semi-judicial 

authority to substitute its speculative view ror that or 

the Congress. ~cBoyle v. United ~tates, ~1 Sup.~t. 340 llYJlJ, 

discussed inn•a. 

.. Obviously, the statute was not intended to be all inclusive . 
LSD, f'or example, a more serious threat than marijuana, 
was never mentioned in the statute. 
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Conr:ress anparently never thouc;t1t or derininr; 

the term "marijuana" in tJ1e lmmir:x·ation Act, or 1 t would 

likely llave done so. ln a.ll the Conr;res si onaJ debates re

lating to the various amendments to the lmmir;ration and 

Nationality Act, no discussion whatsoever 1\'as had wj.th 

respect to cte1'ining the term. lnaeea, prior to l'.lbU, 

Congress ~ras apparently under the impression that the 

term Nas included within the statutory term "narcotic 

drur:" and it was only the cases decided in l':.l)l:l and l':.l)':J. 

Hoy v. RoJas Gutierrez and Menctoza-Kivera v. Del llue o, 

?-~~' holding that marijuana was not a narcotic drug that 

necessit~ted the inclusion of the (still undefined) word3 

"or marijuana" in the l9bU Amendment to the Act. lt is 

enlightening to note that despite the fact that congress 

obviously was under the impression that it had included 

marijuana in the 195b enactment, and despite the aggravated 

circumstances of the facts of both cases (it was obvious 

that the aliens were involved in traffic and were the 

type of aliens contemplated by the statute as noted by the 

court) the court nevertheless did not speculate as to the 

"obvious intention" or "general purpose" of the Conp;ress, 

but noted that it could not legislate meaning into a 

statute which Con~ress had not put there. 

1 t is hornbook law that where the ler;islature 

has not considered a problem, even where it appears quite 

obvious what their attitude would have been had they con

sidered the problem, the r;ap may not be fUled ,judicially. 

110 

I.· 
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Ct. 340 (1931) the petitioner was convicted of transportin~ 

an airplane which he knew to nave been stolen. The 

statute involved made it a crime to transport in inter·-

state commerce a "motor vehi.cle" wh:t ch wa:o: defined as 

.includinr:; "an automobile, automoblle trucl<, automobile 

wagon, motorcycle, or any other self-propelled vehicle not 

desip;ned for runninc; on raila," 

Mr. ,Justice Holmes, reverjsed the 

that although it was obvious that 

'J'he Supreme Court, by 

conviction and held 

the government's policy 

regulating the interstate transport of motor vehicles 

appli0d to airplanes 3nrl that had the lcgi3lature thought 

of it, it would very likely have used b reader terms to 

include airplanes. Nevertheless, the court held that lt 

was not authorized to do so in c:ongress' behalf. 

~1en a rule of conduct is laid down in words 
that evoke in the common mind only the picture 
of vehicles moving on land, the statute should 
J10t be extended_ to aircraft si!l!.,?_ly because. 
it may seem to us that a similar policy a2Rlies 
uoon the speculation that if the le~islature had 
though-t or" it, very likely broader words ,.;"011:["(1"' 
~ave been used_." (Id. at page 341 LEmphasis actdedj) 

It has long been held that the refashioning 

of a statute is an undertaking more consonant with the 

task of a congressional~.committee than with judicial con-

struction. Federal Trade Commission v. Mand~l Brothers, lnc. 

359 U.S. 3H5, 79 S.Ct. HlH (1959). It is the province, 

in other words, of the Congress, not of the judiciary, to 
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make appropriate adjustment in its r11les and rerulations 

u.s. '/1.11, ii9 ::;.ct. lll39 (1969). 

To hic;hlir;ht this point, we have ~·latter.:....£! 

Basil F. Gra;z, supra, :! n which it 11as held that a conviction 

of possession of !la~J11.:'~ was not a. conviction whicl1 came 

within the realm of excludability pursuant to§ 212(a)(23). 

There the lmmie;ration Judge used the following language: 

"Tl1c statute under consideration §212( a) ( 23) 
here refers to narcoUc drugs, and obviously 
by its term includes all narcotic drup:f,, and 
to marijuana specifically as a substance, It 
makes no specific reference to "Cannabis Sativa" 
or derivatives thereof. It is the Government's 
contention that marijuana and hashish are the 
same sub f) tance ( al2.o t.hc cc·ntcr:t::un of i.tLe govern
:n~nt in th" eae>e at Bar j ano that the word::• 
are interchanReable since both are derivatives 
of Cannabis Sativa. If the statute intended to 
include all derivatives of Cannabis Sativa, 
that term mir;ht well have been used in the 
statute as was the broad term "narcotic drugs." 

Not having been so used, therefore, the Jmmic;ration 

Juage therein conc1uaea that the respondent was not excludable 

for having been convicted or the crime or possess1on or 

hashish. 'l'he administrative boay had thus ruled on the 

meaning or the statute it was called upon to enforce. 

' lt is clear that at least some wt~ht must be 

given to the consistent interpretation or the statute by 

the ap;ency itself, Nhich is entrusted with the administration 

or the statute, Massachusetts Trustees or· ~astern Gas and 

~uel Associates v. United State~, 311 U.S. 23~, b4 S.Ct. l2jb 

(19b4), ~hererore, it is respondent's contention tnat 

since the lmmigratlon and NaturaLization service had already 

given sucn an interpretation to the statllte, acceded to 
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by its General Cot!nsol, anct l1an held that hashish is not 

included within the part or the statute herein concerned, 

the decision t)(:low muc;t tle :reversed to be consi.stent \"ILth 

the Gray dec1slon, supra_. 

J:<'1na11y, the llovernment has Rr-~~t,ect 111 th respect 

. to the legislative history, the a.Llep;ed necessity tJ1at through 

logic alone we must conclude that congress must have in-

tended to use the term marijuana in the popular sense ana 

that this is the broad, internal Hevenue code definition. lf 

this be so, the Government's argument must rail. No teen-

ager NOUlCl be rooled IJY an attempt to claim that marijuana 

mic;nt obtain hashish by asking ror mar1.juana. 'l'he argu-

ment that the •street-use• of the term renders all drugs 

acceptable as marijuana is fallacious. lts error is shown 

in the testimony or Ur.Grinspoon, who speaKs or the distinct 

technical as well as the street use or the term" marijuana". 

ln conclusion, the lacK or a definition ot' tne 

word "marijuana" in t11e lmmigration and Na-c1ona.l1 ty ACt 

leaves its meanine: uncertain. 'rhe un-rebutted evidence is 

tllat respondent John Lennon was convicted or possession or 

"cannabis resin". lt is clear from all competent scientific 

evidence, that under common usage (and since Congress !'ailed 

to indicate otherNise, common usage must br; assumed) mari-

juana does not include, nor did it incJ.ude, "cannabis resin", 

and it is equally clear tllat ''cannabis resin'' is not a narcotic 

drur;. ln line with the rationale or ttle Court in ~.!.?:!:!~():_"~.::__ 

\ ! 
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Hi vera :mrl an··UlliteJTC'Z, supr-.r;t,nnd ent::tbli:3hed prJ.nciple 

of statutory construction, if Conrress had wished to in-

elude within the clefjn1tion of mar·iJuana the 1'/orcis 

"cannabis resin", etc., it would have so stated. lioHever, 

it did not, and any doullt as to the Conrc;ressj.onal purpose 

must be resolved in favor> of the alien. 
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F. ~; JJl~C~ _(lQJ?Ort a tl~:J!l _ _v l~>Jt s _.£:!~~~ i; _E!fll~0?h 'Jl 
uron an a1 en, 1:"Jn.r~u.~~.r~·.c~ 110cd Lly. Con_,".l*'~~;s 
~,r()li "5' c:r- 11-(-~---.:-_~--fl~~-.y (; ~::_---~Fi-- ·\::: o r1 ~.i t i~·tz:~:! ·;[m Cf ~q n :.t --Jb\tb t 
r;·e so 1-\~(~f~-ifO vol;-Oi~-f11 ~~- -R-·rr~~rl--~-----------

'rhe United State~> supreme Court has lH;ld that 

deportation may be as scvGre a punishment s.s loss of 

1 1 r 
•• J • • ) 

liveUhood. Delcactillo v. C8rmichael., 332 U.S. 3tHl, 391, 6~ 

s.ct. 10, 12, 92 L.Ed. 17. 

"LIJt must be remembered that although 
deportation technically is not criminal punish
ment (Johannessen v. United Statas, 22~ u.s. 227, 
2q2, 32 S.Ct. 613, bl7, ~6 L,Ed. 1066; Gagajewitz 
v. Adams, 2<'~ U.S.)ti?, ?91, 33 S.Ct. 607, bOti, 
57 L.Ed. 97H; Mahler v. ~by, 264 U.S, 32, 39, qq 
s.ct. 2~3, 2Hb, b6 L.Ea. ?49), it may nevertheless 
vis:!.t as great a hardshlp as the deprivation of 
the right to pursue a vocation or a calling. 
Cf. Cummin~s v. Missouri, q Wall. 277, lb L.Ed. 
35b; Ex P3r'i.:e (~9.ri::1:-H~, J~ Hall. ~~3> .lt< r.,.~~~d. 3bb. 
As stated by I1r. Justice Brandeis speakinc; for the 
LU.S. SupremeJ Court 1n Ng F'unr; Ho v. \'ihite, 259 
U.S. 276, 2til!, 42 S.Ct. 492, 49~, 66 L.Ed. 93H, 
'deportation may result in the loss of all that 
makes life worth livlnf~· '" Rride;es v. vJixon, 
326 U.S. 135, 14U, b5 S.Ct. 1443, 1449 (194~). 

::tt is well-settled, therefore, that although 

deportation statutes are not considered criminal, since 

they may inflict the equivalent of banishment or exile 

they should be strictly construed. earber v. Gonzales, 

3q7 u.s. 637, 642, 7q S.Ct. tiH2, 9~ L.Ed. 1009. In cases 

where languap;e of Congress is susceptible to several possible 

meanings, because of the "dire consequences which may result, 

the language used by Congress should be given the narrowest 

of several possible meaninr~s (Fong Haw Tan v. l'helan,333 

u.s. 6, 10, 6H S.Ct. 374, 92 L.Ed. 433; United States ex rel 

I. 
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Brancato v. Lehmann, 6 Cir., 239 F.2d (,(,3, bbC1." 'l'utrone v. 

Shaugh!lec;_:J_;-,'__.z_ lbO F,:-:;upp. 1133, 437 (S.D.N.Y. l95tl). 

If there is any doubt as to the interpretation of 

a provision in the Immigratton and Nationality Act, that doubt 

must be resolved in favor of the alien. vlood v. Hoy, 
----~--~ 

266 F.2d H25 (9th Cir., 1959). 

As one Court said n long time ar,o, "TI1e lmmir,ration 

statutes are very drastic, deal arbitrarily with human lib-

erty, and I consider they should be strictly construed." 

Redfern v. Halpert, Hl6 F. 150 (5th Cir., 1911). 

In Fong Haw Tan v._ PhelanL 333 U.S. 6, b~ S.Ct, 

374, 92 L.Ed. 433, the Supreme Court stated: 

''We resolve the douDts in faVC!l' of ti,ai. 
construction Ldiscussing single criminal scheme 
versus single criminal actJ because deportation 
is a drastic measure and at times the equivalent 
of banishment or exile, Delradillo v. Carmichael, 
332 U.S. 313ll, 6ti ::>.Ct. 10, 92 L.Ed. 17. It is 
the forfeiture for misconduct of a residence in 
this country. Such a forfeiture is a penalty. 
To construe this statutory provision less ~en
erously to the alien might find support in 
logic. But since the stakes are conslderable fnr 
~l1e indiviclual, 1'/C will not ac1swne that Conr:ress
meant to trench on his freedom beyond that which 
us required by th~ narrowest of several pos
s-ible mean~Lngs of the vlords used. 11 bb s.ct. :5'(4, 
31b, 31b Lemphasis supplieaJ. 

:see also Sal'lkOI'I v. Immigratlon ana NaturaHzat1on 

~ervic~, 314 ¥.2a j4 l3rct Cir., l9b3) ana Z1to v. Mouta~, 

114 ¥,Supp. ~31 lN.U.I11. 19~YJ. 

On the other hand, 11' Conp;res s never cons ide rea 

the matter, we ou~ht not to impJ.y a meaning which expands 

the terms used beyond their necessary mean1n~. 
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"Ascertainment o 1' th c intcnt.L on of' 
Consre~s in this situation iH i•nnossible. 
lt is to inciU11".\: :Lt'l a t'1etion to na)l 
tt1at it Jmci a Gpecit'ic intention on a 
point which never occurred to it. 
\•/estern Unton '.l'el. Co. v. Lem·oot, 3<'3 U .. 0. 
'l:JO, 'JUtl, b~) s.ct. 33'J, 3'111, <1'1 l •. r;li. 
!HI.!. \'le rnus t take tne Act as Conr;rer; s 
r;ave it to us, without attemptin~ to conrorm it 
to any notions ot' 1·1hat conr:ress would t1ave done 
if the circumstances or this case had been put 
before it. 323 u.s. at p. ';lul; b'J s.ct. at 
p. j'll." l)ubbe.Ls v. Hoy, 2b.L l<'.<'d ;J'J<' 
(C. A. CaL 19'JtlJ. 

section 21<'\a)\<'3! aoes not contain a aerinltion 

or the term "marijuana" nor is any aennl tion to be founa 

H '{ 

e.Lsewhere in the .Lmmip;ratlon ana NatlonaHty Act. Hespondent 

offered the testimony of an aclmow.Lede;ea expert that the 

substance which respondent was convicted of possessing was 

not marijuru1a, but hash1~h. 

'l'he l:lri tisl1 statute contains a derini tion ana 

distinr;uishes between ~annabi~ (incHlding the !'lo~1ering 

or fruiting tops of the p.Lant, but whatever name 

they may be designated -- marijuana, as explained by ur. 

Urinspoon, is one such name); and cannabis resi~, tne 

substance which respondent was convicted or possessing. lt 

is apparent from the British statute that cannabis resin was 

not intended to cover marijuana. A narrow interpretation 

of our own statute VIOU!d compel a similar conclusion, that, 

as asserted by the expert witness, and as concluded by the 

immigration Judge :!.n f~9-tter O!:._uray 1 _8U(lra, "marijuana'' 

does not necessarily include and, indeed, is different 

rrom cannabis resin or hashish. 
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'l'he ·lmrnip:ration ,Juctr;c vwuld have us believe t!lat 

the phl'ase "convictlon of vi.olation of' tile law Pelatinr; to 

the possesr;ion of marijuana" is so lJroacl that any convlction 

in any way rclatinc to pos3ession of marijuana or a narcoti~ 

drug would be included. He cites as authority for this 

proposition Matter of ~---c--~ 7 1 •. & N. Dec. 100, in 

which the alien invoJ.ved was convicted under Section 11~02 

of the Health and .')afety Code of the :::tatf~ of Californja 

for havinp: ar;reed to sell heroin but havinc in fact furnished 

another substance in lieu of the narcotic. 'rile iloard of 

Immigration Appeals held that the convictlon was one "relatinp: 

to the sale of narcotics". However, the Immigration Judse 

makes no mention of Matter of Paulus, 11 I. & N. Dec. 27Q 

in which the alien was convicted for violating Section 11503 

of the Health and Safety Code of California for selling 

an<i deliverinr; a substance and material in liew of a narcotic 

after having offered to sell and furnish a narcotic. ln 

that case, decided nine years later than r1atter of _'1'--C--, 

t11e Board of immigration Appeals correctly held that the con-

viction was not one relating to narcotic drugs. "At most, 

the Service has shown that respondent was convicted of a 

law which may or may not be related to narcotic drugs." (Id. 

at page 276) In that case, it was clear that California law 

included within its definition of narcotic, drugs which 

were not necessarily considered to be narcotic drugs under 

Federal law. 'l'be Service contended that the convictlon was 

sufficient because tbe California statute was recornized as 
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one "relat:lnr~ to" narcotics :tnd tltated all the othet' HT'f~u--

'fhe Bo:Jl'd held that cdnce tl10 :record of '~onvlction w<:~ silent 

with r~spect to the specific narcotic involved, and since 

it was possible that it was not one which was a narcotic under 

Federal lav1, a doubt was created and that doubt must t1e 

resolved for the benefit of the respondent. 

"The special inquiry officer's reason for terminating 
proceedin~s is that the record beinG silent as to 
the narcotic involved in the conviction it is 
possible that the conviction involved a substance 
(such as peyote) which is a narcotic under Cal
iforni.a law but is not defined as a narcotic drug 
under Federal law: sj.nce a doubt is thus creFtted, 
and since the respondent must be given the benefit 
of the doubt 1 it cannot be s a.id fop immip·ra tion pur
poses, that he has been convictE~d of a la1·1 re-
_latinp; to narcotic drugs." (ld. at par;e 275. 
Emphasis added.) 

In the instant case, lacking a definition of mari

juana, the logic of the Board's decision in !1atter of Paulus 

requires that the doubt created as to whether the substance 

·involved was within the meaning of the undefined statutory 

term "marijuana" in the Immigration Act, and that doubt 

should be resolved in favor of the alien. There can be no 

doubt that the substance involved in the respondent's con-

viction was hashish, as the British statute specifically 

defined "can nab is resin" as distinguished from "cannabis", 

the former referring to hashish and the latter to the various 

types of marijuana. The very existence of a doubt as to whether 

hashish is included within the statutory meaning of the term 

''marijuana'' in Section 212(a)(23) must necessarily bind 

the Board to reverse the decision below. See Matter of 

~~ G a _r;_y, supra. 

2486 



'. 

120 

The conclusion clearly to be drawn from Matter 

gf' Pa_t!J~~ and amply supported by judicial and administrative 

authority, is that in cases of doubt as to whether a con

viction falls with1n the purview or an exclusionary rule, 

that doubt is to oe resolved in favor or the alien, rather 

than in ravor or carrying out an attempted purpose of the 

Uongress Which was never actuallY accomplishea. 
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l:'UlN'l' 1. V : SECTION 212(a)(23) 1.~ UNCUNSTITUTlUNAL 
lNSUF AJ{ AS l '1' Hl~LI\'l'l~S '1'0 "1 LLl Cl 'l' 
PUSSc:::iS.LON U.~· ~11\J{LJUANJ\." 

Althougt1 it is recor,nizect that the Boara does not 

generally deal Wlth issues as to the constitutionality or 

the provisions it is called upon to construe ana apply, the 

questionable constitutionality or the pro~ision is Ci"ted as 

a further reason not to extend 1"ts applicability. 

A. An alien is a "nerson"enti'tled 'to the 
same pro'tec'tion ror his l1!'e' noerty 
and proper'ty under the due orocess 
clause as is afforded to a citizen. 

''LAJn alien who legallY became part or the 

American community .•• is a "person", and has "the same 

protection t'or his lire, liberty and property under the 

vue Process laause Lor the J:l'i1'th Amendment to the u.::;. 

<.;onstitutlonJ as is arrorcted to a C1"tizen." Galvan v. l:'ress 

3 wr u • ::; • ? ~ ~ , ·1 4 s . ct • ·r :rr , ·1 lj ~ t 1~ ? 4 > • 

Although aliens outside the United ::>tates cannot 

complain o1' a lack or due process or equal protection o!' 

the 1a1~, "it is clear that aliens residing or present within 

the United ::>tates must be a1'1'orded both procedural and sub-

stantj.ve due process and equal protection." cermeno-<.;erna 

v. ¥arrell, ~Yl ~.:::;upp. ?21 (c.v.cal. l~btl). 

As we stated by Mr. Chie!' Justice warren, 

"Although the Court has not assumed 
to det'ine 'libeny' ~lith any great 
precis1.on, that tf'rm is not cont'ined 
to mere rreedom t'rom bodily restraint; 

.l:Jl 
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Liberty under law extendn to the full 
ran~e of conduct which the individual 
is free to pur~ue, 3nd it cannot be 
restricted except for a proper cov
ermnental olljecti ve." J:lo.LHnr: et al. 
v. Sharpe et al, )ll'( u. ~;. 4'! -r;-·-cr<l~:r:-ct. 
b :r:r;-b 'J L~"""n ':J ':J lj J • 

Although the ~·irth Amendment itself contains no 

equal protection clause, it nevertheless forbids any dis-

crimination that is so unjustifiable as to be violative of 

due process. Schneider v. Rusk, 377 u.s. 163, ~4 ~.ct. 

lltl7 (l':Jb4). 

lt is puzzling to consider the proposition that a 

conviction for possession of marijuana may be a ground for 

deportation and exclusion, but that it does not automatically 

preclude naturalization, a higher stat us. See Imrnigr·ation 

and Naturalization Act. §311 et seq. lt must, at first blush, 

seem more than incongruous that a higher standard is established 

for admission into the united States than for its coveted 

citizenship, yet that would clearly appear to be the 

case. In further viewing this irrational distinction, it clearly 

appears that under §chneider, supr~, this distinction is 

one which creates such discrimination against the alien 

seeking admission as to violate a resident alien's 

rights to due process under the Fifth Amendment with no 

possible proper governmental objective as a rationale, since 

there is no question that aliens are entitled to the benefits 

of due process under the Fifth Amendment, Galvan v. PressL 

supra. 
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Section 212(a)(23) does not contain a definition 

of the term '';arijuana'' and 5t is entirely unclear rrom a 

reading of the Section as to whether hashish or cannabis 

resin is included therein. Responden's expert witness has 

tes ti f1.ecl that cannabis resin is not marijuana. 'l'he Govern-

ment has called no expert witness to contradict this testi

mony but has relied upon the vague and indefinite term in 

the statute, askine the Board to refer to other statutes or 

to the legislative history to explain the statute's meaning, 

all in an attempt to avoid the issue of the essential 

vagueness of the statute. It is well settled that a 

Federal statute must be judged on its face u.:o. v. Harriss, 

347 U.S. bl2. Reference to legislative history may only 

be had once it is ascertained that the language of the statute 

is sufficiently definite to satisfy due process standards. 

1,, '1 

(., J 

Id. at page bl7. See also Gubbels v. Hoy, supra. The void 

for vagueness doctrine is not limited to criminal prosecutions. 

Small Go. v. American Sup;ar Refining Go., 2b7 u.s. 233, 

and immigration statutes are not excluded from the purview 

of the doctrine. ¥leuti v. Rosenberg, 312 Fed.2d 652 (19b2), 

rev'd on other grounds 374 U.S,449. 

C, Section 212(a)(23) as enacted 
violates the right to privacy. 

An arsenal of evidence has long been before us 
( 
i. that marijuana is not a narcotic drug, not physically 

addictive, and does not produce psychological dependence 
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harmful to society or the user. Marijuana does not cause 

criminal or ar:r,n'ssive behav:!.or. "The Challenp;e of Crime 

in a Free Society,'' the President's Commission on 

Law _E;nt:_orcement and ActmlnLltration or .Tustice (Hashington, 

D.C., G.P.O. 1967) at 224, Marijuana does not lead to the use 

of danBerous or so-called hard drUGS such as heroin. 

~Iande 1, "\vho Says 11arij uana Use Leads to Heroin Addiction," 

43 ,Journal of Secondary Education (~lay 196ti), at 211. And 

marijuana does not cause insanity. Allentuck, S., and Bowman, 

K.H., ''The Psychiatric Aspects of Narijuana Intoxication," 

99 Am. J. (September 1942) at 249. 

The reliable modern scientific evidence reveals 

that although no drug, including aspirin, is totally harmless, 

marijuana is a conparatively nild, relatively harmless d~ue; 

when taken by most people in conventional doses and pro

duces no effects which are or would be harm!"ul to society 

or the user in the vast maj or1 ty or cases. 'l'he uovern-

ment ~1ould be hard pressed to sustain its buroen or proving 

a rational connection between the private use or marijuana 

and harm to the public or to the user. 'l'he same cannot 

be said or alcohol, however. J:llum, "Mind Altering urugs and 

Dangerous Drugs: Alcolhol ln the United ~tates President's 

lJommiss~on on Law l'.:nt'orcernent and Administration or Justice, 

'l'A~K l<'UJt(.;l'.: lili.I:'UK'l': DKUNKl'.:NNt;~~. Nor can the same be said 

of tobacco. 

1.., /I 
.,\.,/, ' 

2491' 



,, 
' 

IUcollo.L and nicotine are both demonstrably harm-

fu.L to the user and to the public at lar~e. Nevertheless, 

it is not surprisin~ to rind that both are le~al. Although 

alcollol was for a time prohibl.ted, such "prot1ib1tion" \'las 

late·r round to be unsuccessrul. 'l'l1ere i.s less and less 

rational oasis ror the prohiD1tion or marijuana as its 

science develops and there is growing support for its 

complete aecriminalization • 

.!<'or L:ongress to exclude or aepo:rt an alien rrom 

.l 'H <..) 

the United ~tates simply because he or she may have used mari-

juana in private and for his or her won personal use, 

violates the runaamental rreedoms ana ric;hts to privacy and 

due process o!' law guaranteed by tl1e u.::;. Gons ti tutional 

Amendments 1, lV, 1X ana X1V in that this legislation 

cannot be proven eit!1er necessary to the protection or any 

compelling state interest or reasonably relatea to the 

serving or a legitimate public purpose. 

'l'he limited consideration which can be given to 

t:onstitutional argument by the Hoard necessarily limits 

the writer to contesting the application or thHl law to 

respondent John Lennon as being an unconstltutiona! via-

lation or due process and the right to privacy, 

L:learly, even if Congress had been correct in 

prohibiting persons from entering this nation who had been 

convicted or selling, distributing or manufacturing marijuana, 

it is more ctirt'icult to defend its similar prohibition as to 

\ a person who merely may nave used or possessed marijuana for ,, 

his own private use, In the case at ear, the violation or 
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respondent's due process rir,l1ts becomes even more unacceptable 

than the c.Lear violation or the rif~ht to privacy, when com-

bined with his conviction under the non-mens rea British 

statute. 

The right to privacy was nrst enunciated in Justice 

Brandeis' famous dissent \hls position has gradually become 

that of the majority) in Olmstead v. United ~tates, 217 U.S. 

IJ3H, IJ7H, IJH S.Ct. 57q, 72 L.Ed. 9qq (lY2H): 

•,. 

'"rhe maKers of our constitution under-
took to secure conditions favorable to . ' , 
the pursuit of happiness. 'rhey recognized the 
significance of' man's spiritual nature, of his 
feelings and of his intellect. They knew 
that only a part of the pain, pleasure and 
satisfactions of lif'e are to be found in mat
erial thine;s. They sought to protect Americans in 
their beliefs, their thoughtcm their emotions 
and their sensations. They conferred, as 
against the government, the right to be let 
alone--the most conprehensive of rights and 
the right most valued by civilized men." 27'( 
u.s. IJ3tl, IJ7tl. 

This argument has nO\q become accepted, and although various 

Justices of the Supreme Court have disagreed as to the 

true source of the "right of privacy", very few of the 

Justices have disagreed with the proposition that there 

was indeed a right to privacy. See Griswold v. connecticut 

3Hl U.S. qyg, H5 S.Ct. 16QH, llJ L.Ed,2d 510 (19blJ); 

Stanley v. Georgia, 39q U.s. 557, tl9 S.Ct, 12q3, 22 L.Ed, 

2d 5q2 tl969). 

An analogy to the Stanley argument may prove 

pertinent: 
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''Given the present state of knowled~e 
i.e.Labout marijuana] the ~tate may no 
more prohibit mere possession of 
ohscenityLi.e. marijunnaj on the ~round 
that it may Jead to antisocial conduct 
Li.e. taard dr11~sj than it may prohibit 
possession of chemistry boo~s on the 
~round that they may lead to the manu
facture of homemade spirits.'' 394 u.s. 
at 566, 56 7. 

It is respectfully submitted that the private 

possession of marijuana in no way interferes with the rights 

of the public, nor with the public interest, and that ~212 

(a)(23) is therefore of questionable constitutionality 

insofar as it excludes !'rom the United States persons 

127 

convicted of simple possession oi' marijuana. Its applicability 

should therefore not be extended. 
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CONCLUSION ---

Based on the unvaried practice of the 

Immigration Service to classify hardship cases such as this as 

"nonpriority" and to decline prosecution on humanitarian 

grounds, these proceedings should not have been instituted. 
' The Immigration Judge wrongfully refused to permit respon-

dent access to information which would have s_hown such a 

practice and. likewise wrongfully deferred. to the Immigration 

Service's discriminatory commencement and prosecution of 

these proceedings. In the al terna ti ve, tlte proceedings 

should have been terminated because the government did 

not sustain its burden of proof as to deportability by 

the standards established under the decisional law and 

regulations. The Service should not have been permitted to 

place the respondent in illegal status by its own discrimin

atory and unauthorized act and to make improper use of such il

legal status to remove the respondent, upon the pretext 

that it acts only to carry out the law. 

In connection with respondent's application 
for permanent residence, the Board of Immigration Appeals 

is called upon to interpret and apply three terms nowhere 

defined in the Immigration and Nationality Act, namely, 

the "illicit" "possession" of"marijuana". It is clear 

that it is required to construe these terms in their 

narrowest possible meaning and that its construction 

must resolve any doubt as to their meaning in favor of the 

alien. The use of the British conviction, one which lacks 

an essential due process element present in all the laws 

of the United States, to exclude the respondent, would 

violate established principles of statutory construction, 

require the government to take a position inconsistent with 

other cases involving the same substance, broaden the applic

ability of a statute too vague and undefined for such 

application,and contravene the apparent intent of Congress, 
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causing a severe and cruel forfeiture of a dearly held 

right and great human anguish. The statute itself raises 

serious constitutional issues; obviously aimed at excluding 

actual or potential narcotics traffickers, its use in 

this case would flagrantly expand its application beyond 

its necessary or intended scope and deny the respondent 

due process. 
The Board is respectfully called upon in 

this appeal to limit the application of the exclusionary 

provision in accordance with the mandates of the Constitution, 

the principles of statutory construction and great humanitarian 

traditions and institutions which are themselves the 

contributions of gifted aliens who immigrated to our 

shores. 

submitted, 

LEON ' LDES 
Attorney for Respondent 

John Winston Ono Lennon 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
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1\N'rliONY D. COX 

vs. 
YOl<O ONO LENNON 

NO. 876,GGJ 

X 

X 

X 

J N TilE COURT OP DOHES'l'IC 

RELATIONS NO. 4 

OF HARRIS COUNTY, TEX..li.S 

FINAL JUOGMENT 

-

' BE IT REMEHBERED that on this the 14th day of May, 1973, at 

its regular setting, the above entitled and numbered cause came.on 

to be heard, and came the Defendant, Y01<0 ONO LENNON, in person 

' .... nd by her respective attorneys of record, and the Plaintiff, 

ANTHONY D. COX, came not and wholly failed to appear, though pro-

perly notified of the date and time of said trial, as required by 

law, and the Defendant announced ready for trial, and no jury having 

been demanded, this cause was submitted to the Court for adjudica-

tion upon all matters of fact as well as of law, and the Court 

having thereafter examined the pleadings filed herein and having 

determined that same are in due and proper form and order, and 

aving con.sidexeu the evidence adduced during the trial and heard 

the argument of Counsel and being of the opinion and finding that 

the Court has jurisdiction of the parties and the minor child, KYOKO 

COX, and that it would be to the best interest of the said minor 

child if Defendant, her mother, YOKO ONO LENNON, be granted her per-

manent care, custody and control, further finds that Defendant, 

YOKO ONO LENNON, is the fit and proper person to have the permanent 

care, custody and control of the minor child, KYOKO COX, and that 

said Defendant, YOKO ONO LENNON, is able and willing to provide 

suitable environment, place of habitation, education, supervision, 

control and parental guidance for said child, KYOKO COX: and it 

further appearing to the Court and the Court finds that the present 

husband of the Defendant, to-wit: JOHN LENNON, has the ability, 

willingness and desire to participate in every way possible, necessary 

and advisable in the proper upbringing and education of such child, 

- 1 -
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and that, together with Dcfcnd<:H'lt, ho m<'lint-.nins a proper house-

hold for the upbringing of said child, and that it would serve 

the best interest of KYOKO COX to reside with her mother, Defen-

dant, YOKO ONO LENNON, and JOHN LENNON. 

The Court further finds that it would be for the best in-

terest of the child, KYOKO COX, for the said Defendant, YOKO ONO 

LENNON, and husband, JOHN LENNON, to reside regularly and per~ 

-~ manently within the territorial limits of the United States, pro-

vided that_they may remove KYOKO COX outside the territorial 

limits of the United States for visits only. 

The Court further finds that the Defendant, YOKO ONO LENNON, 

and husband, JOHN LENNON, have been unable to locate the child, 

KYOKO COX, notwithstanding that they have exhausted every means, 

expended large sums of money and have made every effort to find 

her. It is the Court's further finding that the said Plaintiff, 

ANTHONY D. COX, was held guilty of contempt of this Court for 

failure and refusal to produce the child when ordered by this Court, 

which sentenced him to confinement in jail for a period of five (5) 

days, and that, thereafter, the said ANTHONY D. COX, obtained his 

release after serving one day by posting a Five Thousand Dollar 

bond to guarantee his appearance before this Court and before the 

Appellate Court, and has forfeited the said bond; and has disappeared 

with said child and continues to secrete her and himself in willful 

violation of the orders of this Court. 

And the Court further finds that it would be to the best in-

terest of the child if the father, Plaintiff herein, ANTHONY D. COX, 

be_ given limited, supervised visitation privileges with the said child, 

said visitation to be limited to the first and third Sundays of each 

and every month from the hourse of 2:00 P.M. until 6:00 P.M. at the 

residence of the said Defendant, YOKO ONO LENNON, and JOHN LENNON, 

' and only in their joint presence. 

It is therefore, ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that Defen

dant, YOKO ONO LENNON,. is hereby granted permanent care, custody and 
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control of her minor child, KYOKO COX, and that the child is to 

reside within the territorial limits of the United States, con-

sistent with all of the findings herein contained. 

It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the 

Plaintiff, ANTHONY D. COX, is hereby awarded the following visita

tion privileges with the said minor child, KYOKO COX: On the 

first and third Sundays of each and every month from the· hours of 

2·: 00 P.M. until 6:.00 P.M. and at other tin\es agreeable· to the De-

fendant, YOKO ONO LENNON, and JOHN LENNON. Said visitations are 
l 

to be only at the.place of residence of the Defendant, YOKO ONO 

JOHN LENNON, in the United States and in the joint 

the said Defendant, YOKO ONO LENNON, and.JOHN LENNON, 

chiid is not to.be taken from their residence • 

. ; :It is further ORDERED, ADJUDGED and DECREED that the Clerk 

and/or the District Clerk of Harris County, Texas, 

all'orders, writs of.possession and other processes 

effectuate' the provis.ions of· this Judgment. 

further ORDEREDI ADJUDGED and DECREED bhat all costs 

this proceeding are taxed against Plaintiff, 

·if the same are 'not timely paid, then let exe-
' 

·'' 

and 

'·. : ,• 

EDWARD G. MURR and RALPH BALASCO 
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5Tt!Vf!N L, WEINBERG 

LEON WILDES 

ATTORNIT.Y AT LAW 

51!5 MADISON AVENUE 

NE'.:W VORl~. NEW YOr:n<;: 10022 

t212l 753·3468 

Ron; Ira Fieldsteel 
Special Inquiry Officer 

June 27, 1972 

u.s. Immigration and Naturalization service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

'i3 ~~ Ef' E.>l.l-+rl> I\ 

~ -

CAEILE ADDRitSS 

"LEONWILOES," N.Y. 

Re1 LENNON, John Winston Cno 
Al7 597 321 
LENNO~, Yoko Ono 

I I 
!iQ!_ION TO TAKE TESTil:i.QBX..9F GOVERNMENT WI~.§. 

Dear Sir1 

It is respectfully moved, pursuant to 8 C.P.R. 287.4 (a) (2) 
that the Special Inquiry Officer issue subpoenas requiring 
the attendance of government witnesses and the production 
of books, papers and other documentary evidence, in support 
of the respondents' motion to terminate these deportation 
pro<.eedings. 

A motion to terminate these proceedings was made to the 
District Director on March 15, 1972 under 8 C,F,R. 242.7 
and thereafter the motion was renewed before the Special 
Inquiry Officer in these proceedings. The motion was 
further renewed at the termination of the government's 
case and following the filing of applications for adjustment 
of status under section 245 of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, as am€1nded, 

One of the bases for the motion was the fact that the 
service had violated its own establiehed practice and policy 
in commencing and maintaining deportation proceedings 
against the.so aliens. It is claimed that the Service has 

ci\ an invariable policy which wau not followed in the instant 
~\ ~· case, and that the failgre to follow this established 
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policy denieR these aliens their due prceos9 rights und;u 
the u.s. Constitution and cauae::J them irreparable harm. 
The Special Inquiry Offjcer grantcrd the re!ipondemts' counsel 
until July 1. 1972 to file a brief in support of this 
proposition. 

In order to secura the material necessary to brief the 
issue, r\'.'spondents' counsel filed with the District DirGctor 
on May 1, 1972 a request for the necessary intcrmation, 
specifying in detail the information required. A copy of 
this request is attached as Exhiblt 1 .. 

on May 23, 1972 the respondents' counsel telephoned 
the government's Trial Attorney, further requesting the 
said intormation. The government • s 'l'rial Jlttor.nay refusBd 
to comply with the request and further stated that the 
information would not be furnished. A further request dated 
June 5, 1972 was presented to the District Director, a 
copy of which is attached as Exhibit 2. 'J.'he reply of the 
District Director dated Juno 14, 1972 h attached as ExhLl:>it 3 .. 

policy or instructions ••• must be addressed to the Central 
Office". 

It is apparent that the information contained in the 
readinc; roOlll of the New York District Office of t'he Ilranigration 
and Naturalization Service does not contain the information 
requested by respondents, and that the evidence must be ob
tained from the Central Office of the Immigration and Natu
ralization Service in ~vashington D.C. Accordingly, it is 
respectfully requested that the Special Inquiry Cfficer issue 
a subpoena to the Commissioner of the Ilnmigration and Natu
ralization Service or such other designated representative 
who may have custody of tba information needed by respondents. 
It is further requested that the Special Inquiry Officer 
defer the consideration of this point in the respondents' 
brief until after any available information has been secured 
from the central Office of the Immigration Service. 

t¥11EREFORE respondents respectfully request that the 
Special Inquiry Officer enter an order issuing a subpoena 
to the Central Office of the Immigration and Naturalization 



-.:~-

Service to 1'1!)pot~r, togt,ther with ;r.t:'levant hooks, records 
and other data, at an apprcpriat.a office of the In"c'nigration 
and Naturalization Servicfi to give testimony with respect 
to the matters stated in U:0 request fc'r information dated 
l'!ay 1, 1972, defer.:ring co:osideration of th~ p::n:-tlne.nt point. 
in respondents' brief, and granting such othE'r and further 
relief as may be just· in the pn'<Inises. 

iJI'i 1ha 
E..~CLS. 

Respectfully submitted, 

LEON WILDES 
Attorney for the Respondents 
515 Hadison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
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Sol Marks, District Director 
.. Immigration & Naturalization Service 

20 \vest Broadway ·· 
Ne'~ York, N, Y. 10007 

•, 

., 

£?,~,~ li>~ftl.~\:f 
.'B -

)rlay 1, 1 972 

,•, 
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·, 
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Dear Mr. Marks1 
•., 

! 
' 

' ' 

1.' .• 

. ·, •'' 

''. 
•'," 
' ' . 

Pursuant to Title 5, U.S,C, Para: 552, the 
undersigned hereby demands that you make th.e nttachcd · 
information available to him forthwith. This information 

:in an·absolute necessity in connection with preparing 
.. defenses to the goverrunent' s action against my clients,· 

· · · · ·. · John Winston Ono Lennor and Yoko Ono Lennon, 
·.; 

' I l ,. :~' 
. ·' 

' .. 
.. ·:. 

(_, . ... 
~-., ., 

' 

,,, . 

·• ·'·· 

·'· ~ 
',,. 

In view of the fact that the Service has 
decided to press deportation proceedings against ~1r. nnd 
Mrs. John Lennon, the unersigned hereby demands that you 

·supply tne'pnswers to the attached questions in order for 
the Lennons to properly defend the deportation proceedings.• 

. . 

,. 

.. i. ' 

•· .. • ',,1 

,•! 

. '~ ;:~ 

\,,!•, 

·.' 
'·' '• I. 

. ' 

,," 

' ' Very truly yours, 

·, .. 

LEON WILDES 

. ., 
1-: 

I. 

' 

·. , .. 
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Pursuant to Title 5, u.s.c., §552, the undersigned hereby demands 

that you make tho following information available forthwith to the 

undersigned: 

(I) State the following separately, nationally and tor the 
geographic area covered by the New York District Office 
of the Immigration and Nationalization Service, tor 
specific annual ~eriods ddring each of the past (five) 5 
years: 

(a) The number of aliena apprehended who are 
statutorily excludible or deportable and a 
breakdown as to tho grounds for thier deport
ability, and specifically governing, inter 
alia, excludibility under §212(a)(23) of the 
r.tr.A., and deportability under I.~!.A. §§241 
(a)(2) and 241 (a)(9), and 241 (a)(ll). 

(b) 

,. td 

' . 

Por same time periods and geographic areas 
and with tho oame breakdown aa to each ground 
tor exc ludibil:i.ty ami deportability as it1. 
(I)(a) above, otate: _ 

(i) The number ot such aliens in whose cases 
formal deportation proceedings were ac
tually instituted; 

(ii) The number or ouch cases in which proceed
ings were not instituted because or human
itarian reasons, including age, illness, 
close family realtionahips, etc., stating 
the number under each separate category or 
humanitarian claosifiontion, 1nclud1ng,but 
not limited to age, infirmity, relationship 
to u.s. citizen child, relationship to u.s. 
resident spouse, compelling national interest, 
pendency of third preference petitions or 
becauoe aliens were professionals or members 
of the arts or sciences ot third preference 
level; 

(iii) Tho number ot such cases administratively 
oon81dered "non-priority" cases in each such 
category and tor each such period; the opecific 
criterion or standards for such classification, 
and the range of periods ot time for which 
such classification exists. 

(iv) The number ot ouch caaes in each category and 
tor each such period for which proceedings 
were administratively deterred tor temporary 
periods of time or delayed during the tempor
ary pendency ot such factors as are stated in 
I (b) ( 11) above. 

(v) The number of oaoes for each time period and 
geographic area specified in which the removal 

I 2504 
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of alieno was stayed during tho pendency 
of private i~~igration legislation in the 
Congrooa and, 11ith rcopect to any caae 
not stayed, if nny, the reasons specified 
for nondeferral of all such caoea. 

(c) State the standards applied for classification or a 
case as "non priorityn or other classification 
by reason of which an alien statutorily deport
able is 

' . '·~ 
• 

(i) not made the subject of deportation pro
ceedinga; or 

(ii) if processed tor deportaion, granted in-
definite voluntary departure; or 

(iii) extended periods ot voluntary departure, 

It aeparate standards exist for each such cate
gory, please stabe them; state whether they are 
embodied in written instructions, regulations, 
or operating manualo, and if so, furnish a copy 
ot all such atandarda stating their respective 
effective dates and geographic jurisdictional 
areas or applicability. 

Youra, etc. 

LEON WILDES, 
515 nad1Bon Avenue 
New York. N.Y. 10022 
212-753-3468 

Attorney tor John Winston Ono Lennon 
and Yolto Ono Lennon 
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UNITED STATES DEPART[v!ENT OF JUSTICE 

IMMIGRATION ANP NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

20 WEST BROADWAY 

Leon tHldos 
Attornoy at Law 
515 Undison Avenue 
New York, tlew York 10022 

Dear Sir: 

NEW YORK. NEW YORK 11)007 

June 14, 1972 Al7 597 321 

I I 

Reference is made to your letters of May l and Juno 5, 1972, in wbich you demand 
that cortai~~tatiatical data he made available to you pursuant to Title 5, u.s,c,, 
Para. 552, for use in preparing your defense of clients in deportation proceedings, 

You are advised that this offiCe maintains a public reading room on the twelfth 
floor whore tbo following materials are available for your use: 

1. Copies of the Annual Reports Qf the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service for tho years 1Sa5 throuKu 1D7l. 

2. A~inistrative Decisions under tho Immigration and Nationality Laws 
of the United States, with cumulative indices. 

3. Unpublished Service and Board deciSions relating to proceedings in 
which the initial decision ~as made in the Now York District office. 

4. Statements of policy, interpretations, and those manuals and instructions 
to staff (or portions thereof) affecting the public, with an accompanying 
index of any material issued after July 4, 1967. 

5. Copies of Immigration and Nationality Laws, of Ti.tlo 8 of the United 
States Code Annotated, Title 8 of tho Code of Federal Regulations--Chapter 
l, and tbe Department of State Foreign Affairs Manual, Volume 9 - Visas. 

You are invited to research those materials and to obtain copies of any of the 
statistical tables which you find useful. If you desire statistics which are 
not covered in the annual reports of the Service, you may communicate with the 
Statiotical Branch, Central Office, Washington, D. c. to ascertain the avail• 
ability and cost of special statistical tabulations, Any question concerning 
Service policy or instructions whicb are not within the purview of a C,F.R, 
103,9 (d) must be addressed to the central Office, 

SOL UAIUCS 
District Director 
New York District 
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File 

August lt~, 1973 

In r>i!: John Winston 0no 1"'1'9'1 

File: Al7 595 321 

B.obf.n Ann Colin. Esq. 
New York Civil 

Llbertiea Unicm 
84 fifth Awnue 
New York, New York 10011 

Dear Ms • Colin: 

. , 

Thil 1a in reepcnae to your lettu dated August 8, 
1973 cooceming the aboYe..capt:lmed UBtter. 

Tbare 18 no special for:m of appU.catlm to be.. , .. 
heard aa Mdc:ua curiae pursuant to s c.r .a. 292 .l(f). 
The Bond baa caaeidencl your letter of A.uptlt 8 ~ 1973 
as an appU.catioll and bu pated it. We ahall look 
fotWUd to receiving YCM.' brief on appeal. 

cc: Mr. 1l:ving A. Appleman 
Appellate Trial Attorney 
I&N Service 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

MI\R:IIlhl 

s Ssv:erely yours , 

Maurice A. R.oberts 
Cbeitwn 
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August 8, 1973 

. 
' 

RE: Appeal in the Matter of Lennon 

Dear Sir: 

Pursuant to a conversation on August 3, 1973 with 
a representative of the Board of Immigration 
Appeals, I am forwarding this letter to request 
an application form to be amicus curiae in the Lennon 
deportation appeal. I understand this application 
to be a formality in light of the fact that the 
New York civil Liberties Union requested the status 
of amicus curiae in the deportation proceeding before 
the immigration judge and submitted a brief pursuant 
to the judge's acceptance of this request. our 
extensive amicus curaie brief in the Lennon appeal 
has just been completed; I await your response prior \ 
to forwarding same. Thank you for you consideration. } 

very truly yours, 
fJ~ /f,-;n ,(,:.0;,_ 

Robin Ann Colin 

The New York State branch of the American Civil Liberties Union; Sheldon Ackley, Chairman; Ira Glasser, Executive Director. 
2508 
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CABLE ADDRESS 
"LEONWILDES," N.Y. 

LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT L'\ W 

5/5~£kna6 

L :%~ ff'?Y.tM.?i! 
Pl..o.7..A 13·<3468 

August 7, 1973 

Board of Immigration Appeals 
U.S. Department of Justice 
521 12th Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

Gentlemen: 

Re: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
Al7 597 321 

Enclosed herewith is a stipulation signed by the parties 
in the above-captioned proceedings and containing an 
agreed list of errata to the official transcript of pi:O-· 
ceedings, submitted herewith to be attached to the 
official transcript. 

LW/ts 
Encl. 

::.'l~ 
\L~~DES 

\ 
\ 
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IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

-----------------------------------: 
In the Matter of: 

JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, 
Respondent 

Al7 597 

-----------------------------------: 
STIPULATION 

It is hereby stipulated and agreed by and betweeQ 
counsel for the respondent and for the Immigration ana 
Naturalization Service, that the transcript of proceedings 
be amended as provided by the attached list of errata, 
consisting of seven pages of corrections. 

LEON WILDI>S 
At2to ney, for Respond~nt 

I I ,, 
. . e/~,~-
INCENT A. SCHIANO .. 

Chief Trial Attorney 

Dated: July 24, 1973 
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PAGE 

lA 12 

3A 9 

3A lS 

SA 9 

SA 14 

1 2" ... 

2 s 

2 10 

SENTENCE 

I tried to drop Winston but they made me keep 
Winston as well. 

It is a practice of the Immigration service, 
although it appears to my knowledge nowhere 
in the regulations of the law, to accord to the 
beneficiaries of third preference approved cases, 
that is those which are likely to be approved, 
the privilege of deferred departure while they 
prepare applications for adjustment of status 
or if there are problems in their way while they 
are cleared. 

The District Director has felt obliged not to 
invoke that beneficial practice in this<?parti
cular case and we feel that has a deleterious 
effect upon the cultural interest of the 
United States, and since the interest of the 
United States is of the utmost issue in that 
determination, we have today filed such a motion. 

The next consideration that I intend to mention 
is relative there. 

Because of some recent development over there 
with respect to the police officers involved 
and because of the retention of local counsel 
in England for the purpose of obtaining that 
expungement, we feel that we need additional 
time within which to determine whether adjust
ment of status is the appropriate remedy and we 
want to be able to apply at a time so as not 
to break up a family unit. 

Mrs. Lennon iias absolutely no legal impediment 
whatsoever in her application, and the institu- I 

tion of these proceedings in her case was an 
act which was certainly improvident and possibly 
a severe abuse of discretion. 

It is our contention, first of all, that 
Mr. Lennon who has a conviction in England for 
possession of mariJuana, is not statutorily 
ineligible. 

And the aatute is very clear and explicit in 
stating that it is for the purpose of the 
manufacture, production, compounding, etcetera 
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.LINl. 

2 contd. 

2 20 

3 13 

3 20 

4 15 

4 16 

5 7 

6 8 

8 23 

9 2 

SENTENCE 

requ~r~ng the ability to traffic in narcotics 
rather than possession presumably for one's 
own use. 

In the alternative, if the government believes 
that Mr. Lennon's mar~uana conviction is 
a bar to his residence, we initiated - we 
have commenced - a proceeding in the English 
court to obtain a judicial expungement of 
that conviction ••• 

Mrs. Lennon is the mother of a young child, 
Kyoko, who is a citizen of the United States. 

These parents have spent a great deal of 
time and agony in trying to secure and finally 
securing temporary custody orders with respect 
to the child only to find that the child was 
spirited away by the natural father. 

First in locating their child, then in obtaining 
custody and now having the paper which would 
be meaningless without finding the child. 

Will it be then that the father simply intends 
to wait out his time until they are removed 
from the United states in order that he can 
continue his illegal custody of the child. 
There is a party to these proceedings, per
haps only represented today by the press, and 
that is the public. 

The contribution of the Lennons themselves 
while here in the United States to the 
international effort in Bangladesh has ex
ceeded in value the contributions of the 
United States government to the u.s. for 
that purpose. 

What is occurring is akin to what happened 
in Mandel v. Mitchell, where the Eederal 
Court observed that it was an abuse of dis
cretion when discretionary relief was denied 
solely in restraint of first amendment rights. 

MR. WILDES: Is the question whether its 
approval is necessary? 

MR. WILDES: Well, if they are exempted and 
of course this is up to the District Director 
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9 contd. 

10 17 

11 5 

11 24 

11 26 

12 24 

15 13 

15 19 

15 21 

15 22 

SENTENCE 

again, these petitions could have been approved 
as the standard adjudicating time in this 
kind of case, when the Labor Department need 
not be consulted, would be the normal 
one month period. 

MR. WILDES: Well before replying to that, 
if I may ask, is it the Special Inquiry'· 
Officer's position that he does not have 
authority to terminate a proceeding before 
him? 

MR. WILDES: As you know, the application 
for adjustment of status is a discret i onary 
application left to the Special Inquiry 
Officer's discretion. 

It is just impossible to call these people 
up and say be here Tuesday afternoon at 
three o'clock, you have to give them notice. 

we have arranged for the counsel to Apple 
Records, who is travelling to England tonight, 
and this is one of his functions. 

MR. WILDES: What we need, Mr. Special Inquiry 
Offic~ is largely a question of opinion, and 
I think that I should, as counsel to the 
Lennons, be given sufficient latitude to 
determine when, and what witnesses I would 
like to have to present my case. 

MR. WILDES: No, there are a number of errors 
which have occurred which, if I may, before 
commenting on the allegations and the legal 
conclusion·.in the order to show cause, I should 
like to comment on, to bring the case up to 
date because there are any number of occurrences 
which are not at this point in the record. 

To this point in the proceedings a number 
of things have taken place which if given an 
opportunity to report on, then, we will go on. 

There is a discriminatory kind of pre-judgment 
of every application and request be·ing filed. 

In pursuance of my obligation to represent my 
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15 contd. 

16 4 

16 6 

16 17 

17 17 

18 8 

18 11 

20 8 

26 18 

26 20 

SENTENCE 

clients, some time ago, I, on April 28, 
presented myself at the Immigration Service 
office and requested, as I had done previously, 
to see my clients' file. 

Since I know that the District Director has 
a mandatory obligation to rule on them, I 
therefore requested of the Federal Court 
that the District Director be ordered to 
rule on the applications. 

As a temporary request, I asked that an 
injunction against deportation proceedings 
be entered pending the approval or denial 
action on the third preference petitions. 

I had no alternative but to appear the 
same afternoon before the Federal Court for 
the Southern District of New York where I 
requested a temporary restraining order. 

It is necessary it be pointed out, and I 
wanted it in the record of these proceedings, 
that I had to go to a court, and get an 
injunction, in order to get it done, and 
it appears to have been done between nine 
and ten that morning. 

My application to do so before the District 
Director did result finally in a letter denying 
my application which merely indicated that 
the applications were denied in the exercise 
of discretion because Mr. Lennon has a con
viction on his record and for "other cir
cumstances" in the case. 

At no time, despite the fact that I have 
asked what these "circumstances" are, was 
I informed of it. 

MR. WILDES: I must admit, I have never 
even conceived of asking the question in 
the deportation context. 

We admit allegation number 7 only in that 
we were served with the latter which is in 
evidence as Exhibit #5. 

However, only with respect to the factual 
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26 contd. 

26 20 

27 20 

32 21 

35 17 

35 21 

36 3 

36 9 

36 13 

36 14 

36 20 

SENTENCE 

allegations. 

we deny this was an effective revocation. 

MR. WILDES: I have various other documents, 
one or two of which lack translation, and 
I can plan to submit all of them. 

MR. WILDES: The Special Inquiry Officer 
is probably aware that though our !mmigra~ 
tion Act was concerned with traffic in 
narcotic drugs, it never mentioned the word -
marijuana - and the transgression in the 
Act was limited to the possession for certain 
purposes, which had to do with traffic. 
In 1956 it was amended to include so-called 
simple possession. 

I am an Associate Clinical Professor of 
Psychiatry (Research) at the Massachusetts 
Mental Health center. I am also a member 
of the Boston Psychoanalytic Society. 

I have published roughly about sixty papers, 
most of which have to do with drugs, and two 
books, and my particular interest in this 
particular drug - marijuana- now spans four 
and a half years during which I have been 
doing research on it. 

All right. Marihuana Reconsidered by 
Lester Grinspoon, M.D. will be Exhibit 12. 

Well, the word Cannabis actually comes 
from the label which Linnaeus affixed to the 
plant. 

yes ••• affixed in 1775 to the plant which is 
commonly called Indian Hemp. 

He called the plant cannabis sativa, and 
pretty much since that time, products of the 
cannabis sativa plant have in generic terms 
been referred to as Cannabis, and that is to say, 
the non-fiber-as there are also fiber products 
from the plant, the non-fiber products are 
subsumed under the generic term referred to 
as cannabis. 

well, cannabis Resin is the - let me go 
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36 contd. 

37 1 

37 4 

37 17 

37 19 

38 1 

38 4 

SENTENCE 

back a .little bit - the plant is a DICECOUS 
plant, that is there are male and female 
plants. 

There is a male and a female, and this resin 
is obtained from the female plant at a time 
when the female begins to flower, extracted 
from the inflorescence of the flower's 
pistallate parts. 

Now the resin is obtained in a number of 
ways, usually in Nepal and India and in 
other parts of the world as well but what
ever way is used for taking it, the product 
as it finally emerges is referred to, in 
India as CHARAS and in the rest of the world 
as Hashish. 

The word marijuana, the eticology of it is 
not certain, but it is largely thought now 
to derive from the Portuguese word maniguango 
which means intoxicant. 

Regardless of its origin, the word is a north 
American word for what in India is referred 
to as Bhang and in England it is also called 
Marijuana but frequently the word Pagga, which 
is a term which comes from South Africa, what 
it actually is - the cut parts of the cannabis 
sativa plant, usually of the female, but it 
may also be female and male, and it's a 
cutting of these stamminate and pistallate tops 
usually mixed with stems and seeds and so 
forth and so on. 

The term marijuana is used in other parts 
of the world, but there is no queston that 
marijuana refers to just this particular 
form of the plant and not to the resin. 

In other words, what you are saying, in 
essence, is, that there is a plant known 
as Cannabis, or cannabis sativa, which is 
the Indian Hemp and that there are various 
things which will come from that plant, that 
the common usage of marijuana is that the 
leav es or the stems or the tops or the seeds 
or a combination of those, whereas cannabis 

resin is, you might say, a specialized and 
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38 contd. 

39 20 

40 2 

40 17 

40 19 

40 23 

41 6 

41 8 

41 25 

42 4 

SENTENCE 

limited product of the plant, which con
sists of the resin from the female plant 
when it begins to flower? 

Growing at a certain altitute in Nepal, this 
scraped-off yellow oleo resin put it in a 
box and you would have a very high grade 
solid cannabis resin. 

There are other things that have to do with 
the commercial aspects of the product, they 
form or make it into little bricks or fingers, 
or what have you. 

Now, in some forms of Hashish the highest 
grade of resin is collected. 

But what they do for example is run through 
the field of Cannabis sativa plants; the one 
that produces the resin stands about six feet 
high and they run through the fields 
either with leather jackets on or nude 
and they come in from the field and people 
scrape these little bits and traces off them. 

And that is actually the first step in the 
production of Hashish, there are other im
purities also, I mean it isn't pure Cannabinol 
derivatives quite obviously, there are other 
things in it, but it's the purest form. 

That's correct, and in fact, the leaves 
and the tops, the tops of the plant, the 
inflorescence is at the top of the plant, 
there are actually two grades of that. 

There is Bhang which is like our marijuana 
but there is also aanja which is another 
leaves and tops preparation, another kind 
of a product as opposed to the resin product. 

Are you talking about aannabinol, or canna
badial, or what? 

cannabis resin consists of a number of canna
binols of which some of them I have mentioned 
delta-l•tetrahydracannabinol, delta-6~tetra
hydracannabinol. 

,,> •• , ...... ., .... '"'''-"'"'"-"'" . 2518 



C!<.FlLE ADORf;SS 
''LJ!:ONWU,OES," N, Y. 

,,,...,,··-, 

LEON WILDES 
A1TORNEY AT LAW 

stsJ~~ 

A:;.. fll-4 Jf(?J! ft?tJ22 

PLAZA 3-3468 

July 24, 1973 

Immigration and,Naturalization service 
20 west Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 
Attention: Vincent A. Schiano, Chief Trial Attorney 

Dear Mr. Schiano: 

Re: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
Al7 597 321 

In accordance with our agreement, there is submitted here
with an itemized list of errata concerning the transcript 
of hearing in the above-captioned proceedings, consisting 
of seven pages. This was prepared based upon my own 
correction of the record and the corrections made by 
Dr. Lester Grinspoon as to his testimony. I have not sub
mitted the transcript for review by any witness other than 
Dr. Grinspoon. 

Also attached is a stipuiation with respect to these items. 
I am confident that you will find the corrections acceptable. 
If you do, please sign the stipulation and attach the errata 
and the stipulation to the original transcript of proceedings. 

If there is any question with respect to any of the corrections, 
please feel free to telephone my office. 

LW/ts 
Encls. 

Very truly yours, 

LEON WILDES 

P.S. A copy of this letter, without enclosures, is being sent 
to the Board of Immigration Appeals to be attached to the 
original transcript of proceedings, so that the Members· 
of the Board will know that certain agreed changes in the 
transcript will be forthcoming. 
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File 

July 18, 1973 

In re: John W:f.natcm Ono Lennon 
File: A17 595 321 

Leon Wildes, Eeq, 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Dear Mr. Wildes: 

This will refer to your letter of July 12, 1973, 
requeettna additional time within which to file a 
brief :In the above matter echeduled for arsu-nt on 
Septeaber 10, 1973, 

The 'Board has carefully cODSidered your request 
and hal decided that :lt has not been establ:lshecl ,t;b,at 
there is need for extensive delay in the aubmis~ion~of 
a brief. We shall grant you until August 16, 1973, to 
submit your brief to the Board. This :l.s an additional 
ten days from August 6, 1973, the date wh:l.ch the Board 
originally set for the brief to be tn our hands. 

The 'Inllfgraticm Serv:l.ce will be granted until 
August 30, 1973 to submit its brief with the Board. 
The respondent's reply brief, if any, shell be sub• 
mitted to the Board by September 6, 1973. No further 
extensions will be granted, 

cc: Mr, Irving A, Appleman 
Appellate Trial Attorney 
I&N Serv:l.ce 

LW:mhl 

Sincerely yours, 

Louisa Wilson 
Acting Chairman 
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Mr. Irvi:nc A, AppleMn 
~lateT~tA~~Y 
I&N Service 

Jobn Wirtaton OM l1J18111, 
All S?S 321 

" 
July 17. 1973 

. 
COUDSel for the abore-n d nspc~Ddat bas' been 

g:rate4 untU Aupat 16, 1973, to subaf.t a brief to 
the Board. 

'l'be Serrf.ce 1a beins canted until August 30, 
1973 to IUbadt a reply brief if it so desins. 

The case n.f.:as 011 the calendar for Septeaber 10. 
1973. 

lll:mh1 
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LEON WILDES 
ATIORNEY AT LAW 

5~7 ~.i.ww .s::f~~ 

A:::v ~~ A/qj( f(}{J,!,! 

Pl..A7A 3·3468 

CAULE: ADDRESS 
"LEONWILLJES," N, Y. 

\ 

u.s. Department of Justice 
Board of Immigration Appeals 
Safeway Building 
11th Floor 
521 12th Street, N,W. 
washington, D.C. 20530 

Gentlemen: 

July 12, 1973 

Re: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
Al7 595 321 

I respectfully request that I be accorded additional time 
within which to file my brief in the above-captioned matter. 
The notice of appeal filed in this matter requested that 
I be given until October 2, 1973 to file such brief an~ 
your office was kind enough to accord a period of time 
to file the brief which expires on August a, 1973. Every 
effort has been made to complete the brief by that time, 
but it now appears that it will not be possible. Request 
is hereby made for permission to file the brief on or 
before November 1, 1973 for the reasons stated in my letter 
to the Board of April 26, 1973 and for the following addi
tional reasons: 

counsel remains unable to brief the issue of denial 
of his client's due process right to a fair hearing 
because of the failure of the Central Office of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service to respond 
to his requests under the Freedom of Information Act 
for data as to the prosecution of similar cases by 
the Service. The request to the Central Office was 
made on Aprll 13, 1973 for a list of items, which 
has not been furnished to date despite the fact that 
the Central Office was notified of the requirement 
that a brief be filed in these proceedings on or be
fore August 6• 1973. 

A new development has occurred which requires addi-
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Lennon, 2 

tional research. counsel has recently heard of a 
decision in another district in a case which appears 
to be on all fours with the instant case in which the 
Immigration Judge came to the opposite conclusion. 
A request under the Freedom of Information Act was 
filed and a copy of the decision obtained. It now 
appears that an appeal to the Board of Immigration 
Appeals has been filed in that case and that the 
Office of General counsel of the Service has withdrawn 
such appeal. Further research into the case is re
quireq as it had been assumed by all parties including 
the Immigration Judge that this was a matter of first 
instance in that no ruling of the Board or any court 
or other administrative body had ruled on the issue 
of whether or not cannabis resin or hashish was within 
the statutory definition of the term "marijuana" under 
section 212(a) (23) of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act. 

Further research into the British cases has not been 
completed and requires additional opinions of counsel 
in England which are now still in the process of pre
paration. 

There is substantial susp~c~on that the respondent was 
placed in the position of an overstay and these proceed
ings prosecuted based upon information secured by 
surveillance of the respondent and/or electronic wire
taps, which may substantially hve effected the due pro
cess rights of the respondent, and additional time is 
required to investigate these suspicions. 

It is not contemplated that any further request for additional 
time within which to file the brief of counsel in this matter 
will be requested. Your courtesy and consideration are much 
appreciated. 

LW/ts 
cc: Appelate Trial Attorney 

,' 
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May 16, 1973 

Leon Wildes, Esquire 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Dear Mr. Wildes: 

* 

August 6, 1973 

cc: Appellate Trial Attorney 
*brief due by August 6, 1973. 

John Winston LENNON 
A17 595 321 

Sept. 10, 1973 

2524 



File 

May 15, 1973 

In re: John Winston Ono Lennon 
File: A17 595 321 

Leon Wildes, lsq. 
515 Madiaon Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Dear M:r. Wildes: 

This will supplement my letter dated May 1, 
1973 concerning the above-captioned matter. 

The administrative record hu now been re
ceived at the Board. Oral ugua.nt will be 
scheduled for Monday, September 10, 1973. It . .. 
will be aatisfactory if you hive your brief on 
appeal 1n our hands by August 6, 1973. This 
should give you sufficient time to prepare your,,. 
brief and will leave time for the filing of a 
reaponsive brief by the luaiaration and Naturali
zation Service before the oral argument. 

cc: Mr. Irving A. Appleman 
Appellate Trial Attorney 
IW Service 

MAR:mh1 

Sincerely yours, 

Maurice A. B.oberts 
Chairmen 
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In re: 
File: 

John Winston Ono Igenngn 
Al7 595 321 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

Dear Mr. Wildes: 

File 

May 1, 1973 

This is in response to your letter dated 
April 26, 1973 concerning the above-captioned 
matter, 

The record on this appeal has not yet been 
received at the Board. Further action on your · "· 
request for an extension of time within which 
to file your brief on appeal will be deferred 
pending receipt of the record. It may be that 
by the time we receive the record and calendar 
the case for oral argument, you will have had 
adequate time to prepare your brief. 

Sincerely yours, 

' 

Maurice A. Roberts 
Chairman 

MAR:mhl 
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LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

PI-A7A Ci-3468 

CARLE AODREHS 
"Lt:;ON'wtLDE~,"' N, Y. 

Board of Immigration Appeals 
u.s. Department of Justice 
Safeway Building 
11th Floor 
521 12th Street, N,W. 
Washington, D.C. 20530 

Gentlemen: 

April 26, 1973 

Re: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
Al7 595 321 

I am writing to request additional time within which to 
file my brief on appeal in the above-captioned matter. I 
realize that the record file will not be available to you 
upon your receipt of this letter. .. 

On March 23, 1973 the Immigration Judge rendered a fourty
seven (47) page decision in which he held the Respondent.; 
John Lennon, deportable and denied his application for adjust
ment of status under Section 245 of the Immigration and Nationa
lity Act. The case involves factual and legal issues of great 
complexity and novelty. A trial brief of some seventy-two (72) 
pages was filed on a number of the issues of fact and law in
volved in the case. Perhaps the best illustration of the 
complexity of the issues is the fact that the Immigration 
Judge's consideration of the factual and legal issues embodied 
in his decision has taken over a year, the hearing having 
been closed on May 17, 1972. 

Our Notice of Appeal requested that we be granted until 
October 2, 1973 to file the brief in support of this appeal. 
The Immigration Judge has granted a period of only one month, 
namely, to May 3, 1973, a grossly inadequate period of time. 
The undersigned has telephoned the Immigration Judge to request 
additional time but his request was rejected. It is felt that a 
further request for the same relief to the Immigration Judge would 
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Lennon, 2 

be fruitless in view of his past rulings in the case, which 
are themselves, in part, the subject matter of the appeal. 

on May 17, 1972 the Immigration Judge accorded the undersigned 
only until July 1, 1972 to file a brief on extremely complicated 
issue~ including issues under the law of England which required 
consultation with foreign counsel. At the same time, he accorded 
the government the right to file its brief within two weeks after 
Respondent's brief was filed, presumably by July 15, 1972. While 
the Immigration Judge instructed counsel for the Respondent that 
his brief would not be accepted after July 3, 1972 (July 1st having 
been a Saturday), he accepted the government's brief four and one 
half months after Respondent's brief was timely filed. In addition, 
he made the transcript available to the government for its purpose 
in preparing its brief and specifically withheld the transcript from 
counsel for the Respondent for a number of months despite counsel's 
request that he likewise be furnished with a copy of the transcript. 
Upon transmitting the government's brief together with the transcript 
of hearing in the matter under cover of Nouember 13, 1972, the 
Immigration Judge accorded Respondent's counsel two weeks within 
which to reply to the brief which the government took four and a 
half months to prepare. Counsel's request to expand the time to 
reply to the government's brief, which submittedly misstated important 
propositions of law was summarily dismissed. under the circumstances, 
it is felt that a further request of the Immigration Judge for 
additional time would be a futile act. 

counsel for the Respondent is involved in a substantial number of 
other legal matters and in bar association activities which are 
scheduled to take place within the next several months and has been 
unavailable for a good part of the period deaignated by the Immi
gration Judge for the preparation of a brief due to a hbliday. 
The preparation of the appeal in this case will require a review of 
a very large administrative file consisting of a substantial number 
of exhibits, a text book of the expett witness, and a transcript 
of the proceedings which contains a large number of errors, pre
sumably to be corrected upon stipulation of counsel. The issues 
of law include those under the law of England, requiring special 
and time consuming library requisitions and research. 

WHEREFORE, Respondent respectfully requests that he be granted until 

2528 



Lennon, 3 

October 2, 1973 to file his brief in support of this appeal. 

very truly/-¥ours, 
/'J / .' 
// i' • 

c::~~ 
LEON WILDES 

LW/ts 
cc: Hon. Ira Fielsteel, Immigration Judge 
Certified Mail, Return receipt requested 
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Board of Immigration Appeals 

Memorandum for the File 

In re: John Lennon 

File: Al7 595 321 

Attorney Leon Wildes telephoned from New York con
cerning this matter. He stated that immigration judge 
Ira Fieldsteel wrote a 47-page opinion late in March, 
Mr. Wildes filed a notice of appeal on April 2. Mi. 
Fieldsteel gave him until May 3 to file his brief. The 
record is tremendous and Mr. Wildes' trial brief was 80 
pages long. A substantial portion of the period between 
now and May 3 will be taken up by the Passover holidays and 
Mr. Wildes needs substantially more time to submit his 
brief. He therefore asked for a six months extension. 

I informed Mr. Wildes that his request for an ex
tension was premature, since the record has not yet ar
rived here and in any event he still has considerabl~,time 
left. I suggested that if he needs additional time he can 
seek it from the i11111igration judge. Mr. Wildes responded 
that he has also spoken to Mr. Fieldsteel, who has 'indi
cated that, because of the great public interest in this 
case, he feels he cannot grant any extension but must leave 
that up to the Board. 

I informed Mr. Wildes that the Board is not now in a 
position to pass upon any extension request. Conceivably, 
some time may elapse before the record is received here. 
In addition, if he has asked for oral argument (he told me 
he has), it will be some time after the record is received 
here before the case is calendared for oral argument. Onder 
the circumstances, a substantial time may elapse before oral 
argument, and in the interim he may be able to get his brief 
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under way. I suggested that if he wishes to write the 
Board requesting an extension, the request will be given 
consideration once the record is received. He will guide 
himself accordingly. 

April 10, 1973 

}t~ 
Maurice A. Roberts 

Chairman 

' 
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NOTICE 1)F APPEAL TO THE BOARD OF IMMIG,RAfUN APPEALS 

SUBMIT IN TRIPLICATE TO: 
... <r~ 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

In the Matter of: 

John Winston Ono LENNON 
~·,;_,•, ~ 

1. I hereby appeal to the Board of Immigration Appeals from the decision, dated March 2 3 • 19 7 3 , 
in the above entitled case. 

2. ___ _,a,.m,_ _______ filing a written brief or a written stat.!ment with the a~ve Service 
(am) (am not) 

office within the time allowed for such filing. 

3. I ____ .;:;d::;:o:__ ______ desire oral argument before the Board of Immigration Appeals in 
(do) (do ool) 

Washington, D.C. 

4. Briefly, state reasons for this appeal. 

(See Rider Attached) 

(\,\...., ~\ '<""~~· ".,.._:.::.:0.~ 

" L ~-I.e ~ IL.". ~I 
',)I,.) l"'"~ <:'_.-r -\.:, U""' \1 

j 

-~ .. ··· ·- <. 
) ... '~~e-:X~ LEON WILDES, ESQ. 

\ . ~ (Print or type namt) 

) 

c() 

.. \l 

March 30, 1973 515 Madison Avenue, New York,NY 
Datil!: Addren (NI#Ilber, Street, Ctty, Srote. Zip Code) 

Form 1·290A 
{RGv. 4-1•70) 

IMPORTANT: SEE INSTRUCTIONS ON REVERSE SIDE OF 11HS NOTICE 
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INSTRUCTIONS 

1. Fees. This notice of appeal must be accompanied by a fee of $25. (Only a single fee 'need be 1 

paid if two or more persons are covered by a single decision.) Attach money order or check, pay· 
able to the "Immigration and Natoralization Service, Department of Justice." Du NOT send cash. 
If this fonn is filed in Guam, make remittance payable to the "Treasurer, Guam;" if filed in the 
Virgin Islands, make remittance payable to "Commissioner of Finance of the Virgin Islands.~' . 
The fee is required for filing the appeal and is not returnable regardless of the action taken· "· 
thereon. 4 

4 

2. Counsel. In presenting and prosecuting this appeal the appellant may, if he desires, be repre- 0 
sented at no expense to the Goverrunent by counsel or other duly authorized representatives. k.. 
No interpreters are furnished· by the Government for the argument before the Board. (k; 

3. Briefs. A brief in. support of or in opposition to an appeal is not required, but if a.brief is filed it 
shall be in triplicate and submitted to the officer of the Immigration and Naturr:diiation Seroicd.ll . < 
having administrative jurisdiction over the case within the time fixed for the appeal or within any 
other additional period designated by the special inquiry officer or other Service officer who made 
the decision. Such officer, or the Board for good cause, may extend the time for filing a brief or 
reply briei. The Board in its discretion may authorize the filing of briefs directly with it, in which 
event the opposing party shall be allowed a specifiedtime to respond. 

4. Oral argument. Oral argument is .optional; no personal appearance by the appellant or counsel ijlJ 
required. The Board will consider every case on the record submitted, whether or not oral repr\tl 
sentations are mal;fe. Oral argument in any one case should not extend beyond fifteen (15) minllt4s, 
unless arrangements for additional time are made with the Board in advance of the .~~aring. .) 

An appellant will not be released from detention or pennitted to enter the United States to pre. I 
oral argument to the Board but may m11ke arrangements to have some<lne represent him before the 
Board, and unless such arrangements are made at the time the appea: is taken, the'Board will not 
calendar the case for argument. 

5. Summary dismissal of appeals. The Board may deny oral argument End summarily dismiss any ap
peal in any deportation proceeding in which (I) the party concerned ;ails to specify the reason for 
his appeal on the reverse side of this form, (ii) the ouly reason spe::ified by the party concerned 
for his Appeal involves a finding of fact or conclusion of law whict was conceded by him at the 
hearing, or (iii) the appeal is from an order that grants the party concerned the relief which he 
requested. 

6. FlUNG OF NOTICE OF APPEAL. THE NOTICE OF APPEAL, U TRIPLICATE, WITII mE 
REQUIRED FEE, MUST BE SUBMITTED TO THE IMMIGRATION ,.NO NATURALIZATION 
SERVICE OFFICE WHERE TilE CASE IS PENDING. mE NOTICI OF APPEAL IS NOT TO BE 
FORWARDED DIRECTLY TO 'lliE BOARD OF IMMIGRATION AP'EALS. 

GPO 047·¥>8 
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u.s. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

---------------------------------X 
X 

In the Matter of X 
X 

JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON X File No. Al7 595 321 
X 

---------------------------------X 

RIDER TO NOTICE OF APPEAL TO THE BOARD OF 
IMMIGRATION APPEALS 

The dedision should be reversed because: 

Deportation proceedings were improperly and discriminatorily 
instituted and should have been terminated: their institution 
and continuance were an abuse of administrative discretion: 
maintenance of deportation proceedings which prevent compliance 
with u.So Court orders is improper. 

As to the sole ground for deportability sustaineQ..by the Immi-. 
gration Judge, the government failed to prove :tha:t~the disputed 
allegations of fact were true by clear, unequi~ocal and con-
vincing evidence. .,~ 

The Immigration Judge committed error and denied Respondent due 
process in refusing to terminate the proceedings, in refusing 
to permit Respondent to depose a knowledgeable representative 
of the Immigration Service, in refusing to grant adequate time 
for submission of rebuttal briefs, and in refusing to defer his 
decision to await the outcome of proceedings in England relating 
to the Respondent. 

Respondent's application for adjustment of status should not 
have been denied and he should not have been held excludable 
unaer Section 2l2(a) (23} of the Immigration and Nationality Act 
as his conviction is not included in Section 212 (a} (23): the 
Immigration and Nationality Act contains no definition of the 
term "marijuana" and since deportation visits great hardship 
upon an alien, the language used by Congress should be strictly 
construed and any doubt as to its meaning resolved in favor of 
the alien: the statute under which Respondent was convicted 
permitted a conviction to be entered without proof of "mens rea 
and punished a type of possession not contemplated by Section 
2~2 (a) (23) of the Immigration and Nationality Act: only con
victions for possessing marijuana under certain circumstances 
which woul.d enable the accused to traffic in the forbidden 
substance are included in Section 212 (a) (23): the use of the 
British conviction as a bar to residency would deny Respondent 
due process: the legislative history of Section 2l2(a) (23) 
confirms that Respondent's conviction is not therein included. 

Respondent's conviction should have been considered a petty 
offense under Section 2l2(a){9) and his application for per
manent residence should therefore have been granted. 
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Section 212 (a) (23) of the Innnigration and Naticnality Act 
is unconstitutional insofar as iit relates to t:he "illidit 
possession of marijuana"; its application to the Respondent 
effectively denies him due proces·.s of law and the equal 
protection of the law and violates the right to pr~.v~cy. 

In view of the novelty of the factual and legal issues and 
the complexity of the proceedings as well as of the decision 
rendered herein, Respondent respectfully requests that he 
be granted until October 2, 1973 to file his brief in support 
of this appeal. 

Respectfully submitted, 

LE~ 
Attonmey for Respondent, 
JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New ~'c5r'k~ 10022 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

20 West Broadway 
l/ew York, li.X, 10007 

Filo: Al7 * 321 (b )(6) · 
I I lAton WUdee, F..tQ• 

M!l Med1aon AYtMif 
1'1• York. 1'1. Y. 

InC! 
Vlncent A. SoJ\!oMO, e~. 
Trttl Attorney 

NOTICE OF DECSION 
JCftil wmstoi om 1.amn: 

MATTER OF tnd 
QIO J..~ 

0 Attached is a copy of the written decision of the This 
decision is final unless an appeol is taken to the »wJi ofll,m'l ... ion 
Appeals by returning to this office on or before __________ _ 
the enclosed copies of Form I-290A, Notice of Appeal, properly executed, 
together with a fee of twenty-five dollars ($25.00). 

0 Attached is an information copy of the oral decision of the Special Inquiry 
Officer made on _____________________ _ 

0 Attached, as requested, is a transcupt of the testimony of record, pages 
to which is being loaned to you on condition that no copy thereof 
will be made, that it will be retained in your possession and control, and that ,. 
it will be surrendered upon final disposition of the case or upon demand by the 
Service. 

[]You are advised that on the Special Inquiry 
Officer entered an order, which is final, granting the application for adjustment 
of status to that of a permanent resiqent under Section of the 
Immigration and Nationality Act. A Form 1·151. Alien Registration Receipt 
Card will be delivered in due course. 

TFttll 

Form 1·295 
(Rev, 11·15·65) 
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(b )(6) 
Fil ' 595 321 ]'N York ( l ) 

M>~k 2 3 1973 

I I " 1~1 ' . .c. I 

In I I ! .Jtter of 

JO!f ll :iT<ll Q\10 Lfl~IWN ( 1) 
and 

YOK( 'JI LENNON 

Resp• dE·nts 

APPLI :A'''Ial: 

IN DEPORT A TIC 11 PRCCEEDINGS 
(2) 

(Both) Section 241 (a) (2) - I & f ,\ct • 
nonimmigrant- remained longer than permi'tted 

(Both) Adjustment of Status 
Section 245 - I & N Act 

In B!·1a:: f of Respondents 1 In Behalf •Jf Service 1 

Leon 1/Ll des, Esq. 
515 !' ad:i.son Avenue 
New 'r)rk, N. Y. 10022 

Vincent !:>c1iano, Esq. 
Trial At~:o rney 

DECISION OF '!HE IMMIGRATICN JUDGE 

DISCiJSSION: The respondents are respectively a 32-year-old married 

malE• alien, a native and citizen of England and his 40-year-old alien 

wifE:, a native and citizen of Japan, who last entered the United States 

togE·ther at New York, N. y, on August 13, 1971. At th11 time of their 

arrl.val they were admitted as nonimmigrant visitors for pleasure who 

werE• authorized to remain in the United States until F11bruary 29, 1972. 

On M<,rch 1, 1972 the respondents were advised that their temporary stay 

in the United States as visitors had expired on February 29, 1972 and 

Cr\'J.. 
' .J 
" - 1 -
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that it was expected that they would effect their departure from 

the United States on or before March 15, 1972. They were advised 

that failure to do so would result in the institution of deportation 

proceedings. 

On March 6, 1972 a further communication was addressed to the respond-

ents advising them that the District Director for the New York District 

understood that they had no intention of effecting their departure by 

March 15, 1972 as previously authorized and that he was therefore re

voking the privilege of voluntary departure as provided by existing 

regulations, Title 8, Code of Federal Regulations 242.5(c). That 

section provides for the revocation of a previous grant of voluntary 

departure prior to the commencement of deportation proceedings, where 

the District Director ascertains that the original application should 

not have been granted. The record before me does not reflect by what 

means the District Director acquired the understanding that the respond-

ents had no intention of effecting their departure by March 15, 1972 

but he might well have reached such a conclusion from the submission 

on March 3, 1972 of petitions to have the respondents recognized as 

entitled to a third preference under their respective quotas, a step 

which is normally taken as a preliminary to requesting permanent resi

dence in the United States either through the obtaining of a visa out

side the United States or through the medium of an application under 

Section 245·. of the Immigration and Nationality Act. In any event the 

conclusion by the District Director that the respondents did not have 
; 

the intention of leaving the United States on or before March 15, 1972 

- 2 -
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appeared to have been a correct one in the light of testimony by 

Mr. Lennon at page 24 of the record that he had no intention either 

way prior to March 15, 1972, that he and his wife were looking for 

her child and that they had not made up their mind either way about 

it but that they had no exact intention of departing. Furthermore, 

as of the date of their testimony on May 121 1972 they were still 

unable to make up their minds, and stated that if an opportunity 

were given to them to depart perhaps within the next five or ten 

days they would not be willing to depart because they still did not 

know where the child was. 

In view of this testimony, although the Immigration and Naturalization 

Service may have been somewhat precipitous in issuing the Order to 

Show Cause and beginning deportation proceedings on March 6, 1972 

simultaneously with the revocation of the previously authorized per

mission to remain until March 151 1972, I cannot see that the respond

ents were harmed since they were neither prevented from leaving pursu

ant to that original authorization, nor were they prevented from 

leaving voluntarily at any subsequent date. Technically speaking 

the Order to Show Cause would have been more accurate to state that 

they remained in the United States after March 6, 1972 without authority 

since that was the date on which their privilege of voluntary departure 

was revoked, but in the light of their continuing unwillingness to de

part from the United States even as late as May 12, 1972, I find that 

the respondents are deportable under Section 24l(a)(2) of the Immigra

tion and Nationality Act as aliens who after admission as nonimmigrants 

remained in the United States for a longer time than permitted. 
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Counsel for the respondents devoted a considerable portion of his 

oral argument during the hearings in this matter, as well as in his 

extensive briefs to the issue that the Immigration and Naturalization 

Service did not permit the respondents to file an application for ad-

justment of status under Section 245 of the Immigration and Nationality 

Act prior to the commencement of deportation proceedings by service of 

an Order to Show Cause. Counsel's position is that this is contrary 

to the official position of the Immigration and Naturalization Service 

as stated in its published Operations Instructions. 

An examination of 8 CFR 245.2 and 8 CFR 242.17 shows that the juris-

diction to consider applications for adjustment of status to that of 

a permanent resident tofthe United States under Section 245 of the 

Immigration and Nationality Act is divided between the District Director 

having jurisdiction over the aliens place of residence and the Immigration 

Judge, the former having exclusive jurisdiction prior to the issuance of 

an Order to Show Cause and the latter having exclusive jurisdiction 

either for an original application or after the District Director has 

denied an application, but only after the issuance of an Order to Show 

Cause. The nature of the Immigration Judge's jurisdiction is thus not 

only an original jurisdiction but also in the nature of an Appellate 

jurisdiction where a previous application has been denied· by the 

District Director. The relevant Operations Instruction, Section 245.1 

provides as follows• "an otherwise eligible alien who is unlawfully in · 

the United States and who has not heretofore filed a Section 245 applica-
, 

tion shall normally be afforded an opportunity to file such an application 

prior to the institution of deportation proceedings".' (underlining supplied) 
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Obviously, the District Director who believes that the prospective 

applicant for adjustment of status under Section 245 is not a 

"eligible alien" has no obligation to permit such alien to go 

through the emp~y gesture of submitting such an application to 

him when the inevitable result of such application will be a denial. 

Accordingly, the Operations Instructions gives the District Director 

the option of issuing the Order to Show Cause, commencing the deporta

tion proceedings and relegating the alien to submitting his application 

for such relief to the Immigration Judge for adjudication. The only 

conceivable advantage to the alien in presenting his application to 

the District Director prior to the commencement of proceedings would 

be the one of delay since no appeal lies from the denial of such 

application by the District Director. On the contrary if such applica

tion is denied by the Immigration Judge, an appeal can be taken from such 

denial to the Board of Immigration Appeals and thereafter to the Courts. 

A somewhat similar contention was made in the case of Lumarque v. USINS, 

C. A. 7, No. 71-1886, Decided June 12, 1972, as yet unreported, where 

the alien's petition for a third preference visa had been approved. 

The court noted that as a matter of grace, the United States often 

grants such a person an opportunity to depart voluntarily and leaves 

the time for such departure indefinite. Thus, as a matter of practice, 

beneficiaries of a third preference petition are often permitted to 

remain in the United States until a visa becomes available. The alien 

contended that the initial grant of such permission to remain coupled 
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with a subsequent revocation was discriminatory. The court stated 

however, that "a grace normally afforded does not become an enforceable 

right merely because it is described as a normal practice in an internal 

operating instruction." 

The same principle is directly applicable to the instant proceedings. 

It was for this reason that I refused to issue a subpoena to Officials 

of the Immigration and Naturalization Service for the purpose of having 

them testify as to actions they might have taken in other cases involving 

approved third preferences, particularly since the request for the sub· 

poenas did not request information on eases where the facts were substan• 

tially identical with the present one. 

See also the decision by the Board of Immigration Appeals in Matter of 

Geronimo, Int. Dee. 2077 where the Board pointed out that the assertion 

that the District Director abused his discretion in refusing to permit 

the respondent to remain in the United States after approval of her visa 

petition presents no defense cognizable in deportation proceedings. It 

is within the District Director's prosecutive discretion whether to in• 

stitute deportation proceedings against a deportable alien or temporarily 

to withhold such proceeding. Where such proceedings have been begun, 

it is not the province of the Immigration Judge or of the Board on Appeal 

to review the wisdom of the District Director's action starting the pro• 

ceedings, but to determine whether the deportation charge is sustained 

by the requisite evidence. 
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It may well be that if these two cases had arisen separately, it 

would have been appropriate to permit the female respondent to file 

an application for adjustment of status under Section 245 prior to 

the commencement of deportation proceedings. 

However, in view of the issues which the two cases have in common, 

and the stated objection by counsel for the respondents to have the 

two cases severed, it certainly was within the discretion of the 

District Director1who felt that the case of the male respondent should 

be heard by an Immigration Judge
1
to treat the case of the female 

respondent similarly. 

One further circumstance requires attention, before proceeding to a 

consideration of the application for permanent residence, because 

it relates not only to that application but also to the deportability 

of the female respondent. 

In the course of the hearing on May 12, 1972 (on page 18 of record) 

it was disclosed for the first time that the female respondent had 

been admitted to the United States for permanent residence at San 

Francisco, California on September 13 1 1964. This fact was apparently 

as great a surprise to the Immigration authorities as it was to 

counsel for the respondent. The status of permanent residence in 

the United States once acquired is retained until lost by abandonment 

or deportation proceedings. If the female respondent had not lost 

her status as a permanent resident, her action in returning to the 

- 7 -



United States as a visitor could have been remedied by granting 

her a waiver of the documents normally required for such return. 

An effort was made in the course of the hearing to explore the dates 

of all absences of this respondent from the United States since 1964, 

her purpose in leaving and all of the other factors which go to the 

question of relinquishment of her residence, but without noticeable 

success. Counsel for the respondent adopted a practical approach to 

this aspect of the case and agreed that he had no particular concern 

whether the female respondent were considered a person who had never 

relinquished her original lawful permanent residence in the United 

States or whether she was granted the privilege of permanent residence 

again under Section 245 of the Immigration and Nationality Act, as 

long as the final result was a grant of permanent residence in the 

United States. 

As already indicated above, counsel for the respondent submitted 

applications in behalf of each of these respondents on or about 

March 3, 1972 to have them accorded a third preference under the 

quotas for their respective countries as persons who are of excep• 

tional ability in the sciences or the arts and who by reason of that 

ability would substantially benefit the national economy, cultural 

interests or welfare of the United States. No final action was taken 

by the immigration authorities on such applications until May 2, 1972 

when counsel for the respondent was notified of such approval when 

he appeared for argument before the Federal Court for the Southern 

District of New York in connection with his request for a temporary 
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restraining order against the immigration authorities from proceeding 

with the deportation hearings until a decision had been made on the 

application for a third preference. Copies of the notices containing 

such approval are contained in the record as Exhibits 8 and 9. 

Although the reluctance of the respondents to the possible reaching 

of a different conclusion in their respective applications is under

standable, their matrimonial unity can no more force a joint approval 

than it could compel a joint denial. The applications must be con

sidered on their separate merits and counsel for the respondents so 

consented (page 20 of the record}. 

Directing myself to the application of Mrs. Lennon, it seems clear 

that the record contains no evidence indicating her ineligibility for 

adjustment. She has been examined by the United States Public Health 

Service and found to be medically admissible to the United States. 

A nonpreference quota number has been assigned for her use by the Visa 

Office of the Department of State, pursuant to the instructions con

tained in the current quota bulletins covering situations where the 

priority date under the third preference is such that visa numbers are 

not presently available under that preference. 

Although this respondent does not appear to have regular employment 

in the United States, the problem of her support does not appear to 

be a serious one in view of the fact that the testimony of Mr. Lennon's 

business manager is to the effect that he is the owner of one quarter 

of a business enterprise which grosses in excess of fifty million dollars 

per year in the United States. 
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I find therefore that Mrs. Lennon has met the statutory requirements 

for adjustment of status in the United States and such relief will 

be granted as a matter of administrative discretion. 

Turning now to a consideration of Mr. Lennon's application, we are 

confronted by Exhibit 10 which is a record of conviction on November 28, 

1968 in the Marylebone Magistrates Court in London. The nature of the 

offense for which the respondent was found guilty is described as follows~ 

''Having in his possession a dangerous 
drug to wits Cannabis Resin without 
being duly authorized, at 34 Montague 
Square W. 1. on 18•10.68 Con to Regs. 
3 Dangerous Drugs (2) Regsr Dangerous 
Drugs Act 1965." 

The respondent has admitted that this record of conviction relates 

to him and it has also been admitted that the respondent pleaded guilty 

to this offense and was fined 150 pounds with 20 guineas as costs. The 

record of conviction also shows that he was charged with wilfully 

obstructing one Norman Pilcher, a constable of the Metropolitan Police 

Force who was exercising his powers under the Dangerous Drugs Act, but 

was found not guilty of this charge. 

At the commencement to these proceedings in March 1972 counsel for the 

respondents requested an adjournment because action was contemplated 

in England directed to setting aside this conviction of the respondent 

on the ground that Constable Pilcher had acted improperly in connection 

with the respondent's arrest. Apparently some criminal proceedings are 

pending in England against Constable Pilcher in connection with his 
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activities relating to another defendant. See communication of 

December 1, 1972 and March 14, 1973 from respondents' attorney. 

However, almost a year has passed since these proceedings were com· 

menced before me and there apparently has been no further progress 

towards setting aside the conviction described above, no any indica• 

tion that the pending criminal proceedings are related to the eon• 

viction of this respondent, or will result in any modification of 

that conviction. 

An alien who applies for adjustment of his status to that of a perma

nent resident of the United States under Section 245 of the Immigration 

and Nationality Act is required to establish that he is eligible to 

receive an immigrant visa and is admissible to the United States for 

residence. Section 212(a) of the Immigration and Nationality Act 

provides in part, as follows1 

"Except as otherwise provided in this Act, 
the following classes of aliens shall be 
ineligible to receive visas and shall be ex• 
cluded from admission to the United States• 
(23) • any alien who has been convicted of a 

violation of, or a conspiracy to violate, 
any law or regulation relating to the 
illicit possession of or traffic in nar
cotic drugs or marijuana, •••• 

It is the contention of the Immigration and Naturalization Service 

that the conviction referred to above on November 28, 1968 for having 

in his possession Cannabis Resin without being duly authorized is a 

conviction of a violation of law or regulation relating to the illicit 

possession of marijuana which renders this respondent ineligible to 
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receive a visa and excludable from admission to the United States and 

accordingly ineligible for adjustment of his status to that of a 

permanent resident of the United States. 

It may be noted in passing that this claim by the immigration authorities 

was not unknown to the respondent who had sought admission to the United 

States on several prior occasions after his conviction and before his 

appearance before me and in order to be admitted to the United States 

for a temporary visit asked for and received a waiver from the immigra

tion authorities under Section 212(d)(3) (A) of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act. Exhibit 14 is the original of such a waiver dated 

August 11, 1971 which was granted the respondent in connection with 

his last entry into the United States. It also shows clearly the 

limited terms under which the respondent was admitted to the United 

States pursuant to this waiver, namely to edit film, to consult with 

business associates, and to attend a custody hearing in the Virgin 

Islands on September 16, 1971. The waiver stated further that the 

period of temporary stay was to be six weeks on condition that the 

activities and itinerary of the applicant should be limited to those 

set forth in the waiver and that no extension of stay or change in 

activities or deviation of itinerary should be authorized without 

prior approval of the District Director in Washington, D. c. 

It should be noted further that although such a waiver is possible under 

Section 212(d)(3) of the Act in connection with a temporary admission 

as a nonimmigrant, no such provision exists for a waiver in the case of 

a person who is seeking admission to the United States as a permanent 

resident. 
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Although Congress has provided for a waiver of excludability for 

persons seeking admission to the United States for permanent resi

dence who may be excludable under Section 212(a)(9), (10), or (12) 

of the Act, where their exclusion would result in hardship to a 

citizen or lawful resident spouse or child, it has not seen fit 

to include excludability under Section 212(a)(23) of the Act among 

those grounds eligible for such a waiver. 

It may be noted further that this difference of attitude towards, on 

the one hand those convicted of ordinary crimes and on the other 

those convicted of crimes relating to drugs and narcotics is also 

reflected in Section 24l(b) of the Act. That provision of law pro-

vides that those persons who might be deportable by reason of their 

conviction for crimes may be excused from such consequences if they 

have been granted a full and unconditional pardon for such crimes or 

if the court sentencing such alien for such crimes makes at the time 

of first imposing sentence a recommendation to the Attorney General 

that such alien not be deported. The Section states specifically 

however, that these two provisions relieving the alien from deport-

ability despite his conviction of a crime shall not apply in the case 

of any alien who is charged with being deportable from the United States 

under__. Section 24l(a)(ll), the deportation section which corresponds 

to Section 212(a)(23) governing exclusion from the United States, for 

narcotics offenses. 

Before proceeding to the pri~cequestion at issue, namely whether 

the male respondent's conviction in England brings him within the ambit 
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of Section 212(a)(23) of the Act, one preliminary contention must be 

disposed of. Counsel for the respondent (at page 55 of his brief) 

states that it has never been very clear that a foreign conviction 

was intended by Congress to be included under Section 212(a)(23) of 

the Act. This contention has no merit whatsoever. Section 212 of 

the Act sets forth the grounds on which aliens shall be excluded from 

admission into the United States. Obviously it contemplates aliens 

who are coming from some country outside of the United States. The 

convictions that such persons would have, would, in the vast majority 

of cases, have occurred outside the United States. It is only in the 

unusual situation where an alien who has previously been in the United 

States has been convicted in the United States and departed and there~ 

after applied for a visa that the ground of excludability would be 

based on a conviction in the United States. Moreover, the Congressional 

history relating to Section 212(a)(23) shows clearly that it was the 

intention of Congress in enacting the original 212(a)(23) and 241(a)(ll) 

to encompass foreign convictions relating to narcotics within the 

scope of those sections. 

In Senate report #1515, 8lst Congress, Second Session, (1950) at page 410 

the following recommendation of the sub committee on the judiciary is 

to be found1 

"the sub committee recommends that the 
immigration laws contain specific pro
vision for the deportation of aliens 
who have been convicted of any law per~ 
taining to narcotics. Such aliens should 

' 
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be deportable whether the conviction 
occurred prior to or after entry into 
the United States. The deportable class 
will include those convicted under any 
law in this country pertaining to narcotics 
or under any such law of a foreign country." 

The same page shows clearly that it was the intention of Congress to 

make deportable those who had been convicted merely of illegal possession 

of a narcotic drug, though it erroneously concluded that under the 

decided cases mere possession would result in deportability under 

the statute as originally drawn. The Congressional expectation 

was erroneous and necessitated the subsequent amendment of the statute 

to be described below. 

The respondents' brief likewise states (page 55) that a thorough review 

of all the reported court decisions fails to disclose even one where 

a prior foreign conviction was used as a ground for exclusion under 

Section 212(a)(23). A more diligent search would have disclosed the 

decision in Matter of Gardos 1 10 I&N Dec. 261 1 affirmed in Gardos v. 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, 324 F. 2d 179 (C. A. 21 1963). 

In that case; which bears a close resemblance to the instant proceeding; 

the alien there concerned had been convicted in 1956 in Canada of the 

crime of unlawfully possessing marijuana in violation of Section 4, 

paragraph 1 of the Opium and Narcotic Drug Act and had been sentenced 

to imprisonment for six months. He did not enter the United States 

till August 4, 1959. 

The Board of Immigration Appeals set forth the legislative history of 

the amendment to Section 212(a)(23) and 24l(a)(ll) which took effect 
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on July 14, 1960 and reached the conclusion that the purpose of amend· 

ing Section 212(a)(23) and Section 24l(a)(ll) was to make it certain 

that a conviction of an alien for violation of any law relating to 

illicit possession of marijuana should render him excludable or deport• 

able. It may be noted that since this amendment took place on July 14, 

1960, the alien in Matter of Glrdos was not even excludable from the 

United States at the time of his entry in 1959. Nevertheless, the Board 

of Immigration Appeals and the Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit 

found him deportable in 1963 under the statute as amended in 1960. 

The additional legislative history relating to the amendment of Section 

212(a)(23)and 24l(a)(ll) of the Act in 1956 and again in 1960 to specifically 

include "possession" in addition to offenses relating to the "traffic" 

in narcotic drugs is set forth by the Board of IDIIligration Appeals in 

Matter of M/V • 1 7 I&N Dec. 571 1 as well as in the briefs of the attorney 

for the respondents and the Trial Attorney for the government. 

The conclusion is inescapable from that legislative history that Congress 

intended to and succeeded in making it a ground for exclusion and deporta· 

tion that the alien was convicted of "possession" of marijuana or other 

enumerated drugs and that such "possession" did not have to be possession 

for purposes of sale or any purpose other than mere use to make the alien 

excludable or deportable. This is clear from the fact that the statute 

now reads specifically "illicit possession of .2! traffic in narcotic 

drugs or marijuana". The specific contrast by the statute of possession 

on the one hand and traffic on t~e other makes it clear that the possession 

which is penalized does not require any intent to engage in traffic or 

other activity. 
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The brief for the respondents contends at page 40 and thereafter 

that only those convictions for possession of marijuana which occur 

under circumstances which would enable the accused to traffic in the 

substance are included in Section 212(a)(23) of the Act. In reaching 

this conclusion counsel relies heavily on the decision of the Court 

in~ v. Rosenberg, 237 F. Supp. 282 (S.D. Cal. 1964). In that 

case the government was seeking to deport an alien who had been con-

victed under a California statute of use or being under the influence 

of narcotics. As the Court pointed out, the narcotics in question 

were in the system of the alien. 

The court stated as follows! 

"While Congress undoubtedly intended to 
close "every possible loophole where a 
person had been convicted of a crime re
lating to the possession of narcotics", 
the legislative history indicates that the 
Committee's aim was to eliminate traffic 
in narcotics as distinguished from use. • • 

Congress undoubtedly has aimed its attack 
upon possession which would give the possessor 
"such dominion and control as would have given 
him the power of disposal" ••• 

Petitioner in the case at bar was convicted 
for use or being under the influence of nar
cotics. In other words, the narcotics were 
in his system. At this point the defendant 
was hardly in a position to traffic in the 
drug and can hardly be said to have possession 
which would give him such dominion and control 
as to include the power of disposition. 

Prior to amendment of 8 USCA 125l(a)(ll), the 
statute referred only to possession "for the 
purpose of the manufacture, production, com• 
pounding, transportation, giving away, importa
tion or exportation" of the narcotic • 
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It is consonant with the aforementioned 
purpose of Congress to include a provision 
relating to possessiQD alone to obviate the 
burden of proving possession for a specific 
purpose. Any disposable narcotic in the 
possession of anyone is potentially in the 
narcotic traffic. The object was to accomplish 
by the best means possible the elimination of 
the illicit traffic" (emphasis supplied). 

In substance therefore, what the court was saying was that Congress. was 

trying to reach the traffic in drugs, that it facilitate.d such object 

by making mere possession a deportable offense, but that possession 

implies such a dominion and control as would give the possessor of the 

power of disposal. Consequently it was reluctant to say that an alien 

who merely had the narcotics within his bloodstream where it might 

have been injected by some other person, had such dominion and control 

as would give him power of disposal. It is perfectly clear from the 

decision however that a mere possession without intent to traffic in 

drugs would be sufficient to bring the alien within the statute since 

he would have such dominion and control as would give him the power of 

disposal. 

What then did Mr. Lennon admit by his plea of guilty? The provisions 

of the Dangerous Drug Act of 1965 and the regulations which were 

p~ulgated under the 1964 Act and continued in effect under the 1965 

Act are included in the record herein and are set forth also in the 

brief of the respondent at pages 5 and 6. Section 3 of the regulations 

provides that a person shall not be in possession of a drug which is 

prohibited by the Act unless.he is authorized or licensed to have such 

possession. 
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Section 20 of the regulations provides as follows: 

"For the purposes of these regulations 
a person shall be deemed to be in pos
session of a drug if it is in his actual 
custody or is held by some other person 
subject to his control or for him and 
on his behalf". 

By pleading guilty to the charge set forth in Exhibit 10, the respondent 

conceded that he was "in possession• of a stated amount of cannabis 

resin, that such possession was not legally authorized, and what is 

more important that the drug was either in his actual custody or was 

held by some other person subject to his control or for him and on 

his behalf. 

These are precisely the elements of dominion and control which the 

court in ~ (supra) emphasized. 

I find therefore that even the court in Varga would find that a person 

who was convicted of possession under the Dangerous Drugs Act of 1965 

would fall within the scope of Section 241 (a) (11) of the Act by reason 

of the necessary finding of dominion and control. 

As a kind of corollary to this argument the counsel for the respondent 

advances another thesis which is to the effect that under the cases 

decided in England relating to the criminality of the possession of 

narcotics, it was the established law that the guilt of the defendant 

could be established without reference to the proof of any particular 

mental state or so-called "Mens Rea". 
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I have carefully examined all of the English cases referred to by 

counsel for the respondent in his brief from pages 26 to 39 and the cited 

Law Review Articles as well. In addition, I have referred to the some• 

what more recent article in The New Law Journal, September 28, 1972, 

page 844 1 entitled "Dangerous Drugs - Possession, by o. A. s. Owen, and 

the more recent cases of Relina v. Irving,(l970) Crim. L. R. 642, 

~ ' Rttina v. Marriott (1971) Crim. L. R. 172, and Retina v. Buswell, (1972) 

Crim. L. R. 50. 

The one element which all of the cases and authorities agree upon is 

the statement of Lord Parker C. J, in Lockyer v. ~ (1967) 2 Q. B. 

243 as follows 1 

"in my judgement it is quite clear that 
a person cannot be in possession of some 
article which he or she does not realize 
is, for example, in her handbag, in her room, 
or in some other place over which she has 
control". 

In other words, completely innocent and unknowing custody or potential 

control over a drug is not possession within the meaning of the act 

and regulations. 

The court in Regina v. Marriott characterized the state .of the law 

as of 1970 as follows• 

"not all members of the House of Lords ex
pressed themselves in precisely the same way, 
but, for the purposes of this present appeal, 
the result of Reg v. Warner may, broadly speak· 
ing and we hope with accuracy, be stated in this 
wayt If a man is in possession, for example, of 
a box and he knows there are articles of some sort 
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inside it and it turns out that the con· 
tents comprise, for example, cannabis resin, 
it does not lie in his mouth to say a "I did 
not know the contents included resin". On 
the contrary, on those facts he must be re· 
garded as in possession of it and, if not 
lawfully entitled, would, therefore, be 
guilty of an offense such as that charged in 
the present case. 

By pleading guilty, this respondent must have admitted therefore those 

elements which the court would have considered necessary to establish 

to sustain a conviction. The first of course would be that the material 

which the police discovered was, in fact, cannabis resin, a prohibited 

drug. The second would be the admission that he was, in fact, in 

"possession" of such drug by reason of the fact that it was either 

in his actual custody or held by some other person subject to his 

control or for him and on his behalf, Finally the plea of guilty would 

admit that he was aware that there was some extra substance in the 

Binocular case which was in his home but not necessarily that he knew 

it was cannabis resin. 

Even if the holding of the court in Varga v. Rosenberg (supra) is con· 

sider8d to be definitive and binding on what constitutes possession 

for purposes of Section 212(a)(23) of the Act, it seems clear that 

this respondent by his plea of guilty admitted such dominion and control 

over the drug as would have given him the power of disposal. 

The lack of a requirement that the state establish that the defendant, 

in addition to having the drug under his dominion and control, also 

knew that it was the particular drug whose idd{ity the government estab

lished, is not as foreign and outrageous to the system of jurisprudence 
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of the United States as counsel for the respondent would have me 

believe. 

It is true that the large majority of cases involving prosecutions 

for "possession" under the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act require a 

knowledge by the defendant of the existence of the narcotics where 

found, in addition to the elements of immediate and exclusive control 

or at least joint control or constructive possession. (91 A.L.R.(2) 

810). However, it has been held in a minority of jurisdictions that 

such knowledge i5 not an element. 

For example in ~ v. ~' 57 Wn. (2d) 484 (1961) the court in sus· 

taining the conviction of the defendant for unlawful possession of a 

narcotic drug stated as follows• 

"in essence it is the appellant's contention 
that awareness by the accused of the narcotic 
character of the article possessed is an es· 
sential element to this offense. The appellant 
bases this contention upon the assumption that 
an intent to possess a narcotic drug is required 
to be proved under a charge of unlawful possession 
of a narcotic drug. This assumption is erroneous. 
The Legislature by its enactment of controls against 
the evil of the narcotic traffic through the adoption 
of the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act has made mere posses· 
sion of a narcotic drug a crime, unless the possession 
is authorized in the Act. RCW 69.33.230 provides• 

"it shall be unlawful for any 
person to manufacture, possess, 
have under his control, sell, 
prescribe, administer, dispense, 
or compound any narcotic drug, 
except as authorized in this 
chapt&r". 

In construing this statute in Slat& v. Hinl!;pr, 
50 wn.(2d)809, ~14 P. (2d) 645 1957), we statedz 

"whether int&nt or guilty knowledge 
is to be made an essential el&ment 
of this crime is basically a matter 
to be determin&d by the L&gislature. 
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Had the Legislature intended to 
retain guilty knowledge or intent 
as an element of the crime of 
possession, it would have spelled 
it out as it did in the previous 
statute. The omission of the word 
with intent"evidences a desire to 
make mere possession or control a 
crime." 

Our holding in the Hinker case, that guilty 
knowledge or intent is not an element of the 
crime of possession of narcotics under RCW 
69.33.230, is controlling in the disposition 
of appellant's first contention". 

See also the discussion by the court in ~ v. Callahan, 77 wn. (2d) 

27 (1969) for a discussion as to what constitutes"possession" under the 

laws of the state of Washington. As the court in that decision pointed 

out, possession of property may be either actual or constructive. Actual 

possession means that the goods are in the personal custody of the person 

charged with possession; whereas constructive possession means that the 

goods are not in actual physical possession, but that the person charged 

with possession has dominion and control over the goods. As the court 

there points out, in the previous case of State v. White, it had been --
held that where the evidence showed that the defendant had been living 

on the premises for a month, sharing the rent, bringing furniture into 

the house, inviting others to spend the night, the defendant had suffi

cient dominion and control over the premises to find him guilty of con

structive possession of marijuana found in the living room of the house, 

although the defendant denied any knowledge of its presence. 

See also the article in 58 Virginia Law Review 751 (May 1972), "Constructive 

Possession in Narcotics Cases, To Have and Have Not''. 
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The note in 91 ALR (2) 810, states also that the fact that possession 

of narcotics is only for personal use, does not prevent it from being 

"possession" in violation of paragraph 2 of the Uniform Narcotics Drug 

Act, this contention having been uniformly rejected by the courts. See 

for example in State v. ~ (1961) 34 N.J. 554, 170 A (2d) 419, where 

the court said that if the legislature had intended to limit the il· 

legality to possession with intent to sell, administer, compound, and 

etc., it could have so provided. By failing to so state it made 

"possesSion" only the ground of illegality. The court stated the person 

who possesses, has the power to dispense it to another. 

The constitutionality of the lack of a requirement of scienter in 

criminal cases was discussed by the Supreme Court in ~· v. Balint, 

258 US 50 (1922). That case concerned a conviction for violation of 

Section 2 of the Narcotics Act, 38 Stat. 786, selling narcotics without 

a written form issued by the Commissioner of Internal Revenue. The 

court said as follows: 

"While the general rule of common law 
was that the scienter was a necessary 
element in the indictment and proof of 
every crime, and this was followed in 
regard to statutory crime even where the 
statutory definition is not in terms in· 
cluded, there has been a modification of 
this view in respect to prosecution under 
statutes, the purpose of which would be 
obstructed by such a requirement. It is 
a question of legislative intent to be 
construed by the court. 

It has been objected that punishment of 
a person for an tct in violation of law 
when ignorant of the facts making it so 
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is an absence of due process of law. 
But that objection is considered and 
overruled in Shevlin • Carpenter Company 
v. Minnesota, 218 US 57, 69, 70, in which 
it was held that in the prohibition or 
punishment of particular acts, the State 
may, in the maintenance of a public policy 
provide "that he who shall do them shall do 
them at his peril and will not be heard to 
plead in defense, good faith or ignorance". 

The Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit gave consideration to the 

general problem of the lack of a requirement of a particular state of 

mind or intent in a criminal prosecution in ~· v. Greenbaum which in• 

volved a prosecution for unlawfully introducing into interstate commerce 

cans of adulterated eggs. The court said after quoting~ v. Balint 

(supra) as follows• 

"while the absence of any requirement 
of mens rea is usually met with in 
statutes punishing minor or police 
offenses (for which fines, at least 
in the first instance, are ordinarily 
the penalties), we think thlt interpre· 
tation of Legislative intent as dispen• 
sing with the knowledge and wilfulness 
as elements of specified crimes is not 
to be restricted to offenses differentiable 
upon their relative lack of turpitude. 
Where the offenses prohibited and made pun· 
ishable are capable of inflicting widespread 
injury, and where the requirements of proof 
of the offenders guilty knowledge and wrong
ful intent would render enforcement of the 
prohibition difficult if not impossible (i.e. 
in effect tends to nullify the statute), the 
legislative intent to dispense with mens rea 
as an element of the offense has justifiable 
basis. Notable among such offenses are deal• 
ings in adulterated foods and drugs." 
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See also the annotation at 152 ALR 755 for a general discussion of 

prosecutions for violation of food laws where ignorance, mistake 

of fact, lack of criminal intent or good faith may be present. 

I conclude therefore that the requirements for a conviction in 1968 

under the Dangerous Drugs Act of 1965, including as they do as a bare 

minimum the proof of or admission of possession, dominion and control, 

although perhaps different from the majority of jurisdictions in the 

United States, is actually followed in some states of the United States 

dealing with possession of drugs. The absence of a requirement for 

scienter or mens rea is followed by the majority of courts of the 

United States in other types of convictions leading to a possible 

sentence to penal servitude, and is not so repugnant to the principles 

of jurisprudence of this country that Mr. Lennon's conviction should 

not be recognized as a conviction relating to the possession of 

marijuana. 

It should be noted in this connection that the phrase "conviction of 

violation of a law relating to the possession of marijuana" is broader 

than •a cqnviction for the possession of mariiuana"• For example, in 

Matter of P • C -, 7 I&N Dec. 100, the alien involved had been convicted 

under Section 11502 of the Health and Safety Code of the State of 

California for having agreed to sell heroin but having in fact furnished 

another substance in lieu of the narcotic. It was argued in the course 

of that proceeding that the statute, in fact, deals with fraud and 

false pretenses and is not a statute relating to a narcotic drug since 

it was entirely clear that no narcotic drug had in fact changed hands, 

nor was such exchange even contemplated by the alien. 
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Immigration Appeals held however that a conviction under the named 

section was, in fact, a conviction "relating to the sale of narcotics" 

and that the phrase "relating to" is a term of broad coverage. 

A situation somewhat analogous to the relationship between the respond~ 

ent's conviction and his immigration excludability exists in the body 

of cases involving prosecutions under 18 USC 1407. That provision 

of law requires a registration upon the crossing of a border of the 

United States by a narcotics addict, user or violator, with a possible 

$1000 fine or up to three years imprisonment as a criminal sanction. 

The annotation in 4 ALR (Fed) 616 shows that wilfulness is not an 

ingredient of the statute but that it is mala prohibita. 

For example, in Adams Vo Yi· c.A. 9, 299 F (2) 327 (1962), the individual 

concerned had been convicted in California for the possession of 

marijuana and committed to the Youth Authority of that State. He was 

charged with having crossed the border without reporting his conviction 

and the court excluded evidence on the effect of the expungement of his 

record by an honorable discharge from the Youth Authority. The court 

pointed out that Section 1407 should not depend on all of the peculiari

ties of the laws of the various states. It was stating in effect that 

a conviction for the purposes of Section 1407 is a conviction even though 

it might have been expunged by the operation of the laws of California. 

In Smith v. ~ (1963) C.A. 9, 321 Fed. (2) 731, Cert. Den. 375 u.s. 988, 

the subject had been convicted in Arkansas for a violation of narcotic 

laws and sentence had been suspended on condition that he leave the State. 
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The court sustained his conviction under Section 1407 for failing 

to report this conviction, rejecting the contention that the 

court imposed condition of leaving the State was an unconstitutional 

condition and therefore no valid conviction under the Arkansas laws. 

The court assumed for the purposes of the case that an illegal sentence 

had been imposed but held that since the defendant would have been 

entitled to request that he be resentenced, the illegal sentence did 

not vitiate the conviction under 1407. 

In Haserat v. ~ C.A. 9 321 F (2) 582, (1963), the court was concerned 

with a conviction under the California Health and Safety Code for agree

ing to sell narcotics and selling something else, as was the concern 

of the Board of Immigration Appeals in Matter of P • C -, 7 I&M 100 

{supra). It was held that this was a conviction for a narcotic or 

marijuana law violation which required registration upon c~ossing the 

border and failure to do so was a violation of Section 1407. 

There is therefore a considerable volume of law relating to prosecutions 

for violation of 18 USC 1407 which are based on the existence of an 

underlying conviction of the defendant for a narcotics or marijuana 

violation where the courts have refused to consider relevant the mental 

state of the defendant, the legality of the original conviction or even 

its expungement under the laws of that state. 

The Board of Immigration Appeals in Matter of Romandia•Herreros, 

11 I&N Dee. 772 gave consideration to an alien who had engaged in 

activity relating to the possession of codeine and morphine. 
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However, after indictment in California and while out on bail, he 

left for Mexico and the California proceedings were not completed. 

However, under the laws of Mexico he was prosecuted in Mexico for 

a crime committed in a foreign territory for a violation of law 

which would also have been a crime in Mexico, namely the possession 

of morphine and codeine. The Board of Immigration Appeals held that 

he was deportable under Section 24l(a)(ll) of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act despite his conviction in a foreign state whose 

only claim to jurisdiction over the crime was the fact that the 

defendant was a national of that country, all of the alleged criminal 

acts having taken place in the United States. A somewhat similar 

decision was reached in Matter of Adamo, 10 I&N Dec. 593, which did 

not relate to a narcotics conviction but a conviction for embezzlement 

before an Italian Court for acts which had been committed entirely in 

the United States. The Board of Immigration Appeals stated that the 

record of a foreign conviction showing that it was a penal conviction 

is conclusive evidence of the nature of a conviction. It stated that 

it could not go behind the record to inquire into the legal status of 

the tribunal other than in those rare exceptions relating to convictions 

in absentia or convictions for political offenses. The difficulty the 

Board of Immigration Appeals refers to is amply exhibited by the instant 

case when we eeek to explore the delicate nuances of the state of mind 

required for convictions under the Dangerous Drugs Act of 1965. 

It will be noted that Section 212(a)(33) refers to the excludability 

of a person convicted of a crime relating to the possession of marijuana 
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whereas the respondent herein stands convicted of possession of 

cannabis resin. It is urged at some length, that when Congress 

used the term "marijuana" in the section of the consideration, it 

did not intend to include "cannabis resin". 

The respondent offered in his behalf the testimony of Dr. Lester 

Grinspoon, Associate Clinical Professor of Psychiatry at Harvard 

Medical School whose medical qualifications qualify him fully as an 

expert in this field. A book written by Dr. Grinspoon entitled 

"MarUuana Reconsidered" (Harvard University Press, 1971) was made 

part of this record as Exhibit 13. Reference to Exhibit 13, beginning 

at page 30 thereof, indicates that since 1753 the name Cannabis Sativa 

has been given to the plant known as Indian Hemp. Cannabis Sativa is 

one of a relatively small number of so-called hallucinagenic plants. 

It is an easily grown plant, widely cultivated or growing naturally 

in many parts of the world. It is a source not only of hallucinagenic 

material, but also of hemp fibre and a seed oil. Although the plant 

may differ widely in its appearance depending upon the climate under 

which it is grown, it is generally agreed that all specimens are of a 

single species. The plant and its products are referred to by a wide 

number of different terms, depending upon where it is grown and where 

it is used. The male and female plant differ markedly in appearance, 

though both bear flowers. The chemical compounds responsible for the 

intoxicating effect of cannabis are commonly found in a sticky, golden 

resin which, during periods of the growing season's greatest heat, is 

exuded from the female flowers 'and is found also in the adjacent leaves 
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and stalks. Although it is generally held that the plants active 

agents are found solely in the resin produced by the female flower 

parts there is insufficient evidence to support this hypothesis. 

It is possible that the other parts of the female and male plants may 

contain active substances. The resin and resin bearing parts of hemp 

are prepared for use in a variety of ways. Three grades of the drug 

are prepared in India and serve as a kind of standard against which 

preparations produced in other parts of the world are compared for 

potency. They are bhang, ganja, and charras. The least potent and 

cheapest preparation, bhang, is derived from hemp, grown in the plains 

areas and may consist simply of hemp leaves picked from door yard plants, 

dried, and then crushed into a coarse powder. The resulting drug is of 

inferior quality and may be smoked or made into a decoction. Ganja, the 

second strongest preparation, is prepared from the flowering tops of 

cultivated female plants. The dried tops, with their exuded resin 

are generally smoked sometimes mixed with tobacco leaves. Ganja is 

estimated at being two or three times as strong as bhang and is more 

desirable and costlier. 

Pure resin of the pistillate flowers is called charras, and is the 

most potent of the intoxicants. The resin which is collected from 

the plants may be treated somewhat before it is sold and consumed but 

the treatments are largely mechanical in nature. The resin may be 

sifted to eliminate dirt and impurities, shaped, dried, and sliced 

into sheets. Charras or cannabis resin is called hashish in Egypt, 

Asia Minor and Syria. 

• 31 -

2567 



.. 

The essence of Dr. Grinspoon's testimony is contained on page 41 

of his book where he states that most westerners and certainly most 

Americans who use cannabis take it in a form of cigarettes which are 

roughly comparable to Indian bhang in content, mode of preparation and 

potency. As such, such cigarettes are about 1/5 to 1/8 the potency 

of Indian charras and in general the hand rolled cigarette predominates 

in the United States. 

What Dr. Grinspoon is urging in his testimony is that the common usage 

in the United States limits the term "marijuana" to cig~Jrettes composed 

of the dried leaves and perhaps seeds and miscellaneous parts of the 

marijuana plant as distinct from cannabis resin which is an exudation 

of the female plant during its flowering period. 

The legislative history of Section 212(a)(23) and 24l(a)(ll) is not as 

explicit as one might wish in defining the term marijuana. The term 

first appeared in the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952 but only 

in reference to activities relating to traffic, sale or possession for 

such related purposes. The statute contains no definition of marijuana. 

The Narcotics Control Act of 1956 was aimed at various aspects of the 

narcotics problem. The immigration sections were only one part of the 

Congressional effort. The immigration modification was aimed directly 

at specifically including mere possession of narcotics or a conspiracy 

to violate the narcotic laws as grounds for excludability or deportability. 

It was the Congressional belief that a conviction for the possession of 
' 
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marijuana would constitute a conviction for the possession of narcotics 

and consequently would call the section into operation. 

In u.s. Code Congressional and Administrative News, 84th Cong. 

2nd Session, (1956) Volume 2, page 3294, footnote #1, is found the 

following quotation "general references to narcotics in this report 

includes within the term marijuana which is similarly treated with 

respect to penalties, etc." 

It is clear therefore that in drafting the Narcotics Control Act of 

1956, Congress believes that when it used the term narcotics, it was 

including the term marijuana. Accordingly, there was no need for 

Congress to define marijuana in a section where it had used the term 

"narcotics". Congress' misconception as to the inclusion of "marijuana" 

within the scope of •narcotics" led to the subsequent court decisions 

and further amendment of the statute in 1960 to specifically include 

marijuana by name. In connection with the 1960 amendment here again 

was no definition. However, in the "Narcotic Control Act of 1956" 

which included a number of different sections relating to different 

provisions of law, all of which were enacted as a unit, entitled "The 

Narcotic Control Act of 1956", there occurs title 21, Section 176(a), 

relating to the smuggling of marijuana, which specifically states "as 

used in this section, the term "marijuana" has the meaning given to 

such term by Section 4761 of the Internal Revenue Code of 1964." 

Section 4761 defines the term "marijuana" as including all parts of the 

plant including the resin extracted from any part of such plant. It 

is true that Section 176(a) states "as used in this section," in 
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defining the term marijuana. It does not seem unreasonable to me that 

if Congress included the 1956 version of Section 212(a)(23) in a con

siderably broader Act and in one portion of that Act defined marijuana, 

to conclude that the same definition of marijuana would apply to all 

uses of the term within the various discreet sections of the larger 

Act, whether specifically added to such sections or not. It certainly /' 

would be a bizarre interpretation of Congressional intent to believe 

that Congress would define the term for one section within the larger 

Act and expect a different interpretation for the same term to be 

applied in Section 212(a)(23) without making a specific reference to 

the difference in meaning. If we consider the term to have been 

adequately defined in 1956 by the reference·to the Internal Revenue 

Code, such definition would continue through the 1960 amendment which 

merely added marijuana disjunctively to the possession section at its 

beginning. 

If we assume however, that the Congressional efforts to define the term 

outlined above were inadequate to reach the term as used in Section 

212(a)(23), the question which has to be answered is what Congress would 

have intended to cover by the use of the term marijuana, had the matter 

received its specific attention. The record is clear in the 1956 and 1960 

amendments that Congress was attempting to make excludable and deportable 

aliens convicted of mere possession of narcotics in general and marijuana 

in particular. As indicated above, cannabis resin is the direct natural 

product of the cannabis sativa plant. It is a resin naturally exuded 

by the plant. It contains in_a concentrated form the hallucinagenic agent 
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which is the very basis for the attitude towards marijuana. To imply 

that the Congress, intent as it was on reaching for exclusion and 

deportation persons convicted of possession of marijuana would have 

rejected a person convicted of the possession of the concentrated 

natural products of the marijuana plant is to corrupt statutory in

terpretation into a futile exercise of semantics. 

Ironically enough, there have been several recent decisions to which 

neither the respondent nor the government have referred me, in which 

the present contentions of the government and respondent have been 

reversed. In these cases, it is the government which urged that 

marijuana and hashish were different and the criminal defendant 

therein concerned that they were identical. These were eases which 

arose subsequent to the decision by the Supreme Court in 1!lti v. ~ 

395 US 6, 89 Supreme Court 1532 (1969). In that case the Supreme Court 

held unconstitutional the presumption in Title 21, Section 176(a) of 

knowledge of illegal importation of marijuana arising from possession, 

on the ground that there was widespread cultivation of the plant in the 

United States and that there was no necessary or reasonable connection 

between coming into possession of the dried leaves and a presumption of 

knowledge that the same was illegally imported from another country. 

In ~ v. Piereefeld, 437 F (2d) 1188 (1971) the defendant argued that 

with respect to the irrationality of the presumption of knowledge of 

importation from the sole fact of possession, there could be no distinction 

between hashish and marijuana. He was accused of the unlawful importation 

of hashish and since there was no direct evidence of the unlawful 
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importation, the court must have relied on the presumption in Section 

176(a). The Court of Appeals held however that the Trial Court had 

not, in fact, utilized the presumption and that there was sufficient 

evidence to support a finding of unlawful importation of hashish. 

It referred to the testimony of a chemist for the United States Customs 

Laboratory who stated that hashish had never been manufactured in the 

United States and that it would be necessary to have 625 pounds of 

marijuana with the highest resin quality to make one pound of hashish 

from marijuana grown within the United States. 

In~ v. Cepelis, 426 F. 2d 137 (1970) (C.A. 9), the court was con-

fronted with the identical situation. In this case also, the government 

although arguing that hashish was marijuana within the meaning of 21 USC 

176(a), the government contended that hashish was not within the scope 

of Leary v. ~~ and that by reason of climatic considerations and 

the difficulty of producing domestic hashish, users would be likely 

to know that the hashish was illegally imported. The court concluded 

that the record before it was inadequate for a proper conclusion and 

remanded the case for a finding by the trial court as to whether it had, 

in fact, relied on Section 176(a) presumption, and if so to grant a new 

trial and explore the nature of hashish. On remand the trial court 

affirmed that it had not relied on the presumption but had relied on 
OIJ A 

the evidence before it and concluded .._ factual basis that the defendant 

had actual and not merely presumed knowledge of the illegal importation. 

No case has been found holding that hashish is different from marijuana 

in the context of a prosecution under a statute specifically mentioning 

only marijuana. 
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A carefully delineated distinction between marijuana and hashish 

appears to be a more recent product of increased legislative sophisti· 

cation. In paragraph 54•5.4.101 of the Virginia Code annotated, 

effective April 5, 1970 the maximum punishment for the possession 

of marijuana is $1000 fine and imprisonment not exceeding 12 months. 

However, for drugs other than marijuana the punishment can be con· 

siderably more, even for a first offender. The statute specifically 

defines marijuana as meaning any part of the plant cannabis sativa but 

not including resin extracted from any part of such plant and defines 

hashish as distinct from marijuana as including the resin extracted 

from any part of the plant aannabis rativa. 

After a careful consideration of all the relevant material, I reach 

the conclusion that whether considered from the point of view of ex

pressed Congressional intent as evidenced by the specific definition 

referred to by Congress in amending Section 212(a)(23)in 1956, or by 

inferring that intent of Congress with regard to the definition of 

marijuana which most effectively would give expression to the general 

intent of 6ongress in enacting that section, I reach the conclusion 

that a conviction for the possession of cannabis resin is a conviction 

for a crime relating to the possession of marijuana and consequently 

within the scope of Section 212(a)(23) of the Act. 

The next contention of counsel for the respondent is one which is basically 

set forth in his letter of August 14, 1972 to the Wall Street Journal 

entitled "The Cultural Lag in Immigration LaW$"• 
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Since the letter presents the legal situation so accurately, it may 

be quoted verbatim, where relevant. 

"If John Lennon's desirability as an artist 
is acknowledged by the Immigration Service 
itself, what at the same time makes him so 
undesirable an alien, allegedly unable to 
become a permanent resident, is a little known 
provision of the immigration law barring from 
admission any alien convicted of any offense, 
no matter how trivial, relating to the possession 
of marijuana. A similar provision exists requir
ing deportation of aliens who are already here. 

Court decisions have held that this absolute 
bar applies regardless of whether any punish
ment was imposed, whether the offense is 
technically considered a crime under local 
law, irrespective of the amount of marijuana 
possessed or other circumstances of the case, 
or even whether the offense was actually the 
subject of an executive pardon. Moreover, no 
extenuating circumstances, such as hardship 
to American dependants, may be considered ..• 

The Immigration and Nationality Act provision 
which absolutely bars from admission and man
dates the deportation of persons convicted of 
a violation of any law or regulation relating 
to the illicit possession of marijuana can no 
longer be justified in its present form •.•• 
The trends of our modern scientists who treat 
marijuana as a less serious social and medical 
danger than tobacco and liquor, and the reduction 
in the seriousness of marijuana possession con
victions in many jurisdictions demonstrate a need 
for a change in the immigration laws harsh atti
tude towards marijuana." 

The answer to this plea for Congressional action is contained within the 

letter as well. It states1 

"In the United States the authority to formulate 
immigration policy rests with the Congress and 
is derived from the constitutional power to 
regulate commerc~ with foreign states." 
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The government of the United States is a government of separated 

powers. The function of the judicial branch of government and 

such judicial functions of the executive as I exercise is one of 

interpretation and adjudication, not legislation. 

As the Supreme Court of the United States said in Sinclair Refining 

Company v. Atkinson, 370 u.s. 195 (1962): 

"The question of what change, if any, 
should be made in the existing law is 
one of legislative policy prop&rly within 
the exclusiv& domain of Congress • it is 
a question for lawmak&rs, not law interpre
t&rs. Our task is th& more limited one 
of interpreting the law as it now stands. 
In dealing with problems of interpretation 
and application of federal statutes, we 
have no power to change deliberate choices 
of legislativ& policy that Congress has 
made within its constitutional powers. 
Where Congressional intent is discernable 
and here it seems crystal clear, we must 
give effect to that intent." 

See also such cases as Mugler v. Kansas, 123 US 623 (1887) which involved 

a conviction for selling of beer in violation of law where Justice HarlAn 

stated as follows: 

"There is no justification for holding 
that the state, under the guise merely 
of police regulations, is here aiming to 
deprive a citizen of his constitutional 
rights. If therefore, a state deems the 
absolute prohibition of the manufacture 
and sale within her limits, of intoxicating 
liquors for other than medical, scientific 
and manufacturing purposes, to be necessary 
to the peace and security of society, the 
courts cannot, without usurping legislative 
functions, override the will of the people 
as thus expressed by their chosen representa
tive. They have nothing to do with the mere 
policy of legislation." 
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On the general question as related to the line of cases connected 

with prohibition and the general history of marijuana legislation, 

see the comprehensive article "The Forbidden Fruit and The Tree of Knowledge; 

an Inquiry Into The Legal History of American Marijuana Prohibition", 

Richard J, Bonnie and Charles H. Whitebread, 56 Virginia Law Review, 

pages 971 to 1203, October 1970. 

One unusual aspect of these proceedings was the result of the activities 

of an organization known as the National Committee for John and Yoko, 

the committee organized for the purpose of soliciting public support 

for these respondents generally from persons of statute in various 

fields of artistic endeavor, but including also well known people in 

political and other fields. The testimony of several of such people 

was taken in the course of these proceedings (record page 44 to 62) 

In addition a collection of over 100 letters solicited by the national 

committee for John and Yoko, were submitted as a single exhibit 15, all 

endorsing the respondents and recommending that they be permitted to 

remain permanently in the United States. 

The position taken by the great majority of these correspondents is that 

the respondents are outstanding artists in their field, that they are 

of great value to the artistic life of the United States, and that the 

only reason permanent residence is being denied these respondents is 

because of their well-known opposition to war and violence and the partici-

pation by the United States in the war in Vietnam. The writers of the 
. 

letters run the gamut from Baron Harlech of England and Mayor Lindsay of 
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the City of New York through every field of artistic endeavor from poet 

to professor, from sculptor to musician and museum director, nearly all 

people of outstanding artistic ability. 

Although counsel for the respondent has scrupulously briefed every 

other aspect of this case, he has not drawn my attention to any case 

which would make this evidence relevant. Obviously the opinion of the 

witnesses and letter writers is not needed to establish the artistic 

qualificationsof these respondents. The Immigration and Naturalization 

Service itself recognizes them as persons of exceptional ability in the 

arts who will be of substantial benefit to the national economy, cultural 

interests or welfare of the United States. The position of the letter 

writers and presumably by inference the position of the respondents 

appears to be that if a sufficient number of gifted artistic persons 

hold the respondents in high esteem, the provisions of the Immigration 

and Nationality Act may safely be disregarded in view of the overall 

benefits to the cultural life of the country as a whole. 

The adjudication by artistic acclaim has of course certain serious 

difficulties. Is the judicial process to be reduced to a type of 

popularity contest? If so, would the respondents be willing to abide 

by the results of the statistical count? The Trial Attorney has indicated 

that he has received nl.llll&rous··: letters from individuals who protest the 

presence of the respondents in the United States. How many more 

negative votes would be produced if a show of opinion was solicited 

generally rather than in the limited fashion engaged in by the national 
I 
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committee for John and Yoko. Should the votes of creative artists 

count for more than the votes of automobile workers and farmers? 

What about the unpopular alien, the spy, the murderer, the captain 

of organized crime; are they to be deprived of due process of law 

because they are engulfed in the tide of hostile public opinion? 

Whatever value such expression of public opinion might have in an 

area where Congress had entrusted the exercise of discretion to the 

judge, it is an empty academic exercise to pursue the matter further 

where we are.concerned with the strict legality of an alien's exclud

ability from the United States under a specific section of law. I 

respect the opinions of the artistic world for what they are, but 

find them not relevant in this particular context. 

In the course of the hearings before me and in the initial brief filed 

by the respondent in this matter, some emphasis was placed on the then 

pending case of Mandel v. Attorney General, 325 F. supp. 620. It had 

been urged in that case that an alien who had been found ineligible for 

admission under Section 212(a)(28) of the Immigration and Nationality 

Act, as a person who advocated the economic international and governmental 

doctrines of world communism, has no personal right of entry but his 

exclusion from the United States would result in a deprivation of First 

Amendment rights to citizens of the United States to have him enter 

and to hear him. 

- 42 -

2578' 



However, on appeal to the Supreme Court of the United States it was 

held in Kleindienst, Attorney General v. Mandel, 408 u.s. 753, 92 

S. Ct. 2576 (1972), that the power to exclude aliens is inherent in• 

sovereignty, necessary for maintaining normal international relations 

and defending the country against foreign encroachments and dangers • 

a power to be exercised exclusively by the political branc~s of the • 
government. It pointed out that the Supreme Court, without exception, 

has sustained Congress' plenary power to make rules for the admission 

of aliens and to exclude those who possess those characteristics which 

Congress has forbidden. The court pointed out that over no conceivable 

subject is the legislative power of Congress more complete than it is 

over the admission of aliens. The alien in that case did not, in fact, 

question the right of Congress to exclude. What was urged was that where 

a provision for waiver existed for a temporary admission (i.e. such a 

waiver as was granted to Mr. Lennon for his temporary admission) the 

refusal to grant the waiver must be limited by the First Amendment. 

The Supreme Court felt that the Attorney Geberal had given Mandel a 

sufficient reason for refusing him a waiver and that it would refuse 

to interfere with the Attorney General's exercise of the plenary power 

which Congress had delegated to him by Section 212(a)(29) and 212(d)(3). 

Obviously the position of the government is completely unassailable where 

the statute makes no provision whatsoever for a waiver in the case of 

aliens excludable under Section 212(a)(23) of the Act. 

One last point merits discussion. The respondents are confronted by a 
' 

legitimate legal and emotional dilemma rising out of their fight for 
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custody of Mrs. Lennon's 9-year-old daughter by her former marriage. 

The record indicates that the last legal proceeding relating to this 

custody was an opinion by the United States Court of Appeals for the 

Third Circuit, (Anthony B. Cox v. Yoko Qpo Cox, decided March 30, 1972 

Exhibit 15(a)) in which the court affirmed the decision of the District 

Court of the Virgin Islands modifying the divorce decree between the 

parties and awarding the care, custody and control to Mrs. Lennon 

subject to the right of reasonable visitation by the father. There is 

also a court order in effect issued by the Court of Domestic Relations 

of Paris County, Texas on March 7, 1972 granting Mrs. Lennon the custody 

of the child, provided that such custody may be exercised at any place 

within the territorial limits of the United States of America. Obviously, 

in order to enjoy such custody, Mrs. Lennon is required to remain in 

the United States, a requirement which is now made possible of solution 

by the grant of permanent residence to Mrs. Lennon. On the other hand 

it can hardly be an entirely satisfactory solution for her if Mr. Lennon 

is required to depart from the United States. The situation is further 

compounded by the fact that the respondents have been unable to locate 

the child and thus although they are legally entitled to her custody the 

reduction of that theoretical right to practical custody has not been 

achieved. Thus the "Law" which is enforcing the departure of Mr. Lennon 

from the United States has been unable to enforce its own edict with 

regards to the custody of Mrs. Lennon's child. 

However, as of May 1972 the situation appe1red to be at an indefinite 

impasse. Mrs. Lennon had not seen the child for over two years, she 
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claimed that she was unable to locate the child and there is no indica-

tion as of now that any progress has been made in that direction. There 

would appear to be some question as to whether the child, in fact, wants 

to return to Mrs Lennon. She appears to have called her mother in 1971 

and complained that she was being harrassed by detectives. As a result 

the detectives were replaced by people who were personal friends of the 

Lennons apparently to continue surveillance. (Page 98 of record)• It 

would appear that if the child is able to telephone the respondents, 

and the detectives and their replacements are able to be close enough 

to the child so that she feels harrassed, her whereabouts are not 

entirely unknown. In any event although the human equities of the 

situation are apparent, they do not in any way alter the excludability 

o~ Mr. Lennon from the United States and his consequent ineligibility 

for permanent residence. It lies within the power of the enforcement 

authorities of the Immigration and Naturalization Service to defer en• 

forcing Mr. Lennon's departure from the United States if it could be 

demonstrated that such postponement is justified by the circumstances. 

This would however be merely in the nature of a postponement and would 

not in any way grant him the right of permanent residence in the United 

States. 

It should be noted in this context that the government has not ac~ed 

without a certain degree of compassion in this matter. If the government 

had seen fit to lodge an additional charge of deportability based on the 

conviction of Mr. Lennon in England, a purely clerical detail, the same . 
reasoning which has sustained his excludability would of necessity result 
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in his deportability from the United States and under the provisions 

of Section 244(e) of the Act would make his actual enforced deportation 

mandatory rather than permitting him to request voluntary departure 

from the United States at his own expense. 

Since Mr. Lennon has failed to establish his legal eligibility for 

admission into the United States and an immigrant visa, the application 

for adjustment of status under Section 245 of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act will be denied. 

Mr. Lennon requested the privilege of voluntary departure from the 

United States in lieu of deportation in the event that his application 

for permanent residence was denied (page 83), He is statutorily 

eligible for such relief. He has declined to designate any country 

to which he would prefer to be sent in the event deportation becomes 

necessary. His deportation will therefore be directed to England, the 

country of his citizenship. 

No claim of persecution has been made as to England in the event 

deportation to that country becomes necessary. This is contained in 

stipulation between counsel marked Exhibit 22. 

ORDER1 IT IS ORDERED that the application of Yoko Ono Lennon for 

adjustment of status under Section 245 of the Immigration and Nationality 

Act to that of a permanent resident of the United States be, and the 

same hereby is, granted. 
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the application of John Winston Ono Lennon 

for adjustment of status under Section 245 of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act be, and the same hereby is, denied. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that in lieu of an order of deportation the 

respondent, John Winston Ono Lennon, be granted voluntary departure 

without expense to the government on or before sixty days from the 

date this decision becomes final or any extension beyond such date 

as may be granted by the District Director and under such conditions 

as the District Director shall direct. 

IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that if the respondent, John Winston Ono Lennon, 

fails to depart when and as required, the privilege of voluntary 

departure shall be withdrawn without further notice or proceedings 

and the following order shall thereupon become immediately effective: 

the respondent shall be deported from the United States to England 

on the second charge contained in his Order to Show Cause, to wit: 

Section 24l(a)(2) of the Immigration and Nationality Act. 
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LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

CAFIIJ:: AOORESS 
"LEONWILDES," N. Y. 

(b )(6) 

March 14, 1973 

Hon. Ira Fieldsteel 
Special Inquiry Officer 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

Re: LENNON, 
LENNON, 
Al7 597 

I 
Dear Sir: 

John 
Yoko 
321 

winston Ono 
Ono 

I 

Enclosed herewith is a request with supporting evidence. to 
further defer and withhold the reaching of a determination 
in the above-captioned proceedings. 

Thank you for your consideration. 

LW/ts 
Encls. 

ly yours, 

2584 



.' 

(b )(6) 

.. 

u.s. Department of Justice 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 

----------------------------------------------
In the Matter of the Deportation Prodeedings 

of 

JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON 

and 

YOKO ONO LENNON, 

. . 

: 

. Al7 597 321 ·...----...... ~1 .... _____ .. 1 
Respondents TO: HON.IRA FIELDSTEEL, 

---------------------------------------------: SPECIAL INQUIRY OFFICER 

Honorable Sir: 

It is respectfully requested that the Special Inquiry Officer 
refrain from reaching and defer his determination as to deporta
bility and the various requests made for discretionary relief 
in the above matters pending the outcome of two important new 
developments which, upon information and belief, will effect 
the determination of the instant cases. This request is based 
upon new evidence not previously available and submitted here
with. 

As is known to the Special Inquiry Officer, the sole legal impedi
ment to the granting of permanent residence in the case of 
John Lennon is his conviction, upon a guilty plea, of the possession 
of cannabis resin in a British court in 1968. TWo recent develop
ments in Bngland may directly effect the said conviction and lead 
to its eventual expungement. Since these developments are impending, 
a full and proper determination in this case would require con
sideration of the effect of these developments. Respondents know 
that the Special Inquiry Officer will want to gi~e these matters 
full consideration to avoid unnecessary post-hearing motions for 
their consideration at a later date. 

POINT I 

A PENDING ACT IN THE PARLIAMENT 
WILL EFFECTIVELY EXPUNGE THE 

CONVICTION 

rhemwas introduced in the Parliament a bill dated December 20, 1972, 

... ··-··--·------r--------···---- ·----r-- ~585 -·· 
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Lennon, 2 

a copy of which is attached as Exhibit A, entitled the "Rehabilitation 
of Offenders" Act, being an Act "to facilitate the rehabilitation 
of offenders who have not been reconvicted of any serious offenses 
for periods of years, to penalize the unauthorized disclosure of 
their previous convictions, to amend the law of defamation, and 
for purposes connected therewith". 

The bill has already received its second reading and has been con
signed to a committee. The procedure for consideration of such 
bills, being dissimilar to the American ~ongressional procedure, 
the consignment to a committee is an advanced state of the processing 
of the bill, and its meaning is usually that the bill is near to 
a vote. In the opinion of British counsel, the provision of the 
bill relating to the removal of judgements of conviction a.fter five 
years applies to the conviction of John Lennon. Further, in the 
opinion of British counsel, the bill provides for what amounts to 
an absolute expungement for all purppses under British law and 
the conviction could not thereafter be used for any purpose what
soever. Since a full text of the bill is attached, and the exact 
text of the bill ultimately to be passed may differ from it, no 
argument will be made at this time as to its exact effect under 
the decisions of federal courts which have dealt with the issue of 
expungement of criminal convictions. It is submitted, however, that 
the bill provides for an absolute expungement of the conviction 
under the immigration and nationality laws of the United states. 
upon the passage of the bill, counsel for Mr. Lennon would wish 
to file a brief on its legal effect. 

POINT II 

THE ARRESTING OFFICER ~S BEEN 
COMMITTED FOR TRIAL ON CRIMINAL 
C~GES OF PERJURY AND PERVERTING 
THE COURSE OF JUSTICE IN ENGLAND 

John Lennon was arrested by Detective Sergeant Norman Clement Pilcher 
and charged with possession of cannabis resin. It was upon infor
mation given by Detective Sergeant Pilcher that the charge was 
made and the plea of guilty entered (See Exhibit 10, memorandum of 
conviction, wherein the "name of informant" is D.S.Pilcher, described 
in the memorandum of conviction as "a constable of the Metropolitan 
Police Force".). During deportation proceedings and on numerous 
occasions prior thereto, Mr. Lennon asserted that he was unaware 
that the substance was in his apartment and that it could have been 
"planted". (See transcript, page 81). The reasons for entering 
a guilty plea and the unusual nature of the law existing for a limited 
period of time in England have been adequately set forth in previous 

motions filed in these proceedings. 
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Attached to the communication dated December 1, 1972 of 
counsel to the learned Special Inquiry Officer were clippings 
from newspaper coverage of the charges filed against Detective 
Sergeant Pilcher and others for perjury and for "perverting 
the course of justice". Since that submission, a preliminary 
hearing was scheduled for March 12, 1973 at which time, upon 
information and belief, Pilcher and the others were held over 
and committed for trial. This follows the suspension from 
Scotland Yard of all of the accused police officers, and their 
indictment and arraignment. We are advised that on March 12, 1973 
Pilcher and the other defendants agreed to their committal ebr 
trial, waiving their~eliminary hearings (see Exhibit B attached, 
a telegram from British counsel) and we understand that the 
trial will commence shortly. 

It is expected that the proceedings against Detective Sergeant 
Pilcher and the other s will produce evidence which will like
wise enable the British counsel to move to reopen criminal 
proceedings in respondent John Lennon's behalf, permitting the 
withdrawal of the guilty plea or the expungement of the entire 
charge and conviction. upon information and belief, this may 
occur in a number of similar cases. 

WKIREFORE, in light of the new evidence adduced, the Special 
Inquiry Officer is respectfully urged, in the interest of 
justice, to withhold his determination herein pending the out
come of the above mentioned parliamentary and court proceedings. 

submitted, 

Attorney for Respondents 
John and Yoko Lennon 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
212-753-3468 

)i 
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Rehabilitation of Offenders [H.L.] 

A 

BILL 
INTITULED 

An Act to faciHtatc the rehabilitation of 
oft'enders who have not been reconvicted 
of any serious offence for periods of 
years, to penalise the unauthorised 
disclosure of their previous convictions, 
to amend the law of defamation, and 
for purposes connected therewith. 

The Lord Gardiner 

Ordered to be printed 20 December 1972 
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Rehabilitation of Offenders [H.L.) 1 

A 

B ·I L L 
INTITULED 

An Act to facilitate the rehabilitation of offenders who A.D. 1972 
have not been reconvicted of any serious offence for 
periods of years, to penalise the unauthorised disclosure 
of their previous convictions, to amend the law of 
defamation, and for purposes connected therewith. 

BE IT ENACTED by the Queen's most Excellent Majesty, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Lords Spiritual and 
Temporal, and Conunons, in this present Parliament 

assembled, and by the authority of the same, as follows:-

5 1. Subject to the provisions of this Act, where any person Rehabilitated 

(a) has been convicted of one or more offences by any persons 
and spent 

Court; and convictions. 
(b) has had imposed on him in respect of that conviction a 

sentence for which a rehabilitation period is specified in 
I 0 section 3 of this Act; and 

(c) has duly served or complied with that sentence; and 
(d) has not been convicted (whether in Great Britain or 

elsewhere) of any further offence during the specified 
rehabilitation period; 

15 then upon the expiry of the specified rehabilitation period that 
person shall for the purposes of this Act bt treated as a re
habilitated person and the conviction shall for the like purposes 
be treated as spent. 

2. Save as provided in section 5(3) of this Act, a rehabilitated Effect of 
20 person shall after the commencement of this Act be treated for rehabilitation. 

all purposes in law as a person who has not committed or been 
charged with or prosecuted for or convicted of or sentenced for 

(32) A 45/3 
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2 Rehabilitation of Offenders 

the offences forming the subject of his spent convictions, and 
accordingly (and notwithstanding the provisions of any other 
enactment or any rule of law to the contrary) 

(a) any statement made by him or by any other person to 
that effect, whether on oath or otherwise, shall not 5 
render the maker guilty of any offence, or liable to any 
penalties or other adverse consequences in law; and 

(b) no evidence tending to prove the contrary shall be 
admissible in any Court or tribunal having jurisdiction 
in any part of Great Britain. · 10 · 

Rehabilitation 3.-11) Subject as provided in this section, the rehabilitation 
periods. periods referred to in section 1 of this Act are the following 

periods, reckoned from the date of conviction:-

(a) five years where the sentence imposed was not a custodial 
sentence; 15 

(b) seven years where the sentence imposed was a custodial 
sentence for a term not exceeding six months; 

(c) ten years where the sentence imposed was a custodial 
sentence for a term exceeding six months but not 
exceeding two years. 20 

(2) For the purposes of this section, 

(a) a custodial sentence means any sentence whereby the 
person sentenced was ordered to be deprived of his 
liberty, whether immediately or subject to any suspension, 
but does not. include an approved school order, an 25 
attendance centre order, an order for punitive detention 
in a remand home, or an order made pursuant to 
section 58 A of the Children and Young Persons (Scot
land) Act 1937 ; 

(b) consecutive custodial sentences for specified terms im- 30 
posed on the same occasion shall be treated as one 
custodial sentence for a tenn equal to their sum; 

(c) t~n order for detention in a detention centre and a sentence • 
of Borstal training shall each be deemed to be a custodial 
sentence for a term not exceeding six months; 35 

(d) a sentence of death, imprisonment for life, detention 
during Her Majesty's pleasure, or detention as directed 
by the Secretary of State shall be treated as a custodial 
sentence for a term exceeding two years; 

(e) any sentence imposed by a Court having jurisdiction 40 
outside Great Britain shall be treated as if it were a 
sentence corresponding thereto as nearly as may be and 
imposed by a Court having jurisdiction in Great Britain. 
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Rehabilitation of Offenders 3 

. (3) Where a person convicted was absolutely discharged,.or was 
bound over or conditionally discharged and the condition has 
been satisfied, or where a probation order was made and the 
per&on has not been dealt with for breach of probation in respect 

5 of that order, or where an order was made under the Children 
and Young Persons Acts 1933 to 1969 or the Social W9rk 
(Scotland) Act 1968 in respect of a child or young person who 
was found guilty of an offence, the rehabilitation period shall be 

(a) six months in the case of an absolute discharge; 
10 (b) the period during which the order has effect or the 

period of one year (whichever is the longer) in all other 
cases. 

( 4) Where, by virtue of the provisions of any statute or the 
order of any Court, a person is subject to any disqualification, 

15 disability or prohibition consequent upon his conviction of an 
offence, any rehabilitation period in respect of that conviction 
shall (if necessary) be extended until the disqualification, dis
ability or prohibition (as the case may be) ceases to have effect. 

(5) Where, on the conviction of any person, an order was made 
20 for detention in a hospital pursuant to section 60 of the Mental 

Health Act 1959 or section 55 of the Mental Health (Scotland) 
Act 1960 (whether or not accompanied by an order restricting 
his discharge made pursuant to sections 65 or 60 respectively 
of the said Acts) the rehabilitation period in respect of that 

25 conviction shall not expire until twelve months after the order 
ceases to have effect, or five years from the date of conviction, 
whichever is the later. 

(6) Where a person has not attained the age of 18 years at the 
date of any conviction, the rehabilitation period shall be-

30 (a) in the case of a sentence of Borstal training, and in any 
case where subsections (3), (4) or (5) of this section 
apply, the period specified by the preceding subsections 
of this section; 

(b) in any other case, one half of any period which, but for 
35 this subsection, would have been specified by sub

sections (J) and (2) of this section . . 
(7) Where, before the date of expiry of a rehabilitation period 

applicable to any conviction of any person, that person is con
victed again, then-

40 (a) if no rehabilitation period is specified in this section for 
the later conviction, the earlier conviction shall never be 
treated as spent; 

(b) if a rehabilitation period is specified in this section' for 
the later conviction, and if the rehabilitation period 

i 
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applicable either to the earlier or to the later conviction 
will not expire until after the date on which the re
habilitation period applicable to the other conviction 
would (but for this subsection) expire, the last mentioned 
rehabilitation period shall for all the purposes of this 5 
Act (including this subsection) be extended until that 
date. 

I 

(8) In determining for any of the purposes of this Act whether 
a person has been convicted again before the date of expiry of a 
rehabilitation period, there shall be disregarded any conviction for 10 

·an offence not triable on indictment or (if the further conviction 
took place outside Great Britain) which would not have been 
triable on indictment if it had been committed in Great Britain. 

(9) The Secretary of State may by order· substitute different 
periods for any of the periods mentioned in subsections (1), (2), 15 
(3) and (5) of this section, and may in like manner substitute a 
different age for the age mentioned in subsection ( 6) of this 
section, and any such order may be varied or revoked by a 
subsequent order. 

(10) Any order pursuant to subsection (9) of this section shall20 ; 
be made by statutory instrument and shall not have effect unless · 
a draft of the order has been laid before, and approved by 
resolution of, each House of Parliament. 

Certificates. 4.-(1) Whenever after the commencement of this Act any 

Evidence of 
previous 
•:onvictions. 

person is convicted of one or more offences by any court having 25 , 
jurisdiction in any part of Great Britain and there is imposed 
upoi:J. him a sentence for which a rehabilitation period is specified ; 
in section 3 of this Act, there shall be delivered to that person a 
certificate signed by the clerk of that court or his deputy specifying 
the date after which, subject to the due fulfilment of the conditions 30 
therein set out, the conviction will be treated as spent for the 
purposes of this Act. 

(2) Any such certificate shan...: 
(a) be. in the fonn set out in the Schedule to this Act or in 

such other form as the Secretary of State may from time 35 . 
to time by regulation prescribe; • 

(b) be admissible as evidence of the facts therein stated until 
the contrary is proved, and without proof of the signature 
or official character of the person appearing to have 
signed it. 40 : 

5.-(1) For the purposes of this Act (but Mt otherwise), any 
finding in any criminal proceedings that a person was guilty of an 
offence, and any· order made by a court of summary jurisdiction 
under section I or 2 of the Criminal Justice (Scotland) Act 1949, · ( 
shall be treated as a conviction of that person of that offence. 45 ! 
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{2) No order made by any Court in respect ofany person who 
has not been found guilty of an offence shall, after the commence· 
ment of this Act, be given in evidence as a previous conviction of 
ltat person upon his subsequent conviction of any offence. 

5 (3) Notwithstanding the provisions of section 2 of this Act, 
evidence of all spent convictions of a rehabilitated person shall 
be admissible at any time 

(a) in any Court having jurisdiction in any part of Great 
Britain before which he appears for sentence consequent 

10 upon his conviction on indictment or upon his committal 
pursuant to section 29 of the Magistrates Courts Act 

15 

1952; ' 
(b) where by the provisions of any enactment or any rule of 

Jaw such evidence is made admissible during his trial on 
indictment before any such court; 

(c) in any proceedings under section I of the Adoption Act 
1958 or the Adoption Act 1968; 

(d) with his consent, in any proceedings in which he is a party 
or a witness. 

20 6.-(1) In any action for defamation begun after the commen9e- Defamation 
ment of this Act by a rehabilitated person and founded upon the actwns. 
publication of any words tending to show that the plaintiff has 
committed, or been charged with, or been prosecuted for, or been 
convicted of, or been sentenced for, an offence which was the 

25 subject of a spent conviction, it shall continue to be open to any 
defendant, (but without prejudice to the provisions of section 2 
of this Act}, to rely on any defence of absolute or qualified 
privilege which is available to him . 

(2) In any such action it shall further be open to any defendant 
30 to rely (notwithstanding the provisions of section 2 of this Act) 

on all other defences which would have been available to him 
but for the passing of this Act if, and only if, 

(a) the words were published either before the commence
ment of this Act or before the conviction became spent; 

35 or 
(b) the defendant proves either:- .· · 

(i) that the words were published in the ordinary 
course of the publication or use of a bona fide text 
book or article published for educational, scientific or 

40 professional purposes; or 
(ii) that he did no more than to republish innocently 

a document first published either before the conunence
ment of this Act or before the conviction became 
spent . 

57 
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6 Rehabilitation of Offenders 

(3) For the purpose of subsection (2) of this section, a person 
shall be treated as having republished a document innocently if, 
and only if, 

(a) neither he nor any of his servants. or agents who were 
concerned with the republication knew 5 

(i) that the document contai1\ed words defamatory 
of the plaintiff; or 

(ii) that the conviction had become spent before 
the republication toqk place; and in either case 

(b) he and sud1 servants or agents exercised all reasonable 10 
care in relation to such republication. 

7 ,-( 1) In this section 
(a) " official record" means a record kept by any Court or 

police force or public authority in Great Britain con
taining information about persons convicted of otTences; 15 

(b) "specified information" means information tending to 
show that a named or identifiable rehabilitated person 
has committed or been charged with or prosecuted for 
or convicted of or sentenced for any offence forming 
the subject of a spent conviction. 20 

(2) Any person who has, or at any time has had, custody of or 
direct or indirect access to any official record or the information 
contained therein shall be guilty of an offence if, after the com
mencement of this Act, he knowingly discloses any specified 
information to any other person. 25 ! 

(3) Any person who, after the commencement of this Act, 
obtains any specified information by means of any fraud, dis· 
honesty or bribe shall be guilty of an offence. 

'(4) In any proceedings under subsection (2) of this section, it 
shall be a defence to prove that the accused disclosed the ·specified 30 
information in the course of his official duty 

(a) to a Court having jurisdiction in any part of Great 
Britain for purposes relating to the administration of 
justice; or 

(b) to a chief officer of police or a person duly authorised by 35 . 
him who requested the information in the course of his 
official duties; or 

(c) to the Secretary of State or a person duly authorised by 
him for purposes relating to the security of the State . 
or the maintenance of law and order; or 40 : 

(d) to the rehabilitated person or to another person at his 
express request; or 
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. . 
(e) to the Keeper of the Public Records by virtue of the 

transfer of the official record concerned. 

(5) Any person guilty of an offence under subsection (2) of this 
section shall be liable on summary conviction to a fine not exceed

Sing £200. 

(6) Any person guilty of an offence under subsection (3) of this 
section shall be liable on summary conviction to a fine not exceed· 
ing £400 or to imprisonment for a term not exceeding six months, 
or both. 

10 8.-(1) This Act may'be cited as the Rehabilitation of Offenders Citation, 
Act 1973. commence-

ment and 
(2) This Act shall come into force on the first day of January extent. 

1974. 

(3) This Act shall not apply to Northern Ireland . 
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8 Rehabilitation of Offenders, 

SCHEDULE 

FORM OF CERTIFICATE 

.. ... ............ . ................ Court 

To (full names) ....................................................................... . 

of (address)........................... . .............. .. 5 

age (if under 18):... ........ .. ......... , ............. .. 

(Date) .......................... . .. ..... 19 ......... . 

1. You have today been convicted by this court of au offence 
or offences. 10 

2. The sentence of the court was ............................................................. .. 

3, For the purposes of the Rehabilitation of Offenders Act 1973, 
you will become a rehabilitated person, and your conviction today wi11 15 be treated as spent, after (date) .......................................................... 19 .......... , 
but only if you fulfil the conditions set out in the next paragraph. (See 
also paragraphs 6, 7 and 8, which may change tWs date if they apply 
to you). 

4. These conditions are:-
2 (a) that you are not dealt with for any breach of the 0 

probation order; 
(b) that you do not commit any other offence on or before 

the date given in paragraph 3; 
(c) that you pay the. fine within the time limited by the 25 court; 

(Delete as (ti) that you make the payment(s) ordered within the time 
required) limited by the court; 

(e) that you serve tbe sentence which has been imposed 
upon you; and 

(f) that you are not convicted of any other offence on.or 30 

l 
before the date given in paragraph 3 (but conviction 
of a minor offence, i.e. on which is not triable on 
indictment, will not count for this purpose). 

5. IF YOU DO NOT FULFIL THESE CONDITIONS, YOU WILL NOT BECOME 35' 
A REHABIUTATED PERSON ON THE DATE GIVEN IN PARAGRAPH 3, AND 
YOU MAY NEVER BECOME ONE AT ALL. 

6. If you have been convicted before, and a similar certificate was 
given to yon then, you will become a rehabilitated person both in 
respect of that other conviction and your conviction today on the 4() 
later of the two dates given in paragraph 3 of the two certificates, 
but only if you fulfil the conditions set out in BoTH certificates. 

• 
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7. If you have another conviction dating from be,fore ht January 
1974, you may not become a rehabilitated person until a date .later 
than the one given in paragraph 3. above. · If this, a:pplies to you, ask 
the court office to help you to find out the right date. 

5 8. If you have ever been sentenced to more than two years' 
imprisonment (in a single sentence, or in sentences ordered to run 
consecutively), to to imprisonment for life, or to detention during 
Her Majesty's pleasure, or as directed by the Secretary of State, or to 
death, you cannot under the present law ever become a rehabilitated 

10 person, and paragraph 3 above does not apply to you. 

9. IF AND WHEN YOU DO JlECOME A REHAJl!LITATED PERSON, YOU 
WILL BE TREATED FOR MOST PURPOSES IN LAW AS A PERSON WHO 
HAS NOT COMMITTED, OR BEEN CHARGED WITH, OR. PROSECUTED FOR, OR 
CONVICTED OF, OR SENTENCED FOR THE OFFENCE(S) OF WHICH YOU HAVE 

15 BEEN CONVICTED TODAY. The principal exception is that your record 
will still be available to the Courts if you commit a serious offence at 
·any time after you have become a rehabilitated person. 

(Signed) ................................................................ .. 
(Deputy) Clerk. 

20 ·If there is anything in this certificate which you do not understand, 
please ask the court office to help you . 
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CABLE ADDRESS 
"LEONWILDf!:S,'' N.Y. 

LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

.f'(.f" Jt../~ ~ 

L ~~ ff'&' -ttJtJ.t..! 

Pl.Az.A 3-3468 

December 19, 1972 

Honorable Ira Fieldstee1, 
Special Inquiry Officer 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

RE: LENNON, John Winston 
LENNON, Yoko Ono 
A17 597 32;1, 

I I 
Dear Sir: 

Ono 

I must object vigorously to your ruling 
contained in your letter dated December 11, 1972, 
denying my request for further time in which to 
file a reply brief. Granting that the filing of 
briefs at this time is within your administrative 
discretion, I must submit that your denial under 
the circumstance of this case amounts to an 
abuse of that discretion. When taken together 
with the other rulings in the case relating to 
the production of government witnesses and data, 
it may~nstitute a serious denial of due process 
by preventing counsel from properly presenting ~? LJ 
several important aspects of his case. Con-
spicuous by its absence in the ruling is any 
mention of the fact that the Special Inquiry 
Officer granted the government two weeks to file 
its brief, but took no action at all while the 
government took four and a half months to file 
its brief; made the transcript available to the 
government for that purpose and specifically 
withheld it from counsel for the respondents 
during three and one half months of such period 
despite counsel's requests that he likewise be 
furnished a copy. The government;Mas permitted 
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to violate the ruling of the Special Inquiry 
Officer made at the hearing (transcript page 113.) 
with impunity and without comment from the learned 
Special Inquiry Officer) on the other hand, a 
request by counsel to expand the period of time 
granted to him is summarily rejected with no 
explanation, excuse or justification1 resulting 
in ~he patently uneven handling of the case, 
particularly in view of the fact that the 
"government~ has raised no objection to the 
granting of additional time to counsel to pro
perly prepare a brief. one wonders just who 
represents the "government" in these proceed
ings, in that the Special Inquiry Officer, 
an employee of the Immigration Service, has 
taken a view more restrictive of respondent's 
procedural and substantive rights than the 
Trial Attorney, another employee of the Immigra
tion Service. 

As you know my office is engaged in the 
active handling of a substantial number of 
immigration cases, some of which are extremely 
complex. As explained, the pressure of other 
work rendered it an impossibility to properly 
reply to the government's brief in the time 
allotted. 

Surely c~el is to be given some lati
tude in the presentation of his case, particu
larly with respect to legal arguments, in a 
case of such complex and novel legal issues 
as are raised in the instant case. 

Your ruling notes that whether briefs will 
be allowed and the time within which they may 
be filed depends upon the Special Inquiry 
Officer's view of the complexity and novelty 
of the issues involved and the degree to 
which he feels that "preliminary" briefs may 
be helpful. It likewise notes that the govern
ment's answering brief was "quite short" and 
"did not seem to require a reply". This view 
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merely begs the question. The complexity and 
novelty of the issues of law are to be deter
mined, it is submitted, only after reading briefs 
on the legal issues. It is to be assumed that 
the issues~ novel, since there is no case 
defining the terms of the statute involved in 
this case. It should become quite apparent 
to the reader that the fact is that the govern
ment's brief requires a thorough reply, be
cause it misstates a number of legal propo
sitions and contains misleading and erroneous 
interpretations of statutory provisions and 
legislative history. 

I am submitting for your consideration, 
because your ruling gives me no alternative, 
as a part of this letter, a brief resume of the 
subject matter which my reply would have con
tained in more detailed form and with greater 
substantiation from case law and legislative 
history. I must note, however regrettably, 
that it has been abundantly clear to me that 
from the date I was served with a copy of 
the government's brief and the transcript of 
the proceedings, the "government" has con
cluded that "the matter was ripe for decision". 
It was to be hoped, however, that the Special 
Inquiry Officer, out of a consideration for 
conducting a fair hearing which would not 
deny the respondents due process of law, would 
have accorded their counsel a fair period of 
time within which to reply to the government's 
brief in proper form. 
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THE GOVERNMENT DID NOT 
PROVE DEPORTABILITY BY 
CLEAR CONVINCING AND 
UNEQUIVOCAL EVIDENCE 

(1) The government's bttef asserts that respon
dents were given until March 15, 1972 to depart 
"because of an alleged promise to leave accord
ingly" . Nowhere in the transcript, nor in the 
documentation of record is there any evidence 
of any such alleged promise; indeed, there ~ould 
be no such evidence, as the period was an ar
bitrary one chosen by the District Director 
to accord the respondents to leave, when he 
found on March 1st that they had not left on 
February 29, 1972. Plainly, no one ever 
stated to the District Director or to any 
other officer of the Immigration and Natura
lization Service that the respondents intended 
to leave on March 15, 1972. The date was never 
mentioned at all. 

(2) The government's brief further asserts 
that the respondents "abandoned that intent" and 
"decided to remain and apply for adjustment 
of status". No such abandonment took place, 
the respondents always having had a temporary 
purpose in the United States, nor was any 
decision made by the respondents to remain 
at the time. It was clear that the respondents 
merely wished additional time within which to 
continue the search for their child, Kyoko. 
At no time did respondents do other than to 
request additional periods of time to remain 
temporarily in the .u.s. to continue this search. 
There is no evidence in the record t~ the 
contrary nor was this allegation admitted by 
respondents (See transcript pages 23 and 26) . 
The government therefore failed to prove its 
case on the disputed issue of fact relating 
to respondents intention by the degree of 
proof required by law. 
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(3) On the issue of burden of proof, the govern
ment's brief is conspicuously devoid of any 
legal argument contrary to the established law 
(see pages 23-25 of counsel's brief) that the 
requirements of due process necessitate that the 
Service prove all of the facts warranting de
portation at the hearing. This must be more 
than the mere surmise of a District Director 
or a government trial attorney, and more than 
testimony at a deportation hearing which is 
completely equivocal with respect to the issue. 
Woodby and other cases cited at pages 23-25, Brief. 

RESPONDENT JOHN LENNON IS 
ELIGIBLE B6R ADJUSTMENT OF 
STATUS UNDER SECTION 245. 

(1) The government presents a completely erroneous 
and misleading explanation of the legislative 
history in order to bolster its argument that 
Mr. Lennon is not eligible for permanent resi
dence. The thrust of its argument is that 
the definition of the term "marijuana" as 
contained in the 1954 Internal Revenue Code was 
incorporated into the Immigration and Nationality 
Act in 1956 and that the amendments of 1960 
were intended to reincorporate that definition 
with respect to convictions for simple possession 
of marijuana. 

The legislative history belies this misleading 
explanation. The Narcotics Control Act of 1956 
did not place the term "marijuana" in the Im
migration law. Narcotias violators were subject 
tm exclusion by provisions of law which were 
first incorporated into the Immigration and 
Nationality Act in 1952. See Gordon and 
Rosenfield, Immigration Law and Procedure, 
Section 2.45. The 1952 Act barred any alien 
who had been convicted of a violation relating 
to the illicit traffic in narcotics. The 
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applicable pronswn (Section 212 (a) (23) 8 USC 
1182 (a) (23) referred specifically to marijuana 
in the second portion of the section and, as 
early as 1952, made a conviction of the posses
sion of marijuana for one of the stated purposes 
having to do with drug traffic an excludable 
offense, contrary to the government assertion 
in its brief (page 2) that "an alien convicted 
of possession of marijuana was not comprehended 
within the scope of Sections 212 (a) (23) and 
241 (a) (11) (as amended by the Narcotics Control 
Act of 1956)". Plainly, the term marijuana 
was in Section 212 (a) (23) and 241 (a) (11) 
before the enactment of the 1954 Internal 
Revenue Code and its meaning could not conceivably 
have been influenced by that separate and 
different code, enacrted two years later. 

(2) The sole innovations of the Act of 1956 
were to amend Sections 212 (a) (23) and 241 
(a) (11) by including (a) conspiracy to violate 
a narcotic law, and (b) the illicit possession 
of narcotics as additional grounds for excluding 
an alien from this country, and (c) to amend 
Section 241 (b) of the Immigration and Nationa
lity Act to state clearly that judicial recom
mendations against deportation would not be per
mitted in cases of aliens convicted of narcotics 
offenses. As a matter of fact, the 1956 House 
Bill contained no amendments to the Immigration 
and Nationality Act at all; the provisions 
adopted to amend the Immigration and Nationality 
Act were in substance those contained in the 
Senate amendment and made no mention of marijuana 
whatsoever. In short the 1956 act did not in 
any way affect the term "marijuana" in the 
Immigration and Nationality Act. 

(3) For the government to assert that "the 
definition of "marijuana", which under the 
Narcotics Control Act of 1956, was defined as follows: 
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';.Y 

"Marijuana •.• the term "marijuana 
means all parts of the plant cannabis 
Sativex 1, et seq •..•. '' (page 2, 
Government's Brief) 

is plainly unt~ue and misleading. The defini
tion stated is not at all part of the Narcotics 
Control Act of 1956, but is the definition 
(cited in Exhibit 3 to the government's brief) 
of the Internal Revenue Code of 1954. The 
Narcotics Control Act of 1956 not only contained 
no definition of the term "marijuana"; but indeed 
there was no need to contain such a definition. 
In those areas of the law affected which were 
to make use of the broad Internal Revenue Code 
definition, specific mention was made incor
porating the definition by reference. As 
illustrated by Exhibit 2 of the government's 
brief, Section 176(a) of the Food and Drug 
Law provides specifically, with respect to 
the smuggling of marijuana, that: 

"as used in this Section the term 
'marijuana has the meaning given 
such term by Section 4761 of the 
Internal Revenue Code of 1954." 

It is quite clear that Congress knew how to 
make explicit reference from one statute to 
another where its intention was to incorporate 
a specific definition of a particular term. 
Its failure to do so in the Immigration and 
Nationality Act is therefore all the more 
significant. 

(4) As to the 1960 legislation, what was done 
was simply to add the words "or marijuana" to 
the first part of Section 212 (a) (23) and 
241 (a) (11). The legislative history cited 
at page 3 of the government's brief explains 
that the addition of the term "marijuana" to 
the first part of each of the relevant sections 

--l ·1 L 
( I , 
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of law was to bring it in line with the existing 
second part of each of the sections, which had 
specified since 1952 that a conviction for 
possession of marijuana in certain special 
circumstances was an excludable and a deportable 
offense. The 1960 amendment therefore specifically 
referred to the 1952 Act, and not to the 1956 
Amendment, as claimed. The government's con
clusion that it "could not be more clear that 
when congress enacted the 1960 Amendment by 
inserting the word "marijuana" ..• Congress was 
explicitly providing the definition of mari-
juana in accordance with the 1956 •.. Act 
definitions" is thus clearly erroneous and mis
leading. 

(5) If it is the government's contention that 
the term "marijuana, as used in both parts of 
the relevant sections, should have exactly 
the same meaning, the argument has essential 
logic. However, any argument to sustain the 
use of a definition in the Internal Revenue 
Code to define a term used in the Immigration 
and Nationality Act is specious and without 
foundation. The term was without doubt first 
used in the 1952 (Walter-McCarran) Act and a 
review of the voluminous reports relating to 
the legislative history of that monumental piece 
of legislation shows no evidence whatsoever of 
a specific definition or intent of congress with 
respect to the use of the term. Furthermore, 
there could have been no intention to incorporate 
a term in 1952 which was used in the 1954 Internal 
Revenue Code, a law passed two years after the 
Immigration Act. 

(6) The only accurate reference to the legislative 
history of the government's brief is its asser
tion that the purpose of the 1960 legislative 
amendment was to overcome the effect of two 
specific federal court decisions, Hoy v. Rojas 
Gutierrez, 161 F. Supp. 448 (1958) aff'd. 267 F.2d 
490 (1959) and Mendoza-Rivera v. Del Guercio, 

''' 
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161 F. Supp. 473, (1958) aff'd. 267 F. 2d 451 (1959). 
These decisions, because they held specifically 
that convictions for simple possession of marijuana 
were not grounds for deportation, were the actual 
reasons for the 1960 legislation. Their contents, 
accordingly are most vital to the instant case, 
if the true statutory meaning of the term "mari
juan", added at that time, is to be understood, 
for it was the specific evil in those cases 
which Congress chose to remove by legislation. 
Both cases involved convictions for possession 
of "flowering tops and leaves of Indian Hemp" 
(see decisions cited abovel. If Congress had 
any specific intention in 1960 it was to make 
convictions of possessing the flowering tops 
and leaves (Cannabis) and not hashish, (Cannabis 
resin) or the resinous part of the species. No 
broader purpose can be ascribed to the Congress 
than overcoming these decasions. (See the 
Congressional history appended as "Exhibit A" 
to the government's brief, p. 3135, u.s. Code and 
Adm. News, 1960). 

(7) The government's final argument with respect 
to the legislative histyry is the alleged neces
sity that through logic alone we must conclude 
that Congress must have intended to use the term 
marijuana in the popular sense and that this is 
the borad, Internal Revenue Code definition. If 
this be so, the government's argument must fail. 
No teen-ager would be foill:lled by an attempt to --~ 

cil.aim that marijuana ("pot") and hashish ("hash") I 
are one and the same, or that one might obtain 
hashish by asking for marijuana. The argument 
that the •street-use• of the term renders all 
drugs acceptable as marijuana is fallacious; 
its error ~s at once apparent and does not re-
quire that one be hit on the head by a tall 
plant, no matter what its biological derivation, 
for it to be understood. Principles of statutory 
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interpretation amply cited in counsel's brief 
require that the term be restricted to its narrowest 
meaning. 

RESPONDENT'S CONVICTION SHOULD 
NOT BAR HIM FROM PERMANENT 

RESIDENCE 

(1) The government acknowledges that not every 
conviction must be accepted at face value for 
purposes of exclusion. It acknowledges that 
cases of racial or political "railroading", 
of confessions obtained by torture, or "some 
pther circumstances which would shock the con= 
science of an American judge", could properly 
be considered by the Special Inquiry Officer 
in determining its effect upon an application 
for permanent residence. The government, however, 
apparently believes that a conviction which does 
not require criminal intent would not shock 
an American judge. This is a severe miscalcu
lation of the 'shock' level of American judges, 
who have held that less serious, even wholly 
procedural inadequacies of a proceeding would 
not suffice to warrant deportation. In Gubbels 
v. Hoy, 261 F. 2d 952 (Ninth Cir. 1958) an alien 
who was convicted of larceny and robbery, crimes 
which would ordinarily be fully sufficient 
to support deportation, was not held deportable 
because his conviction took place in a mili
tary tribunal which may not have had the same 
safeguards deemed essential to fair trials of 
civilians as those held in our Federal courts. 
Thus the standard of our Federal courts was im
posed upon a deportation proceeding to determine 
whether a conviction should be used as a ground 
fo~ deportation. Considering that the law 
of all 50 states, and Federal law all require 
proof of ~ ~, the conviction should not 
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be recognized in this case as a ground for ex
clusion. If a procedural inadequacy was found 
sufficient, how much more serious a failing 
in the proceeding is the very lack of the essence ,, 
of guilt required for a conviction: the knowledge, 
and hence the intention of performing an act 
which is illegal under local law. The writer 
has researched the laws of all fifty states, 
u.s. Federal law and those of Canada and Mexico 
to find not a single statute which would enable 
a conviction for possession of marijuana to 
have taken place without such knowledge and proof 
of criminal intent. How much more shocking 
can a failing in a law be, than that in the 
instant case? Even the British law has sub
sequently been amended to include this 
essential element, based on universal severe 
criticism. 

(2) The government's brief (page 5, final para
graph) implies that respondents have claimed 
that there must be a finding or moral turpitude 
in addition to the fact of conviction. No such 
claim has been made. The thrust of respondents' 
argument is that the statute must be narrowly 
contrued. 

(3) The government makes no attempt to refute 
the argument in respondents' brief that there 
has never been a foreign conviction used as a 
basis for such a proceeding as this, nor does it 
claim that the principles of strict statutory 
construction (see page 58 of respondents' brief) 
which would require that the government adopt 
the "narrowest of several possible meanings" 
(id. at page 59) should not apply in this case. 
It would be interesting to know the government's 
position with respect to whether the Internal 
Revenue Code definition of such terms as "trans
fer", "possession", etc., should also be incor
porated by reference into the Immigration and 
Nationality Act. Certainly the courts have never 
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so held, witness the Varga decision and the line 
of cases cited as to the meaning of the term 
"possession". 

(4) The government's brief also conspicuoulsy 
fails to discuss the meaning of the term 
"possession" in the relevant sectionc:of law, 
Section 212 (a) (23) • Even assuming that the 
Special Inquiry Officer finds that the lack of 
an essential element in the British conviction 
does not, in the words of the government's 
counsel "shock" his "conscience", he must 
nevertheless find that the conviction does 
not constitute one for "possession" of 
marijuana within the immigration law, according 
to the reasoning of the official Immigration 
and Naturalization Service view (as described 
in the Varga decision, in Matter of ~ and the 
other cases cited in counsel's brie£ page 43) which 
necessarily requires a type of dominion or 
control in which there is a power t~ traffic 
in or dispose of the substance. Respondent 
never had such "possession" of cannabis resin, 

IT WOULD BE A GROSS ABUSE 
OF DISCRETION TO DENY THE 
FEMALE RESPONDENT PERMANENT 

RESIDENCE 

(1) The government has apparently, without any 
foundation in the record or the transcript pro
ceedings whatsoever, determined that it prefers 
that the female respondent not be granted per
manent residence. It cites no factual evidence 
or allegations as a basis for its position, 
disregards the substantial testimony and 
evidence of her good moral character, the third 
preference finding of prospective cultural benefit 
to the United States, the fact that she has 

') '"\ ( 
I / 'i 
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spent most of her life in this country and 
has established strong family, professional 
and social ties here, a citizen child to raise 
here and makes the astounding assertion, 
again without any foundation, that "given this 
opportunity she would be content to depart 
and return to England" (page 6, Government's 
Brief.) As the Special Inquiry Officer knows, 
permanent residence must be guanted in the 
exercise of d~scretion in the absence of ad
verse factors. Matter of Arai, Int. Dec. 
2027 (1970) • Indeed, it is the established 
policy of the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service, as expressed by its General counsel, 
that the respondent need establish no special 
equities so long as there are no adverse factors. 
It is obvious that even if the male respondent 
is denied residence, the presence of the female 
respondent who will continue the search forthe 
child and conduct business affairs for the 
couple in the United States will be an absolute 
necessity, and lack of residence status on her 
part would constitute an extreme hardship. 

(2) It is to be further noted that the govern
ment's brief makes no justification whatsoever 
for the institution of deportation proceedings 
against Mrs. Lennon. Although the government 
claims that Mr. Lennon was not an "otherwise 
eligible alien" and that is was not improper 
to commence deportation proceedings against him, 
it makes no argument whatsoever with respect 
to Mrs. Lennon. Indeed, it could not, and at 
the very least, these proceedings should have 
been terminated with respect to Mrs. Lennon 
particularly when it appeared that she has been 
and possibly has remained a permanent resident 
of the u.s. throughout these proceedings. 

(3) Even more difficult to understand is the 
government's assertion that respondents made a 
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"feeble attempt" to show that Mrs. Lennon may 
indeed be a permanent resident of the United 
States. The assertion is completely improper, 
considering the fact that counsel has stipmmated 
with the government's attorney that since we 
expressed no preference as to whether her resi
dence ought to be confirmed ~r granted anew, 
we would rely in the first instance upon the 
application to adjust status which was filed 
during these proceedings. In the vvent that 
the application sho~ld be denied for any 
reason, it has been stipulated between the 
attorneys for the parties that the proceedings 
be reopened to determine whether Mrs. Lennon 
has continued to be a resident since the time 
she was originally granted that status by her 
prior marriage. 

(4) The government's brief, (page 5) contains 
a reference to a case Lamargue vs. ~ (without 
citation) to the purported effect that these 
respondents have not been damaged in any wegal 
sense by the institution of unwarranted deportation 
proceedings; it is asserted that they had no 
right to rely upon the invariable humanitarian 
administrative practice which, if ~plied to 
this case, would not have permitted the insti
tution of deportation proceedings at all. No 
further legal authority is stated nor has the 
government complied with the request for infor
mation regarding its usual practices under the 
Freedom of Information Act. The Special Inquiry 
Officer has likewise refused to allow the res
pondents to examine knowledgeable government 
witnesses as to what their unpublished practice 
consists of, thus frustrating the presentation 
of a complete case which would have demonstaated 
the discriminatory action taken in this matter. 
The motion to permit examination of government 
witnesses dated June 28, 1972 should have been 
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granted (see pages 15-16 of respondents' brief). Its 
denial, taken together with the other rulings in 
this case, deny respondents due process in 
failing to afford them an opportunity to state 
and prove their complete defense to these pro
ceedings and their entitlement to permanent 
residence. 

WHEREFORE, it is respectfully requested 
that the proceedings herein be terminated and/ 
or the respondents granted permanent residence. 

LW:ba 
by hand 

Respectful/1.su~~itted, 

~ 
LEON WILDES 
Attorney for Respondents 
JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON 

and 
YOKO ONO LENNON 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

, I ' 
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lleC$1llber 11~ 1972 

Leon Wildes, Esq. 
515 l'ladison Avenue 
Hew York, il. Y. 10022 

Dear Hr. Wildes1 

F!e 1 L&NNOII, John Winston Cno 
LE!lNON, !oleo Ono 
A17 597 321 

I I 

·~s you know, the privilege of eubmitting briefll prior to the 
rendering of a decieion of the Special Inquiry Officer is 
entirely di~CMtionar;y with that ofi'iM:r and depends on hie 
view or the compl«aitq and noveltq or the iaauea itWOlved and 
the degree to which he feels that prelir.dnar;y briefs •Y be 
helpful. 

Accordingly you were pel'I!Ji tted to and did submit an initial 
brief of oonaiderable length. 'l'be govenll!lllnt ani!'Wring ~ef 
was quite short and altbough it did not seem to require a reply, 
l indicated at the alo118 of the hearing that you vauld be given 
opportuni tq for reply. 

The period of three veekll for such rep!y was mere than adoql.llll.te 
at this point and I collllider the matter ll0\1 ripe for decision. 
Your requoat for further time is denied. 

Very truly yours, 

~ ~3~!2 
IRA FIELDSTEEL 
Special Inquiry Officer 
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CABLE ADDRESS 
"LEONWILDES," N.Y. 

(b )(6) 

.. ------~---~ 

LEON WILDES 
ATTORNf<N AT LAW 

December l, 1972 

Hon. Ira Fieldsteel, Special Inquiry Officer 
u.s. Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

RE: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
LENNON, Yoko Ono 
Al7 597 321 

I I 
Dear S 

"• 
Thanking you for the opportunity afforded to do· 

so, I respectfully request that I be granted an additional 
period of time within which to file my brief in re~ponse 
to the government's brief, which raises substantial 
issues of law. 

As you recall, I was granted until July 1, 1972 
(about 5 weeks) within which to file Respondents' brief 
with respect to the legal issues in this case. When it 
appeared that the brief might be tardily filed because 
July 1st fell on a Saturday, the S.I.O. took special 
care to advise the undersigned in writing that the brief 
would not be accepted after Monday, July 3, 1972. The 
government was not requested to file its brief, at the 
same time, and although it indicated that it ~ill require 
only 1 or 2 days to respond" (transcript, page 113) 
to Responsents' brief and was granted a period of "2 
weeks thereafter" (Ibid.) to reply. The Government's 
Trial Attorney thereafter stated that he would take 
only "1 or 2 days. I would limit myself." (Ibid.) 
Nonetheless, its brief was not filed until November 13, 1972, 
and a copy was served the undersigned by the Special 
Inquiry Officer on November 14, 1972. The government thus 
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took approximately 4~ months to file its brief, and 
to my knowledge, the Special Inquiry Officer made no written 
request that the government's brief be filed more promptly. 

A transcript of proceedings was prepared on or before 
July 27, 1972, since it was on that date that it was certi
fied by the Special Inquiry Officer as "complete and accurate" 
(sic) . Although I requested that a copy of the transcript 
be made available to me on several occasions since that 
date, it was not made available until November 14, 1972 
together with the government's brief. No reason was given 
for this less-than-evenhanded treatment of the parties. 
The transcript contains a large number of errors despite 
its certification as to accuracy and the delay in its 
transmittal makes it more difficult to correct these errors. 

Counsel for respondents has made diligent effort 
to study the transcript and the government's brief and 
to resea~ch and brief the important legal issues raised 
therein but cannot do so, with due regard to other legal 
matters for which he is responsible, within the period 
of three weeks accorded him by the Special Inquiry Officer. 
The issues of law raised in this proceeding are largely 
matters of first instance requiring a great deal of time 
for research, often in libraries outside New York City. 
The completion of this brief will take, at minimum, an 
additional period of time until March 15, 1973. 

Considering the extended period of time afforded 
the government to file its brief, the additional period 
of time requested is not unreasonable. Moreover, it is 
submitted that a shorter period of time directly effects 
the fairness of these proceedings and may well deny 
respondents due process, since this case uniquely rests 
upon disputed issues of law, the interpretation of 
statutory and regulatory provisions and upon the decisions 
cited and to be cited. 

The government can claim no hardship by the instant 
request for additional time. Indeed, new developments have 
occurred in England which may directly effect the eligibi
lity of the male respondent to apply for an expungement 
of his conviction in a British court and hence require 
additional proceedings before the S.I.O. The respondent 

'/I 
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has throughout these proceedings stated that the substance 
allegedly found in his possession was "planted" by police 
officers. The police officer who conducted the search in 
question Sergeant Pilcher, having eeen under investigation, 
has now been officially indicted for conspiracy to 
pervert justice in connection with narcotics cases and 
a trial has been set in his case, which will take place, 
on or about January 22, 1973. Attached hereto are news
paper clippings detailing the progress of that case as 
reported by the British press which directly effects the 
possible reopening of the male respondent's case in England 
in the opinion of British counsel. Since the government's 
position is that it only reluctantly opposes respondent's 
case in that the male respondent's conviction renders him 
statutorily ineligible for residence, it cannot reasonably 
oppose the granting of additional time requested when it 
may lead to the result of the dismissal of the conviciton. 
The respondents' presence here continues to have a bene
ficial economic and cultural effect upon the United States 
and enables their search of their child to continue, all 
of which is in the public interest. 

I am quite certain that before reaching his decision 
the Special Inquiry Officer will wish to have before him 
the fullest and best exposition of the relevant law and 
the best thoughts which counsel can bring to bear on the 
subject. In view of the above, it is respectfully re
quested that the time within which counsel may file his 
reply brief be extended to March 15, 1973. 

LW:ba 
BY HAND 

v [;• 
1 
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t&:~;~ squad men! 
accused of perj1-rry 

By T. A. SAlVDROCl(, Cri...S Corresponclent 

. F' IVE detectives--including ·a woman--an former 
members of Scotland Yard's drugs squad, were 

·suspended from duty yesterday after being served with 
summonses. 

· Det; Chief IuSp; Vietor Kelaher, 42, once operational 
head of the drugs squad, and the four other& have been 
accused .,f perjury and. conspiracy to pervert the 

· of justice,· ,;; 
" A wan:ent bas l>tren i.ssaed for I f'~: -· · . -~· 
t>he arrest: of a sixth former · , ;t 

drugs squad oftl,cer who·_.;, . :· 
abroad. He is Nor-man Cteme•J.t;:'V; 
l;'ilcher wt>o was a . detective · 
sergeant. unti! he· left the [oree. 
i_n July. " :1 

The other office-rs aie Det~ Sgt 
Geor-ge _Nicholas P-ritc-har-d· at 
present serving in th~' \Vemhley' 
area, Pet. Con. Nigel Patrick 
'Sturgess Lilley, attached to 
Harrow Road . police •tation1 Det. · .. Con. Adam · Buzzarn 
AcWorth' and Woman Pet. Con. 
Morag McDonald McGibbon who 
a<e attached to the central pool 
of detective5 at Scotland Yard. 

Scotland 'Yard said last nfght 
that the proceedings arose fl'Om 
investigations.. into allegations 
made during a trial at the Old 
Bailey in September and Octo<ber 
last year. 

Hidde.ll eannabilf 
·_ The ·~nquirie-• stem from 

allegati<>its . coRoorning drug 
charges. a~ainst three· people, 
Mohammed Salah, 60. his son 
John. _2'7., a11d -the son's 'lorife· 
Kathleen, 22. · ··· 

At the Qld Railey on Oct. 13. 
1971, they we1·e found ;uill:y of 
conspi~~ to iUegaUy :·import. 
cannabis tnto Britain. It was 
stated that. the cannabis, . worfh 
£aoo,ooo on the black .market,. 
had been brnU'!:ll>t· in, bi<ldl>lt in 
a trailer.. : ., :_ 

· li<Iohammed Salah was sen
tenced to five Y""""' Imprison
ments bi¥ son to three ·years an.d 
Kath-leen Sa~ah 1'0 ·nln!' n>on<'hs 
-.en '11'8! $'U"l'N\ded for three 
yean.· 

The !.ttquoiry inro the aUeA'a· 
tionss :ag8.utst ·trhe officers hnv& 
been go.iog on f-o.r .some- m-ontbs.. 
In Ootobe.r th..is- year -:.-loharnined 
Salah and bds son JOhn ,,.e-1·e· 
both granted bail pending an 
appe.-I: ag~in.s.t ro11\iotion.. 
, T\.\"0' .ot.:lter '""Q,men are u_ue to 't. app-ear _a_ t_· th.e 01d P_ .ai1oy on · -ch.a.rg-es _. anistng from tbe 

S.a!-alt uase. · · 

'l . ' 

. ' 
2623 



~mt .----·. 

Y-2~ . .,;..> ..• . 
. 

' 

[ J
.c 

J~. 
;;.;J,:~'~-:_ifn~l 

1 . 
I 

-
a~ .... 
r~ .. ~ 
~~ 

~ 

~ 
.,.......~; 

oo{. 

~\ 
0.. ..... 

~ 8 ·;:: 
z. t:l.. 

'-0 
t"l 
'-C:_ 
C0 .. [) 

; 

t 

l 
f; 

r 
! 

Five detectives 
are accused 
of conspiring 

Sumntonses alleging conspir
acy to pervert the course of 
justice at the trial at the Central 1 

Criminal Co'!Jrt last y~ar of mem
-bers of a- family nQ.med Salah 
have been served on five t..Ietrcr
politan Police offlccrs,_ includ· 
!ng a woman detective. 

Four sumn1onses relating t:o 
the same case and alleging per
jury have also been served on 
four of the officers. All the 
summonses are returnable at 
Guildhall Justice-room on Janu· 
ary 22. The accused arc: 

Det Chief In"Spet:tor VIctor 
Richard Kelaher~ aged 42~ of the 
~etropolitan Police management 
services; Det Sergeant George 
Nicholas Ptitcbard'" ot Q Dhisfon. 
Wembley a'!"ea; Det Constable NigeJ 
Patrick LUJey. Harro-w Road poHce 
statfon; Det Constable Ad am 
Acworth and 'Voma.n net Constab1t"" 
Morag McDonald McGibl}on, botb 
of Scotland Yard•s central detec· 
tivC pooJ. lUr Kelaher fs nul 
accused of perjury but the other·s j: 
ar-e. 

In addition~ a n·a.rrattt dealing 1 
With the sarne alleged offences 
has been issued for the arr-e:;t of 
former Det Ser.;eant l'\'orman J 

Clement P:lch~r. ·who 1efr the ' 
Metropolitan Police bt July Iast. 

AU the serving offict:r.s hltve 
been suspended from fduty. 

I. 
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November 13, 1972 

Leon Wild!Hl 
Attorney at Law 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, H, Y, 10022 

Doar Sir: 

Re: LmNON, John Winston Ono 
A17 5'17 321 
LHOli, Yoko Ono 

I I 
I am f'wmillhing you herewith by hand delivery a copy of the 
government•s brief 1n the above named matter together wi11h" 
a copy of the t.l'anscript of hearing 1n IIUoh matter con8isting 
of 123 pages, Pursuant to your request that you b& giir&n an 
opportunity to reply to the government'• brief, you &A*hereby 
given until December 4, 1'172 to sul:m!1 t moh reply, 

HAND QI.IYW 

IF1sk 

Very truly youra, 

IRA FIELDSTEEL 
Special Inquiry Officer 

i I I I 't /l 1_ 

~ <:...-u"•_,; ~o \!.. t ·~ f\ ·t 
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(b )(6) UNITED STATES DEPARl'MENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -x 

In the Matter of Deportation Proceedings 

of 

JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON and 
YOKO ONO LENNON 

Respondents 

- - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - - X 

GOVERNMENT'S BRIEF 

Al7 597 321 

I 

VINCENT A, SCHIANO 
Chief Trial Attorney 
New York, New York 

I 
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1. 
li 
I 
' 

POIIIT 1 

USPOIIDBftS ARB CLBARLY DBPORTABLB AS SEr FOR!l'B IN TIIB ORDERS TO SBOI CAVSE. 

!_. As to Jolm l.eiiJlon 

llr. l.eiiJlOD last entered the Vllited States oa August 13, 1971. Be was 

admitted 011 that oceasioa, as well as oa prior occasions, as a visitor with 

a waiver of excludability. Bis tiae to depart expired oa February 29, 1972. 

Tllis was substaatially adllitted at the deportatioa heariags. On llsrch 1, 

1972 ltespoadeat was graated voluatary departure (prior to the institutioa 

of deportatioa proceediugs) permittiag him to leave on or before March 15, 

1972. This privilege ns extellded because of an alleged proai.se to leave 

accordingly. The llespoadeat aballdoaed that "inteat" and decided to remsia 

and apply~ for adjustmeat of status. Therefore, on llsrch 6, 1972 (see Exh,6} 

that cra,llt of voluatary departure was revoked. Deportatioa proceecU.ags were 

COIIIMIIlced on llsrch 7, 1972 and heariags held atartiag March 16, 1972. 

Jtelpoadent J'ohll l.eiiJlon through couasel adaitted all allegations of fact 

except Itea 6. 

He ia clearly deportable for haviag overstayed his allotted u .. as a 

temporary vidtor. Whether District Director should have given him 

additioaal time is obviously aot revi-able by the Special Inquiry Officer. 

!!. • As to YoDko Ono. (Mrs. John l.eiiJlon). 

Respondent Yoko Ono is similarly deportable for the reasoas set forth above. 

She did aot. intelld to depart upon ths expiratioa of hsr authorized stay. 

A feeble claim Of coatiauaace of prior residence as an ialligraat was 

feebly offered withoa1: adequate proof as ma:r have been required. Documents 

relating to the court proceediags in the Virgia Islallds (Bxh. ) show that 

she claimed Eaglalld as lier h- and did not claim residellCe ia the Vatted 

States, clearly evideacing (if further evidence were needed) that that 

prior resideace was abandoned, ThoH proceedings involved the custody of 

her daughter, Sad were in aa AaeriCIIIl court - all the 110rs reasoa to have 

clai!Ed American residence if sh had aot felt shs had given it up. 

-1-
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POiftii 

IUISPQIDD'l' .TOIIII' LBJmOif 18 DIBLIGIBLB .FOR TD BEIIBPITS OF S.BCTI<B 245 OF 
TBE ACT (ADJVSTWBSI OF STATUS} BY RBAB<B OF HIS IJLUlld:SSIBILITY UlfDBR 
SBCTI<B 212(a)(23) OF Tlfli: ACT. 

The respondent was convicted in Eagland for possessioa of "canaabis 

Resin" as shown by his relatiag crillliaal record (Exhibit ). His 

attorney contends that that conviction is not for possession of "marihuaaa" 

within the meaniag of Section 212(a)(23). The legislative history clearly 

demonstrates his error in that regard. 

Appendix A, takeu from the u. s.coagresaiOll.al and Adllillistrative •-s, 

coataias the relevant legislative history. Sections 212(&)(23) and 

24l(a)(ll) of the Immisration r. llationality Act were aaeaded ill 1956 by 

tbe llarcotics Control Act of 1956 (see last complete pareg1'11#1{, pap 3134, 

of Appendix A). 

As the legislative report makes clear (pap 3135 of Appendix A), 

there -re judicial holdiJl&B that possession of "marihuau" was not 

equivalent to possession of a "narcotic drag", and that hence, an alien 

convicted of posaession of marihuana was not comprehended w1 thin the 

seope of SectiOIUI 212(a){23) and 24l(a)(ll) (as amended by the lfarcotics 

Coatrol Act of 1956). The judicial interpretation did not coacern the 

definition of "mariiwaaa" • which IIDder the llarcotics Control: Act o:t 1956, 

was defined as follows: 

"llarihuallll. -- The term "aarihWana" means all 
parts o:t tile plant Canaabis Sativa L, whetiier 
srorillC or not; the seeds thereof; the resin 
extracte4 trom~!!l--eart of slleh.Jilant; aud 
every c-poaad, aanutacture, salt , derivative, 
lllixture, or preparation of such plalrt, ita 
seeds or reaia ••• " (Uaderlilliag added) • 

C-.reasional displeasure with the 1959 court decisioas was expressed 

hy the 1960 ~lrts which were deaigaed to iaclnde "marihuana" ill the 
-

Jrarc<>tics Coatrol Act of 1956, with tbe same :force and e:tfect as if the 

term "marihuana" had bee&. in there ortgiu.ally, aDd therefore, marihuana as 

ased in the 1960 uendment to the I-tgration r. lfatioaslity Act, bas 
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precisely the mea!liDg given to it in the lrarcotics Control Act of 1956. 

Tllis 1s •-a from the followiDg lancuage of the legislative history, second 

full paragraph, page 3135 of Appendix A. 

"The &JRendaents propeaed herein are designed 
to overcaae the effect of the above-outliued 
judic:tal ·decisiODS so that a persoa who has 
been coavicted at any time of a violation of 
a la. ralatiDC to the illicit possession of 
marihuana shall be subject to excludon or 
deportation as if the violation was for 
possession of "narcotic drugs." Both a.end•eats 
will bring the opening clause of the two 
pertinent provisions of the law in line with 
other clauses tllereof which specify IIIIQ'iiiiiiia 
in the -....rau-- of the variCMQI 'tms of 
dnlgs wllieh N':tng the statate .nOll' bto play 
in mcitr.l · ct:rouutaaces. Ths instant preposal 
carries out, and is fully in line with the 
original intent of Congress expresSed in 
several eaaet~~ents clearly indicating that 
its concern with violations of laws relating 
to ll&l'ihuana was as great as its concern with 
violations of laws relating to other narcotic 
drugs." (Underlining added) 

It could not be more clear that when Congress enacted the 1960 

._m:llllents by inserting the word "marihuana" into Sections 212(a)(23) allll 

241(a)(ll), C011gress was explicitly providiq the defining of marihuana in 

accordance with the 1956 Narcotics Coatrol Act definitions, 

Bven without this precise legislative history, lOgic alone would 

bring us to the sa.e result. Marihuana has become the universal tera in 

the United States, for the plant known as Cannabis Sativa L. To say that, 

therefore, Congress intended to bar ol!.ly possession of the plant Cannabis 

Sativa L (aad not its parts or extracts) is to say that Coagress intended 

•ly to bar possession of a plant which grows four to sixteen feet in height, 

and ·which, by itself, causes injury only by hittinc s0111eo- with it. Siace 

it is a cardinal statutory prinoiple that we ascribe -Dine to Acts of 

Coagress, we JDUBt therefore assume that Congress intended a COIIIIIOa-aease 

definition, and that is, that Cdllgress iatended to make possession illepl, 

whenever a person was possessed of any part of this very large plant which 

have a lulllucinsgenic effect. Various parts of the plant have di:tterent 

intensities of hallucinatory effects from givea quantities, and the most 
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potent of all the parts of such a plant, is the resin (Cannabis Resin). 

Are we to take seriously Jl.r. Lennon 'a argu-nt that Concress intended that 

there be no i-teration consequence of possession of the most potent extract 

of this plant (the resin), whereas there would be i-igration consequences 

for being foued with a huge tree in his possession? Nobody derives 

halluciutory effects from the tree, as a whole, but only from one or 

another of ita parts. 

11r. Lenn<>n • a expert witness testified and his book (Exh. ) indicates 

that the feule <>f the marijuana species is 1110re potent tban the ll&le. 
(l) 

Res ill is extracted from the feule plant. The plant "marijuana"; botanically 

kaown as Canaabis Sativa L, cootains an halluctnacenic agent (liSle and 

fell&le speciea). This agent is present in the plant in various iotensity 

in its various parts. It is most potently cootaiaed ill the resin extact. 

"llarijuana" became a contraband item-and included within the ioterdict of 

212(a)(23) because of this hallucinagenic agent. It hardly seeu likely 

that Con&ress intended t<> penalize the illicit possessor of the less potent 

portion and condone the illicit possession of the -re intensified cont-t 
(2) 

ot this agent. 

Beapoudent's.British conviction makes him iaeli&ible aDder section 212 

(a)(a3) wlultever llight be the requil'e-t of intent Under BftClish law. 

(1) See also 

State v. Toplin, ... 247 A2d 919, 924 
State v. CUrry, 398 Peel 899, 902 

97 Ariz. 191 
u.s. v. Jl.oore, C.A. Pa 446 F2d 468, 450 
Davis v. State Jl.iss., 219 So, 2d 678, 679 
State v. ltollero 397 Peel 26, 29, 74, M. 1142 
State v. Navarro, 26 Peel 985, 83 Utah 6 

(2) !!!!!_: Attached hereto *• Aep. B 1a an article by counsel in the •- York 
Wall Street Journal which his reading of the law appears to agree 
with that uzoaed by the Gove~t, however unfortunate its 
conaeqUellces upon his client. 

-4-
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A substantial number of pages of respondent's brief deals with Bnglish 

decisions on the question of intent as a necessary iqredient of the crime 

of possession. This is a straw iss-, wholly irrelevant to this i..tgrstion 

case. 

llr. Lennon pleaded guilty to the chsrce of possession. He was represeated 

by counsel. Administrative notice can he taken that he was then at the 

height of his spectacular career, and that he could well have afforded to 

el1j(age the beat counsel available, to have asked for a trial, and to have 

appealed an adverse result to the highest levels. He chose instead to plead 

guilty, to accept the consequence of a judicial conyiction, aact cannot now 

be heard to ask the Special Inquiry Officer to disregard the judicial record. 

llespoadent'a argument, which seeks a new trial of his English case before 

tile s,..tal Inquiry Officer, would opea up every foreign conviction for 

retrial before the Special Inquiry Officer, on one or another issue. 

'Without saying that a collateral attack could -r be made on a foreiga 

conviction (e.g., if a priaa facie case were made of a racial or political 

"railrosdiq", a coafession obtained by torture, or some other circu~~&tances 

which would shock the conscience of an American judge), the circumstances 

here are hSrdly of that kind. If there is s011111thiq faulty with the 

conviction surely respondent shoUld be required to ask the British court which 

rendered it, to vacate it. The writ of COBAJI NG&IS originated, after all , in 

England. Indeed, we are infol'llled that he has sought to ...-. such an 

application, apparently without succeas thus far. In default of any action 

by the British courts to aodify the conviction, we sublllit that it is binding 
(3) 

in this proceeding. 

Finally, we do not deal here with a statute requiring a finding of moral 

turpitude in addition to the fact of conviction, wllich allows, llDder 

iaaigration precsdent decisions, an aaalyais whether the statate aay be 

equally violated with or withOIIt -ral turpitude. Koral turpitllde might 

oot iahere in a cbarle of posseasion of marijuana at all, yet possession is 

a cz-isinal offense al.ost everywhere, and Congress bas decreed that an alien 
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As respondent's counsel. points out in his articl.e in the Tfal.l. Street Journal, 

the re-dy lies in changing the statute--and only Congress can do that. 

POI!fr II B 

(l) Yoko Ono Lennon. Application for Adjust-nt of Status should be 

denied as a matter of discretion. 

The female respondent Yoko Ono has stated that she does oot desire to 

remain in the United States as a resident unless her husband enjoyed the 

saae status. Bence, a denial of the male a.&pondent's application shoul~· 

warrant a dll!llltal of YoJto Ono 's application. Further, she tntified her 

chief interest in becoming a reaident (again) is to gain time to look for 

her absent chtl.d. Given this opportunity she would be content to depart 

and return to Engla.l.- her home and the home of her husband. Tilts llight 

be a substantial reason for the District Director to extend arty Jlltl't6d of 

voluntary departure which the Special Inquiry Officer might grant Iller, but 

it hardly justi:fies, as a di.C:retiooary -tter, assignirtg a per-nt visa· 

number to her. Residenc'e stat1,1s ahoul.d be aore than a convenient tool. 

POINT III 

Deportation proceedings were properly and justifiably ·u1sttt\tted, and the 

Special. Inquiry Officer's ruling to that effect was correct. 

A. In Poi.nt I of his brief, respondent claims that the Service violatecl 

its own rules by instituting deportation proceedings. Be quotes Operations 

Instruction 245.1, in support of his position. Assuming that an unquali.fied' 

Operations Instruction has the effect of a Jleculation, and binds the 

District Director, the OperatiOlUI Instruction quoted by the respondent shows 

that it did not have any such effect in this case. The O.I. states that 

an "otherwi.se eligible alien" whO has not heretofore filed aa application 

"shall normally" be ~fordecl an opportunity to file under Section 245 prior 

to the institutiOn of deportation proceedings. 

The District Director is thus granted latitude to institute a deportation 

proceeding w11enever it d-SA-'t appear that the alien is el.igible under 
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Section 245, and also whenever he feels, in his good judgment, that such 

noraal proc""res shOuld not be followed. In this case, the respondent did 

not appear to be an "otherwise eligible alien", since the Governaent records 

contained evidence that he had been convicted ef possession of marihuana, 

and the District Director was certainly entitled to feel (a) that there was 

prima facie ineligibility to adjust status under Section 212(a)(23), and 

that (b) this was not a case which should go through normal Section 245 

adainistrative processing since it was highly likely to be denied. The 

District Director is certainly entitled to decide not to accord an apparently 

ineligible alien an additional three to six months stay in the United States 

whilst processing an application under Section 245, prior to the iiUititutioa 

of deportation proceedings, when it. pr1Jaa facie appears that the application 

will not be granted. The District Director was fully aware fd. the conviction 

since that conviction bad originally been the basis of aonimadgrant visa 

refusals by the United States Consulate, and by the fact that waiver. of 

non-imaigrant adaisston bad previously been required in order for a non-

i111111igrant visa to be issued. 

B. In any event, we qan do not better than to quote from. the case of 

Lumargue vs. I~ (7th Cir., April 1972), in which the Court said: 

"A grace normally afforded does not 
be- an enforceable right merely 
because it is described as a normal 
practice in an interaal operating 
instruction.'' 

The DiStrict Director•'s discretion to begin a deportation proceeding in this 

case in no way prejudieed respondent's rights to apply Under Section 245 of 

the Immigration 1: Nat:t-onalitt Act. Indeed, the respondent shOUld not 

complain that the District Director, persuaded by an examination of the 

adainistrative file that respondent was iaeligible under Section 212(a)(23), 

forbore to adjUdicate an application for adjustment of status but, instead, 

made it possible for the claim to be paaaed upon by a quasi-judicial officer, 

the Special Inqu11'y OfUcer. 

Here, the -le respondent ia not eligible for a visa. St.-ange, that in all 

applications aade by respondent for a waiver Of eXcludability - he never 
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raised any issue as to the propriety or the need for such waiver. While he 

is not barred from raising the point now, some weight should be accorded 

the past administrative constructions of the statute by both the State 

Department and the Attorney General, who had both held that w1 thout a waiver 

he would be barred under Section 212(a)(23). 

Counsel further relies on a lower court ruling in the case of llanclel v. 

llitchell 325 F. Supp 620 (E.D. N.Y. 1971). However, since counsel submitted 

his brie:f, the V. 8. Supreme Court has ruled ia a ~~~anner contrary to 

counsel's contention aad so no further comment need be made on these points. 

Note 

At the time of this writing, Respondent •s medical exUiinations were not 

completed and the Government reserves the right to comaent thereon should 

it appear appropriate. 

-8-
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LEGISLATIVE HISTORY 

The advisability of extension of the 1957 law WIU the subject of con· 
siderable debate not only in the Coogt'ess but in the legislative bodies of 
several States as well as in the public and the specialized prest. 

Many instances of abuse of the provisions of the 1957 law ha1re been 
reliably reported and well documented. The contention was that certain 
intermediaries have made a lucrative business by acting as representatives 
of American couples desiring to adopt an alien orphan. Irrespective of 
the legal and moral questions involved, it became evident that some of the 
practices which crept into the alien orphans adoption progra~n Created 
considerable hardship for the children and have not served well the inter· 
est of the addptive parents. 

Upon the expiration of the 1957 law, Congress, instead of reenacting 
the expired 1957 law with an extension of the termination date wrote into 
the law certain procedural requirements under which the Attorney General 
must make a finding of eligibility after a full investigation has been made 
similar to the investigation made pursuant to section 205 of the Immigra· 
tion and Nationality Act in the case of a natural-born alien child of a 
U. S. citizen. 

Since September 9, 1959, the enactment dato of the amended statute, 
until January I, 1960, the Attorney General has approved 23 petitions filed 
in behalf of alien children personally adopted abroad by U. S. citizens, 
while 57 petitions were approved in cases of children coming to the United 
States for adoption, and 130 petitions were approved in cases where adop
tion took place by the use of an authorized representative of the adop
tive parents (proxy). Twenty-five petitions were denied by the Attorney 
General. A total of 176 alien orphans were admitted into fhe United 
States. 

At the present time, the Committee on the Judiciary is engaged in a 
study of the whole problem and, until such study is completed 1111d 'fur
ther inquiries as to the advisability of a continuation of the alien orphans 
adoption program are made, the committee is not prepared to recomniet1d 
an extension of the program beyond I year. Section 7 of the joint resolll
tion, as amended, achieves that purpose. 

ADJUSTMENTS IN THE IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY AOT 

Sections 212(a) (23) and 241(a) (II) of the Immigration and National· 
ity Act set forth the grounds for the exclusion_ or deportation frCI\III the 
United States of aliens convicted of narcotic law Yiolations. Th()SC .l'ro
visiona of the law were amended by section 301 of the Narcotic. Cootl'lll 
Act of !956 (act of July 18, 1956; 70 Stat. 567, 575) at whicl:t time lan
guage was added to both above-cited provisions of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act for the purpose of making c<mviction of a violation of law 
relating to illicit possession of narcotic drugs an offense raultiug in the 
exclusion or deportation of an alien. 

In 1958, in proceedings for judicial review of deportation orden af. 
fecting two aliens, Mexican nationals, the plaintiff• urged that their con
viction under the law of California for possession of marihuana did not 
render them deportable under section 241(a) (II) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act. Both aliens claimed that marihuana was not illc:lu4et·in 
the term "narcotic drugs" u it appears in the first clauu of 1fae ...,. 
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REFUGU&-IU!i8t:Tl'LBQNT 

tltlldtfll•. jill. ·_lfhe plaintiffl' contentions were uplleld by llle 'IJ,S,Die· 
Vict;Cilaft illf'·the Southern Distrkt of California in Mendou-Rivera v. 
Dl:l Qn t' H(l6l F.Supp. 473); and Rojas-Gutierr~ v. Hoy (16,1 F.Supp. 

· 448);1~!.r.ut J: .~~ .. ~ r. · ! .· 

Onillprll'3,"1f591 the Court of Appeals for the Ninth Cirwit lllirmed 
the ~ Of' th• IO'Irtr court holding that the aliena were not deportable 
('261 F.2cl451; 267 F.2cl 490). Briefly, the court held that becaute of the 
c:onstnlltioa of. 1M tint claue of section 241(a) (11), supra, an alien was 
not 111ill)ecUo .deportation merely because he had been f0110d pilty "of 
aimpk·c--niOft of marihuana." In Mendota·RiTera, the court of appeale 
expl.-..1 the opinion that if there had been any atteDtion directed to the 
ecms....-.thealieD was "exactly the type-person the Manbere of Con· 
rresl:whil .voted -for the act would have desired deported," but that there 
wus iullllldent l!lgial&tive history to establish that intent. The court fur· 
ther ola«Qed··lh.at the ·alien was obtaining an "unexpected and surPrising 
windlall,:if he ie:not deported." It might be observed here that the plain· 
tiff' Ro~rienv was convicted on thr~ occasi011s, in 1938, in 1945, and 
1ft 1949, .for *e. erime of possessing marihuana in violation of the Cali· 
foml't liCIIkh llld Safety Code. 

!
' TJM: aift.,.dmmtt proposed herein are designed to overcome the eff'ect of !\ 
the AOft.:OUt!ined judicial decisions so that a person who has been con· 
victed at any time of a violation of a law relating to the illicit possession of 
marlblltila Wit be snbject tp exclusion or deportation as if the violation 
was for poii!IHiOII of "narcotic drugs." Both amendments will bring the 
opening dllule of the two pertinent provisions of the law in line with other 
claunt :there,of wlaich tpecify marihuana in the enumeratioo of the various 
type&< of :drop wbich bring the statute now into play in special cirtum· 
mnow · Tille inatant proposal carries out, and is fully in line . with the 
origiilll ilnent of Congress expressed in several enac:tmfnts clearly .indica!· 
lng tbal itt.concem with violations of laws relating to rnarihaalll was u 
creafia ittAICOIIcem with violations of laws relating to other narcotic clrugs. 
Usua.llj>. violatlont of laws relating to marihuana are but the forerwmen 
of violations of ether laws relating to dangerous and more addictiOII·form· 
Lor t J tirlt. The eue with which marihuana can be obtained it !lllliqubt. 
edly 11M fl the· lading causes of the increesed incideace of juvenile de· 
linqUIIIHJJ a it ltrmes the urgent necessity for the entctment of thit ler· 

-·islatftaF::Tbesc changes are c:ontained In sections' 8 Jlld 9 of the. joint 
resollltlon, as amended. ,_;; 

Sec'iioti '10 of the jcrint resolutiOft is de•igned 10 lllles'iCIIIeCtion 24/i(a) of 
' the Ifllirliti'allon and Nationality Act, u amended b,y the act of AIII!Uit 21, 

1958 (72 Stat. 699). · -' •' : "' · 
In 'J'eCOillltiii:Mintr the 9_1actment of the amendator;l •• of Au&Ust 21, 

1958, tile Cpmmltfee on the Judiciary made tht ~· ttateaillllt of 
polic:f'~!Upt 2!33, 8Sth Cong.): , 1 ' i 

Provmon for the adjustment of immignlitll llattls In ella 
United•"Statea; without institution of deportatiOII ~'to 
tllit Of. pei'DIIJlmt residents in behalf of aliens who - to 11M 
llaftw . .Staws u nonimmigrants, was first eaaeWct into ._.,. if 
fftti011'·24S Of the Immigration and Nationality Act. At that tiMa 
$el>OII4er._ Ul their report on the legislatiOft -which. bcflaet,tlll' 
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21 § 176 FOOD AND DRUGS Ch. 8 

edge of and used due diligenet to prevent 'he presence of the nar
cotic drug in or on such ve~'''l, water n •. railroad car, or other 
vehicle; but the narcotic drug 'hall be " -l, forfeited, and dispos· 
ed of as provided in the second' paragra!JI f section 173 of this ti
tle. Feb. 9, 1909, c. 100, § 2(1!1, :35 Stat '•14; Jan. 17, 1914, c. 9, 
38 Stat. 275; May ~6. 1922, c. 202,. § 1, 42 ~t. :;!16; June 7, 1924, 
c. 352, 43 Stat. 657. 

Hlotorlo&l lfot• 

Codlfteatlon. rot' ~eri'Vntioll (]( thhl tH'f'· 

tion, t!Ce notes under Bt"<'tlou 173 ot thlw 
title. 

Crott lteferencet 

Ad,·an~ of ftmd• 1n eonHN·Hott with l:!uforcement of th-. J(!Cth'· IIH MICtion G2h of 
Tltl<t 31. MQney ud F'lnttnce. 

f. ' § 176a. Smuggling of ma.rlhuana; pelllllles; ft'ldence; def· 
inltion of marihuana 

Notwithstanding any other provision of law, who-·ner, knowingly, 
with intent to defraud the United States, impol'tl ot brings into the 
United States marihuana contrary to law, or smQJgl~o w clandestine
ly introduces into the United States marihuu• wh'f- ahould have 
been invoiced, or receives, conceals, buys, stll•, or 111 any manner 
facilitates the transportation, concealment, or lai• of such mari
huana after being imported or brought in, knowing -.. same to have 
been imported or brought into the United States c.,..tnry to law, or 
whoever conspires to do any of the foregoing aeb. <ritall be impris· 
oned not less than five or more than twenty JUre llld, in addition, 
may be fined not more than $20,000. For a Meoud or tubsequent 
offense (as determined under section 7237(e) of the Internal Reve
nue Code of 1954), the o,ffender shall be impriaoned for Dot less than 
ten or more than forty years and, in addition, .., .beJioeli .not more 
than $20,000. 

Whenever on trial for a violation of this ••ection, the defend
ant is shown to have or to have had the marlhi!Ua in bit possession, 
such possession shall be deemed sufficient evi-.ace to allthorize con
viction unless the defendant explains his IJONIJIIion tt the sat!sfac· 
tion of the jury. 

As used in this section, the term "maribuua" hat the meanlnr 
given to such term by section 4761 of the InwiUI Revenue Code of 
1954. 

For provision relating to sentencing, proba"-n, etc., see section 
~ 

7237(d) of the Internal Revenue Code of 19U. Feb. 9, 1909, c. 100, 
§ 2(h), as added July 18, 1956, c. 629, Tltl~ I. 1106, 70 Stat. 670 . 
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~~M:t-~?J~,/ .. ~·-:~t~:-~ii;i~·l:~'~:~g-~~· ~ .. ~6"~i·,.:,~6~~·.*'·'mi~~;--)~~"'itt,'l:iif1ih''fr>f·f.h~ ml~orit.y Mr. C,1mt~i"J.-t·~--~~, 
·... .. ... """d.- 1111"." -;-.;•· ·" ~rACirit: hiN opr;on('nt t"" ... , hjM ar~. r thlnl,' hfl'wn.nis to wr:n big so tha.t ~'l's wa.~lltnot<'>n bure(l" ~;;;;;~-u.e~-,f..,. 

~.~ttl6hg blg.,elt}' V\i _._:~~:~ .. :_~11betn, ~ h~~~~~::-~!-~~~~~~~1:__ -l~e um~e. ' , ._. J1 

I .r '·· P . ( / (.'. /f ,-· ··~ . J}-t . .f..t, A ~ -k < /· l-t·· ..... ,..,..... ~- · " - ·~ 7 :U .· .. 

1"'he 'Cultural Lag' in !Inn1igration Laws l 

Ji\:0 ''Y· ," By Llltlli WJL!H;s The Xmmlgl'otlon nnd Natiot\ality Act's pro· 

1

Wm;., ';;·. ·, , I~ lOG$,' 1ohn Lo•nnon pl•n<h'd guilty to the vision which nb"olutely bars from admission 
o"'~·· o' '"' · 1 t bl 1 1 and mandntcs the d"portnllon of prr,ono \. 1.:::!·: ' ''"''~'" · • r· "'".1!.' on o catm• s roo n n a 

l)!«rn·• Btlll$h·cnuJ•t alld paid a motlcst line. Tho un• "emwictcd of n violation of ... any law or 
·UN !oreJII'olt tel\UltR <ol. th~tt socnllngly harmless regulation relnt!ng to the Illicit possession of 
)t'(b"'!'· pl~ hnw: plrtgu('d hlm ever .~Jlnc('. · · · marijunnn" (~an no longer be jtJst1ficd 1n 

' · His pllr;·ht. 1~ l\Ow n m;tth•r of public recOrd. its prcRelll form. V{ldl<' thl~ othPr sc<;Uons at 
!~l!~~.... Scv~r~tl month::; ago·th~~ lmmir;rat\rm IUld Nat· the Immigrntion Ad which n•.htc to acrioua 
~ ut•~U~Uun Service, t\ brnnc'h of the u.s. Ju~- crimM involvlng mornl turpitude allc,w for a4!i. !lee . Dopartnlrnt, , commcneed deportation CX<'t'ptions lor persons 1·onvidcd of petty of· 
~~,. pro.octHll.ngs ng~litist John Lennon- rtnd hJs wlfe fl'nses and bn.;,ed upon hardHhip to dose fnm· 
lCii Yof{o Ono. _These pro~.:c-cdings nrc <:'sscntlally ily members who tll'l~ Amenruns m· rf'Ridcnt 

· __ ._.; ._ ~tlll\,lNl llpon their hnvlng rrmcdnod in the nlicns. the marijuann. po~;;scssion provision al· 
.-~ ,, .. U:S. on vlsit~r~' _vhms beyonrt tt11, tinle tmtho· . lows tor no cxreption. "J.)1us a convicted rapist 
· . ' rii•1 (~ f~.n· lhNr v1s\t. During the proct'cdings, may be rllgiblc for residence or exempt from 

IQfll 1 tk 1 &nnnns "I' Piled to ndju;;t their status to · deportation, while one convicted of simple 
\Jilt bt'I:Ontl~ 1nnnigrnnta (pe;rmnnenl t"c~1drnta) o[ po.!'Mssion of marijuana is ncccssrLr1ly deport~ 

l
nl" tho tT.R. Pr•,lhntn,u·;· nppll,•atlnllH wo>'c np· ahle regardless ot whether tho conviction In· 
~ ·• pn\' ~1 1 ll 1 1 1 volV11tJ n t·rimo. jd~· ' 1· 'f ~~ mm 1:rat nn tkrvk<: by which 

M .. . tJwy Wt·rc~ do'.HII{nal!.'il outst:\ndlng nrtiRI.~ Tho lrond nmong mo!lt)l'n FH!IrnthLI:l to · 
· l'l• ~~·who. -bt•t'.:uwr.: u! thdl' <'XCt.'ptlonn.l f'\biHty b.1 tnmt nmr1juaua ;lS n kn'i IJI'riou:J tmda.l nnd 
.-::ep.. lht~ <lt'b, w1ll substnnUnlly bi'IHltit proapct'· rm•dicnl drwgcr th:m tobltC('O n.nd liquor, and 
ma .... Uvely.thc nutlonal cconohly, cultm·nl interests tlw reduction ln th(~ ~crlou~mN~J or mnl'ljunna 

Ql' Wi~lfa.re of tlw Unlttld Stu.tea." Ik)11SOSsion convictions In many ,iurisi.lidions 
Uon N¢verthclc·ss, tho govcrtmtrnt has clntmcd demonstra.te a 11ccd for n. change in the immi· 

th:~t, Mr. Lonnon is Ineligible for permanent gt·atlon law's hnrsh ntlitudc toward marl· 
l\'1'0• ~its rc.,idt,~~t Rtntn•, or.d no decision has yet been juunn. 

rendered in the case. Indeed, the official report of tho National 
.thnt !! JOlm Lennon's desirability as an artist Commission on Marijunna and Drug Abuse, 
1 its is Mknowledged by the Immigration Service after a thorough •tucty o: all the evidence, has 
' 'of I it•elf, what at the same time makes him so recommended the decriminalization of tho 
, be tmdcsirable an alien, allegedly, unable to be· private possession of marijuana. In Michigan, 

harmful tha~ tobacca and alc<ihol and han i I· 
criticized legislation that Imposes legal •anc· !' ' 

lions upon ita private uee as an unnecessary , . 
inva.ion o! peroonnl prtvacy-ro!err.~d to by ' · 
the late Justice Brandeis as :•against the gov• I 
omment, the right to be let alone-the most : 
comprehensive of rights and the right tllost i 
valued by civilized men.'' 

'l'ho plight of allons Involved with thla see· ' 
lion ol the law has not gone unnoticed. Sen. 
Alan Cranston of California Introduced a bill 1 
(S. 731>) which would penni! the Attorney 
General to wolve the excludabiltty or doporta· 
bility of such aliens in cases which Involve 
hardship. On the Hmr,o side, the same bill 
was introduced by Rep. Edward I. Koch o! ! 
New ·York. The bill provideS minimal relief 
ana descrveH prompt and serious conaidcra~ ! , 
lion by Co11~rN'" Hnd brand public support. 

Congt'<~ti!HI\I•n koow, lmwev(~r. thHt It in 
vm·y lllffii'Uit t(J l'llU!-itl:r tl1<· HUJipurt nl'cemmry" 
to frCO('I'alo usdul ehang-e In t.hc iltlmlgrntlcm : 
IHw, then' holn~ llltlc public intorc•t In the 
subject. \'Vhile u 10 CUllural lug" normally ex· 
ists b<"twccn the time when n need for a 
change i!'l law occurs and the time the chailf:t: 
is actunlly cna.ctcU into law, r~;~;visioM o! the 
immigration law are usually long overdue be· 
tore Congress sense-s a need to at1:. 

As n nation which attribute~ muci~ o! ith 
best talent to the contribution ol immigrants 
it behooves: us to be ~Jvcr vir;ilant thnt our im: 
migra~ion law& do_,.,::, rob us of a. &real poten
tial natural resource. 

· come a permanent resident, is a little-known o. statute: imposing long prison sentences for 
provision ol tnc hnmigratlon law barring possession was recently held unconstitutional 

is~f , from admission any alien convicted ol any as a cruel and unusual punishment. At the 
o!fenRe, no matter how trivial, relating to the same time, the pt:malties under federal Jaws Mr. Wildes, a New' y,;rk attorney, ;8 

tate p<JS"m;siou of., marijuana. A similar provision have been reduced and many scientists with past president of the Associ<< lion of Imm~ 
t to cxist1; r.;q_uiri.ug deportation o! altena ·who are lmpre.~Jsivc cre~cntials in the medical field uration and Natio11ality Lrtwydr8, and cur~ 
sat· · au·cady hero. have joined the effort to decriminalize the pri· rcntly represents John I.ca 11 o" ana Yoko 

to· Court deci•ions have held that this abso· · vate possession o! marijuana for personal Ono Lennon in their dcportl!tion proceed· 
Om• lute bar nppllo" re~:ardless of whether any use. ·They consider marijuana. to be less ings. ' 

punishment w:Ls imposed, whether the offense~.,----,------.:__..:_ ______ .:::_ _________ '-----
'is te(!hnknll~' c0nsld('red a crime und"l' Joc;:U 
lnw. in·c.-:p0ct!vo of the amount of marijuana 

its posse-~{st•d or oOier clrcuinsto.n~.--es of U\e cn.Re 1 Letters to the Editor 
or even whether the offense was aciijally the . , 
subject of on .•xcculivo pardon. Moreover, no Clearing the Decks . that Sen. George McGovern Is able to admi'. I m""'""« """""""''"• ooM " M''""" '"'"'· ,., w "" """ '"M"'' ,,., ·~· • -M, " "'"' "'""' " to Amem:m tlep~ndants, may be considered. Inasmuch as wan Street is scared out 01 Richarq Nixon, who (as an example) will np· 

The U.S. lnumgratlon law, hardly a porn· its mind by the McGovern candidacy it is to parently never admit hi.'3 mistake in oolltinu· 
gon <J! .~rop~c,:ve legislation, has thus once be expected that the Journal would treat : lng the Vietnam war. , 

I again boon s.lu~n tr, be m drastiC need 01 rc· "The Eagleton Episode" as it did In its Aug 2 I'd rather have a Pr•sident wh' isn't "'· 
·. · 

1 

VISion. Jts han.h treatment o! aliens convicted 
1 

editorial. ' • ' "' 
ol ortenaes r<•lat•~lr}o possession of marl·j The Important thing is not that a mistake ways right, ratl'.er than one who thinks ho ;, 
juan a Is ,<n anach1 olllsm In modern jurlspru· wns made but th 1 th did t d JEAN H. WEllE!~ 
dQncc u e can a e move to fl(m Frrmcisco 

:-; · 
1 

. • rectlly it. In view of tho important Issues the 
' o ono < OlliM tloc: le~al right of nations to country needs to !nee It Is not in the n t!o 1 

lrnpollc scvct·c condttions upon ndmlssibiutY. interest to run a cnm · - . a na · U nd f d 
l. Ol al\Cllo OL' to ;provide for thcb• deportation.' health of the ViCe·prc~i~l;;:ti~~ :~~~~: of the ;' Cf 111a11Ce 

As a normal mcirl,ont to thefr sovereignty, Your atte 
1 

t t b . · e. ·Editor, The WaZZ Street Jol!rllal: 
/ s~ates l'ln.~? tr::-:t~itionully r~~tricted, the privi· an indecisive~ Enrt~ll:t~~,;J~o~I~~:r~~:: The Journal's interesting a1·tlcle wh:d~ 
l l<.ge of tLJtcnt~ to enter thctr terr1tory, pre· man will not . h Th d' . . . ·compared Prct~idcnt Ni:~on's and Sel\o l\lc· 

scrtl;ir.~ 1mch c.cmditions vs tlwv have felt con· wo ld 1 d t:tls. · t e Jrections tn whtch he Govern's stand on vr.ril.)llS campaign issue~; 
$()M.nt with lhcir nationn.i inte~csts. Even the be~~ cleeanr If ~n~~~n r~ nre cl~ur n,nQ. have {July 21) contained an unintended error. It~~' 

~ 
proviHiom; of intC'rnn.tionnl treaties have not boat the dcsti .. tl g?tng anyv..· ere tn a. sail· stated there that the wst ot Sen. Kenned\''f, 

'~
. · been lntcrpn•t"cl to imply a surrender o! this not th t •k t~1 

on " the Important thing, propo.sal for national health ,jnsw·arce is c"al· 
sovereign •·i""iH to cxl'lude c ac s at need to be made to catch culated to be $67 billion a. ycnr. 

1I1 lilt' h:· ... ;, ·.llr· :tu.thori.ty to formulate im· ~~~ll~;nd on the wny. I;1J~ccd tl~e mark ot a 
mig.c'<HH.'·ll pnJiry re:Jis wllh the Congress nnd nnd s~U~ailof :sihts abihty to m.llw the turns _Esscntto.lly, Sen. I<enncdy's Plnn (':\lls tc-r 
!s d('riv~~J f):um ttw constit.utionn.l power to of the c~:s~."\vnemoment~m toward the end shifting nearly all health care expendituE'i. ,,l 
r~:.~guhlt; eor." .. ':lc~·,'e wHh foreig-n states. Laws Govern for . ought to thank Sen. Me· the federal government. His prog-ram •.t·vuiu 
providJ:'g !-"nt t;l~' \··xdusi6n and d'--'portntion of the great is .. culesarbbllg' thethdecks tor a. race on be financed by a 1% tax on the wages o~ en~· 
"UndN;lri.i.IJ:,-o.;•· J'JUV',' been in exiHll~ncc jn this "' e e ore e country. ploycs, a 3.5(i0 tax on employer's pn.yrolls, 
country r.lnn> 18~2. Numerous statutory New York Rurus CUTHBERTSON and matching eontl'ibu\ions from the ledtt•ai revenues. 

ze~like 
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(b )(6) 

Vincent A. Schiano 
Chief Trial Attorney 

Ira Fieldsteel 
Special Inquiry Officer 

~ - --~--- ------·--- -----; ........ ---~----

Brief Al 7 59 7 321 John Lennon 
I foko Ono Lennon 

JuJy 31> 1972 

There is forwarded herewith a copy of the transcript in tbe above matter. 

rn accordance with your r~uest of July 10, 1972 you are hereby 'granted 

until Auguet 30, 1972 to subMit your brief in this matter. 

Will you please serve a copy of your brief on Mr. Wildes as well, 
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STATEMENT OF RELEVANT FACTS 

Respondents JOHN and YOKO LENNON 

are charged with deportability under Sections 

24l(a)(2) and (9) of the Immigration and Nation

ality Act, in that they remained in the United 

States after February 29, 1972, without authority 

and in that they abandoned their nonimmigrant 

intention and are in violation of status. 

Respondents denied certain factual 

allegations and the legal conclusions of deport

ability at the hearing. Respondent JOHN LENNON's 

testimony was the only evidence of deportability 

on the contested issues of fact which was pre

sented at the hearing. 

Respondent YOKO ONO LENNON is fully 

eligible for permanent residence, having been 

granted ''third preference'' status and being other

wise eligible for residency under the immigration 

laws, either as a third preference or a nonpref

erence applicant. She may indeed have been a 

permanent resident throughout these proceedings. 
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Respondent JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON has 

also been granted "third preference" status; how

ever, the Government contends that Mr. Lennon is 

ineligible for adjustment of status pursuant to 

Section 245 of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 

for which he has duly applied, on the sole ground 

specified in Section 212(a)(23) of the Act in that 

he is an alien ''who has been convicted of a viola

tion of ••. any law or regulation relating to the 

illicit possession of or traffic in narcotic drugs 

or marihuana ... " This is based upon the conceded 

fact that on November 28, 1968, respondent JOHN 

LENNON was established guilty (by way of plea) to 

having ''in his possession a dangerous drug to wit 

cannabis resin without being duly authorized," 

contrary to Regulations 3 Dangerous Drugs (No. 2); 

Dangerous Drugs Act 1965 (a British statute). This 

being his only offense, a fine was imposed by the 

Magistrate. At the time of the offense Mr. Lennon 

was not aware that he was in "possession" of 

cannabis resin. 

At the deportation hearing, Dr. 

Lester Grinspoon, one of the most outstanding 

American medical authorities on the subject of 

marijuana, whose qualifications were conceded by 

3 
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the Government, testified that in his expert opinion 

"cannabis resin" was neithe:n· a narcotic drug nor 

marijuana. No evidence to the contrary was produced 

at the hearing. 

Respondents moved to terminate tllese 

proceedings both before and after the Government's 

case was presented, as well as at the close of 

respondents' case. Decision on the motions was 

reserved. 

4 
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STATUTES REFERRED TO 

Dangerous Drugs Act 1965 (British) 

Sec. 1. "The drugs to which this 
Part of this Act applies are 
raw opium, coca leaves, poppy
straw, cannabis, cannabis resin 
and all preparations of which 
cannabis resin forms the base.'' 

Sec. 5. "If a person--
(a) being the occupier of any 
premises, permits those premises 
to be used for the purpose of 
smoking cannabis or cannabis 
resin or of dealing in cannabis 
resin (whether by sale or other
'llise); or 
(b) is concerned in the manage
ment of any premises used for 
any such purpose as aforesaid; 

he shall be guilty of an 
offence against this Act." 

Sec. 24. "(l) In this Act the fol
lowing expressions have the 
meanings hereby assigned to 
them respectively, that is to 
say:--

''cannabis" (except where used 
in the expression 'cannabis resin') 
means the flowering or fruiting 
tops of any plant of the genus 
cannabis from which the resin has 
not been extracted, by whatever 
name they may be designated; 

''cannabis resin'' means the sep
arated resin, whether crude or 
purified, obtained from any plant 
of the genus cannabis; ... " 

5 
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The Dangerous Drugs (No. 2) Regulations 1964 (British) 

Sec. 3. "A person shall not be in 
possession of a drug unless he 
is generally so authorized or, 
under this Regulation, so li
censed or authorised as a member 
of a group, nor otherwise than in 
accordance with the provisions of 
these Regulations and, in the case 
of a person licensed or authorized 
as a member of a group, with the 
terms and conditions of his licence 
or group authority." 

Sec. 9. ''(1) A person shall not be 
in possession of a drug or prepar
ation unless he is generally au
thorised or, under this Regulation, 
so licensed with the provisions 
of these Regulations and, in the 
case of a person licensed or au
thorised as a member of a group, 
with the terms and conditions of 
his licence of group authority." 

Sec. 20. ''For the purposes of these 
Regulations a person shall be 
deemed to be in possession of a 
drug if it is in his actual cus
tody or is held by some other 
person subject to his control or 
for him and on his behalf." 

Immigration and Nationality Act 

Sec. 212(a) Except as otherwise pno~ 
vided in this Act, the following 
classes of aliens shall be in
eligible to receive visas and 
shall be excluded from admission 
into the United States: 

(23) Any alien who has been con
victed of a violation of, or a 
conspiracy to violate, any law 
or regulation relating to the 
illicit possession of or traffic 
in narcotic drugs or marihuana, 

6 
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or who has been convicted of 
a violation of, or a conspiracy 
to violate, any law or regula-
tion governing or controlling 
the taxing, manufacture, pro
duction, compounding, transpor
tation, sale, exchange, dispensing, 
giving away, importation, exporta
tion, or the possession for the 
purpose of the manufacture, pro
duction, compounding, transporta
tion, sale, exchange, dispensing, 
giving away, importation, or ex
portation of opium, coca leaves, 
heroin, marihuana, or any salt 
derivative or preparation of opium 
or coca leaves, or isonipecaine 
or any addiction-forming or ad
diction-sustaining opiate; or any 
alien who the consular officer or 
immigration officers know or have 
reason to believe is or has been 
an illicit trafficker in any of 
the aforementioned drugs;" 

Sec. 24l(a) Any alien in the United 
States (including an alien crew
man) shall, upon the order of the 
Attorney General, be deported 
who-

(2) entered the United States 
without inspection or at any time 
or place other than as designated 
by the Attorney General or is in 
the United States in violation of 
this Act or in violation of any 
other law of the United States; 

(9) was admitted as a nonimmigrant 
and failed to maintain the nonim
migrant status in which he was 
admitted or to which it was changed 
pursuant to section 248, or to 
comply with the conditions of any 
such status; 

7 
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(11) is, or hereafter at any time 
after entry has been, a narcotic 
drug addict, or who at any time 
has been convicted of a violation 
of, or a conspiracy to violate, 
any law or regulation relating to 
the illicit possession of or traf
fic in narcotic drugs or mari-
huana, or who has been convicted 
of a violation of, or a conspiracy 
to violate, any law or regulation 
governing or controlling the taxing, 
manufacture, production, compounding, 
transportation, sale, exchange, dis
pensing, giving away, importation, 
exportation, or the possesion for 
the purpose of the manufacture, pro
duction, compounding, transporta
tion or exportation of opium, coca 
leaves, heroin, marihuana, any 
salt derivative or preparation of 
opium or coca leaves or isonipe
caine or any addiction-forming or 
addiction-sustaining opiate;'' 

8 
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ISSUES PRESENTED 

I. Whether respondents' motion to terminate the 
deportation proceedings should be granted. 

II. Whether the deportation proceedings should 
be terminated because the Government has not 
sustained its burden of proof by clear, un
equivocal and convincing evidence that the 
facts as alleged in each separate bails for 
deportation are true. 

III: Whether respondent John Lennon's conviction 
under the British statute acts as a bar to his 
application for permanent residence under 
Section 212(a)(23) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act. 

IV: Whether Section 212(a)(23) is unconstitutional 
as it relates to ''illicit possession of 
marijuana." 

9 
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POINT I: RESPONDENTS' MOTION TO TERMINATE THE 
BEPORATION PROCEEDINGS SHOULD BE 
GRANTED. 

A. The Service has violated its own 
rules and should be prevented from 
continuing such violation. 

The Operations Instructions governing 

the practice and procedures of the Immigration and 

Naturalization Service provide as follows: 

'' ... an otherwise eligible alien 
who has not heretofore filed a 
§245 application shall normally 
be afforded an opportunity to 
file such an application prior 
to the institution of deportaticn 
proceedings." Op. Inst. Sec. 
245.1 (April 8, 1970), 

These proceedings were begun after the respondents 

filed third preference petitions. Therefore, it 

is clear beyond any doubt that Mrs. Yoko Lennon 

came clearly within this rule and it is amply 

clear that the Government has wi]fully disobeyed 

its own regulaticn in this case. This action by 

the Service goes beyond the exercise of discretion 

to disregard a rule safeguarding an alien's rights. 

It appears settled that a Federal 

District Court would have jurisdiction to grant 

relief in the nature of mandamus if official con-

10 
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duct has "gone so far beyond any rational exer

cise of discreti m ... " and to compel an admini

strative agency, even the United States Army, to 

follow its own regulations. United States ex rel. 

Schonbrun v. Commanding Officer, 403 F.2d 371 

(2d Cir. 1968); Feliciano v. Laird, 426 F.2d 424 

(2d Cir. 1970); Massignani v. Immigration and 

Naturalization Service, 313 F.Supp. 251, aff'd 

438 F.2d 1276 (7th Cir. 1971). 

Yet the respondents need not resort 

to an action in the nature of mandamus when the 

Government is on clear notice that it has failed 

to follow its own regulations. The Special 

Inquiry Officer is in a position to at once term

inate the within proceedings on that ground alone: 

that the respondents were not offered an opportunity 

to apply for adjustment of status as required by 

the Service's own Operations Instruction, supra; 

moreover, the Service's failure to comply with its 

own rules and regulati ms is a denial of due process 

to the respondents. United States ex rel. Rudick. 

v. Lairg, 412 F.2d 16 (2d Cir. 1969), Hammond v. 

Lenfest, 398 F.2d 705 (2d Cir., 1968). 

If this were the only violation of its 

11 
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own rules by the Service, the Special Inquiry 

Officer might conceivably ignore such a violation 

of practice, rules and regulations as "harmless 

error." However, other violations of practice and 

law have occurred; the respondents in this pro

ceeding were in fact compelled to c anmence an 

action in the nature of mandamus to compel the 

District Director to perform another mandatory 

act which was encompassed by the Service's own 

rules and regmlations, namely, to adjudicate 

respondents' third preference petitions, a duty 

required to be performed by the Service by statute. 

[See Lennon and ano. v. Marks, 72 Civ. 1784, U.S. 

District Court, Southern District of N.Y., which 

resulted in the Director's granting of respondents' 

''third preference" petitions.] 

The continued failure to follow es

tablished rules by the Service in this case, must 

compel the Special Inquiry Officer to terminate 

these prroeedings as having been commenced and 

maintained with the continued effect of denying 

respondents the due process to which they are en

titled by virtue of the United States Constitution. 

12 
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B. The Service has violated its own 
invariable agency ¥ractice regard
ing commencement o proceedings in 
cases with humanitarian aspects 
and those with approved third pre
ference petitions, and should be 
prevented from continuing such 
violation. 

It is one of the most respected and 

honored practices of the Immigration Service to 

make every possible effort not to separate fami

lies in any respect whatsoever. Respondents re-

spectfully requrest the Special Inquiry Officer 

to take administrative notice of the fact that 

cases involving the very young, the elderly, the 

infirm, people who will be discriminated against 

in other countries if deported, and those who are 

13 

parents of children whose cases present humanitarian 

aspects, are all the types of cases in which the 

Service would normally desist from commencing de

portation proceedings, unless therw were some special 

circumstances not normally present. 

It is the respondents' contention that 

it is the Service's invariable policy that in a 

case such as the present one, where an American 

citizen child is in danger of losing her parents, 

and where two American courts have awarded the 

respondents custody upon the condition that the 
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parents remain within the territorial bounds of 

the United States, the Service would decline to 

commence deportation proceedings, but rather would 

grant extensions of temporary stay or grant an 

extended voluntary departure privilege to accom

modate the humanitarian aspects of the case. In 

the instant case, the Service departed from this 

invariable practice and humanitarian policy. 

14 

Although by letter dated May 1, 1972 

the respondents, through counsel, attempted to 

obtain information pursuant to Section 552 of the 

Administrative Procedure Act, 5 U.S.C.A. §552 

(commmnly known as the Freedom of Information Act), 

the Government has failed to properly respond to 

such letter and has indeed failed to supply the 

information. Respondents are even now unable to 

properly brief and argue their position, since 

decisions by the Service not to commence deportation 

proceedings against persons in the position of the 

respondents are unpublished, and known to the Ser

vice alone. This "invariable practice" (not to 

commence deportation proceedings in a case like the 

one herein) has been held by the Courts to be given 
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great weight, unless unreasonable or flatly contrary 

to the statute. United States ex rel. Knauff v. 

McGrath, 181 F.2d 839 (2d Cir. 1950). 

Nevertheless, the Service insists 

on varying its "invariable practice" in the case of 

respondents alone, without apy justifiable reason; 

in fact, without any reason whatsoever. 

The proceedings should be terminated 

on this ground alone, and that the Special Inquiry 

Officer has the power to so do is clear from the 

statute and regulatims. 8 C.F.R. 242.7, 242.8 

Moreover, an unvaried practice exists, 

except in the case of exchange visitors, to 

permit aliens who are the beneficiaries of approved 

third preference petitions to remain in the United 

States until their applications for permanent resi

dence can be filed administratively and adjudicated. 

This practice was similarly not followed in this 

case, where even the approval of the petitions was 

not forthcoming without judicial intervention. The 

institution of proceedings in such cases is a rarity, 

particularly where the public interest in an artist 

is so pronounced. 
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In view of the fact that a motion was 

made by respondents on June 28, 1972 to defer con

sideration on this point of law until the government, 

by a knowledgeable representative, is deposed as to 

the subject matter of this point, peculiarly in the 

knowledge of the Service and not avilable elsewhere, 

we respectfully request permission to file a supple

mentary brief on this point at a later date. 

c . The Government has failed to show 
a compelling state interest in 
excluding the respondents from the 
United States. 

The Supreme Court of the United States 

has ruled that the First Amendment to the United 

States Constitution guarantees the American citiz-

enry the inalienable right to hear, read, and other

wise receive artistic communications free from gov

ernmental interference. E.g., Stanley v. Georgia, 

394 u.s. 556; Caldwell v. United States, 434 F.2d 

1081, (9th Cir. 1970. 

In Mandel v. Mitchell, 325 F.Supp. 620 

(E.D.N.Y. 1971), cert. granted __ u.s._(l971), 

a case concerning the exclusion from this country 
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of a Marxist scholar by the Immigration and Natur-

alization Service, the Court Stated: 

"The concern of the First Amendment 
is not with a non-resident alien's 
individual and peEsonal interest in 
entering and being heard, but with 
the rights of the citizens of the 
country to have the alien enter and 
to hear him explain and seek to de
fend his views." 325 F.Supp. 620, at 
631. 

The American public therefore has a 

right, a Constitutional right, to enjoy the artis-

tic presence of the respondents herein; and prior 

to the Government's exclusion of these two great 

artists, the Government must demonstrate that a 

compelling state interest will be served by ex-

17 

eluding them and that there is no alternative other 

than the drastic remedy of deportation. See 

Shelton v. Tucker, 364 u.s. 479 (1960). 

It goes without saying that no such 

compelling state interest has been demonstrated by 

the Govern,ment in this case, nor could it be shown. 

On the contrary, the Government has, by approving 

the respondents' third-preference applications, 

conceded the great artistic worth of these to in-

dividuals to the American public and the American 

scene, by its finding that they are artists "who 
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because of their exceptional ability in the ... arts 

will substantially benefit prospectively the national 

economy, cultural interests or welfare of the 

United States." 8 U.S.C.A. 1153(2)(3). 

D. Maintenance of these proceedings 
prevents restyondents from com
plying with .s. Court orders. 

Whether the child Kyoko, a U.S. 

citizen, is a necessary party to such proceedings 

against her parents is debatable; nevertheless no 

case has been decided squarely on point with the 

within proceeding because in these proceedings court 

custody orders are involved which are not present 

in the other decided cases. 

The District Director (and after com-

mencement of deportation proceedings, the Special 

Inquiry Officer) has the power, in his discretion 

and on the basis of appealing humanitarian factors, 

to cancel and terminate deportation proceedings. 

The determination whether to withhold or terminate 

deportation proceedings is clearly discretionary. 

8 C.F.R. 242.7; Millan-Garcia v. INS, 343 F.2d 825 

(9th Cir. 1965), vacated and remanded, 382 U.S. 69. 

2662 



In the present case, Kyoko, an Ameri

can citizen, is being held incommunicado by her 

natural father in coneempt of two court orders. 

His only ally is the Immigration Service in this 

contemptuous behavior. Respondents have been 

awarded temporary custody of Kyoko with the strict 

proviso that they raise Kyoko within the territorial 

limits of the United States. A U.S. Circuit Court 

of Appeals has affirmed the custody order. The 

Government, however, seeks to remove the respondents 

on the ground that they have overstayed their time 

in this country, not based on some objective failure 

on respondents' part but by first revoking their 

permission to stay, for apprently no justifiable 

reason, and by then declaring them illegal over

stays. The posture taken by the Service, that it 

has no alternative but to enforce the law is 

ironic, for the law requires the Service to grant 

visitors the time necessary to accopplish their 

temporary purposes, and mandates that this duty be 

carried out with regard to human problems and human 

dignity. The Service abrogated its duty in this 

case. The failure on the part of the District Dir-

19 
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ector to cancel these proceedings was a flagrant 

abuse of his discretionary powers under the Regula

tions, in view of the compelling humanitarian in

terests prevailing in this case. The failure on the 

part of the Special Inquiry Officer to terminate 

these proceedings wou~d be, for the same reasons, 

an abrogation of his discretionary power, which 

power can only be measured in degrees of humanitar

ianism. The Service has, in the exercise of sound 

administrative discretion, cancelled deportation pro

ceedings for compassionate or humanitarian reasons 

in many cases because of an alien's health, age, or 

family circumtances and no less a remedy is adequate 

here. 

The compelling and almost tragic family 

circumstances surrounding Kyoko and her natural 

father's attempt to remain.: in contempt of two Ameri

can Court decrees until the Government has removed 

her temporary guardians, warrants an exercise of 

special humanitarianism, and the respondents re

spectfully suggest that the Special Inquiry Officer 

so act in this case. 
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POINT II: THE DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS SHOULD BE 
TERMINATED BECAUSE THE GOVERNMENT HAS 
NOT SUSTAINED ITS BURDEN OF PROOF BY 
CLEAR, UNEQUIVOCAL AND CONVINCING 
EVIDENCE THAT THE FACTS AS ALLEGED IN 
EACH SEPARATE BASIS FOR DEPORTATION 
ARE TRUE. 

21 

According to some of the older decisions, 

where the alien's entry was unlawful, he had the 

burden of establishing his right to remain. On the 

other hand, where entry was lawful and deportation 

is sought on the ground that by his subsequent con• 

duct the alien in question had lost the right to re-

main, as in the instant case, the view has been taken 

that the burden is on the government to show that the 

alien has committed some act or offense by which, 

under the Immigration Act, he has lost his right to 

remain. Hughes v. Tropello, 296 F. 306 (3rd Cir., 

1924). In Hughes the Court held that the presumption 

of innocence exists in the alien's favor and that 

it is by virtue of the due process clause of the 

Constitution that the burden is placed upon the 

Government to establish the facts warranting the 

alien's deportation. See also United States ex rel. 

Bilokumsky v. Tod, 263 U.S. 149, 44 S.Ct. 54 (1923), 

Wood v. Hoy, 266 F.2d U25 (9th Cir., 1959), Rodriques 
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v. Immigration and Naturalization Service, 3~9 F.2d 

129 (3rd Cir., 196e), and Werrmann v. Perkins, 79 

F.2d 467 (7th Cir., 1935). 

Prior to the decision in Woodby v. 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, infra, 

when the test was one requiring only "reasonable, 

substantial and probative evidence", Courts had 

still held that where inferences were inconsistent, 

and the evidence gave equal support to each infer

ence, the test of substantial evidence is not met. 

N.L.R.B. v. Shen-Valley Meat Packers, Inc., 211 

F.2d 289, 293 (4th Cir., 1954), Zito v. Moutal, 

174 F.Supp. 531 (N.D.Ill., 1959), and Sawkow v. 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, 314 F.2d 

34, 38 ( 3rd Cir., 1963). Therefore, even prior 

to the Supreme Court's definitive ruling on the 

issue which establishes a stricter rule, the rule 

in existence would have prevented a finding of 

deportability under the facts presented at the 

hearing in the instant case. 

However, Woodby v. Immigration and 

Naturalization Service, 385 U.S. 276, 87 S.Ct. 483, 

17 L.Ed. 2d 362 (1966) changed the rule. The Su

preme Court therein was presented with the question 
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in two cases (one arising in the Second Circuit, 

the other in the Sixth) as to what burden of proof 

the Government must sustain in deportation proceed-

ings. The Court concluded that the substantial 

evidence rule was improper and that it is incumbent 

upon the Government in such proceedings to establish 

the facts supporting deportability by ''clear, un-

equivocal, and convincing evidence.'' 

"To be sure, a deportation proceeding 
is not a criminal prosecution. Harisades 
v. Shaughnessy, 342 U.S. 580, 72 S.Ct. 
512, 96 L.Ed. 586. But it does not syl
logistically follow that a person may be 
banished from this country upon no higher 
degree of proof than applies in a negligence 
case. This Court has not closed its eyes 
to the drastic deprivations that may follow 
when a resident of this country is compelled 
by our Government to forsake all the bonds 
formed here and go to a foreign land ... In 
words apposite to the question before us, 
we have spoken of 'the solidity of proof 
that is required for a judgment entailing 
the consequences of deportation ... '' 

"In denaturalization cases the Court 
has required the Government to establish 
its allegations by clear, unequivocal, 
and convincing evidence. The same burden 
has been imposed in expatriation cases. 
That standard of proof is no stranger to 
the civil law. 

"No less a burden of proof is appropri
ate in deportation proceedings. The im
mediate hardship of deportation is often 
greater than that inflicted by denatural
ization, which does not, immediately at 
least, result in expulsion from our shores. 
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And many resident aliens have lived in 
this country longer and established 
stronger family, social, and economic 
ties here than some who have become 
naturalized citizens." 

"We hold that no deportation order 
may be entered unless it is found by 
clear, unequivocal and convincing evi
dence that the facts alleged as grounds 
for deportation are true." 385 u.s. 
276, 277, 87 S.Ct. 483, 484, 17 L.Ed. 
2d 363. 

The proposition has been, of course, 
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followed and was recently reiterated in Nason v. 

Immigration and Naturalization Service, 394 F. 

2d 223 (2d Cir., 1968). 

It is not surprising, therefore, that 

almost the exact statement is now incorporated in 

the Code of Federal Regulations: 

"A determination of deportabil-
ity shall not be valid unles it 
is found by clear, unequivocal, 
and convincing evidence that the 
facts alleged as grounds for de
portation are true." 8 CFR 242.14(a). 

Respondents are charged under Section 

24l(a)(9) and 241 (a)(2) of the Immigration and 

Nationality Act as having, after admission as non

immigrants, "failed to comply with the conditions 

of such status", and "remained in the United States 
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for a longer time than permitted." Respondents 

denied both conclusions of law. 

25 

In order for the Government to sustain 

either of its charges, it is necessary that it prove 

the factual allegations of the Order to Show Cause 

which were put in issue by respondents' denial, by 

clear, convincing and unequivocal evidence. The 

only evidence adduced by the Government on these 

issues was the testimony given by respondent John 

Lennon. No independent evidence was offered. 

Mr. Lennon testified, in a highly 

equivocal manner, that he was unable to fix upm 

any specific intention because his plans deROded 

upon the status of the desperate daily search for 

Kyoko and of legal proceedings which were still in 

process in two different jurisdictions. This is, 

submittedly, a legitimate temporary purpose and, 

on the issue of abandonment of temporary purpose, is 

so inconclusive as to fall below the standard of 

proof prescribed by decisional law and regulaion 

for the government to prove its case on deportability. 
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. . 

POINT III: RESPONDENT JOHN LENNON'S CONVICTION 
UNDER THE BRITISH STATUTE IS NOT 
INCLUDED IN SECTION 212(a)(23) OF THE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT AS A 
BAR TO HIS APPLICATION FOR PERMANENT 
RESIDENCE • 

26 

A. Analysis of the British statute under 
which respondent John Lennon was 
convicted demonstrates that the statute 
did not require proof of "mens rea'' 
for a conviction, and that a conviction 
could thus be obtained without proof 
that the accused was aware that he 
possessed a forbidden substance. 

The British statute under which Mr. 

Lennon was convicted has long been a controversial 

one, to say the least. The statute (The Dangerous 

Drugs Act 1965; the Dangerous Drugs (No.2) Regula

tions 1964) [hereinafter referred to as the ACT and 

the REGULATIONS, respectively] concerns possesion of 

various controlled substances listed in various 

schedules. The specific section at issue herein 

is Section 3 of the REGULATIONS, which briefly sum-

marized, states that "a person shall not be in pos-

session of a drug unless he is generally so author-

ised ... " The statute does not specify that pos-

session must be "knowingly'' or ''with knowledge'' and 

prescribes, therefore, an absolute or insurer's 

liability. 
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The controversy over the statute appar

ently commenced upon its enactment, and culminated 

in the case of Lockyer v. Gibb, (1966) 3 W.L.R. 84, 

130 J.P. 306, 110 S.J. 507, 2 All E.R. 653, which 

remained the leading interpretation of the statute 

prior to any decision by the House of Lords. 

In Lockyer, a Queen's Bench Division 

decision, the appellant was stopped by the police, 

and in a large bag which she was carrying was found 

a small brown bottle containing tablets. The ap

pellant said that she did not know what the tablets 

were and that a friend had given them to her to 

look after for him. When asked for his name, she 

gave a different explanation saying that she was 

in a cafe with him and some other people when the 

police came in, and he must have dumped them on 

her. On analysis, the tablets were found to be a 

"dangerous drug" as defined by the ACT and REGULA

TIONS, The appellant was charged with possessing 

the tablets without being duly authorised, contary 

to Section 9 of the REGULATIONS [Note that Section 

9 is almost identical in language to Section 3, 

the Section here at issue.] 

27 

2671 



The appellant contended that she did 

not know what was in the bottle, nor what the tab

lets contained. The lower court (Magistrate) con

victed the appellant, being of the opinion that 

the offense was sufficiently constituted by her 

being in unauthorized possession of a bottle con

taining the dangerous drug (morphine sulphate), 

notwithstanding she did not know the contents of 

the bottle and that her contention that mens rea 

was an essential ingredient of the charge was not 

well founded. 

On appeal, the Queen's Bench Division 

affirmed and dismissed the appela, stating that 

Section 9 of the REGULATIONS "on the face of it 

imposed an absolute liability" subject to license 

and authorization, and, while it was necessary to 

show (as had been shown) that the appellant knew 

that she had the article which turned out to be a 

drug, it was not necessary that she should know that 

in fact it was a drug. 

The Court in Lockyer, supra, by Lord 

Parker, C .J., discussed the aspects of both "mens 

rea" and "possession." 
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"In my judgment, before one comes 
to a consideration of a necessity 
for mens rea or, as it is sometimes 
said, a consideration of whether the 
regulation imposed an absolute 
liability, it is of course necessary 
to consider possession itself. In 
my judgment, it is quite clear that 
a person cannot be said to be in pos
session of some article which he or 
she does not realise is, or may be, 
in her handbag, in her room, or in 
some other place over which she has 
control.'' 2 All E.R. 653, 655. 

However, as to the appellant's further contention 

that she could not be convicted unless it is 

proved that she was knowingly in possession of 

drugs, the Court stated that it was "not necessary 

that she should know that in fact it was a drug .•. " 

2 All E.R. 653, 656. The Court also stated: 

"I cannot, though it is not con
clusive, omit from consideration 
the fact that the word "knowingly" 
does not appear before "possession"." 
2 All E.R. 653, 656. 

The Court referred to Beaver v. R., 

S.C.R. 531 (1957), a Canadian Court of Appeal of 

Ontario decision, in which a divided court (3-2) 

had held just the opposite under a similar Canadian 

statute, and stated that he preferred the Canadian 

"dissenting judgment". The Lockyer decision was 

uananimous. 

29 

2673 



Lockyer, supra, was followed religiously 

by the lower courts in literally hundreds of cases, 

and by the Court of Appeal, Criminal Division, in 

R. v. Warner, 1 W.L.R. 1209; 131 J.P. 485; 111 S.J. 

559 (1967); 3 All E.R. 93; 51 Cr. App. R. 437 (1967). 

In Warner police stopped the driver 

of a van and in the van was found one case containing 

bottles of perfume and another case containing 

twenty thousand amphetamine sulphate tablets. The 

appellant testified that he had picked up both cases 

thinking both to be perfume and that he did not know 

that one case contained any drugs whatsoever. The 

jury was directed that absence of knowledge by the 

appellant of what the second parcel contained went 

only to mitigation (as per the rule of Lockyer, 

supra) of sentence and could not be considered as 

a defense. 

On appeal to the Court of Appeal, the 

lower court's judgment was affirmed. The Court, 

considering and applying Lockyer in its totality, 

held that the offense was one of absolute liability 

and the fact that the appellant did not know what 

the second parcel contained was no defense. The 

appeal was dismissed. 
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Warner was appealed further, and cul-

minated in the first House of Lords decision on the 

issue. Warner v. Metropolitan Police Commissioner, 

2 All E.R. 356 (1968, decided on May 2, 1968. 

In a 39-page decision, the five Lords 

thoroughly discussed all the issues. The only 

solid holding of all five Lords was that the appeal 

should be dismissed. Lord Reid, in a sole dissenting 

opinion, although he concurred in dismissing the 

appeal, believed that it should be a defense that 

the person convicted did not know that what was 

in his actual possession was a drug prohibited by 

law to be in his possession. Two Lords thoughtc 

that the defendant should have a reasonable oppor

tunity to detect the contents; two Lords thought 

that the statute was reasonable as interpreted by 

Lockyer, supra, and by the lower courts. 

Lord Reid was clearly upset, and 

rightly so, with the interpretation of the statute 

by the decision: 

''Any person may, and most people do, 
from time to time take into their 
custody an apparently innocent pack
age without ascertaining what it 
contains, without having the slight
est reason to suspect that it may 
contain anything out of the ordinary, 
and indeed without having any right to 
open the package and see what is in 
it. If every person who takes such a 
package into his custody must do so at 
his peril, then this goes immensely 
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farther than any enactment imposing 
aboolute liability has yet been held 
to go, and I refuse to believe that 
Parliament can ever have intended such 
an oppressive result.'' 2 All E.R. 356, 
366. 

Lord Reid gave a further example: 

'' .•. suppose that an innkeepr is 
handed ... a box or package by a guest 
for safe keeping. He has no right to 
open the box--it may be locked. If 
he is todl truthfully what is in it, 
it may be right to say that he is in 
possession of the contents; but what 
if he is todl nothing, or is told 
that it contains jewellery and it 
contains prohibited drugs? It may 
contain nothing but drugs or it may 
contain both jewellery and drugs or 
it may be an antique trinket appar
ently empty but containg drugs hidden 
in a small scret recess. It would 
in my opinion be irrational to draw 
distinctions and say that in one such 
case he is in possession of the drugs 
and therefore guilty of an offence, but 
not in another. It is for that 
reason that I cannot agree with the 
contention that if the possessor of 
a box genuinely believes that there 
is nothing in the box then he is not 
in possession of the contents, but 
that on the other hand if he knows 
there is something in it he is in 
possession of the contents though they 
may turn out to be something quite 
unexpected.'' 2 All E.R. 356, 368. 
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Unfortunately, Lord Reid's discussion 

remains dicta. The appeal was decided on a tech-

nical ground, leaving the Lockyer interpretation to 

stand as law, although called into question quite 

seriously by at least three of the five Lords. 

(The appeal was dismissed on the ground that since 

the Lords could not believe that any reasonable jury 

would accept the appellant's story, and would be 

certain to return a verdict of guilty, there was 

no miscarriage of justice in the case, and the 

appeal should be dismissed under Section 4 of the 

Criminal Appeal Act 1966,) 

With respect to the other Lords' 

opinions, it has been said that 

"When we turn to the majority 
judgments we find that their·. 
Lordships seem to have had little 
difficulty in holding that Parlia
ment intended an absolute offence 
when it enacted ..• the Drugs Act 
1964." "Possession of Drugs and 
Absolute Liability", 84 Law Quat. 
Rev. 382, 387. 

See also "Possession of Drugs--The Mental Element", 

26 Cambridge Law J. 179. 
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This was the status of the law when the 

respondent, John Lennon, pleaded guilty to violation 

of the ACT and REGULATIONS. No "mens rea" was present 

as an element to be proved by the prosecution; abso

lute liability prevailed. One neeaJthe necessary 

mental intent to possess the ''container'', but the 

statute was automatic with respect to the "contents." 

No mens rea whatsoever was necessary for prosecution 

or conviction with respect to the "contents". In 

the respondent's case, the "dnagerous drug" was 

found inside Mr. Lennon's binocular case which had 

only recently been delivered to Mr. Lennon's home, 

and which had been in the possession of many others 

for a period of the previous six months. Mr. Lennon 

was totally unaware of the contents of the binocular 

case. 

Therefore, the British statute, wh~ch 

was considered carefully by the House of Lords of 

England, and which had caused great controversy in 

the legal establishment in England, was consistently 

held to be one of "strict liability'', and the fact 

that the defendant had no knowledge that he was in 

possession of a drug was not a defense to its pros-

ecution it was an element which could only be 

pleaded in mitigation of punishment. 
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Under Section 5(b) of the REGULATIONS, 

the House of Lords later held that "mens rea" was 

a necessary element for prosecution. Sweet v. 

Parsley, 1 All E.R. 347 (1969), in a case decided 

some time after Mr. Lennon pleaded in his case. 

Section 5(b), however, deals with the duties of a 

landlDrd (see text of statute, supra) 

In Sweet the defendant was a tenant 

of a farmhouse. After moving out, she sub-let the 

rooms to various sub-tenants, and occasionally vis

ited the house to collect rent. After a search, 

the police found small quanitties of drugs. The 

defendant was charged with being concerned in the 

management of premises which were used for the pur

pose of smoking cannabis or cannabis resin contrary 

to Section 5(b), The lower Court, Queen's Hench 

Division, upheld the trial court and the conviction 

and held that although the fact that appellant was 

tenant of the house and thus responsible for its 

rent and maintenance did not of itself establish 

that she was concerned in the management of the 

premises, yet the fustices were fully entitled to 

hold that the appellant was concerned in the man

agement of the premises under all the circumstances 
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of the case. The fact that Miss Sweet was unaware 

that the premises were being used for the purpose 

of smoking dangerous drugs was held to be no defense. 

2 All E.R. 337 et seq. (1968) . 

The opinion in Sweet was written by 

Lord Parker, C.J., the author of Lockyer, supra, 

and was decided eleven days after the House of 

Lords decision in Warner, supra; absolute liability 

still prevailed. It was clear, however, that this 

matter should go to the House of Lords for a thor

ough review, which it finally did. 

The House of Lords considered the ap

peal and reversed the Queen's Bench Division. 1 

All E.R. 347 (1969), decided January 23, 1969. The 

Court held that no offense under Section 5(b) had 

been disclosed since (by three of the Lords) for 

the offense to be committed it must be shown that 

it was the appellant's purpose that the premises 

be used for smoking cannabis; i.e., that she in

tended that the premises be so used; (by two of 

the Lords) that the section required that, before 

conviction, the appellant must be shown to have 

had knowledge of the particular purpose to which the 

premises were being put. However, the Lords were 

still split on how best to make a definite ruling 
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on the issue of "mens rea", and the Sweet decision 

unfortunately did not in any way effect the Warner 

rationale, although Sweet did create quite a stir 

in England. 

The difference between Warner and 

Sweet was discussed thoroughly in many law review 

articles and attempts at clarification were made. 

See, for example, "Absolute Liability, 85 Law 

Quat. Rev. 153 (April, 1969); ''Sweet v. Parsley 

and Public Welfare Offences," 32 Mod. L. Rev. 310 

(May, 1969). 

As was said in "Sweet v. Parsley: 

Disappointment and Danger," 

"While all their Lordships .•. commented 
at length on the question of 'mens 
rea' in criminal offences, the 
actual decision rested on an interpre
tation of the meaning of the following 
term in the Subsection: 'a person ... 
concerned in the management or any 
premises (used for the forbidden pur- ' 
puse)'. Their Lordships unanimously 
held that on that question the said 
term must be narrowly interpreted as 
referring only to one who manages 
premises actually and specifically for 
the forbidden purposes, and does not 
apply to a person who manages premises 
for a legal purpose but on which prem
ises unknown to the manager someone is 
conducting an illegal activity." 3 
Manitoba L. J. 63 (1969). 
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And in "Drugs--The Unpurposeful Manager," 27 Camb. 
L.J. 174, at page 177: 

"The decision in Sweet v. Parsley 
is welcome, and it is hoped that 
lower courts will not be less ready 
to infer an intention to dmpose 
strict liability. Legislation is 
still necessary to deal with existing 
cases of strict liability, such as 
Warner [1968] 2 W.L.R. 1303 [Emphasis 
supplied.] 

Therefore, even after Sweet, it was the general 

considered legal consensus that under Sections 

3 and 9 of the REGULATIONS (relevant to our case), 

Warner was still the existing rule and that part of 

the REGULATIONS existed as a "strict liability" 

statute, although Sweet had somewhat changed a 

similar interpretation of Section 5(b). And even 

of Sweet it has been said that, 

''It would be safe to conclude that 
the decision of the House of Lords 
in Sweet v. Parsley is one of the 
most important statements to be 
uttered by the judiciary concerning 
mens rea and crimes of strict lia
bility. However, a reservation must 
be appended to such a conclusion; and 
this would be founded on the lack 
of agreement between some of the Law 
Lords as to the exa e nature of mens 
rea, and on some indecisiveness dis
played by their Lordships as to its 
relationship to crimes of strict lia
bility. "The Mental Element in Drug 
Offences,'' 20 Nor. Ire. L.Q. 370 
(December, 196 

And further, the author continues in ''The Mental 
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Element," 

''Regrettably, it is not possible to 
conclude that the attitude of the 
House of Lords in Sweet v. Parsley 
will necessarily be followed in the 
lower courts; the tenor of Lord Wil
berforce's speech indicates that 
his is a decision on paragrpah (b) 
of section 5 of the Dangerous Drugs 
Act 1965 oMly, and it is to be viewed 
as such. oreover, the House was 
dealing with an offence quite dis
tinct from that which arose in Warner 
[Prosecuting landlords for what their 
tenants did, rather than prosecuting 
simple possessors] and was clearly 
substantially influenced by the social 
implications of holding that s. 5(b) 
did not reqlltire a mental ingredient." 
20 Nor. Ire. L.Q. 370, at 371. 

The law was subsequently repealed in 

England. The Misuee of Drugs Act 1971 has accepted 

the majority view of the House of Lords in Warner, 

and has recently allowed ''lat~ of knowledge'' to be 

a defense. [See Sections 28, et seq.] The same 

act has also reclassified cannabis and cannabis 

resin to be ''Class B'' Drugs, a less harmful category 

including such drugs as codeine, as opposed to 

the old ''Class A'' listing, which included cocaine, 

opium, morphine, etc. 

The 1971 Act repealed the Dangerous 

Drugs Act 1965, and the Dangerous Drugs Act 1967 

which had followed it. 
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B. Only those convictions of marijuana 
possession under circumstances 
which would enable the accused to 
traffic in the substance are included 
in Section 212(a)(23) of the I.N.A. 

Not all convictions for possession of 

marijuana result in excludability or deportability 

under the Immigration and Nationality Act. 

Varga v. Rosenberg, 237 F.Supp 282 

(S,D.Cal., 1964) held that an alien who had been 

convicted under the California statute of being 

under the influence of narcotics was not subject 

to deportation under the federal statute providing 

for deportation of any alien who is convicted of 

a violation "of any law or regulation relating 

to illicit possession of narcotic drugs or marijuana." 

The petitioner, in a habeas corpus 

proceeding, was a Mexican citizen admitted to the 

United States on March 31, 1961 as a permanent 

resident; on December 9, 1963 he was convicted in 

the United States of violating California Health 

and Safety Code Section 11721 which prohibited the 

use of narcotics. On February 7, 1964 the I~igra-

tion Service held a hearing pursuant to an Order 

to Show Cause under Section 24l(a)(ll). 
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The question put by the trial was 

whether the Immigration law's bar included the crime 

of which petitioner was convicted in the California 

court. The legislative history was cited by the 

Service to clearly include this offense (unlawful 

use). The Court stated that "while Congress un-

doubtedly intended to close 'every possible loophole 

where a person had been convdcted of a crime relating 

to the possession of narcotics,' the legislative 

history indicates that the Committee's aim was to 

eliminate traffic in narcotics as distinguished 

from use." 237 F.Supp 282, at 284. The Court quoted 

from the concluding words of the Legislative Com

mittee: 

"Drug addition is not a disease. It 
is a symptom of a mental or psychi
atric disorder. Because contact with 
a drug is an essential prerequisite 
to addiction, elimination of drug 
servility on the part of addicted 
persons can best be accomplished by 
the removal from society of the il
licit ''trafficker.'' It is to this 
end that your committee has taken 
favofable action on H.R. 11619.· 1956 
U.S. Code, Congre. & Adm. News, p. 
3274, et seq., 3281.'' 237 F.Supp 282, 
at p. 284. 
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"Congress undoubtedly has aimed its 
attack upon possession which would 
give the possessor 'such dominion 
and control of the liquor as would 
have given him the power of disposal.' 
The quoted words are borrowed from 
Toney v. United States, 62 App.D.C. 
307, 67 F.2d 573, a case involving 
the crime of possession of liquor.'' 
Var~a v. Rosenb,erg, 237 F.Supp 282, 
at 84. 

Petitioner in Varga was convicted for 

use or being under the influence of narcotics. The 

Court held that the alien was handly in a position 

to traffic in the drug under these circumstances 

and can hardly be said to have had the type of 

possession as would give him such dominion and 

control which would include the power of disposition. 

In Mr. Lennon's situation, a conviction 

was entered although the defendant did not even 

know that he was in possession of the drug, under 

a statute which did not allow proof of lack of know

ledge as a defense. This could not have been the 

type of ''possessionu which Congress contemplated as 

would give respondent such dominion and control as 

to include the power of disposition. The conviction, 

therefore, should not bar an application for adjust

ment of s.tatus. 
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The Varga rationale has been adopted 

as the official view of the Immigration Service. 

In Matter of Sum, decided by the Board of Immigra

tion Appeals on May 22, 1970, Interim Decision 

#2045, the Board overruled all its precedents holding 

that a conviction for unlawful ~ of prosecribed 

drugs makes an alien deportable as one who has been 

~onvicted for unlawful possession of such drugs. 

In that case, the respondent had been convicted of 

violating Section 11720 of the California Health 

and Safety Code in 1941 for "taking or otherwise 

using any narcotics." The Board decided to follow 

Varga, which was never appealed, observing that 

although aware of the decision, the Solicitor Gen

eral of the United States declined to authorize an 

appeal in Varga; it thereby adopted its rationale 

as binding. 

In Matter of Schunck, File Al3 120 

444, 40 L.W. 2687 (decided April 18, 1972), the 

Board of Immigration Appeals held that where an 

alien was convicted of violation of California Health 

and Safety Code Section 11556 (providing that it 

is unlawful to visit or be in any room or place 

where narcotics are being unlawfully smoked or used 

with knowledge that such activities are occurring) 

was not a proper basis for deportation. The Special 
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Inquiry Officer had correctly reasoned that the 

section was broad enough to result in the conviction 

of a defendant who was not himself involved in 

trafficking in marijuana or narcotic drugs. The 

Board affirmed that Section 24l(a)(ll) cannot be 

interpreted to include the conviction of a non

participating bystander under a statute that seeks 

merely to discourage visits to places where nar

cotics are unlawfully used. It was held that it 

was not the intent of Congress to deport an alien 

who finds himself in a place where marijuana or nar

cotics are unlawfully used, each action not being 

realted to trafficking under the Varga rationale. 

44 

In a sense, all laws touching on 

narcotics relate to traffic, even the statute in 

the Varga case. The Immigration law, however, limits 

its concern to those which directly touch upon 

traffic or, in cases of possession convictions, those 

which clearly require the type of possession in which 

there is a power to traffic in or dispose of the 

substance. Knowledge is an essential element of this 

power. It is clear from the British statute and 

caselaw, that the British statute under which respondent 

John Lennon was convicted mandated cmvictions for 

possession regardless of the mental element and that 
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lack of knowledge was not a defense. This is 

indeed what occurred in Lennon's case and was one 

of the prime considerations in his decision to 

plead guilty. As he stated at the hearing the 

"stuff was planted" on him without his knowledge 

in containers that were his. This could not con

ceivably have been the type of "possession'' con

templated by the U.S. Immigration law to render 

him ineligible for residence under Section 212(a) 

(23). In essence, this is Mr. Lennon's major 

contention that he is statutorily eligible for 

permanent residence in the United States. 
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C. The Use of the Dangerous Drugs 
Act of England as a bar to resi
dency under 212(a)(23) would deny 
respondent due process. 

United States law is applicable in 

determining whether a crime committed by an alien 

in another country is a crime of a class which 

will preclude his admission. Giammario v. Hurney, 

311 F.wd 285 (3rd Cir. 1962). It is therefore rel-

evant to consult equivalent U.S. statutes an the 

subject. 

A comprehensive review of the law of 

all fifty (50) states and of nieghboring countries 

is enlightening. It is apparent that the United 

States statutes concerning possession of marijuana 

all require as an element of prosecution and con

viction for violation of said statutes, that the 

defendant be shown to have had possession with 

knowledge of Such possession, i.e., that the 

statutes all contain the "mens rea" requirement 

missing in the Dangerous Drugs Act 1965 and the 

Regulations of 1964 in England. The same is true 

of the Mexican statutes as interpreted by Mexi-

can case law. See Titulo Septima, Delitos contra 

law salud, Capitulo I, Art. 193, 194 et seq., 

Codigo Penal Para El. D.F. Y Territories F; and 

the same has been held true in Canada. (See earlier 
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discussion of Beaver v, R., supra.) Under our 

system, it is considered that the fairness of a 

criminal proceeding and the essential substantive 

and procedural safeguards of the criminal law would 

be endangered by a statute which required no proof 

of criminal intent. See United States v. Fueston, 

426 F,2d 785 (9th Cir, 1970); Griego v. United 

States, 298 F.2d 845 (1962, lOth Cir.); Turner v. 

United States, 396 U.S. 398, 90 S.Ct. 642, 24 L.Ed. 

2d 610 (1970); Casella v. United States (D.N.J., 

1969), and many other well-established cases. 

The Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, adopted 

by forty-six states, Washington, D.C., and Puerto 

Rico provides in Section 2 that it shall be unaaw

ful for any person to manufacture, possess, have 

under his control, sell, prescribe, administer, 

dispense or compound any narcotic drug, except as 

authorized by the Act. In order to convict a 

defendant of the offense of poss~ssion of a narcotic 

drug within the meaning of Section 2 of the Act, it 

is necessary to show that the defendant was aware 

of the presence and character of the particular sub

stance, and was intentionally and consciously in 

possession of it. California, one of the few states 
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which did not ratify the Uniform Narcotic Drug Act, 

has its own statute which has been interpreted to 

require the "mens rea" missing from the British 

statute herein concerned. See Peeple v. Winston, 

293 P.2d 40 (1956); People v. Hancok, 319 P.2d 

731 (1957), and People v. Redrick, 359 P.2d 255 

(1961). Similarly, the Federal statutes, including 

the Food and Drugs Act, the Internal Revenue Act, 

and the Marijuana Tax Act, all require "mens rea." 
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No claim is made that a foreign convic

tion must necessarily conform to constitutional 

guarantees in the United States. What is claimed, 

however, as fundamental law, is that where a foriegn 

conviction was obtained'in a manner where it denied 

due process of law, we are not precluded from 

making further inquiry. Marino v. Holton, 227 F.2d 

886 (7th Cir. 1955), cert denied 350 U.S. 1006; 

and can indeed distregard it as a ground for depor

tation or exclusion. Thus a conviction void on its 

face under local law can be disregarded. United 

States ex rel. Freislinger v. Smith, 41 F.2d 76 7 

(7th Cir. 1930); Wilson v. Carr, 41 F.2d 704 (9th 

Cir. 1930); and a conviction in absentia will not 

be recognized for deportation purposes. Ex Parte 
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Kowerner, 176 F. 478 (E.D. Wash. 1909); Ex Parte 

Watchorn, 160 F. 1014 (S.D.N.Y. 1908). Likewise 

in Gubbels v. Hoy, 261 F.2d 952 (9th Cir. 1958), 

where a military tribunal did not have the same 

safeguards deemed essential to fair trials of 

civilians in federal courts, the Court held that 

a court-martial conviction of larceny and robbery 

would not suffice to warrant a deportation, al

though a cnuviction by a U.S. Federal Court of the 

same crimes would be sufficient to support depor

tation. 

Under British law, there was no 

criminal intent required for conviction of illegal 

drug possession under the law in question (see 

discussion, infra). Innocent possession of a 

package or substance which later proved to be a 

narcotic was held sufficient to result in a con

viction, despite the fact that the accused had no 

knowledge or reason to know the contents of the 

package, nor the nature of the substance it con-

tained. This type of conviction, lacking an 

element which we consider to be essential to 

elementary fairness, is alien and abhorrent to our 

system. Its use as a basis for exclusion from 
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permanent residence of an applicant whose child is 

a United States citizen and whose spouse is qualified 

to obtain residence shortly, is a patent denial of 

due process. 
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D. The legislative hist~y of the 
Immigration Act supports the view 
that Mr. Lennon's conviction is 
not included in Section 212(a)(23). 

There is no definition of marijuana 

in the Immigration Act, nor is there any reference 

to a definition elsewhere. The term is therefore 

ambiguous and reference to Congressional history 

may shed light on its meaning. 

The pertinent legislative history 

surrounding the various amendments to the Sections 

in issue commences in 1956. 

In 1956, Congress, by the Narcotic 

Control Act of 1956, amended Sections 212(a)(23) 

and 24l(a)(ll) by adding identical language to 

include the "illicit possession of narcotics" as 

an additional ground for deporting or excluding 

aliens. However, it was at all times clear from 

the legislative history that the purpose of the 

Narcotic Congrol Act of 1956 was to eliminate 

illicit trafficking in drugs, in order to tighten 

the criminal Federal laws with respect to drugs 
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to prevent the hardened and vicious criminal from 

escaping through loopholes in the law. See 56 

U.S. Code Adm. & Cong. News, 3274 et seq. 

In 1958 and 1959, however, two 

California cases exempted "marijuana" from the 

term "narcotic drugs", and this, apparently, 

created a stir in the legislature. In both cases 

the aliens were Mexican nationals who had been 

convicted under California law of possession of 

marijuana. The aliens contended that marijuana 

was not included in the term "narcotic drugs" as 

it appears in the portion of the above-mentioned 

statutes added by the 1956 amendment. The plain

tiffs' contentions were upheld by the U.S. Dis

trict Court for the Southern District of Califor-· 

nia in Mendoza-Rivera v. Del Guercio, 161 F.Supp. 

473 (1958); and Rojas-Guiterrez v. Hoy, 161 F. 

Supp. 448 (1958). In 1959 the Court of Appeals 

for the Ninth Circuit affirmed the decisions of 

the lower courts affirming the conclusion that 

the aliens were not deportable. 267 F.2d 451 

(9th Cir., 1959); 267 F.2d 490 (9th Cir., 1959). 

The Circuit Court, in discussing the 

1956 amendment and the Congressional purpose in 
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passing the provision, stated that if Congress had 

wished to include marijuana within the definition 

of narcotic drugs in the first part of the statutes 

[the •simple possession" parts] as it had in the 

latter parts [the "possession for the purpose of" 

parts] it would have done so. However, it chose 

not to, and any doubt as to its intent must be re

solved in favor of the alien (see discussion, infra). 

In 1960, to remedy the situation cre

ated by these two cases, Congress enacted a further 

amendment to Sections 212(a)(23) and 24l(a)(ll) by 

adding the words "or marijuana" to the simple pos

session part of the statutes. Cf., 1960 U.S. Code, 

Cong. & Adm News, p. 3124. It did not, however, 

define the term "marijuana." 

The lack of a definition of the word 

"marijuana" in the Immigration and Nationality Act 

leaves its meaning uncertain. The un-rebutted 

evidence is that respondent John Lennon was con

victed of possession of "cannabis resin". It is 

clear from all competent scientific evidence, that 

under common usage (and since Congress failed to 

indicate, common usage must be assumed) marijuana 

does not linclude, nor ~id it include, ''cannabis 

resin", and it is equally clear that "cannabis 
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resin" is not a narcotic drug. In line with the 

rationale of the Court in Mendoza-Rivera and 

Rojas-Guiterrez, supra, if Congress had wished 

to include within the definition of marijuana the 

words "cannabis resin", etc., it would have so 

done. However, it did not, and any doubt as to 

the Congressional purpose (see discussion, infra) 

must be resolved in favor of the alien. 

Should the Government contend that 

although Congress has failed to define the term 

"marijuana" under the Immigration and Nationality 

Act, a tax law definition of the term is implied, 

a clear violation of due process and decisional law 

would follow. The Government's po!ition in such 

case would be contrary to normal rules of statutory 

construction and completely without foundation. 

Congress has, in cases where it wished 

to import a definition from another body of law, 

known how to do so explicitly; for example, in the 

Food and Drugs Act, Section 176a, a direct ref

erence is made to Section 4761 of the Internal 

Revenue Code. No such reference is made in any 

section of the Immigration and !lationality Act 

anywhere in the law, and it should not be supplied 

by implication. 
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It is clear that the failure to in

clude a direct reference to the Internal Revenue 

Code or any otaer specific definition of the term 

'ir..)arijuana" was not an oversight. Moreover, if it 

was a matter which Congress did not actively con

sider and if there was no specific Congressional 

intent on the issue, the resultant ambiguity, upon 

the unquestionable basis of the decisional law and 

principles of statutory interpretation, must be 

resolved in favor of the alien. 

It was likewise never very clear that 

a foreign conviction was intended by Congress to 

be included under 212(a)(23)or 24l(a)(ll) On the 

contrary, the only reference which appears from the 

legislative history that it was the intent to de

port or exclude any alien who had been convicted 

of violation of any of "this Nation's narcotic or 

marihuana laws." See letter to Hen. Emanuel Geller 

from A. Gilmore Flues, Acting Secretary of the 

Treasury, January 12, 1960. 1960 U.S. Code, Cong. 

and Adm. News, p. 3141. A thorough review of all 

the reported court decisions fails to disclose 

even one foreign conviction used as a ground for 

exclusion under Section 212(a)(23). 

The predecessor statute, in fact, 

specifically provided that it covered only statutes 

of any State, territory, possession or of the Dis

trict ofColumbia (Act of February 18, 1931, 8 u.s. 
C.A. §156a) to which was added, by the Alien Reg-

55 

2699 



istration Act of 1940, (Eg: Ch. 439, Third Session 

76th Congress, 54 Stat. 673) the words "any statute 

of the United States.'' U.S. ex rel. Casetta v. 

Watkins, 73 F.Supp. 399 (S.D.N.Y. 1947): 

"Deportation is a proper and effec
tive weapon against aliens who vio
late our laws and relieves the Uni
ted States from the cost of maintain
ing them in our already overcrowded 
jails.'' Senate Report No. 1443, 7lst 
Coagress, 3rd Session. [Emphasis 
supplied] 

Furthermore, it would appear to have 

been the intent of Congress in using the term 

"illicit" to import a type of possession which was 

felonious in nature or at least a knowing possession. 

The use of this adjective, a term nowhere else 

appearing in the Immigration and Naturalization Act, 

to modify the term "possession" excludes its appli-

cability to the instant case, where the ''possession" 

was without the knowledge of the respondent. 
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E. Since deportation visits great 
hardship upon an alien, langua~e 
used by Congress should be str ctly 
construed, and any doubt resolved 
in favor of the alien. 

Deportation may be as severe a punish-

ment as loss of livelihood. Delgadillo v. Carmichael, 

332 u.s. 388, 391, 68 s.ct. 10, 12, 92 L.Ed. 17. 

"[I]t must be remembered that although 

deportation technically is not criminal punishment 

(Johannessen v. United States, 225 U.S. 227, 242, 

32 S.Ct. 613, 617, 56 L.Ed. 1066; Gagajewitz v. 

Adams, 228 U.S. 585, 591, 33 S.Ct. 607, 608, 57 

L.Ed. 978; Mahler v. Eby, 264 U.S. 32, 39, 44 S. 

Ct. 283, 286, 68 L.Ed. 549), it may nevertheless 

visit as great a hardship as the deprivation of 

the right to pursue a vocation or a calling. cr. 

Cummings v. Missouri, 4 Wall. 277, 18 L.Ed. 356; 

Ex parte Garland, 4 Wall. 333, 18 L.Ed. 366. As 

stated by Mr. Justice Brandeis speaking for the 

[U.S. Supreme] Court in Ng Fung Ho v. White, 259 

U.S. 276, 284, 42 S.Ct. 492, 495, 66 L.Ed. 938, 

'deportation may result in the loss of all that 

makes life worth living.'" Bridges v. Wixon, 

326 U.S. 135, 148, 65 S.Ct. 1443, 1449 (1945). 
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It is well-settled, therefore, that 

although deportation statutes are not considered 

criminal, since they may inflict the equivalent of 

banishment or exile they should be strictly con

strued. Barber v. Gonzales, 347 U.S. 637, 642, 
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74 s.ct. 882, 98 L.Ed. 1009. In cases where lan

guage of Congress is suceptible to several possible 

meanings, because of the "dire consequences which 

may result, the language used by Congress should 

be given the narrowest of several possible meanings 

(Fong Haw Tan v. Phelan, 333 u.s. 6, 10, 68 S.Ct. 

374, 92 L.Ed. 433; United States ex rel. Brancato 

v. Lehmann, 6 Cir., 239 F. 2d 663, 666." Tutrone 

v. Shaughnessy, 160 F.Supp. 433, 437 (S.D.N.Y. 1958). 

If there is any doubt as to the in

terpretation of a provision in the Immigration and 

Nationality Act, that doubt must be resolved in 

favor of the alien. Wood v. Hoy, 266 F.2d 825 

(9th Cir., 1959). 

As one Court said a long time ago, 

"The immigration statutes are very drastic, deal 

arbitrarily with human liberty, and I consider 

they should be strictly construed." Redfern v. 

Halpert, 186 F, 150 (5th Cir., 1911). 
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In Fong Haw Tan v. Phelan, 333 U.S. 6, 

68 S.Ct. 374, 92 L.Ed. 433, the Supreme Court 

stated: 

''We resolve the doubts in favor of 
that construction [discussing single 
criminal scheme versus single crim
inal act] because deportation is a 
drastic measure and at times the equiv
alent of banishment or exile, Delga
dillo v. Carmichael, 332 U.S. 388, 
68 S.Ct. 10, 92 L.Ed. 17. It is the 
forfeiture for misconduct of a resi
dence in this country. Such a for
feiture is a penalty. To construe 
this statutory provision less gen
erously to the alien might find sup
port in logic. But since the stakes 
are considerable for the individual, 
we will not assume that Congress 
meant to trench on his freedom beyond 
that which is required by the narrow
est of several possible meanings of 
the words used." 68 S.Ct. 371!, 376 
Uemphasis supplied] 

See also Sawkow v. Immigration and 

Naturalization Service, 314 F.2d 34 (3rd Cir., 1963) 

and Zito v. Moutal, 174 F.Supp. 531 (N.D.I n. 1959). 

On the other hand, if Congress never 

considered the matter, we ought not to imply a meaning 

which expands the terms used beyond their necessary 

meaning. 
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"Ascertainment of the intention of 
Congress in this situation is impos
sible. It is to indulge in a fiction 
to say that it had a specific intention 
on a point which never occurred to 
it. Western Union Tel. Co. v. Lenroot, 
323 U.S. 490, 508, 65 S.Ct. 335, 
344, 89 L.Ed. 414. We~must take the 
Act as Congress gave it to us, without 
attempting to conform it to any notions 
of what Congress would have done if 
the circumstances of this case had been 
put before it. 323 U.S. at p. 501, 
65 s.ct. at p. 341.'' Gubbels v. Hoy, 
261 F.2d 952 (C.A.Cal. l958). 

Section 212(a)(23) do~s not contain 

a definition of the term "marijuana" nor is any 

definition to be found elsewhere in the Immigration 

and Nationality Act. Respondent offered the testi-

mony of an acknowledged expert that the substance 

which respondent was convicted of possessing was 

not marijuana, but hashish. 

The British statute contains a defin-

ition and distinguishes between cannabis (including 

the flowering or fruiting tops of the plant, by 

whatever name they may be designated -- marijuana, 

as explained by Dr. Grinspoon, is one such name); 

and cannabis resin, the substance which respondent 

was convicted of possessing. It is apparent from 

the British statute that cannabis resin was not 
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intended to cover marijuana. A narrow interpre

tation of our own statute would compel a similar 

conclusion, that, as asserted by the expert witness, 

"marijuana" does not necessarily include and, 

indeed, is different from "cannabis resin." 
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POINT IV: SECTION 212(a)(23) I S UNCONSTITUTIONAL 
INSOFAR AS IT RELATES TO "ILLICIT 
POSSESSION OF MARIJUANA." 

Although it is recognized that hearing 

officers do not generally deal with issues as to 

the constitutionality of the provisions they are 

called upon to construe and apply, the questionable 

constitutionality of theprovision is cited as a 

further reason not to extend its applicability. 

A. An alien is a ''Eerson" entitled 
to the same pro ection for his 
life, liberty and property under 
the due process clause as is af
forded to a citizen. 

"[A]n alien who legally became part 

of the American community ... is a ~person', and 

has "the same protection for his life, liberty 

and property under the Due Process Clause [of the 

Fifth Amendment to the U.S. Constitution3 as is 

afforded to a citizen." Galvan v. J:)ress, 347 u.s. 

522, 74 s.ct. 737, 742 (1954). 

Although aliens outside the United 

States cannot complain of a lack of due process or 

equal protection of the law, "it is clear that aliens 
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residing or present within the United States must 

be afforded both procedural and substantive due 

process and equal protection." Cermeno-Cerna v. 

Farrell, 291 F.Supp. 521 (C.D.Cal. 1968). 

Warren, 

As was stated by Mr. Chief Justice 

"Although the Court has not assumed 
to define 'liberty' with any great 
precision, that term is not confined 
to mere freedom from bodily restraint; 
Liberty under law extends to the full 
range of conduct which the individual 
is free to pursue, and it cannot be 
restricted except for a proper gov
ernmental objective." Bolling et al. 
v. Sharpe et al, 347 U.S. 497, 74 S. 
Ct. 693, 694 (1954). 

Although the Fifth Amendment itself contains no 

equal protection clause, it nevertheless forbids 

any discrimination that is so unjustifiable as to 

be violative of due process. Schn~ider, v. Rusk, 

377 U.S. 163, 84 S.Ct. 1187 (19640. 

It is puzzling to consider the propos-

ition that a conviction for possession of marijuana 

may be a ground for deportation and exclusion, but 

that it does not automatically preclude naturaliza

tion, since the statute only requires good moral 

character for a petiod of five years. See Immigra

tion and Naturalization Act, §§311 et seq. It 

must, at first blush, seem more than incongruous 
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that a higher standard is established for admission 

into the United States than for its coveted citizen-

ship, yet that would clearly appear to be the case. 

In further viewing this irrational distinction, it 

clearly appears that under Schneider, supra, this 

distinction is one which creates such discrimination 

against the alien seeking admission as to violate 

a resident alien's rights to due process under the 

Fifth Amendment with no possible proper governmental 

objective as a rationale, Since there is no question 

that aliens are entitled to the benefits of due 

process under the Fifth Amendment, Galvan v. Press, 

supra. 

B. Section 212(a)(23) as enacted 
Violates the right to privacy. 

An arsenal of evidence has long 

been before us that marijuana is not a narcotic 

drug, not physically addictive, and does not pro

duce psychological dependence harmful to society 

or the user. Marijauana does not cause criminal 

or aggressive behavi.or. "The Challenge of Crime 

in a Free Society," Report by the President•s 
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Commission on Law Enfmrcement and Administration 

of Justice (Washington, D.C., G.P.O. 1967), at 224. 

Marijuana does not lead to the use of dangerous or 

so-called hard drugs such as heroin. Mandel, "Who 

Says Marijuana Use Leads to Heroin Addition,'' 43 

Journal of Secondary Education (May 1968), at 211. 

And marijuana does not cause insanity. Allentuck, 

S., and Bowman, K.M., "The Psychiatric Aspects of 

Marijuana Intoxication,'' 99 Am. J. Psychiatry (Sep

tember 1942) at 249. 
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The reliable, modern, scientific evi

dence reveals that although n o drug, including 

aspirin, is totally harmless, ma~ijuana is a com

paratively mild, relatively harmless drug when taken 

by most people in conventional doses and produces 

no effects which are or would be harmful to society 

or the user in the vast majority of cases. The 

Government would be hard pressed to sustain its burden 

of proving a rational connection between the private 

use of marijuana and harm to the public or to the 

user. The same cannot be said of alcohol, however. 

Blum, "Mind Altering Drugs and Dangerous Drugs: 

Alcohol In the United States President's Commission 

on Law Enforcement and Administration of Justice, 

TASK FORCE REPORT: DRUNKENESS. Nor can the same be 

said of tobacco. 
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Alcohol and nicotine are both demon

strably harmful to the user and to the public at 

large. Nevertheless, it is not surprising to find 

that both are legal. Although alcohol was for a 

time prohibited, such "prohibition" was later found 

tobe unsuccessful. There is less and less rational 

basis for the prohibition of marijuana as its 

science develope. 

For Congress to exclude or deport a 

resident alien from the United States simply be

cause he or she may have used in private and for 

his or her own personal use marijuana violates the 

fundamental freedoms and rights to privacy and 

due process of law guaranteed by the U.S. Constitu

tional Amendments I, IV, IX and XIV in that this 

legislation cannot be proven either necessary to 

the protection of any compelling state interest or 

reasonab~ related to the serving of a legitimate 

public purpose. 

The limited consideration which can 

be given to Constitutional argument necessarily 

limits the writer to contesting the application of 

this law to respondent John Lennon as being an un

constitutional violation of due process and the 
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right to privacy. 

Clearly, even if Congress had been 

correct in prohibiting persons from entering this 

nation who had been convicted of selling, distribu

ting, manufacturing marijuana, it is more difficult 

to defend its similar prohibition as to a person 

who merely may have used marijuana for his own pri

vace use. In the case at Bar, the violation of 

respondent's due process rights becomes even more 

unacceptable than the clear violation of the right 

to privacy, when combined with his conviction under 

the non-mens rea British statute. 
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The right to privacy was first ~nunci

ated in Justice Brandeis' famous dissent (which 

dissent and minority position has gradually become 

that of the majority) in Olmstead v. United States, 

277 u.s. 438, 478, 48 s.ct. 574, 72 L.Ed. 944 (1928): 

"The makers of our constitution under
took to secure conditions favorable 
to the pursuit of happiness. They 
recognized the significance of man's 
spiritual nature, of his feelings and 
of his intellect. They knew that 
only a part of the pain, pleasure 
and satisfactions of life are to be 
found in material things. They sought 
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to protect Americans in their beliefs, 
their thoughts, their emotions and 
their sensations. They conferred, as 
against the government, the right to 
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be let alone--the most comprehensive of 
rights and the right most valued by 
civilized men.'' 277 U.S. 438, 478. 

This argument has now become accepted, and although 

various Justices of the Supreme Court have disagreed 

as to the true source of the "right of privacy", 

very few of the Justices have disagreed with the 

proposition that there was indeed a right to 

privacy. See Griswold v. Connecticut, 381 U.S. 

479, 85 S.Ct. 1648, 14 L.Ed.2d 510 (1964); Stanley 

v. Georgia, 394 U.S. 557, 89 S.Ct. 1243, 22 L.Ed. 2d 

542 (1969). 

An analogy to St.lirlley • s argument may 

prove helpful: 

"Given the present state of knowledge 
Mi.e. about marijuana] the State may 
no more prohibit mere possession of 
obscenity [i.-e. marijuana] on the 
ground that it may lead to antisocial 
conduct [i.e. hard drugs] than it may 
prohibit possession of chemistry books 
on the ground that they may lead to 
the manufacture of homemade spirits.'' 
394 u.s. at 566, 567. 

It is respectfully submitted that the 

private possession of marijuana in no way interferes 

' 1 
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with the rights of the public, nor with the public's 

interest, and that §212(a)(23) is unconstitutional 

insofar as it excludes from the United States persons 

convicted of simple possession of marijuana. 
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CONCLUSION 

In the tradition of the Immigration 

Service to classify cases as "nonpriority'' and 

to decline prosecution, and by virtue of the un

varied practice to defer commencement of depor

tation proceedings in third-preference cases, these 

proceedings should not have been instituted. 

The Special Inquiry Officer should not defer to 

the Immigration Service's unauthorized aommencement 

of these proceedings, but should terminate them 

completely. In the alternative, the proceedings 

should be terminated because the Government has not 

sustained its burden of proof as to deportability 

by the standards required under the decisional 

law and regulations. The Service should not be 

permitted to place the respondents in illegal status 

by its own act and make unauthorized use of such 

illegal status to remove the respondents, upon the 

pretext that it acts only to carry out the law. 

The Special Inquiry Officer is called 

upon to interpret and apply three terms nowhere 
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defined in the Immigration and Nationality Act, 

namely, the "illicit" "possession" of "marijuana." 

It is clear that he is required to construe these 

terms in their narrowest possible meaning and that 

such a construction must resolve any doubt in 

favor of the alien. The use of the British con

viction, one which lacks an essential due process 

element, to exclude the respondent, wauld violate 

established principles of statutory construction, 

broaden the applicability of a statute too vague 

and undefined for such application and would con

tr~vene the apparent intent of Congress, causing 
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a severe and cruel for~ture of a dearly held right. 

The statute itself raises serious constitutional 

issues, but was obviously aimed at excluding narcotics 

traffickers with serious convictions in our own 

courts; its use in this case would flagrantly ex-

pand its application beyond its necessary scope. 

The Special Inquiry Officer is re

spectfully called upon in these proceedings to 

limit the application of the exclusionary provision 

in accordance with the mandates of statutory con

struction and the humanitarian tradition of a system 
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whose best institutions were contributed gy gifted 

immigrants. 

Respectlully submitted, 

(~;u~· 
LEON wfLDES 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION 

In Re 

Deportation Proceedings against 

YOKO ONO and JOHN LENNON 

MEMORANDUM OF LAW 

INT~sT 9F AMrcus cYRIAE 

The New York Civil Liberties Union is an organization 

established to protect constitutional rights. We believe 

that the case of John Lennon and Yoko Ono presents important 

First Amendment issues of the right of American Citizens to 

receive artistic communications free of governmental interference 

and the proper scope and administration of the Immigration 

statutes relating to exclusiOn. 
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I. THE FIRST AMENDMENT INTERESTS OF 
THE AMERICAN BEOPLE REQUIRE THE 
GOVERNMENT TO SHOW A COMPELLING 
STATE INTEREST IN EXCLUDING JOHN 
LENNON AND YOKO ONO FROM THE UNITED 
STATES 

In a series of opinions the Supreme Court has 

ruled that the First Amendment guarantees the American 

citizens the inalienable right to receive as well as 

to disseminate artistic communications free from 

governmental interference. E.g., Martin v. Struthers. 

319 u.s. 141, 143 (1943); Lamgnt v. Postmaster General, 

3$1 u.s. 301 (1965); Stanley v, Georgia, 394 u.s. 557; 

United States v. Dellapia, 433 F.2d 1252, 1258 n. 25 

(2nd Cir. 1970); Cal4well v. United States. 434 F.2d 

1081, 1089 (9th Cir. 1970); Hiett v. united States, 

415 F.2d 664, 671 (5th Cir. 1968); Brooks y. Auburn 

university, 412 F.2d 1171, 1172 (5th Cir. 1969); 

Fortune Society y. McGinnis, 319 F.Supp. 901, 904 

(S.D.N. Y. 1970): united States y. B & H Disj:. Corp. I 

319 F.Supp. 1231 (W.D. Wise. 1970); ACLU v. Radford 

College, 315 E.Supp. 893 (W.D •. Va. 1970); Williams v. 

Blount, 314 F.Supp. 1356 (D.D.C. 1970); Smith v, 

university of Tennessee, 300 F.Supp. 77 (E.D, Tenn. 

1969), 

I / 
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In Mandel V• Mitchell, 325 F.Supp. 620 (E.D. 

N.Y. 1971), cert. granted ___ u.s. ___ (l971), a case 

involving the exclusion from the United States of 

an eminent Belgian Marxist scholar by Immigration 

authorities. Judge Dooling stated: 

"The concern of the First Amendment is 
not with a non-resident alien's individual 
and personal interest in entering ana 
being heard, but with the rights of the 
citizens of the country to have the alien 
enter and to hear him explain and seek 
to defend his views,• at 631. 

John Lennon is one of the best known musicians 

and composers in the world. Yoko Ono is a highly re

spected avant garde artist. The American people have 

a right under the First Amendment to enjoy their 

artistic influence and presence in the United States. 

Before the Immigration authorities ean exclude John 

Lennon and Yoko Ono they must show that a compelling 

state interest will be served by so doing and that 

no less drastic alternative to deportation exists. 

Shelton v. Tucker, 364 u.s. 479 (1960). 

Clearly this is not the case. No conceivable 

benefit can be derived from excluding people of 

great artistic stature from our country. On the con

trary, as the sad story of the exclusion of Charlie 

Chaplin by Immigration officials in 1953 demonstrates, 
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this natLon is impoverished when it banishes people 

with life styles differing from the norm, for it is 

often just those people who add most to our cultural 

and intellectual life. To bar artists from this 

country forever on the basis that years in the past 

they were found guilty of a minor offense which 

American citizens commit daily without dire punish-

ment is a drastic over-reaction and it should not be 

permitted to deny citizens their valuable constitu-

tional rights. 

If Immigratmon authorities believe that 

John Lennon might in the future repeat his offense, 

they have the alternative of deporting him at that 

time rather than punishing him before the fact and 

depriving citizens of their right to benefit from 

his presence. 

II. SUBSECTIONS 9 AND 23 OF 8 USCA § 
1182 READ TOGETHER ARE AMBIGUOUS 
AND THEREFORE MUST BE RESOLVED IN 
FAVQR OF LENNON AND ONO 

Immigration law is clear that ambiguities in 

statutory language must be resolved in favor of the 

alien about to be deported. As the Supreme Court 

stated in Tan v. Phelan, 333 u.s. 610 (1948); 
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"deportation is a drastic measure and 
at times the equivalent of banishment 
or exile. It is the forfeiture for 
misconduct of a resident in this coun
try. Such a forfeiture is a penalty. 
To construe this statutory penalty 
less generously to the alien might 
find support in logic. But since the 
stakes are considerable for the indivi
dual we will not assume that Congress 
meant to trench on his freedom beyond 
that which is required by the narrowest 
of several possible meanings." 

See also Petition of Catalanotte, 236 F.2d 955 

(6 Cir. 1956); Immigration Seryice v. Errico, 385 

u.s. 214 (1966). 

Subsection 9 of 8 USCA §1182 provides for 

the exclusion of aliens who have committed crimes 

of moral turpitude. It grants an exception, however 

to 'ta]ny alien who would be excludable because of the 

conviction of a misdemeanor classifiable as a petty 

offense under the provisions of section 1(3) of Title 

18, by reason of the punishment actually imposed, or 

who would be excludable as one who admits the commission 

of an offense that is classifiable as a misdemeanor 

under the provisions of section 1(2) of Title 18, by 

reason of the punishment which might have been im

posed upon him ••• : Provided, that the alien has 

committed only one such offense, or admits the com-
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mission of acts which constitute the essential ele

ments of only one such offense." The statute pro

vides that any such alien may be granted a visa 

and admitted to the United States if he is other

wise admissible. Under this provision of the sta

tute John Lennon is not excludable, since he was 

convicted of only one petty offense for which he was 

sentenced to a fine. 

Subsection 23 of §1182, however provides 

for the exclusion of "Any alien who has been con

victed of a violation of, or a conspiracy to violate, 

any law or regulation relating to the illicit posses-

sion of or traffic in narcotic drugs or marijuana. " . . 
The statute is unclear, therefore, as to 

whether any alien who has been convicted of ~drug

related offense may be excluded or whether an alien 

who has been convicted of only one petty drug offense 

has the right under sub-section 9 to be admitted. 

In other words, it is unclear whether the framers 

of the statute intended the exception granted to 

one time petty offenders under subsection 9 to apply 

as well to one time petty drug offenders under sub

section 23. 
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The rule that ambiguities must be re-

solved in favor of the alien commands that the 

subsection 9 exception apply to petty drug offenses. 

The correctness of this interpretation is further 

supported by the fact that it reflects the repeated 

instances of leniency in Immigration law toward 

people who have committed a singe offense and the 

attempt to give them a second chance. Nason v. 

Immigration and Naturaliziation Seryice,394 F.2d 

223 (2d Cir. 1968). 

III, THE INTENT OF THE FRAMERS OF 
SUBSECTION 23 OF 8 U.S.C.A. 
1182 WAS TO DEAL WITH TRAFFie

KERS IN DRUGS RATHER THAN 
POSSESSORS 

Varga v. Rosenberg, 237 F,Supp. 282 (S.D. 

Cal. 1964) held that an alien who had been convicted 

of being under the influence of narcotics was not 

subject to deportation under a section of the Immigra-

tion Law identical to §1182 (23). The Court stated 

that Congress undoubtedly had aimed its attack upon 

possession which would give the possessor such dominion 

and control of the narcotics as would have given him 

the power of disposal. 

.... 
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John Lennon's case is similar to this 

situation in that he did not know that he was in 

possession of canabis resin and therefore could 

hardly have "trafficked" in it. The substance was 

found in a binoculars case in his house and he was 

. not aware of its pres~n.ce in the case 1 unlike 

American law, the British statute under which Lennon 

was convicted did not require scienter for conviction 

of possession. 

A recent case reported at 40 LW 2687-88 

holds that an alien's conviction for knowingly being 

in a place where narcotics were being used is not con-

viction under the Immigration law relating to illicit 

traffic in narcotics that would render him deportable. 

The court held that the statute (Immigration and Nationa-

lity Act §241 (a) (11), identical to §1182(23)) was aimed 

·at trafficking in narcotics rather t~an mere proximity 

to them and should not be interpreted as meaning to ex

clude someone who had such a slight connection with drugs. 

The Narcotic Control Act of 1956, of which 

subsection 23 u.s.c.A. §1182 is a part, is clearly 

aimed at traffickers rather than possessors of drugs. 

The legislative history specifically states that the 

Act "has as its objective the -eradication of one of 

tl1e most ~erious problems confronting the American 

... -.... , ' 
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people today: viz: the illicit trafficking in 

narcotic drugs and marijuana and their illegal 

use.• It goes on to say that there are few crimi

nal acts more reprehensible than engaging in the 

illicit traffic in narcotics and.that the drug 

trafficker.must be severely punished. Throughout 
. 

the legislative history the possessor is mention~d 

only occasionally and is distinguished Zrom the 

trafficker. The unknowing possessor of a small 

amount of marijuana should not come under sub

section 23 which was aimed at a very different 

kind of offender. Rather, he 'should come under 

subsection 9 which was created specifically to deal 

with minor offenders. 

. 
·~. ... ,1 • 
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CONCLusiON 

For the foregoing reasons Yoko Ono and John Lennon 

should not be deported or excluded from the United States. 

Dated: 12 May 1972 

Respectuully submitted, 

~!.. c"aa\'1 
Eve Cary 
Burt Neuborne 
Attorneys for the New York 
Civil Liberties Union 
Amicus curiae 
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C"AilLP. ADORESS 
"LEONW!LDES," N.Y. 

LEON WILDES 
AITOR~EY A't' LAW 

5.f5v~,d-~ 

k ~ A~?Y -1oo.!.! 

July 3, 1972 

Hon. Ira Fieldsteel, Special Inquiry Officer 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, N.Y. 10007 

Re: LENNON, John 
Al7 597 321 

Winston 

LENNON 1 Yoko Ono 

I I 
Dear Sir: 

Ono 

I am pleased to submit herewith my brief in support 
of the respondents' position in the above-captioned pro
ceedings. A copy is attached for the governement's Trial 
Attorney. · .• 

In view of the fact that the Special Inquiry Officer 
has accorded the government the opportunity of submitting 
a brief, if it desires, after reading the enclosed brief, 
it is respectfully requested that the undersigned be 
permitted to file a rebuttal brief as to any matters 
raised by the government, should it determine to submit a 
brief. It is suggested that the essential fairness of these 
proceedings would require that we be accorded such an op
portunity. 

Should you wish any further elaboration on any point 
raised in the brief, please feel free to contact the under
signed. 

LW:ba 
Encl. 

;;z~ 
LEON WILDES 

P.s. The New York Civil Liberties Union has asked me to 
submit its brief amicus curiae. It is likewise enclosed. 
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J\me 28, 1972 

Leon Wildes, Eaq. 
515 Madison Awmue 
Nev York, N. Y. 10022 

Dear Sirl 

Be 1 LWNO!I, John Winston Ono 
A17 5Cf/ 321 
Ll!DON, Yplw Ono 

I I 

'l'bia is to advise you in aooordanoe with W'3 telephone conversa
tion v.l.th you of thb date that your request of June ;n, 1972 
for the iatiUILilCtl of subpoenas for the attendance of gOftt'llmlmt 
wi tn&aaea 1111 denied. 

'lhe reaeons tor 8UOh denial v.l.ll be aet forth in Jff3 deoieion on 
the .llllll'i ta of the o1u1e. 

'l'bia ia to a4Yil0 you alto that in view of the !aet 'that J'u.J..y let 
f'alla on a Saturday, you will hlmt until the close of bus:lneaa 
JulY J, 1972 and no :further to :f':lle :rour brief in this matter, 
on all i11euea. 

CC1 Vincent A. Sohiano 
Chief 'l'ria1 Attorney 

IF1sk 
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CAI::lLE A11DRESS 
"LEONWILOJ::S." N.Y. 

LEON WILDES 
AITORNEY AT LAW 

.)f.f'c~~.· 

./k ~ Jf/'?J( ftl(Ji?i? 

Hon. Ira Fieldsteel 
Special Inquiry Officer 

June 27, 1972 

U.S. Immigration and Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

Re: LENNON, John 
Al7 597 321 

Winston Ono 

LENNON, Yoko 

I ..... __ ...... ro 
MOTION TO TAKE TESTIMONY OF GOVERNMENT WITNESS 

Dear Sir: 

It is respectfully moved, pursuant to 8 C,F.~. 287.4 (a) (2) 
that the Special Inquiry Officer issue subpoenas fequiring 
the attendance of government witnesses and the production 
of books, papers and other documentary evidence, in support 
of the respondents' motion to terminate these deportation 
proceedings. 

A motion to terminate these proceedings was made to the 
District Director on March 15, 1972 under 8 C.F.R. 242.7 
and thereafter the motion was renewed before the Special 
Inquiry Officer in these proceedings. The motion was 
further renewed at the termination of the government's 
case and following the filing of applications for adjustment 
of status under section 245 of the Immigration and Nationality 
Act, as amended. 

One of the bases for the motion was the fact that the 
Service had violated its own established practice and policy 
in commencing and maintaining deportation proceedings 
against these aliens. It is claimed that the Service has 
an invariable policy which was not followed in the instant 
case, and that the failure to follow this established 
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policy denies these aliens their due process rights under 
the U.S. Constitution and causes them irreparable harm. 
The Special Inquiry Officer granted the respondents' counsel 
until July 1, 1972 to file a brief in support of this 
proposition. 

In order to secure the material necessary to brief the 
issue, respondents' counsel filed with the District Director 
on May 1, 1972 a request for the necessary information, 
specifying in detail the information required. A copy of 
this request is attached as Exhibit 1. 

On May 23, 1972 the respondents' counsel telephoned 
the government's Trial Attorney, further requesting the 
said information. The government's Trial Attorney refused 
to comply with the request and further stated that the 
information would not be furnished. A further request dated 
June 5, 1972 was presented to the District Director, a 
copy of which is attached as Exhibit 2. The reply of the 
District Director dated June 14, 1972 is attached as Exhibit 3, 
inviting that all further questions with respect to "Service 
policy or instructions ••• must be addressed to the central 
Office". 

It is apparent that the information contained in the 
reading room of the New York District Office of the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service does not contain the information 
requested by respondents, and that the evidence must be ob
tained from the Central Office of .the Immigration and Natu
ralization Service in Washington D.C. Accordingly, it is 
respectfully requested that the Special Inquiry Officer issue 
a subpoena to the Commissioner of the Immigration and Natu
ralization Service or such other designated representative 
who may have custody of the information needed by respondents. 
It is further requested that the Special Inquiry Officer 
defer the consideration of this point in the respondents' 
brief until after any available information has been secured 
from the Central Office of the Immigration Service. 

WHEREFORE respondents respectfully request that the 
Special Inquiry Officer enter an order issuing a subpoena 
to the Central Office of the Immigration and Naturalization 
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Service to appear, together with relevant books, records 
and other data, at an appropriate office of the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service to give testimony with respect 
to the matters stated in the request for information dated 
May 1, 1972, deferring consideration of the pertinent point 
in respondents' brief, and granting such other and further 
relief as may be just in the premises. 

LW:ba 
ENCLS. 

Respectf~ly submitted, 
() .··· 

(•c•-·~ ::f\•tt 1_,~ 
. / 

LEON WILDES 
Attorney for the Respondents 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
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Sol Marks, District Director 
Immigration & Naturalization Service 
20 West Br:Jadwl'ly 
~ew York, N.Y. J0007 

Dear Mr • Marks: 

May 1, 1972 

Pursuant to Title 5, u.s.c., Para. 552, the 
undersigned hereby demands that you make the attached 
information available to him forthwith. This informa~ion 
is an absolute necessity in connection with preparing 
defenses to the government's action against my clients, 
John Winston Ono Lenn')X\ and Yok:> ono Lepnon. 

Iq view of the fact that the Service has 
decided to press deportation proceedings against Mr. and 
Mrs. John Lennon, the uneraigned hereby demands that you 
supply the answers to the attached questions in order for 
the Lennons to properly defend the deportation proceedings. 

Very truly yours, 

LEON WILDES 

,,. ' 

2733 



Purauant to Title 5, u.s.c., S552, the unclerligned hereb1 de~~anda 

that you make the following information aYailable torthwith to the 

undersigned: 

(I) State the tollowing aeparately, nationally and tor the 
geosraphic area covered by the ~ew York District Ottice 
ot the Immigration and Nationali&ation Service, tor 
specific annual periods ddring each ot the past (tive) 5 
yeara: 

' (a) The number or aliena apprehended who are 
statutorily excludible or deportable and a 
breakdown aa to the grounds tor thier deport
ability, and apecitioally foverning, inter 
alia, excludibility under 212(a)(23) ot the 
I:R7A., and deportability under I.N.A. 112•1 
(a)(2) and 2•1 (a)(9), and 2•1 (a)(ll). 

(b) Por aa11e time perioda and geographic areaa 
and w11;h the aaae breakdown aa to each ground 
tor exoludibil1t1 and deportability as in 
(I)(a) above, atate: 

(i) The number or auoh aliena in whoee oases 
formal deportation proceeding• were ac
tually instituted; 

(ii) The number or auoh oaaea in which proceed
inga were not inatituted becauae ot human
itarian reaaona, including age, illnesa, 
cloae family realtionahipa, etc., stating 

l the number under each separate category ot 
humanitarian classification, including,but 
not limited to age, intirmity, relationship 
to u.s. citilen child, relationship to u.s. 
resident apouae, compelling national intereat, 
pehdenc7 ot third preterence petition• or 
because aliena were proteaaionala or member• 
ot the arta or acienoea ot third preference 
level; 

(i11) The number of euoh oaaea adm1n1atrat1Yely 
oonaidered "non-priority" oaeea in each auoh 
category and tor each aucb period; the apecit1c 
criterion or atandarda tor auoh olaaaitioation, 
and the range ot periods ot time tor which 
such olaaaitioation exists. 

(iv) The number ot aucb oases in each category and 
tor each auoh period tor which proceedings 
were adminietrativelJ deterred tor temporar7 
periods or time or delayed during the tempor
ary pendency ot IUOh factors aa are stated in 
I(b)(11) abon. 

(v) The number ot casea tor each time period and 
geographic area apeoitied in which the reaoval 

' (\ 
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ot aliena was stared during the pendenc1 
ot private tm.igration legislation 1n the 
ConcP~S• and, with respect to an7 case 
not stared, it an7, the reason• speoitied 
tor nondeterral ot all euob oaeea. 

(c) State the ttandarda applied tor olaatitication ot a 
oaae aa "non prioritJ" or other olataitioation 
b7 reason ot which an alien atatutoril7 deport
able ia 

(i) not made the subJect ot deportation pro
ceedings; or 

(i1) it prooeated tor depol"taion, granted in-
definite voluntarr departure; or 

(111) extended perioda ot voluntarr departure. 

It separate atandarda exiat tor each tuch cate
gor,, pleaae 1tate the•; atate whether the7 are 
.. bodied 1n written ntruotiona, regulationa, 
or operating aanuala, nd it ao, turn1ah a oop7 
ot all auoh ttandarta ttating their respective 
etteot1ve datea and ce graphic Juritd1ot1onal 
areas ot appl1oab111tJ. 

Yours, eto. 

LBOI VILPBS , 
515 Maditon Avenue 
New York, N.Y. 10022 
212-753-3.1168 

Attorner tor Jobn Winston Ono Lennon 
and Yoko Ono Lennon 
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STEVEN \..., WIElNBERG 

(') 
\J' 

LEON WII..CES 

ATTORNEY AT LAW 

5t5 MADISON AVENUE 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10022 

(212) 753~3468 

CABLE AOORE'$$ 

"LEONWJL.DE!:S, •• N.Y. 

.June 5, 197 ~ 

aon. S0l t~M·ka, District Dir~ctor 
lnm:Lqu.Lion & N<ttural•i7ation :'ervice 
20 ~·.<3'st })roa·1way 
~ew Yc·r~. NLw York 10007 

Rei J.,ENNON, 
LBNNON, 
!117 597 

I 

,rohn : .... ir~st.Dn (·nc 
Yok<• one 
.3::1 

I 

t i) )'l.'U I(..!)O'W, 1 p.rCStll\ted a T<iQU4St h 'II' <l l.y ililf'(. 

o:t '"-·'·:, l. 1':172 I.O:C cect<;i,, i.nf( . .rJHl'!ti.cm under 'LJ,.,, li'r•'~·.i•.N 

c-" :.···:.~:. 1·tr·,;:1t.1.r.:n /('.:t, 'I'1tl;j :), U.S. C .. , J':ar<, .. ~,· . .-. ;·~c 't"t.oly 
bilr< !:.•:eM ... l.<:C:("ived with t>;SJc;Ct tc· tl,ls r\\lqu;J:lt. 

c;; t"'-'lY 23, 1~72. I. telephoned and epcko \.nt\' :·'•'· 
\i'L1<.;":Jt. , . ., :"':h.l'"!lo, the 'rr.ial J,ttontay in tf .•. , .~\:;l()V:" 

prlCC '""''.1 Ut<JS, ~>he: informed me thl'lt }'Our off i.ce WOI' l d. nc'r. 
replf tc. tne requf:lst m<1de. My further reque!>•. that. t:h·~ 

r<~fuf.al to comply with my nlOlHlSt be stTo~t.o>d i.·'· w:d.t: inq 
was llKewise refused. 

ur,d<:'lr the circumstances, ~.<nd in view ot til~ f~.,:t 

that ever a month has passed 9ince the ptetH·~~at i<.''J'l of 
my nwueat, t:nless l rece•iva your in1rned :.<ct(' c: :r:mt.".ir c•t '·Jn 
to th•l ccmtr&ry, I shall consider Ml:'. c>chi.'.lnc' :: ::·"'f·ll' t·.r:J 
bic! tie otticial policy of the New York Distr1.cl Utfic!:! 
ot t.hl Immiqt·ation & Naturalization "arv i!"!•!. 

'l'he refusal to comply with my reouest is pro:.judicial 
tc.> my mot:ion,made in the deportation proceedings in th<) 
abcv" matter!.!, to terminate the proceedings on tre bill'"i'll 
of discruni.natory prosE-cution in these caa•'ll. ·:a you kno1o1, 
the Sp·~cial Inquiry Cfficer has granted mt: to July l .. 197:? 

2736 



j' 

'. 
' 

. ' 
''',\ 

·., ,. 

·~. •. 

; 
'•' 

j' 

. 'r 

•'\: 
·;I 

'··.:, 

" 

(I • 

,. 
·,.' 

' ,, 
~·' ' ! i 

.-"· 

' ' "·· 

!.,I 

., 
' . 

. ·~ 

r.! 
.,-' 
) ,I' 

\,', 

(i ' i ·~ 
'' ·: 

I ~: 

., ,, 

.>,;: 
'· ,• 
·,,' 

·.·. '~· 1,: 

','' 

.. ,•!' 

,r ,'' 

''••, •,' .. 

;,'' 

:·, -~' ' ,' 

··'' 
,. 

-~. ' ., 
)' . .' 

'•.' 'r: 

' .,, ' ' . " 

:~ \ 

''I : t 

,·· .. :~' 

:,l:i 
··J' ·•· 

··:' ' . , .' 

",; 

.... ··~· 

,', ' ,~ l 
2737 

_,., 

)'.; 

··~ 



(b )(6) 

~ . ~. ,' ' 

> • 

UNITED STATES DEPARTJ>iENT OF JUSTICE 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

20 WIST BROADWAY 

NEW YORK, NEW YORK 10007 

June 14, 1972 Al7 597 321 
I 

) .. •' . 

I 

I.Ma YUdea 
Att....,.,. at LAw 
510 •adiaon Avenue 
•• 1'Grk , 11ew York 1 ooa:a 

Dea:r 11r1 

llt•renoe ia aade to your lettera ot Ma)' 1 and June o, 1972, in which )'OU deaand 
that certain atatiatica1 data be aade available to you purauant to Title 5, u.s.c,, 
Para. 552, tor uae in prepariac JOur defenae of clienta in deportation proceedinre. 

You are adviaed that thia offf .. aaintaine a public readiDC roo. on the twelfth 
floor Where the followinc aateriala are available for JOUr uae: 

1, Copiea of the AnnU~l Reporta of the I .. i&ration and latural1aation 
Service for the 1eare 1965 throuch 1971, 

2. Adainiatrative Decilion• under tbe X..trratioa and Jationality Lawa 
of the United Statea, With au.u1ative indica•. , 

3, Unpubl11hed Service and Board dectaiona relatinc to proceediDJI in 
WhiCh the initial deotaion waa aade in the lew York Dietrtct office, 

4, Stat ... nta of policy, interpretations, and thoae aanuala and inatruatioaa 
to ltaff (or portiolll thereof) affeotiDI the public, with an accoapanyine 
index ot any aatertal illued after lul)' 4, 1967, 

o. Copiea of I .. irratten and llatiollllity Lawa, of Title 8 of the United 
Statea Code Annotated, Title 8 of the Code of Federal Regulationa--Cbapter 
I, and the Depart .. nt ot State roreirn Affair• Manual, Voluae 9 - Viaaa. 

You are invited to reaearob tbeae aateriala and to obtain coptea of any of the 
atatiatioal tablel Which )'OU find uaeful. If you deaire atatiatioa Which are 
not 00¥1red in the annual reporta of the Service, you aay ~unicate With the 
8tatilt1cal lranob, Central Office, waahiDfton, D. c. to aaoertain the avail
abilitJ and ooat of 1pecial ltatiltiaal tabulationa. An)' queation ooncerniag 
lerYioe polio)' or iuetruotion• Wbicb are not within the purview of 8 C.P.R. 
103.8. (d) au1t be addreaa•d to the Central Office, 

:;;;r;:~ 
SOL MilKS 
Diltrict Director 
lew York Diatrict 

~~~ 
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LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

HS ,/tukun, ,9k""" 

k ~ vf/?71 f{J{Jl!l! 

CADLE ADDRP.:SS 
"LEoNWJLoEs:· NY. May 31, 1972 

(b )(6) 

' l 

Han. Ira Fieldsteel, Special Inquiry Officer 
Immigration & Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

Dear Sir: 

Re: LENNON, Mr. & Mrs. John & Yoko 
Al? sgz 321 

I I 

In accordance with the stipulation of counsel, 
there are enclosed herewith photostatic copies of the 
following documents for inclusion in the record file: 

1. Divorce decree of Mrs. Yoko Ono Lennon dated 
January 30, 1969, dissolving the marriage to Anthony D .. cox 
entered into on June 11, 1963 and leaving open for the "•,. 
future determination of a court of competent jurisdiction 
the questions of the care, custody, and control of the ptinor 
child, Kyoko. 

2. Divorce decree of John Winston Lennon dissolving 
the marriage to Cynthia Lennon, as of December 20, 1968. 

3. Marriage certificate of Mr. & Mrs. Lennon, dated 
March 20, 1969 at Gibraltar. 

4. Birth certificate of Yoko Ono Lennon - counsel 
have stipulated that the copy, together with translation, which 
appeared in Mrs. Lennon 1 s earlier file (containing her original 
application for adjustment of status under Section 245) would 
be submitted in the record file by the government. 

LW:de 
encls. 

I trust that the above are satisfactory. 

Very truly yours, 

LEON WILDES 



LEON WILDES 
AlTORNEY AT U.. W 

CABLE ADDRESS 
"LEONWILOES(' N, Y. 

Hon. Ira Fieldsteel, Esq., 
Special Inquiry Officer 

Pl-AZA 3-t".o468 

May 1, 1972 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
New York, New York 

Re: LENNON, John A17 597 321 
LENNON, Yoko 1._ ____ ,.1 

Dear Sir: 

In accordance with the provisions of 8 C.P.R. 287.4, 
I respectfully request, in behalf of my clients, the above 
named respondents, that subpoenas requiring the attendance 
of witnesses issue to the persons listed below. 

·~-.... 
I intend to submit the testimony of the witnesses on 

the attached list in support of the applications for ad;.. 
justment of status under section 245 of the Immigration , 
and Nationality Act, in support of the alternative appli
cation for permission to depart voluntarily, and further in 
support of any relevant issue upon which the exercise of the 
discretion of the Special Inquiry Officer is properly invoked, 
including the renewal of my motion to terminate the deport
ation proceedings in either or both cases. 

My clients have made diligent effort without success to 
produce the said witnesses but have been unsuccessful. In 
the cases of the first 3 witnesses, who are overseas, it 
would suffice that the subpoena shall provide for the wit
nesses' appearance to respond to oral or written interroga
tories, if the Service objects to their personal appearance 
in the United States. 

(b )(6) 
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Thank you for your courtesy herein. 

LW/ba 
enc. 
Delivered by hand 

(2" 
LEON WILDES, ESQ., 
Attorney for Respondents 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 
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INDUSTRIES, INC. abkco 1700 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, NY 1 0019/TEL. (212) S82·Sc,33 

June 15, 1972 

TO WHOM IT MAY CONCERN: 

I am a Certified Public Accountant and chief financial ; 
officer of ABKCO Industries, Inc., the Manager of all companies owned 
in full or in part by John Lennon and/or Yoko Ono Lennon. 

I have reviewed the tax status of all such U.S. companies 
and have supervised the preparation and filing of tax returns on 
their behalf for all years as due. 

I have also been asked to review the tax status of 
Mr. and Mrs. Lennon as individuals. 

From the information available to me, it is my opinion tka~ 
they were not conducting in a trade or business within the U ,S., and 
any income they might have received had the non-resident alien income 
tax withheld at the source or, was exempt from United States taxa~on 
under the Income Tax Convention with the United Kingdom, 

The instructions issued by the Department of the Treasury 
for the Form 1040-NR U,S, Nonresident Alien Income Tax Return states 
that one is not required to file a return under those circumstances. 

Their status for the 1972 calendar year will be reviewed at 
the end of the year and a determination made at that time as to 
whether or not they are required to file a 1972 individual income tax 
return. 

Very tJ yours, 

~-~~ 
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANT 

HLN:nf 
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LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY Xt LAW 

CAULE ADDRESS 
·•LEONWILOES,". N.Y. 

(b )(6) 

\ .. 

June 20, 1972 

Han. Ira Fieldsteel, Special Inquiry Officer 
Immigration & Naturalization Service 
20 West Broadway 
New York, New York 10007 

Re: LENNON, John Winston Ono 
Al7 597 321 
LENNON, Yoko Ono 

I I 
Dear Sir: 

My clients, the above named, respectfully decline 
to designate a country of deportation under section 243(a) 
of the Immigration and Nationality Act, as amended, at this 
time. They have requested permission to designate a country 
at a later date, should the matter become anything more ·-' 
than academic. 

There is no claim of persecution in England or 
Japan by either respondent at this time. 

It is agreed that my clients would have so testified, 
had they been requested to do so at the hearing. 

The endorsement of this letter by the government's 
Trial Attorney, Vincent A. Schiano, shall constitute the 
acceptance by the government of the above, 

AGREED: 

LW:ba 

Very truly yours, 

) 

V ncent A. Schiano, Esq., Trial Attorney 
Immigration & Naturalization Service 
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THE CITY OF NEW YORK 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 

NEW YORK, N.Y. 10007 

April 27, 1972 

Hon. Raymond F. Farrell 
Commissioner 
Immigration and Naturalization Service. 
United States Department of Justice 
119 D Street 
N.E., Washington, D;C. 20536 

Dear commissioner Farrell: 
·:··:;,' 

• 

. ·' 

.'_,,. ,-· .. t·.~·\,,ili· .:· ~v-j:&. ~ ' ····( ·' ' '' ., ' ' .' '. ·.t:~ :1 ' ·•', ,'' ' . 

I am writing this letter .to you on behalf of John Lennon and 
Yoko Ono who are currently facing deportation proceedings inititated 
by your Department. . · · 

. ! 
i 

I \ : . .. I consider lt to'be Very ~uch in the public interest, from the 
:point of view of .. the '¢itizens of New York as well as the citizens of 

~:r..·:~,·~·····;·.· .. the Country, that<artl'stri 'of tpeir distinct.i,on be granted residence 
. :, I , ·~ ' 

status. · · ·•· :• · · · 
,·.·.' ., . 

;,•··. 

They have perspnally told me of their love for New York City 
·· ··•. · and that they wish to make it their home. They have made me familiar 

with the tragichardship involved in their desperate effort to find 
Yoko's 8 year old child, Kyoko. I believe this is the type of hard
ship that our Immigration laws must recognize and the removal of the· 

·. Lennons from this Country would be contrary ·both to the principles of 
·. • ·. our Country as well··as. the humanitarian practices which should be im

plemented by the Dep11rtmellt of Immigration. · 

The only question.:which is raised against these people is that 
they do speak out with strong and critical voices on major issues of 
the day,' If this< is the motive underlying t.he unusual and harsh. action . 
taken by the Immigration .and Naturalization service, then it is an at-.. ·· · 

, .· .. · tempt to silence Constitutionally protected 1st Amendment r.:lghts of. 
free speech and. association and a .denial of the civil liberties of · · 

·· .: · these two people;.: .::i/(:{;; .. :z\ · · . · 

.•, 

' 
'.; .. 

' '· ., -~,- ~ . -' ".,'• :' 

' :;'·. 
·,: ·,'; 

;·: . : .. 
''" -, 
' .. . ' ·~ : . ,: : -;- . 

:.-,-:;;· -~ ' ·-· ,, ' ' 

' .. , 

···.··.·.\ ,, . 

.,;,, '• ,. 
., . 

' . . . . ' 

;-· 
S<-tf • 
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r: . 
• 

-~E*~~~~:~·/,,_. ~--~_: -;-:._-, .. ~ ·.:~;>.::~~:;:·_·~ ... 
. ," -~ . -· I• 

Hon. Raymond F. Farrell· · April 27, 1972 

In light of their unique past'and present contribution in the 
fields of music and the arts, and c;:onsidering their talent to be so 
outstanding as to be ranked.·among the greatest of our time in these 
fields, a grave injustice is being perpetuated by the continuance of 
the deportation proceeding. · · 

n v. Lindsay. 
MAYO\ 

· cc; Attorney Gener.al Richard .G. Kleindienst 
··· .Commissioner Sol Marks 

,·, . · Senator Jacob Javi.ts 
Senator Jamea Buckley ., , 

' . ' ' ' '· ' 
:. -; 

··' \ ; 

... : .. 

.·. ' 
• I 'i , 

'-'' 

... ·.' 
··i ' 
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, :. I , , 
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''!'• ,-··, : ' . 
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! 
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i 
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.·: ·- '•; :i ·. ·-' . ,, ·.~ 1//J ~ 
___;____;__.r·-· .. -· ··---·-···-rrrc J' 



' •. 

Hon. Raymond F. Farrell 
Commissioner 

THE CiTY oF NEw YoRK 

OFFICE OF THE MAYOR 

NEW YORK, N.Y. 10007 

April 27, 1972 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 
United States Department of Justice 
119 D Street 
N.E., Washington, D.C. 20536 

Dear Commissioner Farrell: 

I am writing this letter to you on behalf of John Lennon and 
Yoko Ono who are currently facing deportation proceedings inititated 
by your Department. 

I consider it to be very much in the public interest, ftom-the 
point of view of the citizens of New York as well as the citizens of 
the Country, that artists of their distinction be granted residence 
status. • 

They have personally told me of their love for New York City 
and that they wish to make it their home. They have made me familiar 
with the tragic hardship involved in their desperate effort to find 
Yoko's 8 year old child, Kyoko. I believe this is the type of hard
ship that our Immigration laws must recognize and the removal of the 
Lennons from this Country would be contrary both to the principles of 
our Country as well as the humanitarian practices which should be im
plemented by the Department of Immigration. 

The only question which is raised against these people is that 
they do speak out with strong and critical voices on major issues of 
the day. If this is the motive underlying the unusual and harsh action 
taken by the Immigration and Naturalization Service, then it is an at
tempt to silence Constitutionally protected 1st Amendment rights of 
free speech and association and a denial of the civil liberties of 
these two people. 
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Hon. Raymond F. Farrell - 2 - April 27, 1972 

In light of their unique past and present contribution in the 
fields of music and the arts, and considering their talent to be so 
outstanding as to be ranked among the greatest of our time in these 
fields, a grave ingustice is being perpetuated by the continuance of 
the deportation proceeding. 

Very truly y 

hn V. Lindsay 
M A Y 0 R 

cc: Attorney ~eneral Richard G. Kleindienst 
Commissioner Sol Marks 
Senator Jacob Javits 
Senator James Buckley 
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UNITI:::D STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSiiCE 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 

FILE: Al7 597 321 DATE: August 11, 19[1 

IN RE: John Winston Lennon 

APPLICATION: Temporary admission to the United States pursuant to 
section 212id) (3) I A ), Immigration and Nationality Act 

[KJ consular officer 

The applicant(s) has <have) been found by a to be ineligible to receive a nonimmigrant 

0 immigration officer 

visa under Section( s) •''""'----=------ of the Act. 

Nationality: Date and Country of Birth: Country of Residence : 
. 

Great Bri ta.in 9-lo-4o - England 1'nt.:tland 
Occupation: Employer: 

Musician Self-employed 
Purpose in seeking entry into United States and destination: 

To edit film and consult with business associates at iillKCO Industries, 17 Broadway, 
New York City and Capital Records in New York City in connection with record release 
in September 1971 and to attend custody hearing in St. Thomas, Virgin Islands on 
September 16, 1971. 

Plans regarding travel to United States and period of temporary stay: 

One entry during August or September for six weeks. "• 
'~ 

Basis for favorable action: ., ,. 

To promote American Business Interests and for Humanitarian reasons. 

ORDER: It is ordered that the application be granted for the above indicated pui!)Ooe, subject to revocation 
at any time, valid as set forth below. 

ENTRY: One during August or September 1971 

PERIODOFTEMPORARYSTAY: Six weeks on condition that the activities and 
i tinera.ry of the applicant shall be limited to those set forth above 
and that no extension of stay or change in activities or deviation of 
itinerary shall be authorized without prior approval of the District 
Director, Washington, D. c. f) ... , 

-~· /.:i."i'Y--J~-'--J. 
Section 212 ( o I I 28 I cases only. -:::.;A~s-s..;:i-s7t-,an""tf-:C;;<o"'nnni~-'=s-s~i::;on::;:e=-r"''";"'=A'"d'"j~u-;d-.i-:c-at-;cl-:-. o-:n:cs:---

Basis of excludability 

Telephoned to Mi·s. Gilchrist, Visa Office 2:30PM, 8/11/71 

File Copy 
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STATUTORY INSTRUMJ?NTS 

! 1964 No. 1811 

DANGEROUS DRUGS 

The Dangerous Drugs (No. 2) Regulations' 

Made· 
Laid before Parliament 
Coming into Operation 

13th Novembl!f l~ 11
• 

19th November 19~ 
lstDecemb(!f ,19!14 
' ' \.' ~~t '··' ''"'""' 

ARRANGEMENT OF REGULATIONS '!: ; 
PART I 

CoNTROL OF RAW {)pJUM, &c. 
Regulation . . . . 

1. Application to drugs to which Part I of the Dangerous 
1951 applies. 

2. Supply, procuring and advertising of drugs. 
3. Possession of drugs. 
4. General authority for certain classes · of perso~s to · · 

supply drugs. 
5. Keeping of register. 

PART II 

CoNTROL OF SUBSTANCES FALLING WITiiiN PART I OF 8qll!J)101,'sJ,~ 
THE DANGEROUS DRUGS ACT 1964 

6. 

7. 
8. 
9. 

10. 

ll. 
12. 

13. 

14. 
IS. 
16. 
17. 
18. 

Application to substances falling within Part I of Schedlilti 
the Dangerous Drugs Act 1964. 

Manufacture of drugs. 
Supply, procuring and advertising of drugs and· p replllr&dOllll.\~ 
Possession of drugs and preparations. 
General authority for certain classes of persons .. to .. posscsl. 

supply drugs and preparations. . · · · ·. ·. ·. • · · 
Prohibition on prescribing. . · i · 
General authority for authorised sellers of P»sorii' to maEillflc 

preparations and retail drugs and preparations.. , 
Special provisions in respect of owuers and masters <>f shi~ 

and stockowuers, and certified midwives. . 
Form of prescription. ' ' 7 

Provisions as to supply on prescription. 
Marking of packages and bottles. 
Keeping of register or other records. 
Exemption of certain prescriptions. 

... ······r 2952 



· 19. Definition of "drug ". 

PART Ill 
GENERAL 

20. Definition of " possession ". 
21. Supply otherwise than on prescription. 
!22. Withdrawal of authority. 

· · 23. Withdrawal of authority in Northern Ireland. 
24. Consignment between places outside Great Britain. 
25. Requirements as to registers. 
26. Preservation of documents. 
27. Exemption of constables and carriers. 
28. · Agents acting in the transfer of business and stock·in· trade. 
29. Construction of licence or authority. · 
30. Revocation of licence or group authority. 
31. Metric system and imperial system. 

· . . 3l Interpretation. 
33. Revocation. 
34. Extent. 
35. Otation and commencement. 

SCHEDULI!S 
Sa!m>OLB 1 

Form of register. 

Sa!m>ULB 2 ' 
Dru~ and preparations to which Part II of these Regulations applies ·· 

With certain modifications. . . 

Sa!mOLB 3 
Form of certificate. 

Ia pursuance of the powers conferred on me by section 3 of thl'. Dangerous 
Dnigs Act 19Sl(a) and section 9 of that Act as amended by .section 1(2) 
ol the Dangerous Drugs Act 1964(b), I hereby make the following 

i:, 
' t' ~ .n 
;;~, 

" i), 
,li 

.~'. 
t~; 

f;; 
u: r 
·' ij'. 

j! 
t~ 
]_: 
)', 

!: ·' . !j 
PART I li 

CoN"moL oF RAw OPIUM, &c. .·11 

Rcaulations :- · 

Application to drugs to which Part 1 of the Dangerous Drugs Act 1951 ,.1 
I. ~· app 1es ;. l• 

· 1. This Part of these Regulations. shall apply to any drug, resin or 1• 

pnparation, other than poppy-straw and extract or tincture of cannabis, .1· ..•. ~. 
to which Part I of the Dangerous Drugs Act 1951 as amended by the 
Dangerous Drugs Act 1964 applies, and hereafter in this Part of these I·' 
~:!~~e expression "drug" means an~ s~c~. drug, resin or~reparation j: 

S.pply, procuring and advertising of drugs : . . ·. . · / ·. ·· . ·.t' 
J.-(1) A person shall not supply or procure, br offer to supply or p!'OCIIlfl> ·. 

Ill or for any person, including himself, whether in Great Britain or else- · ;; · ~· 
',, ~>·' \ l,f 

00 "&"0o>'•~ OHOU•~ y~*

5
; ~ 

2953 



~:;.-?44::_ _____ DAI' ,£ROUS DRUGS _____ _;... 

where, or advertise for sale, a drug, unless he is generally authorised; . 
under this Regulation, licensed or authorised as a member of a 

·do, nor otherwise than in accordance with the provisions of these R~igU!IItio.lll '\# 
and, in the case of a person licensed or authorised as a member of 
with the terms and conditions of his licence or group authority. 

(2) (a) A person shall not supply or procure, or offer to supply 
cure, a drug to or for any person in Great Britain unless that 
generally authorised, or, under Regulation 3 of these Regulaticms:)icNJM4>,;:\¥i 
or authorised as a member of a group to be in possession the 
the drug is to be supplied or procured in accordance with thhie;~~~~;·· .. ,l 
of these Regulations and, in the case of a person licensed or ~ 
a member of a group, with the terms and conditions of his licence or 
authority. 

(b) A person shall not in Great Britain supply or procure, or offet 
ply or procure, a drug to or for any person m Northern Ireland or tbO:rtll;[t~1 
of Man unless that J)erson is entitled to be in possession of the drug 
drug is to be supplied or procured in accordance with the terms and CXJIIaao.;,, ''·" 
tions of that person's entitlement. 

In this sub-paragraph "entitled " means entitled under any ~==~ :\q) 
(by whatever name called) issued by, as the case may be, the 
of Home Affairs for Northern Ireland or the Lieutenant-Governor 
Isle of Man, or entitled under any provision relating to the drug 
force in, as the case may be, Northern Ireland or the Isle of Mali · 
" entitlement" shall be construed accordingly. '· 
Possession of drugs . •. · · ... 

3. A person shall not be in possession of a drug unless he is generally IIi". " ··.··· 
. authorised or, under thj$ Regulation, so licensed or authorised as a member,. · ·· 
of a group, nor otherwise than in accordance with the provisions of lhCIIO .. 
Regulations and, in the case of a person licensed or authorised as a 
of a group, with the terms and conditions of his licence or group aut11orll'1•. 
General authority for certain classes of persons to possess iZ1Zd supp/ydttltft.<;:.'<:·:·• 

4.-{1) Subject to the provisions of these Regulations a person who-.~·,, .,,, , .• 
member .of any of the following classes, that is to say :- . 

(a) duly qualified medical practitioners ; 
(b) registered veterinary surgeons and registered veterinary pra,ctitiOMrl ;.:i 
(c) authorised sellers of poisons ; 
(d) registered pharmaceutical chemists who are employed or engageel,~ 

a hospital, infirmary, health centre or disperu;ary wholly or 
maintained by a public authority out of public funds or by a 
or by voluntary subscriptions and whose duties inttha~~t :r~:FJ~ 
or engagement include the dispensing or supply of 11 ..... "'''·'~• 
or any other such institution ; 

(e) persons who are in charge of a laboratory used for the pll1'pOIU 
research or instruction and attached to- : ·· ; ..... ;; .. : ·'"··':'·'·''• 

(i) a university, university college or such a hospital or infir:marO.;;;:;~'I 
aforesaid, 

(tl) any other institution approved for the purpose§' of this 
tion by the Secretary of State ; · · 

(/} public analysts under and within the meaning of the Food and 
Act 19SS(a) or, in Scotland, the Food and Drugs (Scotland) ""'··'·"""• 
l!IS6(b}; 

(a)4 &S~ 2.c.l6. (b) 4 & ~ 2. c. 30 •. 
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S.l. !964/l/ _;_· ------

(g) persons acting as sampling officers under and within tbQ. meanlng,of; .. 
· . . . the said Acts ; . . , .• . ·: 
. (h) persons duly appointed by the Pharmaceutical Society of Gteat Britain ' 
· · .. . as inspectors under section 25 of the Pharmacy and Poisons Act 

l933(a). 
lhall he. authorised, so far as may he necessary for the practice or. exercise 
of his said profession, function or emptorment, and in his J:l!,pacity .as a 
member of his said class, to be in possessiOn of and to supply ifrugs •. ·. 

(2) Every drug in the actual custody of a person authorised by virti:Je of 
Ibis Regulation to be in possession thereof shall, except when. the neces
sities of the practice of the profession, function or employment. by virtue 
Of which that person is authorised as aforesaid otherwise require, be kept , 
In a locked receptacle which can be opened only by him or bY' sonie other · 

· person authorised by virtue of this Regulation to be in possession of the 
drug. · 

. •• • .. Kuplng of register . . . .· .. 

·~~· .. · •. 
I . ·' 

5. Every person generally authorised or licensed or authorised aa ·.a · 
.member of a .group to supply any drugs shall comply with the following 
provisions, that is to say :-

(a) he shall, in accordance with the provisions of this Regulation and· · 
Regulation 25 of these Regulations, keep a register and enter therein in · 
chronological sequence in the form specified in. as the \)ase may be, ,, 
Part I or Part II of Schedule I to these Regulations, ·true particulam . 
with respect to every quantity of any drug obtained by him and with : 
respect to every quantity of any drug supplied by him whether to , 
persons within or to persons outside Great Britain ; .. . , , '· 

(b) be shall u~e a separate register or separate part of the .register with :. 
respect to each of the following classes of drugs, that is· to say.:- · 

(i) raw· opium, 
(ii) coca leaves, · .,, · "· 
(iii) cannabis and caunabis resin and all preparations (other than 

extract and tincture of cannabis) of which cannabis resin forms 
the base. 

PART II 

CoNTROL OF SUBSTANCES FALLING wrrHJN PART I OF ScJlm:JIJLJ! 1 TO: 
THB DANGEROUS DRUGS Acr 1964 . . .. 

,,-,, 

Application to substances falling within PtJTt I of Schedule 1 to the 
Dangerous Drugs Act 1964 · 

6.-{1) This Part of these Regulations shall apply to any substance for 
lhe time being falling within Part I of Schedule 1 to the Dangerous Di:ugs 
Act 1964. 

(2) In the following provisions of this Part of these RegulationS the ex- · . 
rnession " drug" means any substance to which this Part of these Regula· 
dona applies other than a preparation as defined for the purpose of. this · 
Part of these Regulations in paragraph (3) of· this Regulation. . • . · · , 

(3) In this Part of these Regulations the expression " preparation~ meaoa. .• 
Ill)' preparation, admixture, extract or other substance containing . any: i .. 
proportion of a substance to which this Part of these Regulations applies. .• 

(a) 23 &24 Geo. s. c. 25. 

I 
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CHAPTER 15 

'ARRANGEM:E.t~T OF SECTIONS 
PART I. 

-> .RAW OPIUM, CoCA LEAVES, POPPY-STRAW, 
CANNABIS, &c. 

s.iction 
1. Drugs to which Part I applie&. . . 
2. Restriction of importation.:of'drugs to which Pact I applies. 
l. . R.eseriction of~porta;i6rr of drl,Jas to which Part I ~plie~ 
4 .. Power to control production, sale, &c;, <lf'<ftUgs 'to which 

. Part I ~plies.; · --~ . _ , 
S. Pellalization of permitting premises to be used for ::molting 

6. P~~ ~intentional cultivation of.<'.annabi& plant: 

.PART II 
· Plu!fARRD OPIUM 

\ - ' 

7. Ploh.iliition of import~tion and exportation of ~ 
J'·· opium. 

8. PeBat;zation of manufacture, ·sale, ~ &e., of preparec~ 
. opium. ..·. . 

'· MCIUiibg of •• prepared opium ", 

PART III 
0THmt, DI\UOS, AND INTElUIJI!DIATB Pa.oDocrs 01' 

SYNniESJS THl1ltEOt< 

~;;;;,i~~=ri~.:: ........ :c;a~;p:.t 
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CH.l5 Dangerous Drugs Act 1965 

PART IV 

GENERAL 

Miscellaneous Offences 
Section 
13. Miscellareous offences. 

Powers of S,?arch and Arrest 

14. Entry an I search of pr.;mises, &c., to obtain evidence of 
offence>. 

15. Power of arrest. 

Penalties, &c. 
16. Penalties. 
17. Forfeiturr; and disposa of article' in respt·:t of which 

offence:; are committee 
18. Attempts, &c., to commi' offences. 
19. Offences 0y companies. 
20. !.<;gal pre ceedings. 

Supvementary 

21. Lcences .nd autholities 
22. p,u]iamct:tary control of cegulation·; uak.1g pol<. ers. 
23. Meaning )f" correspom: ng law". 
24. General : 1terprctation. 
23. S:tving fo · pow~rs of Par~ ame.nt of) iorl .ern I:·. and. 
26. Conseqm 1tial ::tlliendmc· t of Custo:,;s a d Ex<: e Act 1952. 
27. Repeai aJ .. d savings. 
28. Short titk. 

Sc!UIDULL-Substances ·.ealings in wh·~h arc subject to 
control uw!er Part m. 

Dangerous Drugs Act 1965 CH.lS 

ELIZABEm n 

1965 CHAPTER 15 

An Act to consolidate the Dangerous Drugs Acts 1951 
and 1964. [2nd June 1965] 

BE IT ENACTED by the Quee~'s most Excellent Majesty, by and 
with the advice and consent of the Lords Spiritual and 
Temporal, and Commons, in this present Parliament 

assembled, and by the authority of the same, as follows:-

PART I 

RAw OPIUM, COCA LEAVES, POPPY•STRAW, CANNABIS, &c. 

,· 

~
' ll. The drugs· to which this Part of this Act applies are raw Drugs to 

opium, coca leaves, poppy-straw, cannabis, cannabis re.sin and whic~ Part I 
all preparations of which cannab~'lr. applies. 

2. It shall not be lawful for a person to import into the Remicti?• or 

United Kingdom a drug. to which this Part of this· Act applies ~~g:,'~·~~'~l 
except under a licence granted by a Secretary of State. Pan lapphu. 

1 

3.-(1) It shall not be lawful for a person to export from Restriction of 
the United Kingdom a drug to which this P"art of this Act exportation of 
applies except under a licence granted by a Secretary of State. drugs to which 

Part I applies. 
(2) If at any time the importation into a foreign country 

of a drug to which this Part of this Act applies is prohibited 
or restricted by the Jaws of that country, there shall, while 

. that prohibition or restriction is in force, be attached to every 
licence which is issued by a Secretary of State under this Act 

·authorising the export of that drJg from the United Kingdom 
such conditions as appear to him ni!Cesssry for ~··.:·~·nting or 
re>tricting, as the case may be, the: exporta!ioll "' tho;: drug 
ii.~ ..... .,.\.,,,. .TT-!4 ... .:1 :f?'.! •• -.t .. -- ""- ,..,1. ·+ ' • ' -· • · 
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as the importation c;f that drug into that country is so pro
hibited or restricted, and any such licence issued before the 
prohib,tion or restricTion came into force shall, if a Secretary 
of Sta e by order so directs, be deemed to be subject to the 
like COilditions. 

Power to 
control 
production, 
sale, &c., 
of drugs to 
which Part I 
applies. 

4.-m A Secretary of State cay by regulations provide for 

\ 
controWng or restricling the prcduc<ion, possession, sale and 

, distribt,tion of drugs to which this .Part of this Act applies, 
1 and in particular, bu 1. without frejt1dice 1 o the generality of 
the fon· going power, L1r prohibiti 1g the pmduction, possession, 
sale or distribution of any such drug except by persons licensed 
or othe;wise authorised in that behalf by a Secretary of State. 

Penalization of 
permitting 
premises to be 
used for 
smoking 
cannabis, &c. 

(2) This section shaU, in its application to Northern Ireland, 
have efl ect with the substitution, for references to a Secretary 
of State, of references to the Ministry of Home Affairs for 
Northem Ireland. 

5. If :" person-
(a) oeing the occupier of any premises, permits those 

premises to be used for the purpose of smoking 
cannabis or cannabis resin or of dealing in cannabis 
or cannabis resin (whetbor by sale or otherwise) ; or 

(b) is concerned in the mana.~emMt .of any premises used 
for any such purpose as aforesaid ; 

he shall he guilty of an offence agai:lst this Act. 

Penalization of 6.-(1) A person wb, except unde: a hDmce granted by 
intentional a Secret;iry of State, knowingly culti l'ates ar1y plant of the 
cu!livation of genus cannabis shall be guilty of ;m offence against this Act. 
cannabts 2) Th' . hall . . ' . N h I I d plant. ( JS section s , m 1ts app,lcatJOn to ort ern · re an , 

have effect with the substitution, for the reference to a Secretary 
of State, of a reference to the Ministry of Home Affairs for 
Northern Ireland. 

PrQhibltioo of 
irnp(lttuJon 
tn.l e~;;.owuioo 
ofpoeparcd 
o;.1am. 

Pena!lz.ation of 
ma.flu~acture~ 
sale, us.e. &c .... 
of preral'ed 

PART II 

Pl'.EPARED OPIUM 

7. It shall not be lawful for a pemJn to import into, or 
to export from, the United Kingdom, any prepared opium. 

8. If a person-
(a) u anufactures, sdls or otLerwise · dt~ls in prepared 

t•plum: or 

"""""''*" 4 ,~1'1/1 

Dangerous Drogs Act 196$ ca. 1s 

(c) being the occupier of any premises, permits those PA~tT n 
premises to be used for the purpose of the preparation 
of opium for smoking or the sale or molting of pre. 
pared opium : or 

· (t/1 is concerned in the management of any premises used 
for any such purpose as aforesaid : or 

(e) has in his possession any pipes or other utensils for use 
in connection with the smoking of opium or any 
utensils used in connection with the preparation of 
opium for smoking ; or 

<fl smokes or otherwise uses prepared opium or frequents 
a rtace used for the purpose of opium smelting ; 

he shall be guilty of an offence against this Act. 

9. In this Part of this Act the expression "prt\Pared opium" Meatiing of 
means opium prepared for smoking and includes dross and "prepared 
any other residues remaining after opium has been smoked. oJ)Illftl", 

PART III 

OTHER DRUGS, ANO INTERMI!DIATB Plt.ODTJCTS OF 
SYNnn!SIS THJ!ItEOF . 

10. It shall not, except under a licence granted by a Secretary RestrictJon or 

of State, be lawful for a person to import into, or to export from, =:,'/:: ;?4 

the United Kingdom a substance for the time being specified in 
Part I of the Schedule to this Act, other than a pteparation or ~;:!~ft!}hhl 
other substance for the time being falling within Part II of that S<:hcduic. 

Schedule. 

'< 

11.-(1) For the purpose of preventing the improper use of Power to 
the substances for the time being specified in Part I of the control 
Schedule to this Act, a Secretary of State may by regulations manufac:ture, 
provide for controlling the manufacture, sale, possession and :a~1!,c,, of 
distribution of those substances, and in particular, but without s~eo:ified~ 
prejudice to the generality of the foregoing pow. for- Part r of 

(a) prohibiting the manufacture of a substance tor the time Schedule. 
being so specified except on premises licellsed for the 
purpose by a Secretary of State and subject to any 
conditions specified in the licence ; 

(b) prohibiting the manufncture, sale or distribution of a 
sub1W.nce for the time being so specified except by 
p~;,,c,;:s licensed or otherwise authorised under the 

·- .: •.• t 
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(c) regulating the issue 'Jy medical practitioners of prescrip
tiOJ:s containing a subst.mce for the time being so 
specified and the dispensing of any such prescriptions ; 
and 

(d) requiring persoHs engaged in the manufacture, sale or 
distribution of a substance for the time being so 
specified to keep such books and furnish such informa. 
tion either in 'Nriting or otherwise as may he prescribed 
by the regulations. 

(2) The re2ulations under this secr.ion shaiJ provide for autho
rising a person lawfully carrying on business in accordance with 
the provision,: of the Pharmacy and Poisons Act 1933 as an 
authorised seller of poisons-

(a) in thG ordinary course of his retail business to manu. 
facture, at any premises d•Jly registered under Part I 
of that Act, any pr<:paration, admixture or extract of 
a scilstance for the time being specified in Part I of 
the Schedule to this Act ; or 

(b) to carry on at' any such premises as aforesaid the 
busbess of retailing, dispensing or compounding any 
such substance ; 

subject to the: power of the Secretary of State to withdraw the 
authorisation in the case of a penon who has been convicted 
of an offence against this Act or either of the former Acts 
relating to dangerous dmgs or of a1: offence under the Customs 
and Excise Act 1952 or the eaactments repealed thereby, being 
an offence in relation to a dmg or other substance whose importa· 
tion or exportation was prohibited or restricted by this Act 
or either of the said former Acts, and who cannot, in the opinion 
of the Secretary of State, properly be allowed to carry on the 
business of manufacturing or selling or distributing, as the 
case may be, any such wbst3nce as aforesaid ; but the Secre
tary of State shall. before withdrlwing the authorisation in 
the case of any such perscn, cor.sult the Council of the 
Pharmaceutical Society of Great Britain. 

(3) Nothing in any regulations made under this section shall 
be taken to authorise the sale by retail of poisons by a person 
who is not qmdified in tl::at bt:ha!I llnder, or otherwise than in 
accordance wich, the provisions of the Pharmacy and Poisons 
Act 1933 and the Pharmr:cy and Medicines Act 1941 or to be 
in derogation of the provisions of lhose Acts for prohibiting, 
restricting or regulating the sa 1e of P·'isons. 

(4) This section shall, b its application to Northern Ireland, 
have effect with the subsr: tutkm, in subsection (1) thereof, for 
references to a Secretary of St:1te, of references to the Ministrv 

f ,·MWw.-e .... I!IHWAI\Wi$( i s;;cq; Ill i if4WUW.U.W1"N'i¥4$1!W·~~ 

j 

! 

Dangtrous Drugl Act J96S Ot. IS s 

of Home Affairs for Northern Ireland and with the substitution, P.t.llt m 
for subsections (2) and (3) thereof, of the following sub
sections:-

" (2) The regulations under this Bel:tion shall provide for 
authorising a person who lawfully keeps open shop for the 
retailing of poisons in accordance with the provisions of 
the Pharmacy and Poisons Acts (Northern Ireland) 1925 
to 1955-

(a) to manufacture at the shop in the ordinary course 
of his retail business any preparation, admixture 
or extract of a substance for. the time being speci· 
fied in Part I of the Schedule to this Act ; or 

(b) to carry on at the shop the business of retailing, 
dispensing or compounding any such substance ; 

subject to the power of the Ministzy of Home Affairs 
for Northern Ireland to withdraw the authorisation in the 
case of a person who has been convicted of an offence 
against this Act or either of. the former Acts relating to 
dangerous drugs or of an offence under the Customs and 

~ 
::r-

Excise Act 1952 or the enactments repealed thereby, being 1952 c. 44. 
an offence in relation to a drug or other substance whose 
importation or exportation was prohibited or restricted by 
this Act or either of the said former Acts and who cannot, 
in the opinion of that Ministry, properly be allowed to 
carry on the business of manufacturing or selling or 
distributing, as the case may be, any such substance ; but 
the said Ministry shall, before withdrawing the authorisation 
in the case of any such person, consult the Council of the 
Pharmaceutical Society of Northern Ireland. 

(3) Nothing in any regulations mad• under this section 
shall be taken to authorise the sale, dt tke keeping of an 
open shop for the retailing, dispensing or compounding, of 
poisons by a person who is not qualified in that behalf 
under, or otherwise than in accordance with, the provisions 
of the Pharmacy and Poisons Acts (Northern Ireland) 1925 
to 1955, or to be in derogation of the provisions of those 
Acts for prohibiting, restricting or regulating the sale of 
poisons". 

12. If- Power of He1 
(a) it appears to Her Majesty that a decision of the Majesty in 

Commission or of the Organisation to alter any of ;~:~~~ to 
the Schedules to the S!ngle Convention or to apply Schedule. 
to a substance measures of control applicable under 
that Convention to substances specified in Schedule I 
thereto, requires the addition of a substance to, or the 
removal of a substance from, Part I or II of the 
Schedule II\ thi.~ Ar_t·'" ht>th ''"' """''"'"' ..,f" .,~,,,,M& 
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Entry and 
search of 
premises, &c., 
to obt;tin 
evidence of 
offences. 
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from Part I of that Schedule and the removal of a sub
stance from Part II thereof: or 

(b) it appears to Her probable that there will be taken 
such a decision as afores~id of tile Commission or of 
the Orga1: isation as will requir~ the addition of a 
substance lo Part I of 1:he Scheduli~ to this Act and that, 
in the circ:umstances of the cas<:, it is expedient to 
anticipate ihe decision ; 

She ·nay by Order in Council :nah the requisite modifications 
in tb,: said Schedule. 

13. A person

PARr IV 

GENERAL 

Jfiscel/anMus Offences 

ia) who acts ir: contravendon .Jf, or fails to comply with, 
a regula tic• made unc: or tl:is Ac: ; or 

• i b) who acts ir. contravention of, or fails to comply with, 
the condithns of a lic<!nce issued or authority granted 
under, or i.n pursuanc<: of, this Act; or 

lc) who for the purpose cl ob:aining, whether for himself 
or for any other per~>):l, ·he \ss,,e, grant or renewal 
of any suclt licence O( authority as aforesaid, makes 
a declaration or statement which is false in any par· 
ticular, or !:. nowingly litter~. produces or makes use of 
any such ,Jeclaration or statement or a document 
containing tb.e same: or 

(d) who in the United Kingdc>m aicls, abets, counsels or 
procures thG commissi\<n in a phtc·e outside the United 
Kingdom of an offence punishable under the provisions 
of a corresponding law in force in that place, or does 
an act preparatory to, or in furtherance of, an act 
which if committed in the Unit:d Kingdom would 
constitute an offence apimt this A.ct; 

shall be guilty of an offence against this Act. 

POh'ers of Search and Arr~st 
14. --(!) A constaUe or other person authorised in that behalf 

by a general or sp::<:ial order Jf a Secretary of State (or in 
Nortt~m Ireland ei!her of a Secretary of State or of the 
Minis!.ry of Home Affairs for Northern Irdand) shall, for the 
purpc:ses of the execution of Parts I, II and III of this Act, 
have power to enter the premb~s of a, person carrying on the 
business of a producer, manufacturer, seller or distributor 

~.-...,;.,, JCJ. ...,.._~-!f II \$ !IILI.~IJI$14 ¢.1filllifllflT 1'1:810 !!$ ¢1 IIUMJ.• 
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of any drugs to which Part I or II of this Act applies or any 
substances for the time being specified in Part I of the Schedl:le 
to this Act, and to demand the production of, ac.a to inspect, 
any books or documents relating to dealings h1 any such drugs 
or substances and to inspeet any stocks of a117 such drugs or 
substances. 

(2) If a justice of the peace (or in Scotland either a justice of 
the peace ot a sheriff} is satisfied by information on oath that 
there is reasonable ground for suspecting-

(a) that any drugs to which Part I or II of this Act 
applies or any substances for the time being specified 
in Part I of the Schedule to this Act are, in contraven
tion of the· provisions of. this Act or any regulations 
made thereunder, in the possession or under the 
, .. >ntrol of a person in any premises ; $ 

(b) that a document directly or indirectly relating to, or 
connected with, a transaction or dealing which was, 
or an intended transaction or dealing which would 
if carried out be, an offence against this Act, or in 
the case of a transaction or dealing carried out or. 
intended to be carried out in a place outside the 
United Kingdom, an offence against the provisions 
of a corresponding law in force in that place, is in the 
possession or under the control of a person in any 
premises, 

he may grant a search warrant authorising any constable 
named in the warrant, at any' time or times within one month 
from the date of the warrant, to enter, if need be by force, 
the premises named in the warrant, and to search the premises 
and any persons found therein and, if there is reasonable.ground 
for suspecting thlit an offence against this Act has been com· 
niitted in relation to any such drugs or substances as aforesaid 
which may be found in the premises or in the pOssession of any 
such persons, or that a document which may be so found is 
such a document as is mentioned in l,)atagraph (b) of this sub
section, to seize and detain those drugs or substances or that 
document, as the case may be. 

(3) If a person wilfully delays or obstructs a person in the 
exercise of his powers under this section or faih to produce, or 
conceals or attempts to conceal, any such bookf. stocks, drugs, 
substances or documents as aforesaid, he shall be guilty of an · 
offence against this Act. 

15. A constable may arrest without warrant a person who has PoiWI' of 
committed, or attempted to commit, or is reasonably suspected arrest. 
by the constable of having committed or attemtted to <:Ommit 

;[lil::.·, 
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PART lV an offence against this Act, if be has reasonable ground for 
be!i,!ving that that person will abscond unless arrested, or if 
the name and address of th.1t person are unknown to, and 
canuot be ascertain.Jd by, him. 

Penalties. 

Forfeiture and 
disposal of articlt~ 
in respect of which 
offe.nce.s are 
eornmiued. 

Penalties, &c. 

hi.-(1) Every person gulLy of an elf en~rS!!£linst this Act 
shall, in respecCof 'eacnoffeilrDe luil:ll;;'\su JectfOtlie nexT 
following subsection)-

(a) on convict:on on indictment, to a fine not exceeding 
£1,000 or to imprisouwer.t for a period not exceeding 
ten years. or to both : or 

(b) 2.n suw~,f.~~victk.n, to a ~.'.l'f.J).Ot .elceeding £2~ 
oT10"'ililp :Jsonmait"lor a""fenn not exceoomg twerve 
~6ti<f1xir.· 

.,.,-IQ.\lf~ 

(2) No person !.hall, on conviction for an offence against 
this Act consisting in a contravention of, or failure to comply 
with. a regulation under this Act relating .to the keeping 
of h•>oks or the issuing or dispensing of prescriptions containing 
drup to which Part I or II of this Act applies or substances for 
the lime being specified in Part J of tht: Schedule to this Act, 
be stmtenced to imprisonmenl without the option of a fine or 
to pay a fine exceeding £50, if the court dealing with the case is 
satis[ied that the of:'ence was committed through inadvertence 
and was not preparatory to, or committed in the oourse of, or in 
connection with, the commission or intended commission of any 
other offence against this Act. 

17. A person convicted of an oJfence «gainst this Act shall 
forfeit to Her Majesty all articles in respect of which the offence 
was committed, and the court before. which he is convicted 
may order those a1ticles to be destroyed vr otherwise disposed 
of as the court thinks fit. 

Attempts, &c., 18. If a person attempts to. commit· an offence against this 
to commit Act, or solicits or incites. ano1her person to commit such an 
offences. offence, he shall, without preja(lktl to any other liability, be 

liable on summary conviction to the same punishment and 
forfeiture as if he had committed an offence against this Act. 

Offences by · 19. Where a person convictt!d of an offence against this Act 
comparues. is a company, the chairman anc every director and every officer 

conc';rned ·in the management of the company shall be guilty 
of tl.e like offence unle~s he prows thtt the act constituting 
•L~ . t;r __ . __ '· 1.. 1 j.t ... • • ~ 
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20.-(1) No person shall- PuT IV 
(a) in England or Wales, be proceeded against by indict· I.etal . 

went for an offence against this Act unless the pro- pr0<:1Cit4ings. 
ceedings are instituted by, or with the consent of, · 
the Attorney General or by the · Jmector of Public 
Prosecutions ; J 

(b) in Northern Ireland, be proceeded against as aforesaid i 
unless the proceedings are instituted by, or with the 
consent of, the Attorney General for Northern Ireland: 

Provided that paragraph (a) of thls subsoctioJt shall not apply 
where the person charged claims. in pursuance of section 25 of 
the Magistrates' Courts Act 1952, to be tried by a jury. 1952 c. ss. 

(2) Any proceedings before a court of SWDJ:!IIRY jurisdiction 
for an offence against thls Act or for attemptiag to commit or 
soliciting or inciting another person to commit such an offence 
may, notwithstanding any enactment prescribing the time within 
which proceedings may be brought, be brought either within the 
time so prescribed or within three months from the date on which 
evidence sufficient in the opinion of a Secretary of State to 
justify a prosecution for the offence comes to his knowledge, 
whichever is the longer : and for the purposes of thls subsection 
a Certificate purporting to be signed by a Secretary of State as to 
the date on which such evidence as aforesaid comes to his 
knowledge. shall be conclusive evidence thereof. 

In the application of thls · subsection to Scotland references 
to the Lord Advocate, and in the application of tllis.subsection to 
Northern Ireland references to the Attonuty General for 
Northern Ireland, shall be substituted for the references to a 
Secretary of State. 

(3) For the avoidance of doubt it is hereby declared that in 
any proceedings against a person for an off~e asainst thls 
Act it is not necessary to negative by evidence a fk:ence. authority 
or other matter of exception or defence, and that the burden 
of proving any such matter lies on the person seeking to avail 
himself thereof. 

Supplementary 

21. A licence or authority issued or granted for the purposes Ucences aDd 
of this Act by a Secretary of State or the Ministry of Home authorities. 
Affairs for Northern Ireland may be issued or granted on such 
terms and subject to such conditions (including; in the case of 
a licence, the payment of a fee) as the Socret.arv of State or the 

_ .. 
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PART IV 
Parliamentary 
control of 
regulation
making 
powers. 

22.-(1) Any power to ma;,e regulations conferred by this 
Act on a Secr~tary of State shall be exercisable by statutory 
instrument, and a statutory instrument made in exercise of any 
mch power sh:dl be subject t J anD ulment in pur~uance of a 

, resolution of either House c>f P&rliamcnt. 

Meaning of 
"correspond
ing law". 

(2) Every replation made under this Act by the Ministry of 
Home Affairs for Northern Ireland shall be laid forthwith before 
each House of the Parliament of Nor them Ireland, and if an 
i\ddress is presented to the Governor of Northern Ireland within 
the period herei;~after mentione,; praying that the regulation may 
!·,e annulled, the Governor of Northern Ireland in Council may 
annul the regulation and it shall thenceforth be void, but without 
prejudice to the ·ralidity of <cnything previously done thereunder. 

The period referred to in the foregoing provisions of this 
subsection is, in relation to eitier House of the Parliament of 
~ orthern Ireland. a period l:egir, ning with the day following that 
o.1 which the re,plation is laid b,lfore it and comprising ten days 
at least on whkh that House has sat, but not being in any 
cnse shorter in dnration than twmty days; and days comprised 
in more than on.; Session of the Parliament of Northern Ireland 
may be reckonec; for the purposes of thi! provision. 

23.-(1) In thi> Act the exrression "corresponding law" 
m:·ans a law stat.~d in a certificate purporting to be issued by 
or on behalf of the government of a country outside the United 
Ki:1gdom to be a law providing for the control and regulation 
in that country of the manuftccture, sale, use, export and import 
of drugs and othtr substance!: in accordance with the provisions 
of the Single Convention or a law providing for the control and 
rerulation in that country of the manufacture, sale, use, export 
and import of dwgs in accordance wit!: the provisions of the 
Ha:~ue Conventiov, the Geneva Convention (No. 1) and the 
Geneva Convention (No, 2J as -,,.,Je.: : ve!y amended by the Protocol. 

C!) A statement in any t~~ch c tifica'e a aforesaid as to the 
eff(~t of the law mentioruM! in th~ ,,··~tic ·~te or a statement in 
any such certificate, that ally facts constitute an offence against 
that law shall be cc•ncluslve, · 

General 2·1.:-(1) In this .Act the folk•wing ~:xpression! have the 
interpretation. mennmgs hereby a;:s1gned to them ,~espectlve!y, that IS to say:.;... 

"cannabis " bcept when, usej in tlw expression 'cannabis 
resin ') rri:ans the f!<Jwering or fruiting tops of any 
plant of the genus cRnnabis from which the resin has 
not been extracted, ;,y whatever name they may be 
designated ; 

,....,~*111!1 bib II W 4~ 44 4-· IU:.,il:lC$ J $,41U:,I,.Wieftllt41110111111!1 
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"cannabis resin" means the separated resin, whether crude PAAT IV 
or purified, obtained from any plant of the genus 
cannabis; 

" coca leaves " means the leaves of any plant of the genus 
of the erythroxylacea: from which cocaine can be ex· 
tracted, either directly or by chemical transformation ; 

: " the Commission " means the Commission on Narcotic 
Drugs of the Economic. and Social Council of the 
United Nations ; 

'' former Acts relating to dangerous drugs " means the 
Dangerous Drugs Act 1920 and the Dangerous Drugs 1920 c. 46. 
Act 1951 : 1951 c. 48. 

"the Geneva Convention (No. 1)" means til::.~.,._ .~ .• .;,.a! 
Opium Convention signed at Geneva on 19th February 
1925; 

"the Geneva Convention (No. 2) " means the .Conveution 
signed at Geneva on 13th July 1931, being the Con· 
vention for the purpose of supplementing the Geneva 
Convention !No. 1) and the Hague Convention ; . 

"the Hague Convention" means the Internationai.Opium 
Convention signed at the Hague on 23rd January 1912; 

" medicinal opium " means raw opium which bas undergone 
the proc~ses necessary to adapt it for medicinal use 
in accordance with the requirements of the British 
Pharmacopmia, whether it is in · the fo!'lR of powder 
or is granulated or is in any other form, and whether 
it is or is not mixed with neutral substances: 

- " opium poppy " means the plant of the species Papaver 
somniferum L; 

"the Organisation" means the World Health Organisation ; 
" poppy-straw " means all parts except the seeds of the 

opium poppy, after mowing; 
" the Protocol " means the Protocol on Narcotic Drugs 

signed at Lake Success, New York, on lith December 
1946; 

"raw opiuni" includes powdered or granulated opium, 
but does not include medicinal opium; 

" the Single Convention " means the Single Conventkm on 
Narcotic Drugs signed at New York on 30th March 
1961. 

(2i The specification in para~!lh l of the S:hedulc :i'l tlli~ 
Act of a substance shall. if the exi.:ence of isom~rs of that ~ub
stance is possible wiillin th~ ~J'!'('ilic o:ohemiml desig!lltiol.l 
thereof, be taken to comprehend the >pe<.'iik~li'" .;;f any i10mer 
Of that S.UbS:t~nCA WhntP':· P..Yidii'P\1',-. ~~ :-.tv:·:;;..:~ , 4',"11:-•al • .t • """*" 
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1 ~ferences in P<'ragraphs 2, 3, 8, 13 snd 14 of that Schedule to 
• substance for the time b~ing speciti<!d in the said paragraph I 
shall be constru::d accordingly. 

(3) For the purposes of this Act, an article shall be deemed 
to be imported under licence or expOJted under licence if the 
importer or expvrter, as the case may be, is the holder of a 
licence issued u.1der this Act authorising the importation or 
e cportation, as the case may be, of the article and complies with 
tlle conditions, if any, of the licence, but not otherwise. 

Saving for 
powers of 
Parliament of 
Northern 
Ireland. 

25. For the purposes of section 6 of the Government of 
Ireland Act 1920 (which relates io the powers of the Parliament 
oi Northern Irelr.nd to mab~ laws) th;s Act shall be deemed to 
h•we been passt1l before the day app.>inted for the purposes 
of that section. 1920 c. 67. 

Consequential 26. For the pucposes of any proceedings under section 45, 56 
amendment of or 304 of the Customs and Excise Act 1952 for an offence in 
tus!oA:d C(:nnection with the importation or exportation of drngs or other 
19~;r substances in contravention of this Act, section 16 of this Act 
1952. c. 44. shall not be taken expressly to provide a penalty for that 

of!"ence ; and for the purposes of any such proceedings in 
connection with the importation or expo1tation of drugs or other 

1951 c. 48. substances in comravention •lf tbe Dangerous Drugs Act 1951, 
se'-tion 15 of that Act shall not be taken expressly to have pro
vided a penalty fer that offence. 

Repeal and 
savings. 
1964 c. 36. 

1964 c. 36. 

1889 c. 63. 

Short title. 

27.-(l) The Dangerous Drug:: Act 1951, section 320(3) of 
the Customs and Excise Act 1952 and the Dangerous Drugs 
Act 1964 are hereby repealed. 

(2) In so far as any order or regulation made, licence issued, 
authority or warrant granted or other thing done under an 
enactment repealed by this Act (eH'<)pt section 2 of the 
Dangerous Drugs Act 1964) cotlld have been made, issued, 
$ranted or done under a corresp<Jnding provision of this Act, 
It shall not be inva iidated by the repeal eftected by the foregoing 
subsection, but sh1ll have eff<>:t as if it hc.d been made, granted, 
iss11ed or done under that cctresp:mding provision. 

(J) Any docum.:nt referring to an enr,ctment repealed by this 
Ac< shall, so far al may be necessary for preserving the effect 
thereof, be constn:cd as ref em ng, or as including a reference, to 
the corresponding enactment L'l this Act. 

(4) The mention of particu;ar m1tters in this section shall not 
be taken to affect the general application of section 38 of the 
Interpretation Act 1889 with regard to n·,e effect of repeals. 

13. This Act may be cited as tbr: Dang1:rous Drugs Act 1965. 

Dangtrold DI'!Agt Act 196S CK.IS 

SCHEDULE 

SUBSTANCI'll 01!AUNOS IN WlDCH AU SUBJECT TO CoNTI\OL 
UNDER Pur ill 

PAllT I 
SUBSTA'NCI'll DllALINGS IN WHICH AIU! SUBJECT TO CoNTROL EXCEPT, 
IN TilE CASE OF ANY SPBCIPIED IN P AllT II BELOW, AS llllGAliDS 

JMPOllTAUON AND BxloRTAUON 

I. The following substances, namely:-

Acetyldihydrocodeine. 
Allylprodine. 
Alphacetylmethadol. 
Alphameprot!inc, 
Alphamethadol. 
Alphaprodinc. 
Anilendine, 
Benzethidine. 
B~lmorphine (3-benzylmor-

phine) • 
Betacetylrnethadol. 
Betameprodinr. 
Betamethadol. 
Betaprodine. 
Clonitazene. 
Cocaine. 
Codeine. 

! Desomorphine. 
Dextromoramide. 
Dextropropoxyphene. 
Diamorphlne. 
Diampromide (N·[2·(N·methyl· 

phenethylamino) propyl] pro
pionanilide). 

Diethylthiambutenc. 
Dihydrocodeine. 
Dihydromorphine. 
Dimenoxadole. 
Dimepheptanol. 
Dimethylthlambutene. 
Dioxaphetyl butyrate. 
Diphenoxylate. 
Dipipanone. 
Ecgonine. 
Ethylmethylthiambutene. 
Ethylmorphine (3-ethylmorphioe). 
Etonitazene, 
Etoxeridine. 
Fentanyl. 
Furethidioe. 
Hvdrocodone (dihvdromd~innn.\ 

Hydromorphinol, 
Hydromorphone. 
Hydroxypethidino. 
Iso~thadonc. 
Ketobcmidone. 
Levo~thorphaa • 
Levomoramide:. 
Levoph4:1lacylmotphan • 
Levorphanol. 
Mctazocine. 
Methadone. 
Methadyl acetate, 
Methyldesorphine. 
MethyldihydromOIP,hine 

(6-.mcthyldihycfromorphine). 
Metopon. 
Morpheridine. 
Morphine. 
Morphine mcthobromidc, mot· 

phine-N·oxide 111d other penta• 
valent nitroaen uwrphino deri
vatives. 

Myrophine. 
Nicocodine. 
Nicomo~hine (3,6-dinicotinoyl· 

morphine). 
NoracymethadoL 
Norcodeine. 
NorlevorphanoL 
Normethadone. 
Normorphine. 
Norpipanone. 
Oxycodone. 
Oxyrnorphone. 
Pethidine. 
Phenadoxonc. 
Phenampromide. 
Phenazocine • 
Phenomorpbatl. 
Phenoperidine. 
Phnti'VVf:n,. 

ll -· .· 

Seotio111 10, II, 
12, 13, 16, :u. 
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ScH. I 

·CH. 15 Danguous Drugs Act 1965 Dangtrous lm.gs Acl /96$ C11. 15 I 
P •. d' I 

1011no me. / 4-Cyano 2 d' th 1 · ' .. · · Probe tazinc '. • • Ime Y aOllno-4, 4- : has no, or a neghg~ble, nsk of abuse and that the coca1.ne cannot be 
Prope~dine ' (l·methyl-4- h . 1_ 4-~1;'henylbutane. ~ recov~red by. readily applicable means or in a yield which would 

Piperidine A -··boxyl1·c ap· .e?Y
0 

. ) an?di·! ·methyl-4-phenyJ. conslitute a nsk to he:llth. ........,"' cw ts • I>~pen ne. 
R propyl ester). l-Methy1-4-phenylpiperidine-4- II. A preparation of medicinal opium or of morphine containing {in 
·· acemethorphatt carboxylic acid either case) not more than 0·2 per cent. of morphine calculated as 
Racemorarnide. 2-Mcthyl-3-morpholino-l 1• anhydrous morphine _base, .being a preparation compound~d with one 
~fhacemorphan. diphenylpropanecarbo~ylic or more other mgredtents m such a way that the preparation has no, 
, eba~n. acid. or a negligible, risk of abuse and that the opium or, as the case may be, 
.Th.ebl!lne: . 4-Phmylpiperidine-4-carboxylic the. morph!ne, cannot be ~ecovore? by readily applicable means or in 
fnmependine. aciJ ethyl ester. a y1eld whtch would constitute a nsk to health. 

2. Any ester (other than one expressly mentioned in ara a !2· Solid dose preparatio.n~ of diphenoxyl~te containing, per dosage 
<tbove) or ether (llther than one so menticned) f b P ~ph 1 un1t, not more than 2·5 Oli!Jigramm.es of dtphen!lxylate calculated as 
time being specified in that p~:agrc.ph. 0 a su stance or the base and not less than 25 mtcrogranunes of atropme sulphate. 

3. Any salt ofu substance f-r th., ti'me lJet'ng p ifi d. 13. Pulvis Ipecacuanhac et Opii Compositus:-
2 • •.· ,, s ec e m paragraph 1 . . . 

(,r aoove. 10 per cent. opnm~;~~e~wder, 
4 A d · · f . . . 10 per cent. Ipeca root, in powder, 
· ~y envatJre o ecgomne \vhtch r: convertible to ecgonine or · 11 · d 'th 
~~~ ~=m 

5. Concentrate )f poppy-straw (that is to say, the material arising 
when poppy-straw has entered into a precess for the concentration 
o:· its alkaloids). 

6. Medicinal OJ um. 

7. Any eJ;tract <'i tincture of cannabis. 

8. Any preparai ion, admixlt1re, ~xtract or other substance containing 
ar. y proportion or a substanc~ for the tit'le being specified in para
gnph I above or in any of paragraphs 2 to 7 above. 

PART II 
PREPARATIONS AND OTHER Suns·;ANC:ES PALUNG WITHIN PART I WHOSll 

IMPORTATION AND EXPORJt.TION IS EX•;}pTEQ FROM CONTROL 

9.-(1) A prepan1tion of net more than one of the substances to 
wtcich this paragrapiJ applies, when--· 

(a) compoundd with one or more Nher mgredients in . such a 
way that the preparation has no, or ,I negligible, risk of abuse, 
and that the substance c..1nnot be recovered by readily 
applicable means or in a yic:ld which would constitute a risk 
to health; md 

(b) containing not more th.ln hlO mi1ltrarnmes of the substance 
per dosage unit and with a concen\ration of not more tl:an 
2·5 per ce:H. in undivided p:·eparati.ms. 

(2) The substance; to which this paragraph applies are acetyldihydro
coddne, codeine, deJ.tropropoxyphene, dihyd:ocodeine, ethylmorphine 
(3·cthylmorphine), norcodeine, fhokodine ~ad their respective salts. 

D. A preparation of cocaine umtaining n.Ji. n10re than 0·1 per cent . 
of' Jcaine caiculated as cocaine blSe, being<~ preparation compou:;ded 
wit1; on¢ or more otLer mgredients in such H way that the prep:.cr~tion 

80 per cent. of any other powdered ingredient containing 
neither a drug to which Part I or II of this Act applies nor a 
substance for the time being specified in paragraph I of this 
Schedule or in any of paragraphs 2 to 8 thereof. 

14. Mixtures containing not more than one of the preparations 
specified in paragraphs 9 to 13 above, being mixtures whereof none of 
the other ingredients is either a drug to which Part I or II of this 
Act applies or a substance for the time being specified in paragraph 1 
of this Schedule or in any of paragraphs 2 to 8 thereof. 

PRINTED IN ENGLAND BY SWIFT (PRINTING It DUPUCA'ITNO), LID., fOR 
C. H. BA YLJ.S, C.B. 
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., 

IN THE. INNER LONDON AREA AND~JN THE METROPOLITAN POLICE DISTRICT 

MEMORANDUM of a CONVICTION 0 RfJtllU1lJm7:fliJJTNfZentered in the REGISTER of the 

MARfiEBONE ~IAGISTRATES' COURT. 

The 28th day of NOVEI;ffiER 

Name of informant Nam~ of defendant Nature of offence I Datt of offenne Pie~ I Time allowed 
or or matter of ' or consent )iinute of Adjudication j for payment 

or of complainant A~e if kno1111 

D.S. PILCHER 
· c.o.c.r. 

John Winston 
LENNON 
Age 28 
MusiciaJ 

I matter of complaint ._co~mp_lain_t ~:.~ _oo o_rde_r ·l------:~~a-ndms_· ta_lme_nta 

I I I 1 I' 

I ( 1 ) I I I I 

I Having in his possesion a dancerJus1 ~/10/D~ £1 )0, 20gns costs. I 7 days 
drug to wit Cannabis Resin Ylithotlt I Est. 
being duly authorised, at )4 Mon1~a. gue Guilty 

: Square W .1. on 18 .. 1 G·D8. 
, Con to Regs. ) Dangerous Drugs(N ,2) 
I ·Regs. j Dangerous Drugs Act 1 ~o). 
: ( 2) Wilfully obstructing Norman P' lcher 2 
. a constable of the metropolitan olice : r 1 No evidence offered 

1 

force then exercisinrr his powers under I C"'l dismissed 
· the Dani;erous Drugs Act, 1jo) at 4, 1Nc4 . 
·. Montague Square, t W ,1 , 1 ~vi I~~ (Signed~) John PHIPPS 
! Con. to Sec. 14(3J Dangerous Drug ! ij J.!agistrate Adju6ica~in9 
; Act 1~o~. I 

\ -;----------~-------~-___:-__;.--~-"!',-.....:.--
\.,._/ 

·I 

L 

M.C.A. 118-1.89 

Extract from 
n~~gi~ter Proving 

Proceedin~ 

I certify the above extract to be a true copy. 

Clerk of the said Magistrates' Court. 

The 1 )th day of JANUARY 

'i . ! ________ ,, .... 2965 



form J.4•.},i.; 
(R 1·7llN . ' I'• 'TED STATES DEMaMENT OF JUSnCE 

JiiMIGRAnON AND IIAIUIAUZAnON SERVICB 

Jew Jon, New York 

'cADJ-7 

NOTICE OF [!] THillD 0 SIXTH PREFERENCE PETITION APPROVED UNDER SECTION 203(a) 
OF THE IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY ACT, AS AMENDED. 

' 
IMPORTANT: IF TillS PETITION HAS BEEN APPROVED FOR SIXTII PREFERENCE AND 
IF CONDITIONS CHANGE so THAT YOU DO NOT INTEND TO EMPLOY THE BENEFICIARY, 
NOTIFY TillS OFFICE IMMEDIATELY. 

ame of Beneficiary File No. 

I D:;' ;":''~9'12 --.Johll Wlutoa LIIOI!Olf A17 lit? 321 
Country of birth 

~a~~er(~iclaa) 
Date Petition Filed 

Bqlelld larch I, 1112 - - :l VALIDITY: The approval of a petltton for thud or s1xth preference classlftcatton IS valid fOJ as long as the supportmg labor certl' · 
catton IS valid and unexpned, provtded rn the case of a pet1t1on for third preference class1ftcat10n there ts no change 1n tnc bencf 
Clary's mtentron to engage 10 the 10drcated profess ron, art or scrence, and provrded rn the case of a petrt•on r,,. SIXtt• preferencj 
classification there rs no change 1n the respective intentions of the pet1t1oner and the benet1crary that the benef1c1ary will be em· 
played by the petitroner rn the capacity rndrcated in the petrtion. 

Please note the items below which are indicated by ":s:" marks concerning this petition. 

0 Your petition for preference classification has been approved by the Service and forwo.rded to the United 
States Consulate at This completes all action by this Service on 
the petition. This Service has nothing to do with the &ctnal issuance of visas. Visas aro issued ouly by a 
United States Consul who is under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Depo.rtment of State. Under the law only a 
limited number of visas may be issued by that Dwartment during each yeo.r and they must be issued strictly 
in the chronological order in which Pf:tltions were fiJ.ed for the same cl8ssification. When the beneficiary's 
turn is reached on the visa waitlng ].ist, the United States Consul will inform him and consider issuance of 
the visa.. Inquiry concerning visa issuance should be CJddressed to the Ormsul. This Service will be unable to 

D 

D 

D 

CJnswer CJn!J inquiry concerning visa issuance. 

The petition has been approved. The petition states that the, beneficiary is in.. the United States and will 
apply to become a lawful pernument resident. The enclosed application for th"'! pl!rpose. !Form I-485) 
should be completed and submitted by the beneficio.ry in accordance with the instructions contained there
in. (If the beneficiary had previously submitted form I-485 which Willi returned to him, he should resubmit 
that form.) 

The petition has been approved. The beneficiary will be .inforp~ed of the decision made on his pending 
application to become a lawful permanent res,ident (Form I-f85). · 

The petition has been approved. The petition states that the beneficiary is in the United States and will 
apply for adjustment of status to that of a lawful permanent resident. A visa number is not presently 
available; therefore, the beneficiary may not apply for adjustment of status to that of a permanent 
resident. The beneficiary h1111 been oi''will be notified concerning his stay in the United States. 

li] Remarks: Tile vtaa pet1t101l ua ben •PPIO•· 

cc: Leon Wildea, Bs4. 
515 Madison Avenue, KYC 

NAME AND ADDRESS OF PETITIONER 

.Job fiutoa Leaaoa 
101 aau st .... t 
... Jon, •n Jon 

Very truly yolll'fl, 

THIS NOTICE TO BE MAILED TO THE ATIORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE, IF ANY. 
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March 1, 1972 

Mr. John 11, Lennon 
and Mrs. Yoko Ono Lennon 
lOS Bank street 
!lew Yorlc, N, Y, 

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Lennont 

Ill? 597 321 
I I 

(b )(6) 

The records o£ this Serrl.ce indicate that yvur temporary eta;r 
in the Ur.ited states as 'Visitors hu expired on Febrwuy 29, 
1972. 

It is expected you will effect yvur departure :f'rom the United 
states on or before Karch 1$, 1972. hilurs to do so will 
result in the institution ot deportation proceedings. 

Please noti.f;y this Sel'V'ioe ot the date, place and manner ot 
yvur departure at least two dqe in advance ot your leaving ·~ 
by calling Mr. Or'ri.lle R. Conley at 264·$896. 

Very t~ yvure, 

rot MAF!ls 
District Director 
New Yorlc District 

2968 



Al7 597 321 
I I 

lllr • Jo bn Lennon IUld 
lolra. Yoko Ono Lennon 
105 Bank street 
!few York, !few York 

Dear Mr. "Mrs. Lennon: 

March S, 1972 

(b )(6) 

Your temporary stay in the United States as visitors 
expired on February 29, 1972. 

On March 1, 1972, we advised you in writing tbat you 
WGre expeeted to effect your departure fro~~ the lhlited 
Statea on or before Mllrch 15, 1912. U is now understood 
that you have no intention of effecting your departure by 
thllt date. We are therefore revoking the privilege of vol
untary departure as provided bf exiating regulation• (Title 
8, Code of Federal Regulations 242. 5(o)). 

cc: ~eon Wildes, Esq. 
515 Madison Ave. 
New York, N.Y. 10022 

fi:FEB:mn 

Very truly yours, 

SOL MARIS 
District Direct'>r 
Jew York District 

' 

.. T 
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II 
I' 
i UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

li 
II 
I 

I 

I 
1 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK 

--------------------------------··X 
JOHN HINSTON ONO LENNON and 
YOKO ONO LENNON, 

Plaintif'f's, 

-against-

CIVIL ACTION NO. 

.I
I SOL MARKS, Individually, and as 

Director of' the Immigration and 
ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE 

I Naturalization Service of' the 
New York District, 

J 
I 
I 
I 
I 

Def'endant. 
---------------------------------x 

Upon the annexed af'f'ioavits of' plalntif'f's, 

J~~ ONO LENNON and YOKO ONO LENNON, the supporting 

a~ion of' LEON WILDES, the summons and verif'ied 

complaint, it is 

ORDERED, that the def'endant show cause at a 

motion term of' this Court, United 

JO ~. on s~:e;_J!~tl'E'P Room 
1972, at I 0 ' ([lJ o'clock in the 

States Courthouse, Foley 

the ~ clay of' MAY, 

f'orenoon, or as soon 

thereaf'ter as counsel may be heard, why an order should 

a hearing pursuant to 8 U.S.C. 1251, 1252 or any other 

deportation hearing until such time as the def'endant has 

reviewed and ruled upon p1aintif'fs' petitions for third 

pref'erence visas pursuant to 8 u.s.c. §§1153. 1154, and 

j compelling the def'endant and those acting under him to rule 

I upon the th:trd preference appllcat~ons or the plainti!'f's. 

I 
I 
I 

II 
and f'or such other and further relief' as the Court may deem j 
proper under the circumstances. 

I 

. ) >_ 
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II 

I 

PENDING THE HEARING AND DETERMINATION of' tM.s 

motion, it is 

FURTHER ORDERED that def'endant, his agents, 

and the Immigration and Naturalization Service, are hereby 

enjoined f'rom holding a hearing pursuant to 8 U.S.C. 1251, 

152, or any other deporation hearing. 

SUFFICIENT CAUSE THEREFORE APPEARING, LET 

service of' a copy of' this Order and the papers upon which 

1t was granted upon the United States Attorney for the 

Southern District ot• New York, on or bef'ore s--- p.m. 

on May 1, 1972 be suf'f'icient. 

United States District Judge 

DATED: NEW YORK, NEW YORK 

~ ~+-tfY-1111 
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COPY>'IIIJ,WT I··~ 

STATE OF NEW, YORK. ,COUNTY OF CER..."'IFICATION BY ATTORNEY 

The unde'rsigned,. an attorney admitted to practice in the courts o£ New York State,. certilies that the wilhin 

found to he a true and complete copy. 
has been compared by the undersigned with the original and 

Dated: 

STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF ATTORNEY•s AFFIRMATION 

The undersigned,. an attomey admitted to practice in the courts of New York State~ shows: that deponent is 

the attomey { s) of record for 
in the within action; that deponent has read the foregoing 
and knows the contents thereof; that the same is true to deponent's own knowledge, except as to the matters therein 
stated to be alleged on information and belief,. and that as to those matters deponent believes it to he true. Deponent 
further says that the reason this verification is made by deponent and not by 

The grounds of deponent's belief as to all matters not stated upon deponent's knowledge are as follows: 

The undersigned affirms that the foregoing statements are true, under the penalties of perjury. 

Dated: 

STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF ss.: INDIVIDUAL VERIFICATION 

, being duly sworn, deposes and says that 
deponent is the in the with~ action; that deponent has 

read the foregoing and knowsthl! eon tents thereof; that 
the same is true to deponent'" s own knowledge, except as to the matters therein stated to be_ alleged on information and 
belief, and that as to those matters deponent believes it to be true. < 

Sworn to before me, this day of 19 ----------------------··---·----'c'L-----------------·----------·----· 

STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF 88.: CoRPORATE VERIFICATION 

, being duly sworn, deposes and says that deponent is the 
of the corporation 

named in the within action; that deponent has read the foregoing 
and knows the contents thereof; and that the same is true to deponent's o¥.rn knowledge, except as to the matters therein 
stated to be alleged upon information and belief, and as to those matters deponent believes it to be trile. 
This verification is made by deponent because 
is a corporat~on. Deponent is an officer thereof, to-wit, its 
The grounds of deponent'"s belief as to all matters not stated upon deponent,.s knowledge are as follows: 

Sworn to before me, this day of 19 

STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF ss.: AFFIDAVIT· OF SERVICE BY MAIL 

being duly sw~>rn, deposes and says, that deponent is not a party to the action, is over 18 years of age and resides at 

That on the 
upon 

day of 19 

in this action, at 

deponent served the within 
attomey{s) for 

the address designated by said attorney{s) for that purpose 
by depositing a true copy of same enclosed in a postpaid properly addressed wrapper, in - a post ol!ice - ol!icial 
depository under the exclusive care and custody of the United States post office department within the State o£ New York.. 
~~~~re-~ ~~ W 

STATE OF NEW YORK, COUNTY OF &8.; AFFIDAVIT OF PERSONAL SERVICE 

being duly swom, deposes and says, that deponent is not a party to the action, is over 18 years of age and resides at 

That on the day of 19 at No. 
deponent served the within 

upon 
the herein, by delivering a true copy thereoi to h 
person so served to he the person mentioned and 'described in said papers as the 
Sworn to before me, this day of 19 

personally. Deponent knew the 
therein. 

2972 
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NOTICE OF ENTRY 

... , 
Sir :• Please take notice that the wit!)in is a ( certifitd) 

rrue copy of a • 
duly entered in the office of the cl~rk of the w1thin 

narD.ed court on 19 

Date~,.i 

Attorney for 

Yours, etc., 

LEON WILDES 

Office and POlt Office Address 

515 Madison Avenue 
>ugh of Manhattan New York. N.Y. 10022 

To 

Attorney(s) for 

~ NOi'ICE OF SETTLEMENT ~--=.:::: 

Sir :~ Tlease take notice that an order 

of whiCh the within is a true copy will be presented 

for set:!lement to the Ron. 

one of the :judges of the within named Court, at 

on the 

Dated, 

Attorney for 

day of 

M. 

Yours, etc., 

'LEON WILDES 

Office and Poll Office Addrm 

515 Madison Avenue 

19 

·~oro\ .. gh of Manhattao New York. N.Y. 10022 

To 

Attorney(s) for 

.. 

Index No . Year 19 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YOR!< 
JOHN WINSTON ONO;LENNON and 
YOKO ONO LENNON~ 

"" Plaintiffs, 
-against-

SOL MARKS, Individually, and 
as Director of the Immigration 
and Naturalization Service of 
the New York District, 

T"\o.-E.on.c..:lt.;::>Unl'i=l=,.,~==== 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE WITH 
SUPPORTING AFFIDAVITS 
SUMMONS AND COMPLAINT 

LEON WILDES 
Attorney for 

Office and Pmr Office Address, Telephon< 

515 Madison Avenue 
ll'orough of Manhattan New York, N.Y. 10022 

PL 3-3468 

To 

Attorney(s) for 

Service of a copy of the withln 

i• hereby admitted. 

Dated, 

uo••••••••--••••••••••••nno•••OMuoo•••••·••••••••••n••••••••• 

Attorney(s) for 

'~I 

__;· 

1"1 
[', 
(J) 
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Ul\ ', ,TATES DEPARTMENT OF JUS 
... mmigraiion and Naturalization Service 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE and NOTICE OF HEAHING 

In Deportation Proceedings under Section 242 of the Immigration and Nationality Act 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 

In the Matter of ) 
) 
) 
) 

(SuPERSEDING) 

Respondent. 

To :_,..;,T,..;o:.:.; '.:::n::_':.:.i i:.:n.:::s:..:t:..:o;:,n±;I,;:,ec::rn:::l::o.::n::_ ____ _ 
(na e) 

105 ::Jank Street 
Address (number, street, city, state. and ZIP c0de) 

UPON inquiry conducted by the Immigration and Naturalization Service, it is a~le<:ed that: 

1. You are not a citizen or national of the United States; // 
2. You are a native of Great Drituin 

and a citizen of United J:ingdom and CoJonies / 

3. You entered the United States at.....:e:~:;,e_,u_'=Y,o=.r•"'c.._,~J,_:e,w~Y:,;o"'r'-'l"-·: ___ ' _________ on 
or about August 13, 197.1 

(date) 1 
/ 

See Continuation Sheet attaoheo ~ 
nereto and made a part hereof. 

AND on the basis of the foregoing allegations, it is charged that you are subject to deportation pursuant 
to the following provision(s) of law: 

See Continuation Sheet attachr'n 
"" nerato and 'made a part hereof, 

WHEREFORE, YOU ARE ORDERED to appear for hearing before a Special Inquiry Officer of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service of the United States Department of Justice at--------

20 ciest Droud;ro.y, :Ce;r York, !Jew Yorl: ll.th. Floor 
" ' 1' 0()'1') " Jr. on dlrCl1 '-'• ·'<,"' at o:'*J Am, and show cause why you should not be deported 

from the United States on the charge(s) set forth above. 

D t d' l' ' 7 '0'/" a e .. o.rcn ,.~ ... ,h. 

Form 1-221 Bond Review Yn 0 !lie 1St 
(Rev, 3-30-67)T .A. Assi~ed Yn IS!!' Je 0 

(over) 

IMMIGR~N~ON SERVICE 

D-IsWC~f't)lki~TORssuing officer) 

NBW YORK DISTRICT 
(city and state) 
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•· '• 

NOTICE TO RESPONDEtiT. 

ANY STATEMENT YOU MAKE MAY BE USED AGAINST YOU IN.DEPOR'FATION'AAOCEEDINGS 

THE COPY OF THIS ORDER SERVED UPON YOU IS EVIDENCE OF YOUR ALIEN REGISTRATION 
WHILE YOU ARE UNDER DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS. THE LAW REQUIRES THAT IT BE 

CARRIED WITH YOU AT ALL TIMES 

If you so choose, you may be represented in this proceeding, at no expense to the Government, by an 
attorney or other individual authorized and qualified to represent persons before the Immigration and Nat
uralization Service. You should bring with you any affidavits or other documents which you desire to have 
considered in connection with your case. If any document is in a foreign language, you should britt!! tl!e .. 
original and certified translation thereof. If you wish to have the testimony of any witnesses considered, 
you should arrange to have such witnesses present at the hearing. 

When you appear you may, if you wish, admit that. the allegations contained in the Order to Show Cause 
are true and that you are deportable from the United States on the charges set forth therein. Such admission 
may constitute a waiver of any further hearing as to your deportability. If you do not admit that the alle· 
gat ions and charges are true, yo.u will be given reasonable opportunity to present evidence on your own 
behalf, to examine the Government's evidence, and to cross-examine any witnesses pre~ented by the 
Government. 

You may apply at the hearing for voluntary departure in lieu of deportation. Moreover, if you appear to be 
eligible to acquire lawful permanent resident status the special inquiry office will explain this to you at 
the hearing and give you an opportunity to apply. 

You will be asked during the hearing to select a country to which you choose to be deported in the event 
that your deportation is required by law. The special inquiry officer will also notify you concerning any 
other country or countnes to which your deportation may be directe<f~ursuant to law; and upon receipt of 
this information, you will have an opportunity to apply during the •liea•ing for temporary withholding of 
deportation if you believe you would be subject to persecution in any such country on account of race, 
religion, or political opinion. 

·-Failure to attend the hearing at the time and place designated hereon may result in your arr~'Sf and de-
tention by the Immigration i'Od Naturalization Service without further notice, or in a deteimination being 
made by the special inquiry offiCer in your absence., 

REQUEST FOR PROMPT HEARING 

To expedite determination of my case, I request an immediate hearing, and waive any right I may have to 
more extended notice, 

(signature of respondent) 

Before: 

(signature and HY*. of witnessing officer) ( ate) 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
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"CONTINUATION SHEET" 

IN THE MATTER OF Harch 7, 1972 

LENNON, JOHN 'iliNSTON All 17 597 .321 

4. At that time you were admitted as a nonimmigrant visitor for, 
pleasure and were authorized to reoain in the United States 
until February 29, 1972, 

5. 

6. 

7. 

$. 

On Harch 1, 1972 you were granted the privilege of departing ,/ 
the United Statea voluntarily on or before March 15, 1972. ; 

You abandoned your intention to depart from the United States I 
on or before }larch 15, 1972. · 

On J.!arch 6, 1972 the privilege of voluntary departure to March / 
15, 1972 was revoked. 

You remained in the United States after February 29, 1972 
without authority. 

AND on the baais of the foregoing allegations, it is charged 
that you are subject to deportation pursuant to the follo~ 
provision ( s) of law: ·• 

Section 24l(a)(9) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, in that, after admission 
as a nonimmigrant under Section 10l(a)(15) 
of said Act, you have failed to comply with 
the conditions of suqh status. 

Section 24l(a)(2) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, in that, after admission 
·as a nonimmigrant under Sec. 10l(a)(l5) of 
·said act you have remained in the United 
States for a longer time than permitted. 

7 
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TATES DEPARTMENT OF • 
.. nmigraiion and Naturalization Service 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE and NOTICE OF HEARING 

In Deportation Proceedings under Section 242 of the Immigration and Nationality Act 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 

In the Matter of ( SUPERSEDIIJG) 

Respondent. 

Yo::o Cno Lennon of ile No. ---''"'·l,,_f -'J""9'-· ...:L"',L"-''9'-'1"'5"'/+'------

l05 :J::ml: Street I'eH Yorl: r:e1\T York 
Address (number, street, city, state, and ZIP code) 

UPON inquiry conducted by the Immigration and Naturalization Service, it is all"lled that: ·, . 

1. You are not a citizen or~ationaj of the United States; ~ 
2. You are a native of Ja'lan 

and a citizen of _________ _,J'-':O.:'D'-'an""::-:---:-""7:---;-;c--:--; / 
3. You entered the United States at ----"I:""e"''''-"'Y"'o"-r'-"i:"-, -'"',:"'m-'-'r_'"'-I o""r"':,_: _ _:_v _______ on 

or about Aup:ust 13, 19?1 
(date) 

See Continuation Sheet attached 
hereto and made a part hereof. 

AND on the basis of the foregoing allegations, it is charged that you are subject to deportation pursuant 
to the following provision(s) of law: 

See Continuation Sheet attached 
nereto and made a part hereof. 

WHEREFORE, YOU ARE ORDERED to appear for heating before a Special Inquiry Officer of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service of the United States Department of Justice 

20 :..rest Droarlwa~r 1 Uew York, l~e}l York 14th. FJ oor 
on Harch 16, 1972 at 3: L,5 am, and show cause why you should not be deported 
from the United States on the charge(s) set forth above. 

Dated: !!arch 7, 1972 

Form 1-221 Bond Review Yes 0 fte f:iY 
(Rev. 3-30-67) T.A. Assigned Yes g Je 0 

(over) 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALI"I~N SERVICE o" ;,,.. ~ 
(signatur~ and title of issuing officer) 

DISTRICT DIRECTOR 
NEW YORK D J STill' ~ 

(City and stst•·'-
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NOTICE TO RESPONDENT 
. . .• -~ 

ANY STATEMENT YOU MAKE MAY BE USED AGAINST Y~lti}'SEP~~EDINGS 

THE COPY OF THIS ORDER SERVED UPON YOU IS EVIDENCE OF YOUR ALIEN REGISTRATION 
WHILE YOU ARE UNDER DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS, THE LAW REQUIRES THAT IT BE 

CARRIED WITH YOU AT ALL TIMES 

If you so choose, you may be represented in this proceeding, at no expense to the Government, by an 
attorney or other individual authorized and qualified to represent persons before the Immigration and Nat
uralization Service. You should bring with you any affidavits or other documents which you desire to have 
considered in connection with your case. If any document is in a foreign language, you should brtng tq~ 
original and certified translation thereof. If you wish to have the testimony of any witnesses considered, 
you should arrange to have such witnesses present at the hearing. 

When you appear you may, if you wish, admit that. the allegations contained in the Order to Show Cause 
are true and that you are deportable from the United States on the charges set forth therein. Such admission 
may constitute a waiver of any furthe; hearing as to your deportability. If you do not admit that the alle
gations and charges are true, you will be given reasonable opportunity to present evidence on your own 
behalf, to examine the Government's evidence, and to cross~examine any witnesses presented by the 
Government. " 

You may apply at the hearing for voluntary departure in lieu of deportation. Moreover, if you appear to be 
eligible to acquire lawful permanent resident status the special inquiry office will explain this to you at 
the hearing and give you an opportunity to apply. 

You will be asked during the hearing to select a country to which you choose to be deported in the event 
that your deportation is required by law. The special inquiry officer will also notify you concerning any 
other country or countnes to which your deportation may be directed pursuant to law; and upon receipt of 
this information, you will have an opportunity to apply during the hearing for temporary withholding of 
deportation if you believe you would be subject to persecution in any such country on account of race, 
religion, or political opinion. 

·-. Failure to attend the hearing at the time and place designated hereon may result in your artest and de-
tention by the Immigration and Natur&lization Service without further notice, or in a de~ermination being 
made by the special inquiry officer in your absence. 

REQUEST FOR PROMPT HEARING 

To expedite determination of my case, I request an immediate hearing, and waive any right I may have to 
more extended notice. 

Before: 

(signature and title of witnessing officer) 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Inter:prete~ 
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CONTINUATION SHEET 

IN THE !lATTER OF Harch 7, 1972 

LENNON, YOKO 0!10 A/119 489 154 

4. At that time you were admitted as a nonimmigrant visitor for /' 
pleasure and were authorized to remain in the United States 
until February 29, 1972. 

5. On Harch 11 1972 you were granted the privilege of departing v' 

the United States voluntarily on or before Harch 15, 1972. 

6. You abandoned your intention to depart from the United State's I 
on or before Harch 15, 1972. · 

7. On l1arch 6, 1972 the privilege of voluntary departure to March/ 
15 1 1972 was revoked. 

8. You remained in the United States after February 29, 1972 ' 
without authority. 

AND on the basis of the foregoing allegations, it is charged 
that you are subject to deportation pursuant to the followin? 
provision(s) of law: ·. 

Section 24l(a)(9) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, in that, after admission 
as a nonimmigrant under Section 10l(a)(15) 
of said Act, you have failed to comply with 
the conditions o! suc4 status. 

Section 24l(a)(2) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, in that, after admission 
as a nonimmigrant under Sec. 10l(a)(l5) of 
said act you have remained in the United 
States for a long~r time than permitted. 

. 
~) ) 
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POlOEN, BISfiOP & (j,'\LE 

Solicirors ·Con •missioners lor Oath.c: 

Al'o at 
Wi:!oaden (01· 15~; 221;) 
Welling (01·303 GJ!::4 '()) 

YOUR RET OUR REF MAP/PS/37:34 

Leon Wildes, Esq., 
515 Maddison Avenue, 
New York 10022, 
N.Y. 
u.s.A, 

Dear Sir, 

Mr. John Lennon 

M, A Pr)ldeP. I Lf:. 

Sidney H, G:1f,. 

S. Zt!Ckir, M.A LU 

Jul1an S. L11:\<..''·· 

102 Blandtcr· ~'"'''''' 
Baker St, Londc'" W' · 1 lH H 
01·935 3747N· c'4':;;:;i 

14th March 1972 

I confirm that I acted for Mr. Lennon when he was cha.rged 
in October 1968 with possessing a quantity of cannabis 
a~ounting to 14.20 gra~mes, 

The alleged offence took place at a time when his wife was 
expecting a baby and was experiencing physical and emotional 
difficulties, The impact of the proceedings needless to 
say added to her burdens, 

What Mr. Lennon did not want to do, at the time, was to 
aggravate her condition and he sought my advice as to what 
course he should adopt in this regard. 

The fac~of the case were such that I considered Mr, Lennon 
to have a good defence but for the presentation of the same 
it would be essential to call Mrs, Lennon as a witness, 
I was obliged to explain to him that the only course open 
that would obviate the need for her appearance as a witness 
would be for him to plead guilty. 

An essential element of the defence concerned the manner 
in which the police conducted their investigations at the 
time of the arrest, and in this regard it would have been 
necessary to make certain allegations concerning the actions 
of individual policemen but a difficulty existed over lack 
of corroborative evidence, 

Cont.d/ ••• 2 
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CONTINUATION - 2 - 14th March 1972 

Certain members of the squad, who were involved in that 
arrest, have since come under ecrutiny theml!lelves by pol.i.ce 
higher authority and indeed one Detective Sergeant is now 
having his past activitiee enquired into and the nature of 
the enquiries are l!luch ae to lend support to the assertions 
of Mr. Lennon, made by him subsequent to his being charged, 

With his wife restored to good health and having regard 
to the situation concerning the police witnesses we have 
had instructions to put forward the necessary application 
for the purpose of seeking a judicial expungement of the 
sentence imposed upon Mr, Lennon. 

Because of the procedural steps to be taken here, it 
could be some six to eight weeks before a decision is 
forthcoming or before the application is otherwise 
euff~:iently a~ced, 

Youfe'-;;_ 
POLDEN, GALE 
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l · STATES DEPARTMENT OF J\ 
Jmmigraiion and Naturalization Service 

ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE and NOTICE OF HEARING 

In Deportation Proceedings under Section 242 of the Immigration and Nationality Act 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA: 

In the Matter of 

LF:NNON, John liVinston 
Respondent. 

To: _ _;J:..:o;;:;hn=-W:.::in=s-"toi:'n~Le=nno=nc.-___ _ 
(name) 

) 
) 
) 
) 

105 Bank Street, New York, New York 
Address (number, street, city, state, and ZIP code) 

f'ile No. __ A 1....;7_.5:..:.9...:.7...:3_2_1 -----

UPON inquiry conducted by the Immigration and Naturalization Service, it is alleiled t;hat: 

1. You are not a citizen or national of the United States; 
2. You are a native of Great Britain 

and a citizen of United Ki.ngdqm & Colonies 
3. You entered the United States at_..,N"'e.,.w_Yi"'o..,r..,k,.,,...._.N,.e.,w.....,.Y,or._k,_ ____ , ______ on 

or about August 131 1971 
(date) 

4. At that tillle you were admitted as a nonilmnigrant visitor for 
pleaB1ll'e and were authorized to remain in the United States 
until FebrWU'y 2 9, 1972. 

5. You remained in the United States after February 29, 1972 
without authority. 

AND on the basis of the foregoing allegations, it is charged that you are subject to deportation pursuant 
to the following provision(s) of law: 

Section 24l(a)(2) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Act, in that, after admission as a 
nonimmigrant under Ssr:. lOJ (a) (15) of said act 
you have remaine:l In t1;() UGited States for a 
longer time tllan permitted. 

WHEREFORE, YOU ARE ORDERED to appear for hearing before a Special Inquiry Officer of the 
Immigration and Naturalization Service of the United States Department of Justice at ______ _ 

20 West Broadway, }Jew York, llo Y, - 14tll fioor 

on Mar(lh 16, 1272 at 8;4~ am, and show cause why you should not be deported 
from the United States on the charge(s) set forth above. 

Dated; March 6, 1972 

Form 1·221 
(Rev. 3-30·67) 

Bond Review Y81!1 0 h 0Y 
T.A. As~Jgnell Yu 8' llo [l (over) 

IMMIGRAT.ION AND NATUR;fLIZA. TION SERVICE 

S-(1 fhcv~ 
DISTfiiQT DI~Tb~suing officer) 

NEW YORK DISTRICT 
(City and Still."\ 
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,. 
NOTICE TO RESPONDENT 

"' ANY STATEMENT YOU MAKE MAY BE USED AGAINST YOU IN DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS 

THE COPY OF THIS QRDER SER.\/ED UPON YOU IS EVIDENCE OF YOUR ALIEN REGISTRATION 
WHILE YOU ARE UNDER DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS. THE LAW REQUIRES THAT IT BE 

CARRIED WITH YOU AT ALL TIMES 

If you so. CROOs~, yo11,may be represented, it( this proceeding, at no expense to the Government, by an 
attorney or .otheUngiyi'd~aJ .. auth~riz<:~anq ql['!lifi~d t'l r:_prese_nt Eerson_s before the Immigration and Nat
uralization ServiCe. You ~should bring with y'ou any affidavits or other documents which you desire to have 
considered in connection with your case. If any document is in a foreign language, you should brin1·the 
original and certified translation thereof. If you wish to have the testimony of any witnesses considered, 
you should arrange to have such witnesses present at the hearing. 

When you appear you may, if you wish, admit that, the allegations contafued in the Order to Show Cause 
are true and that you are deportable from the United States on the charges:set'ti>rth therein. Such admission 
may constitute a waiver of any further hearing as to your deportability. !f you do not admit that the alle
gations and charges are true, you will be given reasonable opporfunity tb j:>fesent evidence on your own 
behalf, to examine the Government's evidence, and to cross-examine any witnesses presented by the 
Government. . 
You may apply at the hearing for voluntary departure in lieu of deportation. Moreover, if you appear to be 
eligible to acquire lawful permanent resident status the special inquiry office will explain this to you at 
the hearing and give you an opportunity to apply. 

You will be as!«'.d:,d~ri[lg the:-!l!:ar¥J~ _l.o select a country to which you choose to be deported in the event 
that your degortil~don iS .xeq!Uted !iy ~a\1(· :T,he. -!jf<;Cijltju~uiry o((i~er.. )V!Jl ~&<> ngt._if,y ¥?11 concerning any 
other country or c6unlnes to-;;,.hlch ydur deportation may be direded pursuant 'to hiw; arid-·ti'pon receipt of 
this inf~rmation-,, you_ ::vil.l,ha,y; ,an op~o~t,u~i~~ to apply duri?g the hearing for temporary withholding of 
deportatiOn 1£ you b<lhevii· ymr 'wbuld be: s.lbJecl to persecutlon 1n any such country on account of race, 
religion,orpolit~dif'op1rlion·;:: .. ~;._, .""', .. -·~.",(.-:r:vr -:·"" ::.o.~_·;:_, :;·\, ,:·}··-:- -~~-:'::-.f'· :· .r _;--.·~· 

• - ·;,' · .. ";' '., : ' . p-st~ '-- ~ ... '"'~-- ... :·:7J.~ .·~· .. · .. / ·" 

Failure to attend the hearing at the time and place designated hereon may result in your a?r"e~and de
tention by the Jmmigrati<ilh. "-!ld ·N,etm:<~1,j\zj'tion Service without further notice, or in a deter-mination being 
made by the special inquiry officer in your absenee. .-.·· , ' 

' .. 
. ~; ·- -· ·-r~ . . 
~-· .• '1' ,. -. 

REQUEST FOR PROMPT HEARING 

To expedite determination of my case, I request an immediate hearing, and waive any right I may have to 
more extended notice. 

) ' .,:; . ~ . / -.- . ;, 

(signature of respondent) 

Before: 
,_ ! ··~·, ' .• -~ l 

1' .. '·~.si;;laf\lt)l_ttnd tit·l~.!J~('I{i~aessing officer) . .., .- . . . ,. ,... 
(date) 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

Th1s order and notice were served by me on 7/J~§ r9 /Lin the following manner: 

n>l »'2?,;;~~~~~~·:~ (4«01: o tomoot; I 
v-~1 "a """' A.-Vi!...(, ~·~ ~r ( d j-;3~ .... ..f'~t!lll .. """" ______ ,.... ..... 

::-:::-~~----L--,---;J.:.-' --·· nc ' 
(b )(6) 
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Monday 
May 1, 1972 

Re: JOHN and YOKO LENNON case 

Mrs. cannon in the office of 
senator cranston (tel· 180/3553) 
would like to be kept informed 
of the developments in this 

case. 
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! 
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'11 3f1•)11 

F!l£ Feb1 t 11, .WJ1 

~lo!J·•.l J. Muon 
~ta~a~ioa ~i~1r 

.Iolm W. lrJI'll»>"' rmd bf.ll wUe, ._ 0. lreQiilfl 

Oa '"~ 16,1lt.wnt~$MI ........... that 
th: • .roel ~, I.ntorn61 j,.,.rfi,,, lto~t .t JlatU., 
~ code 1$7 ea:t:AmeJ.on 4SJI telled l"fl8lld.l• tba M.fiiCt• 
Mr. LUker lt6ted that ba 11M a..tcM•len tbM Jlba &.uiJia 
bu (l(ll!lttibuted !{iS, 000 te a poU.d.ad. I!WP ._..,., .t1 tba 
••AlMO!Itht (~tie) fs:ibe".tlllll ~- • t6 tbt t,po of 
VU&t Lt!IIIMtl .Y, fl,n4 hill $tat• ja t\o Vatted Stat••• 

t ret~ 1'1~. lJ.eker's caU. le .... wbethel' tl' Mt t:tmo. 
1o'OU14 bf:,, a *b lo; taratD!lthw t'ha nbjoctt•• trt.ct:ttl Nault· 
f.ng flSllll the Mcwa poUtt.oal Mthit'f. 8lt _, ldvl...S tW 
thlti was ~ tl'll!l.t tbl Le.-... emon4 tbQ Vnttell ttaea 
~~uause 11. urn . .,. a-2 ~· .- t'-1t •tCT _,, ..... 
Fli\~ 2.9. 1972 ... tWI: tJiq WIUU 1111t 'be af.ftll ftrrtbel' 
liXttm!liona of ,.,, It ...... t¥t Jfr, ~ .... 
il'l&dtiia&tble t.o ea. United ltatM ..., •~• 2l2(a)(J3) fO'f 
a ~tic violaU.Oil bW: dll!lt the ,_ • n~>t' tl:'tle fo1: !b. 
Lem10fl, 

lil W48 41.90 ~~Mod tblt. *• "" .-~ •• s...,m&l• 
be Will MOd to ob*"' a ~~~m~· viM boloni h ._, _.,. ~r 
tb.t> Unit(«! St&tOII. Before atJC!h • 'ftU..., t. ,,... tlllll 
lletw:tlli'n'.: of State wuld lll1l4 to l'ttCI•: lllf tl!lt tld.t tuvtce 
autllct'it..: a. waivcn: of tfvl, m~'a !_..IHti>iUty Glllllr 
~tten 212(.)(Ji(A). At th$1: tiM t .. ..._ ,.._tie 
ermt hU polttleal ac':idtiot .,..td be t111t1m t.t:o .., ...... 
tloo.. 

), 

Mr. Lilke.ll' t~ :a:!ig be ~s.o4 oa flh tMt 1M 
l!:!Mhi" ~---ij~ii @to ~· ~i!! 
·~t··· - ... ---

1.\ U~'-f-n 
TC:MJH:lll8 /]' 

/(e. e. f' 0 IJ • / o 'fs. 

~i ' 

I 
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J:Q.!lli.. WINSTON LENNON 

A section 212(d)(3)(A) waiver of section 212(a)(23) was au
thori~ed for John Lennon by the Central Office on August 1, 1971. 
This order was based on State's recommandation that Lennon be 
permitted to enter for six weeks in August 1971 to edit film 
and consult with business associates at ABKCO Induatrlea, 17 
Broadway, New York City and Capital Recorda in New York City in 
connection with record release in September 1971. and to attend 
custody hearing on wife's child by fot'118r marriage in St. 'l'bomu, 
Virgin Islands on September 16, 1971. 

Mr. Lennon was admitted as a temporary visitor (B-2) for thia 
purpose at New York City on August 13, 1971 with etay authorized 
to September 24, 1971. Hb stay was aubaequently eKtendad to 
February 29, 1972. 

On March 1, 1912 the District Director in New York City 
notified Lennon in wTit:l.ng that his stay had expired on February 29, 
1972 and gave him until March 15, 1972 within which to depart 
voluntarily without the institution of deportation proceedings. 
Upon learning that he did not plan to depart, the District Director 
notified Lennon on March 6, 1972 that this priVilege of voluntary 
departure was revoked, 'l'bereafter an order to show cause was is
sued on March 7, 1972 with hearing scheduled for March 16, 1972. 

During Lennon's stay the following H-1 petitions ware ap
proved on hie behalf for the purpose; indicated: 

1. to appear on the Dick Cavett Show on September 8, 
1971. 

2. To appear on the David Prost Show during the period 
December 16 through 21, 1971. 

3. To sppear on the Mike Douglaa Show during period 
January 14 through 31, 1972. 

21 
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ll.!POR TANT NOTICE .. . l 
il,<:t,'i'~ this ncrmH in yo•1r posses~ion:~ . ;·~ .. t j 
:.,), uP p!!t~'1ittrd to rem1in in the U.~. t( ... :1~/' 

,; .. ~ tim·~ ioc),c.ated. · · 

''·. 

.. ~. '"'•J rc:"P:In Past this period without tlermi~!dnn 
· ! ~·''~! !l•,,e~ft;··.uiu.n author\ fie.~. is .1:1 violauon 

r f Jvv. 
wm:::·r You LE~VF, TFrE UNTTED STATES 
!":"! f"',J Or a!t, Sllfr~\lder this penult tO 
1 ·nn~p·Jr·tatiOtJ line. 

~;.· 
, I 

.fo: i 
(Cmmrr'jl af dfst!l'lfbat1:atio"), 
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tiNITED STATES DEP.IJ\TMENl OF JUSTICE 
: ·, launigration Jnd Natura!ization·Service 

Zl'orm· Appr~ed Ol.fdger BureaU No. 43-R..H!.? 
ARRIVAL - DEPARTURE RECORD 
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IMPORTANT NOTICE 

Retain this permit in your possession, 

.• 

You are rrm1ittt"d to remain in the U.S, for 
the tim(' indrcatcd. 
To N'rrt1in rmq thi·. !'('riod, without r<·rmis~:on 
frnrn Jmmigraritm aurhvrities, is a violatJon 
of Jaw. 
WilL~ YOU LEAVE Tim UN!TED STATES 

• By Sf'a or air, surrender this Pl·mtit 10 
ILm\ron;uion lm~. 

• Over Canadian honkr, sutr!'nder thi$ )'Jetttdt 
lo Cm::tdi:~n imrllig:·ation Officer. 

e Over Mexican hordrr, ~urrcnder this )'Crmit to 
Unite-d State\ Immigration OJlicer. 

Date: 

· ('arder: 

=~ 

, .. 
' 

To; 

(Courrrry of diumbark.crion} 

UNITFD STATES DEPIRT.\IENT OP JliSTICE 
lmmiMatinn an(. Natur.:~!ization Scrr;ce 

Form Ar·'rDvcd Bu(!get Bureau No. 4~.R31J.7 
AH :zVAL - !•EPARTJJRE RECORD 

form J.94 (R'CV. 7-1-64) 
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::rr. 0~1\t~t&O .s. Olron 
;o~~or, Vii!a M;i;,1eo 
.._,.,.,,.,~c'''' ••" n.,,,,,. 
l;.:i':!i>t~~ro.h> ·"'"'·,.· .1~·~'~ ·""' ''" ""'""~·J.~t"'·•· . 

AUG 19 1971 • 

\Joobatl£Zt"-'1~ n. t:. 20~ 

AttlJ\lttmu .1o1m2!. l.!AlUU1 ClWif 
. Mv!110cy Opini®l nt.vlalioa 

Dtll' lfr. Ch!ltl; . 

. 

Pllrs'!Wlt to :m'W.' ~llt lilt' Aw·~st Ut 19'tl. thtt~~ A• •· 
olole4 btmith l'laJv ot rom ;r .. ljil4 (:lt~I'Jll All$lf/l U, 11111. u ... 
1r:rittlll ,_.1fJ.;;::p:.iull Qt tlllo Ptftd<!'.IWJ 'nrl.lll o~ t\latOO.rldJIS 
t'tul ttm~pgt\IW.Y" li~31Wt1on ot 1¢1." • ..Tilbrllf· ~ ~at w ItO• . 
tu. 213(4)(3)(A) or tbl ~a~.lQQ 1114 MW1e.Ut.r Act.. . . 

llllllt~ 'lflt'ft/I'IJ, 

~ib 
!mtd.aontm 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

Immigration and Naturalization Service 

FILE: Al7 597 32J. DATE: August ll, 1971 

IN RE: John W1Daton :Lennon 

APPLICATION: Temporary admission to the United States pursuant to 
section 212(d) (3) ( A >.Immigration and Nationality Act 

[!]consular officer 

The applicant(s) has (have) been found by a to be ineligible to receive a nonimmigrant 

0 immigration officer 

visa under Section( s) 2J2(a,)_ ----"-2"'3,__ _____ of the Act. 

Nationality: Date and Country of Birth: Country of Residence: 

Great Bri t&in 9-l0-40 - ...... , ....... ... .. , ...... 
Occupation: Employer: 

Jalsician seJ.t.-1 ... """"' 
Purpose in seeking entry into United States and destination: 

"1!0 edit film and couult With bulliness uaociates at AmmO Industries, 17 Broadv~, 
lew Yorlt City ad. lapita.l llecor4a in lew Yorlt City in comteetion With record rel.eaae 
in september 1971 and to attend cus'l'.ocey' bearing in st. 'J.'bomu 1 Virgin Iala'llds on 

r 16. l97l. 
Plans regarding travel to United States and period of temporary stay: 

' 

One entry during Aupt or september for six weeks. 

Basis for favorable action: 

'1'o promote Allerican Business Interests and for Humanitarian reuoDB. 

ORDER: It is ordered that the application be granted for the above indicated purpose, subject to revocation 
at any time, valid as set forth below. 

'1'C :MJM:hcm 

ENTRY: one during August or September 1971 

PERIOD OF TEMPORARY STAY: Six weeki on condition tbat t1:ie activities and 
itinerary ot t1:1e applicant shall be limited to tboae set forth above 
and that no extension of at~ or change in activities or deviation ot 
itinerary shall be autbor.lzed Without prior approval of the District 
Director, Waahingtcm, D. C. 

Assistant Comm:l.uioner, Adjudications 

Telephoned to Mrs. Gilchrist, Visa Office 2:30 PM, 8/ll/71 

Form 1-194 .)/,~~~.t:lt..!:'--w!!J/"-'!Fi......::·~J!!.:o~h:ti=-=<Lelmo==n'---
<Rev. 5-15-71) Y- \ ...._. 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF' JUSTICE 
Immigxation and Naturalization Service 

FILE: Al'{ 597 3~~1 

APPLICATION: Temporary ndmisai~n to the United Stntee pursuant to 
section 212(d) (3) ( A ), lmmi~rntion nnd Nationality Act 

[!]consular offiC'er 

The applicant(s) has (have} been found by o to be ineligible to n~ceive a nonimmigrant 

0 immigration officer 

visa under Section( a) 212(al> ____ _i2:.._ .. J_ __ ___ of the Act. 

Nationality: Date llJld Co\lntry of Birth: Country of Residence: 

Great Britain ()~ l(l-lj.O • lCnN1 aY\cl .----Englnnil 
Occupation: Employer: 

Musieian Self-employed 
Purpose in seeking entry into United States and destinuti~n: 

~L10 consult asr;ociatcn at iiBKCO Industries, 17 Broadway, NeH York City regarding 
editinc or film )lroduced by i~pple Corporation und consult attorneys Siben and Siben, 
Bayshore, Lonr, Ir;lan(l rer;arding his vrHe 's hearing for cu~tody of her children ancl 
to attend custody hearing in St. Thomas, Virgin Islonds. 

Plans regarding travcll() llnited Stutes and period of temporary stay: 

one entry duril![c July or l\ugust for four vreel~:s. . 

Basis for fuvornble action: 

1'o promote ,\me ric on Ruciness Interests anc.l for l!umani tarian reasons. 

ORDER: It is ordered that the application be granted for the above indicated putpose, subject to revocation 
at any time, valid •• set forth )X, low. 

ENTRY: One rludnr: July or ;\ugust 1971 

PERIOD OF TEMPORARY STAY: Four '.leeks on condition that the activities ancl 
itinerary of the anpUcant shall be limi terl to those set forth above 
unci that no extension or ::tuy or change in activities or deviat.ion r)~' 
itinerary shall he m1thorLzed v1ithout prior ,.&pproval the Di stric:t 
Director, Hushinr:t·Jn 1 Jl, C. - / ' 

<Z/.d:-t~ ~/ 
S r .: "' n c' 12 I a) 12 8) m c s r; n !y. -iA=:s'=s7i.'==s"'t"'an=t-;:;C-r .,c.~-,.-:...:.::......;..,-,-7:--.,-,.----

JJasi:, of excludability 

telephoned to t.llss Gilchrir:t, Visa Office at 2:)0 PM, "(/26/71 

F1le Copy 
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OPTIONAL F'OfiM NO. fO 
MAY 11162 EDITION 
GSA f'PMR (al CJ'"fl) IOI~IPS 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
TO DATE: .Tv 1,i :'1, l'.>'Tl. 

FROM M. J', ; ~as on 
Irmnlr;r\\t \_nn Ex~tminer 

SUBJECT: J!Ir. and Pn;. John Lennon 

Misr; G:i.lchrict., Visa o.r.L'icc (101-22900) advi8e:: that a telcc;rrun from 
the London 1"1-nbacny ~~to.tas i:hc r;ub,jects hnve appl.Led ~_·or D-l/:2 vis:-.,~.;j to 
connul t H:i th businecs aG::~oc:_Lut,c~: :in NYC and to n:ttcn(t cu;;tocly hea:::inr~ 
:ln Dt. Th(1mns, Virc;in Ir;land~; on ~July~~(), 10'{1.. 

mey ;·,lan to arrive NYC T/n ancl remD.in for .~.·our vee;:J and State 
rcerJrnrr:encl:; (rl)(])(i,) be wrt.horized. 

nr. DernL-:;'2n' c eli -rection) ·-· GJlchrist 'vlillj u.Jl::cd to verify that 
the LennonG hacl departed the lJ. G. t~lr:;o in · 1-.:-:Lc~-t ()_~' i tc~n. \1ar:;hinc~tor~ 

;Jtar alxm"c; ,Jnly 10, ltn1 11hich indicated !1rG. Lennon intencled to i'tate 
her hor::o in Lho U. ~-). to _f.':Lrl'l out in the l:L;)r',~ o:;.' this ~ten: Hhat thc~l:' 

])lcM arc. ' " . ', ..).} ~J:d~"":~ , " . " 
On ,July , 1.1:1 J.JlSS Git~1 Har: noi;HJCd. <:huG :Joction :'l2(d)(:J)(A) 
au:J10rlzati.on hall 1;een r:;rantcd. (Sec CO order o: .Tl1Ly 2!~, 1971), 

TC :M,JM:hcm 

B~y U.S. Savings Bonds Regttlarly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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DATE OF C01.JNrRY OF 

FILE NAME BIRTH BIRTH EMPWYER 

A17 59-7 321 John H. o. Lennon 9-10-40 England Member of the .-aeat1es 
musical group 

A18 523 007 George Harrison 2-23-43 England Member of the "Beatles" 
musical group 

(b)(6) 
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-r~----------------t Na~l i 111, in APS) (ri111) (Middle) I No. 
I 
! ,., Job filltla Al'-17 lt1 Ill 

A/,,. Sndx Cole 

£-lao 
fntmd: (.','o,) (Day) (Y•or) (Port) (Cim) Born: {Country) (Mo.! (Doy) (Y<or) 

I•U ... nc ... JDiltad lO.t-1140 
Trpo ol Action: Nam• ,r Spon~ar: 

I 

__z.:w I 

Cticn "n-VP:- (D.,cisi~'n Mo. Do y, I' n F rward•d '' C n I ol, I A ( ) I yj I 0) (SIC" J I o a lu I 

Noluraliud: (Me) (D<y) (Yeor) I (Court No.) .I (Court Locot10n) I {Cetiliicoto No ) 

FCO J Dote FCO Do~ FCO I Date 

II: •14 ... ~ 0 
Amssian ~v. 6ux No. 

-, 

Fortn G-301 (Rov.l-1-10) INDEX CARP Triplica/e 

'CC'''""'"""" -::. ~ - - ......... -.:.;,;. -- - - ,....,_ - - -- -- ·~-· _,_ 
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Fon" C.-J75 
p:-1-64) 

10/9/40 -- Born: Liverpool 
11/28/68 • Convicted 

ession of ca:nn~tt 

Member of 

1/30/69 -- Wife Yoko di 
Anthony Cox, 

1964 - 1971 
occasions 

8/13/71 -- Admitted B-2 at 
with wife, Yoko, 
212(d)(a) order, 

9/3/71 -- H -1 petition 
Approved at NYC -

11/29/71 - Extention of s 
l/31/7!2. 

12/16/71 - H-1 petitions 
ject and wife at 
12/16/71 Change 

Date 
required, 

Action 

STATES DEPARTMENT OF 

music group. 
, a native 

2/18/33. 

several 
nonimmigrant, 

to 9/24/71 

to 

for sub-
valid to 

status not 

1/17/72 

2/1/72 -

3/1/72 -

3/6/72 -

3/7/72 -
Call up 

Date Action 

----·----

' 

NERO 

approved for subject 
PHI valid to 1/31/72, 
bject adjusted to 

and wife ad-
H-1 to B-2, Stay 
2/29/72, 

wife granted V/D to 

V/D revoked, 

both cases - remained 
Hearing scheduled 

Action 

37 



IMMIGRATION HISTORY AND PROCEEDINGS 

3/ 8/72 •• Requested State Dept, to ascertain if subject's conviction on 
11/28/68 had been expunged 

3/10/72 State Dept. reported 1968 conviction not expunged 

3/16/72 Deportation hearing commenced and adjourned to 4/18/72, 

4/18/72 Deportation hearing adjourned to 5/2/72, 

4/24/72 NYC advised to no action to be taken on third preference petitions filed 
by subjects, 

5/2/72 -- Federal Court in NYC issued temporary order restraining Service from 
holding deportation hearing. Suit charges that Service failed to act 
on their applications to remaim.in the U.S. as outstanding artists, 
(Approver of 3rd pref. petition,) 

Third preference petition! approved. Hearing scheduled for 5/9/72. 

5/4172 -- NYC reported deportation hearing postponed to 5112/72. 

5/12/72 --Hearing adjourned to 5/17/72. 
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OFFICE OF THE COMMISSIONER 

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

WASHINGTON, D.C. 20536 

PU:~fl! "DURESS RtPLY TO 

AltO lEIU TO THit FILl ftO, 

Mr. Lennon entered the United States as a visitor in August, 1971 
and was authorized to remain until February 29, 1972. As a result of his failure 
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 than permitted. The immigration judge 
granted Mr .• Lennon 60 days in which to depart voluntarily from the United States 
in lieu of deportation. He appealed 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 
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, 
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Lennon Wins toQuizJu~ 
BY JoE TREEN 

·····························--------~ 

NEW YORK- Can you imagine what 
must have gone . through the judge's 
mind? Can you imagine the torture and 
agony he must have felt? Allow John 
Lennon- ex-Beatle john Lennon, 
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
non, unfettered and free, flying from 
one file cabinet to another. Opening 
drawers. Pulling out files. Asking 
questions. 

But on the other hand, the judge 
must have had another thought: What 
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
publican National Conventiol)? What 
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 5th, 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
quested, will be permitted to question 
federal officials; they will be permitted 
to see immigration tiles; they will have 
a chance to try to prove the Watergate 
connection in the Lennon deportation 
case. But there is a catch. Judge Owen 
is afraid Lennon might "dismpt" the 
operations of the government. The wit
nesses, therefore, will be witnesses ap~ 
proved by the judge; the tiles will be 
files screened beforehand. Although 
immigration officials once planned a 
big political trial for John Lennon, 
Lennon cannot plan a big political trial 
for them. 

Lennon's attorney, Leon Wildes, was 
elated. He issued a press release the day 
after the judge's ruling and left im
mediately for the Virgin Islands for a 
planned holiday. The decision was "a 
significant step forward," the release 
said, "in vindicating my client's posi
tion that he had been selectively prose
cuted because of his antiadministration 
opinions." Wildes's associate. Steven 
Weinberg, said the judge's restrictio, .. 
would n"t hamp~r Lennon's inquiry. 
"He just wants to see that there's some 
pertihence to the people we are exam~ 
inin ··- e said. 

Lennon to examine. There is Senator 
Strom Thurmond (R-S.C.), who has 
admitted through a spokesman that he 
sent 11Some information" about Lennon 
to then attorney general John Mitchell; 
a few weeks later the case against 
Lennon began. There is Mitchell's No. 
Two man, Richard Kleindienst; sources 
close to the situation say Kleindienst 
sent a note--"Let's get on this right 
away''-which was clipped to Lennon's 
file in New York. There is Raymond 
Farrell, then commissioner of the Im
migration and Naturalization Service, 
a branch of the Justice Department. 
There is James F. Greene, then Far· 
rell's associate commissioner. There is 
Sol Marks, who headed the New York 
immigration office and there is Vincent 
A. Schiano, the government lawyer 
assigned to the case. 

Sources say that Marks, acting on 
Greene's ir.:;tructions,ordered Schianc 

lol a o itica trial- to show 

'1 l 

ideas that he was unfit to be a . · j 
of the U .S.-but that Schiano tal~ 
him out of it. Greene denies thai; I 
Marks says the idea might have h<:~~n 
"discussed very tangentially"; and Schj.;· I 
ano isn't talking. I 

But if Lennon's lawyers have their 
way, that will change. Schiano is hiJb. 
on the list of witnesses they would lib 
to question. "We wouldn't mind exa~ 
ining every one of the defendant$,~ 
Weinberg said. But if it got down to a 
crunch, he said, the big three ate 
Schiano, Marks and Greene. "Becal11141 
that's where any kind of predetenni. .. 
nation was made," he said. "That, · 
where instructions were given and th 
were the people who received the ill!> 

Lennon's lawvers also want to .. ". structions.n .:. ·"'1 
Le~non's fit~. "We want e~erythin~~Y, 
Wembcrg satd. "We are go.ng to ,... . 
amine the government file COllJ!' t~ 
... We want lo see how this thTh · 



'-i'lllJNG.S'f()llif:. f'£BJWARl' /J, 1975 
~···· ••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• ••••• •• •• ••• •• ·-· "'"" M 

;tice Dept. 
1 ust what limits Judge Owen places 

on Lennon's lawyers will not be d 
clded until a closed hearing now s:; 
for Ja~uary 17th. But the limits on Len
non Will probably not be decided until 
after the hearing anyway. Judge Owen 
52, has the reputation of being ~ 
thoughtful, careful and fair judge 
whose. case load is so heavy it takes a 
lo~g ttme for him to work out a de
ctston (this one took two months) 
Even though he was appointed to th . 
bench by Richard Nixon and was in th: 
Justtce Department during the E" how d . . tsen
. er a mmtstration (he prosecuted 
oomc would-be assassins of Harry Tru
man)' Judge Owen has something in 
~ammon with John Lennon: They are 
oth composers. Owen composes op

eras .. After law school he studied at 
Jutl!tard and has written four operas 
which were well received both in this 
country and abroad 

His concern tha; the questions of 
composer John Lennon may disrupt the 
government seem unfounded. 
hoi the seven potential witnesses in 
t e ennon case, only two--Thurmond 
and Greene-are still in government. 
M1tchell and Klemdienst you 
have t' d ' may no tee '.are no longer there. Far-
rell ~nd Ma~ks have retired and Schi
ano JS m pnvate law practice. 

Perhaps because they are out of gov-

.. 

... 

• • 

' ernment, Schiano and Marks are ex
pected to say there was illegal inter
ference m the case from W h' p h b as tngton. 

er aps ecause he is still in the Im
migratiOn Service, Greene is expected 

>ters Take Lumps 
to say that there was not. In fact in 
letter protesting the ROLLING S~oN; a children's series. t.wosti~atiou of the case, Greene made etting close to stable bottom," 
hts pos1tion quite clear: n. "There are going to be some 

I 

"Mr. Lennon is simply one of the :ights biting the dust before it's 
thousands of tourists who come to th' . Some acts will decide they just 
country as visitors for business or pie~~ ford to tour anymore for the 
sure and, I.ured by the attraction of that's around. The promoter 
our nat1on s economic opportunities 1 rr will purge itself. There's only 
and freedom, decide to remain here . or so major promoters now and 
Often they do so illegally, as did Mr. · this is all over there'll only be 
Lennon. · ~ ight left. People who depend on 

"Alth h w P- J.,~:tv L!V ll b't th d t I k f oug he applied for status as a } 1 e e us . now o anum-
per~anent resident, Mr. Lennon is not J., 1JI'i promoters-no names here-
cltglble because he has a rior dru . e bouncing checks now. Lots of 
conviction. That is the lawp ~ 0 /+C.:.. re on tbe brmk of collapse. They 
by Congress. as passe ealize-this is no longer a time 

"This position wa h ld . 3lsf;·<~ rich-it's a time to survive. You 
. s.up e m the 'II -/ · ffb Lennon case by the lmmi r . . 10W, Since your grosses are o y 
who cond•tctcd a hea . g allan Judge you must buy the acts 33% 
Jl•Jard of ImmigrationrAmg auld by the er. The acts are coming around to 

I ld
. ppea s. If up- • · L'k J l\ w· t · 

lO mg the Jaw as the bl" .asontng. 1 e o nny mer IS 

t., do, is wrong in the eypu 1fcRpays me g the Felt Forum for me. Money 
' . • cs 0 OLLING nd kl I f .ro;'•· tnen I plead guilty." trown arou so r~c ess y or a 

Next witness. there was a thoroughly decadent 
~ss atmvsphere. Now, the acts 
sober up~ the promoters ~rmst 

Northern Jersey, where the Capitol 
Theater is, bas four-and-a-half million 
people. So it's a better market. Still, it 
slips around the holidays, and I had to 
close the Capitol the first three weeks 
in January. 

"What's happening now," he added, 
"is that door sales are just gone. We can 
only count on advance sales. We!re 
losing the marginal kids who never 
decide till the last minute." Promoters· 
in St. Louis and Atlanta agreed about 
the drop in advance ticket sales. 

Jerry Weintraub is suddenly one of the 
country's hottest promoters by virtue of 
handling Zeppelin, John Denver and 
Elvis. "I have only Standing Room 
Only acts," he says. "I'Ve never pro
moted attractions that were not head• 
liners. I don't buy a middle attractien, 
because I think that's where the re
cession hurts. The kid11 save bla money 
to see Zep. pelin instead of~ 1\ 
see an act he-"':_:::.;;;;;...- . 1\ 

l ... 

' . 
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ceasctire ul~dg-es i.~ tcc;te,1. 
~ ... ,. ·,,.:.:·(es: qt!es'cio•' may confront 

the 1 .• S 't .is t to ~nvisagc 
a dn1')'.i:f,~ :::·'ttenv:nt L .. ~t \Vill not rc .. 
(_j\t:r·c '~he '3r~r1~ jn:~:~;l. to rclinqulsh 
fl'"<·~ f:"··.i· .~: o~~ t:;c unti~llakarios coup it 
r:;pon~~·ot'e'.l. Anyt11ing short of such ~" 
~ctrc:· ~ 1:·'E crPbolden Turkey to seek 
to me · .. t g:~.ns won by its counter
inva~iJ:~. 

011 both sides, considerations of 
''face'' ::my begin to overshadow the 
basic ':;~vc of the restoration of inde· 
p~ncl~D :>~ to Cyprus. 

Albert E. Jenner Jr. has been re· 
portecly relieved of his post as counsel 
to the Republican minority on the 
Hou.sc .Jt:diciary Committee because 
conscic:Jce r.1~d reason induced him to 
joia w:.t11 J 0hn Doar in concluding that 
the evidence war:rants an impeachment 
trial of Richard Nixon. While .Jenner 
wiJl reta'n hls title as co-counsel, his 
duties as lawyer for the GOP bloc have 
been tr<:nsferred to his deputy. 

JHW wat story will b~ very muc-h !n 
orc'~r jf :•.nc when the "resent peril 'c 
SUl'lUO\IU\ed. 

T'JC fr2.;::ilc, obsoJ, structure 0f 
1\'1\':'0 will olso co.ll for re:cppraiorcL At 
this mo:nen' .. however, the urgent chal
lenge to Washington is to end its ser
vitily to the Greek despotism and pres~ 
for restoration of a non-aligned Cyp
riot sovereignty that prevailed under 
Makarios. Ambiguity and vacillation on 
that issue arc an invitation to incalcu
lable, interminable peril. It is time for 
the long-delayed moment of truth be
tween the U.S. and the Greek tyranny. 

There is surely no humiliation for 
Jenner in this punishment by the 
flouncering Rep l! b li can committee 
members. Even men who joined in the 
action against him felt obligated to 
pay tribute to his character and dili· 
gence. We believe the country will be 
far more impressed by the solemnitY,: 
of his decision to say what he believed 
than by the removal of his Republican 
credentials. N d ......._ 

1 1·-'c..S-. 

1~1~ Lem'IO!i'D c~se E:-;.;, i-n;) (.2..' ~I L 'J ,I t.:.,_ 1<.{ 
The crime for which John Lennon the ~tylc and tone of the Sixties.· Ic 

woe; <:onvid~d in London in 1008 would should be valued as a digtinguishcd 
not ~vrn !and him in ;t New Yorl\ jail. rcsid nt of this countr not !riven out. 
l'olicc l1crc lmvc virtually r,toppcd mo.k- By contrast, it is painful to note that 
in;: ~.rr0c·:'.s for ~mo.ll "mounts of mlri- the Immigration and Naturalization 
ju:um. 7 ct D. S. immigration authori· Service has been less than zealous in 
tics have been relentless in their de- starting deportation proceedings 
t~rrninauon that he be deported; their against scores of suspected Nazi war • 
latest action affirms an order that he criminals who have found a haven in • 
must Jc~vc the U. S. within 60 days. the U.S. There have been reports of INS 

Lennon's only hope now is that the officials resisting such deportation· 
f~tkr~.I ~ow~~, ···'" ;;·;t :'. h<elt to the cases and charges that files of some 
b~rc:c~2:·::.''~ m::::::n•cry with a prece- of the war criminals have disappeared. 
deut-settin~ decision barring deporta- Congressional investigation is called for. 
tio:: for such minor offenses. In the meantime, it is clear that imm:. 

Lennon's :t?·listry not only brought gration authorities should have brgcr 
~- fresh intclligeJJco and imQgination to matters to occupy them than harassing 
Amcrbt's rnuslc. It sbaJICU much of Jj...,;;J.;.o..;h..;n..;L;;.c.:.;n;;.n.:.;o.;.n;;.. ________ , 

Vii!! crime-detection devices used to 
entrav Soviet dissidents be supplied by 
American companies? 

Sen. Henry .Jackson and Rep. Charles 

vices as voice identifiers and finger
print analyzers would be the KGB, the 
Soviet secret police. 

Commerce Secretary Dent has ap
parently bowed to Congressional pres
sure and agreed to impose licensing · 
controls on such salr.s. · 

Incidentally, amid our concern over 

,. 
I 

! 

·.-·:.' 

Deaf, Dumb and Blind 
Agnew, Chapin, Cclso 

Ehrlichman. K a l mba c l 
Krogh, Magruder and Po 
t0r, each or them guilty. Bt 
belt eve it or not, Nix o 
didn't lmo'v what was goin 
on: Isn't it fantas:ic? 

.LUlF:S Fl:-1?\£) 

Expert Promoter 
1 lw~nv that B;tl'tl<'il J\orf 

'ha.<; 1.TH~ rlt~hl to tJ<:fl t.hr:> '.\''.WI 

~·H~bbi'' b(oforc hiH n:1-n1e 
l-Jo\\'0\'C'l' dlll'ing the p:1sl 
year, he has been bvolved ir 
activities which have nothing 
whatever to do with the !'ai> 
binate. He has been devoting 
his time to advertising and 
promoting his political or~ 
ganization, ~rational Citizens 
Committee for FalrnC'ss to 
the Prr.sidC'ncy. 

While I dic.agree with his 
views abcut P:-c:st<10nt Xixon 
I 1-cspcct hi~ op:;1:on ~ml ~-d
m!rc hi:; t!'Je:1tc; :~~ :\n :ttl~ 
vel'fis·:np: rx~..:-cuL\'C' nn(~ /i:'(~~ 

moto-1·. H!s !1\:'.stc-r:'n1 h;l~:~ 

dling of t}Jc publir:ty :o~· "ciH' 
boo:r he ~u~~ w:-ot{\ wilt 
surely I'!ii.'. 1t{~ :'~ n 'r)r~,:-sc]:o~·. 
Bt1t I rcsc"::.t h:s attcn:pt to 
em}Jhasizc t~e "P.f'.Jbi'' 
and to ma1w it <11)pcar ~:~~.t 
somehow he rcprcsc:1ts sor:~c 
~egmcnt of An"l.r::ricnn Jew;:;:. 
The fact is thr>-: !':o h:>.s: 11~~ 
autho:ity to Sl 1 r~.k o:1 ~:'.':i:·.:~ 
Of :r.ny C'Oil~-!'rC:~::l:ion. ,..,,~r 

Jc,ri:1i1 ee:-;.~;w:_i'.~ 1,y e· il.l"J~' 

Jcwlsh or~~::'-'-~~':''·,.:.~'- It'~ 

A. Vc.nek report that a group of Ameri· 
can rnanufrtcturcrs of security· equip
ment arc planning to exhibit their wares 
at u :."oscow fa!r in August. Obviously, 
the cc;np;u~jr;:-) <l.rc not ~imf!1y trying to 
"!;;uw tlv:! Sovir:t~.; ]jOW sophistic:1tcd 
t);r'}r crr:iprrl':!Jt is. '_r)lcy ilrC hopfn~ to 
;:~:ll it. T~:(~ 1r;;::jcd IJll)!l'r ror sneh de .. 

\\'rot!.:~ 1o 1lr:'1: :' t'(':fi':H'.~; 
these prospccti1·c s~Jcs to the Soviets, clcm<'nt 1 ,11 ,, ,,,,,.1,.,,,, .... : 
it might be inicrcstin,; to explore how which mNc<r '•.•n·:,, .. , ", ... ,. 
m:wy of tlH'~,<' 11erimc-dctcction" g-~ul~ tkt..:, l'"O~lli'~· ,.,. ;"·.d ~l~~~·i:\,':y 

Gets nrc uswl for illicit opcratio~1s here. JACK r~~·:.~ ... ~.J.:::. 

' _:ft./!-<: J?J><.;/ . .. . .. . .. . . :f.• ~ /"-
/,, l- . L e-.1-1 1(•1.), 

" /._,{; J- ,. ~.7 . . r- ,, ..... (!~.<-.,..<~,._.c.... .7 
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THE WASHINGTON POST 
FrUW,.,Jl.IJI<h 15, 191ft 

• 

~Call It John Lennon's 
Hard Day's Night 

An Investigation of a West 
:HollYwood nightclub brawl 
lllvolvlng former Beatie 
JolUJ Lennon w:as ord, • 

·· yesterday by the Los An&. 
les district attorney's office. 

A free-lance photogra-
. . pher, 51-year-old Brenda :1!. 

Perkins, filed a citizen's 
complaint against Lennon 
atter he allegedly slapped 
her while she was trying to 
take a picture of him being 
escorted out of the Troubad· 
our nightclub. 

Lennon allegedly shouted 
obscenities at the Smothers 
Brothers who were perform· 

· lng at the club. Peter Law· 
· ford reportedly told Lennon 

.. 

to "shut up or get out" after 
Lennon threw a glass 

against a wall. " ·~ + ·~·:"O ":':< •:' 

!{' 

~' ,, 
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John Lem10n and hi1 wife, 'loko ono, were l&lt adllitted into the 

United Statal on Augu1t 13, 1971, as vt1itora for plaaaure until 

Sept•ber 24, 1971. Hia Adllillion WI under the 1Mher provlliona of 

Section 212(d)(3) of tlt41 :U.tgration and Nlltionlllity Act, inll~~U:h 

•• be 11 i~~eliaible for a vi .. and ad•:t.11l011 into the United State• 

becaule of a eonvtetioa of poiMiaina _._ ..... -• .L·"....._. _ __._ ~ -~---~~~~---· 

CO 837-C 
ROUTE SLIP 

of non•taia:raat atatua to H-1 effee 

,.,. 0·25 
(R••· 6·16-46) 

Date --"'1..:;-.!:.2 ~9 -_,7c.;:4,___ 
Mr. Gary Baise 

To Assoe.Dep.Atty.Gen. Room 4208 
•• granted an e:xtelllion of atay Oil I 

1972 • Tber .. ftar, Jolm and Yoko •~ 

H·l petltiona and vera auba1quantly 1 

February 1, 1972, fro. H•l to B·2 ¥11 

1972. 

On March 1, 1972, they wn , .. , 

1972, 'lllltcla pr1v11ea• •• nvoted oa 

cauaa wn 1aauad oa March 7, 1972, o 

tha deportation laMriaa waa echedulad 

c ... need on that data but waa adjOilr 

c011p leted oa May 17, 1972. On Minh , 

ordand tlt4tt the appUcattoa of 'folto 1 

1tatW1 Ulldar Section 245 of tba t.1a1 

~~[J~A~PF~o~v~al~~~[J~N~o;te~~~R~e~lum~~[J~~~e:me~;;;;~ 
[] Co10meal [] No1< lk File [] AI ,.quoted 

[] Necessary acdoa [] Si8nature []~or your iaf 
1100 

=Per lele!>l!o•e 
liLA con .. roauoa [] Call ,.. Ext. 

Remarks 

Re: JOHN LENNON and his wife, 
YOKO ONO 

Please note laat pa 
ing the poaaibilit 

Attachment (2 

MG:keh 
James P, Gr!ene 

Fwm Deputy ~omm ss1oner 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SEIIIVICI! 

425 Eye St FW 
Room 7104 
(over ) 34•12, 

that of a pananant naidant of the Unitecl Statu. be aranted but 

that tlt41 applieatlon of John Le-a be deaiad. It •• furttler 

ordered that tba prtvUeae of wluntary departun be p~~nted to Jolm 

!..a.- on or IMfora aixty dayt 'froa the date the decilloa baca• 
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John LeMOn and hil wife, Yoko Ono, wn lilt ldldtted f.ato tile 

United Statel on Auguat 13, 1971, 11 v11ttora for pl ... un until 

September 24, 1971. Hta adsiaaion •• under the wiver proviaf.ou of 

seeuon 212(d)(3) of tile X.iat~atton and Nationaltty Act, ioat~~~~eh 

•• he 11 taelialble for 1 viae and adaiaatoa into the United State• 

bec:auH of a eonytct:lon of poaaeaatng eiiUiibAa reatn in England on 

Noveaber 28, 1968. On S.pt•ber 3, 1971, he •• aranted a ehanse 

of non•iaigrant 1tatua to li·l effective to S.pt•ber 24, 1971. He 

Will granted an extenaion of atay on Noveaber 29, 1971, to January 31, 

1972. Thereafter, John and Yoko were the bell8fidartel of HVaral 

fl•l petttiona and were aub .. quently granted chana• of atatua on 

february 1, 1972, fros H·l to R·2 with their atay extended to February 29, 

1972. • 
On ltn:ch 1, 1972, they wre granted voluntary departure to March 1'5, 

~ 

1972, which privilege •• ravoked on March 6, 1972. Ordera to Shov 

Cluae were itautd on March 7, 1972, on a r.-iaed lo~~ger charge alld 

the deportation heering •• ached\lled for March 16, 1972. The heartns 

eO!Eitneed on that clllta but •• adjourned on 1everal oculiou lad •• 

c:OIIpltttd on May 17, 1972. On March 23, 1973, the ~Migration Judp 

ordered that the appU.c:atton of 'loko Olio Lannon for adju1t11111nt of 

status under Section 245 of the Immigration and Nationality Act to 

that of t pel'!llnent re1ident of the UnttCMS Statal, be granted but 

that the lppltcetion of John Lennon be denied. It w&l further 

ordered that the privilege of voluntary departure be granted to John 

Lannon on or before 1h:ty daya from tha date the dec:tlion bee:&• 

1 1D~t5 ~~~I/J.1rY07-f 
,;;;liiVf'i'U'. 

45 



- 2 -

final, and furtr that the privilege of voluntar> departure be with

drawn if he failed to depart, when and as required, and that he shall 

then be deported from the United States on the remained longer charge. 

John Lennon appealed the decision of the Immigration Judge to 

the Board of Immigration Appeals which was argued there on October 29, 

1973. The decision of the Board of Immigrat1on Appeals is still pending. 

A pardon granted by a foreign government does not avert exclusion 

or deportation (Weedin v. Hempel, 28 F. 2d 603 (C.A. 9, 1928); Consola v. 

Karnuth, 108 F. 2d 178 (C.A. 2, 1939); Sohaiby v. Savoretti, 195 F. 2d 

139 (C.A. 5, 1952) nor does expungement of a narcotic or marijuana 

conviction by a foreign government or in the United States erase the 

ground for exclusion or deportation. The courts have followed this · 

position. Kelly v. INS, 349 F. 2d 473, (C.A. 9, 1965), cert. den. 382 

U, S. 932; Brownrigg v. INS, 356 F. 2d 877, (C.A. 9, 1966); Gonzalez de 

Lara v • .ll.:..J.•, 439 F. 2d 1316, (C. A. 5, 1971). 
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An editorial in the Jan, 24, 1974 issue of 
the MIAMI TIMES says that when it is clear 
that refugees fled to our shores at great 
risks to their own lives, the burden ought 
to be on i igration authorities to prove 
that the re only looking for jobs, 
In particular, ernment experts ought to 
have to testify n r oath about conditions 
in the country rom ch refugees fled, 
The fate of y who re ned ought to be 
followed b~ our embassies The country 
ought not/offer sanctuary political 
refugees of one race or nati lity, and 
refuse it to others, The edito ial con
cludes with the hope that South Florida 
Congressmen will keep close watch on the 
affairs of the Haitian refugees to see that 
such discrimination does not happen, 

l~n Lennon, in a last attemptto prevent 
the U.S. government from deporting him, is 
appealing to the Queen of England to pardoft 
him, The Ex-Beatle was convicted in London 
in 1968 of possessing marijuana, Lennon 
wants very much to become a U.S. citizen, 
but foreigners with drug convictions are not 
permitted U.S. citizenship, Lennon would 
like to fly to London and appeal to Her 
Majesty in person, but he is afraid that if 
he once leaves the u.s., he will not be al
lowed to return, Lennon's non-resident visa 
expired last February, at which time u.s. 
immigration authorities sought to deport 
him, but he hired a battery of lawyers who 
won him extensions, Beatle John has been 
an exemplary individual in the U.S., con
tributing to many causes and working 
strenuously for the relief of Bangladesh 
refugees. No doubt he would prove a 
welcomeaddition to this country, He is 
intelligent, talented, and creative, which 
is more than can be said for some :Jf the 
bureaucrats who want to deport him, 
(Parade, WASH. POST 1/27) 

EL PASO - A new twist has been added to 
the swindles perpetrated on the ignorant 
Mexican laboring class who journey to the 
border area and fall prey to the numerous 
"con'' men and bracero smugglers who 
promptly relieve them of their meager 
savings. Now it s the Chamizal Border 
Police patro the river bank who are 
victimizing h e wets. When the wets 
turn back to ico because their attempts 
to illegally ent the U.S. are frustrated 
by the presence of e Border Patrol, the 
Chamizal Police Agent .are alleged to be 
extorting money from these people in re· 
turn for not taking them to the Juarez 
Jail. (EL FRONTIZERO 1/24) 

EL PASO - The Ford Motor Co. will build 
the International Monorail, expected to 
be under construction within two or three 
months and be operational by early 1976. 
Maintenance and control facilities will 
be in Juarez, The selection of Ford was 
announced t day by Stephen W, Kent, Pres
ident of In rnational Monorail Corp., at 
a conference ·n the Chamber of Commerce 
Building, and y Julio Laguette, President 
of Monorriel In rna onal, S.A., in 
Juarez. The syst 11 cost from $14 to 
$15 million, inclu g Juarez and El Paso 
Terminals, The ute will be along 
Oregon Street i El Pa and along 
Francisco Vil~a Street in Juarez. Although 
not disclosed today, the Juarez terminal 
is expected to be located near the Down
town Bull Ring and the El Paso Terminal 
where the American Furniture Co. stands 
today. An elevated narrow bridge is to 
span the Rio Grande between the two 
International Bridges. The Ford system 
will carry from 25,000 to 30,000 interna· 
tional travelers a day. Russel F. Thiel• 
man, Marketing Manager for Transportation 
Systems Operations of Ford, said in El 
Paso today that the Monorail System will 
be computer operated with each car carry
ing 70 persons along the 1.5 mile interna-
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TUESDAY, NOVEriBER 6, 197J 

HARTFORD - Forged search warrants 
atad. stolen police credentials were . 
the keys to an elaborate the.ft 
scheme, according to Connecticut 
&Ad Rhode Island police, in which 
four men were arrested on a.series 
of eonspi"'aey, larceny, and f·or
gery charges. Rhode Island police 

. said surveillance was spurred by 
, 1tft i~forma tion from Canadian. authori
.. · t1u. The four suspects 1.ncluded 

i ;. 
I 

two Canadians, John J. Sholtanuk,. 
47, of St. Thomas, Ontario, antt· 
Delore D. Bovard, 61, of London, 
Ontario, After they were taken. 
into custody police found forged 
search warrants, slugs, and stolen 
badges for an Albany, New York, 
District Attorney .and for Canadian 
investigators. Bond for the Cana
~ians wa~ set at $50,000 each. 
(lfARTFO Rll OOURANT 11/3 } 

DD states Sholtanuk, AlJ 462 769 
lilfiT, is in SLOD underK-2 and K-J. 
lilovard not listed, and DET Inves
tigations is presently trying to 
identify. 

WASHINGTON - Attorney Wildes told 
the BIA he is suing the government 
in New York for evidence of govern
ment bugging and wiretaps against 
former Beatle John Lennon and his 
wife, Yoko Ono; and. therefore re-
1\uesting the BIA t.o delay its de-

., cision on Lennon's de~ortation or-. 
dar until a U.S. District Court 
nlles on that suit. The order 
f " . ·J ' . T '>? . • d ' " 1 1 1nc1ng ~.ennon, J-, res1 1ng 2- e-
gall~· in the U~S~ beca\Ise of a 

.prio1:' conviction for possession of 
marljua~~ while living in England 
was apperied to the B!A. 

NCALLEN, TEXAS (AP) - Thirteen per
sons were arrested on charges of 
illegal mass picketing as United 
Farm Workers of America pickets 
urged supermark~ts not to buy Cali
fornia lettuce picked by non-union 
workers. Antonio Oredain of 
·McAllen, an aide of Cesar Chavez, 
was one of those arrested. Six of 
the group were juveniles and one 
of the six an alien illegally in 

· · the country, who will be turned 
over to the u.S. Border Patrol. A 
McAllen lawyer con tended the ar
rests were unlawful because the 
law itself had been declared uncon
stitutional, but police authorities 
claimed that part of the law which 
permitted arrests for interference 
with traffic was still valid. 
Oredain said the police are trying 
to break the strike just as the 
Texas Rangers did in 1966 in Starr 
County, (SAN ANTONIO EXPRESS/~EWS 
11/4) . 

CHICAGO - The director of the Illi
nois Department of Registration 
and Education stated that citizen
ship is no longer a requirement 
for a professional license in Ill
inois. Previously the state had 
required citizenship or a declara
tion of intention for most profes
sional licenses, including medi
cine and dentistry, A Supreme 
Court decision iri a New York case 
recently ruled the citizenship re
quirement was unconstitutional. 
(CHICAGO TRIBUNE, 11/)) 

('HA'li HE:!ALD ll/:!) See DIGEST 10/26. 
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WASHINGTON - An estimated 25,000 
Cuban refugees stranded in Europe 
and La tin America may be allowed · 
to come here beljl:inning early next 
week, according to U.S. officials 
in Washington. The State Depart
~ent recommended that the Attorney 
G~me.ral parole all Cubans into the 
U.S. as fast as possible for hu
manitarian reasons. The Justice 
Department is expected to act on 
the recommendation early next 
week. It will take about eight 
months to process the refugees, at 
the rate of 3,125 monthly, Eight 
hundred to 1,000 monthly are en-

. tering from third countries under 
.the quota system, and will come 
with visas; the rest will be pa
roled in, allowing them to wait 
their turn on the quota while al
ready in the U.S. An INS official 
estimated it would take 8 to 12 
months to parole all the Cubans, 
as there will be no arrangements 
similar to the defunct Freedom 
Flights at government·, expense. 
Justice Department officia~s said 
that Secretary of State Kissinger· 
si~1ed the parole recommendation 
t~o weeks ago, but State Department 
officials say it was signed in late 
September by Acting Secretary 
Kenneth Rush, (MIANI NEWS 10/25) 

P~CLADEL?HIA (UPI) - Four men, in-
cl<Ldir\o; "::wo Sicilians, have been 
indicte1 by a federal grand jury on 
fraud cf1arges involving alleged 
sham marriages by aliens to Ameri
ca.n wo;r.en so the foreigners can re
main in t[;e United Stat2s. In
dicted we=e Federico Giordano and 
.Cuiseppe Giambanc() 1 bath~Sicilians 
who live in Doylestown, Pa., ~ 
casco Mannino of Doylestown,· and 

I~ 
' r r p 1-J I 

'

.Girolamo Rus§9, New Britain, Pa. 
The four were charged in the two
count indictment with conspiracy 
and fraud and misuse of documents 
requited by u.s. immigration laws. 
(WASH. STAR-NEWS 10/25) 

EL PASO - A Mexican Federal Police 
crackdown on narcotics smuggling 
alortg the Juarez border, ordered 
by the Attorney General, has begun 
with the arrival from Mexico City 
of a crack six-man team of narcot
ics agents on spacial assignment. 
The assignment was made because of 
the alarming and uncontrolled 
smuggling of large shipments of 
marijuana to the U.S. along the 
entire Juarez Valley area. The 
western boundary line from Ante
lope Wells, N.M. to Columbus, N.M., 
where active marijuana smuggling 
has been reported', will be placed 

/ under heavy surveillance. 
(EL PASO TIMES 10/25) 

rt/f Jj NNcr.l 

NEW YORK - Former Beatle ,..John.t:::" 
Lennon has brought suit against 
the-"·u.s. Government, demanding the 
goverrunent admit or deny whether 
Lennon or his lawyer were the sub
jects of illegal wiretaps or sur
veillance. The U.S. is seeking to 
deport Lennon because his 1968 
conviction in England for posses
sion of marijuana makes him ineli
gible for permanent residence. 
The suit alleges that denial of 
Lennon's application for residence 
was the contrived result of ille
gal wiretaps and surveillance, 
Lennon has also asked the court to 
force INS to produce the records 
under which deportation decisions 
are made. (HOUSTON POST 10/21, 
O~~HA WORLD HERALD 10/25) See 
DIGEST 4/J/7J. 
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a.. .. of lnpt:atuat-.tiwe 
V.etdqtoD, 1. c. ltSU 

MAY 4 1973 
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n rk ,.. f• ,... leu. ., -I'll 2, 1973 .uta 
.clot•• tr:. Mr • ...,-.. Dftie caaenataa tbe deporta
tioa of Mr. J ... II I m. 

*'· I 1 a 1m b IMU.,.le ftc a '1111 _. •' ta
aioa tace the Vaited Statu •••••· el a ~- of 
,.. .... 1 .. e rtu nata. a aU. ~ ot ...-
• off-.. M'f Mt .. a41d.ttecl fee pl!l I nt nail I Ul • 
..... ~.e ... lab ' tt:y.., h .. cltDI'ialcl•la~r a apecul 
pnviaS.. of law foe • t fiiUJ .telt. 

llr. J. na?a'a pn...C. 'lilit w the Ullitecl States 
ws aathol'ilacl •lnr tlda apeolal pz•181a of law k 
... !aq. ,.,... .... to attad •••• ., ...... ~ 1a 
cwrt pftlOIIMftll 1a 01 lctl• wltll Mra. J II I cbt.ld 
'taJ 1 pnrieu ..a:hp. lie wtly WI ..CIIDl'l ... foe 
thne ,_,, .. upea die ncm rdacioa of a. Dtpa• 1 t 
of State. llr. -' lire. La; m wn 1ut .a.t.tted 1ato 
tlait COIIDtl'y - Anptt 13, 1971. 

Slace Dey cl1d Mt depat faa a. U.lt.d StUH 
wlthia thl tiM •tl•diiiM, cllport:atf.a prNeeflna• w.e 
lutltuted apiat tt.. m diet pt f. Mttfllllt to 
the iutitat:l.ea of IUIIh pneudtwp, tile Iapan rat of 
~ h••• • ,,._. .-tlfiati• • Mr. I , m' • Nhalf 
_. he ws acomled • tlait:d pnfan 1 :a clanificatioa to 
'be ue4 1a .,1ylftl fK - ~t 'dM. 

ec: 11111. & llat. Service 

. ' 
.. 

l":i l :<·J 
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Mr. I.e ....... 11 ........... Won the 
loa'4 of Iwfr,nU. 'PPeels ill V•lh~Dit.l, D. C., .. 
.,pMl tn. dill MeltS• of the Special lDCf'lil'y Officer. 

11111 ••••m Aut•r s AttiM.'M1 twanl 
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April JO, 1978 

;"' ,; t~~-v. .i!J>~1 Iii- wJ f? 
')~~k j ,:~ ~~ 

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD- Extemious of j{<em trks >"' E 2685 r ,, ·i Benedict and his a.ssocinte, David Jones, marihuana was a felony UI•der both 'I HE ENERGY CRISIS , , 1 , 
President Winer pointed out: Federal and State law. V 1 

The feeding of Amedean chUd,en has be- Since that time a number of changes HON WILLIAM L ARMSTRONG 
come a number one concern of the U.S. have been made in both Federal and • ' 
Jarr0es. State laws with the National Commis~ oF coLon,..oo 

In cooperation with other groups in~ sion of Marihuana recommending t11a.t IN THE: HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
terested in the problem of nutrition for penalties for the simple posfession of Monday, April 30, 1973 
our school population, the Jaycees are marihuana be removed entir·~Y- Only Mr. ARMSTRONG. Mr. Speaker, the 
movl·ng for\\'ai·d wi'th an ewort to make two States classify possession of mari-

~ h f 1 Th. ff United States is on the verge of an en~ certain that all of our children have uana as a e ony, 18 0 cnse. now rec- ~ ergy cti.c:a-ster. 
available to them a sound nutritional ognized M a miscternean-oi:-:ut:. 
program with which to meet the day, eral law, continues to pre~,.e-~.t-- Our country has been so rich in natu-

1 am particularlY pleased to make note ahens fr~~--§~1~g ~dmit~~a: to t.!_~- -~~~~e~~,~-~~~ ~~~ri~~o~~~~~vi?~1~~:~ ~~~1 
here of the fact that planning is rapidly St~~ . h resource sacrifices. Famine and shortages 

t d i h h -11 ~ urge om colleagues to support t is 
being comple e on a sem nar w ic Wl 1 . 1 t' of other kinds almost seem un~American 
be held on May 5 in my own State of egts a wn. as if our country \vere immune to the 
Michigan. The Jaycees will attempt to problems plaguing other nations. 
outline a wide range of involvement TAXATION WITHOUT REPRESEN- But the energy Ciisis is I'eal and its 
methods to officials of the various school TATION effect will be felt in every household 
districts, and to local Jaycees, to assist across the country. Americans will have 
in bringing the one thousand plus "no HON, EDWARD J. DERWJNSKI to fa~e skyrocketing fuel prices, ration-
program" schools in Michigan into some ing, restrictions on travel as well as on 
kind of food service assistance. oF ILLtNors the ownership of automobiles and home 

In bringing this e!Tort to the attention IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES appliances. We Wlll probablY have an 
of the House I wish to ru;sociate myself Monday, April 30, 197:: energy c·•ar with regional administrators 
with my good friend and colleague, the Mr. DERWlNSKI. Mr. Speaker, a de- and a typical costly governmental bu-
minority leader, who stated that he WM velopment, which I believe ha., escaped reacracy as well ru; an Increasing dc
"most pleased to learn that the Jaycees the attention of the Members is the lm- pendencc on foreign suppliers which will 
are curently directing their energies to· position of what amounts to a tax upon illevitably subject the United States to 
ward the area of child nutrition. I heart- international blackmail by oil-rich po. 

h t a tax, is ve1-y clearly described by Radio 
lly concur with t e Jaycees statemen Station WGN, Chicag'O, IlL, in an edi- tentates of the Middle East--unless we 
that, 'It just makes common sense to feed act quickly and decisively to clooe the torial of April 8. I insert this editorial 
children! " I wish the Michigan Jaycees, into the RECORD and direct it to the spe- energy gap. 
the national organization, and its new cia! attention of the members of the It may not be too late to avert the 
Office of Child Nutrition every success House Ways and Means Committee trust- worst consequences if Congtess formu
in their efforts. ing that they will recognize the· legit!- lates energy policies based upOn the re

( , THE LENNON CASE "" 

HON. EDWARD I. KOCH I 
OF NEW YORK 

l}l THE HOUSE OF REPa.ESENTATIVES 

Monday, April 30, 1973 

Mr. KOCH. Mr. Speaker, I am sure our 
colleagues are aware of the immigra~ 
tion case involving John Lem1on and 
his wife, Yoko Ono. Mr. Lennon is being 
ordered to leave the United States be
cause the Jaw automatically bars from 
permanent residence anyone who has 
ever been convicted of a drug violation. 
His record shows a conviction for "pos
session of marihuana·• in a British court 
in 1968. 

Clearly, there are reasons why the im
:migration statute would be strict with 
aliens involved in drugs. But to treat an 
alien convicted for possession of mari
huana the same way a dealer in heroin 
is treated is certainly unJust. 

To deal with sueh cases in a compas
sionate manner, I have intr.oduced a bill 
with 12 cosponsors to amend the Im
migration and Nationality Act to allow 
the Attorney General, at his discretion, 
to \vaive the now automatic bar to immi~ 
gration of aliens who have been convict~ 
ed, at any time in their lives, of mari~ 
llUana possession. This bill has been in
troduced in the Senate by Senator ALAN 
CRi\:.TS1'0N, 

The inclusion in seetion 212(al23 and 
214(a) ( lll of maihuana as an "exclud
able offense" for the purposes of admis
sion to the United States and as a "de
porcable offense" occurred ta 1960 when 

macy of the point contained in the ediM alization that-
toriaL The United States has only 6 percent 

The editorial follow: of the world's population but consumes 
35 percent of the world's energy, more 
than the combined usage of the U.S.S.R., 
Germany, Japan, and Great Britain. 

Tl\XAT!ON WITHOUT REPllESENTA'l'lON 

Two hundred years ago, Americans were 
complaining about taxation without repre~ 
f;lentation. Now, we feel, there's new reason 
for complaint. 

The federal government has ordered the 
airlines to enforce tight security measures 
a.t airport boarding areas . , , to discourage 
would-be hijackers. Metal detecting devices, 
people to operate them, other people to 
search hsmd luggage . , , all of these things 
cost the airlines money. So, 1:.he government 
has allowed the airlines to pass along the 
cost. 

The domestic airlines o.f the nation and 
the government settled on the figur,e of $57 
million as the estimated cost of these se~ 
curity measures, F'Urtller estlmating, on the 
number of pa..s.sengers to be carried this year, 
brought the oost down to 34 cents per pas· 
Senger. The airlines were told t!ley could 
add this charge for each por·Aon of a:n air· 
line trip. 

While no one likes having the price of any~ 
thing go up, the 34 cents on a $100~ or $200~ 
ticket is not unreasonable. Bu~. said the gov
ernment, add tlle 34 cents into the ticket 
price before you compute the tax:. 

There Is a..n eight percent federal tax on 
airline tickets. So, the 34-cent charge be~ 
comes 37 cents . , . those other tltree pen~ 
nles going to Uncle Sam. It's not a lot of 
money . . in relation to t.ax revenue and 
government spending We guesstimate it will 
bring four and a halt to five million dollars 
lnto the federal treasury in the next year. 
But. the Consli'tution says Congress should 
levy taxes. not some administ,rr.ttive agency 
which, in effect. orders an increase in co.st..s, 
permits the cost to be passed along to the 
general public, and then taxes the increase. 

The surcharge, to defray security costs, is 
reasonable. But, the tax isn't. The airlines 
should be permitted to add the extra 34 
cents after computing the tax. 

Domestic energy production has not 
kept pace; in fact, production of domes .. 
tic crude oil and natural gas liquids 
peaked in November 1970 and ha.s de· 
creased by about 5 percent since that 
time. Even more ominous is the oil drill
ing rate-the drilling footage-which 
stands now only about half the rate of 
1955. Significantly, the finding rate-vol
ume of oil and ga.s found per unit of 
drilling effort--is also declining, a factor 
heavily influencing the supply and cost 
of production. 

With gasoline consumption rising dra
matically it is no wonder shortages are 
developing all over the eountry and gas 
rationing is just around the corner. 

As a result of these trends in !J€troleum 
supply and usage we have become heav ... 
ily dependent on imported oil; about 
one-quarter of America's oil comes from 
abroad today. It Is estimated that within 
12 years 50 to 65 !J€rcent of U.S. oil con
sumption \vill depend on overseas 
sources. 

Obviously this has tremendOU.'l foreign 
policy implications as well as staggering 
financial consequences. The net cost of 
imported fuels already results in a siz
able dollar drain, approximately $2.1 bil
lion in 1970. Thl' deficit is expected to 
range between $9 and $13 billion In 1975 
and may reach $32 billion in 1935, if 
present trends are not reversed. 

The magnitude of this problem is 
highlighted by the fact we already have 
the worst balance of trade in 70 years 
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and by noting our total annual export of 
all goods and services is only about $65 
billion at present. 

An even more imminent crisis is devel
oping in natural gas, as probably any
body whose childref\ were sent home 
from school this winter already knows. 
School and factory closings due to fuel 
shortages have been rare in the par.;t but 
\Vill occur with monotonous regularity in 
the future unless the present trend 1s 
reversed. In the last 6 years natural gas 
consumption has increased 37 percent 
while our proven reserves of gas have 
decreased 21 percent. 

It is no exaggeration to describe the 
present situation us an "energy crisis." 
I therefore recommend the adoption of 
energy policies ba~cd on these considera~ 
tions: 

First. Energy polic.y and environment 
policy must be coordinated. In the last 
few years there has been an enormous 
outpouring of public interest in the en
vironment. After ctecades of neglect we 
have awakened to the realization that we 
cannot go on squandering our great nata 
ural heritage of clean air, clean water, 
wilderness and natural areas and the 
other environmental resources \:vith 
which our country is so richly endowed. 

But somehow a lot of people have got
ten the idea that environmental concerns 
can be measured in money: or, in short, 
if we are willing to spend enough money 
we can solve any environmental problem. 
This is not true, 

For example, we all want to clean up 
air pollution. And certainly there is no 
problem that is more visible or of greater 
concern to Colorado than air pollution. 
So \Ve all want to support the most rigid 
feasible air pollution control standards 
for automobiles. But here is the rub. 

Implementing the 1975-76 Environ
mental Protection Agency-EPA-stand~ 
ards, which require a 96-percent reduc~ 
tion in emission levels from those allowed 
in 1970, has a huge environmental cost. 
I am not talking about the economic cost 
of higher priced automobiles and lowered 
engine efficiency. I am talking about fuel 
consumption. The clifference in fuel effi
ciency from a 90 .. percent reduction to a 
96·pel'cent reduction will cost 3 million 
ban·els of €lil per day, 50 percent more 
than tile expected flow !rom the Alaska 
pipelh1e which may never be built due 
to other environmental concerns. Here 
are two valid environmental concerns 
that cla.sh head on. 

Unfortunately, most Americans have 
no idea this kind of envirorunental 
tradeoff is involved in decisions now be
ing studied. 

Second. Let us recognize that ill-con~ 
ceived Federal policies have actually fos
tered the energy gap. The Government 
out to be doing everything it can to solve 
the problem instead of continuing price 
controls which are certain to make the 
situation worse. 

The present shortage of natural gas 
is a logical result of the Government· 
decreed wellhead price of natural gM. 
At 25 cents per ndllion Btu's it is far 
below the energy equivalent of crude oil 
at 60 cents, and heating oil at 30 cents. 
Even coal hM risen to 35 cents. These 

artificially low natural gas ptices dis~ 
courage exploration and development to 
provide new supplies while encouraging 
consumption of the cheap na.luxal ga.s 
by many industrial users and utilities 
which might otherwise be using other 
fuels. 

The same situation applies to the Gov
ernment ceiling price on gasoline: this 
is the opposite of sound policy. Instead 
of encouraging further production and 
letting prices rise to reflect true cost. 
thereby discouraging unnecessary and 
wasteful use of gasoline product.s, this 
policy does just the opposite. At a time 
when a shortage already exists, the price 
ceiling discourages production rmd en ... 
com·ages consumption-·a sort of Alice~ 
in-Wonderland app::.-oach to the Problem. 

Third. congress should support the 
President's recommended appropriation 
for Go-vernment energy research and en
courage private reseal'ch, pal'ticularly 
the development of oil shale and coal 
gasification which apnear to be the only 
two promising sources for large-scale 
energy development. 

Research in oil shale is pal"ticularly 
meaningful to Colorado. And it is essen
tial that this research proceed at a meas
ured pace now so shale can be turned into 
oil on a basis that is consistent with 
sound environmental standard'>. If this 
research is not given high priority now, 
at some la.ter time oil shale development 
may be pushed through on a panic basis 
and environmental concerns could be left 
in the lurc'h. 

Fourth. Congress should seriously con
sider an antitrust exemption for ener
gy companies which wish to enter joint 
ventures for research and development 
of these projects. The economics of coal 
gasification and oil shale are so huge 
that it is unlikely any private enterprise, 
even the gigantic companies, will under
take these projects on thier own. Since 
joint efforts coUld run afoul of the anti
trust laws, the only alternative to Gov
ernment research and development seems 
to be some kind of narrowly defined anti~ 
trust exemption, or, as a further alterna
tive, a Government-industry joint ven
ture. 

Fifth. Congress should enact tax incen
tives, including investment credits advo~ 
cated by the President. to encourage ex
ploration, research and development of 
enel'gy resources. 

Energy policy should he coordinated bY 
a single department of the executive 
branch and a similar coordinating effort 
should be undertaken by Congress. At 
present, energy policymaking in Con~ 
gress is fragmented among many com~ 
mittees and administration is scattered 
throughout the executive branch. The de· 
lass, confusion and counter~ productive 
efforts which result can be tolerated no 
longer. 

I hope that my colleagues in Congress 
share the sense of urgency I feel about 
meeting the energy needs of America. It 
i.e; an irony this energy-rich Nation of 
ours should be so close to disaster. Even 
the most decisive action will not head 
off some consequences of our past poJi .. 
cles. Anything less than our strongest and 
best e!!orts is certain to end in disaster. 

PENNSYLVANIA LEGAL PROFESSION 
SUPPORTS LEGAL SERVICES 

HON. EDWARD G. RIESTER, JR. 
OF PENNSYLVANIA 

IN TIIE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 

Monday, April 30, 1973 

Mr. BrESTER. Mr. Speaker, t.he 
merit of legal services activities-and per~ 
forma.nce in past years is an active topic 
of discussion in Congtess at the pre.:.;ent 
time. Much evidence and testimony is 
being submitted for a.nd against con
tinuance of the legal services program
and, if it is to be continued, tl1e exact 
manner in which i·t should be structured. 

In my estimation. legal services has 
done a commendable job in helping· the 
poor realize that lack of money need not 
be a batTier to the exercise of theit basic 
rights. Critics of the program have tried 
to picture legal services as a politicized 
operation fighting causes at the expense 
of the simple and fundamental legal 
need:;; of the indigent. The General Ac
counting Office study and report of legal 
services performance issued March 21, re~ 
futed these chnrges and demonstrated 
how legal services attorneys have effec
tively and admirably represented the 
poor on behalf of those commonplace 
legal problems so many other persons~ 
who know their right-s and can afford the 
necessary legal fees-take for granted. 

I am pleased to note that the Penn
sylvania Bar Association, in itc; recent 
board of governors meeting, has uassed 
a resolution strongly in favor of continu
ing the lc~;nJ services program as rm in
dependent corporation. 

Mr. Speaker, I would like to submit for 
the RECORD the Pennsylvania. Bar Asso~ 
cia tion rel'lJolution reg·arding the legal 
services program: 
PJ:NNSYLVANIA Ban AssociATIOti RFSOL\.:'TION 

Whereas, tM ideal of equal justice is de~ 
pendent upon a -viable system of legal sen'
ices available to the poor; and 

Whereas, since 1965 the federal goVI;'nt
ment has committed many millions of dol
lars. thrott.gh the Office of E<:onomic Oppor~ 
tumty and t.he Department of Health, Edu
cation and Welfare to funding local programs 
io provide such legal services; and 

Whereas, proposed regulations promul
gated by HEW wm1Id eliminate legal serv
ices as an optional social servl.ce permitted 
to be provlded by states to poor: and 

Whereas, it is proposed that OEO be dis
continued before July of this year and there 
is no present provision for tntn,<;;fer and con~ 
tlnuatlon of the OEO~funded local legal sen·
ices programs; and 

Whereas, in Pennsylvania the substan!ial 
utilization of available federal resource!", re
sultirlg in th~ srmnsorship of HEW and OEO
funded programs in 26 counties-with 1~ 

more soo11 to be started- if; now threatr.nrd 
by the federrtl proposals; and 

Whereas, the President of the United 
states has repeatedly committed hh; Ad~ 
tninistration to the cre-ation of an inde~ 
pendent national legal services corporation 
designed to continue providing the poor 
with acce-ss to the courts for redress of 
grievances; 

Now, therefore, it is resolved that the 
Petmsylvania Bar Associat·ion urges: 

( 1) The Secretary of the Department of 
Health, Education and WelfaJ"e to adopt 
regulations which include legal services as an 
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WASHINGTON • President Nixon sent Con
gress on Wednesday a reorganization 
plan which includes a transfer to the 
Treasury Department of all functions 
of INS involving inspection of persons 
or their documents entering the coun
try, He said that he intends to direct 
the Secretary of the Treasury, when the 
plan takes effect, to use the approx
imately 1,000 employees transferred 
from INS to augment the Customs 
Bureau's staff. 
(WASH, STAR-NEWS 3/28, WASH. POST 3/29) 

CHICAGO - A suspended Illinois State 
Trooper was indicted Tuesday by a Cook 
County Grand Jury on charges he re
ceived $150 from three illegal Mexi· 
cans, The trooper allegedly withheld 
information about their illegal status, 
They reported the incident to their 
employer who notified the police, 
(CHICAGO SUN-TIMES 3/28) 

BALTIMORE - A story captioned "Chinese
American Told China is Hqme" reports 
a complaint by David Wu, 'assistant 
manager of the Jade Palace Restaurant, 
Columbia, Maryland, Wu said that an 
INS agent asked him, "Why don 1 t you 
people go back to your own country1" 
The INS acting district director said 
he forwarded the complaint to the 
Southeast Regional Office, but de
clined to name the agent while an 
investigation is pending, The pro
prietor of the restaurant says he 
is to meet with Senator Mathias to 
discuss the complaint, 
(BALTIMORE SUN 3/28) 

No, 49 

SAN ANTONIO - "Illegal Alien Flow 
Reaches Peak." The flood of illegal 
aliens swarming across the Rio Grande 
is at an all time high, with many of 
them funneling through San Antonio as 
they head north, DD Vaughan said, "We 
pick them up every day and send them 
back every day, but they are always 
coming in, Our forces are inadequate 
to stop the wave of illegal aliens." 
Vaughan is firm in his belief there is 
only one way out of this difficult 
problem -- legislation to penalize 
the people who hire the illegal 
entrant, As to the charge by San 
Antonio police that INS does not want 
illeg~l aliens picked up, he avers, 
"Police are not actually authorized 
to pick up a man for illegal entry, 
Also, when cit·y or county officers 
pick them up they put them in jail 
and we have to pay for their stay 
there, When we pick them up, we re
turn them as soon as possible and it 
saves us thousands of dollars per 
month," 
(SAN ANTONIO LIGHT 3/25) 

NEW YORK - THE WALL STREET JOURNAL 
of March 28 has an editorial saying 
that the laws have created an in
tolerable situation with regard to 
John Lennon and his wife, Yoko. 
It points out that Immigration Judge 
Ira Fieldsteel recognized the human 
equities in the situation but none
theless ruled that the law is the 
law. The editor takes the position 
that when the law does not reflect 
the human equities, it needs to be 
changed, 
See DIGEST 3/26, 

~~J ;- J lu. /,; ,_ :ct/-~- _ 
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LOS ANGELES · The first of a two-part 
series "Illegal Aliens Know Gnaw of 
Terror,'' by staff writer F~ichard Klemp 
in the SAN GABRIEL VALLEY TRIBUNE of 
3/25, tells of an alien couple living 
in fear for the past ten years. Enrique 
was apprehended about two months ago, 
and it was discovered that he qualified 
for residency through a law that al-
lows persons who are in the u.s. "for 
ten years and who have ties" to remain 
here. Enrique and his wife are now 
awaiting their resident visas. The 
article also tells of the plight of 
Rafael and ~hria who arrived in Los 
Angeles four months ago, Rafael is 
working for a meat packing company, 
while his wife is employed as a live-
in maid. Once a week ~ria goes to 
Rafae 11 s apartment. They pray that 
their baby will be born in the U, S, 
so that they wi 11 be allowed to re
main, Deputy DD Donald T. Williams 
said that "~ny women cross the border 
as temporary tourists or with work 
permits and they just stay until the 
baby is born," The second article 
captioned "Aliens Win Numbers Game 
With Government" comments on an inter
view with Williams in which he explained 
the reasons for INS not being able to 
remove aliens residing illegally in the 
U,S, He also discussed aliens on 
welfare and those enrolled in schools 
at taxpayers' expense, 

PAGE TWO 

I 

' 
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~f~c,; YOR::~ ... J.')·~·m termon .:.::tunt 1e.a"~~ the 
U.S. Li 60 d":tJ but his •1He, Yoko Ono, 
w11s z:-nnted per!r.4:l~nt residence and may 
~I'Cil ~;;_;<i!lly .!lpplj fOr U10 S .. citizenship. 
p;s DI.stdc t: Di':·e,tor Sol Marks gave the 
fi:r:st l)J>aas c.cnf~::enca he ·haa eve1: held 
to CJUM\lnce the ruLing~ by !m:nigrntion 
..:·~clg<; I;·<J Fial.li:t•;!::l contlined in a 47~ 
psse d~cision. Lenn~o ~~s denied perms
~;,;n t ;cesicl·enca bec::~uae he w11s convicted 
in London in 1963 of possession of cann~· 
b!.s nsin, l)Opul<!rly known as hashish. 
t~nnon w!ls given 10 dsys in which to np• 
p'!Jl. 1f he does -3ppeal, his case will 
;;o fir:;t. to the BIA and then, if .neceil'
sJry, to;:~ u.s, Gi.rcuit Court of Appeals, 
He ni~ht thus be abl2 to stay in the u.s. 
fqr years as h;a ~oos· through due process 
John .aud Ono did not attend the press 
conhrB';lce held in the H.:'ISH room on the 
l4t~ floor of th! INS building near the 
SO'.li:h~ri!l" tip of l'Ianhattan. HASH is 
tae <K<On)l1ll for Multiple Accelerated 
S~ry l!aarings ~· an INS device for 
qui.ck processing of aliens who are will· 
in;;; to leav;; the country, jokingly re
£e~red to in the building as Move Aliens 
s~iftly Heme. Lennon was gcanted per· 
missLon to leave volunta<ily ~ather than 
be deport2d. I.e he leaves voluntarily 
.a c 2ny tb'" in tho:! n-::~t 60 days he might 
be able ~o return as a vi!;itor OQ the 
sail1~ 1\ind of a waiver of his narcotics 
cor1vi·~~ion that enabled him to com~ i1ere 
in 1971. ~\·JAS:L 7QST 3/24 and oth~rs) 
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on the same kind of waiver 
of his narcotics conviction 
that enabled . him to come 
here in 1971. 

JQhn and YokO did not at· 
tend the press conference, 
held in tl:\~ MASH room on· 
the 14th floor ol· the Immi· 
gratlon Building near the 
southern tiP of Manhattan
a room with a view over the 
New .York that John and 
.Yoko say they 'have cQIIle to 
t.now and love. MASH is the 

· aeronytn lor ·Multiple Accel
erated Summary Hearlngs-c 
an Immigration Semee de
vice for quick processing of 
alienw who are willing to 
leave the coUntrY'· jokingly 
refetted to in the buili:iing 

· as Move Aliens .Swl"t!lY 
Home. · · · 

Other officials suggested 
that many of these did not 
actually result in deporta
tion. A person who was now 
a 1'g o o d citizen/' for in~ 
stance might be allowed to 
stay .,;ith his or her family 
even .though officiallY classi· 
fled as deportable for an 
earlier, minor offense. This 
is just what Marks refused 
to do wth John, before the 
case went to Fieldstef'l. 

Lennon supporters t!?nrlerl 
to picture John and Yoko a< 
special c ·a s e s because of 
their standing as artists and 
their position as countercul· 
ture idols, Marks virtuallY 
went along with this a year 
ago when he gave them 
~~third-preference)! status. a 
formalitv granting the right 
to apply for permanent resi
dence and ultimatelY for 
citizenship atwad of other 
categories of immigrants be· 
cause they would, in the 
words of the law, (;substan
tially benefit prospectively 
the national economy, ctll
tural interests or welfare of 
the United States!' 

Vincent Schiano. the !mi-

The Lennons' spirit' was 
present in· the MASH room, 
however, in the tiny yellow 
rose they sent their lawyer, 
Leon Wildes: in the large 
bunch of white tulips they 
sent Marks; and in the point· 
ed questions ask~\<~ by re· 
porters who seemed deter
mined to think of the Len
nons as martyrs. 

Wildes has said repeat
edly that he thinks John and 
Yoko are victims of Nixon 
administration reprisals for 
their stands against the Viet
nam war and perhaps their 
attitudes on lifestyles, the 
arts and other subjects. 

Marks specificallY denied 
this yesterday and insisted 

gration Service attorney 
who prosecuted the Len
nons, said it might have 
been more to the point if 
the defense had used the 
Lennons as a grneral case 
to campaign for revision of 
the immigration Jaw with 

See LENNON, B2, Co[ 5 
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TJnlted Press lntern&tlonal 

Y ako 011(J, now rieclared a permanent resident 
. ' of the United States. 
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John Lennon: 
'Get Back' 

( 

By Anthony Astrachan 

NEW YORK-John Win
lton.' Ono 'Lennon-actor, 
!U'tist, autho~, composer, 
tUmmaker, musician and 
former Beatle-must leave 
the United States in 60 days, 
an immigration judge de-· 
cided yesterday, · 

His wife, artist and com. 
poser Yoko Ono · Lennon, 
may stay. She was declared 
a permanent resident and 
may eventually apply (or 
A.merica11 citizenship, 

Sol Marks, the district di
rector of the U.s. Immigra
tion and Naturalization· 
Service, gave the first press 
i:onference he has ever held 
to announce the decision. 
He said Immigration Judge 
Ira Fieldsteel had denied 
Lennori· permanent resi· 
dence because he was con
victed in London in 1968 •Of 
possess-ion of cannabis resin, 
popularly known as hashish. 
Tbe Lennons' visas ran out 
Feb: 29, 1972. 

Lennon, 82, was given 10 
days in which to appeal. If 
be does appeal, as expected, 
his Cllse will go first to the 
Board Of Immigration Ap
peals and then, if necessary, 
to a U.S. Circuit Court of 
Appeals. He might tl;lus be 
able to stay in the United 
States for years as he goes 
tbrou.gb due process. · 

Lennon also was granted 
permission to leave .volun· 
tarily ratber than be de~ 
ported. If .. he leaves volun, 
ta:rily at ilny time in the 

· next 60 diiYS, be might be 
able to return .. as a visitor 

John Lennon 

that he himself had Initiat
ed the case against the Len
nons without instructions 
from Washington, as he 
"automatically" does in all' 
sucjl cases. 
, 0 t h e r immigration Off\ •. 
· clals, who asked not to be 
identified, said that it was 
certain that Washington had 
ordered the prosecution of 
the Lennons for political 
reasons. 

Officials wbo contended 
that the Lennon case was 
not political .claimed that It 
was merely one of "200 to 
500" cases a year seeking 
deportation for narcotics 
convictions. 

Lennon: 'Get Back~ 
LENNON/From Bl 

resMCt to drugs. The law 
mak!ls it P'!ll!!ible, in certain 
cases, for the Immigration 
Service to overlook convic· 
tions fllr more serious 
crimes while compelling It 
to cl~sslfy people as deport· 
able for possession of even 
a 11111all amount of marl· 
juana. 

;John and Yoko's ease Is 
all!() complicated by the fact 
that she must re.maln in the 
United StateS to 'gain CUS· 
tody · Ocf her nlne-year;old 
daughter by her former . 
lllllrriag& to Anthony Cox. 
Two courts have awarded 
Yoko custody ol the child, 
Kyoko, but Cox has taken 
the girl and succeeded in 
evading the tennons. 

Judge Fle)dst\1()1, in his 47-
page \lPhilon, $uggested that 
since, the L"\'1\ollll had been 
able to have first detectives 
and then friends keep an-. 
eye on Kyoko, she 1l)!gbt not 
be quite as hard to find as 
the Lennons had claimed
and that she D)igbt . prefer 
staying with her father. 

Y oko ·. )lad ' pleaded with 
Judge Fleldsteel not to com· 
pel her to choose between 
her ebi\d ~nd'her husband. 

After tbl! bearing, the L~n
nons sent this message from 
their undisclosed resting 
place on the \Ye'st Coast: 
"Raving juSt oelebrated our 
fourth anniversary, we are 
110t prepared to sleep In 
separate beds. Peace arid 
Love." 

'1 ,, 

' 
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United Pr&es International 

Y oko OIW, now declared a permanent resident 
of the United States. 

Lennon: 'Get Back' 
LENNON, From Bl 

resp<lct to 'drugs. The law 
makes it possible, in certain 
cases, for the llllmigratlon 
Service to overlook conv!c· 
lions for more serious 
crimes while compelling It · 
to classify people •s deport· 
able for possession of even 
a small amount of marl/. 
juana. 
, John and Yoko's case is 
~lso complicated by the fact 
that she must remain in the 
United Statef to pin. cus· 
tody of her nln&oyear·old 
daughter by her former 
marriage to Anthony. Cox. 
Two courts have awarded 
Yoko custody of the child, 

1 
Kyoko, but Cox bas taken 
the girl and succeeded in 
evading the Le11nons. 

Judge Fieldsteel, in his 47· 
page opinion, suggested that 
since the Lennons had been 
able to have :first detectives · 
and then friends · keep' an 
eye on Kyoko, shli might not 
be quite as h111'11 'to find as 1 
the Lennons hai claimed- I 
and that she migllt prefer I 
staying with her father. 

Yoko had pleaded with 
Judge Fieldateet not to com· 
pel her to choose between 
her child a.nd her husband. 

After th~ hearing, the Len· 
nons sent this message from 
their undisclosed resting 
place ·on the Welt Coast: 
"Having just celebrated otlr 
fourth anniversary, we .ar~ 
not prepared to sleep In 
separate beds. Peace and 
Love." 
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Jaa1es F~ Gre0nt~ 

As~ociate Comrni~bioner. 

Immigration .Tud~a FieldJteal ilR•• informed ~f~triet ~frector 
<ar~ $ anJ Attorney \itl<""" t'>l<t t:.av will be .advise.d of 1d ·: 
dacl•ian in t~ia caaa •riJay. ~~rch 23. 197J lO·nn 3.a. 

''r. V.rarner, l!''!''uty Y!e~lc•n.~l Comml.s~.toner. !;ur11np,ton, Vt. 
"''o r.qH>rted t!.i s information advised tb>tt Mr. ·~>irks 

~uuld like to inform th• press tbat this ulll occur so 
t 1,at t':ey can h., Pres~nt at:d net the •tory firsthand. 
1 ~<>re.,d. 

CC· John M. Lahmann. Executive Aasiat!nt to the Commissioner 

CC Charles rordou General Counsel 

CC: Richard W. Cull, Jr. Public !uformatioa nfficer 

rc C~rl C. Burrowa, Assi•tnnt Coamlasionar, Inveqtfqatlons 

e ,_ ~J ~ e tn LA~ :J 1 :u_/7 :> LJ..;_., __ -

JFG:kelt 

. tr
1 

. ' 
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I z .. \ f 

en .q')7 c 

necem!icr S t 1472 

.Jamef<; r. nreene 
Associate Commissioner, o~eration~ 

~ew York District Director, Mr. Sol ~arks informed me 
today tltat the Government's brief has be~n filed with 
the SIO. The Lennon's counsel vas ~iven an opportunity 
to file a cross brief. !le has as•~d for more time to 
file his answer. Counsel requested until ~arch. 1973, 
and SIO Fieldsteel has the matter under consideration. 
Lennon's counsel has advised that the officer who arrested 
LeunJn in Britain has been convicted of takinc a bribe (?) 
and it iB for this reason he asked for the extended period 
to file his brief. 

CC: Rich~rd w. Cull, Jr .. Public Information 0fficer 

CC: Carl G. Burrows, Assistant Commissioner. Investi~ations 

Jl'G: keh 
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Jolla telulon llld his wile, Yoko Ono, aeeompllllied by Elephallt's Memory at tbe benefit In the Garden 
; - . 

L~y~:-$~J~~ Infuses 'One to One' Garden Concert 
'c:!ir...)'.~ ~ CCIIll!»>nled by Ell)!lllllllt's taketlheedgeofftheirl)umor. and Yoko Ono's wailing per· 

· . , ·of ~ now-dusic · Memot'y. That nothing sur· The same, in a different fomrance of "Born in a 
. . · , . tor Bengjadesh pdsing happened in a musical sense, . was true of Stevie · Prison." And Lennon dlppeli. 
dan'*l' !t1 Uie IM!ads ~ the sense was, of course, disap• Wonder. He played virtually a bit further b*ck into the 
ltas·tiiiii•U!»>clty •114iellCe pointing, b~t from a~ollh~r the same tunes he had used past to sing ~"Mother,'.' a 
. at file .9zle T-!1 One c<lllftrt in point of ;yiew, the real stgnift· all summ.er when he was smasliingly passionau song 
Mad!Soil Square Garden yes· cance of thts event was the touring with the Rolling . 
U!rday ji(ternoon .. But the· re· tact that it was upected to Stones, and good as they are, that drew a shoutmg, em· 
alitiea of a sluggish, .some· raise substantial funds for they, tOO, have become crvf!f· , phatic reaction from the 
tlmes•good, more·oft&n-bad the treatment of retarded ly predictable. Wonder young audience. . . 
program. .~ three major acts children. brought both his music and If there were . any ~doubts 
soon droVe away any .expec· !;ha·Na·Na, as delightful the audience alive, ihowever, that Lennon-wtth htS· wlfe 
tatlons' of i truly memorable as ever, stomped 'nd sung with a crackling new rhythm -has' decided to eh. art a 

their. way through a maze of song called "Superstition." musical course for 'himse. If 
, three groups per· 1950's hits, but . they've &Jl" The stars of. the show were that is eons removed from 
on the lilatflltl! bill:; peared in so many concerts John Lennon and his wife, the Beatles, he darified th.em 

Stevie Wonder this summer thalt predict· Yoko Ono, of course, but it in what was one of his ex:' 
anjl John - and peri!apsa little wlls apparent that many tremely rare public appear· 
Ono, at· - · is Peginning to listeners were le.sa entranced ances since the group's 

by the new directi<lns of'~e break-up. As with his post• 
Lennons' music than they Beatles recordings, one some-
were by the real life appear- times had the Impression 
ance of a former Beatle. that musicality and lyricism 
Clearly, the magic is still had been sacrificed for the 
there. sake of political, social and 

• psychological tract, •. But the 
The coUple, with Ele- rhythms were still strong, 

phant's Memory backing the energy still P\>Wel'ful, 
them, plllyed a group of and what really mattered 
tunes from their current aJ. was that John l.ennon-one 
bum, h!ghlighOOd by the now· of pop music's _II!~ ,Aiift2d 
notorious song, "Woman IS perf~ illi:ill _... 
the Nigger of the World". back on a -.. , . 

·====='*::=--·· ··- -
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Ler~~~on ~!ids a Matinee 
. Huvy: tlem;mds for tickets 
for the charity performance of 

·, John Lennon and Yoko Ono at 
. Madison. Square Garden next I 

,] Wednesday night has prompted 
it the scheduling of a second show 

1 

1g at 2 P.M. that day. Proceeds ofl 

I 
the concerts will be used to es· 

i· tabliiil:t..§m,a.ll community resi· · 
ld <lentlal facilltrei· ·· m l· 
n· tally retarded. .;, 

=::====~ I. - ....•... -. 1/ 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

I tl ',I 

I,. 

,'\ >1(' {' 

' '' 

A"J (C\'M 
~/Ill ' ..,. 

t.~nl-"'- f!:>•~f/lr 
1~~., , , " . 7/c 



.· . . . .. . . . t 
Til * Jlllll• w tllolil$ "141na 

· with John !AilnOn in bis tf. 
fort to win permission to take . 
up permanent residence in 
the United States add the 
name of Lord Hatleeh. The 
former llritlsh Ambassador 
to the United States says he 
has written In defense of Mr. I· 
Lennon to the finadgratlon 
and Naturalization Service, 
wb!ch is contesting Mr. Len· 
non's application on grounds 1 
~~~4'$)!qn In 

1 .. • . I 
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0 Approvsl 0 Not'e & RtturtJ 0 Stt me 

0 Comment 0 Noce & Filt 0 As ttqutsted 

0 Necessary action 0 Siaostute 0 ~or yout jp,forma· 

0 
Ptt teltpbOilt tJOD 

conversation 0 Call me Ext. 

Remarks · 

GPO 9Z2·615 
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~ _,,~, -CP7'YtP l.-~Pr1?~0;0.~:' 

• ... ·"11,~ .. tdj·. 

-~ --- ---~-

r·: Dc~~icl ~,t .. A!hin Green(' 

_?f'n)\ :."'-,"';;;\\' Y';'!!E CI Y 

\laJ.t~r:w fur .John :-Uld. Yoko ~;mid a 
roomful (< fel!ow n1ortals \v: o had l' ved 
thrOU!!"h r.he Bea11emaria of !he 'GOs, 011e 
unrt:ienerated Beatle~:=tn ft:lt v3g;_~01y 
oldr-r t:_·Jan usual: Has it been that Iong? 
Ilavc ti<.e times C'hanged tha~, mneh? 

pone· the denortation hearing, originally 
scheduled for May 2, the Lennons said: 

Incredibly, yes. It hns b~en lO years 
since tha"t. first big record. Love ftfc, Do, 
introduct.::d the pOlJnding, fr-Pnetic Liver
pool Sound to the world; eight years s~nce 

~~~~a~:s~u~~c';e~~:r~ge tbe~~;~tl~~ ~~~ 
rec'lrd.'5 had done so much fnr F.nglaTlrl's 
balance of payments~ seven yearf> ~ince 
the queen honored them with menJbership 
ln the most excellent Orner of th<> British 
En1pire; six years since their last U.S. 
toFr: and more than a year. since the 
Beetle Myth was finally demolisiJed by a 
civil suit to dissolve the partnership and 
by shocking revelations about what the 
dacls were doing all those yP.ars when the 
pu'Jlic wasn't watching. 

And no\v·. a decade after it all began, 
thl-S ultirrtate irony: about 60 people 
crnmmed into a room on the 14th floor of 
the U.S. Immigration and Naturalization 
service building here tor a hearing to de
termine whether the United States should 
deport John Lennon, creative spirit behind 
the Beatie Sound, and his artist wife, Y(;ko 
Ono: The hP3ring began last Friday and 
wZ~s to continue this week. 

Question of Motive 
Even before the hearing, the move to 

deport one of the world's most celebrated 
musicians and an eminent avant-garfie 
a-lti.:.l had pi·u~Jk.ed. in scrne eyes, f'~!'l
ous questions about the Government•s mo
tives and tl1e Jaw that bars then1 from 
llving here. 

The Immigration Service insists it has 
simply been followinlt the letter of the law. 
Mr. and Mrs. Lennon entered the United 
States last August with a visa classifying 
them as "nonlnlmigrant visitors for plea
sure." The spPcified purpose of their visit 
was to gain custody of Mrs. Lennon's 8-
year-old danghter hy her first husband, 
Anthony Cox, who had prevented Yoko 
fron1 seeing the child. 

Their visa expired Feb. 29 and SOl 
1 

!vi arks, the Ilnmigration Service ·s district ' 
rth·ector here, sent them a letter, dated 
March 1, telling them to "effect your de
parture" on or about March 15. Five days 

ewed another letter 
later the Lennons r'k~ng the pnvUege of 
fronl Marks ... revo.~ because be said. "it 
voluntary depart~~hat you b3.ve no inten
ts now unders\00 departure by that 
tion ::;t .ef!ec~~nrio~o';roceedings began. 
date. 'bepo a that the former 

Director Marks sald d b adoring fans 
Beatie, who was {;'0 b,!',J hi/ aquiline nose 
every tlm.e he St ow .... could staY no longer 
outside not long ago, h had neen con-

! ountry because e -. 

"The fact that we may have expressed 
views which differ from those of some 
C'rl)vernment officials may have influenced 
the deferrtant·s [Marks'] hnste in deport
in~ "Us." 

Leon Wi1des. who has speci;11ized in im
migration 1:1w here fur 14 years. says the 
Government'~ handling of tile Lennon ca sc 
has been a sudden and puzzling ctevarture 
fron1. nonnal procedure. Shortly after he 
was retainPd tu represent the Lennor.s, 
Wildes recnlls, he c!iscussed the matter 
with in1migration officials here. 

"It was made abundantly clear to me 
that no appHeation which would be flled by 
my clients would be lil:ely to be ap
proved," he says. "I spoke to the dl..<itrict 
director. ~1nd it was my in1pression he was 
perhaps not speaking for himself, that this 
was a policy that had )Jeen established 
elsewhere." 

No Dissenting Voices? 
Where? The Lennons and their lawyer 

are sure someone high up in the Nixon I 
Administration is calling the shots. "Now I 
that we are getting closer to a Presiden- k 

tial election, maybe that's when they want \\ 
dissenting voices to be beard the least." 
Wildes suggests_ "We sit here and won
der whether there isn~t something else 
that could explain the GDvernment's ac
tion in this case. To me, John and Yoko 
couldn't conceivably be dangerous people. ,l 

But to somebody up there, who bas his 
own idea of who is dangerous, they might 
be considerea very daligel"OUci.--· 

Wildes, · a soft-spoken, self-styled 
"square," says it has always been 
"routine'' for the district director to 
grant visa extenSions of one to three 
years for compelling humanitarian rea- ' 
sons: ''If you can show that being kept 
out of the country \Vould cause any kind 
of hardship, normally you can get a waiv
er -- even if you l1ad been convicted of 
rape, murder, or a crin1e Qf moral turpi- 1 

tude:· · 

Immigration Service officials flatly 1 

deny that politlcn;l considerations have , 
had anything to do with decisions in tl1P 
Lennon case. At In11rdgration Service 
Headquarters in Washiilgton, D.C., 'the of
ficial response to reporters• questions 
about the matter has been a terse "no 
comment." Queries l1avc been referred to ' 
the New York dire~tor, who has taken 
full responsibility for the deportation i 
proceedings. ! 

Marks, a , ruddy, stocky man with 36 
years· (Jf civil service behind him, has 
consistently maintained that nobody in 
Waslitngton or anyplace else has been' 
telling him whnt t.o cio In the Lennon 
case. He acknowledges that a district di
r~ctor has discretionary authority to dt:--' 
c1de whether to deport. an alien who has 
overstayed his we1cun1e or to leave hi.'TI 
alone for indefinite periods. Marks ar-

in th s _c 1 possession of marnuana. 
.rl.cted m 1968 o . demeanor fpr which he 
in LOndon-~0 m~ s ;mmlgration law bars 
was fined $3 - - · ver been convicted 
anY foreigntl.er ~h~;'rlJ~ana violation from 
of a narco cs r even coming tnto 
gaining residency 'w'?.:tvers can be granted 
the United States. ·mportant reasons to 

1 gues that his decision to order the Len
, nons to leave was justified. 

~s~t0fn: ;~~~a,i:;.t~s tor a 11m1tet,~;~ 
inctud1n.g people in shoW bUSiness. 

got In on a waiver last summer-
and their supporters 

co!~~t~~a~~~~o~~vernrnen~ ~;~~o;r;,~ 
reason to-r wanting Johlnctanion year. their 

1 • h ountry in th1s e e · 
' ',\. . ~ ~~c~-pubUcized. ~t\":., ~~r:~~~1~::u"a:d 
llt···),··.- ~~ ~r~~w~l status in the countercu~-

,._, ·,. ture and· Third world movements--post· 

, Marks' Explanation 
"The way I saw it," he explains, Hthe 

Lennons are peop:e who are in the drug 
scene~ by reason of the marijuana convic
th?'n· and _we've had our own problems 
Wlth tbat m this country· we didn't want 
to do anything that might encourage the 
entry of people who are involved in this 
sort of thing." . 

\. tlons, U>eh pa-rtt&ans cna-rge, tbNa~ ~: 
· :. lll#JA}¥~ndear tnem to the 

:·:··at;' ? .. , «1~~:~~~-.. ~ ... .._.~ri·~tr«itla •• iC•~.po..;,_~" ~,.t. 

Dc:-:pite tbe offlc!Hl lin£·, at lea:-.t one 
deci~--;iun in the casP o! John Lenr.,_: ~, .n:;d 
Yoko Ono Waf> lnade in the n3\iV11.h Cnr:.-, 
tal. On !\-1n!T~n :1, Lvo days after I L.l.J.:l:s+ 
ftrst lctte:_· ~1~~~\:ing Jo11n and Y{)ko tv leave 
the country. their attorney fllc'~i 11~- Utivn::; 
to get them "tllird-prt.:fcrence'' stf'.ttJs as 
nutst·n1ding nrtists. 'IJ:1is \V<J;: tht.~ firt;~ 
:-:tpp in an attempt to gain tLem l'?rrna
Ecnt res~d~'""n~y. On April 2, bO'.VCVC'-, 
\VhPr: 'VHU.es v:ent to the rrnndr':ration 
:Jp:;_·v·;ee bui"icHng- to cx~nnine the c~:.,-c tile, 
he eoul<ln't fit:d the petitions he h:H_! fiJcd.. 
They were eventually proctuced 1Jy nn 
Inunigrn.t!nn Se-rvice en1ploye, EtH1 in the 
envelop~; in ~,vhich they had been sent. 
In n2nr1v two months thev b;!.d not been 
proc~ssed. • 

Incensed,..Wildes promptly went. 1 o F. r .: 
eral distriO!If court to get rm in,l~m(t:r 
against th~ deportation hearing ll< 
Marks acted on the petitions. Acn:n·d; 
to Wildes, Marks subsequEntlv ar"J~·o 
the petitions only aft~""r a phG_',~·~: cD.•t tn 
from Washington. 

In an interview last week, Marks t 
me lle hart originally decided not to r 
on the petitions: becnuse they "were:
necessary for a determinntion of tLt 
l deportation] case." Reluctantly, hmv 
ever, he admitted that, after conferring 
with "my people in Washington," be be 
latediy approved the petitions. 

Who Ina de the decision? 
"I'd prefer not to say," Marks replied 

"I don't want to pnt anybody else on the 
pan." 

After sever;tl ptmne calls to Immigra
tion Service tJ€-ad.q~._tilT~-ers i~ Wr:t~hington 
and to the Justice Departrnent, I was re
ferred to James F. Greene, associate 
commi:-;sioner of r:perations of the Imrni
graticn Sen'ice. Yes. Greene said. he had 
.. conferred" \Vi.tlt ::..larks about the Len
non case. Ye::-:-, Le had tuld Marks to go 
ahead and r~pprove the third-preference 
petitions. 

All of this so1netin1es-perp!exing busi
ness tends to obscure- a hun1.::111 side of the 
John and Yoko story. ln two separate 
court proceeding~ since they nrrived in 
the United States, Yoko Ono Lennon has 
been awardeU. cnstOdJ' of 11er daughter. 
Kyoto_ But her former husband, Anthow 
Cox. has ignored these ruHnp:s and van 
!shed with the child. 

John and YoKo are afraid they wil 
never see the girl again if they are fort.:e· 
to leave the United States. ThP custoci.' 
rulings stipulate that Mrs. Ler:non. a ltitl 
zen of Japan. 1nust 1:ah.::e Ky~1to in tll· 
United States. "They nre making he 
choose bet\veen me and the child." J0111 

Lennon srdd last week. 
Appearing much paler and n1or 

slender than the mop-headed guitarist < 
the Beatie years, Lennon w~s askect o 
tne Iirst day o-f the hc-u:ring if h.:: :Jnd hi 
wife had intended to obey ~he crdc-r t 
leave the country. 

.. We haven't been able to nwke u 
our minds or think about anything e-xce} 
finding Kyoto," he replied solemnly. "Ot 
whole life Is built around that." 



Terence McCuus 
Special Aaaiatant to the Attoraey General 

Ray•ond F. Farrell 
Co••iaaiooer of 1••1arat1on aad Naturalication 

John and Yoko Laanoa 

co 893.2 
May 23, 1972 

Pursuant to your talaphoaic ra~ueat, tkera is attached 
a atataaent of fecta in the caaea of Joha and loko Leanoa, 

Mr. Lannon'• 1nel1&ib111ty for a vi•• and iaadaiaaibility 
to the Uattad Statae ia baaed oa Section 212(a}(2l} of 
the laaiaratioa aad latioaality Act. A copy of that 
aactioa is attached for your iaforaation. Section 
212(d)(J) of tha Aet prov14aa for the Attoraey Geaeral, 
upon a recoaaeadation of the Secretary of State, to ad•it 
an aUn teaporarlly d .. pite hh 1n.adahd\1111ty. Such 
a vaiver waa araated upon Mr. Lenaoa•a arrival •• a vieitor. 
Tbe law providea no auch waiver for peraona seeking 
peraaneat reaidence. 

We underataad Mr. Lennon ia attaaptin& to have bit eoavietioa 
•xpuaged fro• the record. If he it ••ceea•ful ia that 
eadeavor, a leaal proble• will exiat aa to whether the 
expuas••eat r•tultt ia hie ao loaaer beta& inadaiaaihle 
to the United Statea. 

JML/jpr 
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co 893.2 
TerreDCe lfc.C&nn 
Special A .. btant Attorney General 

Ra,.oad F. Farrell 
eo..1aa1oner of t..igrati and Mat•ralizatiOI'I 

John and Yoko Le1111011 

Punuant to yGIU' talephOI'Iic l'*l t of May 22, 1972, tllera ia attaclwld 
a atat-ot of facta 1n the caMe f Joba and Yoko Leaooo. 

cc: WF - John Lennon 

DC:WCN:ls 

~i-, 'il8 ,_j 

Work Folder 
0 JFG Log 

Operations Log 
0 Investigations Log 

[] ------------------
------------0 ------

Filed by: -----------
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b)(6) 

(b )(6) 

STATEMEm' Of FACTS 

Mr. John Lel'IIIOil, a netive aDd citizen of Ee&lalld, born October 9, 
1940, laat eRtered the Uatted Statal 011 1111t 13 1971 •• • non· 
i•igrant for buein .. a purpoaea 

~~~~~~~~~~~~ou~ y r eaa CoJHNl, woo eoa· 
a er it application for a v:l.a:l.tor'• vita, to b4a iMili&ible for 

I 

UM beca~otle of bit comriction in ltlalelld oa ltlcw.-ber 28, 19611, for 
polta .. 1on of ~bil reain. lletpite tbil 1roud of ineligibility, 
he •• iiiiM!d a vita aDd •• adllitted to thit COWitry 011 a t..,orary 
batil purauaat to the provtatona of Sec:tioa 2U(d)(3) of the X..f.· 
gratioa aDd lllttOMU ty .Act. On January 17, 1972, Mr. LeliDOII w.e 
graated a choulia of llOIIJMaigrant atatua to per£0111 tnpurary eervice1 
u en alien ol duttnauuhad llll'it arwi ability. On Febnaary 1, 1972, 
hie nont.tgrant ltatua waa cballl!ed back to that of a vilitor for 
pleawre ellill hil t•porary stay in thit country w.1 authorized until 
February 29, 1972. 

I 
On Karch 1, 1972, Mr. aDd Mre. J.eliDOII vere adviled in writing that 
they ware expected to effect their departure froa thil country before 
Marc:h 1.5, 1972. Prior to that date it wa aacertaillld that they bad 
no intention of 4epartiug thia couatry within the tLMe allotted. 
Therefore, on March 6, 1972, the privUaae of voluntary departure 
was revoked and deportetioa proeeecUaga vera 1nttitutecl apf.ntt thell 
011 the aroulld that they had reaaillld in the UAited Statal for a 
lo~~ger tiM than peraitted. Sub,.quent te~ the inttitutton of euch 
proeeedi~~g• the DepartMnt of Labor ialliled a labor certificatioa on 
behalf of Mr. LeiiDOII and he vee accorded e third preference atatua 
by the Service. 

The deportation bearil@ before a Special Inquiry Officer originally 
acheduled for March 16, 1972, alii! adjourllild on several oc:cuiona •• 
c:oacludecl on May 17, 1972. The Special laquiry Officer reterved bil 
deddon in the caM of Mr. Lannon arwi pve hia attoruy uatil July 1, 
1972, to file a brief. Hia attorney 11 ursine fave~rable action on an 
application for adjl&ttMnt of 1tatu1 to that of penanent resident. 
However, Mr, Lerlrlon ia atatutorily iaeUgible for penaaent reaideat 
atatua beceuee of the above conviction. With reprd to Mra. J.eMOn, 
the Special l.,quiry Officer 11 preaeatly coutdariJII her application 
for adjult .. nt of statue to that of • pet'lllllllnt reaident. 
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ln tbe event of aa advuae 4ecllf.ea ln - or both of t'beH caHa, 
tliu'e a,..n to llle DO d-'tt that the attomey for the l.eMIBI will 
.,..1 to the ._I'll of :t.qrau .. Appeala. 1f the Bead nl" 
qa:J.ut t1111•• the .... :J.II:J.UtJ ~iH that the Le....a vlll leek 
jwU.etal nlief threlllll the e..-rta. 
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.tf1n and Yoko: 
" ~ 

·'If There's 
Mercy, I'd 
Like It, 
Please' 

5 

The scene: The hearing room in 
the Immigration and Naturalization 
Service building In lower Manhattan. 
Yoko Ono, sitting in the witness chair 
in a denim pants suit, wringing a hand
kerchief, whispers in a choked voice: 
"You're asking me to choose between 
my child and my husband. I don't 
think you can ask any human being 
to do that." John Lennon, in the wit· 
ness chair in a nearly identical suit, 
Wjinging a handkerchief, tells the 

,. 

,., 
. !'' 
m 

~-· 
' ' .. 
~ 
• 
' I 
l 

inquiry officer: "I don't know if there's 
any mercy to plead for because this 
isn't a Federal court, but if there is, 
I'd like it, please." 

Strange words, indeed, coming from 
the world's best known pop couple. 
But last week, as the hearing phase 
of the Government's effort to deport 
John and Yoko from the United States 
closed, the Lennons remained en~ 
meshed in a legal, ethical, bureaucratic 
and artistic controversy that some 
friends liken to a soap opera and 
others to the McCarthyite travails of 
Charlie Chaplin. 

Even if they weren't John and Yoko, 
their case might warrant considerable 
attention as a challenge of American 
immigration laws. John, the former 
Beatie, is British; Yoko, although she 
has lived in New York for most of her 
life, is Japanese. When their visas ran 
out early this year they made known 
their intention to apply for permanent 
residence here, mainly so that they 
might continue to search for Yoko's 
8-year·old daughter, Kyoko, whom her 
former husband, Anthony Cox, spirited 
away two years ago. 

Associated Press 

.l 

I 
I 
I 

~ 
~ ... 

John Lennon and his wife Yoko Ono after de· 
portation hearings in New York. "Even if we 
loved the Lennons," said the Government prose· 
cutor, ''it wouldn't make any dilference." 

I 1,' 
!.. 

Law 
A Texas court granted Mrs. Lennon 

custody of the child recently, but only 
on the grounds that she be raised in 
the United States. Thus the Lennons 
feel they would be sacrificing the child 
if either or both of them were to be 
deported. 

But that's only what Norman Sea· 
man, a concert producer and friend 
of the Lennons, called the "Stella Dal· 
las" side of the story. 

The Government immediately 
moved to deport Mr. Lennon on the 
ground that his conviction in Eng
land in 1968 lor possession of "can
nabis resin" automatically makes him 
ineligible for permanent residency. 
~'The l3:w is not_Q!scretionaryt ex .. 

.J2!&I.!£!L.Yincent Schiano the Go 
ment's rosecutm atto 
Jlamboyantly patterned ong ong 
suits make him look more like a 
member of the rock underground than 
the conservahvel dressed Mr. Len .. 
non. 'Even 1 we ove t e Lennons, 
it wouldn't make any difference." 

But supporters of John and Yoko, 
suspecting that the:;: are being per
secuted for their nonconformity and 
antiwar efforts, contend that it should 
make a difference. During the two 
months of hearings they sought to 
show that the Lennons are an in· 
valuable gift to this country, to be 
cherished as great artists rather than 
banished like Mafia chieftains. 

Mr. Lennon's lawyer also sought to 
prove that the intent of the residency 
law was to exclude narcotics traf· 
fickers, not a rock musician al ... 
legedly pressured into pleading guilty 
for having in his home a small amount 
of hashish that he now says was 
planted there. 

A stellar cast of establishmentarians 
-Mayor John V. Lindsay; Metropol· 
itan Museum of Art chief Thomas Ho· 
ving: talk show host Dick Cavett; the 
Rt. Rev. Paul Moore Jr., Episcopal 
bishop of New York; former British 
Ambassador to the United States, Lord 
Harlech-came forward to attest to 
the moral and musical worth of Mr. 
Lennon, whom many consider as sig
nificant an artist in 1972 as Mr. Chap
lin was when he was kept out of the 
United States two decades ago. Mt. 
Hoving told the court, "If John Len
non were a painter, he would be 
hanging in the Metropolitan Museum." 

The inquiry officer will hand down 
a decision sometime after July !, when 
the defense is scheduled to submit a 
brief arguing the inapplicability of the 
English pot bust. 

If the decision goes against Mr. Len
non, appeals could prolong the case 
for months, perhaps years, in which 
case the Lennons would ironically be 
forced to remain within the borders of 
the United States. 

-GRACE LICHTENSTEIN 
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Tellelhers and a@'llnlstratort 
in schooll, collell'fl and other 
educatl0ll8l institutions who 
wish to ad'V'ertlse in this 
dl:reoto~T can get fulllnt'or- · 
me.tlon 1iJ contacting The 
New York Times, Employ· 
ment Adv; Dept,, Desk TO, 
Time• Square, New York, 
N.Y •. 10036; Tel, (Arlie. Oode 
81.9) ox li-3311. 

SCIENCE-MATH TEACHER 
GRADES 6·1 

Bi-cultural 1chool, WestcheHu. 
P1:11t time, tKperienced, 
pleatant envimnment. 

New science laboratory. 

Sund11 & eves. (914) 1'/H 9-1233 
wtekdays: 914-948·2846 

TEACHERS FOR JULY 
AND SEPTEMBER OPENINBS 

KA'ntARlNB Gums SCHOOL 
NEW YORK CITY' 

Shorthand, TYpewrttlng:, & EN1Jib 
Experience prct&ttd. 

CALL 21 2-861·9300 

INSTRUCTORS 

NOTICE 
CRASH PROGRAM FOR FUTURE TEACHERS: 

This summer, St. Fr11nci1 (olh:gt will once agilin offer • 12 c.rtdit "Cra1h 
Program" il'l Teacher Education. 

Present teachers needing certifieotion touuu, future: teachen dtsirlnt dli" 
e<~\ion trtdib should investigate opportunitlu thi• summer, 

Sptdal ccurttel •vail;~blt in Health Edu<:ation, Sptdal Education, Sccond•rt 
Educaticn, Utblln Education, Guidance: lfld Bthilvior Probltms, 1nd Elemtn .. 
brv Librari11nsilip. 
Tuition: $60 p~t c::redit. 
Regis:hr now throU;gh June 12 
Fot further information and brochure, write or call: 
DEAN OF CONTINUING EDUCATION 

ST. FRANCIS COLLEGE 
180 Remsen Street, Brooklyn, N.Y. I lllll • (211) S2lo2300 

You are a Great teaobar 
Right I! I 

but do you have a jobP 
Many position' lldecl In ~r lnll• 
1din. For lntormatlo" write: South 
$horc Teaeher Cent•r, lox 1311 
West Btldgewattr, Man. 02379 

INDIVIDUALIZED LEARNING 
OPEN EDUCATION INSTITUTE 
Lillian Weber, Muio Fantini I I athlr 
leading tducaton, July 10-li;' f:lQ..4:30 
p.m.-l crtdib. 

MAIIYMOUNT COLLUil 
Box 1413, Tarrytown, ~. Y. 105"J. 
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CO 837-C 

File May 17, 1972 

James F. Greene 
Associate Commissioner, Operations 

JOHN LENNON and YOKO ONO LENNON 

New York District Director, Sol Marks, informed me llP" 
proximately 12:30 P••· EDT today that the hearings in 
the Lennons' eases have been concluded. 

In the case of John, the Special Inquiry Officer reserved 
his decision and gave the attorney until July 1, 1972 to 
file a brief. The Trial Attorney objeetaa, but-was-over
ruled. Mr. Marks further advised that the attorney is 
pressing for a favorable action on his 245 application. 

After the hearing, the Lennon• held a Press Conference 
at which nothing of any significance was developed. 
According to Mr. Marks, the press still has some idea 
that it is within our diacretion to grant the Lennons' 
applications, and they have again tried to clarify the 
point that John Lennon is not eli$~ble for adjustment 
because he is statutorily exelud~ 

District Director Marks further advised that the Internal 
Revenue Service is opening the case on the Lennons' to 
determine whether there is any tax liability. 

WJI' - John Lennon 

WF - Yoko Lennon 

JFG:keh 
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~ r, James F, Greene 
0 

To Associate Commissioner, p~i--on~s ____ 

0 Ap,Ptonl 0 Nme t Retuto 0 See me 

0 Comment 0Nore & File 0 Asrequtsted 

0 Nmmry aetloa 0 Sl,natvre 0 ~or yout iolotma· 
r:"'1 Pet telephone tloa 
IXJ coanrurlon Q Call me Ext. 

Remarks 

I 
I 

J ABSOOIAXE CIISSIONEP! 
I 

i OPERATWNS f 

FIOIII sol Marks, District Direc~£,. --
IMMIGRATION AND HATUIIALIZA TION S!RVICE GPO 946·075 
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TO 

~~NQ.U:I "'"y ,. IO;)M'toN 
.- Q;$A P'l'flilr' (41 erR) 111Ht.IJ 

UNITED STATES GO\tli.RNMENT 

Memorandum 
Sol Marks, District Director DATE: !Jay 18, 1972 

FROM Vincent A. Schiano, Chief Trial Attorney I)}~ if 
• 

SUBJECTwashington Post - Byline Tom Zito 

The comments referred to in the byline are not accurate and certainly 
are out of context. Thr-re was a rash of questions from the press 
wherein I was asked in various forms whether I was pressured or 
promised anything political or otherwise from the administration 
for the "successful" prosecution of the Lennons. I, of course, 
answered in the negative. There were numerous questions concerning 
the issuance of the OSC and whether it was necessary under the law 
to consult me. I said it was not necessary. Some of the questions 
intimated that I may have been the fair-haired boy of Washington. 
There were numerous statements made whether I received promotions 
because of successful prosecutions since l apparently had many famous 
cases, I said, hardly so. They wishes to know about my career, 
how many years with the Government, what positions I held and whether 
or not I received Service promotions. I explained to them the role 
of the trial attorneys generally and that the promotions received in 
the past several years since my return to the Service was through 
reclassification and explained to them that reclassification was a 
claim to gain recognition in a higher grade, 

In the course of these conversations, someone had mentioned various 
other cases in the past, including Melaxa, Lem, Buffalino, Gambino 
and other cases. I explained to them while I was connected with 
those cases, it had nothing to do with my promotions. One of the 
reporters recalled an involvement of Richard Nixon with the Melaxa 
case. I said, "I forget the details since that was back in 1955 
but that a former law partner of Mr. Nixon when Mr. Nixon was not 
in Gov0rnment had appeared as a witness in the case. 

The quote in the last paragraph of the memorandum relating to the 
byline is incorrectly ascribed to me. It had no relation to the 
Lennon case and reporters were asking questions about the Mash program, 
other cases, the thoroughness involved in apprehending aliens and 
why some aliens were never caught, etc. My retort carried the general 
impression that there are many citizens who are not in jail because 
there are not enough police or there may be certain inefficiencies 
existing. There was no relation to the case at bar or to anything 

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

......... ' 
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in particular. I 11ay have remarl:ed something to the effect that Nazi 
Germany had many policemen and few criminals since most of them were 
in uniform. Their inefficiency of government was welcomed by the 
population as som0 gun rant y of civil freedom. The quote mentioned 
in the byline may have come from Benjamin Franklin but I am not sure. 

I realize that perhaps most of this could have been avoided if I did 
not have to answer que'stions by the press. I confess some error of 
judgment with regard to this. Howe~ or, in the type of proceedings 
held they naturally would overhear co~versation in the course of the 
proceedings which give rise to comment and also certain aspects of 
the case would give rise to unfavorable comment if not further 
explained. For instance, th'lre is still misunderstanding by the 
press concerning the iMligibility of John Lennon for adjustment of 
status. The press app~ars to insist upon the existence of discretionary 
powers where I stated at the hearing on the record that there is no 
discretion on this question of eligibility where a conviction for 
marijuana is involved which would render Lennon inadmissible under 
Section 212(a) (23), I have noticed in the past that even statemPnts 
made on the record and th"' testimony record was misconstrued or 
taken out of context, This, as everything else, is one of the problems 
of press coverage. As you know, when the New York Post man (I don't 
know if it was the same one) want<>d to speak to me, I referred him 
to your office. 
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· All• puttu •'~~~· the· 

By Tom Zito. 

· re~ · co~ ·tllat 
LenllC)ll ~a eaalb\: · · · 
perlilaneilt•residen~~t~ lltatwl, ' nons. 

. but she points ~ut that .. such Wildes satd that should 
NEW YORK-The United 

States' government's depor· 
tation proceedings against 
John Le11non recessed for at 

. least two months yesterday, 
with a prediction to a , re-
porter from Special · 

the Im· 
migration Departnwnt hear· 
lng follllw!ng testlmOOY 
from the former Beatie lfnd 

. . his wife Yoko Ono oil why 
· . .thi:J lll!OUIII blll!l'll!ted per· 
· · ~~~~~~residency. 

They e!Uitd t.llell' testlmoOY 
with ple6s f6r mercy, 
:"I doll't know· ll, .t~~en•a 

111111'~ to.pl~ ilj,r here, 
we are nottn ~fderal 
'! said Lel)DOtt, ~d 

. . suit;' clleebil shirt 
· ··. · · tie, al)d black llld white 

•cowboy boots. ''But If there 
is I'd like. to plll!! fQJ' It on 
behalf of her. eh!l<l." 

The.Lennons-bave been in 
1be UllltM states aince last 

· Seilrchtng. for 

IN~~~~~ F o; r 
~.-It Ei /1 ,_ 

Yoko's s,year·olcl. daughter, an 'arranaerG-nt ·· · .".\VO!M. Pfeldsteel!ll verdict ~e nega.. 
KyQko. Tiley were awarded force !l1f to. cl!oose -l!~.~· ti,_, he would ~ppell to the' 
custody of the child by a IllY chilli Nld ~ I:IU!ij)~. ' ' ~ of IDU!IIJII'atift 4P. 
Texas court, with the stlpu- !.eon WUdea, llltllli!I!F fGll peals and l~ter, It neceas~ 
Jation th*t she be raised in , the ~ons, !!at COllie~ . ' to ,tedetal courts for a r.: 
the U.S, But they have still .1 , that u,.,r,. · rllft.\la,t:!Qns onl3r View. , 
not seen Kyoko 1111d contend · .~ .l\!l$14ente: to those In ~lte.lll jhewr!OIIin• · 
that she is being hidden by . V!etej!(lf . the calie tA!r \:he Lenno111, 
her natural father, film jtiW,'Or. . proclltldlnp herllliO,_. 
producer AnthqOY Cox. Lalt ~ell: ~ t~ deH!d 'Of 

"! o~y hape that you wtil , the · 
understand my situation and Ish 
IllY feelings lor my child," 
said Ml'$. Lennon, wiping a 
tear from her .eye, ''and not 
consider the le.IW techttical· 
(ty but the hun\an cjrcum
$tallces su.rroundlng tbis slt-
U8tion!' '·· 

The "legal technlcallty" is 

Lennon's 1968 conviction for ~~::~~;~~~~~;~; possessiO!! of a small quant· · ~ 
lty of 118llhish (cannabis· res
in) by. a British court. 

The couple applied for 
Americ~ii rteillency in 
MarCh, but t1tt ~partment 
of Immifll'ation. and Natural· 
ization contends that the . 

See, LENNON, <!2, 

f· wjr -;)~~ 
-S"jlf I 7 ..,_ 
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almost 
unilllep~ are over· . 

t come. "It should be simple," 
......_ said Mr. McCartney. "We've 
e all talked .aboUII: this aitd l 

'~f .. t-.i t~+rv\1r1' 
/lmv i · J}ll/ II-
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The 
Lennon 

Case 
itNQON, l'rom ct 

drug · OOI!Vietton. dlsqualfflijd 
Lettnori from reelifency;. 

' '• ,\, ·l o .. ,, ' ,. 

AU . Pll!iU!S'. in the case 
readily concede that .. Mrs, 
Lerinon · can . easily 9btal~ 
p .. •r!lla.Jie.n tr. esid~nce s!lltus, 
J;!Ut she pc!lilts outthat such 
an arrangement ' "wo\lld 
force me. to Cboose ;between f'Y child and my hUsband.»· 

. Leon. WU4~; . attorney for 
the Lennons, has contended 
that U;S.. regulations only 
lllir restc!e~e to \tldSe cOli.' : 
victed of "posses$llin . mai:!• 
fuanll 0!-. .. ' . · " 
Last weet('W · · 
the hearing 'room that hash; 
ish was nbt teebrilcally cov• 
ered by the statute. He re· 
iterated that p6fnt•yesterday, 
&Jidlng. the toUOwln(! claims: 
: • · Tile re~latlod . is con; , 
cerned oilly With ponesslon 
with illteilt to t-M!J'IC the 
drug; · 
! ' . •· No· request for · rel!i: 
dency baS ever been denied 
on the gr~unds of a frmif}il 

,. ®Miction for pbss,enlon; 
• Kyolm Cox, 11111 intet<

~sted party, !Ia$ no,t been in· 
formed o! the hearing and 
has thus been denie'd certain 
cionstitutlonal rights;. 
· Wildes also introduced n 

evidence yeaterday a charac. 
ter statement !rom former 
British Alilbanador to the 

·United states Lord Harlech 
6n bebalf .of.Lellnoll's app!i; 
cation for retldency, 
: Harlech wrote: "Leaving 

al!ide· ··the · question of 
whether . he .. was in t~ct 
l!llil.\Y, wbl.,. Sllep~a now to 
be In 'doijbt, I lu\QW: Pl!l'lll)n· 
ally of . a n11111ber qf (l!llles in 
whiCh · Slll)llo a CO!!vletlon 
not preve11Wd thee u~~~~j 

. by the Amerwan a: 
ota 
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'l'he co1d r:lin v.·a.4: ,'ls n·Jc.ntless as the marchers. I )lJt 
1 thC're too late Hnd sbycd too long. When it was over I l:aV 

& fcvct·. I don't 1\now what w<-ts accomplished at the oor:JCJ' 

of Six:th Av. and 40th St. on Saturday any more than I kn·~w · 
what Is being accomplished at An Loc right now, but I <lc 

know that whrn .Yoko Ono ' 
told the 30,000, maybe 40,000, '-
maybe~O,OOO galh<,rcd_thcrc. " 

· that the timq had come for~ 
~NQ.rth·.·.·~Vi~Lt)·~~1 __ . t9 .. invade 

America, I &1.\!l<lenl:l: . .teml:llL .. 
· bercd 1941, l:!l.ilil.i!Ilfr..ful:L , 
- .. liar!lQL._ 

A \Voman in O:Ilifornia 
a street sweeper coming down 
her road one llight, thought 
it was a Japanese lank and 
hysterically called the police 
to tell them that the enemy 
ha<l lan<lcd. It's people like 
that woman in California who 
still run this country. 

* * * Whether Yoko realized It 
or not, the North Vietnamese 
have already invaded Amer~ 
lea. The battle of An Lac was 
being fought as much at 
Sixth Av. and 40th St. on 
Saturd~~Y as lLIIWIS,<)n~Sout&, 
V I e .t.llt~'1114J .~ 1•A1 

peace 
onstrations and the riots c 
through alJ these years of • 
war have helped whittle down 
the hand that our govern· 
mcnt has left to play, It was 
American public opinion that 
forced the withdrawal of our 
ground forces from Vietnam 
and now the battle has begun 
In the streets of America to 
force the withdrawal of our 
air and sea power. E v e r y 
time the North Vietnamese 
mount an offensive In Indo· 
china, there's an offensive 
mounted here. 

* * * 
"•'"'\,.f 

:,)" ..., 
;,.,~ 
·!'· ! 
""'""""'-
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(b )(6) 

J- F, CrMM 
Aaaoeute c-ta1~r, Operatt-

John l'An&OII tmd Tolro Ono 

co 837-c 
Kay 12, 1972 

Mr. M1rltl iafo~ • that the head.aa in the subjtcta' c .... bat 
been adjourraed until llftt WIIN41J, *" 17, 1972. At tblt t._ 
they are expected to pursue t:Jaetr apptteatiou f.-r .rjuet.at ..,...r 
llctlOft 24S. ~. aeMrdf.aa te liT. llatb, ft..lty COimlllecl 
deportability. A pl~Jaidaa • wu a vltaeu fft I.-11111 c:..ttflH 
that canaltf.1 ruin, a hbltaoe wltioh ........ htil la hll , .. , ... , .. 
at the tme be vat arrested ill Jaalaa4 t• •t Mt'lj-. 'lhf.a, of 
courn, 11 coatrary to......,. lepl ftadlll8 ta thil reprd. lw 'fork 
hat a lloc:t.-r fra. J1IJD vbo bit atated tllat it ll •rljuaaa aad ia 
prepared to •• t:uttfy, 

A Mr, 'lhollaa llot ... y(?), a ~·'-kt .,..-rt IIIII Mr. Df.ek Cavett 
appeared at ebaracter witMIIII. Salljecta' bulf.MSa ...... r, Alta 
Uef.a, at.o appeared ... vltMII ... ndaa hll teett.fty ttatld 
that Leaaon' • net wrth w.u app~tely fifty ld.llioa 4o11art. At 
thf.a jiiiiCture he - atbd wHtlter IAaaell had e'ftr paid aay ~ 
t011a IDil be 1tat.l bo b..t aet. 'rho IIO bu requutH at the re
opqlftll next Waetday tblt they produce a atat-t u to hll urntns
in the Untt.r State• and the ._,'* for -...ption fra. aay tax llabf.lity. 

Hl .. n. Farnall, Lelwama aa4 Cull wre tllfox_. of the foreolq. 

JPC:twb 
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Ballad of hn and Yoko: They'll Hear the 
Hv Stephen Isaacs 

NEW YORK--Jolm Win· 
ston Lennon, who describes 
himself on his application to 
remain in the United States 
as "composer, musician, art· 
i~t, filmmaker, author and 
actor." will .likely be or· 
dmd depoit~d from the 
Unite,:tates ~day. 

Len . n, ~Itnetime Bea· 
tle, wi l appe~ here as im· 
migratibn cast No. A17 597 
321 beforf: Fieldsteel. a 
special inqu · y officer of the 
Immigratio and Naturaliza· 
tlon Serp 
Acco~i g to top officials 

of tHe service, the Lennon 
Case is cut and dry: He ov· 
erstayed his visa, so he will 
have to leave. 

The case of Lennon and 
his wife, Yoko Ono Lennon, 
has received wide publicity 
over the last several months 
as they have tried to stave 
tile government's attempts 
to deport him. 

Government officials say 

the law prevents tlieJtJ lron1 
renewing Lennon·~ visa be· 
rause he was convil'led of a 
marijuana ol'fense in Britain 
fonr years ago. 

The Lennons maiJttain 
that the drug dwcge was 
not justified in llw lil'sl 
plRce and that the govern· 
ment is really trying to de 
port them because of their 
pacifistic leanings and asso· 
dation with such outspoken 
critics of the Vietnam war 
as Abbie Hoffman, ,letT)' 
Rubin and John Sinclair. 

In deporting Lennon, 
John and Yoko say, the t:.s. 
government will he splitting 
up a family. In Mal'eh, they 
were awarded custodv of 
Mrs. Lennon's 8·yea'r·olcl 
daughter by an earlier mar· 
riage. But only on the comli 
tion that they live in the 
United States. 

'£he Lennons' l'i~a to 
enter the United Stales in 
August was granted so they 
l!Ould seek the court ertiet ol 
custody. 

1.\ullhey do notlme tlw 

t'hdd. \II'S. L~nnon's Jnrmcr 
husband all(\ tlll' girl's 
J~lher. filnunahl' .\ntlJon)· 
Cox. has her and tlw Len· 
IIUIIS eannol find eillwr uf 
illelll. \leanwhile, \hey ha1 e 
been Jtring in a Gretmw\eh 
\'ill age brownstone. 
"Th~y can't very well .~o 

home and mother a coup\~ 
or court orders. Our govern· 
ment would like them to do 
that." said \hell' attome1, 
Leon Wildes. 

Wildes cites a number of 
what he considers tu Le ir 
regularities in the way thv 
~overnment. hos sou~lil to 
l'eni0\0 tlw Lennons from 
lile L.~ .. lnl'iudlll~ liavin.~ 
1 hrl'e immigratiun offlem 
~~~ to thei1· apal'lment to 
H'I'Vi' them with theit· notice 
lu \em. 

··i'vl' never S(•en 11 ra~1· 

handled \his wilY lwtore," 
1\'ildes 1aid. 

lie salt\ thHl when lill' 

LviiiiiHb 1111 td huu 11~ 1\t\Jl 

\u Sol jbrb, Xe1-. Yorl; 
di1eclor ui tht illltni.;;ratiun 
Serviec. 

"\ go to lmn ami 1 ~av 
·sol, what do you want fro;1; 
the~e people';' Suffiee it to 
say that he said, Leuu, .i 

eall't do you anything in this 
v<~se. You're gonna get trou
ble 1111 ma\ter what you do 
in lli1s case,'" \lilue.) rc· 
ported. 

\\hen lie asked l\larks 
why, Wildes said, ··he savs 
I hal he ean'L go into It. that 
I wouldn't want to press him 
IJ~yund thnt, 3nd l saiu, 
'You're ri,(hi. and 1 wouldn't 
pre~~ .lull beyond \hal if 
th<~t\ the 11<1Y it h,' but it 
""' pretty clear lu 111e that 
the shots were bein~ called 
in IV ashinGton.'' 

"l don't em remember 
lum talking lu !lie like that, 
)aid Marks. "! told him thai 
I itlngs nu~hl be lvu~li i11 

this ('ase because of the mar· 
i.l uana conviction.·· 

lnme~.~~ ,:id 
11 \a you tilli 

offense 
;utcli u ',·Ill 

Jull 1], ,[1 

and fril'i'r\ c 
whu ha 1 

• e1 

them, s:dd. " 
i~, real I) :j a 
tie frt''''J. •;,1, 

they're \,,·ill! 
their 
thin~ llw/VI 
nut\ e ,~,,,;,!. 

ctan;::eruu' p; 
the LUUllil y." 

Wiltlt•• .ldl 

has got i11 o: 
turl~~:l 1,

1
,ini 

dnn~rr,,:l:\ 

alien. r:" ce 
my mind t 
gol ::n "!'in 
desirable ~ 
~litllll·il ... !'1 

1\'illb 11 

iu l1i' ,:,·a.l 

: YN 
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.als say 

the law prevents them from 
renewing Lennon's visa be· 
cause he was convicted of a 
marijuana offense in Britain 
four years ago. 

The Lennons maintain 
that the drug charge was 
not justified in the first 
place and that the govern· 
ment is really trying to de· 
port them because of their 
pacifistic leanings and asso· 
ciatlon with such outspoken 
critics of the Vietnam war 
as Abbie Hoffman, Jerry 
Rubin and John Sinclair. 

In deporting Lennon, 
John and Yoko say, the U.S. 
government will be splitting 
up· a family. In March, they · 
were awarded custody of 
Mrs; ·. Lennon's 8· year·old 
daughter by an earlier mar· 
riage. But onlyon the condi· 
tion · that they live in the 
United States. 

The .· Lennons' visa to 
enter the United States in 
August was granted so they 
could seek the court edict ot 
custody. 

But they do not have the 
child. Mrs. Lennon's former 
husband and the girl's 
father, filmmaker Anthony 
Cox, has her and the Len· 
nons cannot find either of 
them. Meanwhile, they have 
been living in a Greenwich 
Village brownstone. 

"They can't very well go 
home and mother a couple 
of court orders. Our govern· 
ment would like them to do 
that," said their attorney, 
Leon Wlldes. 

Wildes cites a number of 
what he considers to be ir· 
regularities in the way the 
government has sought to 
remove the Lennons from 
the U.S., including having 
three immigration officers 
go to their apartment to 
serve them with their notice 
to leave. ' 

"I've never seen a cas! 
handled this way before,"·· 

. Wildes said. 
He said that · when the 

Lennons hired him he 
to Sol Marks, New 
director of the 
Service. 

.News Today 
can waive some 
said Marks, "but 

can't waive a narcotics 
. . . there's abso· 

no doubt in this case." 
Hendricks, an artist 

friend of the Lennons 
bas been trying to help 

said: "What this case 
is a threat to artis· 

It's pretty clear 
being persecuted for 

views and not some· 
·. they've done or might 

done. It fits a very 
pattern all across 
" 

added: "Somebody 
in my opinion, a dis· 

op)nion of what is a 
or undesirable 

no question in 
that somebody's 

opinion of what's un· 
which is highly 

and confused." 
said further that 

with lmmi· 

John Lennon 

Bl 
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Caring for the People 

By hela Terrell 
Victo( Borge, the wittv 

piano ayer who neve.r 
finishes·. tune, says this is 
because 'I don't know the 
endings. 

uBut · ly,'' he adds in his 
usual ' manner "I've 
been s dying som'e end· 
ings." 

At a nner-dance to cele-
brate RE·Medico's 26th 
annive Y, last night at 
the Ma .. ower Hotel, Borge 
was hO ored by CARE's 
board o · directors. He has 
served t 15 years as chair
man ofj the organization's 
interna!Wnal public service 
committije, 

Borge f!nd his wife, Sona, 
avoided a reception given 
before UJe dinner in the 
hotel's Chinese Room, He 
said he !"~ates receptions." 
But ·a suite in the hotel, 

late every tvtnlng 

he expressed his lore fur 
people in spi!c of !hal 

He said he like~ !lw work 
CARE is doinx. 'TIW.1 an.! 
helping people 11hu al'l' 
homeless and hungry . 
And more and more people 
are being made homeless., 

In 15 minutes, Borge 
managed to make quips 
about half-a-dozen subjects, 
including: 

Women's Jib: ~Irs. Borge 
said that even though Borge 
has said he's all for equal 
pay and jobs for women or 
anyone, he's been attacked 
by some radical women's 
lib types. "She's liberated," 
was all he said, pointing to 
his wife. 

Television: ''In America 
there are too mally inlel'· 
ruptions for commf'rrials-· 
but when I am overseas, I 
miss them-they've become 
a habit." 

Borge was surrounded by 

~ill arilllll'ing \\ ashington· 
ians who eame lll support . 
:hr (' \RE 'Iedico programs 
'n 1·1 l'ounlrir~. Bor.~r said ' 
care h able to help millions 
of people overseas through 

"\V e always have to beg-
1 lw govemment is not able 
to care for the people," he 
~aid menlioning the free 
hospitRl care in his native i 

J1cnmat'k in comparison. He 1 
said, ''It's sad that an or· ' 
ganization like C:\RII. which I 

wants to heip, has to com- : 
pete for dullars with so I 

I II I mnn.v otlwr wort 1y causes. · 
.\mong lhp .~uests we1·e: i 

.\miJH.I~ilrfilt' iii' (;l'i'lll:III,V and · 
\Irs, Hoi!' .l'aul' .. \mhassa· 

1 

dor of ~ica1'n~ua anrl :\Irs. i 

Guillermo Sevilla · Sacnsa, : 
.\h"J. \rwenrloJ;,JI Cafrilz, !\lr. ! 

and ~Irs. Belford Lawson 
and the Rev. and Mrs. Low· 
en Ditzen. 

yellow or 

navy,'6.00 



Ballad of John and ) 
H.r Ste[)hen haat.l the law pren!nls til( 

renewing Lennon·~ 
NEW YORK-John Win· eause he was l'On\Je 

ston Lennon, who describes mari,iuana offense in 
himself on his application to fom· years ago. 
remain in the United States The Lennons 11 

as "composer, musician, art· that the drug char 
ist, filmmaker, author and not justified in !I 
actor," wlll .likely be or- place and that the 
dered depmt~d from the ment is really tryinl 
U11i!€~tates tpday. port them because 

Len n, M Jnetime Bea· pacifistic leanings a1 
tle, wi appear here as im· elation with such ou 
migratibn case No. Al7 597 critics of the Vietn: 
321 before Ira Fieldsteel, a as Abbie Hoffman 
special lnquivy officer of the Rubin and John Sine 
Immlgr.atii and Naturaliza· In deporting 1 

tion Servi John ·and Yoko say, l 
Accord! g to top officials government will be 1 

of the service, the Lennon up a family, Irt Marj 
Case is cut and dry: He ov· were awarded cu~ 
erstayed his visa, so he will Mrs. Lennon's ~ 
have to leave. daughter by an ear 

The case of Lennon and riage. But only on t 
his wife, Yoko Ono Lennon, tion .that they livel 
has received wide publicity · Vnited States..· . I~ 
over the last several months , The Lennons' v 
as they have tried. to stave enter the United St 
the government's attempts August was granted S\ 
to deport him. could seek the court ed\ 

Government officials say custody. '· 

THE WASHINGTON POST 

~2 Friduy, May 12, 19i2 
. '. R 

· By Ellsworth Davis-The Washington Post 

Victor Borge and wife; Sona; at last night's 
CARE·Medico dinner-dance. 
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Ballad of John and Yoko: 
LENNON, F1"tnn BI 

gratton cases ..._.. virtually his 
whole practice -he usually 
is able to make deals but it's 
never been like thls. 

"Everything is hush-hush 
aecret,'• he said, "like l'm 
dealing with the mafia." 

Marks said Lennon's case 
must be judged just like 
anybody else's-that he is 
being given no special favors 
and encountering no special 
obstacles. 

"\Ve're not singling this 
fellow out. The law jg what 
H is and I can't change it. 
When they've changed the 
statute on it, maybe he can 
get a break," said .1\'Iarks 
who added that at no time 
in hb memory has an alien 
who has a drug conviction 
on his record been allowed 
to .stay permanently. 

Marks said he did dis
cus! the Lennon case with 
one of his superiors in Wasb
ington. The superior was 
Jamea F. Greene, associate 
immigration commissioner. 

Greene denies -emphatic· 
ally that anybody put any 
pressure on him to deport 
Lennon. "The time ran out 
under him," he •aid, "so we 
put him under proceedings.H 

Greene said that since 
marijua.na possesslon was 
added to the list of pro
hibited-for-entry violations 
in 1952, no one ha.s been 

allowed to stay permanently 
who ha.s had such a convic
tion. "There's no way :• he 
added, "unless he can ffg. 
ure out some way to get 
(the conviction) completely 
off the hooks. A foreign par
don doesn't help him. I just 
don't know what the guy's 
gonna do. It's just a real 
hangup for him. 

"And everybody's got some 
idea that this ls pointed 
in this direction solely be
cause he's John Lennon 
. . . but it•s a matter of 
law and he run out the time 
so now we get it in hearing 
and see what they do !or 
him:• 

Lennon and his wife hava 
been making trips to ·wash
ington to plead thelr case 
with various senators and 
-other persons who could ap
ply pressure for them and 
were at a party earlier this 
week at which Sens. Charles 
Percy and Alan Cranston 
were told of their plight. 
Last week, the Rev. Paul 
Moore. Episcopal bishop of 
New York, held a party in 
Washington for the Len
nons. A large number of 
newsmen were invited. 

Rumors are circulating 
about what the government 
has supposedly been doing 
to the Lennons, a principal 
one being that Greene 
caHed the Drug Abuse Coun
cil to warn them not to 

use the Lennon1 in any 
commercials against drugs. 

But a friend of Lennons' 
at the council, Steve Mar
tindale, say.s that it just 
didn't happen that way
Greene did call, he says, 
but not to warn him, mere
ly to flnd out whether the 
council was a government 
agency- it is not- and 
whether the Lennons had 
been asked to do commer
cials. 

As Green tells it, 1\Iarks 
was on a talk program in 
i\~ew York and a caller asked 
why the government would 
deport a man who it was 
making a member of its own 
drug agency. So, said 
Greene, he merely called to 
find out what the agency 
was. It is a foundation
funded, fact-finding organi· 
zation. 

!v!artindale had recom
mended that the Advertising 
Council of America use the 
Lennons for their television 
commercials. 

In their application for 
preferential treatment as art
ists they submitted 15letters 
from such people as music 
critic Virgil Thomson, mu
seum curators, cultural re
porters, and actors and au
thors Jike Ella Kazan, Jack 
Lemmon, Fred Astaire and 
even one from television star 
Dick Cavett. 

Cavett's letter to district 

~IIIHIInnmmnmnmnmnurrmlnnnnmumlllunmmlummmmnmmmt•unmunuumnmutununnunmnuunnnnummurnum!:: 

i Alf stores ooen late everv evenino. i 

director Marks begins: "In 
case my name does not ring 
a bell with you, I am the 
host of the Dick Cavett 
Show ... " 

Sen . .Jacob .ravits was ap
proaC'hed in behal! of the 
Lennons and his legislative 
assistant, Pat Shakow, said 
she has been fielding any 
number of cal1s from people 
trying to put pressure on 
the case. 

"I think the impres~ion 
they're trying to create is 
that they·re victims, a.111 if 
they were being puni>lhE>d 
for being antiwar or some
thing," she !ia.id. "They're 
not i.ht! only people who o_p~ 
pose the war. 

"In fact, what they are 
asklng is quite a special 
Privilege. They are asking 
to stay here, to jump aH 
the quota lists and to be 
made citizens without going 
through the .same procedure 
everybody else in the world 
has to go through. 

"Vlhat the government Jt 
saying is, in effect, we're 
gonna treat you like every~ 
body else. 

"They're talking as if they 
were being deported for po
litical reasons. In fact, their 
visa! just e-xpired. 

"They've got a tremendous 
campaign go i n g-they've 
asked absolutely everybody 
in the Senate to do .some
thing in their behalf. They're 
spreading the word that 
they're the victims of some 
-~~-------
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hey'll Hear the News Today 
right-wing plot," she added. 

The fact ts, Mrs. Shakow 
sald, she has been able to 
find no involvement in the 
Lennons1 case by tbe Execu· 
tive branch. She said that 
the Lennons approached 
J a vi ts some time ago to re-

quest that he submlt a pri
vate bill for them. 

When she tried to tlnd 
out even anti-Lennon facts 
on the case from the Jmmi
grntion Service, she said, 
she was told their files were 
confidential and that they 

~~ouldn't even give us in-· 
formation when we asked." 

"To grant (the Lennons) 
what they want:~ she said, 
"is to treat them in a very 
different way from every
body else." 

However the facts evolve 

at today's hearing, the fltet 
that the Lennons have 
iriends in Ameriea is unde
nied. And it seems certain 
that if, as expected, today•s 
ruling goes against them~ 
they will appeal. 

ttA ~av .ll., ..._ .......... --
greatest sofa buys . .. sa:'e $100 to $160 on oversized 
'as and other sizes . .. literally hundreds of custcnn-co,•cri 
with total-action Zepel to resist soil and stains. 

fn t-5f 

the variety of styles among these 1·I cl'tHcrcnt 
cd back, loose pillow back, plain backs, straight 
,nt curved fronts, 1ow arm contemporaries, roll 
~ arms, Victorian effects, skirted rnoclels and 

to the Hoor. 
ty featnres, such as hardwood fr<~mes, glued and 
ed kick-pleat skirts, platforms under cushions 
me fabric as rest of sofa. Bolsters and sofa pillows 
;re shown. Enormous fabric choice. Arm sleeves 

)St. 
!S again-it does make a difference where you 

:liture. 

1\Hc\\C>~I 1\!,\l'iilt'l fi_R'llii.'R(iKTI·It\\OKlO 

lift·.;? t1. pUf~{Lt'/l&t·.-
1 L llA .. l. . / I . . 

(j,lt;{(lo/J(' 
f{aiCetJ!Ltta _ 
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J-F • ...._ 
A11110data c-t .. ~r, Operatioaa 

co 837-c 
M«r 11, 1972 

Sol Marta, DUtrf.ct DlnetR, W.W York, eallM • ..,t'OI:Iaae:.ly 11:30 •·•· 
to4ay at llhlch tiM he lafei I • that 1M W jut lteell tatent..wd lty 
a J)anlal Cree of tiM a.tl.oDal OIManer rapnllftl the l.loaulft c.... ar-, 
aceordf.lla to Hr. ~~arb, - well lafo,_ oa all aapaete .r the can aa4 
"• lfarka, tr•l••• tlult he W ...._ ktef .. lloJ tM nllject•a attOI"'IIty. 
Cree h .. a Up11 racer4er _, coptoaa -.t•. '1M latentw va ta clepth 
11811 eaelcleraltla 4etaU. 

OM of the polata Ones ...... , .. to ..,.lop- *tiler tae, llarb, bed 
raceb.t laltnctl.ou f-.- Waalalaatoa COIICft'll1lll tile .... , la .talcla thll 
caae - to IHt ..... led. II aiM lllpU. .. then - pollttcal •tt,atioa 
aa4 - wat to the polat of aaklq .. tb what hll polltlca nn. 
Marb aaW he felt he W to tell 1d• that 1aa llad -.lted the Clatral 
Offlca. '1M I.'UIOD he I"" ha aaU va dutt cae1 of aotm:iety or where 
tlaa all- ara ,U11c ff.pne he fl'tiCf'llatly eoaaulte vtdl hl .. qurtan, 
Be rafu.t to 4lwl,. wt.th .._ tae luMI ._. talklq to la W•hlaatoa. 
M-r. Mlrrb f•ll that Croea will apia try to eoatact u •• la Waabtaaton. 

/ 
CC: W/P • Joim lADIIOII • Y. OliO 
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~ev••.M(JI"tiindoille, li!ft, with. hill guem of honor, }'oko and John Lennon, at 1 
. house last ni&ht. · . · 
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By ~AY i-lllLTON Apreals for the .ld Clrcu!t. 
0! Tl1c /.lll~llitr( ~fn.fj 

A C~ S. n J')eals. comt on T~E Rni\G. u~held a 
II VIrgm.lslands D1stnct Court 

Thursday upheld the award of a\\'ard of Kroko to ~Irs. Len· 
. "'.,1 S-year-olc Kyoko Cox to Beatie 1100 last ·September and 

1 wife Yoko Ano Cox Lennon. tagged Cox as a ''nonw.d.'' 
\ But Yoko mignt have to ~ox .has renmri:d since l1is 

,,~ 
1 

k f th 1. 1 1 
t VJrgm Island d!\'orce from 

a e ur er ac 1011 o oca e Yoko in l%9. 

and retain custody o[ .her The l4·page decision oe· 
daughter of a former marna~e tailed Cox's tra\'els since the 
to AnU10ny D. Cox. divorce and his sub1equent 

"We have been Informed court battle to retain custody 
the nomadic Mr. Cox once of Kyoko. 
more removed Kyoko from His trail led from Spring 
Hou~ton \Tex.) to Japan.'' said Valley, Jaa., where he had 
the rullng b)~ a three· judge resided before the di1orce. In 
pane\ o[ the u. S. Court of the spring of 1%~ Cox ·,·i~itcd 

.. 

Frl1\a;-, ~br, 31, l9i2 

! .•.. 

YOKO ONO 
. .. other jights ahead 

molher and dvughter in Eng
lana and he took Kroko to 
Car.ada. 

"MRS. LENNON eventually from Hawal! to Los Angeles/' and the chlld ll.'ing 11ilh the 

located them in Voorst, Den· the opinion said. nm Alrs. Cox, t·om whom he 

mark, (where) Cox moved "NEXT HE traveled to had ~eparated,'~ the uecdnn 

Kyo\(o so that Mrs. Lennon San Francisco but bv the time said . 
I, • ' 

was unable to visit her/' the Mrs. Lennon learned of his "WHEN MRS.ILE~~:o~ and 

opinion said. location he had left for New her, husband \John, lh~ ex· 
"Cox agreed to a visit in v k H 1·d· t .t Beatie) attemnted a ·pro-

. 1 or . e wou no perm1 ~ 

l..<mdon prov1oed Mrs. Lennon .. 
1 

. . N y k" lonoed risit Mrl Cox charged 
VIS! atwn m i ew or . c , . 

paid transportation for the Then it was back to Voor~t. iliem with aballetlon. 1l1ese 
child, Mr. Cox, and his girl ria Montreal, and eventuaUy charges were eventually ill!· 
fnend." . the Spanish Island of lbiza. missed. Mrs. Lennon. later 

Cox then took the chlld to heard the child 1 was in ~ew 
Hawaii. "When ~Irs. Lennon learned , . 

Af ' d · · b h · lb' h t York. ter a one· av VISit y e was m IZa; e wen to 
1 
d 

1 
l . 

Yoko, "at Mrs. Lennon's ex· ~!ajorca (11here) Mrs. Le!Ulon Mter ~be fai ~ to 0-
1 am 

peme Mr. Cox, tl1e child nnd e\'entually found ~!r. Cox liv· the chil~, thougll, she be~an 
the new Mrs. Cox traveled ing in a ~lakarashi Center the ~uit [or cust9dy. 
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OPiiONAL I"'FlM N( 
MAY Hill: FOITION 
GSA f'"PI•ut {4\ <.:FR) fOf,\1 \ 

l'J\ITED STATL~. (,· ·VEJ<~'..'.!L r 

M ern or a r1 du1r:, 
(b)(6) 

All 597 321 

I I 

TO Mr. Greene D.\TF.: May 4, 19 7 2 

FROM Mr. Isenstein 
);~ 

J 

>lBJLC:•: John Lennon - Al7 597 321 

John Lennon arrived in the United States as a visitor 
on August 13, 1971 and overstayed. At the deportation 
proceeding which will be held in New York on May 12, 
1972, he will apply for permanent residence under 
section 245 of the Immigration and Nationality Act, 
8 U.S.C. 1255. At that time he will be obliged to 
establish that he is not inadmissible to the United 
States. 

John Lennon was convicted in England for possession 
of marijuana. Under section 212(a)(23) of the Act, 
8 u.s.c. 1182(a)(23), this renders him inadmissible 
to the United States. 

It is understood that his counsel plans to bring some 
action in England to extinguish the marijuana conviction. 
It is not known what form this action will take, 

Pardon. A pardon granted by a forei n government does 
not avert exclusion or deportation. Weedin v. Hempel, 
28 F.2d 603 (C.A. 9, 1928); Consola v. Karnuth, 108 F.2d 
178 (C.A. 2, 1939); Sohaiby v. Savoretti, 195 F.2d 139 
(C .A. 5, 1952) ·) 

Expungement. The Attorney General has drawn a distinction 
between expungement for narcotic and marijuana offenses 
and crimes involving moral turpitude. In Matter of A.F., 
8 I&N Dec. 429; (A. G. 1959), it was held that an expunge
ment under California law was in __ effective to relieve from 
exclusion or deportation. In Matter of Ibarra-Obando, 
12 I&N Dec. 576, (A.G. 1967), it was held that expunge-
ment of a crime involving moral turpitude under California 
law did avert exclusion and deportation but the Attorney 
General reiterated the position expressed in Matter of A.F., 
that where a narcotic or marijuana ·\conviction was involved, 
expungement did not extinguish the ground for exclusion 
or deportation. ~The courts have followed this position, 
Kelly v. INS, 349 F.2d 473, (C.A. 9, 1965), cert. den, 
382 U.S. 932; Brownrigg v. INS, 356 F.2d 877, (C.A. 9, 

i
,l966); Gonzalez de Lara v. ~·· 439 F.2d 1316, (C.A. 5, 
1971). ~ 

Jit lJ}f ~ ~ JjJJ?";'' ' n "c ~' 
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Coram Nobis. The expungement of a crime by a writ 
of coram nobis has been held to remove the conviction 
for the offense from consideration for exclusion and 
deportation. Matter of Sirhan, 13 I&N Dec. ____ (I.D. 
2052 (1970)); See Sawkow v. INS, 314 F.Zd 34 (C.A. 3, 
1963), This has been held tobe true even with respect 
to narcotic and marijuana convictions. Matter of 
O'Sullivan, 10 I&N Dec. 320 (1963); Matter o_f_ Sirhan, supra. 

The position of the courts with respect to the effect 
of a coram nobis proceeding upon narcotic and marijuana 
convictions is not known. But see Cruz-Sanchez v. INS, 
438 F.2d 1087. 

One matter to be assessed would be whether the coram 
nobis proceeding was brought specifically for the 
purpose of averting deportation. Cf. Klonis v. Davis, 
13 F.2d 630 (C.A. 2, 1926); Piperkoff v. Esperdy, 
267 F.Zd 72 (C.A. 2, 1959). 

Another matter would be whether the foreign proceeding 
might be regarded in the same light as a foreign pardon, 
Zgodda v. Holland, 184 F.Supp. 847 (1960). 
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Lennone Win a Skirmish 
In Battle to Remain in u.s. I 
John Lennon, the former .i 

~ :lleatle, and his wife: Yoko 
"' Ono, won a preliminary skirm· 
~~ish Tuesday in their fight to 
~·t remain in the United States 
'\, when the Immigration and 
~. ·· NatU!alization Service ruled 4 

yesterday they were "outstand
ing artists," a possible ground F 
for granting permanent resi- • dence. 1 They still face a deportation •, 

. hearing next Tuesday to deter· ~ 
mine whether they can, in .. 
fact, stay. A major barrier is ''" 
a 1968 conviction against Len- '" 
- IIi llriWil for possession "" f(l Jlll'ljuaDL •• , 

108 



0,Lcn~onsWi~~Skirmish II 
•.· In B<)_ttl~to Rem<,un,m U.S. I: 
, • '., < ' 4.'.1' ) 1:... I 
. ; .lohn Lrnnrm, the formrr · 
r 'Brat !c, an!i bi~ .wife. xoko I i 

._ 
1
0no, won :t pr:.:ltmtn~ry .l'kiml· 1 

· i'h ,·ostmiay m thm ftght to . 
r• n·m:1itt 1r1 thr t!niterl Stat!'~sl. 

1.:wJwn t!w immigration "nd!i 
c· [Natural!;:a\ion Service ru!cdj~ 
is; vesterrl.n;: they were ~<outstand-
n 

1
ing artist~." a possible groun~l 

.t I for granting permanent rest· · 
o dcncc, 

They still face a deportation 
•t hearing next Tuesday to dcter
,e mine whether they can, in 
:r fact, stay. A major barrier is 
· a 1968 conviction against Len· 
'" non in Britain for possession 
ol of marijuana. 

Deportation J~Iearing Rescheduled 
/h l'nm lito 

' ' ..)! /)'v?<Af-W . )"-' eli/ 
U..J!'-" , 

. s'j :s/ 7 -,... 

!he reason for the restrain· 
mt: nrder was the immi~r.1· 
twn rl<·partment's failure to 
rDnsider the Lennon's pPti~ 
lion that they IJe given 
"third prcferener" for u.S. 
rr~lrh•n('~' as "aliens nf dJ:-.,. 
tingui:.;hrd mrri!'' (a ebtssifi~ 
rHiinn .::nmtcd 1() rPco~nlzf>d 
~rti:.1fl and scirnti.st\i). Th~ 
hrarin·-..; Wfi~' dis.mL~srcf in 10 
minuh'!-·, 11fkr Ow J.(Orf\f'!l· 

ment ncrC'('d to consirlcr 
thrir r0qurst. 

Sol :11arks. "'rw York's 
!Jistri,·t D1rer:lor of Immi
r::r;uinn, ~-<<Jid :vrsfnrlay that 
the Lrnnons had been 

~r·anted the requested "third 
prefrrPn('e. '' 

"What this means." :\larks 
said, "is that Lennon ran 
apply for permanent resi
denrv in a position of prrf
rrence behind thoFe apply
Ing who hare strong family 
ties here. This doesn't mean 
that hr will h(?' granted rf'.-.:J. 
rlenc,r. :\Ir. Lennon . .1s \'OU 

know, has hern conril'h-"'rt nf 
p o::: Res s i n g marijuana 
ahrnad. and this ronvictirHr 
disqualifies him for reSJ· 
done,< under the statutes." 

Deportation ptoeeedtn.c:s 
against the Lentl0/15 hare 
been rescheduled he1·e for 
next Tu('sday morning 

....... ,, .. ,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, ..... . 
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File 

James F. Greene 
Associate Commissioner, Operations 

JOHN W. LENNON 

CO 837-C 

:-lay 2, 1'172 

Sol Marks, District Director, New tort, N. Y. advised 
that the Service representative. U. S, Attorney's office 
informed the Court todav that the Service was prepared 
to act on the aubject's petition for third preference 
status. The Judge put the case off until May 9th to 
allow the Service to act on the case. 

Mr. Marks further advised that the Department of Labor 
concurred in a labor certification and the petition has 
been approved. 

* The deportation hearing is now tentatively set for 
Thursday, May 4, 1972 providing subject's attorney can 
appear on that date. 

~·cc :._WJ7 - John Lennon 

CC: WF - Yoko Lennon 

JfG:keh 

May 3, 1972 

• Information has been received that the d!!_Ortati~.JL!!.ring 
1a now set for :ruudey, May 9 .__19?..!.. ..• ~-;_()0 __ a!.!I!,_•_F;DT..!.. 

111 



JaMs F, G~ 
Associate Co..iaatone~, Operation~ 

John ll. lAnnon 

CO 837-C 
May 2, 1972 

MT, Mariti, Hew Yorlt, call .. MT. t.et-Jm late yettenlay &ftd eallllll 
• thla -.rataa to report that litf.ptioa baa been startllll f.a the 
u.s. Dlatdet Court to force the Service to adjudicate the aubjeet•s 
petition for third prefeTBce. 'l'be eourt restrained the Set"Viee 
f~011 atartiaa the dapo~tattoa hea.rtaa today, 

After dit~lioa vlth MT. Farrell lt wu aareed MT, Marka ahouU 
proeaed with adjulltcatloa of the petltf.oa 1f poUibla before the 
eaae -=-t up for llearias iD the Diltrlet COurt today. The u.s. 
Attomey abould f.afol'll the court that we al'tl taktna thla acttoa to 
relieve tba court of aay further Utiaatton of that point. 
M~. Marlte wu ellllvf.Md aecordtnaly. 

MT. Ham raf.McJ the qwatloa aa to whether the Service ahGIIllll 
acquletce to a 90 day wluatary ..,_.tura date lf the SIO and the 
tubjeet• t attor11111 aareed to aucb aa actiOn. Be vu tafol'IIH 
we should ra.. a4 ataMard 30 day wluatary departure period. 

JPG:lvb 
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S1r:ATTLE • hbdl,! ,.·.ha , l 26-year-old 
native of \iest f'.:.idst•l!'\, was placed under 
deportatior, proc*edings and taken to· the 
~~c·<~nty jail Woon..-sd8y .~fter he left the 
housl! of .~ university professor who hired 
him 10 ntYntlls ll(l.<l wh!.le visiting in 
i3lHrut, Lebanon, He was later released, 
af<:er Jim Vslentlne, a retired Air Force 
U.·~!ter:ant Colonel, posted a $500 bond. 
Ghnfdor s!iid he Wll$ paid $63 monthly, 
until thn!e months t1go when his pay was 
rtdsed to $70, f<n W<'rking ll to 14 hours 
1.1 day, seven day" a week. Dan P. Danilov, 
an attorney, has J'Hed s I!Uit on Ghafdor' s 
behalf seeking hack wages of at least 
$1.60 an l:wur,. the legal minimum, or a 
total of $3,876. INS assumed custody of 
~hafdor when an attorney to whom he had 
!One for advice declined to take custody. 
John P. lloyd, INS District Oirector, said 
lt is not an uncommon practice to put 
people in jail "for safety" in such cir· 
·~umstances, Joel E. Haggard, attorney 
for Mrs. Anderson, the employer, said 
(;befdor appears to be subject to deporta· 
tion, but that his claim for past-due 
''ages would he settled before any action 
o,n deportation is taken. 
(SEATTLE TIMES !;(29 and 4130) 

NEW YORK - More than $1 mill ion in cash 
w,,lS uncovered Saturday in and around the 
h'>me of Louis Cirillo, who has been com-
1rlcted llS a major distributor of heroin, 
C::rillo alc~o faces charges of attempting ( 
to k U 1 key government witness Roger 
Pdess, a 35-year-old Frenchman who was 
indicted with Cirillo and 21 others last 
J1' nua ry on duuges of complicity in a 
lll\llti·million dollar heroin smuggling 
operatjon. (MIMfl HERAUJ 4/30} 
See DIGEST 11!81'72 and 10/13171. 

DALLAS • Doctors E. Fuller Torrey and 
Robert L. Taylor told the annual meeting 
of the American Psychiatric Association 
on Monday that an estimated 3,100 foreign
trained, unlicensed physicians form the 
bulk of the psychiatric staff at state 
mental hospitals, prisons, and institu• 
tiona for the mentally retarded. In 
addition, some 1,300 others come to 
America for psychiatric training - called 
residency programs · but often spend all 
their time trying to treat patients in· 
stead of learning. nr. Torrey is special 
assistant to the director of the latton
al Institute of Mental Health for Inter· 
national Activities, and Taylor is in 
NIMH'• psychiatry training branch. 
(WASH. POST 5/2) 

WASHINGTON • Figures released by the De· 
partment of State show that this country 
had 34,000 foreign students in 1954, 
82,000 in 1965, and 145,000 in 1971. The 
governeent doea not by any means finance 
the education of all these students, nor 
does it go to great lengths to entice 
them into the u.s. This steady rise in 
the number enrolling is certainly some 
indication that foreigners have not lost 
all respect for this country and its 
institutiona. (S.F. EXAMINER AND CHRON
ICLE 4/3SJ} 

NEW YORK - John Lennon and his wife, 
Yoko Ono, obtained a temporary restrain· 
ing order yeaterday against INS barring 
a scheduled deportation hearing today. 
The suit charges that OD Harks has failed 
to act on their application to remain in 
the U.S. al outstanding artists. A hear· 
ing on the suit is scheduled for today. 
(N.Y. TIMES, WASH. POST 5/21 See DIGEST 
5/1 ,, 

"'-
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Notes on People 

Lennons' 1 
llldge · Bernanl J. Lasker 

signed a tempomry order in 
Federal court restraining the 
Immigration and Naturaliza· 
tion Service from h!llding a 
deportation hearing todAy for 
John LennOn and bls wife, 
Yoko Ono. Judge Lasker 
rulet\. that the Government 
must first hold a hearin&. on \ 

. a motion made by tlli,Len· 
·nons before It takes up the 
matter or deportation. 

The defens.e motl011 asks 
thet the Lenno~s lie class!: 
fled as ''aliens' of distin· 
gwisbed merit 8.l1d abil!t;[ ," 
which might make It . e~s!er 
for them ,to get new Villas. 
Their main trouble has lleen 
Mr. Lelll\()nts inallillty .to te· 
new his visa b~, 'llf a · 
marijua!IA 'tormtllioil.m ~~- . I 
land four Yl"l~ A MU· 

~4~.. .~.·· .. ·~~ ... ·· =: w~·' 
~~'l'.·~···''····.·, 

·~;f~tfo~ill:rfJgBlookM· 
Reuter · . • the . United ·States .as· "out· 

Bea~l!~ol~?~!n; ~~~~~. st&Jidilllt~' '. . .· 
Yoko Ono, obtained a tempo- A hearilll! to bar the imml· 

rary restraining order ;rester· !11'ation official from. acting 
day against the local New. against them is scheduled for 
York Immigration and Natu· today. 
ralization Service barrin~ · !-., 'the court papers charged 
scheduled deportat!l)n hi!arili* ihat Marks bad failed to act 
today, . .. . ', oil thfir IPJ'll~ as artists 

Judge Morris E. Lasker hie~"' , th•Y (the Lenl)ons) 
Manhattan federal court acted !lave ''&poke» out freely aDd 
on their applicatioll after t~JlPI1nlY' ~m·.tiJII ifaues pt.today" 
couple filed an in,lunctio!l Suit ··and the 'fact htat th«r views 

=g that the dlstrlct may differ from those of 
of immigration, Sol governm. ent officials 
had failed to act on have Influenced .. · 

. Ulillt .... tiona to remain in in trying to deport 
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·At>OLPH S~ OCHS. Pub:tilh.,.l8116-11&S 
.Alt.'l'RUR HAYS SULZBERGER,Pubfia.Ju.r 1985·1161. 

ORVlL ~ DRYFOOS, Publi•Mrll61.-1.!168 

Love It and Leave It 
When former Beatie John Lennon was in fifth grade 

he was caned by a headmaster who later said: "I can't 
remember what I caned him for." Chances are that if the 
Immigration and Naturalization authorities, who have 
ordernd Mr. Lennon and his wife to appear for a hearing 
today, proceed with the order to deport the couple, tfieY·"' 

l·. _/ 

~ be at a loss, years hence, to remember what 
they punished Mr. Lennon for. 

As the headmaster recalled. young Lennon was "a 
thorough nuisance" then. Seen through conventional 
eyes, he has never changed. But is that really why the 
Lennons are being deported? The official reason is 
rumored to be a 1968 marijuana conviction ln England. 
But there are grounds for suspicion that Mr. Lennon is 
being considered persona non grata because of his un
conventional views and radical statements. Shades of 
the Charlie Chaplin fiasco of two decades ago, for which 
the country has just got through apologizing. 

To deport the Lennons would be, as Mayor Lindsay 
said in a letter to the immigration authorities, an ''un
usual and harsh action." The penalty would be rendered 
particularly cruel because it would permanently separate 
his wife frO!n all eight-year-old daughter by a previous 
marriage. The court order giving her custody of the 
child stipulates that the mother must reside in the United 
States. 

The Lennons have been enthusiastically involved in 
projects. which enlist music for the betterment of 
deprived children's lives. They came to New York as visi
tors three years ago and say that they have fallen in 
love with the city and its ways. It would be oronic If the 
guardians of this country's private morals and public 
safety were to become known as the authors of a new 
slogan: "America-Love It and Leave It." What the 
lleatles might have done with such a refrain! 

-
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•'i p-' ''!~~~~'?.,~~':"'"'!''.f'i""f{.i 'ftt<(''O ..,.,,_,. 

r;··nrc:,.r >)~!.Ollll..,ar;r::.n·l ~-i -1:ed I Ll.,, >).•.~"}" J. .. 'l/J._ •... ,) ~ n 

::"';'r:r the r,;n~ 1 r ·J ~--L:; · :~ Hout~ d 
J\'J-T' '\·(:_;E - For~n:r ~ stanr'hY' ;. :·. ~ ·.. ,! 

n~~;· I ft~ !;~h-~1 , ,r11n0n (lllc'f Wife, 1 
'"< .i\ \ _h,,.,, 1'ill<).ined u tempo- A I-._c;;•·hr; (rJ if· r' fi.2 i! 1Wiu t :o 

r;c:r.~ .. n~ · ·t>;H;~ order ye!.~('t· ~~t'nt:r,n (,·;·_;[':,..,,~_ '·r '·( ~·~·::;!~; 

c d,1v ,.,, ·- J the local f\.:cw nt~1in~1t U'l(.~d L :,. :H'dnk(: '··,r· 

0 ],'f;d: :';;"r,\•r:Iiion and L1t11~ todQy, 
,:n r?!•?;l!';;'t 1·'-·-~rvic(~ b::n·dn;;: n Th0 f'fmrt r::;;('fS dt<~n;r-"d 
d· Frh~£i.L~-: '{ il"JrOrtation hP;~"irl!~ th,'.i. !'.'';--_'/> 1.!; r; .f;dlt:d t,-, ll(!t 

(o._';l;'. on 1_· 'l' ;:· ,dr ; !~';,. :·1i;,l..s 
.Iw'. r0 J~r~,rrls B. Lastn.r i.·l 

oc r,;.1~1lJ:·,_~-~~1~ -~( dcral court :Ktt'd 
th on liJ?'t ,':-~'lication after the 
1Jt Cfltl~•lc .C-k·-1 ~HJ injunctiOn SUit 
rr~ cht~:,lp;: tf-lnt the distrid 
lw d\'Pr::or o~ Jminigration. Sol 
h~ lW n1 ·k:>, h~~d fniled to ~ct on_ 
;:o th0h: r:r1p!·•entions to remain .in 

1 

bceau:_:-:• ,'iloy (t··<': Lf u:-;nr;J 
haw ~'!\POLen (;; r f~·~ ' :1nd 
openly nn ~~1:? i',- l-''· ~,' ' ,:J;;y" 
nnd the fact tuJ their \'ivws 
may &iffer from those l}.f r;mne 
s:;ovet'mn~nt offidrds t·1l;;ht 
have jnfiu~'ncc:J l;,.i;J;-ks' 1wste 
in try)}~:-; tfl d~~.wrt thun. 

118 



' 

Fono G-25 
(Rn. 6.16-66) RUUTf. SLIP 

- ··~?J · Date MAY l 
To/&· ~J4L- , Room 

D Approval 

ocomment 

0 Necessary action 

J1 D Per telep~one 
Yok conversauon 

Am< Remarks 
me. 

L< 
yest 
Pre: 
will 
sam 
grat 
Sen 
Yor) 
fort 

s, 
said 

0 Note & Return 

QNote & File 

D Sisnature 

D Call me Ext. 

!S. 

; 

--~(----------~ 

l!.S.il. ~ 

I 
I 
; pre
being 
n-·bv 
lritish 
'Cox. 

119 



r;.":. t~:~~ RtlUH; SLIP 
1 /? DatemM.ofW~··~__;_c:..1 _ 

To /41. /2~14-- . Room 

0 Approval 

0Commeot 

0 Necessary action 

0 Per telep~one 
conversation 

Remarks 

0 Note & Return 

0Note & File 

0 Signature 

0 Call me E<t. 

From---------- __ _ 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

Room __ _ 

GPO 922•6Hi 
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' --------
•Nuts About lT.S.il. 

Associ<~ll:d Press 

Jolm Lennon says his wife 
Yoko Ono "is nuts about 
America and she converted 
me." 

Lennon spoke to newsmen 
yesterday at the National 
Press Building. On May 2, he 
will have a chance to say the 
same thing to the U.S. Immi· 
gration and Naturalization 
Service at a hearing in New 
York City on the service's ef
fort to deport him and Yoko. 

Spokesmen for the Lennons 
said the government wants 
everybody to think the reason 
for the deportation is Len
non's conviction four years 
ago in England for possession 
ol marijuana. But they main· 
tained the real reason may be 
the Lennons' outspokenness 
against American involve· 
rnent in Indochina. 

The Lennons' attorney, 
Leon Wildes, explained tl1at 
').'oko Ono and her husband 
wished to live in the United 
States with Yoko Ono's 
8-year-old daughter, Kyoto 
Cox. The girl was born during 
Yokn Ono's firs.t marriage, to 
Anthony D. Cox. 

Wildes said a Texas court 
granted the Lennons custody 
of Kyoto only on the condition 
they raise the girl in this 
country. 

New York Mayor John 

- A~sociated Prt.s-5 

John Lennon and wife Yoko Ono, at the National Press Club yesterday. 

Lindsay, in a leLter to the 
U.S. Immigration and Natu
ralization Service, asked that 
the Lennons be allowed tore
main in this country and be 

granted resident status in 
New York, UP! reported. 

Lindsay said it was "very 
much in the public interest" 
for the Lennons to he allowed 

to remain in New York. The 
mayor added that the depor
tation attempt is "a grave 
injustice'' and 11cruel treat· 
tnent.' 1 
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Notional 
league 
Boxes 

METS 6, DODGERS 1 
~EW YORK LOS ANGELES 

abrhbl abrhbi 
Harrel:ron $S 4 1' I 0 WP;trkcr lh 4 0 2 '·· 
Boswcll2b 21111\lol<~.lf .(000 
Ageecf 4114WDavlscf 4000 
:>taub rf 4 0 0 0 FRobimn rf 4 0 0 0 
(:Jones lf -1 1 1 0 Lefebvre ~b 4 0 1 0 
lfre~;osl 3b 4 0 1 0 (;·t~tvt:y :Job 4 1 1 0 
Kran,pOool lb 4 0 1 l ilwtz..: 4 o 1 0 
Grote c 4 1 2 0 Rw;se11 .';\S 2 0 1 1 
Matlack p 3 1 0 0 Singer p 3 0 0 0 

Brewer p 0 0 0 or 

Total 33 6 8 6 Tob! 33 1 fJ ; 
New York -- 0-1 0 0 00--0 5 0- 4 
LosAngeles 010000000-1 
F;-sta~-Dp·.::. LoS· !\ngeie' 2. · 1:ori~ 
~ew York 3. Loo Angeles 6. 2B-Le· 
1cbvre, HR-Agec t1l . .S--M;;..U<~dc 

. 1P H llEltBBSO 
MaUack \W,2·0l 9 6 1 1 1 4l 
Singer \L,2·1l 71-3 6 5 5 2 5 
Brewer .. 12·3 i 1 1 0 1 

T-2:.J8. A-51.210 

CUBS 10, REDS 8 
CI~CINNATI CHICAGO 

abrhbi a-brhbi 
Ro5e If 5 0 ,; 0 1\essilt(l"c-r ss 4 2 1 0 
illorgan 2b 5 2 3 0 Heckert 2b 5 1 2 1 

'fohn cf <1 1 2 iJ BWiHams 1£ 4 2 1 0 
Bcnt:hc 5123&mtolb J.J;(1 
'!'Perez lb 3 1 0 0 Hickman lb 52 2 6 
lihlaendr rf 5 1 2 0 Monday d 5 1 1 1 
M.-nke Jb 4 2 3 2 Cardenal rf 2 1 2 1 
C:.,neepcn ss 4 0 I 2 Humllcy c 3 0 l 0 
Billinghm p l 0 0 0 Jenkin~ p 4 0 0 0 
~prague p 0 0 0 0 
t~eron,m(; ph 1 0 0 o 
111ermt .p 1 0 0 0 
Carboph 1000 
Borbon p 0000 

Tol<~l 398 ~38 T11lJl 35'10129' 
Clncinuaii····- "'' 1-0t13il2 011-8 
thicago ___ -- 3_0 4 1 GO l_l . .:X.=-~~ 
· t:~Concoil(.io·n:~R(;~e:· DP-Cincinnati. 1. 
LOB- Cindnllilll 7, tl\l('<to~o 3. 26---!\dSm
ger, CardenaL Me~kc- Conecprion. HR-
Hickman 2 i2l. MMday 11 !, Bench 12), 
ll'lenke \2!. Card~nal 121 Sll-::\'Iorgan. 
S~Santo. SF~ Tolan. 

IP H RERBBSO 
Bil!ingh.,m (L,0-3! 2 1·3 6 6 0 2 2 
Spr<IJHIC . 2·3 1 1 1 1 0 
1\lerrill 4 42122 
l:-nrbon 1 1101'il 
Jenkins tW,1·2l 9 13 8 7 2 

PB-lhmdley, T-2:20. A-12,135. 

PHIL! IF~ < DAM« ~ 

AMERICAN 

Ex-Reliever 
Baffles Sox 

"The pitches just weren't going where I wanted them," 
Tom Timmerman said apologetically. "I'd try to throw a 
slider insirle but it woulrl enrl up outsirle. But I guess I had 
a lot on 'em," 

The apologies were hardly necessary. Detroit's tall right· 
bander had so much on the ball last night that the Chicago 
White Sox could barely get their bats on it, ending up with 
three singles. 

The Tigers, meanwhile, had no trouble whatsoever with 
the offerings served up by four Chicago hurlers, hammering 
out 14 hits for a 12.0 romp. 

Ed Brinkman and Norm Cash each drove in four of the 
runs as Detroit retained its one-game American League 
East lead over Baltimore by snapping the White Sox' seven

game winning streak. 

TIMMERMAN, almost exclusively a reliev-er before this 
season, was hoping to develop into a fourth starter for the 
Tigers-but shaky s'howings this spring appeared to have him 
headed for the bullpen once again. 

Once the games started counting, however, he was a 
different man. In his last outing he oitcherl seven innings of 
two-hit ball. His teamma:es couldn't back him up, though, and 
he lost 1·0 to the Orioles. 

This time he was even more effective, limiting the White 
Sox to ;ust one hit through the first seven. Still, he couldn't 
accept his well-deserved praise. 

"! had better control in Baltimore . . . I was rushing 
things too much tonight . . . I did a lot of things wrong," he 
insisted. 

Casll driving in four runs in a _game was not so unusual. 
He's a slugger. But for the light-hitting Brinkman it was a 
different story. It was the second home game for the Tigers 
and the second time he was a star. In the first, he'd hit a 

·'· .. -
A merit on 
league 
Boxes 

ORIOLES 12, ANGELS 2 

CALIFORNIA BAL'I'l.'IORE 
abr•hhi abrh 

Alomar 2b 5 0 1 0 Buford Jf 4 2 : 
Cardenat. ~s 4 0 1 0 Relll'nmd rf 4 2 
Rivers rf 5 1 2 0 JPow('iJ lh 4 2 
Pinson If 5 0 1 0 BlWbinsn Jb 3 3 
S!Jencer Jb 4 1 0 () Blair cf S 1 
I MIC.\fullen 3b 4 0 0 0 DJP.hnson 2b 5 0 
Torborg- c 2 0 I ·1 Elchebrn c 4 0 
Azcuc c '1 0 0 o Belungcr ~s 3 'l' 
{)('fl'Y d 4 0 2 1 Palmcr p S 1 
'i'H~~Bn p 1 0 0 0 
TMurphy p 0 0 0 0 
Siherio ph I 000 
Queenp 0000 
EF1sher p 0 0 0 0 
K·OSCO ph 1 0 I 0 

Total 37 2 9 2 Total 37 12 l• 
Cii"ili'Orni;- ·-----·-·on·o-·o o 2 oTI 
'~~!'lore __ ·-·-"· 0 1 4 0 7 0 0 Ox· 

E~J.Powc-11. LOE-Califnmla 11, lh 
more 12. 2B-D.Johnson. SF~Belanger 

IP H RERBB 
N.Ryan(J,,1-2> 2 1 4 4 5 
TMt1rpby ... 2 4112 
Qlleen .... 3 ?772 
E.Fish~r .. . 1 2 0 0 0 
P;1lmer nv,l-2J , , 9 9 2 0 3 
I PB-Etchebarrcn. T-2.:42. /1.~7.769. 

I RANGERS 9, RED sox 6 

nos·ros TEXAS" 
abrhbi abr 

Harper cf 3 1 1 0 Randle 2b 4 2 
Aparicio .ss 3 0 0 1 DNelson 3b S 2 
Yslrmski U 5 0 0 0 :M•mcher lb 5 0 
RSmlthrf 4011Kingt 20 

. ~~l~~6eRi 3b l ~ ~ ~ lJ~~~~a~l ~ f 
Caterlb JlOOPinap 00 
Griffin 2b 3 2 2 0 rnoward lf 3 2 
Fls.k c 2 1 1 1 Biittner ri 2 0 
Siebert p 2 0 1 0 Ford rf 1 1 

I 

Burda plJ 0 0 0 0 ::O.iadctnx cl 4 0 11 
Gauliano ph 1 0 I 2 Ha.rrah s.s: 3 1 c 
Leep OOOOBrobergp 10! 
Bolin p 0 ~ () () ('o" 1-1 0 0 0 
n;nin-g e 1 o o o t).c:livie rf 1 0 c 

Total 32 6 e 5 T~li\1 32 9 1r1 

BOStrm 
Texas 

'·' (~rirfi!'J 

~--l~ro-o-~f.- oTI. 
0 0 3_0 1 1 0.!.!: 

DP~R~ton. 1._. Texli!JI 
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Len·tons: 

I 'ro·encv u 6 .)• 

Frivolity 
By Tom Zito 

In the paradox that has 
become John and Yoko Ono 
Lonnon, the couple spent a 
day of urgency and frivol· 
ity here yesterday, begin
ning with a press confer
ence called to discuss pend· 
ing deportation action 
against them and finishing 
with a scene-and-be"seen 
party thai had much of quin
tessential Cleveland Park 
acting as if the Lennons 
were the couple to have 
over for drinks. 

A mLxtul'e of half coat-'n'. 
ti~d, landed professionals 
and half tiny~boppers , in 
bn1·e feet. blue jeans and 
T-shirts (equal proportions 
;Jf both were afte1· aulo
grnphs), swarmed nround th(' 
('OUplc in thC' h001<' Of thi' 
Ht. Hcv. Paul L\'loore. 

"As shepherd of those 
living in New York," the 
bishop said at the morning 
press eonference (he is 
Bishop Coadjutor of the 
Diocese of New York, al
though his family maintains 
a home here), "! have a 
spiritual duty to persons 
living there. Since the Len· 
nons live in New York and 
,John wns brought up in the 
Chureh of England, I, ns 
Eph;eopat Bishop, have the 
obligation to offer eomfort 
iu this time of eri.sis.'' 

Some at the party offerl'll 
words of suppott, hut more 
seemed eager for some con· 
erete memento of contact 

) olm Onu a.nd John Lt}nnmt nt tt prf-'!iS conjt•rt!TICU !'''-'~lt!rda!'. 11.1 f!.UI-ht·r 

.~upport for remaini-ng iu t1u• r.:nit-t~d Stftff~.o;. l.r•lllwn ... a.vs lu• is "'i/ll';,!ibh· 
or wwliJdblf' or lf'ho.tnvf•r,'' lo fl'lllllill iu thi.~ cow/It\. 

with a former Beatle. Su 
.John obU~ingly signed aulo· 
graphs lor anyone who 
asked, starting out with per· 
sonal inscriptions on copies 
of his newest record, 
"Woman Is The Nigger Of 
The World," later going on 
to scribbling his name on 
small sheets of paper and 
finally complying with re
quests from some of thP 
younget· pat' t y-goet·s to 
~·\vritc your name on m.v 
nrm.'' 

The morning had been 
much mot·e somber. nl
though Lennon didn't miss 
a chance to puneh some wit 
into the usual dreariness of 
press conferences. 

''TlWV S<l\' rrn illc,•j\)\(~ 

, . or' uneiigible or ~~hat
ever," he said. in referent'C 
to the U.S. Immigration and 
Naturalization Service's dl!· 
nial of the couple's appeal 
for residency. The denial 
was based on the grounds 
that Lennon was convicted 
of possession of marijuana 
bv a British court in 1968. 
·The Lcnnons werf' ad

mitted to the r:ountr~' last 
summt>r to partieipatr in 
custody proceedings regard
ing Yoko's daughter Kyoko. 
They were awarded t•ustod.v 
by a T<.~xas court. provided 
that the 8-year-old br raised 
in the United States. She 
has still not been seen by 

tht• t·ouple and .it i~ pre
sumed that shl~ i.s heing 
hidden-place unknown-·by 
her natural father, British 
film producer Anthony Cox. 

"! am being forced to 
choose between my husband 
anct my daughter if we are 
deported," Yoko said. 

"People ask me: 'why do 
you want to live here--~cs

pecially in :--.Jew York whet·C> 
it's so ugly?'·· Lt'lliHln said. 
''\\'ell, we have a nice 1oft 
in the Vi!Jage and we loi'\' 
the place. There arC' lot.s 
of stars so I'm not the ;.mly 
one on the block Wr likr 
New Yo•·k and want to con-

See LENNON, C5, Cof:IJ 

\ . / /( 
/7~/.u:(o-<:~ 
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)ecoroting problem? Consult W & J Sloane's 

If of talented interior designers. No job is too 

small or too Iorge. Studio consultontions are 

:~ys complimentary. Coll659.9200, ext. 233 

for on appointment. 

BETHESDA 
1220 \l:'ISCONSJN ,\VE. 

@ 1972, W & J Sloane, Inc. 

FALLS CHURCH 
Al' SllVEN CORNI:RS 
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Lennons: 

J?rivolity· 
f!r Tom lito 

In the parado~ !IJai has 
become John and Yoko Onu 
Lennon, the couple spent ! 
d~y of unJtmc:v and ftivol
ity here yestPrday, bepJn. 
ning with a press confer. 
ence called to di~cuss pend
ing deportation act i o 11 
against them and finishin;~ 
with a scene-and-be-seen 
party that had mueh of quin
tessential Cleveland Park 
acting as if tht~ Lennons 
were the couple to have 
over for drinks. 

A mixture of half '""'t:n·
lkd, landed pt·ofe'5ionals 
and h;df liny-bopperR. <n 
bare feN, blue .)l'am rl!ld 
'f,shirts (equal propm·tions 
<Jf both were uf'ter aulo
gt'Dphs), sv.·armed around the 
t'UUple in the hom(' of thP 
Ht. Hev. Paul i\ .. loor·e. 

"As shepherd of those 
living in New York.'' the 
bishop said at the morning 
pt·ess conference (he is 
Bishop Coadjutor of the 
Diocese of New Yotk, al· 
though his family maintains 
a home here), "! have a 
spiritual duty to persons 
living there. Since the Len
nons live in New York and 
,John was brought up in the 
Church of England, I, as 
Episcopal Bisi1op. have the 
obligation to offer comfort 
in this time of crisis .. , 

Some at the party offered 
·words of support, but more 
seemed eager for some eon
crete memento of contact 

with a fot·met· Beatie. So 
John obligingly signed auto
graphs for anyone who 
asked, starting out with per· 
sonal inscriptions on copies 
of his newest record, 
"Woman Is The Nigger Of 
The World,'' .later going on 
to scribbling his name on 
small sheets of paper and 
fina.ily complying with re
quests from some of th<' 
younger- part y-goers to 
"write your name on my 
arm." 

The morning had been 
much more somber,· al
though Lennon didn't miss 
a chance to punch some wit 
into the usual dreariness of 
press conferences, 

"The~· s~y I'm ilk:.;ihlf' 
meligiblP or what· 

l'V~r;· . .sald. in t'<'ft•rencc 
to the t:.S. fmmi'..~rnti(tn <Hl(l 
~aturalizat.ion S('tTil_·{'s ill.'· 
ulal of the couple':-: appeal 
for re~idt·nl',v. Tht· d('niu! 
was ha.-:ed nn the rn·nonr!s 
tllat Lcnnun \\'W'i eonYi(•ted 

l (Jf pos:;('ssiort or m<trUuan,t 

I ))v a BrHi.c:h to1.lri in !1-Jiif/. 
· Thl' l.A·nnolt" \\ 01'(' ml· 

I
I miUcd to (}H' ('oUntr~· ln:,! 

·,· sum met· !o p;1rt iL·ip;tU' ;n 
,· ~·ustody proc·t·Pdin:~~ rq~;ml· 

in,:;: \'o~o·s daughtN K.roko. 
•
1
, Thev \~'<'fe awardPd custody 

I
, h:v a Texas coutt, pr(Jvidl'd 

ti1at the 3-.rear-old he raised 
in the United State . .;;. She 
l1as still not been seen by 

1 the couple and it is pre-
sumed that slw is being 
hidden-place unknown-by 
her natural father, British 

' film produ<-cr Anthony Cox. 
"l am hc•ing forced to 

choose between my husband 
and my dauuhtC'J· if .we are 

, deported," Yoko said. 
'~Peopl(l a\oik me: 'why do 

vou W<mt to lire here---es
iJecia!ly in :\C'w Yorl\ \Vht~·e 
it's so ugly 9 ' ., Lennon :-;aid. 
"11' ell, we !Jal'<' a nil:<• loft 
in tlH' Villat.:r .;nd we lov..; 
Uw ptacr•. Tht'l't' ar(' Jots 
of stars so l'm not the 0nly 
one on the block. We like 
New York and want to con· 

Sec U;MvON. C5, Cot. l 

LENNON, /"rom Cl 

tinue living there and raise 
Kyoko." 

New York Mayor John 
Lindsay says, "They have 
personally told me of their 
love for New Yot'k City and 
that they wish to make il 
their home." 

In a letter to Jmmigra· 
tion Commission~r Ray. 
mond Farrel, released at 
the conference yesterday, 
Lindsay wrote, "I consider 
it to be very much in the 
public interest from the 
point of view of the citizens 
of New York as well as the 

citizens of the country that ~ 
artists of their stature be 
grante<l resident status." 

"We think the Amencan 
people wouldn't mind living 
with us, and they're the ones 
we want to lh·e with," Len· 
non said. "The only thing 
we've ever said is JUSt what 
Mr. Nixon said on television 

· the other night (\Vcdnes-

day): 'Give peace lVhance','' 
Among tbo>•.' the Con· 

feren<:e cali<'tl the NH-
tional Commillce for .John 
and Yok() W(•re .iaa musH:irm 
Ornette Colema rt, who had 
flown in from London. 
Bishop Moore and lhe Hrv. 
J<'rederirk Douglass Kirk
patrick, a folksinger and d1· 
rector of the Many Rapes 
Cultural Foundation. 

"Let's not heat around the 
bush," Kirkpatrick said. 

"The reason they're trying to 
run John and Yoko out of 

the country is because these 

two people are telling truths 

that are opening the eyes of 

the public -particularly re· 

garding the war in Southeast 

Asia. 
fhe Lennon's deportation 

hearing is scheduled for 
Tuesday in New York. 
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~b:v3r J..lr.d'~ay has written 
1 'I :.:!tl.:r 10 Utli. }Jtli.lli~rU.IJOH , 
'
1 

1\n,t l'atluah:.atirn Sctnce 
t':al!il~,:~ thl! d~pnt\.ation ptn"' 
c~ dings agaillsL John l.l!'l,l .. 

no.~ ;tJ1ii hi:) wife Yoke) Onn 
••a gcara i11jw;tict·.11 

Ur Lcnn<lll ve~ttrday called 
the i\LtYllT1S ~h·.oon ·'a beauti· 
ful 1i11ng" <md sairl he hoped 
''no one would bo offenrlcd 

! by iL" 
TJlu Lennon..; have been (}r

dere.i In appear at a depor· 
tatiun hea,·iug hero Tue~:~day. 
Mr. Lcn11on, a BritLh subh;,:t, 
has been unahl.;; tu roJnew his 
'Visa hccause nf a marijuana 
conviction in England in 
1968. 

The Mayor said that the 
attempt to deport the Len· 
nons was an •·unusual and 
harsh action" and that ''art· 
isis of their distinction should 
be allowed to remain here." 

Miss Onu- she i5 known 
by this name professionally
said in an interview yester· 
day that the deportation ac· 
tion was ''really unjust and 
cruel treatment" because 

. "lhev ara forcing me to 

choose either my husilaild or 
my rhild." 

Miss Ono has an 8-year-old 
daughter, Kyoko, by her pre· 
vious marriage to Anthony 
D. Cox, Last month after a 
two.ycar legal battle. tho 
Lennons were awarded cus· 
tody ofthe child by a Hous· 

, ton civil court. One condition 
' of the award was that the 

Lennons live in this country. 
· Smce the court ruling the 
· Lennons have not been able 
: to locate either Mr. Cox· or 

Kyoko. But Miss Ono said 
yesterday that she had 
"heard from mutual friends 
that my fanner husband has 
said, 'All we have to do i& 
hide until they leave.'" 

The Lennons live in a 
brownstone apartment in 
Greenwich Village and Miss 
Ono said: "We both love the 
Village and New York City 
and really want to stay. We 
feel we're being kicked oui 
of our own town." 
~nother effort to stop the 

Lennon&' deportation came 
yesterday with the announce, 
ment at a news conference in 

Washington·~ National Press 
Cluh of the form~tion of the 
National Committee for John 
and Yoko. · 

John Hendrix, an lin~ 

friend of the I,ennons, is head · 
of the committee. He said the 
Government was "trying to 
throw John and Yoko out of 
this country for more than 

the 1 96H marijuana cunvk~ 
tion i h.al .liJhti had:~ He suid 
the recti n..:.'t::illlJ Wtt3 the Len
nons' J·aothvat· stand, thdr 
ubiltty to affect the thinking 
of youth and their suppol"L 
of unpopular bcliefs.11 

Mi>< Ono said at the news 
cnufcrcnce, in a vo1r.e oft0n 
breaking with emotion, that 
''l ;,!.ill believe in America .. 
in AntericJn justice and the 
Amuica11 people ar.d I really 
W•Julrl hkc to stay and look 
for my daughter." 

tater, in an interview. she 
said she <Hid her husband 1 
would like to be able to sec 
through the projects they 
had bcgurr. The one upper· 
most in her mind was "to ' 
open frC>c music libraries
one in the Village and one in 
Harlem-thot would include 
all music...:.classic, jazz and 
rock.'' 

"All the record companies 
agreed they would give us 
records.'' Miss Ono said. She 
said she .also had convinced 
Japanese companies to do~ 
nate :;tcreo equipment and 
mu.sical instruments. 

She got the Japanese to 
dorratc the equipment, she 

• said, because she convinced 
them that they were getting 
too commercial an image in" 
this country and should do 
something constructive. 

The free music libraries, 
Miss Ono said, "would have 
day-care centers where moth· 
ers could leave their children, 
and <Jther rooms where chil· 
dren could take music Jes
:sons, free." 

"We could have it all ready 
by autumn," Miss Ono went 
on, "if we could stay here. 
We didn't think this deporta· 
tion thing would come about. 
It was like a bomb dropped 
on us.'' 

"We have such a deep sen· 
timent for the city," Miss Ono 
continued. "that whenever 
J'nt out of New York I miss 
it desperately." 

Mr. Lennon snid he now 
shared those feelings deeply, 
though he didn't in the past. 

'I Was (Jetting Jealous• 
A few years ago they were 

living in Ascot, England, on a 
70~acre estate in, as Mr, Len~ 
non dcscnhcs it, "a beautiful 
Georgian house." 

"But she seemed to be 
more in love with New York 
than she was with me and I 
was getting jealous," he said. 
"I didn't have that same feel· 
ing because all I'd seen of 
New York was hotels when I 
was here as a Beatie." 

The bnnons said they 
came here tu look around 
quietly in 1969 and Mr. Len· 
non said he finally became 

· convinc~J and now he never 
wanted lu kilrc. 

The stunulaik•n ol the dly, 
;! said, ''is like_ living in ·a 

creative LO~(lp, liKe a unive.:·· 
~ity of artist.r;." .. 

Thcr,, arc some othcrthJUg3, 
too like cuffee ice-cream 
mait<:ds, which he never had 
before. He liked n:alteds so 
uwch h(! was drif;l,ing th~:m 
at ever turn to the pomt 
where he gained so much 
wdght (16 pmmds) that he 
noll' has to limit himself to 

Lwo every {1ther day. 
He said he woultl like to i 

visit other pans of America- ) 
the Grand Canyon, New Or· " 
leans-eventually "but that's 
in the future." 

Had he ever been to New 
Orleans? 

"Only as a Beatie." he an· 
swcred. "It's the same as not 
going.'• " r-

, tlniftd P;ess lnlerr:,, 

John Lennon and Yoko Ono at Washington news se. 
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YOKO FEARS LOSS OF DAUGHTER 

Lennons Ask Help in Visa Case 
Exclusive to The Ttmn from Reuters 

WASHINGTON - ~'or
mer Beatie John Lennon 
and his wife Yoko Ono ap
pealed to the American 
people F rid a y to help 
them stay in the United 

. States. 
Yoko, her voice breaking 

will\ emotion, told a press 
mnfet'Cll•·e here that she 
\lo_llld lt<ll e to leare be
liind h('t' ~ ... ,·c;;~·.old daugh~ 
hT !\yo]\,_) lr fnu.nigration 
.t~utlwritl(';o.; ;-.;uct'{'Cd in rle¥ 
portiug t1wlll. 

The rouple's rntr.v ri;:;u:'i · 
Hpirrd fci.J. ~:J and a 
hearing on their po»ible 
deportation 11 i!l be held 

1neY-t Tuesdu\'. 
i J m m i gnltion oi'i'iclals 
1 hctre :~aid thcv are ~eekin~ 
ithe deportation ot\kr IJc· 
:cause of Lennon's conYk· 
ilion for pos:::eh.-:;ion uf mu
i rijuana in En,l!;land four 
:years agu 
' 1 Long Custod)· Hallie 
! 'l'he Lennons haH' !Jce11 
:waging a long legal !Jatllc• 
f,l:or rustodv uf Yoko's 
[daughter by het· p1 cvious 
!marriage to ,\nlhony Cox. 

!They were granted cu,to-
1dy by a Texas comt but 

I
•Yoko said they. hod bl!c.n 
unabl~ to find Cox ot· th" 
child. 
, "f ~till belir.1 ·~ iu \nwri
~ca, ~\mericcm ju.,tke and 
•1 he American people anrl I 
lreally would like tu ,to' 
~Jlt:l'e' and look fu1· m'v 

l·daughtet·," Yo!w 'ttill. · 
. "If \\Te ;;1re kkl~f2"(l oul, \\·e 
will lose her,'l Lennon a~:~ 1 

l
ser\eu. . 

'· Yoko said the court or· 
-~-~, ler grattting custody o[, 

'yoko Bpccified that she',. 
ust Le bt·ought up in tlw 

"r;ited :States. 1 l The _Lennous' ''P_IJl'di 
li:'er~ came soon alter it. 

1;was disclo3cd that "c'' 
~:York Mayor .Jolm \". Liuli, 
f-aY had asked the <'nmmi;
,:~ioner of the r.~. lnJml::;-

ration and Naturalization 
Service that the couple be 
a!iowed to remain in the 
country because of their 
u n i q u e contribution to 
music and art. 

Lindsay's letter, dated 
April 27, noted that the 
mayor had' talked with the 
J"ennons about their im· 

8 Partl-5at., April29, 1972 

migration problem$. , . 
"They have personally 

told me of their. love for. 
New York City and that 
they wish to make 1t their 
home," the letter said. 

An aide to Llndfia}' said 
the mayor spok~ wit.h 
them for about 30 minutes 
two weeks ago, 

FACE DEPORTATION-John Lennon, Yoko Ono m"tlng 

News of the D 
APRIL 30, 1972 

'i ' 

THE NATION 
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Lirads01y Asks 
<.::: 

' 

Winning 
Lott-ery 

Numbers ~~hra e11r1d v~k 
(.,. 

"'" >. 
c_-;~ ..... .. -~ 
-"-. 

Th(~ '-Vlnn.lng Dl.x:n-"""l.l::::>-er b-:t ti-l.e
~e'\.-V y-orl-c state lottery "'l.Vas: 

258689 
I:F YOU Hi~. VE TIIA'T 

-~ C0~1PLETE NUJJ'IBER. YOU 
~ '''JN $50,000. 

l"-!..s 

':.~ 
!___. 

·--.. 
-.._ 

---~ . .._ 
~ 

,_) 
~ 

(--. 

R. 
~ 

~ 
/' 

< 

~ 
~ 

~ 
~ ... ...., 
"-l.f 

1'-'Q._ 

~ 
~ 

* * * l:f you don't have the con_"'l-
plete numbe-r~ but you do 
have the last five digits_. that 
is~ if _y~our number -ends in 

58689 
YOU '"".IN $5000. 

* * * If yo1...1 have the last four-
digits,. that is_. if your :number 
e-nds in 

8689 
~,.ou '''"IN $50o. 

* * * 'J:f yOLl. have the last three 
digits. t:hat is" i£ your number 
ends in 

689 
YOU ~N $50. 

* * * Ir you have- o-nly the last 
t_,;vo digits .. 

89 
your ticket is eligible :for a 
bonus dra-,.,ving later. 

H.v G.-:1-i:::Oit..<;. "'fi_; ~~Rz·::r 

::VIa~.,.-o_t· T_..ind·say has a1;
I>ca1e<1. to :federal authorities 
t.o- q_ u ash deportat-ion pro
ceedings against :fornLer Hea
t-Je John LC'T1.non ancl his --..,.,.:ife-~ 

Yoko- Ono, and to grant then"l 
pcrrnanent. resideTJ.CC status. 

Tn a strongly -,_,,.--ordc-d 1ett.cr 
to In"l.nl.igratJon and ~at-,__lr

alization S c r v-i c e Con-"1n~is

sioner Rav-rno-n~l. F. Farrel. 
Lindsa_y s;_id that ~~a gravC 
injustice is b e i n g Pe-rpc
t::ralcd.n by the continuance 
of: the proceeding-s -t_o deport 
the Le-nnons on charges t.hat 
their "-.-isas have exp-ired. 

'"'"The onlJ,.- question ~7hich 

:is raised against these pe-ople 
is that they do speak out 
v;...•ith strong critical voices on 
rnajor iss-...:1es of the- ~la~.r,.'"' 
vvrote Lindsay_ 

uif this is the n--.otivc- un
derlying the unusual and 
harsh action ta.ksn. .. ~by the 
TmrTl.igratio-n and ~tu.rallza
tion Service~~~ l-:ie continued,. 
"'•then it is an attempt to st.:.._ 

'Jenc. e Constitutionally pro
~ed F i r s t AmendnLent 
:r·i_gli'-t"s--qf free speech and as-/ 
socia. tion-----.---a..:od denial of t)::H':( 
civil libcrtie"S-o-r--------t.-fl:ese- -t ..... vo 
peopl-e.~-" 

thei1·~ desparate c£Yort to 1'ind 
Yol<:o's 8- yeae- old child, 
Kyoko_~~ 

::\Tiss Ono has said that her_~ 
::forn-.c.r hu~=>and, independent 
fi1r:n J:>roducer Anthpney Cox, 
has disappeared ,.,_·ith I<.:Yoko 
3lthongh a Houston couet 
g-aye tc-tT1}--:>or.ar::').'" custody~ ot: 
the c-h.Hd to the :J"_.ennons_ 

I£ they V\7ere deported_.. thc
I ...... cnno:ns belic,~e~ the-y ,,.__·ould 
lose the child. 

In his letter, sent yester
day- 'Yith a copy going t.o -~t
turncy (~encral Richard C;. 
Kleindienst. I ... i 11- d s a~r said 
t.h at ·'"t.his is t_hc t_:\T p-e of hard
ship that. our irnmigration 
lR-"'\<\'S- must :recognize.n- The 
Lenno:ns... ouster~ he said~ 

'-"?auld. be contrary ""to t.he 
principles of our country as 
,~. c- l I as th-e hurn_anita.rian 
practices .._.,.,,?hich should be in•
plcmented 1-Jy the Dept_ of 
IrniT1igrat.ion.~'" 

Lindsay added that he con
sidered it to q-e Hvery m1..1ch 
~n the public interest,. .from 
the point of view of the citi
zens of New York as v..-.-ell as 
the citizens o-f the country,. 
that artists of their distinc
tion be granted residence 
status.~~ 

I 
L 

Jav 
Koe 
<:liSt: 
seek 
Orl. -; 

J· 

--~ k:. 
'--. --~ 
-----~~ 

-::.__, 

Tickets -wtnntng cash prizes Government proceedings 
may be presented :f'or pay- against. the Len. nons h ave 
rnent starting today at l>een postponed until next 
the 16 district and branch Tuesday to give them more 
offices of: the Ne'\.v York tin""le to file applicati-ons :for 
State- Lottery. All payments permanent residence_ 
vvill be made by state checl~. The chief .st.urr1.bling bloclc 
Prize- chech:s in excess o:f" to the applications is Len

~e#ense #CJ 
0# L.l. Ch1 

$500 wilJ be prepared at lot- non~s 1968 conviction in. Eng-- By G-EORGE C.t-"-RPOZI Jr_ 
tery- headquarters in Albany. land on marijuana. possession The defense today vvas to 
Prizes of lesser v3:lue- will be cha~§..·.---~---- _ ask: for. dismissal of ~-onspir-
pa:ld directly to the -vv-i:n.ners -----B1ndsay wrote~ha:t.-- the a..cy c-harges against- .seho-o-1 
at t.he- lottery of:fices. _ -Couple have t-old hin"l. nof t~ principal Ho""\.'V~a.rd Holder and 

Holders of tlc~e-t"s with ___:t.h.e- love of N'ew Yorl-c: City~"" --==n~ teacher Ly:n.n.or Gers:henson_ 

J.ast: tw? digi·t·s sh. ou~_d----6taln '--..±~at t:he.y '"vi.sh. -t;o live her~e. - The- application, by at
--the"Ir t.1.ckets to- aWait the --The JY£a.yor said he has also torne3-.-s Joh-n. J_ Sutter,_ 
result:s of t.he --bonus dra:"v- !?een .. :made a w a. r e of th represen-t-ing Holder,.. 44~ a.nd 
ing. _ tragic ~d.s~_!:p involve n Abraham "Fr. Brodsky~ de----J,.-N • ..J. 

//- The- "'~inning nun"l.ber 
/ this -.,..,7e~l-t.'s Nc-....v 

lottery vvas 

in 

fe 
"'\.V 

a.• 
e• 
<1 
c 

en ...._. 
........... 
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By Joseph Kahn 
One of the city's larg

est real estate manage
ment firms has been 
falsifving rent inctease 
•ppli~ations, City Investi-
1tion Commissioner Rus-
. charged today. 

· ' he has referred 
.,.,,..,,,, lTo~ 

. •····· . . /0~ ;. ,, I 

...... ,c,, : :j 
Johnson Av., t e ronx, h B 'were served ol

1
ll <( ;;:!. . ~-

which manages 225 rent· the largest re In· · · · · · · · 
controlled buildings. .terests in the city, so far 

Ruskin said a repre· only Stark has been cited. 
sentative of Stark has According to the city's 
filed fraudulent informa· new Maxi!llum Base Rent 
tion for 45 buildirigs in an program, owners seeking 
attempt to get 7¥2 ·per rent increases must cer· 
rent increases. . . ·tify that as of Jan. 1

1 
Ruskm began his mves· 1972 all major violations 

· .,_,_ "o•r. •nd ~80 per cent of the 
• existing as of , . 

-·~been re-

.. 
130 



- Qi 

··a other 

~of>..'!, p..t>RII.. ta. ,qn 
}rk po~i>\ Cofpora'\01'1 

\ 
\ 

1 S Cen\s . \ 

e"\ 

• 
''"' 

131 



their dcsparalo cff,.•tto
 !lnlj 

,,. 
Y

oko's 
8

·y
ra

r·o
ld

 
child', 

•s 
.1\yoko." 

,. 
#!iss O

no has >'aid l h
at hl!~ 

' 
( ~
 

"~ 
1./.J 
~
 ~ 

~ ~ ~
;
 

~
 

1;'
'1::1 ..:." 
1.,.__ 

"' 

.~ ~~ 
"'~~· 
~~·~~ 
~·.~ <IJ 
~
 l-~

 
tw 

('1-ici ~
 

·~~ ~ :l 
·lu;. '... ~ 

'I 

~~ ~ ::::~ 
~ .•. 'lb 't.··. ~.-:~~. 
~.<~c;.·.'-.l 

w
ill 

~
 

P
rize 

' 
· .. 
~
 

..... i 

-~-· ... 

I .. , 
-t_:_, 

I 
I 

' 
'-1

, 

) l ,. 

-· l \ 

I 

.u
 

tery
l 

-

. :ar::~~o tlie•;;;~~~ 
the 

lt the lottery offices. 
couple have told hir.1 "oft 

r 
H

olders of tickets w
ith 

love o! N
ew

 Y
ork C

ity" an 
last tw

o digits shoul 
tain \th

at they w
ish to live here. 

. their 
tickets 

to 
alt 

the 
"'rh

e
 M

ayor said h< has also 
. leSU

!ts ot 
the.~nns 

draw
• 

been 
-!)lade 

aw
are 

of 
th 

lng. 
/ 

"
t
r
a
g
i
c
~
>
 lnV

•llve 

----

-fo
rm

e
r h

u
sb

a
n

d
, il1dt'[lt1ndl~nt · 

fllm
 P

l'O
tlucer A

m
hoL<'Y

 C
o

x
-' 

has disappcar~d \\'itl. 
Kjrok~ 

!i!th
o

n
g

h
 

a 
H

ou:--i.._)r 
court 

~-;;q·e 
t('m

p
o

ra
ry 

1'\l:':itncly 
tlf 

th
e child to

 th<~ lP
:m

o
 ·,s, 

H
 

th
ey

 
\\'C

:re dcp•)J't(, !, th;~ 
L

cnnons hC>lif-vo, 
th('~· 

·-··auld 
los,:: 

th
e rhll1l. 

In 
his 

Jetter, 
::c,('IJ! 

v~-:-;ter~ 
d

a
y w

ith
 a co

p
y goin~· t•, At~ 

l.ot'ney 
n~_·ncral 

H
k

liard
 

G
. 

K
leindienst. 

L
in

d
 s <\ y 

.said 
that. "th

is
 is thn typt.~ n

f h;u·d~ 
;h

ip
 

th
a

t 
o

u
r 

im
l:nip:r.ru ion 

8.W
S

 
m

ust 
reeognizc.'' 

T
he 

.ennons' 
ouster: 

he 
s.tl id, 

'O
llid 

be 
contrary 

"tn
 

the 
rlnciples 

o
f o

u
r co

u
n

try
 a::. 

e
ll 

as 
th{' 

hum
anibn·ian 

actlces w
hich sh

o
u

ld
 b(~ irn~ 

~m.e11ted 
by 

the 
D(~pt. 

or 
m

ig
ra

tio
n

." 
jn

d
sa

y added th
a

t he con. 
ered it to 

qe 
"very m

nch 
the 

public 
interest, ft'om

 
point of view

 of the cili· 
; of N

ew
 Y

ork as w
ell as 

citizens 
of 

the country, 
al'tists of their 

distin<·~ 
be 

granted 
residence 

s.t• 

L 
Jav 
K

oc 
d

ist 
seell 
o

n
; 

J· 

efense fc 
~ L.l. Ch~ 
lR

G
E

 C
A

R
P

O
Z

l ,Jr. 
fe 

_.,rre-
defense today \-vas to 

w
 

ask
 for. dism

issal o
f conspir· 

a • 
acy 

e]!arges 
against 

school 
e· 

principal H
ow

ard H
older am

! 
d 

teacher L
ynnor 

G
et·o:1enson. 

c 
T

he 
application, 

b
y 

a
t • 

torneys 
J
o

h
n

 
J. 

S
utter, 

representing H
older, 44, ant! 

A
braham

 
H

. 
B

rodsky, 
de· 

1.32 



Please do not Place any Correspondence 

After April 24, 1972 

Continued Under PART II 

134 



Aeeietaat Coa.ieeioaer 
Acljudicaticme 

CO 212.24-C 
April 24, 1972 

Jolm w. o. IAalloD, A17 597 321 aad Yoko Oao Le-,1._ ___ .,1 

Oa April 21, 1972, pureuant to iaetruetiou fi'OIIl ltr. J ... • r • Cneae, 
I iufor.ct lh:. MN1te. Dietrict Director, lew York City that no acticm 
ehould be teau em tha thiN pnferllll9 petitioae filed by eubjeete. 

IU. Mark• eteted that he vu recfttly iatarvHwed 011 teliYiliOII I.IIICl 
••• alked whether it .,.., true that John Leaaola vu aeked to be a 
Mlllber of the Dftla AJnaaa Council. Mr. llarke eteted that be heel no 
iafo.-tloa cGDCenlns the •tter. Upoa •ld•s iDqulry at the 
Juetice Depubnt Mr. Cneae wu lafor.ct that Jolm IAimoB bad not 
ben eoaeiHred for appotatMat •• a IIUiber of the Councll. Bwever, 
l.elanoD WU CCIIIIIteeted with reprd to the po .. ibillty of whether be 
-ld be wtlU.aa to act ae a eouultaat or: advlear to the Coaaell. 
He wae c:CIIIIIteeted bec&aea of hie bGina poaU:iea asatut herd druse 
with the tHe that be could exert a beaefleial iafluetace oa the 
youaser seaeratioa with resard to aarcotlee. 

y cc; w lr - Job! L!pppp 

'l'C 1 SB ;cba 

(b )(6) 
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fll" P IJ h r 1:.~ f) 

10 JJV~:!.. 

Fo"" G-25 
(Rov. 6-16-66) ROUTE SLIP I 

To ~. @· ')ate_·~ _,f..._/;...7.,_ __ ~· 

0 Approval ! ' ,j-f 
1

"'72 Room 
0 Comment 0 Note & lletuto 
0 Necusa~ . 0 Note & File 

., actt.on 0 . 

0 
Per telepb S•snature 
co ooe: 

OSee me 
0 As requested 

0 F; or your inf UOQ Onrta-

From ),_JL 
IMMIGRATION AND NA1" Room URAliZA1"10M s~ ---~RVICE GPO 922·615 
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O .. TIONAI... JII'OI'tM M(t, 10 
!10111-'1111 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 

DATE: 
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ll!IC/TC D. E. POWELL 743 

X 

X 
X 

CO 235.40-C 

MARCH 20, 197?. 

ROOPR DIDIR CPA BEJEK BAXEX JOHN LENNON 2/25/72 AND S.A.A. RAMAIAH 

3/16/72. BOTH BAXEX INDICATE NO. 13 IN ERROR. LENNON BAXEX-13 

AND RAMAIAH BAXEX-15, BENED Cl? AS AND DIDIRS EXCEPT OVERSEAS. 

BETIL ROOPRS. 

GREENE 

CC: INTELLIGENCE 

,, uwrrx ASSQCIATE OOMMJ §§IQNFjR 7 mgl G GPWim 

TC :DEP:bkj 
' ;,) 

10 
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b A )i 1 01 J r \' L~ l) e n 1 I 1 (, 

/YJ 1\ 11'-1-i I b) I 1~ l._ 

JOHN LENNON YOKO ONO 

Lennons' Visa Hearing 
Postponed Until April 
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J~ennon, )'oko · Ono 
il,iable to Deportatiol1 

NEW YOHK--Thc district 
director Of the U.S. lmmi· 
'gration and Naturalimtion 
Service annoul\ced that. lor· 
.mer Beatie John Lennon r.nd 
'his wife, Yoko Ono, have 
been asked to appear at i 

:hearing later today to show 
;,ause why they should not 
be deported. 

.· .'i'he dircetM, Saul Marks. 
:said the couple ha<l born 
· adinitted on vjsitm·t 1 viSas 

' . 
'j?omc ti~o a,go'" nnd .their· 
VISas had lapsed on Feh. 29. 

Neither Lennon nor his 
manager, Allen B. Kleil\, 
was available for comment 
on the matter but a source 
close to Klein said he knew 
nothing 'of the order. . . 

Marks dencribed the show 
cause orctet· as ~erving main
ly to notify the couple. of 
the heMina: and 'that they. 
hnd ·lot themselves hcc:nmc 
linille 1.0 dcport,,ti<1Jt 

' . ·- ··~-c-~·---·••·«c~·- : 

·-::::::--.o-::_ "='=====:;;;:;' 

(b)(?)(c) 

31 (6 
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OPTIONAL FOf'IM NO. 10 
MA.Y 11ft EDITION 
(l!,liA FPMR (41 CFR) 101•11,11 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum 
: WORK FOLDER John Lennon 

FROM Carl G. Burrows 
Assistant Commissioner, Investigations 

SUBJECT: John Winston Lennon, A17 597 321 

DATE: March 10, 1972 

At Mr. Greene's request, I telephoned George Owen, Director of the 
Visa Office, and asked that he cable London to determine 

1, Whether subject had been successful, as 
alleged by his attorney, in secur:l.ng "ex
pungement" of his November 28, 1968, con
viction at Marylebone, London, for posses
sion of cannabis. (He was then fined 150 
pounds plus 21 pounds court costs.) 

2, If so, the effect, under Br:l.tish law of the 
legal action involved - quoting their statute. 

I pointed out that this information was needed for use in deportation 
proceedings which are scheduled for March 16, 1972. 

I later verified, from the office of John McGill, Chief, Advisory 
Opinions Branch, that three copies of the cable request were marked 
for this Service, 

CC: WF Yoko Lennon 

DC :CGB :dmw 

· , · tiOi'.~ Log 
·,·ostlgBtions Log 

·-----------------
--~------------~ 

' by: ----------~ 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
5010·106 

148 



Fo1.,, G.15 
(Rtv. 6-TS") 

0 Approval 0 Nott k RtturD 0 Ste me 
0 Comment 0 Nott k Filt 0 AI reque1ttd 

0 Necessary sctioo 0 Sigllatutt @~or yoor inlorliiB• 

0 Pet ttlt~OIIt tlOil 

convttsatlOll 0 Call me Ezt. 

Remarks 

, . ._e a , 

,. .tp_ 
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 

GPO 922-615 
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LONG DISTANCE TELEPHONE CALL REPORT 

DATE ACTIVITY FACILITY: 

rTs.XXX ·····--

J/7/72 50 ,o COMM .. CIAL--

~0--M--, --------1-NA_M_E~I------~~--

Mr, Sol Marks, District Director 
New York, New York 

AMOUNT IOo NOT-FILL IN THIS BLOCK WHI!.N CAlL IS 
HANOL(D THROUGH A 5E:RVIC£ SWITCH BOAR!) OR WHEN 

f"TS IS USE:!'Ll 

FILE NO. 

CO 837-C 
{OFFICE) TELEPHONE NUMBER CHARGED 

212-264-5943 
-T'"'o' ' I''Au•) ----ciO~F"'F-IC::-Eccl------+c,.-,.-===-cc==:-::-c--:-=--·------~ 

I'll ..,.::, TELEPHONE NUMBER CAL..LED 

626-1347 
Carl G. B~o~rrows, Assistant Cosbsioner 
Investigations, c. 0., Washington, D. C. 

---·-=--------~----l-------------- ....... -----1 
CERTIFICATION: • ""T'" THAY THIS omCIAc ""'""' "" APPROVAL: 
WAS NEC£$$AkY lH THE INT£Rl:ST OF' 'rKC COVEA~MF.IH· 

l ' 
1-----_.Ld~.tor-Z;&!:~fWv~-- -------~-·--·--.. ------1 

lSIGNATURt: off EMPLOYEE MAKING THE CALL. '' SIGNATURE OF' APPROVING OF"fiCER, (Rf:.QUifl.:p ON COPY ONLY,) 

JUSTIFICATION: WAS T-~~·~-~ALL MADE AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL MFICE OR REGIONAL OFFICE7 0 YES 0 NO 
IF "NO" IS CHECK EO, ENTER JUSTIFICA liON 

!-..--------------~--·--·-·-·-------·---
SUBJECT MATTER: 

j 

John W. LeDIIDn, Al7 sy 321 
Yoko LeDIIDn, Ll ____ .. ] (b )(6) 

Mr. Marks called to verify service of a revocation notice and Order to Show 
Ca~o~~e on subjects and their attorney. He will send 1o11 a copy of the revocs· 
tion notice and of the Order to Show Cuase. 

The Lennons have returned to New York and are residing at the Bank atreet 
address. I inquired whether either the Order to Show Ca~o~se or the revoca
tion notice made any reference to the fact that the gr01o1nd of inadmissibility 
in subject's esse bad been waived and that the waiver order was alsd revoked. 
Mr. Marks checked the doc11111ents and advised that there was 110 such reference. 
After a very brief diaCWisf.on, he agreed to iss~o~ing a superaeding Order to 
Show Cause which will be ac<:0111p4nied by another letter of notice that the 
waiver bad been rewked. 

Copies of those doc11111ents will be raailed to us also. The hearing date 
remains set for March 16, 1972, in New York City. 

DC :CGB:dmw ~~!Folder 

. -'" ·-~ ---
FORM o-•o <Rev.,.,.,., UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE Immigration and Naturalization Service 

151 



3/1/72 so.o 

Carl G. Bllnows, Autetaat c..tnt.aaer 
Itwnttgattona, c. o., w~. D. c. 

tol Ma:U, District Dlraetor 
Mew Yon, M• York 

CO 837-C 

Ter:.t•ttoa of 11ta:J la the Urd.tei Statu o:f Jo!ut W. Le--. 
Al7 .597 321, ad laie Wife, 'feko a., I I (b)(6) 

I ..:triae4 Hr. Kart• chat u Ud ..._ ~ 4he.t • s.mee butflt lhoU.ld 
be araat.ct the bbjecte ._ ut Ia• of atay nptn4 )'estmt&y, February 29, 
1972. lfr. Jlutt ll to ArUJIII to .... deltftl.' a letter to IIIM:II IGjaete Udlill& 
tbM tlltat tbl7 -- 1 .... th Qlllt.ct 8tatu Wldli• lJ .. ,.. ath copies of tbe 
letter lOliis to u.tr attenay of rMOnl, l.aolt Vl.ldte. 1a tile ..,.. tal>j.eete 
fail to deput, Orden to Sblw C&ue en to bt Uti!IM ..a HportiUoa ptOCUdiJIII& 
illf.tltated. U, Jenner,.,.....,.... .. .,..,. an p.,.. for til$ further atq ta 
the u.t.t.ct ltatq of the f....te djaet I.DCi*at to tiM eovt •tt fw c.w~tad:r 
ot w daUd, c,.no, by pn.or •rnaae to Allt11Dwf D. eo, bel' cue_, be 
..,._t..a fnlll that of tu •J.e •Jaet. Ia ur awat, all appU.cetiollll bJ' tlae 
•1• •Jeet for ext._l.oa of etay or uta.toa of wl-..r:J departure tt• 
abould lie ddf.lld. 

CCI 1a Duplicate • Dlstrtct Director, Haw Yon, lew York 
l'erliOMl Atteattoa: Sol Kam ·with retum of 
CORFIDBIITIAL file .U7 597 321 wllteb nlatee to the 
•Ie luhjeet. 

J CC: WF • John Lennon 
WF • Yoko Oi'\O Lennon----~··· 

( ;c~'''•tions Log 
::--~ve:stlgatiou~ ::·)g 

----~-~----~-----~ 
" led C:r: ---------·· 
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,· -.-

"~'.. 1' Smmds of th~. '\ 
=-- ."1 

Arm Arne: 
!ly ltffi\E SA11N 

.Tohn L<cnnon is esconced in 
n New Yor!; r,!udio rehcarr.ing 
with Elephant's Memory, a 
rock group oricn'cd to rarlial 
politicn which Is said to h~ 
his new band. L~nnon is rc
rport.cdly planning a ''peoples' 
tour" by the r.cw Lennon· 
Memory bruJd1

, to [play benefit 
concerts, but whom the tour 
will benefit bas not been rc· 
vcalcd. 

Lennon had made few bp. 
· . pcaranees since the brcalmp 

of the Beatles, swe for a few 
nppcaranccs wif1 the Plastic 
Ono Band and n recent hcnc
fit for radical leader .Tohn 

· Sinclair, Elephant's Memory 
is a relatively obscure New 
York band, . wifh the same 
radical rightcc.usncss evi· 
denced a ·few :'ears ago by 
MC5. . 

IA'nnon' pow !~ living in 
Greenwich Vil!:•ge with his 
wife, Yoko Ono, wto recently 
hr!d a fhnwlng c-Z '\1hkcts'l at 
a !lew York nallel')r. Ono . 
sourco said Le:mon I~2s :1p~ 
plied fer imm':;-ation ppm. 
"I don't know if he is a"dnJ 
for dtizens>Io, :but l1a has 
~dinitciy 1ftndCcV' th~ source · 
~aid. · 

,. 

EJ 11 It 1mdrf? S tf n c) tf '/ 

J-)7-7~ 
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JJAC/TC Hasil J. Nason 

KX All Regions 

711 

cc 71S.40-c 
FEB 2 · 1972. 

BAXJ;X - 13 P-J f>.J.7 59'3 321. Ill JOliN WINSTON LE.NNOl'l llORN 10-9-40 

!:i•lGLAND ADmTTJ\JJ fl-13-71 AT NYC B-2 PURSUA:rl.' SEC'J.'ION 212 :d) (3) AP-

PLIES FOR r:,;:n:NSION OF STAY, ADJUSTI!ENT OF Sl.ATUS, OR HA; A VISA 

PZTITION !IJLED Il: HIS BEHALF DEFER ACTION AlJD CQC.'TACT CO'llA MASON, 

NOTIFY ALL OFFIC~S ANtJ PORTS !>1ITHIN YOtlR JURISDICTION HH l ADJUDICATL: 
ADJUSTMENT OF STATUS 

F.XlE\ISIO:<S OF STAY /M!J PirrrriOilS.P").J~~TD y?IDIRS ,~, J;ETIL :ocmm • 
. ; \ 

LEHHANH 

CC: A17 597 321 -----.::·-------·-----
CC: CO 235.4-C 

TC: lfJM: anb 

10 
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·:1i 

"A1emorandunz 
TO PILE 

FROM Hasil J. Hason 
Immigration Examiner 

SUBJECT: John W. Lennon and his l·life Yoko Ono Lennon 

'A 1'7 .S77 r; ,~..:· . 
... _J"O a J'< ?4- c.., 
DATE:. february lli, 1 'J~ 

Hr. Bernsen advised February 15, 1972 that the subject 
is to be given no further temporary extension of stay. 

TC:MJH:lmg 
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0 
0 
0 

fJ 

fJ 
fJ 
lJ 
[] 

rJ 

fJ 

7. 

8. 

9. 

10. 

II. 

12. 

I J. 

14. 

I 5. 

16. 

U 'Ef 'TA'it.S D£i•AiHMENT OF Jl' 'IC.l 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 

j,:-;t~l 
~ /1/~3 

Date: 

;2-/-)~ 
/3 

L 

fmmffid<:'nt informAtion Wtl$ r,lVC'O for th~ itrm~ circled in redo~ your applic<ttion. whkh is attached. Plcuse furnish full inform· 
ation nnd retum your applkutiot• to thi~ office, 

(.St'e rndorsemC'nt on nttnched rorm 1·94,) 

Your application for n chanr,e o! nonimminn1nt das.<~ificntion is uppron•d. (5('!" f"ndonemcnt nn nttached Frmn 1·94.) 

Your npplit<1tion to nn.r>pt part-time employm;•nt is nuthorized. (S(•e enJorsem<:'nt on attached Form fJl4.) 

Your npplicntinn to ft('C<'pt prarticnl training is authori.:r.ed. 1- 94,) 

Ycltlr Rpplk:.tion to ll"~""ept <'mplnyment during fht' pt•riod ()f your stay ll~ thr spou<~e or child of nn etchunce visitor Is approvf!',d. 
Thi>'! employrw•n! mu.~t !m discontinued hnmt;>di.,telY H it becutnes llfln('( t•ss<:r.ry for your »UpporL 

Your rcf]uest for pennisshm to transfer to another school ill tlp'-:rovcd 

Your request fnr pt•rmi~nion to transfer to nnother t":rchant;e visitnr prot;·Llm i!! npprovf'rl. 

Yol!r sr:hnol or exchange visitor pror:ratn if! lo<::.'\ted in an nrf:'a \vithin the jurisdietinn of the Immigration ond Naturali7ntion 

5Prvic~ office nt : __ . 
Yonr cmr•·t;pnmknce hnn hrr-;r;,~w~rdcd to fl~~~t offke, 
to your fil~ numh(:r (shown 1\hove). 

Furnish Form 1 .. 20 frnm the school to whkh y011 dt:slre to transfer, 

be din·cted to that (lf'ice. Always rd~r 

In c-nnnection wi!h your desire to efft~ct an e:~~:r:hange )"lro~.:mm transfer. plea!l<- furnish form DSP.66 executed in nccord~nce with 
lbQ inhtrunions on tht• form. 

C'ompl~tt" nnrl submit the ntt~cht•d fl)rm 1·539, ''Applic.atioh to Exfcnd 'Time of Tt•mporory Stny."'. 

Suhmit 1'\ n1rr,.-.,nt Form DSP.66 rxr-cuted by your progr<lm .spon~or. 

Compkte and subrnit th·~ ;\ltilched Form J.S18. 

Snhrnit your pa,sport, which munt be V<llid for at len:o.t slx months bey')nd the period of '('qursted exten~i(''-· 

Your p<~~.~port rnust h .. r.,.valid.ttf'd for a periotl to extf'nrl ~ix montht~ bey.md the ('Xfliration cbte of your rt•qw'!Jh•d !'xtPnHion of 
~tnv. \X'lwn :.•ou r ... ~ulmut your application, anwnd it to show th': nt-w C.' piratinn d;ll<: nl ~·n·tr p;o;~port Abo "•nd in ynur t"<n· 
porarv ··rtt.-v JH'rmit (Form !.CJ4, AHRIVAL-DI:i'/\f<TURE RF.< 01\D). H vour t~mp•"'<rOlT\' e!,try permit is <ttld' ht:d to :<our pii:-!1-
port, th<' Jl'·nmt r.lwuld be r<'movcd for this puqlO$C, 00 NOT SLi\0 1'\l YOUR P/\SSPOHT 

I 7. Thi~ offk,-. w:d,·,--~tand~ you hnv(" not r<"gi~t('rf'd 111 ll shulrmt at_ ~. -· ____ ..... 
l'lt';Hle inf<;ntl< thh< offin• immt.-di,\tdy of your prP;,r·nt <1ctivitv. Your reply WilY be trl<\d(' on thf' fC\'CftH' nf this forn1. 

n 1~. Thi~ ;,ffke Utv:ien;tnn(L~ you Rrf' not Ultr:Vinr. 1\ hrll cour!'~ of studif'$. PlNlSe (';tplain on the revers~· of tf>i form. 

[] 

ll 

:g 
Form 

!''!. ThLq (1ffke underntnnrls you fltf' not an..-.ndir~g d.Js~ell to thf' f'Xlent normally rf'f]uired. P)r-;lSP cx:pl:dn on ih•· rn-.-r,,. of thi~ 
form. 

20. 

21. 

22. 

Form 

ThiH offi'" tmd~rst?lnth thFtt you tlrf' no lon~•·r n!tl'nc:!inp: ,,c_hool. PJ,;.., e PXpl<!in. If ynu rl0 f!(>t int••nd tn r••-UI1l•• ~'·hnr 1 1 Att 1·nrl
nrv <'. inforrn thi~ offkf' immr•rli..tt'lV of the d,, ••. p!.lcC, <tnd milnner of your intf"nt!f'rl dt·p:>rtun: from th<· (_ ,jt•,•d .':'i!.d<·n. Your 
rrp]y n1;1y he made on th,, '"""r!;(• of this form. 

Thi.~. offkr- l•nrl••r,,Lw0<; Y"'1 <lri' no l<>n1;f'r an nuthn_rin:d pnrtidprmt ir- an f'Xfhtl.nt::f' \'hiln~ ·prO):;r.un. PL·a~·· ,.~plnin If \'(Hl d<) 
n .. t Jtdt·n,l In r<·';llfn"" an r·xchanp<'. vi~Hor t>nH:r,l!n, mfnrrn t~li:,. pf!ke li:lmt•d,;lt!'lV of the d,~r_ro, pl.",., nnd m.Jt\J:<·r <lf \'(>l!f int 1·nd,-.d 
dq>nrtor'· from tho:- United .SI<tlt·~- Your reply n~<IY b" mflde on th" rr'V< rM1 of this fonu. · 

l-'/.1 r~J 

Yo11r p.,~~;pnrt ( ( r!d~~~ 
,/ 

1- S4 2 IH<·V JO. 1. (,•)) 
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( 

OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY ATTORNEY GENERAL 
WASHINGTON, D.C. 20530 

MLl!OR!\i'fDUM TO: 

FR0!1: 

RI:: 

February 14, 1972. 

J::l;;. RAYHO'ID F. F!\RRf.:LL 
COMMISSIONER, IMMIGRATIOJ & 
f,JATUR<\LIZATION S!:RVICE /j~ 

RICHARD G. KLEI;JDIF.NST 
Dl:PUTY ATTOR;my GLI!I:RAL 

ATTACHED 

Ray, Please call me about the attached. When is 
he coming? Do we -- if we so elect -- have any 
basis to deny his a~~ittance? 

r::En 1 5 1971~ 
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JOH~ C. $Ti''ll, ;.., M:':i~., CH~'''~•!' 

$'rLJA"ll ;,.,.,.!~lcT.:_/1, 1.'-~, ,,','\''_,~,'I ':-'C\ "• 1~1\'1' 
f~[i~r~'l' M. JA(.F-','::1, \''1\',\1, 

1:.1\M J. ;:·~··rrc J~·., N • .-:;.. 
HO\'I""!d Vi, t:!\').<'!'1, r,::·;, 
Tt.•,~'tJ J. ,_, .. .'0: r:;, N.:t 

HAn"'Y ~ •. nrr,o, :·.-., ·;:•" 
HArJ•' ':l r:.t:.r \'.-', /'"•~-\ 
LLQ'!tJ t-· :: •·._~, ':lj,, 

J' ~'I C. 'rr ... ~, :1, T\ X., 

r; ·r: .. ·H. r•r:-.• ' ,,.·, c~,-_cJ. 

t't,• '• \' "''•:.' _-, 'ol •.il, I· .. ,:. 
~ ,:: ,, ' ,. , .,~. ,c,, r: ,.'I, !"A. 

,'' ;.._!',I~ t;, ~" ,, ;,-, (.' ' 

I' c·hrua ry 

HonGr:::~-1 c Joh:: N. ~-:5 tchr;] .1 
J\tturl l.'j c;cncra1 
nc1\;!rl, ·!··nt of .. h~:-~t j_cC' 

J'i~IS}iiJI~;tCJll, lJ. l.. 

Finc1 attac~1cd a mcJ•!•;J·: ndu;' to me from the st<:ff of the 
Jntcrn:.1l Security SuLo;;:,::ittcc of the .Judiciary Cor::,:,;ttcc. 
J am a l!:c·n1•cr .of tl:c ''c!ilcoJPr:Ji ttcc a:: •;;c:ll 2: the full 
Judicj:ITf Co1:nittcc. 

This oppc:1rs to me tc; ],c 2.11 importe~nt mattcJ, <IT'd J think 
it \loulll he hell for .it to l1c co'nsickrccl at tire highc::t 
lcvl'l. 

f 0 J C'•l' ''Cl' '' ., ( '· j • ' - • ' 

pri CltC 8C-'Ci 01 

ST:x 

C']ClSll!'C 

,. ... '• 

,. ' '"·''" 

manv 11c~·c1ac]lCS n\.Jci}lt iJC ~:Yoic1r:c_l. i 1 [ljl',··ro-
, C' 

be tal;•:• in til!lC. 

1:is!1CS, 

Very truJ;·, 

{' ... "~ r_ . 
• ':: -: <~·'"''b"""' 

,~·.' .i/ t .... ~ ~· ~ • "· ·~>~>:~ .. .... -~ .. 
t: Stro1:1 Tl1urme'J:l1 

(' .. • 1 ~ 

'\:...:.' -

.; ,, 
' . 

<' 
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' . JOliN LE! !NON 

J ' 1 • 'j. • l' TT 't I C:• l . orr: L('llnon) r~c;-;c:nL_y VH~Llng ln rlC l,;nl cc ,J/.,a cs, IS a• 

EriU::.h c~.~~iZ(:n. ric \V;:JP (\ n'J.: ;dJ·~·.r of lh~ forn10l' n111Sical group 

](1'0\·,1 1 ~s 1 ~'"J'hc r~ct:Llcs~ '' lie }l;ts cLd.rned a date: of birth of 

SC!·'.c: 1 nbC:~· ] n, _lr)~iO, :tnd he is prt!.S0nt1y roarl'iecl to a Japant~se 
citb-:cn, c~~l_·._' Yo:·,r) Onu. 

Times shows 
.-,..:.-:-::-,_'-:-... ·'----:-

that Lcnnurt 2-i~:~ his ,\vifc ;~ppcZl.rcd for tninutcs at about 
3:00 a, rn, or. D2cc;•n1Jcr 11, 1971, at a rally held in Ann Arbor, 
Michi[:';C~n, to p;'otc st the continning imprisonment of John Sinclair, 
a radical roel. 

Rac'icd New Left learlcrs Rm:nie Davis, Jerry Rubin, Leslie 
Bacon, St1• Albce't, J2.y Cl·avc•J, and others hctve recently gone to the 
New York Ci.ty .a ''ea. This group hus been strons, advocates of the 
program to "dump Nixon, " They have devised a plan to hold rock 
concerts in varioccs primary ~lection states for the following purposes: 
to obtain ;ccccs:; lo college ~2.l!!pusos; to stirnulc.te 18-year old 
registrat!.o'·r; to p·cAs for legislation legalizing m<'.rihuana; to finance 
t!1dr acUvi<.i.('Si ""cl to recruit porr.ons tci come to San Diego clllring 
the Repuh)i~an r•:c.lir.netl Convention in Ai1gu:Jt 197~. These incliviclttals 
are the ~anH~ p~:c;";ons v1hc; \Vcrc instr1tn1cnt;tl in di.s1·upti.ng the 
Dernocr;c::ic Netlion('Cl Convolttiun in Chicago in I ')68 • 

.1\ccorcli.ng to a conficlenthl source, whose infonn ?.lion has 
proved relL<.bl.c in tl1o past, the activities of Da.vis and his grollp 
will. folJ.ow L1te paU·;rn :Jf tlte r2.1ly mentienec1 above \·;ith rcfcreJtCC 
to John 55.nc);J.il·. Dicvid Sinclai1·, the br·othcr of JCihn, will beL],,·, 
rO::tcl nJZ':!;'.gcr for these 1·nck f(::-J:ivals·. 

n ... _ ... ·j.-~ 2nd .l1:i_f' cc·h0""Li inL(·~-_:<1 to 'tse John Lenrton as ?. dravling 
ca:rd to pror·{JO~.-c L11c r.:ucc:c:-;s (/ ti~.c rock fcsti-,r~ls a!H1 r~Jlics. The 
fif7H1J'C":n fc:r.'1~ lh~tt: tLL; \V.il! pr)IIJ' !r(~l1"'li;tHk-.1lS An1()llJ1ts of rt10nc~y 1Lt·o 
the co:fcl'~.i of the r<!(:\v J/;n· rtJ1-·l c·,-._n only inevitably lead ton clas~1 
bctv;ec~n a con1_-.rr:J11~<:1 rnob or n.~zcd by this gronp and lav.r cnforc:crnent 
ofi:i.c~~-~ls irJ. San Di8::o, 

" 

The sonrcc fc]t th0.t if LQnnon!s visa. lS tcrndnc.tcd it \VOuld b-0 

a strtt.tcgy co:.~ntc:r-"n1cC".;,nrc~ The source also noted the caution 
whkh mur:t be t:c!·.c'n wil'., tc: rc1 to the possible aliena.tion of tl1c 

SO•c<tllcd l8-yc2.r olrl vo'c' if Lc·t;non is e:xpcllccl from the country. 

•• i•' 

• 

; . 

·. 

,, _ .. 
' 
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(b )(6) 

., • ( 
·' .... ' •. -.. ---·~-

LEOi\: WILDES 

"LI~OS\I'!l,IH<:~," 'i. Y. 

v 
Joou"y 31, 1972 ~ ~~ 

'V I 

Sol Marks, Esq., District Director • ~ ~ ' 
I~igatiou ood "'tu<Oli,tiou Smioe -~ .~ ~ . .r't" . 
20 West Broadway • - v~ v<! )-
New Yock' N • y ;, ,,ho WiMCori L""""" ~ \ (V 1V ( 

Al7 597 321 \" . rJ ,X. '1. y 
Yoko Ono LENNON f ' j. \)" ' 9; Cl\,1' . . JI' 

, ·~~ ~ v r 
Dear Mr. Marks: 

period of one month. Tlw application-s arc file~t the sug 
crest ion of your office to a; ford my clients and the Governrr' ~nt 
time to prepare for the; U Li.ng of the applications which we 
dir;cu•;secl, under :3cction 20~: (,:c) (3) of the Immigration and 
Nationality Ar·l. As stated, IDY clients are seriously considering 
cvcn~uJ1. appJl.cati.o11s for ros·i.cicnce. 

In support of the instJnt application, I attach r 
letter from the at.t.ornr:vc.; in !lou on, Texas, who are handL ng 
the leg ell matLC':rs :rc'lilt.Jng t:o the custody of Mrs. Lennon's 
child by a former milrriilqe. 

LW:mf 
Enc. 
11v !Janel 

Thank you for consideration. 

Verf'truly yours, 

I ) I 
-~ ·-~~WILDES , 
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Fom1 Approved 
Budget Bureau No. 43~R031:'. 

r--------~~:-:7=-__;:_:._...:..;,:.:._ ___ '1 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
!MMIGTIATIOJ'; AND NATUHALIZATION SE,\VIGE 

APPLICATION FOR CHANGE 
OF NONIMMIGRANT STATUS 

(Under Section 248 of the Immigration and N"ationality Act) 
~ Plf'a~t' n·ad the in,tmdinn~ on th<· laHt p.'lge 

I wbh to rt'm::~in in the Vnitcd Stiltcs in that new status until 

F(·c Stump 

This applicatiJn is snbmittrd to~ether with thf' rrqnirrd documf'nts which arc hcn•hy mrttl,, ·:t JYirt hereof 'lnd thl' fN' in \iUill of $Ol) ( ' '' '~· 

I FAMILY NAME (Capib\1 Lt:ttt•rs) FIRST NAME -MIDDLE NAME I;ILE NUMBER 6. I AM IN POSSESSION Of=' PASSPORT 

LENNON John Winston Al7 597 321 NUMBER: 182935 
2 ~!LING ADDRESS IN U.S. (Number and Street) (City) {Stat~) (Zip CodfJ ISSUED BY" (C01mtry) 

I o ABKCO I~~us~~ie~nrk IJ v England 00 Broadwa ew 
3 01\.T£ Of BIRTH (month, d,1y, yt·arl 

I cou;:~::~ 
I'OcNTRVOF CITIZENSHI WHICH EXPIRES ON: (~1onth, Day, Year) 

Oct 9 t;t1:Q July 20, 1972 E:ll9JEP:<'L 
' PRESF.NT NONIMMIGRANT CLASSIFICATION DATE ON WHICH AUTHORIZED STAY EXPIRES 7. , AM Arn··~HINGMv .. TEMPORARv ENT'.RY 

H-1 Jan. 31, 1972 l PERMIT FCRM 1·94 -

" DATE AND PORT OF LI\ST ARRIVAL. IN UN!TI:O NAME: Of" vtssEL. AIRLINE OR OTHER MEANS OF 8, I ENTERED WITH PASSPORT VISA NO. 

STATES lq, Au .13 1971 New Yor 
~AST ARRIVAL IN U.S. 

TWA 701 704155 

~):< 
FOR GOVERNMENT USE ONLY 9. MY NONIMMIGRANT STATUS IN THE UNITE~ 

Rec!o~sification to - STATES ~J HAS HAS NOT BEE'N CHANGED 

' 

[Y{rAY DATE ) - / - ),;(L 
SINCE MY ENTRY (If changt'rl, p;ive details) 

GRANTED TO (Date) On l/L7/72 status adjuste 

:2 "'l (;I-)') Ac~io"J~-/Jtd-t. •'"~ . from l-2 to H-1 at I & N 
"'" I .._ 

D Application DENIED V.D. TO (D;~tf' iL,Jz// 1'/ j/~t. Servi~e; Philadelphia 

10 MY PERMANENT ADDRESS OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES IS: (StrPd,· (City or Town) (County, District, P~ widence or Stutcl, (Country) 

Tittenhurst Park, Ascot, Berkshire, England •. 

tt. I RESIDED AT THE ADDRESS IN J'rEM 10 FROM: (1\lonth, Day, Year) ITO, {.\fo~·h, Day, Yearl 

Feb. 1969 Present 
12. SINCE MY ENTRY INTO THE ,UNITED STATES I HAVE RESIDED AT THE FOLLOWING PLACES· 

(Strt>~·t (md :'\o.) (City, Town, State) FROM: (~fonth, Day, Y<•nr) TO·. (Month, Day, Year) '. 
' 

105 Bank Street, New York, N.Y. Nov. l, EJ/l l'rrs~nt Tiill~J 

St, Regis Hotel, New York N y AUG. 13 1971 Oct. 31, 1971 

13. I DESIRE: 'TO HAVE MY NONIMMIGRANT STATUS CHANGED FOR TH£ FOLLOWII\IG REASONS: 

My presence is necessary ln connection with penciing legal pro-
ceedings relating to custody of my wife's daughter, a citizen of 
the United States. (see letter attached) 

~~v0i]I..:·:~:' j}':o.t'd.- ;.~~:-ouc~i;l.i.cLc'l 
1 I - -;·---- · 

. 
14 I SUBMIT THE: FOLLOWING OOCUMENT,tQ'(v EVIDENCE TO ESTABLISH THAT I Wl~,)fAINTAIN "'HE NONJM 

CLASSIFICATION TO WHICH I WISH TO B~ CHANGED: ~ 

!5. MY OCCUPATION IS: -Artist, Singer, Musician 
----

!.'n1n1 J..'iOO me " -701 v. 4 1 N .1·.''" 
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Yll:rJ 0~ E:"-JCAC~[(J IN F!USINF3S Sl Et-ITtR 

7

c,··--c=-·-------- ·~=~;N-ocNoE:oN- _'''\\'~~:1 ,;,_ ~:~;==-~ -~-- ., 
MY Mor::_~;~INC0'~-.~-~~~--~~0.-~:.?:~-~-~-~! ... ?..~ 8USIN~S.S :_] .. ~.~ r) WAS· ·-~ ------·-·-··- ............... -~-~ 

17 IF NOf EMPLOYED on FNGI\GF.rJ 1~1 AL'CdNE55 IN THE U~~JTEO STATES, DES:RIFH:: FULI.Y TH£:: SOURCE AND AMOUNT Of' YOUR 
' INCOME ABROAD AND HOW S\J.Pf'ORTCO WHILE IN THE UNITE:P STATES ,_ 

Off_icer of Ann1e corp_s. Ltd. Reimbursement of 
1a r ~AM 0 AM No~-ARRIED ·········· =-:---=~....::__..:::..___ -·~·---~-

\.iirl(' "' ':ip,lli,l' 

Yoko ono termon, N.Y. i "'"''""'" '""'m"' u a pan 

---------~---+---f------------

'· ~-;-;_._ ;r SECURED THE FOLLOWING NUMBER OF EXTENSIONS OF MY TEMPORARY SrAY :N THE UNITED STATES: 

i\umh, t' l\lcmth, D·ty, Y•.·ar' 
t---------_-_-_-::__2 _____ ~'~1Y'__':L~A~S~T~E~-X~T~E~N~S~I~O~N~\:V~I~LL=-:!:~X~P~iR~EE_C0:N~•-----=::_:= .... ::: ... ::: .... ::: ... ::: .... :: ... ::: .... ::: ... =: ........... 0.:.9:!!: ........ -~.!.'.-=1c:9:_:_7_::2:__ __ ' ___ -J 
21 I HAVE REGISTERED UNDER THE ALIEN REGISTRATION ACT, 1940, OR SECTI:JN 2G?. OF THE IMMIGRATION AND NATIONALITY 

AC'T. Ofl IN CONNECTior.• WITH MY APPU(;ATION FOFl A VISA. AND MY A~IEN REC;ISTRATION NUM13E:R IS: _. __ Bl~--~-~~-" 

':::2. I D HAVE~ HAVE NOT SUBMITTED iHE ADDRESS REPORTS 11EQUIRt;.D 5Y THE ALIE:N RE:GISTRATION ACT OF 1940. 

AS AMENDED AND RY SECTION 265 Or TH£ IMMIGRATION AND NATJON•At.ITY ACT 

21 1 Q:q HAVE 0 HAVf: N01" SEF~N ARR~STED OR cor,JV'rcrED. OF ANY GRIMI~·AL, OF'F'ENSE IN THEHu·r.:ri·r·e:·o·--s-T'ATEs OR lt;J ANY 
roREIGN COUN'i'RY IF ANSWER IS IN ~HF: AFFIRMATIVr!. GIVE DETAILS- Magistrate Court, Marylenone, 

London, 11/28/68,possession of cannabis; fine :b150 
:'4. I Cl HAVE f'C_1 HAVE: NOT CI.AIMED EXr:MPTlON FRQM UNITED STATES MILITARY SERVICE IF' YOU fiAVE GIVF. DETAILS: 

25. i [_] DID ["]DiD NOT REGiSTER FOR SELECTIVE SERVICE. 

OATL I SELECTIVE I BER AND ADDRESS. OF L.OCAl. SOARD 

'~)trf'l' I- th' lf''.' ~. C ,,• .. 1.,-. od hc·l.d (1((,•<\\f'i'CO'•'•' ''''"'"' t•,,. 

r=~~==~E~;~~R~P,\RI~JG FORM. 
r::
1

!27 i,.,"L 1-.• tl ,·~·, tl '1·•/'·.·.•_,.,:,.~-~--·-,:_:---/ ---,,,-:-.',,.--~-~~·.·,,. •, 1 1 , ~ - · ~ t ,., ·I>:J,:((, ,. (" cl ;, !J,'r}•l 011 nil 

"('I'•' 

i L1:on Wildes, Esq. 
1 --c;:" 5 ~_S_MC!d ison _A"\Tenue_, .. _ N e\\l~ork N 
L·-··----~-·- · .\ddre-·· 

1972 

10022 Jan.28, 

. - ::J 
' ---j 

I 1972 _l 
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ri"'L'JG'H':· -·o E:1T~IIi!1 

HI!: , ·-·rrm<~r~'' ~;Hv 

\ 
/ 

~ H''~'>t:'W .n··pt,'~ l(t "rlHTJ ttl FM;'(\':U:'I ',fAY IN 
]P[(:tl r.~.'fY·'; 

1, '': r r ~~tr 
JO!IN 

~!!D!'ILI ti~.~H f IF rJ!!f\ll~P 

ONO 
,,.,,.,.,, ,,.,,,_,,.,,!,.,,., 

ll- Mfdl ,:Nc AI'DIH ss IN i i :. I ""''''''' n·t I \II, ..t) (tu. / :c / oABKCO INDUSTRIES 1.700 BRDWY 
.'>ruit•l I,,. 1 ,.f,-1 

N.Y. N.Y.10019 
4. flAlt; 0'.- (WUll (H.• 11"' 'r..} . C!l\J~PfiY Of CITI.t'IJl',HH' 

10/9/40 ENGLAND : ENGLAND 
5.' NtlN]~'~ CLASSIHCA!ION I 

r>Al'E ·oN WHICif ,,u,mimJUI S1A.Y fXt'IRlS 

November 30, 1971 

. 
iff ~li\Mt' 

llAlf 10 Wt1•CII (~TfNSION IS IUQ'I)'.lf'\ 

FEBRU,\RY 28, 19 72 

BUSI\IESS 

IHI\;,(J"i fOF. Rfl tJfSIINC F:<HNS!O~ 

SEE ATTACHED 

:11 NumbM. Sltt•,·l, 1 ·t~. Prllionrtj :_~,.,,,-1 und \.()tmtrv ol Prrmn•hmt lii'·-Hkttrtl 114. USUAL OC\.IWATION IS ---r
1

15 .. $oC.:Al.s£cuRifV.-No. 

ittenhurst Pk./Ascot/Berkshire, Eng. _ sician ... None -· ---·-~- _ f 
1/f nmw, •lnff' "non,•") 

6 J :KJ AM I 1 A "'I N!lf 111111 r, ' It N , 1111 1r to rpply lor ,•tter '-rr.n for vour 'Pl' 1sr• anrt rhrlrh~1 ~rve e lollowm!; (Stfl l~.tn1dr n -.; ll _ _ __ .... 

r oko N~:~~·ll ;·~~,~~~;:~~ I'll,, IN II W' f)' r::::r : • """'' "' '"" : ., •• '''"'" r·"~ "'" ;~;)"' """' 
I I ' I 1 

I 
NOH": II ~IJO!I~r! ~r,,l drrldr,•,l It>: vllr·-'rn ~··u ar•· '"'''~ro~: ;o~!r•n:.10n do rwt r~'rd~ r•nlh Yflll. l'l'''' ttwrr C(rtnplrtr• J.ldrP.'>"> on a· •par~tr alta(hment to !hr~ applrcJtron 

'' f'"·•tl ''11•11'•'' ,., "lt.H··· (\',,··1 Havf\ No 
i I~ V(llJ )l.J\Vt fllfN IMI'l(l\''[1 tlH INt:At;t[l IN [HI~INf~S IN 

.. __ JlftN lMf'LOr·~o 01-! fNGAGEo N nUSINfSS II'; THE !!NITEO $TATES. 
Sll\l\S_ COMf'lflt TI-l~ kt)l lH 1\IF fHOCK 

I NAMI A Nil AlH!I-:1 ss Of t Ml'lrlVf H r li~ HIJ:\! Nf ~s 
I 
I 

I IUN(l \Jf IMI'LiliMINI (If! i\ll':iiN!Yi 

l!i If' VOu Allt' A !IMI'tlHAHl' VISITOH fOH I'LfASittlf (!1:)\. CUMf'll\1:' lfll; lll.OCK I WIVE 

I tU!:IIVf 
·!• .... /1,·,·1 .. ,,,,,•/,' 

l'l lAM Vl'\!l!NG HH Hl(lOWING "tli'.Ot~·; IN OH liNIIf!l SiAT!:i 

NI\Mt t:IIA:II 1 ~"'1ii' I 

/(1 I 1\IIAt:fl WRIIllN ~;IAIIM\Nl fiWM ALLEN KLEIN 
{)f Hll$ Af'~'IW-111<1~ lllflilVl Slll'fl :i1AilMiN1 FlllJ lr;,rt M<'' 1 f\1-'"1 :I f'ARI Uf 

I ctHTnY 1HA1 llH A!HJVt I) lHll! •IN:~ t:llR\~1 
·~J\~NI\TlJt;.\ Ill At'l'LICA~t ( .,· _ (l.,![ 

) ·. ~l I. '--\:J. ""'"'" \,...vv \ 
, -~ ANlfU')S LAt1't trll~ Ntlll(:f 01 ~~:!llJ["j ON Al'l'll '1\llr'~ 

f Y. t 't ( l P I' f t ' I'J I ( V f t: \ I I IH\ lL Y 1\ r\j t ' l.' L t • \1 ~ ~ 'I I ~ , l \ , H r'-.J r \ ~ 1 E 
1\1.'\ I \ IN'; f \I 1 [lIlt ~~' ·, .i~N L) I f .l\ 1'1'1~ 1 'I·' f\ 1 >\ ] t· ·' lr 1 l J, ~· , '< '' I N 1 t 1 ~ 
'd'JI.r t ·, t\1 L, 1\V 

"'Iii, NA\11 John Ono Lc>nnon 
'i!IH t I 

Aillllii \S <:./o AllKCO Ind. 1700 l).~oadway 

flAHS 11\:H t.Mf'lOYMENl OA BUSINfSS t>H;A~ 1\ND [N(H_[] 

··-·- ·-····-DOlLARS IN 1 IF UNITfO STI\TfS. 

1· At'f'Ul:\llllN 
oArr" }lovember 26, 19 71" '""""''. 

~· •• ,. l~ltrll• ' .• ,. ) 

SIGNA\lJ.:t llt I'IHSDN f'NH\ll!N·.i III)IM lill~Hir· !Jh\NA'''i;r,"M1 

\. I \ 

November 26, 1971 
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(b)(6) 

I 
' 

AFFfDAVlT IN SUPPORT OF AJ'l'l.lCAT10N ----· ------·---- ·- ------ --· -------~--------------·- ------- -- .. --' -----·--
TO EXTEND 'J J MJ~_O.l~' _ _J'.Jit-_!l~fH<~J~Y. _STAY ON IIE!IAU UF 

.JOliN ONO LENNON AND YOKU ONO Ll·:NNON -- "'"-- -- -- ------~- ·---· -- - -·-- ----- - --- -· 

STATI~ OF NEW YOHK ) 
) :-~: j • 

COUNTY OF NEW YOHK) 

1. J a"' Pn-:d.dent· of /\1\VC:O IDUSTn IE~. , INC. 

!or .JOIJN ONO U•:NNON, YOJ<O ONO J.FN!';ON, LE(JI(r;r-: ilARJ{ l :iON, .md 

1
1._ ___________ .. 1 :is vl<'lJ ns ,t:he Aj.plt• gr'•'!J' of co! pnnic-•!. 

]'J/'/. 

i 1 .11 f j Jv] ']'" :-~ • 

·, .. 
_1-!HJI;il Jlil'Jf"' !H--t-jf j ii 

ddli;..:hl t._-r 

,l _; 1 d j l j_! j i--', 

( ~t i / > t J J (- ' ; j J (' ' 1 :; ;- 1 ; '. ! ."j ; j f j !_'IJ 1 

-. 

!it l~(J'/ --~·;f~·-J ~ I I . 

J ~) /; 

r, r ' J j ( ;} J ·n j · , , . ; j ~j f f d ( ! j t. !;t· J! ! '} 

'j._r< 

{ ;; ' ) I; , } '-J 7 ] , I. ) l ] ' ! 

<-1'-r i/.. 
•J\..'.' •:: 

1 ";! 'I"_ .. ~ ·. -, y 1_. ( ;~ t . A 

f ~ ' {- J (· 1 f ~ 
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I 
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... 

LEON WILDES 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

.ff.f~~ 

Jt:v ~~ ff?Y. {(}()22 

CARLE: ADORf:SS 
"lJ::ONWILDf:~.'' N.y. 

January 31, 1972 

sol Narka, Baq,, District Director 
X..igration and Naturaliaation Service 
20 weat Broadway 
New York, N.Y. 

Rea 

Dear Kr. Markaa 

John winaton LBNIOI 
Al7 597 321 

Yoko ono LENIOJ 
[ I 

Attached are application• I-506 on behalf of tbl 
above named to reinatate atatua •• viaitora fo¥ an additional 
period of one 1110nth, 'l'he appllcationa an filecl at the _,_ 
qaation of your office to afford my clienta and the GoYexa :tat 
tU.e to prepare for the filing of the application• which .. 
diacu•aed, under section 203(a)(3) of the I-.ivration aa4 
Nationality Act, Aa atated, my client• are aerioutly coatiderlaf 
eventual I?Plicationa for reaidence. 

!~ .. upport of the inatant application, I attach a 
letter fr0111 the attorneys in Bouaton, Texu, who are handlint . · • the legal mattert relating to the cuatody of Nra. Lennon'• 
child by a former marriage. 

LWallf 
Inc, 
By Band 

Thank you for your conaideration. 

172 
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(b )(6) 

(b )(6) 

FILl 
co 212.24-c 
January 14, 1972 

Aaailtlat ca..t.aaioaar 
AdjudleatiCIIla 

John W. 0. IAnnCIIl, !17 597 321 ancl Yoko Ono LennCIIl,•'----•' 

M1:. I. It • F fftlleb , Dlpaty Jealoa.al eo-ltaf.CIIlU, Soutbuat lepCIIl, 
telephCIIlieally ldyiaed today aa foll011 coaeernlas aubjecta: 

!'be written atat .... t ftlluutlll'l fr• aubjacta bal buu 
•ubcd.ttlll'l. It 4oel DOt appear tbat there h&Ye ben 
claU.berate viol&tlCIIla of 1tatu1 by eii.Piing lu uD&Uth• 
orialll'l pedol'lllllcel. 'lila IUb jaeta did lll&ke ~~neral 
appeaneea1 for whieb they nceivlll'l 1llll ec~~~ptiiHtiCIIl. 
A letter will be written to Uae 1Ubjeet1 explail:lias 
to thea Uaat they .. , aot aive aay performance•, live 
or tapecl, repnle•• of ather or aot they neelve 
e•pe ... tioa ualeaa e -t.d.JI'&!&t vt.aa petU:ioa for 
the pedor~~~~~~ee• hal fir:at ben appt:V9ecl. It will be 
further expl&illlli to tb• tbat e -umtarent viaa peti• 
tiCIIl 11 aot nquind oaly vbeu all perfRMrt, entertai1111ra 
allll auaiciau t.avolvecl ill a c:harity ahov receive no c
peaaatiCIIl. 

Hr. Ffnaeb 1tatecl U!at in ldditioa tba aubjectl nqueatecl 
a extanaln of at:ay bacaun a court heariD& hu been 
aeheclulecl la Rouatoll, Tnaa in coaaeetiCIIl vitb the chlld• 
cuatocly lltiptioa. 

M1:. Ffrnc:h allo atatecl tbat the pet1tioaer (Mlu Douglaa 
Show) pl&lll to have aultjac:ta Gillott fiva 1\ hour llbova. 
All of then will be t:apecl in January allll will Ita telniaed 
ill February. 'llaa t:apiag caanot bl c:o.pletecl in lell than 
the 17 claya requutecl by the petltioaer. 

Mr. Ffrnc:b rec-llllecl that the •ubjecta' cluaificatiCIIl 
be chaqecl to lt•l until Jaauary 31, 1972. The aubjacta 
wlll bl illatructecl to fila an application on rora 1·506 
for that purpoaa and to file an lll'lditional applicetiOD OD 
that fora to be eb&llatcl back to 1•2 cluaification upn 
c:o.plation of the pedoZ~UtDC~a which they will be tapina 
in the latter part of January, Upn appreval of tha appli• 
cetiOD to be chanpd fr• B·l to 1•2, an exteoaiOD of stay 

1
, will aiault&naoully be grantecl to February 29, 1972. 

cc: wa - Joha LIDOII cc: .&17 597 321 

'II:SB:d1111 ~=~1 _____________ 1 
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. ,. . 1 • 1 l . 
".1.11.~~.aac p uo.l 

., '' ;; ' 
'"·•'·' • john ~ennon 

~-·J o .\:J::co :nc~. 
2.7C'lC'l Jro:t.d.u:.:.y 
:ic': ; or·,,, l;Y 10019 

Lennon: 

:i)ennsylvania 19102 

v: ~ :,.::;:._" .'- to ;c-;_~'_:..ry '\ro:r~\.(~1!3 o-:;.' di ::/,~:~::: ;~.:1C:(l 

' 
~ ...... 

:.:e~":_ -:~ ;~:1'--- ;_~•.)::.::.i -:_y, uu""Cl1oriz:J.. yo-__~:;:- stay in the U::i ~eel ~~ta"ucz 

~o w-~._~--.:c.::..::·y 3~, l9T2, arc 

0::12 f0::." 

·:x): .. , ... ±'~~lc c '.-' -·::. ~~;:1 l:.,:r,.; 1- o::."' 
.... ~"o.:_"::.c::::-~_; reC·: -:~ v,;; .r~ ) :rc:.::.::::c::-:::t "'vio~J. 

"' - '""",. ' ., 
• <' " '• \ •• 

•"""' ~ r 
·-~' •, 

.·~. 

Jist::.":'..ct J:!.rcctor 

~ -. o '-"' ;,.: ~~-:~ c~: 
---"-~-~;:-':C-~: :'~):"" 
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Form Approved 

(1\ITED STATES IH:I'AilTMENT OF JU!iTICE 
1~11111;1! \TIO'< 1\D '<.ITIIL\LIZ.\'1'10'< SEUVICE 

t'l' Sr.1mp 

Hudgt:r Hun•.1u Na. 4.l : 

APPUCATION FOR CIIAN(;E 
OF NO~IMMIGHANT STATlJS 

(Under Section 2-L4 •'l( t\H· [nHilif~rdti•m .tnd Natinn;tlity Act) 
~ Plfl<tSfl te;Jd tho mstructions on the last pagl:l 

I hereby apply to have my status in the United States changed to that of a nonimmigrant 

I wish to remain in the United States in that new status until 

This application is submitted together with the required documents which arc hereby made a part hereof, and the fee in sum of 

2. MAill~lG ADDRESS IN U.S. (Numhn ,ltld Street) (Ctr\ (StJ.tcJ (Zip Codl') 

c/o ABKCO IND, 1700 BRDWY, N.Y., N.Y. 10019 

6. I AM IN POSSESSION QF PASSPORT 

NUMBERo 182-035 
ISSUED RY i(..,l:rHr\·: --------

ENGLAND 
'WHICH EXPIRES ON; .'.\1on~h. D,ty, \' 1·<~r) 

July 20, 1972 
7. I AM ATTA:HING MY TEMPORARY BNTRY 

B-1 JANUAR'L)1 1Q7? PERMITCORMI-94 
fc,,-.::;,;,.,\-;cT 1::. A;:;N;;;D-;Pv;O;;cR;:-r ;;,0 F,.,-L A;-;5c;cT--;A0RR"'I"V A;.,L~Ic;,N""u"'N;-;ITCCE;:"D -l::N-;;AM';'f£. O~rc;_· ':'fv E ;, S t L, AI 1 l~LI'.-cN!c,: "oRtiO T~Hf,.'::~N ';,M:-;F-;;AN.,-;;5--;0:7Fh-8.+1c;Er;,:ci1"'Eo-;R'C<Eo;D;-;;:Wo-IT;cH:c;P-,A,;$ S";P'C'O;";R;-;T,-,-;V.,-;1 S-;A-;N:;;0,-.--

51/I.TEG LAST ARRIVAl~ IN U.S. 

Aug, 13.1971JFK TWA.701 
ff ~U~ GOVCHNMENT USE ONLY 

~ ") '• • "I 

f· 1 ·''. 

9. MY NONIMMIG;:{ANT STATUS IN THE UNITEC 

STATES~ HAS 0 HAS NOT BEEN CHANe 

SINCE MY ENTRY tlf Lh.!ll~l·d. t:llt' t~d.lr:~ 

I have been granted an 
H-1 for appearances on 
the David Frost and Die 
Cavett Show 

110. ~-lY PERMANENT ADDRESS OUTSIDE THE UNITED STATES IS; iStrrct: {City{ fuwn) ·CuuiH\' Jlr·-'rl"t. l'r,>liJ,r:"· ,.- \utc· C,>~tl:~, 

iTlttenhurst PI<, Ascot, Berkshire, England 
111. I R~SirJF::O AT THE ADORE:.•.:iS IN ITEM 10 FFWM: :J\L111t\.. l>.ty, Yor) ·------::;T-;::0--;-,1\-,,,c:u~lc<l-:-'.,-)--;\c-,-.u--

' Ja~~~l969 Present 
!12. SINer:: MY r:.NTI"lY INTO T 11E UNITED STATES! HAVE RESIDED AT THE FOLt..OWING PLACES. ·"-----------

1 
ISfro·,·t <~lid N,, I Trry, TiiWII, ST.Ill) 

~OS_Ba12k2_to N,Y,, NoY, Nov, 1 J 

~"-H<Llcd IA"""g_,_, _,1'-"3_._, --'1'-"-9-'-7 ,.,_1 --+1 Oct 0 31, 19 71 

~I OE.SIRE TO HAVE MY NONIMMIGRANT STATUS CHANGED FOR THE FOLLOWING REASONS: 

To allow me to tape five appearances 
Douglas Show, Said tapings are to be 
weeks, 

as guest host of the Mike 
done over the next three 

14. I SUBMIT THE ):"QLLOWJNG DOCUMENTARY EVIDENCE TO ESTABLISH THA 
CLI\SSWICATION TO WHICH I WISH TO 8E CHANGED; 

SJNGP.R, MUSICIAN. ARTTS'r 

'1')\\J 
3''1"".\J .: '.\,.• "' 

...; ..... 1 ' • ! ' ' ,J 
VI H ,1T:l C ':_ I , rL 

UJ 8G r. PIN~\ 
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, 1 (). • ..--i H" V"·-::~:=::"-:A-:v-::F.,.. -:N::O:;-T;-;8:;-F;::.;::E:N:~E~M~P;;L-c.:--:"::-;:O:;R~E-;N;G A G F:O 1 N A'J StN ESS sr N c E EN r F. Rl N 
LV, ·-~ 

I AF~-~~)~ftfi.TI\/F., CO""PLF::TE THF: FOLL 
I r;(l ···.~~·;_::·;-r~-')---:~-~;-;:JA:;:·~;frt.ISPH-:~)S rN"WHiC'H 

I'.IITF:':D SrArr.:·.,tF ANSWER IS IN 

AM (X! WAS EMPLOYED 

I 0p k·" r.~:occ' ,~n"' :.~ :.kc:.:ccs·ch:".O'"W~----·-;-;;o:o.;;;;:----c:-·-··---·--····~ 
! r:,.., David Frost Show 1 240 44th Street, N._,.Y . ..,':·-:c--·----
1 •):' · · '·" ·.' .,-~, r'.:H,/\G!.'>':NT IN-BUSINESS BEGM~Or~ 

1 

ANO ENDFoON:" 
i 

I .,v·;,.:;,:,, · """ME~~;~~~~);:~~M·"1"h"Vu.Z,hsso-;50 wAs s-~J/go~onber ·~6'~19]..1_ ___ _ 
h~r-~~)].~,::-,;!.'',~Ov!··o·c"7;;:•.,r:~.--(;·;;D IN ~~~$"j"i~ESS IN HiE UNI·r··EQ;;:·ATES, DESCRIBE Ft;J:·L' f-,;;::·soun_£ AND Ar.<:)•np· or. YOUR 

! I~JCO·'·'':: f,ilfJo.v:;. ·\~J" \-1()W 'iUPPorlTr:D WHILE IN fHE:: UNITEO STATES: 

I 
LQ.ffi cer_()f Aripl_e S.O.!P..!lJ_Ltd~"-J3:e.imbur.s.~lll.ent _()f _expenses ______ _ 

C
8 15( 1 r11 1 _;•1'v1 "Jc"":-,- MA <r'l£ 0 

\ ,, 1 ,t c; Hh~ /'r,~~l11 1ddt< ,, (I lift n~lup •( uurtrr\· · 

6Ko_j}no_Len_Qon S_a.!]le a,s abov~. .·JBp~-------. 
119. I HAVF: _.on.e.... ,(,<~rrdlt'i)OF CHILDREN: (LJ•,t ,i,il,Jr,·t\ !J,·]"wj 

20. I HAVE SECURF.:O IHF.: F()LLOWING NUMFJER OF EXTE~SIONS OF MY TEMPORARY STAY IN THE UNiiEQ STATES. 

21. 

!Nutnlwr't ~jy LAST EXiENSION WILL 1::/PIRE ON: {~1 unrh, /.),~y, Vt:H' 

·· Tanuar+J.± 197·"&--------~ 
HAVE R~GISTERED UNDER HIE ALIEN R~GISTRATI()N ACT. 1940, OR SECTION 262 oi THE 1(,1MIGRA FION M~O NATIONALITY 

ACT, OA IN CONNECTION WITH MY APPL'CATION FOR A VISA, ANOMY ALJ~N REGI.ST8ATION NUM8Ef IS· 

HAVF.: NOT SUBMITTED THE ADDRESS REPORTS REQUIRED ElY THE ALIEN REGISTRAliON ACT OF 1940. 
AS AMENor:::o AND BY SECTION 265 OF T14E IMMIGRATI0N AND NATIONALITY ACi. 

HAVE NI)T AEnJ ARRES1ED On CONVICTED OF ANY CRIMINAL QF-"F"ENSE:.IN TH£ UNl' ED STATES OR IN ANY 
COUNTRY, 1r:: M~SWER IS IN Tf'E AFF'IRMATIVE. GIVE DETAILS: 

See attachment 
24. I[] HAVE~ HAvr~ NOT CLf\IMEO EXE'-lPT!Of~ FROM UNITED STATES MILITARY SERVICE, IF YOU HAVE GIVE DE:TAILS· 

2 S. I 010 ~WT f<EGISTER FORSE .ECTIVE SERVICE. ·----,-1-f you h.~vc r,•,•l)rncd ~·.tvc tf·>c-f:-.,::IJ-,,-w-i<-lg-!---·--------~1: !.'>ELECTtVt SERV __::j_ NUMBE~ ~:W ADDRESS o~F LOCAL SOARD 

========1 
0/I.TF:: REGIST[Rf::O 

20. i H1<1t th" niJr)vro r·j I run .1nd r:nrree,t to rH: hW,t of my rno·Nir•dqr~ ;Jnd bolipf (It form rn)n;,red by other thdn <)pol,canr. ·~at p(•rs(P1 rnust 
<l>'C'.'J tr• ttr~rr, ') 7 ) 
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.. "' .'"., •• , .• ~q _.;.:···A'"l5 , , ..... _, ·-: 1",, ._.,."'. r.;:: :1,·(\-... ·:c~~ 

Ill' · ir>n .m·. '\,-[lllid· ·:·.ti tr. ~;l'l\ iu 
,.,.,__\., H. ~~:.co.~d ~)t;:=-e·J1; 

I'ill.lr,clslpUn, :?o. L<nc;~ 

( 

NOTICE o:= APPROVAL OF i~11NIMr~IGAt,NT VISA I'ETITION OR 

JFLXTENSION(ICSTI\YOFHOFILALIEN Janu£<ry 17 , lCJ72 
-------- -·---

Nr\:\H; AN() 1\()DHI':\S OF U\.11'l0 1f<; 1l ()f1 THAINEn 
r~ 1\ ')I • J I HI ! J I ! I (.II• II • •!~' HI 'II~ ICIJ\fll[. : 

---·-----~-------

Mr. Solvntore J. l~iore 
Ass•t. to Rusinosn Manager 
Wostinghouse Broadcasting Co./ 
Mike Douglus Show 
1619 Walnut Street 
Philadelphia, PA 19103 

John Ono L!!;NNON 
Yoko Ono lliNNON 

(. ·, fl :,·I I(,/\ T I (I (•J 

H-1 
r II ( t J () 

PHI•N 3954 
0/\Tf: Or- API'ROVAL 

Jan. 17, 1972 

PLEASE NOTE THE ITE~IS BELOW WHICH ARE INDICATED BY "X" MARI<S CONCERNING THE ABOVE BENEFICIARYIIESL 

0 THE PETITION H/\S BEEN /\PPROVEO AND FOnWAR,DEO TO THE UNITED STATES CONSULA'rE: AT WHICH THE 
BEr'>IEFICIARY OR GENEF!Ci,\RIES WILL APPLY FOFl \ll[lA ISSUANCE, f' .. NY INQUIRY CONCERNING VI:;A ISSUAf'~CE 
StiOULO BE 018t:CTE.D TO THE CONSULATE AT --------- -·----~·--·----- ------· 

HilS SFR IHF 11'/1./, /I/o 11N,I/1Ui nHiiSII'I:R ,1,\) /Srl(!ffll' CONC/o"RN/,V(, 1'/S;I!S,W:l.\~E_ 
~--- ~·---- ---------·--------··-----~-------'-------------------~ ---

n-HO PETITION HAS BEEN AP"'RO\/ED. IT IS INDICI\TED THAT THE B£NEF ICIAAYIIES) WILL NOT REOUIP VISA(S) TO 
EN;ER THE UI\JITEO STAlES. NOTICE OF APPRO\IAL OF THE PETITION •-lAS BEEN FORWARDED TO Tl-• INTENDED 
UNITED STATES PORT OF ENTRY PLEASE NOTir::Y THIS OFFICE IMMEDIAiELY OF ANY CHANGE IN Tl- INTENDED 

PORT OF £NTRY 

-~ Januar" ~1 197~ .A.A. IHE APPROVED P£TITION IS VALlO UNTIL ---- --·---~ .. 1 -~ ------------ ------

THE TEMPORARY STAY OF IHE HENEFICIARY(IES) IS AUTHORIZED TO-

X~ REMARKS: The petition has been approved, 

SEE ATTACHED SHEET 

U OOCUI\1F:NTS WHICH YOU SUBMITTED !N SUPPORT OF YOU~ PETITION HAVE SERVED O,UR PURPC' :E A"JD ARE 
RETURNFD 

IMPORTANT 

1. iHI: Rf:NEFICIARY(IESl OF '1 0UR NONiMMIGRANT VIS1\ f'E:TITION MAY~ OT Rt:MAIN IN THEUS. BEYO' 0 Tr-IE 
f'LiliOD i"OR WhiC~ THE PETITION IS Vt>.LIO OR ANY f_:XTE:NSION OF STAY •\LTHORIZED BY THIS SERVICE 

2. VOL' !1RC RCOI.JIRt:D TQ 1-JOTif-Y THIS OFFICE I'R()MPTLY IF THE EMPLOY:J1ENTOR TRAINING SPECIFIED \i Tf'iiS 
l'f:;iiTI()N IS Tf:Fl\~INATED BEFOF1E niE EXf'IRATIOr'J \IF THE AUTHORIZED STAY IN THE UNITED STATES ,r. THE 
f'll;~,i~F lOA RY! IL~_~' 

3. PU;;/\Si: ADVISE THf. f)t-:''-JFFICIARY(IESI THAT THF: i\CC[PTANC":E OF EMPL )Yi\JIENT OR TRAINI~JG NOf SP: ·:I FlED 
IN n11S PET I i10N /VI U. f31: 1\ VIOLII.TION OF NONIMMI<l!lANT ST/1.TUS. 

INFORMATION REGARDING BENEFICIARY'S OEPARTURE AND RETURN 

:J":, 0,')1" ;,.1;u<L (:(JPif"_~; OF Tr·WJ NOliCf YOU ~.-lAV r-:1.JRN1::•"j IT TO ONLY ON[ INOIVIOUAL BENEFICIA· , Wr10 
0' ,-),iH:"·, 10 Dt P;\RT ~ ~-~n~,1 Ar--JD FIETU11,\J TO THE li~.,',TED STATES TO RESUME THE SAME EMPLOY~.~ \JT OR 
• · -\1~,;~ 1·, DUR1.' ::; YH[ l'l·_fliOG FOR WIIICH TH( Pf::TITION :s VALID OR FOR WHICH HIS STAY IN Tt- 1 ,~:; c: ~~~TnY 

11·\: !-1CH-J /~,UTHUi1i?f:D. 1\r'-JY .rq;QITIONAL 8ENGGIC:IAflY WHO WII~L 8E DOING SO MAY BE RG.FEF-\RED •. Th.S 
t;;- 1 ICI: f-'Oil I:,'~UAf\.C:[ OF A SIMI!.I\R FORM. IF A flFNlFICit\RY HAS AN "H" OR "L" VISAV.JHICH HAS EXF-'1 i 0_ ,-H~ 

•;,\V 1\f','LY TO T~H: Olr-li.:ClOR. VISA OFFICE. DEPt\RTMEN-r OF STATE:, WASHINGTON, D. C .. FOR F1EVALIDr1-·I()N or 
T,,,\T IJ;~;f\ f'nlnn :n DCP/\RTURF ;\ND MAY SUfFVliT THIS NOTICE 'A'IlH THAT APPLICATION. 1\LTERNATIVf V. If-.\ 
', ·N ·/IS•\ !S f\ 1-:_c;\;,n-ro. rH- SHOULD PRESENT THIS NOTICE TO AN AMERICAN CONSUL ABROAD. IF HE- t;; \I::Mr·1 
i' ~~.'\1 1 '"I: V1SI1 RECJllll'\l:~.ll~NT Ht: SHOULD PH.c:;ENT THIS NOT!CE AT A UNITED STATES POH r OF ENTi"\ 'I~ n•f 
·>1. ~~i·'· I•.'IARY or~:,JHU. TO RETUni~ TO TH[ S1\ME EM~'LOYI\·1ENT OR TRAINING AFTER THL [XPIAATIOt\ ;( 1 H[ 
'J.\1 ;;); f"Y Ot· TH:' .. Dr: I IliON OR AUTHORil:ED TEMPOR/\RY ST;\V SHOWN IN THIS FORM, 1\ NEW PETITION ;; I_(_ [i [ 

R THE li· lJli,f1f .. i1 THi~ f:lf."•U·ICII\HY Mt~Y ClE READMITTED(() THIS COUNTRY ONLV IF FOUND AD~11SSIBLE UNt 
I'_'.;,CI(;P,I\TIOi\J L/\V','~~ WHLN ~1F: HlTURNS. 

OHM 1·1-/1(~ 

1<•v '='' 1 J 1 J .'J DISTRICT DIRECTOi; 

I 
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( 

PHI-N 3954 
Jon. 17, 1972 

This approval appLi&s only to those performances listed on 
this petition for which you have furnished the date and place 
of performance, contract, salary, etc. A new petition will 
be required for any performance not mentioned in this petition 
or for which you have not furnished specific information as 
above. A performance not covered by this petition will sub
ject the beneficiaries to possible deportation for violation 
of status. 

Attachment to Form I-171C dated January 17, 1972. 
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1'1"1'1\t{l,'ll N! Lll III'IIH I ~ .... ~~ 
ltltllllf!,tlt"'·' ·'"d N,dt•t,•lr· Htnr• '" ~ · • 

\o I I I\ 1 ~ .' ," ' .' • .• ~ ,· 1111 :" "• .'\~'1" .'Ill ..... ... .-.~ .... -,.._ .. 

r r m1 oN I · · ~ ~ ; l1 ' •• 
• TOCLN;:;IfY . '"''\ I 

~~~~~:~~~,:;~~vr I , .... >;i~c I ~N-.. -- Plll-N-=j~=:~~l~ _j 
.· ' ._011Jil0f.~;:,(.· ... L.,_.__ L_ _ ______ ..,.......,~--
~)~. ~,., .. , .. _ \, .•. ~· -·r' . " ~-~-' ( - • 'I I 

\1" f'll:o ~.'' hru~t trrl i\ .tin'pl_i~ -1"", ~ ll!t:~11rJ•k ,1lpt,IJ'V d1H um•·n 1~ rl• ~• dl•r•t In ln~ltm linru. h1 lhl• I Hr. Ill\ i Ohrc !Ill hn,ln! ,,,m,n ~ '" 
t"t t!':~~'YJ.~:::\\''f'l'~u/ ~\"}'~I 'tl~:l t'Jir~ In whh h II l1 lr!lr•rulql tlw nOrn f~) fw ''11tplnv• •I PI l!nl11rr0 r . •i ' /"IIIISIIIIW~NIIf 111111 III.LIIJOIIfiiYri'IIIIIINIR) 

111•' St·n~l.lf)' or Sl~h· ,, hrrdtv notlnrtllh:lt Ut(' nlkfl (~) rnl "'honJ "''· rrtltlon WR1 filed I• (ntt') rniiiiNI '"' HH'I non· 

.. ---------..-- -·---·---·--
Thr vavdllv nf lh~· '.·dHI·;n ~~~~ f'lfJllf(' p,\'f r rut A!'~i'tCf/fD '"' "" !/o:...c .·J I ' /. } 7 'J- !)I I 
T11~ ~~m~~~IPn flr lhr 11llrn h) nmY he /\CI'lON 
n11lh•'nltrtt 1(1 the rdwn•r •htr. (lfl • ••., • ·-- • ·- ., ~.m~---·--""' -.....0..· 

ll!SIIIWT 

11'1 TI'IIONLR Nil I Ill WIOII' ~IIOVf I IllS IINI'I 
1r11 Ml' HLL IN WITit TYfl Willi Ill on rnlNT lrt Ill OCK I FTIT.IIS IN INK I 

I hrJch;.; prtillnn, ru•~"IH11 lq lhr l'fnvhiflll'4 nr rrl'llon, 11-i td t•f 0•" lttnnlpnllmi 11t1d NRII!'nflllly I'\ d. for I hi:! 
~ollowinn Wtw~ ~ onr ) 

II CJ 1\lirn (~) ,,, rlhllnr!d~h ... t1 mrrll ~tut "''lli!y In rrrfmm ,f!fVkl'~ ur ~rl {''l.f'('rtl•mlli,OJI!!ne rC'IIIlrillJl •IHh mrdt &tltl•f,!llty. 

1·2 0 /\lkn (~) lo fll'lfnrrn n!lwr lrmp1HIHY r.rrvl• 1' lJt !:thnf (or whi1l1 n hnnn rHr nr·tfl~:<~i•h. (0tH' Whfll• In rwrrnrm tft•ll"• 

whi• h nrr til' rw.• hq trmr,.•r:•ry h1 n>Jinrr.) 

1·3 0 Alirn IJa!nrr (~j (Otw •.vh" ~~···h 111 t·ntrr nl I hi" lt•vill'll"" nt :m tnrlh·ir,onl. tlr,r:<lnitflllnn,/lrrn, nJ pthr' h~lnrr fm u,,. 
t•urpo~ .. nr trr I ivinr lralnl11r. ltl ;my Or (,1 nf rl\tl('nVOf Jnridr·nt;-d f'WdiJI!if"tn n!'C""~rlJY 1<1 !hfl hRinln~t ,, pn· 
m11frrl ptnv•~l,.il tl I lrdl,,j,';LJtr~ wnr~1 r h nnl lhNI'hV di~pLvrrl.) 

-I r.l lnllll·~..-,ftlfJI'IM~' lundrr•" f0n(' wh•l ha-. hrrn f"tnt'lr•yrJI ,·rorofi11nn11dy rnt onr )'1"!11 1111d Whf'vr!l;• tn rnlq in t'HII!'r tn 

•:or111nur I•' rrnrl"t hh •.rrvlr,..~ In lh,. ~:·w1r thlf'I~'.Yrr nr :• ~otddit1ry nr affilj.d,. lhrrtnf In II tniH'!.Iif"dAI fJf t'11f~UI 

I. fHll r r Dl' ';f:tHrliON nr n r, 11 Hlt (H RIJ';tr H ';r; r;< ''JDI.H. n r! 0 { f'F TITIONE A 

:': 1 · 1 Jt,r );,;·;~~!.:.r ::nr);,J; (>c1;..~lnr,!,l,:; i.n )tJi_lr,. 1 ;_·iyndi.r:rt.r:~d t.hr~"~'J',i)~JJ: 

r:";·l 1 : . ..-,~ r. ':;:~;i .. :·u~h·J1);1t·: i~rrJn'lPr,;;t.in~ ::.nn}'D.ny 

1 rJr· ~\ r 1ntJ rJF M:.;-;·r~-tr;AtJ fJHJ',I 11,. rr 1\ r VJHICH 
/1.1_11 t~(-,) V':11 I. M'rl Y f'H! IJI',/\.{.',1 

fH ~'" 1111 '''' 1', tr, ~,.., r!'l'"''" I<H n->'lttl Pqn1 nr•'l H "'""'' •l"lrl At>r·ll•,-11·,, l·u ·1 1~,,; wiH t•'l t'11ild" ~~ mf'l''"~ lh.'ln """ Arn!'IH(lU1 rtH"!~PI~!'•· • uonu,,,,. 
l••ll''·,' Wl,~t h1<1 ~'•hr"j~y,.f ''" .,..,,.'1 •OtHqJ:II"I'I' whl•_h t• "''~l'l~>ror'"' "''~·n~ wlll h.., m"d"-" ~.np,!trllt" J1!lfltlon mu1t tlrr~ f!l"d f~H '""'t'! 1 l ~ 11 "n I 

C'l 

r ~ 1£. ,, 1.--, f -i-i (--;1-·wl,-·i·- Pr n ~ qruJi· .. r;·r· ;·,vlt.T~;- r)f, t 1\ f1-r ,r;· r-~rm ~ , n , 1 F r:r;, vF.. r nJi 1 ~s ,·f..JG r noM r HE nH ~,:.oWING E f(iJ\·~~1-, ; ~r~un u · --·-· .. 
ir1'1f!'>Jtnfr\ht.ll~h,.,,fJ,,,, /Jr~r. t,'J.r~;.·,f(r);J~~~~ ·~r')D.clrnE~t. i ne ()o. 1 InG. 
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'·, ( 
~-.;_~~~. --"'----~~-··-~·----------~- ·~-· --- ~-,.-

-.,~tl/11\lNI p•, I ().','1'1 I II I !I 1\', ·I .'I\ lh•1· 

1,,,n,,1 ·''"'" "' ~1'1• ,. t••n\ dnl o\n P-''1'' l H 11\1• ul•·tllt 

lh•'•Tl f1( 1•1,1n ll' lh.tl •nlnt111,111nn t~·r •l!IH'', "-nownl•.' yntt 

,-:;A-· ~\Tif'N ~. •··tr•·•\l 

,,_ If priiHPn t•, lnt r•tnrl' th,,~l nHo II ,oillrn, 'llvfl H' 

.......... i. 

Lem1on _________ Joh.n.. .. ono __ -------- -----[- -----~--.,N~uiTT) 
;}!f(JTTifh fJA~.Jrf~ /'.IHIW ~~~ n!IH11 p.1~i olllll rttn,rnl IHIIIH"~. httludlllt] ftqlrhm n<llllflll 11111ttlf'lt1 1 '} : N\JMIJ[ n Of At If N.l ICLUIJ 

"'"'"'"""' , INTHISP(TITION t•• 1 
) ..,., () ' 

i")."""/\()611 fSSI(.l Wf1irRRi1~1JWitT-i~(liTm:;r--·(~J~N~;jl~~)- I,CII v J 1-P~rtvln(n) ----,le;:t-:o:-:un:Ct ,yt--• 
____ Tit t.o,llmrL Pk. ---~--iL..'LCo.:l,_ilerkohire,_Englfm!.L ---- · 
14. rnr ~.H·n APPIU ~.s t'"_,_ (Jnqro~r:o ron.: or: EN rnv 

.lOS ''arJILS.~rcoLJ\ei:LYork._ ----~. ~~-- ~ ~J.'l.elLYor,f----:---1 
i6,(}'i)1r m'nlflTH II.' rt"Acr. rit lliiiiH IR l'ni'SINTNI\liUNI\[IfY OH lt9. OCCUI'IITION artist 

1.1117f:NSHII' • 'I • • • 
__ JO/C)_/),0 ---~ncland._____ Englisb.'nnger,mJJSJcJan 
20. rO"Y(illn KN()\vl f.ll(;f, fjf\SIINY VISII PCTITION FILEIJ OY YOU OR 1\NY 0THEf1 PEHSON 011 ORGIINIZI\1 ION FOR THE NA,MED 

A LIE NISI A~~N OINIHll (l Yf:S (X NO 

11 vr.u ~"'~wfltrd "yf'\··, <:om 11 tl'lf~ the'! followlM: 11~1~ of flllr,., of (Uir,h rtt'!nll'lrl ootltlnn ·------

l'l'.,p• of 11/ln\'l of I'.'V 11 ctf'rllflt1 \"!l'llllfln (rtty) ---------------~-~:--------------

10 YOUA WOWlfOG£, HAS ANY OF Tltf NAMED Ali!N(Si EVER RfEN IN TH! U.S. [}1 Y!S lJ NO ill "y~•:: ~don~y eoch :'__P•o_•_ Jl ____ i 

n:-~o~TECII;;IC/\lllr;-~~-;~~ION OF-SFRVIcrs TOR~ rEn~~-~~rn [IY MTRIIINING TO nF. RECEIVED OY II LIE NISI (THIS BLOC!< r 

NEED NOT OE' COMPLETED IF PETITION IS FOR H 2 WORKERS( 1 

----~~o~Co Host and perform qn The Mike D~o~u~g~l~a~s~S~h~o~w~------------·----------~ 
tz. {II V0LI ollt(l Of'lilionhvl for_,. lt,llntu! cornplotn thl\ hlm:k) 

IS SIMILAR TRIIINING 1\VIIILI\OLE IN II LIEN'S COUNTRY I 0 YES 0 NO 

)J, (If younr~ pf'tltronlnq for fln L·1 oliP.n compl"to thi' l"ock.l 
(C'lfiCI( .,..Pf"'tOPrl,ln hOI(f'S) 

~------~----------------------4 

a. Tho Alien hns f')('(ln r.rnplovPtlln nn 0 o~~;cr:utrVP; 0 mnna11!'!tinl r.Slpncity; 0 inn cnp,Jdty whlr:h lnvolvt'!~ ~Pf1clalirod knowledge 

by 

{nnmn and ndrtr!'S'l of omployot) 

'I _ tlnc•--------------:---:
1 (dole! ' '• 

h nw fll'!titionrr Is 0 th~ snrn~ r!Mployct 0 ~utxidiory 0 on nllihato of thf' Clnrrloyl'!r ahrond. 

-~~~------~------------------~ FII.L IN ITFMS 2-1 TIIHOU(;II 271NCLIISIVE ONLY IF PETITION IS FOR 11-2 AUEN(s) 
:--:o=-r::-=-s c=n-:, r"r::I:-V-:F::--:J o=n-:T::I::T:-:1-:_ E=-=o-=r. w 6 n K r 0 HE r r n F 0 n M r; 0 8 y A Ll E N j s t.IU sn tlf In w hI ( h c 0 r r (! (POnd' I 0 I h "t::.l.:.ll.:..::d:_l ":::__' o"b"'-O-,d-.-,-p-:1.-c-.-0-.. -,-. -h-.-,.-,~" '1 

f' mplnynJr>ql ::-~,.rvlrn or 1\qr>nry tlv 11rltltlont'Jt fur \,1mn typo ur l,1hnr. Whrorn wnrk In more than oni'J job ei.,HIIIcatlon IJ to b(l pttrfrnmod by 111htns, I 
I! .lin nrunt>nr to ho fltl1rJinyor11n r>;tCh Jnh cla<.<:lllr .• lllnn.J 

• i 

~. IS (AflE) J\LIENISJ SKILLED IN WORK TO OE PERf:ORMEO? [I YES 0 NO 0 UNKNOWN 

,;_ IS IINY I 1\ROH ORCii\NIZI\TION 1\CTIVF. IN THE LABOR FIELD(SI SPECIFIED IN ITEM 23 0 YES 0 NO 
{It "\'t-1", $0(>t!fy Orqoir'IIT<'IIIon(\l<lnd l.1bor flfllrl(~l.) 

I, IS THE f'LTITION(R INVOi.VED IN, OR liRE THE11F. HlREI\TfNEO, ANY li\AOR RELIITIONS DIHICULTIES.INCLUDING STRIKES 
OR LOCKOUTS? ('ln,.rtfv) 

t H•Wt NOT 8EEN ABLE TO fiND IN THE UNITED STI\TES I\1~Y UNEMPLOYED PEf1SONISI CIIPIIOI.E OF PERFORMING THE OUTIES 
Of' THL f'C10,i Tl ON lSI TO BE r i L LHl THE FOLLOVJING E F F OIHS H/\VF 8F.E N MADE TO FIND SUCH PE RSONISI: IComplct• only d 
lodmr UrfJI1Cill1nn not 1111.1.-:hr!rLl 

I. f'cTITIONE11S !'Ill. IN ITrMS /()THROUGH :1111. 

. ll,,;· D\1CUMf:NTS SU£1MITTLO IN SUPPQrn qr HOS rETITION 

~- ;: '"-~:.ilBa.. J_1I.YC.-'i ~QcJLfQr_D_ati.d_EI'O st__El.~'T.-;:-;==:---~------
r hf. llOCii~'ENTS S\lflMI rT E Ill E 111:\Vt 1 H I\ HE H~ Ill: OY MIIOE 1\ PI\RT OF THIS f'E TIT ION. 
I Jet) Will Inti (tHlWilllnr.l tt') D0\1 <I fly bond r~'llliff'li ,H ,1 condition j,, I hi)' JPPfOV;'!I of I hi~ fJP.IIIIon. · 

I '
1
<1"''' lh,ll "~soon •1\ knowf1 1 Sh/111 luinl'h tr:n D1~lrlct Olrrclor to wt.orn I hi\ nrctHion I~ b(')•ng $1Jbrn1H(td with th~ namet; of thmill alhmJJ~ not n,lor,ror1 h"rt·ln. 

:' lt-,r· P"lltlrln I~ for ltf1'11"'<)r.ny_ WtiYkcr(~). I tNIIfy lh.:ll 1 hilvt:! t1 bo"!n.1 flrlc n~r"d of ~IH:h workr.t(\). 
I n,r O~'!ltlnn IS·fnr lt.-:tlru'"h). J t{'rtlfy he h c;om;r'l'l to lhr Unill:r1 ~>L11r~ tn pullclp;llt· in 11 btma tide h141nlnq ptof}ram. 

~~-'-~1_1~thc •l~tf'~l~nts ·'~cnrc~rntdUons marln In thh nl!tHlnn .1<(' Itt/(' .md cmrctllo the hn~t of my knowlcdl)e lind bcHef. 

A. Sl\;1\lATUf\TO'F"rr;nJION.Ln,·-· - , ~--··--rfm T'iTu: IM,ut be r,nnllonP-r or ,;utho--,;''C,-c-":O-'"'•:-••::C.n:';l-'o:-;1:-n:--,:;,;:"oclo"n"'•"'•'"l __ _ I ; I t ! . I 

i,~~;!/i-1/~-'~( __ L_~r;listant to-Business IVIanager 
~- . / SI~(',~J'l_U!£l_f _ _QF PERSQI\I_I'__f112_P_ARLNC',f_OfH)I11F OTHER THAN PETITIONER 

rlrtLln! ihnt I hi~ 1'1o'cumrnt Wils prr>ptu~t! by mr .11 the H'flUPq I) I lhr pr>h!lf)fH~r and ,5 h.v;c(l on rtll mform,ltH~,", "o:'l "w"'h"'w".h~l ;-h-,_-,-.-n-y-k:-:n-o_w_l;-e;-d-qt-,
.-

--~-~---~ . ----------
( ~\rJd1 j·'·'o) ------'------- i 

ID<1Ir' 
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\ { 

f'..II\Mf ' r ' . 
(b )(6) .Ya.ko.~~~Ono L enno. 1:).___ 

''llf \f NT AIHHH- •;-; 

AT1+(1 nt-;:-=.-l"it\W i(. t"li\llt N-Wt l 
~!!.'!."- ... ~ '.'. "'-~'=' ~-"-----·-·· --··---~~---- ·--~--ff·~· -- ----

N('tNH (HNICAL ('lf\;,CUir>l ION (H ltltUVIU !llO fH' f"f flf'OJIMrD tlV OR 1 rli\ININO TO fH nr- r:F IVf 0 flV 1\LI[N 

To Co Host and perform on the Mike Douglas Show 

--------- --- I r>i11 r 01 OIJHH rLI\U or o1nn-t ~NI\liONI\UTV I occur11 roor. NAML 

-------· 
Pnr "fNl 1\ClOHf:S<; 

-1\0ntH !·~ TO \IIHfiCH 1\llfN WILl n£1 URN 

~TfCHNICfiL OE:SCRII"TION or C>tRVICFS TO BE PEnFO~Mf_D BY OR 'fOAININO TO FlE' nECf.IVfO AY ALIEN 

NAMr I 01\Tt 0~ BIRTH I PLI\cc o• ntnrH· INI\fi()NI\LITV I ()CCUI'I\ TION 

PRfStNT AOOnf:SS 

AOOilF:'$5 lO WHICH ALif.N WILL r~FTUflN 

NONTECHNICAl. 0f}'iCRIPTI0'i.:to·r SEHVICES 'tO flE PEnFORMEO fJV OR TRAINING TO BF: tlECEIVEO BY ALIEN 

-. • 

. 
If thi'i Mtition lt. for mom thon onf! fH·11 nlhm to ~rform ottu~r tcmporory sorvic'n or lnbor, us!! spacM below to give reQuired lnforrnntlon. It 
nrldrtlonnl 'ror.:c Is nef'dnd. flttoch ""patote.,heot (l"ccutod in snmo oonnrol manner. 
on "X'' In tho II'ISI oolumn. 

Identify rnrh olion who has been In the U.S., by ploclnq 

NAME NATIONAUTV DATE /\NO PLI\C:E OF OIRTH "PRESENT ADDRESS !> 
i 

-
I .. 
I 
! 

i l ~ 
! I 

I I 

I i 
I I 

I 

I I 
I ' 

I i 

I - __,_ 
' I I 

' 

I 
:--
I -· 

I 
I 

.. ~ 
I I 

I -
I 

I I 

~ 
- ·------'-

I 

- ~ 

i ·---------
i -



'''' 

~ ' ' • I loH I : ' , .. ,,,. -.........._ .• --

(

'; '-;..~; l ~ '! w_ ':~ "r"". -; :a' 
' I , _r :· \ ,, .J l I I ' .... , , I . . 
.,., ..... _ _.~.,_..;\.. ... ..II.. .;J ... _., ./1. 

·. ' ' . ., r~'".,~ .n / I 
~ l' ~ .... ,_/' 
~;,· r. '· . : 
k... "'-~-•..;;.,. .. ~J·w~..Ji.. ..1 
111i9 WALNUT STREET PHILADELPHIA PA 19103 
WEllTINGHOUSE BROADCASTING COMPANY INC 

PHONE (215) 564.4111 

Hr. Chillern 
Immigration Uepartment 
120 iforth Broad Street 
Philadelphia, Pennsylvania 

Dear Mr. Chillem: 

January 12, 19~2 

i'er our corlVersa tion on the phor1e tod&J, 
you requested the following information: 

JOHN LENWO.N and YOKO LEJ:!ON will appear 
on TilE MIKE DOUGLAS SHOW on the following da.:;es; 
January 14, Hl, 20, 27 '· and 2:3, 1972. They w.:.ll 
receive $3,000,00 for their appearances on ~ne 
five shows, 

THE MIKE DOUGLAS SHOW does six or sever. shoHs 
per week. One show is done each afterfioon an- o~e 
or hJ'O shows are done one or two nights per wee.·:. 
'.':e have scheduled tl·1e LEi'Jl'iOi~S 1 to tape the even:..-.. ' 
shows, This is why we requested the H-1 vis& fo::• -
a period of seventeen days, 

Thank you for your cooperation in this :r.a.t'Ce::·, . 

Sin~ e:r:-.e.l;r, · / 
/r (J 1 I· / , ,.-

. /:1 /f I ~ ("'I·,.~J ... '-(:. /I' . /')I L \. -~- ... __ 

Salvato e J. ?:ore 
Asst, to Business .·.gr. 
Mike Douglas Show 

··I I .~ 
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Fltl 
co 212,24-c 
January 12, 1972 

Aeeiatant Coaaitlioner 
Adjudle&tlOIII 

John v, 0, Lalmotl, A17 S97 321 aad Yoko Ollo Lei.UIOII, 1 .. ___ _,1 
(b )(6) 

Ml', Anth011y Chille•, t-ip-atiOIIIXIId.ner, l'bilachl1pbia, telephoDically 
adviHd 011 January 12, 1972 11 followa concaning eubjecta: 

A IIOililaipaat vi .. petitio. oa fOb 1•1291 hat bea filH 
ill behalf of 111bjecta by the lUu llouslaa lbow. 'l'be peti· 
t10111r deatru to •• five c.,ee with the 1Uj4acte tlud.as 
tha 17-day period betwh. JIDUary 14 aad Jaaaary )1, 1972, 
1M c.,ea will be c.lerlHd ... tt. dud.aa rallr:uary 1972. 
lf the ,.uuoa ie appnwH the eubjecte will ello ftll•in 
a cbaql to 1•1 ClaaftficdiOD, 

After the •tal' ... couiclel:M ... tialld...S ia t:bl Ohltnl Office, 1 
tele,a...JJh', I, I. ffnacll, .... ty a.p ... 1 Ct taat ... w:, lf.rt 1at ..S 
aiviHd II fol10WII 

1. .. ,.uu.-r -..w • ...,.. .... tct hn1lll • ~~~CpJ.aaa-o 
tioa of h .... - 17 .. ,. " .... tile ' ta .... 

2, 'lbe Mjltcta ...... W 1'1 I IIIW ta lallldt a Upllll ....... 
.... •ttlaJ ... ............ ., ... fiii'J!IIllii!1IIJIIII •"* ..... ia...._.., .................... . 
lalt am:i'llll ill .._ lld.lM •ntr • • t 1 • . 
.... • .,.... ..... Jllldt.cl ..... fa.., 
........ vilhl!ltt ............. i tid flf 
patltlaw a.., a'ts:all w ~ '1 · 
............ ...U'ff.UH-Ititate ................. 
.. atlltta ....... 11 • ,..,. ........... . 

s ...... ,.... ... w .. 
I I. Ill • .,. ..S,I' .............. 

.Attar * ••• nn•• t UJr.lllllil .... ,,. , ...... ....,... ... 
!. .................... . .z...tlltllld.. . 

1/lt:z fllr • /!lUI " I! 

lei··-



b)(6) 

FILl 
CO 212,24-C 
January 12, 1972 

Aaaiatant CaRRialioaer 
Adjudieatioaa 

John V, 0, Letmon, Al7 597 321 aDd tolto OliO I.auoa, .,1 ___ _.1 
(b )(6) 

Mr • .Uthoay Chill••, X.tpoatioa Jwefaer, fhtl,.lJ!bia, tele)llteatcally 
advind oa January 12, 1972 u follllllfl concentas eubjeeta: 

A aea'-lrnat vtu petttioa oa rem. I•1291 haa bua ftled 
in behalf of aubjeeta by the JUka loll&1U Show. !he peti• 
tieaer deli rea to •ta five tate• vtth the IUD jecta llurtq 
the 17-day period betweu JIINiry 14 &ad Jaaaary n, 1972. 
1be tapea will be tel..,iaed ... tt. 4lurtas February 1972. 
If the pettttea ia appro'" the aub jecta wi 11 alao require 
a cbaatl to R•l claaatfteattoa. 

After the •tter na eoutdend &ad cl.iacuelld 1• the Central Office, I 
talepb..,.!Kr. l, R, ffnaeh, Deputy leJf.oul eor.taetoaer, ltchMacl &ad 
advtled 11 followa: 

1. !he pet1t10111r ehould be re41U11ted to funiab aa aplallll• 
tin of the .... for 17 da,. to •• the 5 tapea. 

2, !be nbjecte lhould be l'lflUI•ted to aubllit a licaed atate• 
.nt 11tttq ferth the data liiiCI place of each perfOI'IIIIIC'.e 
or I'V tapiq ill which they have parttctpatecl ei11ce their 
laat arl'tyal ill the 1hlited ltatq oa Aupat 13, 1971, If 
the aub ,tecta have pad:tdpetad 111 aay parfom.aeee or 
tapiap without requilitl approyal of mai-tplftt rtu 
petit:l.oa• they lhould be a4v!Mcl. hy letter that ncb 1111'" 

authert... acttvittea CDDitituta a vtolat:l.oa of their 
aoat-tsrnt etatwl, A copy of the aotifteatioa lhou1d 
be 1111t to ncb peraoa or orp11isatioa relpOUtble for the 
perfOl'llllli.Cea or tapi1111 • 

3, !be aubjecta ehould be re~~U~atld to nbllit a atata.11t 
coacerntna their future plaaa with reprd to reatdiq 111 
the 11111 ted Statea, 

After the requeated tllfonatioa aDd 1tata.1ata have hHn obtaiMcl., 
Mr. ffreneh will aclvlae the Central Office 10 thet a datll'lliiiAittoa .ay 
ba .-de concem1q the Mike Dousl•• pettttoa, llld ehallae in aeat-ipoaat 
~laaltftcatton. 

/ CC: W/r • John J.lliii(M CC: A17 597 321 
ood., ______________________ __.l 
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IHlputy Aaaociata co-J.ulaer 
T'11Mtl Caauo1 

John J.eaaora aad Wife, A17 597 321 

co 212.24-c 
O.ceaber 16, 1971 

0111 hctllbu 16, 1971, ltr. Onilla I. Coaley, Jr., Chlaf of the losat.ipbt 
Sactin, tr ... l Colltl:ol , ...., ton City, talaflaaud aad atated ba had re
cetv.cl au 11-1 patittoa for ltr. awl ltrl. Joba LeUft to apput: n the 
Dick ea.ett lhow etch will be taplld at 6 r .M. today. Be also had neat* 
PIIIIM 1•506, wtth f•a, fn. beth of the LIIIIIJI'• 

.t.ftar dbcaHiOD, tt waa apaetlw wulcl appro•• the petitS.. 1Nt,.. wul8 1 
110t ~ira a cb .... •of•atatoa appltceticm fflr - appuruc:e. _):he '\li!!Ol'le 
•re to be told, ........ , that ahould tbey •aata iaq,.tn for peDiilat.oa to 
accept ncb ..,1.,...t, they will haft to eha1tp their atawa to "ll" ..a 
thea back apia to "'". 

'cc: Al7 597 321 

l r&: v" . Joll.a 1.11101 
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,. i ' ..... :• ~ ' •• 

NOTICE OF APPROVAL OF NONIMMIGRANT VISA PETITION.,OR 
OF EXTENSION OF STAY OF H OR l A~ lEN .. 

' 

.• ,. ··~-')'~ 

'·· ~ ., . ' 

' ' i·,y Jl 

, . NAME liND ADDRESS OF EM~LOVER OR TRAINER NA.~e or:ii~NEFI~fARY 'i)R SEtiEPI~tAFIIES 1 

MII6-JIIl-
2Jguftot.,._ ,- ' 

CLASSIFICATION 
' . 

' . \ 

PlEASE NOTE THE ITEMS BELOW WHICH ARE INDICATED BV "X" MARKS CONCERNING THE ABOVE BENEFICIAI'IYUESI; 

0 

0 

• 
0 
0 

• 1'' '' ' t 
THE PETITION HAS BEEN APPROVED AND FORWARDED TO THE UNtTEO STATES CONSULATE• AT WHICH ·'ft1J~ •: k' '' 
BENEFICIARY OR BENEFICIARIES WILL APPLY.FOR VISA ISSUANCE, ANY INQUIAV CONCERNING VISA 1$$VA~G.i-·•.: '/ '' 
SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO THE CONSULATE AT •"' · 

THIS SERVICE' lti/LL BE UNABLE TO ANSWER ANY INQUIRY CONCERNING VISA ISSUANCE. ., ·"*· 
j; ~: 

THE PETITION, HAS BEEN APPROVED. IllS INOICAi'EO THAT THE BENEFICIARV(IES) WILl NOT REQUifiiE'VfC.i.ul Tv 
ENTER THE UNITED STATES. NOTICE OF APPROVAL OF THE PETITION HAS BEEN FOAWAAOEO TO THE! ifo4t£Noef'·. ·\> 
UNITED STATES PORT OF ENTRY. PLEASE NOTIFY THIS OFFICE IMMSOIATELY OF ANY CHANGE IN THE tNTF;NOE[)',~ .,. 
PORT OF ENTRY. ' .. ' ~, :j .. 

THE APPAOVEO PETITION IS VALID UNTIL ------lDIIIMIM•.-lSIIIIIIU?JD.t,.-]liLSIP'IJL _____ __:,;_, .. , ......... .;.;- . ' 
'· »' • ' ~ ~. ' THE TEMPORARY STAY OF THE BENEFICIARY~IES) IS AUTHORIZED TO 

REMARKS: 

DOCUMENTS WHICH YOU SUBMITTED IN SUPPORT OF YOUR PETITION 
RETURNED. 

.. t'j 

'** . . ·; 

,, \' ·:.,# .,\ l ' _____________________________ .....;:...~,...,...._~. <., 

1. THE SENEFICIAAY(IES) OF YOUR NONIMMIGRANT VISA PETITION MAY NOT AEMAIN IN THE U.S. BEYOND TH&: l\. 
PERIOD FOR WHICH THE PETITION IS VALlO OR ANY EXTENSION OF STAY AUTHORIZED BY THIS Sf: AVICE." ':' 

2. YOU ARE REQUIRED TO NOTIFY THIS OFFICE PROMPTLY IF THE EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING SPECIFIED IN THIS: 
PETITION IS TERMINATED BEFORE THE EXPIRATION OF THE AUTHORIZED STAY IN THE UNITED STATES OF THE ,,-,., 
BENEFICIARY(IESl. ' 

3. PLEASE ADVISE THE BENEFIC~ARY(ICS) iHAT THE ACCEPTANCE OF EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING NOiSPECIFIEO ,, 
IN THIS PETITION WILL BE A VIOLATION OF NONIMMIG~ANT STATUS. 

• 
INFORMATION REGARDING BENEFICIARY'S DEPARTURE AND RETURN 

DO NOT MAKE COPIES OF THIS NOTICE. VOU MAY FURNISH IT TO ONLY ONE INDIVIDUAL BENEFICIAFW WHO 
DESIRES TO DEPART FROM AND RETURN TO THE UNITED STATES TO AiSUME THE SAME, EMPLOYMENT OR,· 
TRAINING DURING THE PERIOD FOR WHICH THE PETITION IS VALID OR FOR WHICH HIS STA:Y JN THIS.COUNTAY f, 

HAS BEEN AUTHORIZED. ANY ADDITIONAL BENEFICIARY WHO WILL SE DOING SO MAY BE AEF,SAFliO TO THIS' 
OFFICE FOR ISSUANCE OF A SIMILAR FORM. fF A BENEFICIARY HAS AN "H" OR "L" VISA WHICH HAS. EXPIRED, HE 
MAY APPLY TO THE DIRECTOR, VISA OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF STATE, WASHINGTON, b. C.,.FOR AEVA~IOATION OF 
THAT VISA PRIOR TO DEPARTURE AND MAY SUBMIT THIS NOTICE WITH THAT APPLICATION. ALTERNATIVELY, IF A 

1 

NEW VISA IS REQUIRED, HE SHOULD PRESENT THIS NOTICE TO AN AMERICAN CONSUL ABROAD. IF HE IS EXEMPT 
FROM THE VISA REQUI AEMENT, HE SHOULD PRESENT THIS NOTICE AT A UNITED STATES PORT Of ENTRY. IF THE 
BENEFICIARY DESIRES TO RE"TURN TO THE SAME EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING AFTER THE EXPIRATION OF THE 
VALIDITY OF fHE PETITION OR AUTHORIZED TEMPORARY STAY SHOWN IN THIS FORM, A NEW PETITION WILL 13E 
REQUIRED, THE BENEFICIARY MAY BE REAOMIT"lED TO THIS COUNTRY ONLY IF FOUND ADMISSIBLE UNDER THE 
IMMIGRATION lAWS WHEN HE RETURNS. 

' ' . :': .... ·t "' \,:·:;/'.,._ '~· 
CHECK TfiiS BOX WHEN COPY MAILED TO ATTORNEY OR REPRESENTATIVE FILE COPY 

~ffl... C c ·:Y(S 

.....,. .. It, 



,. . 

---·----

UNiftiiiTA'IU 
C=AIITIIENT 01' JUSTK'E 

· looo 1114 Nlluralilalion 
' ...... 

'ro'1~v 
NONIMMIGRANT 
MTEMPORARV 

WORKER 
... OR TRAINEE 

\ ... 
'· 
Dole Filed 

hoStamp 

!FileNo. 
_ Alrc.,J 3).,.0/ 

(To ..; oubmittocl In duplicafAI, with oupple...;.tary documents described In inotrucliont, to the Dlstrkt Director havll!jl ~ 
U..jurls'dlction""" tho place In tho United Stalcl in wlili;!l it is lnfAinded the alien (o) he employed or trained) 

' . ' . (THIS BLOCK NOT TO BE FILLED OUT BY PE11110NER) 
i f '"'''ht Se<Rtlry.of StatAl II henby aotllled that the olicn (J) for whom this petition Wll fllod II (It!) entitW Ill. !lie-
~t *1111 che<.bd below: ' ' , ' • · 

tH 0 IH Tho validity of !hit petitiOn wlllexplro DATE 
,0 11-2 0 L·l on I) I,';~ :u. 1<1 'l I Of I>C:c.. tj,_lf? 1 ., 

Tho llllmialon oftbe lllen (a) may be AcnON . . · , ·' _,, 1• 't .. , .. 0t. •· 
wiU.._thorlted~=-.,to'-'llbe=• ... ~:< .. ="'"' .. ""'. -----101> s~ ·~ ~-;- ......... 1 

~\t,.;,...;,·.·--------...... ==~~==~=~~DI~S'tlt'!:'!"'ICI' ..... _~JI.:.,Y,;;;v_...,."*i!JI!!'. !!!i"'~'~· 
I'· • '" 1 (PEI1110NER NOT ro WIUTE ABOVE nus UNil · · • • 
;;· . • ' ·• (PUWlll FILL IN wrm TYPEWRITER OR.PJIINT IN BLOCI LI!.'JTI!l1111N INil) '-; . l •' ' 
;; I......, politioll, pmuant to tho provioiona of IIOclions 214 (c) of tho Immigration and Nationality Act, for tho ; •; I ' \. 

l'olkWI$ (Cheek 0111.) . " '. ' ..• ,.. •• .••. : j..: 
' ;f>.&f 0 AlloD(I)of~.-ltandabillty to perform I rt~ ..... .-11 ... ~. • '' "'"li"' ~""'~ 1 

l &liVed ?:r.In £!· -Ti.!hti~iilii!J~.;,,~l 
'' •. 11-2 0 AJiol1 (I) to potform other temponry ..we 01 labor for •• 1110 111loii~-- , """'- i ·' 

wlddlue ~temporary In nat.,..} ,.. , , i., . 
.,.._ - --·---"-~ "'t-·~ 

tl-3 .0 Alien.,.._ (s). (One who oooko tiD enter at tho lnvllatlon of oil individual, otpnlzalion. firm, or oilier........ ''"' · 
purpooe of IWIOOiYina tralninlln any field of end....,.. tncidJval productiOil ne~ to tile 1nl*c II per- · .. "" ·~ ~ 
mit1od proYided a Unllnd Stater woJt.m is not thorcby dllpkai.) 

lrl 0 "la~y tratuf.,.., (One who...; been employed contlnuouoly f<lf one yearllid who oooko to •ter In ........ 

)
' 

1 
.., caatia,.. to nndor his I1CI'ricea to tho oame employer ot a auboidiuy or affiliate tbelllof In a ......,.tal 01 .. ...,. 

/ 1AJ 1M~ or In a cal*'ltY which lnvolveo s lalowled&<) 

LOCA110N OF AMERICAN CONSULATE AT WHICH ICily 1r1 FO<olgn'Country) (Fo""r Clii!OI. 
,~ ,~LIEN!SlWrLLAPPLYFORVISA(SI: .. . - .· .,. , :•·, ....... J·. . *""' •"< 
i • .. fi; Pftitto.;··a. to ... mAdll f<H mew~ than on~~ H .tile~ a~d appliCitlon for visas wUI tt. ..,.d'••t ~~~,thin one A~tcan con~t .. a ...... 

ltMIUon must IMt submttttd fOf Nth consul•t• It which H viM •ppllcat:lons wUI H fT'.Ide, se,.att petition mUtt be flltiG for .,.ch L .. l aiM.) 
; ' 

. ' 

·-1·1298 
(1\n, 4-1•70) 

I . . •.. 'I' 

l 



•• \ 
.. 
•' . 

If you answered "yes'', <:omplete the Oate ol filing of each denied petition-----------------

.... ~~~"9 of each dftnled petition (city) ----c;-----------------...-:::------
HAS ;.NY Of THE NAMED AliEN(S) EVU tW-1 IN THE U.S. 0 VIS 0 NO (ij ,., ... ;·idonlify- .. ,_ 

BY OR TRAINING TO BE RECEIVED'BY ALIEN!SI 

' 
for 1 trainee complet~ this block) 

. AVAILASLE IN ALIEN'SCOUNTRYI 0 YES 0 NO 

'"you_.. potltionillliiPI' Ml L·1 alien complete this bloc~.) 
(C~ 'pproprlate b01c;es.) 

~ ....... 'fhl81ien has been employed in en 0 executi\te; 0 monaqerial Cllf.lacity; 0 in a capacitY. IM\Ieh M~iYM'Spedaliied iu1owtedgll ::{) .. . ..,, ___________________________ oinco __ ...,.._ ________ •l 

(Mme and address ot employtn) 
•· 

0 the same employer 0 subsidiary [].art affiliate of the employer abroad. 

which I ha\111 any knoWiedpt • .. 
c! 

' ' 



-
.,, t' 

"thit ~ il for n'10f'i'J than one alien of distinguished merit and abili1y (H·11 or trainee (H-31 ur.e $paces below to give required information. 
If edlilitif;liRI& "spece isllM!ded. att«':h separate sheet exocuted ins. me oeneral manner 

(Page 3J 
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,~o AOOAE-S6 'JO WHICH ALIEN WILL RElUHN 

• " 

' 

NO:N:"rE'cHNICAL DESCRIPTION or.: SFRVIC'E5 TO BE PE~FORfv1Er;BV0nr;,:\tNING TO BE RECEIVED BV AL ~N 
' ,; ',, ~ I j:·~~!4l, /.P'I 

1 ·J,-, 
~' .jJ. :~ . •' 

NAME 

fJf,,;' ~"'~' 
~·- . '-:1., 

'~:.~--"------~---
( ! 

' 

, •• ~;,j~~ , ·r: ~·lfQ t-t':IJ~--J~ 
; '/' t -,.. ,~tn1: i P'f~~·tr 

,: ' ' .... "'..,' \"1 ''.'(jtt¢1 
"' ,J1,.'<'!')tf, '• 
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' ., 

",, .. ,.. 
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Lil,ltiv., •. ,,., i1LI·7\RTJ\i1o .. t Vi· JU.">iTCL 

. Immigration and Natlll'lllil.oti011 Senice ., 
.... - ... 1 • ... ........ ... ...... 

NOTICE OF APPROVAL OF NONIMMIGRANT VISA PETITION OR 
OF EXTENSION OF STAY OF H OR L ALIEN 

NAME AND ADDRESS Of EMPLOYER OR TRAINER 

....... l'Uih:ltt-, IM. 
1710 lrort•J 
.., !orll, .., !.rll 10019 

NAME OF BENEFICIARY OR BENEFICIARIES 

CLASSIFICATION 

-FILE NO 

IIIC •• JIW't 
DATE OF APPROVAL 

_PLEASE NOTE THE ITEMS BELOW WHICH ARE INDICATED BY "X" MARKS CONCERNING THE ABOVE BENIPIC:JAI'IYlf!t(. ';;... · .. 

'0 THE PEl IT ION HAS BEEN APPROVED AND F08WAADEO TO THE UNITED STATES CONSULATE •AT' WHICH l!lii! ·'·~ . 
BENEFICIARY ,Oft BENEFICIARIES WILL APPLY FOR VISA ISSUANCE, ANY INQUIRY CONCERNING VISA 16$UANCI ··.,~ 

0 

1111 
0 

Ill 

D 

SHOULD BE DIRECTED TO THE CONSULATE AT " 

THIS SERVICE WILL BE UNABLE TO ANSWER ANY INQUIRY CONCERNING VISA ISSUANCE. l . .. 
THE PETITION HAS BEEN APPROVED. IT IS INDICATED THAT THE BENEFICIARY(IES) WILL NOT AEQUIRI! Vl$~~ ~Q~·~' .. ;~·· 
ENTER THE UNITE:D STATt:,:S, NOTICE OF APPROVAL OF THE PETITION HAS BEEN FORWAflOSO TO THE JIV·TE~O:i' '' #( 
UNIT EO STATES PORT OF ENTRY. PLEASE NOTIFY THIS OFFICE IMMEOIATELY OF ANY CHANGE IN THE !f't'T .. O~.. ' 
PORT OF ENTRY. l ~- ,, ~' .. ~· 

THE APPROVED PETITION IS VALl D UNTil. ___ _:la!!l!!p"t 'lit!ll!!!!lfr....;z.\~.a.o...:ll'fiP!lL _______ ..;.__:_-,;;.,·~'·~\, 
' "~ 

THE TEMPORARY STAY OF THE BENEFICIAfW!IES) IS AUTHORIZED TO -------------_,;;'·-.,.c... 

.. . , 

IMPOIITANT 

1. THl BENEFICIARY{JES) OF YOUR NONIMMIGRANT VISA PETITION MAY NOT REMAIN IN THE U.S. DEVONO n11· 
PERIOD FOR WHICH THE Pi;;TITION IS VAliD OR ANY EXTENSION OF STAY AUTHORIZED BY THIS SERVICE. 

2. YOU ARE REQUIRED TO NOTIFY THIS OFFICE PROMPTLY IF THE EMPLOYMENT OA 'tRAINING SPECIFIED IN TtHS" 
PETITION IS TERMINATED BEFORE THE EXPIRATION OF THE AUTHORIZED STAY IN !HE UNITED STATES OF THE 
BENEFICIARY( IESl. 

3. PLEASe ADVISE THE BENEFICIARY( IES) THAT THE ACCEPTANCE OF EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING NOT SPECIFIEO 
IN THIS PETITION WILL BE A VIOLATION OF NONIMMIGRANT STATUS. • 

INFORMATION REGARDING BENeFICIARY'S DEPARTURE AND RETURN 

DO NOT MAKE COPIES OF THIS NOTICE. YOU MAY FUFlNISH II iO ONLY ONS INOIVIOUAl.Sf;NEFICIAFiiV wiHO 
DESIRES TO OEPARi FROM AND RETURN TO THE UNITED STATES To'. RESUME THE. SAM8 EMPLOYMENT OR'" 
TRAINING DURING THE PERIOD FOR WHICH lHE PETITION IS VALID OR FOR WHICH HIS STAY IN !HIS,,,COVNTAY 
HAS BEEN AUTHORIZED. ANY ADDITIONAL BENE~ICtARY WHO WILL BE DOING SO MAY BE REFERRED TO iHIS 
OFFICE FOR ISSUANCE OF A SIMILAR FORM. IF A BENEFICIARY HAS AN "'H" oR "'L" VISA WHICH HAS EXPIRED, HE 
MAY APPLY TO THE DIRECTOR, VISA OFFICE, DEPARTMENT OF STATE, WASHINGTON, 0. C., f"OR REVAL,OATION OF 
THAT VISA PRIOR TO DEPARTURE AND MAVSUBMIT THIS NOTICE WITH THAT APPLICATION. AI..TEANATIVEl.Y, IF A 
NEW VISA IS REQUIRED, HE SHOULD PRESENT THIS NOTICE TO AN AMERICAN CONSUL ABROAD. IF HE IS EXEMPT 
FROM THE VISA REQUIREMENT, HE SHOULD PRESENT THIS NOTICE AT A UNITED STATES PORT OF ENTRY. IF THE~"~? 
BENEF-"ICIARY DESIRES TO RETURN TO THE SAME EMPLOYMENT OR TRAINING AFTER THE EXPIRATION OF THE 
VALIDITY OF THE PETITION OR AUTHORIZED TEMPORARY STAY SHOWN IN THIS FORM, ANEW PETITION WILL 8E 
REQUIRED. THE BENEFICIARY MAY BE READMITTED TO THIS COUNTRY ONLY IF FOUND AOMISSIBLE UNOEA THI 
IMMIGRATION LAWS WHEN HE RETURNS 

• ...$ i' 

;/::-~;±f.' 

' 
• • .::tt) 

"' ... '-- ,._.., .., ,.. ... •· Y • ~- ;;'t.,v lr ; 
CHECK THIS BOX WHEN COPY MAILED TO ATTORNEY OR REPRESEN~~~f(FILE 7Y( ltV\.~,,,-' P 

•.. ' 
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UNI1'I!D STATES 
·'4f~..; 1\TMENT OF,JUsnfE 

,.t
1
'1' · · tiO .. nd Naluraliulion 

1:. ~~- : -~ ' Sentce 

PETITION 
TO CLASSIFY 

NONIMMIGRANT 
AS TEMPORARY 

WORKER 
OR TRAINEE 

' 
For• lpf<_.t , :.. l' 
Buds« Bureau No. 4,_RO" · i 

Oate Filed 
Fee Stamp 

(To be •ubmitted In dupUcaw, with •upplementary documents described in instructions, to the District Director havllll odminW>:a-
llvo juriJdlctlon om the place In the United States in which it Is intended the alien (s) be employed or trained) ·• 

(THIS BLOCK NOT TO BE FILLED OUT BY PETITIONER! 
' '" . 'J:bii.sCactary of Statel.l beteby nolifled that lbe alien h) for whom thil petition was fdod is (119) entitled lf:i'ao~,'""' .>: ,, ,,;_ I 

l.lllalulcbecked below: · . . . . .. , ·,I J!, f, I' 

. ~ IH 0 H-3 
IH 0 L·l 

. Jti!MARKS: 

-
\t( ,, I ~~ 

Forool·i29B 
(ll.n. 4-1•70) 

The •alidlty of this petition will expire 
on j('_p;- :>_ of ' I 'i i I 
The admission of the alien (1) may be 
authorized to the above daw. 

... . -.-~· •·•'· --- ... -.-:•r'r ' ,., 'fJ 
DATE . . · ,' 

OF SEP 3 1971 ' . ·.· 
/·,. ACnOH .• , . ~m· • '' ' '· '·~- ' . ' '.•. ; ~-- ' ·_ 

DD ~- • . .. "''T ' ....... -~. 

~no .. ~ l• 
DIS .· . ..CU/ ..,,.: ....... - . . .... 
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.ALL ti'ETITIO..E.ftS COMPLETE ITEMS UA throu'h 20. If P4'tltlo~ IS for more than one Hallen, give reaulred lnt~a;rmatlon; for etch ad~h 

tiONit alien In fP*:& provided on P1Qt 3. If the ldP.ntitv of the H eli.;~rt, ia not known at present. vou must furnish information concernhfg 
thtl'l'f It toQn M thlt in(ermation becomtl known to ou. 

12A. (Family t!l'me1n.t.tf)ttll .. twa) (Firs.t nai"'t) (Mktdle ntmt) 

h 
(Show all ottt• Palt illn present n•mes, lnc:ludln9 mO'IId•n natM If matfl..:l 

woman.), 
12C. NUMSER OF ALIENS I 

IN THIS PETITION 

(I'Qe l) 

(Street and Number} (City! (PYovtntt) (COunttYI 

TO YOUR KNOWLEDGE, HAS ANY VISA PETITION FILED SY YOU OR ANY OTHER PERSON OR ORGANIZATION FOR THE NAMED 
' ALIENISIIIEEN DENIED1 0 YES IJ NO • , 

·'·' It rotr••tsw.~Nd .. y..,••, c:.ompltte the following: O•t• of flUng oi eac;:h dtn .. d pttltlon ---------- ------• 

•,. 1'111;o ".'.l~l-h ~onlod petition lcltvJ --------------------,-------·-'-----
TO YOU!IIItiOWliDGI. HAs ANY Of THf NAM£_~-~EN(S) EVER 8EEN IN TH~ U.S. ~YES ~CJ~O-~~- ~Y"" idoohfy-'>.., roe• 31 

·-"---f 
21."ttONltCijNIOAL DI!SCffi~TION OF SERVICES TO BE PERFORMED BY OR TRAINING TO SE RECEIVED BY ALIEN(SIITHiifi§LOCK -

1 NIEEI? NOT, BE j;OM'LETED IF PETITION IS FOR H-2 WORKERS! •• . ' .w 
22. · UW wOu • "'lttonlnt ,. 1 tralnte eornptet• thiS block) 

1 • II'!IIMII.AliTIIAINING_AVAILABLE IN ALIEI'I'SCOUNTRYI 0 YES 0 NO 

211, l1f yau .. (lllllionlllll for., L·T Ilion complete this block.) 
~~-....... , ......... , 
I. .......... '* lloen •l1'4lloved in on 0 oxooutive; 0 mane!Jilriol capacity; 0 in a capacity ""'lch lniiOIYOIIpec:ioliad knowledge 
....., ____ .:.., __________________________ olnoo ______________ 

1
· •, ,-' 

, • lmome end addreP otemplovor I ldottl -~ 

.-, .::.' 
.. 11lo _,.danlfls 0 die lome omplover 0 ouboldlery 0 an affill8to ol the employer obroed. , ·~ 

t--~---* .. __ • ____ ~~~~==~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~7.:~=:~~~~~------------------1 .. ' 
FILL IN ITEMS 24 TilROUGH 271NCLUSIVE ONLY IF PETITION IS FOR H·2 AUEN s •>; 

* 1 
.I 

'1 
'«~ ;;' 

" 

• l•. 
·•·I 

'i :~·,, 

),J_~ 

~-~ 
~ 

.. . , 
;,~ ;.:{ 

. ~ ~ 

~ .. t 

-~ >·i 

24.-,DEICRIPTIVI JOI TITLE OF WORK TO BE l'eAFORMED BY ALIENIS\(U,. IIIIo wht<:h cort .. ponds to that utecl In lob "'d"' PllcOd •lth lhto 
~ .. t..W:t= t~~~"'% ncr:J~g~,(fl~:'.)type; Of llbor. Where work In mort thJn one lob dllllfltatlon ll to a ptrf<kmtd by 111n1, 

~~~~~~~~~A~Rl~I~A~U~E~N-;I~SK~IL~LE=-D~IN~WO~R~K~TO~E~I'e~R7F~OR~ME~D~1~~0~V~E~S~0~N~0~0~U~N~K~NO~W~N~~----------~~~·-·~.'l a, IS LAlOR ORGANIZATION ACTIVE IN THE LABOR FIELDISI SPECIFIED IN ITEM 23 O.,Y~S 0 NO .. ,,r, • ,, h 
ttt "Vflff', ~ .,._1Pttonc•• end tattor , ... dii).J t , ·'N 

•I 1:' 
. ... 

271;48 THI! fiEnTIONIR INVOLVED IN, OR ARE THERE THREATENED, ANY LABOR RELATIONS DIFFICULTIES,INCLUDIIIIG STRIKES " 

I-,..DII....,.~-i''-'OUTI7.,.._~1SCrtld~-::'Vl...::-, -::::-:. ::-::-:-:::-::-""::-::==-::::=:::-:~-:-:~-:-:-:·-:-:-::--:=-:-:-:-~:::-:-::-::-==:::::-::-:-:::-::. :-:::-:·=::=i'~ 
a MllvHoTIIiN ABU: TO FIND_ IN THE UNITED STATES ANY UNEMPLOYED PERSON lSI CAPABLE OF PERFORMING THE DUTIES' .1' 

: OF 'n.I'OIIITloNISI.TO 8E FILLED. THE FOLLOWING EFFORTS HAVE BEEN MADE TO FIND SUCH PERSONI$1: ICompleto only if 
lllltor <iittflcieflon not oluc:hed.l · · ' · , , 

1--====-=-====-=-----------------t' i, ALL PETITIONERS FILL IN ITEMS 29 THROUGH 31 B . 

\ 
···------~--~-- t 

.~ .. 
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(b)(6~ 

., 

I, II il $. 

If thi~ pett~i~n i-s for rot11c th,en one ~J 1 :rm ~-.f chtmgul$hed meri\ Md .~hill\'·. 'H·,. ',,, ,- •j !1' 

tt •dliitton.al .n<:'M,.tJ is "1(-K ;1&tt att~;h ~qmrnte d1cet t'll.f'Ct.Sted in snm1. qr. lt·r;': r' ·;p :;•,. . ......... -- ......................... J s- ·a-··-" 

,,~cc~~o~ ~~ 
;;1{ l'.r!VCD 9v At 1{ N \ 

·•fCirlavLt. I 
~Me-··--· ·~ ------r,lf. "_F_B_I_R_T_H _____ -_ .. 1 PU\'n ( •F '" ""._·· ___ NATlONALnY-1 ocr0lJPA~ '"'' -·- 1 
PRESENT ADDRESS _ ·-----------·---- ---·----... ·----~~. 
ADDRESS TO WHICH 1\UEN WilL RFlURN 

NONiECHNICAL Of SCRIPTION OF S_E_R:_V.;.I:_:C_E_S_T_O_B_E_P_E_R_FoR-MED llY 01~ i~RA!NING TO BE RECFIVED BY J.\L.H·N 

NAME I DATE OF BIRTH I PLACE OF AIRTII rA110NALITY 

1 
DCC:UPA:·_._"_"_. ______ 

1 

''P~R~E~S~EN~T:..A~D=D~R=E=S=S~----------------------------------------·-----------·--·--1 
I·A=D-:-0:-:R:::Ec:S.:.S,.,T.,;O:,W~H.:.IC,:H:::.:.A:.:L,:I;;:E::N:..W,:I:.:L:::l:... R:.:.::.ET:..U:..:.:R:..N:_ ____________________________________ ... , 

NONTECHNICAL DESCRIP'TION OF" SERVIC£:5 TO BE PERFORMED BY OR TRAINING TO BE RECEIVED BY ALIEN 

I 

' If this petition Is for more than one tH-2lalien to .perform other temporary liervice or labor, use spaces below to give required informetion. If 
additional space is needed, attach separate sheet executed in same general manner. Identify each alien who has been in the U.S., by placing ' . 
eo "X" in the last column. 

NAME NATIONALITY DATE AND PLACE OF BIRTH PRESENT ADDRESS X 

-' 

·-.-. -'1': 
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Auiataat c-s. .. t.o.r 
.Wjudic&tiOIUI 

Joim l.eiiMft _. Wife, !17 597 321 

CO 212.24-C 
Jew• 1 er 2t, 1971 

Ou Jcns hr 29, 1971, Kl'. or.tlle I, Coal.ey, Jr., Cbief of the ••••1ptat 
lecti•, 'h'h'el C.tJ:o1, lev 'fori: City, telepluaiCI c:oacenaiaa IUbjeett. 
lle etated that they luld avbllitted appltcatf.• fft ateu10111 of te.pftary 
atay. !o1ro La•••• te etill trytaa te olttala cwatody of tun: cii.U.4 aa1 
hopee to me the ca• eet fer trta1 la tile Viqia h1...Sa ta the .. r1y 
part of J._a:y, 'lbe IIUbjecta .... the .Witloaal t:t. to CO'UIII1t with 
tlwttr ettOI'IIItye ta pnpantion fft the tri.e1. 

I eutberidd exteuloa of t..,_ei'J atay wtl1 Jaauei'J 31, 1972. 

cc: A17 597 321 

J CC; W/r • J- 111 131 

. ' 



J 

CO 114h•C 

riU! 
co n2.2tt-c 
Sept. 3, 1971 

hliiUllt C S PiOil'lltl.' 
.Mjudlcatt.oaa 

oa .. pt, hr 2, 1971, :t.lpatt.• 1-.J.IIII' Jlllhn Mel'ee, a.. Yon 
CU:y ilt.etrict office tal•pbc•td to llitvtM CUt • t-12911 ptt:l• 
tlta Ul .._ flt..t by tlle Df.ck Cllmltt ..._ to -. t:b<t lUll jtlct 
11114 bll wife ......... tile tet..t.etoa ... Oil leptltlll' 8, 1971. 
fO'IIII 1•506 appllcetloa for --.. la DMf*iP'M 4uaUiat:ioa 
laM alao liMa UW. • atay of the nbject •• b1a vf.fe ia 
tMil' ,..._t tMfOdl'J vuttft atatua ...,.. .... hptt l•r ~. 1971. 
Subject bM been p..W a .. ctt.CIIIl 212(4)(3) auth&i .. tf.oa. 

oa leptellller 3, 1971, Aile Spivack, Anutclt liatrict DlftctM, 
'h'ave1 Ceatro1. Wow York City._. .tvind u follow•: 

the 1-1 pet:itlon for the IUI:Ijeet vitb 1tay authoriaed 
uatll hpt111bel' 24, 1971 •Y btl appnvecl. Hb 1•506 
a,.ucauoa •Y allo be apttroved • 

the .ub}let'a wife would autaa.ttca11y be clutified 
lt-4 \tfOII appro'*l of tbe H•l eluaUicatlOil &r the 
eub ject vitb etay autlloriled for tile .._ period. 
IOIIII'Nr, IJbe en .,.,..1' oa the Dick c.Hitt Show •• 
aa B-4 oaly if lhe 1a aot aa ente~~:tllMI' by pi'Ofellioa 
... 11 aot betas paid. (8 en n4.2(h)(4)) If the 
11 aa ntel'taillll' by profeteion, 01' if abe il to be 
paid , a MfU'&te petit loa acCOI'diq bn 1l·1 011: I• 2 
c:laal1fleat1on aaat be ft.l..S aad .,......,. AI 1lO 
wid4lnee hal been I!Ubeitted that ehl lt aa H•l aUea, 
aa H•1 petltioa vitb the '*tuilite euptiGI'tiq dOCUIIIIH\t 
fi'OIII Llbot:' Deputlllltlt nu1t be fil..S in bel' behalf. 

CCt AlJ 597 311 

CCI V/r • Jon IAMoe 

fCtftta. 
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- 2 -

lDII .. Cil U it aw-re4 to OtU' otftce:ra tbat he 11U llOt --Wr1DI 
to cii'O\IaYUt au,y law &114 11 PNOCCNP1e4 111 til b11 attai:ra, aa4 
liDCe tbmt 11 ao •nua 00.\ll. 1a AatlP.~:tae -.. 14111tt.a. 1a "J" 
atat.u tor a pc1.111l ot ~ weU vitll 211(4,(3) aa4 (~) wJ.'Nl'll. It 
,.. tlt*'p\ tllllt 1•PNeh u hie plul are 1lllllet1rdte aa11. tile semce 
bad ~ 1a a tl.2(4)(3) wJ.ver b11 1ta7 aboul4 llOt. be l1llit.a. 
to lO d&;yl. l•laJCil U 1;lae airl1• Mid r.pt OtU' ottice 1B 8t. 
'1'b 1 1at-.4 prior to Ilia vriftl., &1111 be-.. 14111tt.a. with a viH 
waiver, tbe alrU• -.. IIDt bel4 1'U)IOU1bll. 

Ill'. ~ of tile llaa otnce -.. iatol'Mil ot the actioa t.akn. 

OC: AlT 591 32l (J'JC) 

~:_vf! __ ~~ s. ... 

!C:IIUI:blh 
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FILE 
co 212.24-c 
June 28, 1971 

Aaaiataut Commiaaiooer 
Ad .1ud icationa 

The "BIA!l.IS" 

011 Ju.ne 25, 1971, Mr. lol Mutts, Matrtct Director, New YOI'k City, 
telephoaed to advise the following: 

Alan l.lilW, IIIIIIIAIH of John Winatoa I.IIIDOII, adviaecl that 
plau are beilts .ade to have a bet:lefit pedonaance in 
Maclieon Sf~Ul~re Garden ira 1lew York City em July 31 and 
August 1, 1971. !he p11110tera of the belWtit are pl...., 
nina to have Jol11s :a..-, liJI&O Stan l:riCI caorge Huriaon, 
three of the four "Beetlea", participate in the pa:rforunce, 
the "Jeatlea" !10 longer WOI'lt U I &l'OUp, HOIIIVU, it il 
plaDlWd that they will &ive individual perf~•. 

Jolm Lln!IOn ia preaently in the Uaited Statal with hie 
wife UDder a grant of VGluntary departure which will 
expire July 14, 1971. 

c..-ge Barn•• ie preaently tn the United Statu. Hi• 
te..,.rN:y adllliaaicm wu authonNd in a Hctilllt 212(4) (3) 
ordar dated June 14, 1971. the oriel: ,eMu _. entry 
during June 1971 for a pe1'iod of f~Nr veeltl far the pur• 
poaa of ceduetiq buliaeea with Cllpitol Recorda in 
Loa Aa&elea, 

the "Baatlea" bava !10 intention of •Paiag ia aay other 
buatneaa or activitiea in the Ura1ted ltatee. 

John Lennon aad hie wife are i~lvad in litit~tion in the 
United Statea in a euit which they have inatituted to ob• 
tain cuatody of Mra. Lannoa•a child fn~~~ bar foner hulbaod. 
If Left!IOD deperta fn~~~~ the United Stetea and .. ekl tllllpOZ'ary 
reacbd81ion in eonaection with the cuatody euit or uy other 
lll&ttar, he ia awue that he wlll reqtJire a new eeetion 212(d) (3) 
authorization, 

Siaca the "Beetle•" will each pedean aaperately, Hp&'l'lte R·l petitiona 
will be filed in their behalf. Aa eoon •• the patiUcme are filed, the 
tittrict Director will ao1:1fy the Central Office eo tbet it ean be I detatmined what further action tbould be taken. 

1 CC: W If • John t.eaaon 

te :SB :dl!ln 
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nu 

Aullhat C..t.ulOMr 
Mjudlcatlou 

co 212.24-c 
JUIW 28, 1971 

I hl&pllellld Ill', S.l DIU • llatrtet llnetor, lllw t011t City, wt.tll 
nf~~n~~Ce to WI' •dt.e~ COII'Mnatl• today eeacentq thi'M .-...ben 
of the srout f ..... dy kMIIna u the "'ut1e1•, 

I ..,,_. that the 1•1 plt1tl .. «*114 1Je appr•ued; that J• t••• 
HUld 1Je IIi,.. *ltiellll wlult&IJ ~- tt.l fH tbe ......... 
of ,.~ldpetl .. ill the 1JeMflt ,.~ for Mlataal nltaf; 
that C11qa hl'l'i._ lhoia14 apply foe • ebMp to • "'I" e1M1ifl• 
ati• if he ••• 't all'lldy ...._ IIUdl elal•lflcatt• _. that 
upo11 .,."«ft&l of tbe claMI' to -.• ol ... tfteaU• htl ltly COIIlcl 
be &a'tallded fer • Mlfflcwat t• to fltlllit Ida te ,.l'tlcl,-h ia 
Chi .,_.ftt pad• , v; that.,.. .,,... ... 1 of tbe ,.utt• for 
li"'I ltal'l' a cable aotiftcatt• of apf"«ooral lbollld 1Je ... , to the 
COIIIUl .c Chi .. ,.... of t1ae ,.utioall'. 

~ cc: ,, • J ........ 
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FILE 

Sam Bernsen, Assistant 
Commissioner, Adjudications 

John Winston LENNON, Al7 597 321 (NYC) 

co 212.24-c 

June 24, 1971 

Mr. Sol Marks, District Director NYC, telephoned to advise that 
inquiry had been received by Cangreasman Jonathen Binghaa's off!ee 
concerning the subject. The Congrea.-an's office stated that there 
are plane for the Beat1ea to give a beaefit perforaance on July Jl 
and August 1, 1971 in Madison Square Garden for Plki1tan! relief. 
Although news accounts had indicated that the Beetles were no longer 
perfondng as a group, it, naverthelea1 , appears that the plan is 
for them to petfora aa a grouptfor this particular benefit 1how. 

Since the subject hea bean granted .oluntary departure until July 14, 
1971, the question presented is whether the subject 1hould be per
mitted to remain in the United States for an additional period of 
time to participate in the performance for Pakistani relief, 

Mr. Marks reco1111ende that auch peraisaion bs granted provided an 
H-1 petition for the aubjact f.s appro'led. It will alao be necuaary 
to detenine, if the H-1 petition is approved, whether to require 
a change to H-1 c1aeaificatioa or to pendt subject to perform in 
vo1untery departure status. 

\ CC: W/F - John Lannon 

TC:SB:anb 
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Depvty AaHClate c-t .. tner 
Trnel COatl'Ol 

Jeba La•DM 

co 214JJ-c 
June 14, 1971 

Lut rrt4lay Dtatrtct Director lfaru, ltv terk, called and ttated be 
hu learailll tlaat •• l.ualll will apply for a 30 clay axteradOD of 
atay, 'lite .,ucatt• was to be t!lptlfttilll hy niderace wltidl •• 
•u,patilll 1111Mld he a1111Ctte• tolley, I •ue•tllll Mr, Hub c11l • 
after lte ked the mdeaea. 

Way Hr. Marta callilll qaia aa4l atate4 tile erl .. _ lte has ahft8 
tll.at .ltllm t«nn sa ..t Ilia wife hne 'Mea aearchf.D& for a loaa tiM 
for hit wife • 1 child. 'lite ckUd ball - beea locatilll 111111 the 
iateat te file a h.Ueas CO'f'P'II actf.oa aa4l a cuetillly tuit. Sa that 
Mr, t.MIMIIIlld.Pt lile here lhrtq tlteH preceecllap tile requut fer a 
30 •ay ntea~lOD of atay has lileea fililll. 

Afttr dta~•taa the qtter witll. Mr. Greeoe I teld Mr. Narka that 
tuhject'e ~ppltcatiee ,.._141 be deatH but that he th.ul41 be al..a 
wlatary ..,artvre tiM, Mr. Harb wu DDt la qra1 lilt with thia 
nautt.a Mil ... trilll to &rat the .,ucatiee. I told h:la ta view 
of oar preri ... npedeaca witlt LelllloD we wiahod to haw the actin 
uba that we h .. •tractilll, 

CC: W/F - LENNON, John ~/ 
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II•F•t:J Aaooiet4t ,_, .. ,_r, 
Trawl caatJDl 

c. c. MIICal'tll.y. 
r.t.autiolt ...., .. r 

Jolla Wf.IIHGII .._ Al7 597 321 

co 212.24-c 
Hay 27. 1971 

At J0111r lf.natt.., I tel.,.uaed tt. Yf.N Offla t-.r (lin. IIDrotlly 
Ollolad.at, lOl•UtoO) pftaa append to 0. 1111 =•tioll by 0. 
hclletftJ of Stat~~ thlt t1111 eullject t. llillllltti:M t .. •nnl:r ...,,ttt 
hf.a •lf.atldU.tJ _... ..... s. ZU(a)(23), lela 11 ... wldl hit 
Wife, ....... to ...,. ........... lalaM, .. lett tl .... lt wltll 
atto...,a ,......... .. .., of ._. olallll~. 

1J tt. ~ ef t:M ..,._ ..OOd.aJ.:at ......... thml wl11 M CIM 

.. .,. • ... .,.. tluill& ,_. an. wida • • ••* Jlft'lM ef •taJ 
-dAIMII.,.. tM lildt.cl• of t:M M)lct'a Mtl'fity to.._. 
•ltatt.. ..S.da - a&tol.., .... lila t.....al OllJ to ... 'fork City 
_. Lilli ltll.IM, .... Ink; wltll • au Jt.oa of ataJ, du e• of 
..U'ri.t)' .... ~ fa. ltlMnq to -~ withold: 
pd.H .,,,.,.1 of die DUtnet lli'Mtltr, ~. D. c. 

11a. Gll.clm.ltt talf.c.ttM that llhe -1• e.e1.- till ' ' .. ., at 
L• 'u • .. !-' tit tM .... ef&et. 

~- 6·11·11 far written request fJ:DII Viii OUSoe, 

TC: 00H 11111111 
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M. J. Muon 
IBIB1grat1on Examiner 

John W1naton Ia11n011., Al7 597 321 

( 

~e-.2-1~-c •J 

November 30, 1970 

Ckl lcma\ler ~, 1970, Mr. DeGrace, V18a omce, 101-21896. 114v1M4 
or the receipt ot a cable f'rOia the AMriC&Q !lllbass7 Lolldoa ftCCII• 
lllllt'Jd1.D& tbat the nbJect's entry be autb01'1zed und.er MCtlcall2 
(d)(3)(A). 'l'he subJect 1B 111114111ee1b1e under eectloa 212(&)(23). 

Mr. detl:raee stated that the subJeot dee1rea entr7 u a B-1 tor 30 
da;ra to d1eeuaa &ll4 eaaduct bua1neaa v1 tb his qent, Alle.r:l IUeiJl 
and the ABroO Illdlllltries, 17 ~, JfeV York Cit,' 8114 Capital 
Recorda in IDs qelee, C&l:ltoraie.. 'l'be subject w1&W to clepari 
LoOOon f'or JFK, 1fev Yol't em !ovaber 26, but -.. 1llforllle4 tld.a 
vaa illlpossible and theref'ore he deairee to depart aCXD!Ist ••• 
Mr. deGrace ree<~~~~~ea41 tbat the IUbject'a adaiaetoa be a1ltbor11114 
&ll4 requ;,ated tt be authorized by telephone. 

<n IOftllber 30, 1970, Mr· r.-.. atate4 tbat tbe aubJect'• lblaaioa 
wtder eectloa 212(d)(3)(A) -.. &Utborized and Mr. deOtaee 1IU 110 ill• 
tol'llll!d. He vu told tt. nbJect•a authorb:attoa w.s tor 01111 eat\7 
durtug Jovember or l'lecellber 1970 tor 30 da;ra 11aite4 to t.1:1e aet;htti• 
u indicated above and tb&t there 1a to be 1.10 extemlicm or st&7 or 
chauge of 1 tlnera.r;y w1 tboat tbe ];ll'ior appraval of' tbe Dlstriat Dlrector 
Wuh1Dgtoa, D. C. 

CC: Al7 597 321 

'l'C :NJII: kmt 

lfJ{F 
·,:_:, .... 
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J'ILE 

M. J. MASOlf 
Iudgra.tion 'Blalldner 

John Wirlllton Lemlon, A17 51/7 321 

en l'l'ovelllber 27, 1970, JC:I.aa DIUdele, ~aaan Btnst-'• omee, 
18o-4lt.ll, -.de iuquiry concernitll the statUI ot a aect1GIIl 212(4) 
(3)(.A.) authorization tor the aubJ~~ 

She .... advised that 'WI had only uq r td a telephord.c :re~D!&U. 
tran State before noon on November 27, 1970 and that it WOilld act be 
decided before !t:ltlday November 301 1910 whether his lldldsaion ww14 
be authorized. 

A similar call vas reeei'ftd~~. Allen Xlein, the aubjec~'• bul1rMtn 
contact IUll1 attorne;r1n Jew York Clt,. He atated he bl4 CGD'tacW 
CongreaSJIII.!.n Jlingbaa and that the aubJect•s presence iD tbe Un1te4 State. 
lias urgently needed becauae a record by hill was due tar releaN Clll 
December U, 1970. At a renlt abou.t tw ar tb.n!e veeka wrk b l'e• 
quired ot ~ll.tlOil ln this COMectiOA before ita :rel-.ee. Jlr• lle1n 
vaa given the lUI 1m"or.t1on tlarD1Illed CoJ:tsreaaan IMn&bP'• ott.lce. 

Ql lfovember 30, 1970, JC:1.11 Danlele 11111.1 1ntor.d that llr. Lemloll'a 
entry wuld be authorizect. 

CC: A17 597 321 

'l'C :llolM:kat 

• 
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Antatet 01 ••toaer 
Adj~to. 

•. J, -l..tpatloa ........ 

,....... a-n.-, !18 SZ3 007 

... Att.a of c:-&"~•••·aJi ...... '• offlce l.,..UW oa 

oo zu.24-c 

loo, •or 13, 1970 

1111 Ill' lZ, 1970 CIMini. tile ot ... of a IIMtf.oa ZlZ(4)(3) 
(A) ...... Mtll ..._. by dlla II *-l oa tile ... j .. t. 

lila •htall tMt-.. Mject W 1111111t11 ...,....*tile uatcu 
Stat.ee fR Ullphe, Jlllllca ... n•••• -~••S..Uoa to ... _.. 
- CUt .... - --~· to - •:r lllf•••t.• tn. ... . 

lk'. I'll•••• f.c:. ,_,.,.. •laid to cMek n dliaiiAttol', 10 
lk-.d. ... ~ .._.. oa • ta1apa.ntc --.nrt &.Ill'. wtlU.• 
JllloiJ, OIMII1 1a U.,.t.oll, J to, a MCU. ZlZ(4)(3)(A.) 
....... - ,.... ... .. .. '· 1970. !!WI ..... ~ tile 
....,J-' ... .-., bf au: • m fol' .. .all f• ._, ..... *· hnsra al .. otat.e.l tUt: Mi..S. Hat • win oa 11/9/70 ia 
.... ,._. to Cl erlloaM II..-'• wtn Mri.alae of t:H ..,.,., 
... Ale- .. ,........... dlla ...._ iafwaatloa n 1o01 h~: U, 
1970. 

CC: All SZ3 007 

':......_CCI W/r " IMt~--d 
"-
~' 
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ltabict lfinetK 
ft'....u.t. .... , 

..,.t1 Maaclllttl C I IHi...r 
'!Tanl Cwtlol 

o.o..p ........... All 523 007 

CO 212. 24-P 
CO 2U.42•P 

NOV 1 01970 

'1'111 fUe nl.U• a. the nlloject ta f••••• 11 Mil auuot ~ yoc 
e.l.- of .. ~ a. lt70. 

'1'111 allltject, 11 • n Ill' of the ... tlaa -teal P'IIIIP. u of alldl 
pn.~..._. t1111t ld.a ,.. ..... .u •ttnttaa t• • taitt~~~ l&a'taa 
~1ft ... lie lUI ttlH ... llllf n•U la Uflc:l'.le ,..U.c:l.t). 
eo••••••"'• ...... &fa tta1a •''"- w ,....,u.11 -~:~.~ .. 
tlte ·N•- of ... Mject _. ld.a wife ..,._ 111tin ZU(.)(l) 
(A), t1MI Lllh I 'NIJ11 l.U.t I"NJ pd•ttaa tdloal • .._. 11o1aa 
nfel'nd to 0. Mit of .. ,,. st. 

••••,... •taU• .._ an Neet ... la tlte futun, pllllfl lwt .. 
t1MII11 to., att.eatt.oa ia ••-•••• wttJl t1te twblletto. coatat.-.4 
or ,... .. u of ... tw-tpat IMpeeC.'a lnAaDk IHat.n t1aa h• 
,.._.of a llltln ZU(.)(!)(A) •tltoi1Jiatloa, 

""" .. " );;. 
CC: AlB 523 007 

MOTE: Mr. Ber1111en diecu .. ed the above cue with Kr, Owen, Director of the 
Visa Office on 11/5/70, Mr. Owen agreed that consull lhou1d 1ubmit their 
recomPendatioDI for 212(d)(3)(A) order• on prominent peraon~, whose 
activ1tiea in the u.s. are likely to receive public attention, to the 1eat 
of government for action, He stated that he would iaaue a reminder to all 
consular poata that even though a previoaa 212(d)(3)(A) order bad been 
iaaued on auch an individual any additional recommendationa ahould be aent 
to the aeat of government, 

(b)(6) Mr. Bernaen alao diacuaaed with Mr. Owen the cue oH I 
E pin which the Viaa Office lent I recommendation for a zfz(dj 

(p)(6) (J)(Xj order to the Waahington district office after it had been denied 
by one of our overaeu officer. Mr, Owen agreed that thil should have 
been 1ent to the C,O, inatead of the Wuhington district office and will 
take atepl to prevent future occurrences. 

'\ CC: W/F - Beatlea 

'\, 
TC:MJM:anb 

jl 
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N. J, ...._ 721 

CO 212. 24-C 10.0 

Dll1liCf --........... ,." 
NOV -31970 

8aJ oc;a.a 29, lf70. lilAC CO'IIA-.... lAID M ..... UiiiO 

rn.& • UUU -ICAL CIIDIJt IIDUI• fiiii8'JI l•lllD. All 523 007 •• 

If.,_ .. 11M 8Qllll ••D Ullt .. 'l nn.t ..a 212(.)(3)(A), 

AD\1111 - .. -·· 111»11011 ..., • luatiib ...... lliiCIOI. 

.,.. -· -· ··~ )!;. M..-.._ ...... 
CALL UP: 11/13/70 

CC: Al8 S%3 007 

"-;,. CC: W/F • ... tlu 
~ -------

~, -,, 
TC :MJN: aap 

213 



LONG DISTANCE TELEPHONE CALL REPORT 

DATE ACTIVITY FACILITY: AMOUNT (00 NOT.flfL.L IN THIS QLOtK WHEN CAl.l IS Fl LE NO. 

X HANDLED THROUGH A SERVICE SWITCH BOARD OR WHEN 
rrs. Fl'S IS VSEO,) 

4/22}70 10 COMMERCIAL- co 212.24-c 
FROM: I NAME) IOFFICEI TELEPHONE NUMSER CHARGED 

Jon J. Carey, S\lpemaory Imcration Inspector 
··-

TO\ I NAME) !OFFICE) TELEPHONE NUMBER CALLED 

David V. Strubb, SUperrtsory Illllli&ration Inspector 
Su Pedro, CaJ.itOl"llia 

CERTIFICATION: I CERTIFY THAT THIS OFFICIAL 'TEl.£ PHONE CALL APPROVAL: 
WAS NECE.S.S.\.RY IN TN£ I!IT£FU;.S'T OF 'THt GOVERNMENT. 

SIGNATUIU: OF !MPI.OYU MAICIHG 'rHE CALL. SIGNATURE OF APPROVINCO OFFICER. (REQUIRED ON COPY ONL.Y,) 

JUSTIFICATION; WAS THIS CALL MADE AT THE REQUEST OF THE CENTRAL OFFICE OR REGIONAL OFFICE! DYES DNa 
IF "NO" IS CHECKED, ENTER JUSTIFICATION. 

SUBJECT MATTER: 
Re: Johll W. 0. LeUOB, Al7 587 32l 

i • 
Geore llarriaoa, Al8 523 m .., 

(b )(6) 

Illf~tiaa oa subJects iBCluded ia •ricu Jlllbusy Lowlou 
Aircru #3(M dated !j.f22./701 (aee attached llhiO) turaiahed tor 
~lay to LOS. 

CC: W/'F JOb.R LeUOB 
------.-_._._.._,, .. 

TC:JJC:blh 

ORIGINAL TO CASE FILE, SUBJECT FILE OR WORK FOLDER: COPY TO FINANCE 

FORM •·•o <REV.,.,.,., UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE Immigration and Naturalization Service 
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(b )(6) 

(b )(6) 

~ AM.il'llaut ..._.. ... l', 
Ad,1tltioat101111 • J.1111t 

co 212.2~ 
AJfZ'll 221 1970 

*'· ~lli!JII ~~ Via otl:loe, ~ ot --· a4rilled -
W"'"'Mfca.U;r uat • w. .tu-t Je01t1'ft4 • at:rsr-, #'301K, rna* 
JQ ' ...,. at LCII4oa 4&1lecl Apr1l. 22, 1.910, 1lld.o1l 1'IIIIU .. fUl').oue: 

"L TUM .MII:I z-. 0111• -~ ~ 
2. 11 I llf/11 -.. Jwn ._ ~ ...,.,.. ldii JackiiD 
~, April 23 M nt. "(61 &ft'1YbiTM A•l• l$15 
hill.n laaal tt.. I I ...s,.....,.,. .... - Cbe.d ... 
- ~ .uw ailfl'- ......... . 

3• Will i sa 1M 1111 ] .. t. Mti1 6 far........ II ~1011 
'llith --!Ill .. lotlt1 ~. Al'ri'N ... tort- 7 . 
for~ \Nffr 111 ~..-ad mea to I/Wm OD 
or a1M:Mi Milt 16. 

4. Wld.le atwr pttiiWJ. tor -'Z'1 lllllf ten ..._ -.tftl' 
lllllltaiJ:I :.\ fO!f &'~"rival :C.0. A ,II].. 110 cr-t pro'bla and 
EdMe1;, ~ 1eeue 'dsa.ll ~· • 

I &d:rited Mr. c1eO:nilce tbat DO ~ WI ~ U a reeult of tbe 
trobJecta • arr1v1a1 at :r. AllallM liUhe:r t1u 1n TOI"k, am ~ taw r.o. 
.bllelea ottice woul4 be al.erted. ~ca:u,. 

~ W/F - John Lennon 
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FTU '» ... "h 3'' 1<'.·7'J' 
0" "' "'' ~ 

CII 

John Lennon of the Beatles 

A telephone call from a ~~. Schwartz of Oakland, California, was 
referred. to me by the COI!IIllissioner's office at 4:35 p.m. on .'·!arch 2'71 

1970. 

'1r, Schwartz was desirous of having Lennon engage in n non-profit 
ruusical engagement in ~y 1970. He seemed to know that the Be&tles 
were to co:::e to the United States in the near future and that John 
Lennon was inadmissible because of use of narcotics. He stated the 
proposed on~gement had nothing to do with the Be&tles' rreaent trip. 
fi1a telephonic inquiry W&5 for the r:ur:pose Of deterttlining how he 
should go about arranging for his entry. He was advised that he 
would need to file a visa petition with the District Director at 
San Francisco and that following its approval the An~r1can Consul in 
London would then be in a position to entertain Lennon's nonillllll1gr&nt 
visa application. He concluded the conversation by asking for the 
District Director's phone nurnber at So.n Francisco indicating be wae 
going to call hire regarding the w~tter. 
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I 
I 
,(b )(6) 

I 
I 

I 

I 

Mr. a.orae 1. 011en 
Dlreeto:r, ViM ottf.• 
Dllpa:r1'.1M1nt of sv.w 
'llashingtcm, D. c. 20;20 

n.teruce 11 _.. to 7'\M' letter of MiiU'dt 19, 19101 file 
v - :I.EATIEJ';l GJIQUP. 

You. 111U Date that tld.lt trier~ llDI tllltl';1 at Jill 
to.rk Ci~ ~ Minh or April 19'/0 tor 30 _.. em tbt COJ!ditlorl 
t.bat the ao~rtU. u4 1~ ot tile .._u...,. llhaU be 
lhdted to nc6l'f'Sllll .. ceN. :r.r. ~ A1110c1.at1• of 'Re~ 
~ 1a Nlult, 'flortc\aJ to Jloltilll \uS.UI di~:l.ciratl 
with Urdted Art.SRII a4 A'ltkoo ~ Sa law tctrk, 1111 'J'QPk Mil 
with e_,:piWJ.l'IIU:IW:II ill 1M AJ18"lMI ~. J'e oMIIP 1a 
MUv1~ .. a. Url&t1• ill 1UIIIH'U.'f l1la1l lie _.. vi~ prior 
aut.bm1.11&t1oe tJt 1M r.i.,...UGD ad ~t:ls Se.rYice. 

S I 

.1 
I /' . . 

~ A....Uw c-1aeioDer 
'l':r&wl c.t:.:ral 

NOTE: On March 24, 1970 Mr. Greene diacuaeed 
the above order vi th Mr. Reve:rc0111b ot the 
Dept.rtment (M'r. Kleindiemrt as um.va1l&ble) 
and he agi'Md to *'·4-~<::f'··ofrihis order. 

TC:MJM:anp 
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(~)(6) 
' 

(~ )(6) 
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In reply refer to 
V • BEATLES GROUP 

Mr. John M. Lel:aan.n 
Deputy Associate CO..issioner, 
Travel Control 

rm.igration and Naturalization Service 
Department of Juatiee 

Dear Mr. Lehmann: 

MAR 1 9 197tl 

Reference ia made to previoua corrupondence to the Service 
with regard to the te.porary a&.iaaion under the authority 
contaiDed in aection 212 (d) (3) (A) of the I•isration and 
Natioaality Act of Mr. John w.o. IJl!NR>H ADd Mr. ru.oqe 
HARRISON, .-hera of the Beatlea IIWiical aroup, aDd the 
-;; ; I all of whom are 

tig bie to receive a visa iliider section 212(a)(23) of the 
Act. 

The Department uDder1taod1 that aceordina to the New York 
Ageat of the Beatlu, Mr. t.ennonl ,;! 
wish to CCiale to the United States to atfeiid a meeting to 
held iD MiGli, Florida frora March 20 to 25, 1970 in order to 
receive an award from the National A11ociation of Records 
Merchalldiaen. Our Embean in ~ bu adviaed that 
Mr. Lermonl wish to vilit New York City 
for two weeks for buaineta diacuad.ONI with their representatives 
aDd repreaentativea of United Artiete and Abkco Illduatriee, 
and Los Angelu for one week for diacu11tou with repreaenta• 
tives of Capital recorda. The exact datea in each city are 
not known. 

The Emba .. y baa rec.c: eoded tbat Mr. LeDIIOtl and 
I I be sranted waiven aad baa poipt!d gyt 
thAt aLiCe ailiiOat a year bas puaed sincel I 
were convicted for poeausion of urijuana, a waiver recoaaenda• 
tion il appropriate at this t11118. Mr. Lennon' 1 conviction 
was on November 28, 1968. Mr. Len.nonl a have 
aasured the couular officer that they &ve ceaae<i ua 
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2 

•rijuau. The. Dep.art'M&lt coacun in the rMJ lll.dation 
for waivers on the grouada put forward by the Embassy as well 
u on the buia of the aubatantal American bwJi.rleas interests 
involved in the production and distribution of recorda by the 
Beatlea. 

If a waiver is graoted, Mr. Lem.cm I I 
plan to travel to the United Statea~on!!!!""'ki!!!'!!'!rc!'!!hll!"''z"b~",-.o~ig"')"bll!"''!to~-.... 
NMiD for three weeki ill New York aad Lot Aqel•. It 11 
undentood tbat there is to be no deviation or extenaioll without 
the prior approval of the Service. 

Eaeloaure: 
lftlll M-aay LoDdOil 
Tel. 2119, Mlrch 18, 1970 

Si.Dcerely youn, 

Laoa G. Dorroa 
Acttaa Director 
Visa Office 
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 
Immigration and Naturalization Service 

FILE: (Ia tdt i1JI lltt) 

IN RE: ..... Jft.Uiilt ... ,..... ( ... 41ttl .. 1i lltt) 

APPLICATION: Temporary adrnissiin to the United States pursuant to 
section 212(d) (3) l"l, Immigration and Nationality Act 

The applicant(s) has (have) been found by a Ill] consular officer 

0 immigration officer to be ineligible to receive a nonimmigrant 

i au de th followin arag aphts) of the Act· Section(s) 212(a) (D) v. n r e g p r 

DATE: 

Nationality: Date and Country of Birth: Country of Residence: 

111.lf. • ........ c .......... lUt) .... I 
Occupation: Employer: ..... .... lt.tt) ... 1111111 • 118*) 
Purpose in seeking entry into United States and destination: 

'- .... ~.,. • ...a f.- Mllltl 1111 ddiw ef 1111 ,, ....... , .............. 
,....., t8 ..... blltlll clhwrr1•• ..... ll:lW &rtt.ata ....... t a sadtt 
fa .... ,.,.. ..... 'flld&J .. toW .. tliUI 4fa•tt'- 'lf.tll Cryli.S. lilt-.. fa 
.......... Od.it.nda. 

Plans regarding travel to United States and period of temporary stay: 

... -*17 .............. - &fd1 lt7t - "..,.. 

Basis for favorable action~ 

·~~~~ ... .... , Ual ....ua ._11111 iatlllll._ • 

ORDER: It is ordered that the application be granted for the above indicated purposet subject to revocation 
at any time, valid as set forth below. 

Fonn 1·194 
(Rev. 5 ·1-69) 

ENTRY: ... at ... .,.., .... ted~ ......... lfd1 lf71. 

PERIODOFTEMPORARYSTAY: 30..,.- 6e ...U.U. tllillt lllf ~ .. 
lt1MI.., flf 111111 ..,ale ta lltal.l lit lWW t8 tMee - t.t:ll ....... 
•*•••._~_...,......,.u• , .... , ..... l ...... .t*lllst 
fii!Wr ~ flf a.. .,_..,.... .. I tanlt ntlw ~~'~'doe 

. , • n•• ••••· ••~~~~~~'~• 
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DATE OF COUNl'RY OF 
FILE NAME BIRTH BIRTH EHPWYER 

Al7 587 321 John ;.r. o. Lennon 9~10~4o England Hember of the "Beatles· 
musical group 

J\18 523 00~ George Harrison 2-23-43 England ~!ember of the "Beatles' 
musical group 

(b)(6) 
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SANDRA G. LEVITT 

ALLEN E. KAYE 

COUNSEL 

LLOYD RICHARD FORSTER 

WILLIAM P. VOLIN 

ELMER FRIED 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

Georqe OWen, Esq. 
Director, Visa Office 
u.s. Depart:Mnt o! State 
515 22nd Street, N.W. 
waahinqton, D.C. 

Dear Mr. OWen: 

!51!! MADISON AVENUE 

NEW YORK. N. Y. 10022 

MURRAY HILL. 8·88!1!5 

March t, 1970 

I thought it would be of iDterest to you, to tee the news
paper account of the appoin~t whiob Jobn LenDOD and his 
wife had with ~rime Minister Trudeau of Canada, in December 
1969. 

You will note the complete frien4ltDe•• of tbe iAterviev, 
as reported; and the qeniality of the interwiew is heightened 
by the tact that as recently ae June, lt6t, the Cana.d.ian 
Government had oriqinally decided to bar •r. LeDAon'a entry 
because of the marijuana conviction. 

I am not auqgestinq that aerely because the Cua41an Gover!liMnt 
has relented, and ita Prime Miniater baa been oo~al, that 
our Government muat !)flrforoe follow the lAM lead. we, of 
course, aet our own lead with reapeot to all utten. However, 
it doe• augqeat that the admisaion of Mr. LeDAGR is co.pletely 
consistent with conservatism. 

As I mentioned to you on my visit of Febi'UJ:f 26th, Mr. 
Lennon wanta to cGme here on this trip witb tbe other three 
members of the Beatles, for (as I understand it) the op.ninq 
of the docllii!Antary fUm abwt th•eelvea, ea4 the pnpantion 
of sou IIUlterial for the Ed Sullivan Show. le voalc'l not be 
able to accept the National Institute of Mental Health invita
tion on this trip, because (I a. told) wbea the leatlea tra.el 
toqether, they have a policy of not aeparatint for indi.tdual 
aide-trips -~ a policy that pre•umebly oritiaate4 froa tbe pro
tective measures that had to be mainta1nlt4 with re1pect to the 
enormo\UI crowds of adlllirara, who atten4ed their ......,. •ove. 
'l'bis baa been explained to Dr. 'f .. rkin of n•, wbo will tttnw 
the invitation to Mr. Lennon pttnonally, at ... tl• iD the 
fut\lft. 

I don' t think there is much aore I cu, o.r abotal4, 1144 to tbe 
, obaarvatiou pravioualy Mde by • ln aqpport of a wai'Nr for 
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Mr. Lennon. The Department ~ill have before it a similar 
situation involving a second Beatla, Georqe Harrison, who 
has not, however, had the flaMboyant publicity that Mr. 
Lennon haa had, and as to whom the Department miqht not 
have taken strong umbrage in connection with a purely 
business Vilit. I ao think it proper to r: .. ind you that 
Mr. Lennon, at the very time ot hie conviction, totally 
repudiated the use of marijuana, and publicly declared that 
''mind-expanding~ drugs were not for: hi•· He hal maintained 
that position ever since. 

You have undoubtedly read, iD the put tw JIOAtba, how the 
otherwise-respectable scions of perfectly r~putabla (and 
highly placed) parents have been fo~md in potseuion of 
marijuana; and, of course, you know that the ofticial policy 
of the Depa.rtment of Ju.tice has been to favor an easing of 
penalties for first convictions for poeaeeeion of marijuana 
(other than for sale). Thia betokens a ayapatbetio realiza
tion that frustrated younq people do turn to .xpe~i.-ntation 
with marijuana, and without condoning it, the policy is to 
give them another chance,,provide4 they, ... to -aober up" ani 
eiChew the practice. 

This situation clearly fits John Lennon, who ~ac'l, in fact, 
given up the use of marijuana some ti .. befor. hit arrest 
for possessing it -- the marijuana that be poetealec'l was 
apparently a quantity left over from the d&ya·when be had 
used it, and he had forgotten ita exiatenoe in eome secluded 
corner. 

There can be no damage to any intereat of the UDit.ec'l States 
from allowing Mr.'Lennon to visit for bueineaa, an4 under 
all the ciroumstences, it would appear that tbe c'liacretion 
which Congress has made available to the Baeouti•e 8~anch, 
in cases of this sort, should be exercised in hit favor. 

Sincerely yours, 

ILMBR PJlliD 
EF/d 

cc: Mr. John Lebmann, 
Immiqration ' Naturaliaation Service 

227 



FILE 

Aaaiatant Commillioner 

CO 212.23-C 
CO 212.24-C 
March 20, 1970 

Adjudication• (b)(6) 

John w. 0. l.eunon, George Harriaon andLI _____________ _.I 

On March 20, 1970, I telephoned Mr. Ceorsa H. Oven, Director, Viaa Office, 
Department of State to requeat that he a1carta1n from the American ~ 
ba11y in London whether the tubjecta intend to engaae in any group acti· 
vi till in the United Stat .. a1 the "laatlea". Mr. Owen will .tviee me 
aa aoon aa he hear• from the labaaay, 

SubHquantly, w Karch 20, 1970, Mr, Leon Dorroa, Deputy Director, Viu 
Office, ad'f:I.Md Fred llarvey, Deputy Auhtant CO..ill:l.oner, AdJudication•, 
that he had telephoned the llllbaaay at Loadon IUd bad bean told that u 
far a• can be detar-ined at the l~aay, there are no plan~ for the 
aubjecta to ..aka any public appearance• except to accept the award. In 
.tdtticm, the oaly imU.viduale cCIIIJ.aa are the aubjacta. Mr. Harvey 
adviaed Mr. Cruae. Auoctate c-h•toaer I Operation•' wbo told 
Mr. Harvey that linea at leaat one of the othu ·~eatlet" waa uncleretood 
to be io the Ullited Statea, he lhould call Mr. Dorroa and inquire whether 
all four "leatlea" van to appear at a sroup to accept the award, 
Mr. Dorroe aaid he would atta.pt to Hcure thie infor.&tion. 

1 CC: ll /F • LllllltiR, John W. 0, 

!C :SI :rm :d111111 
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Canadian Press 
'OTTAWA - Bealle John Lennon 

artd his wife Yoko Ono had an hour· 
long chat with Pierre Trudeau today 
and found the prime minister a "beau· 
tilul" person. 

11If all politicians were like Trudeau, 
there would be world peace," ~lr. Len· 
nori told reporters after the inter1ic·.~ 
in the Liberal leader's parliamentary 
office. 

"You don't know how lucky you are 
ln Canada." 

The meeting, he said, was also 
"beautltul." 

Mr. Lennon, on a mission to pro
mote peace, said the three of them 
talked about things in general - "our· 
selves, himself and ycuth." 

"I think he's a beautiful person.'' 
Mr. Lennon said, standing outside the 
PM's offlce with hi' tiny 11ife at his 
side, both clad in black, floppy hats 
and black floor·length cloaks. 

To Yoko, Mr. Trudeau was "more 
beautiful than we expected.'' 

Asked whether the prime minister 
share~ his views, j!r. Lennon said they 
both want hope for the future and in 
that respect their views are similar. 

"It was ff great incentive just meet· 
ing him,'' Yoko added. 

The three were a study in black -
Mr. Trudeau had on a black suit - ns 
they posed for pictures by about ~~ ' 
photographers in j!r. Truoeau's orrice 
before the start or the private session. 

Mr. Trudeau. smiling, told the cou. 
,,, "I ~i· ,:{, ,~,\1: dr"\V 11101'" 01

i'A1"· F·~ ..,, I' ' '·' ' ~]. 1 ... 1.. I 1·1'
1 
',"' 

raphm than he usually gets ivr visit· 
lng ambas::~don. 

Mr. TrurhlU put his arm for a mo· 
ment o~:y around Yoko, then withdrew 
il I ,,• ~~~ ~k)r,or''""M~ lrft thrv 

I 
/ 

'G . . I • • • • reat mccnhn~ to med Jll'lllll' lllllW·[(•J' 

,, 

w~htd !he cr~ie a ·m~qC!Irl~mu. · 
' . '1'ae nme to yllli~,. Mr. ~ n 
plied lbrcugh his beard, ftoppylib th• 
hal. 

After the Trudeau 1i:it. the Lennon 
v.ilh their small enlour2~e went to se 
Heal1h ~.li:,: ~er John ~!unro to discu~ 
the 11health aspects'' of a July peaet 
festival planned for ~!o1port, near To 
ronto. The aim is to "keep it healthy.' 

.. 

I• 

I 

,.,..., . . ',) (') 
{1 ,/!_;J ' I J-' 

v\J,J ;:; u 

') 
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WA465 AE CP ELA400) NL PDF 

TH' PRESIDENT 

f1E '1!HITE HOUSE 

'."·J r·::~ j'l '"' I 50 .,. •I 1 1-W •. ., 

TDEL WESTFIELD NJER FEa 18 

0 THE EFFO.~TS OF THE ED SULLIVAN SHOW N.Y. 
~~ 0~PLORE A~D ABH R R 

[J I~PJ~T THE BEATLES FROM E~3LAND FOR U.S. TV SHOW MA~CH 1. 

T.IEI~ PREVIOUS EFFORTS TO E~TER THE U.S. HAVE BEEN P~OPE~LY ) 

Tri~ARTiD BY OUR CAPA6LE JUSTICE DEPT ON THE BASIS OF THSIR J~UJ 

CONVICTIONS. THEIR u.s. APPEARANCE NOW WOULD BE MOCKERY 

ro JEVJTED TREASURY DEPT PERSONNEL PRESENTLY CARRYIN3 OUT YOU~ 

A9MI~ISTRATION'S PLEDGE TO CONTROL IMPORT & USE OF DRUGS ANJ 

~ARCOTICS. BALLET NUM3ER BEIN3 PREPARED FOR THIS SHOW IS DANCED 

TO THE MUSIC OF LUCY IN THE SKY WITH DIAMONDS WHICH THE YOUTH OF 

OUR COUNT~Y RECOGNIZE AS LSD, UR3E YOU~ IMMEDIATE INTERVENTION 

TOWARD A FIRM U.S. STAND TO P.iC:VENT THIS TRAVESTY AND DRU·3 

E.~PLOITATION 0:-J NATION~IDE TV 

• ~~ & ~~S EDWARD C BALL ~ESTFIELD NJ. 

3/2/70 
No response necessary because address 

is incomplete. 
M. J. lt!.eon 
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TO 

FROM 

SUBJECT: 

OPTIONA,L FORM No. fG 
fo'IAY 1962 ~011'10N 
GSA FPMR (41 CFA) 101•11.8 

UNITED STATES Qt,VERNMENT 

1.l1emorandum ;t .. ·,t.t) 
'/ ,_ 

~,lU..~J:,i; ;/ 
File DATE: February 17, 1970 

Assistant Commissioner, Adjudications 

H-1 visa petition by Sullivan Productions for the "Beatles". 

Mr. Bill deGrace, of the Visa Office, Department of State, advised 
that according to a cable from the American Embassy, London, the 
beneficiaries desire to come to the United States on February 23, 
1970. The beneficiaries wish to be accompanied by their wives, 
One of the wives, Mrs. Harrison, was found by the consul to be 
ineligible for admission because of a conviction of a narcotics 
violation. The Visa Office has requested additional information 
from the Embassy so that it can decide what position to take, 

Call-up: February 23, 1970 

I 
CC: W/F - John LENNON 

TC:SB:lcm 

Btty U.S. Savings Bonds Regularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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5M!nf1A G. LF.'f:\7 

f>.L.-'~•1 0:. f<t."~ 

f\•"?L:'": "; D. C::>~o~";O!.O 

LLOYD r.1cHM'l.D FCP.!Sit::.~ 

~/'L.UN1 P. VOU!'l 

ELMER FrdED 

;\ 7 0 f1 'I E Y A 7' !... A W 

October 21 1 1969 

'mmigra~ion r, r::~tv.ralization Service 

Washington, D. C. 

Re: \'Jaiver 

D•c:ar .~lr. Lehmann: 

515 MADISON AVS~~1;r,: 

New YcRK. n. Y. ~c02:. 

I assume that by n0\•1 the London Ecnbassy has responded to the inquir•' 
of Visa ofcice 1 and that that of ce has answered your questions. 
"'CJr "CJ:'le r·eason, j_ t h~.c1 not been htilde clear to oe until ver:{ recentJ.y 1 

t::.at ~:.:10 E:}.bassy 1 s abi 7-=~l to nnst·Jer th~:: questions depenc1r:d upon a 
J:e::le~:Tal o~ r-1r. :.Jennon' s "'"lisn. a.pplication, since I had ass~x.:t.ed tha~: 
t':lr; one r1ad::; ?.'7:. nontrea1 'i·NlS still subsisting. 

However, 1·1ith the rene1·1al noH made 1 and a current application in 
';xistence 1 you are able to pass upon the merits of the case. Apart 
from the material previo,lsly furnished by me 1 I 1·:ould add only the 
r;urrent article? from the ~·~-:-:.~·7 York Times, \·Jhich indicates t.hat the 
Administration has now de ided that perhaps a first offense in 
dealing ~·:i th drugs should )9 handled r::ore f lexib than Has formerly 
sonsidered ap?ropriate; a· 3 that the possession for use of marijuana, 
0ugh': not to b0 co:::tsidere in the same liqht '.•li th possession for 
sa10; and that th'? atti tu e to\·Iards marijUana can proper 1~:::' be ;nore 
tompr?ra te than t~1at toT:iar s other drugs. 

It may be, therefore, tha this delay 1-1ill have served a beneficial 
our~ose, in bringing Mr .. ennon's case to you at a tirne when the 
iVlm'inistratio:1 licy ,,mu d see8 to be less hostile to refcrT:'.ed 
m~rijuana l'Sers than had een the case previously. In a press 
conf"!re;1ce en Octob2r 20t . , the President said about the Senate 1 

'~hat ic: is n '::xiy in ,.,hie c time i'.l'c1 discussion \Wrk on the side of 
~ai~n~ss o~ j t. I ·n ce~tnin he inten~ed that remarJc to be 
C?qua ll+:t n:r-~JY_:,_r:;:~<Jle to bis ext:?.cnti~vr; a.gencies. 

FRIED 
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AUG 4 ;'r;~r co 212.24-c 

Mr. George H. Oftn 
Direator, Visa Office 
Depertaent ot' Ste. te 
Washington, D. C. 20520 

Dear Mr· OWea: 

,.. -~ .. ..,., 

I reeeived 7UU1" letter of Julr 2:11 1969 CIODOeraiag Mr. John 
w. Lennon. I have read with iaterest the attacbMIItl to your 
letter, copies of' 1011111 of 'tlb1eh we had alret.dJ rttce1ved. It is 
not,ed that Hr. Fried pl.ae1.11 IIUCb emphUil on the peacef'Ul ~~&ture 
of Mr. Lennon and bia View conc:ern1ag vars 11:1 gell$J'Ial, Wa ~ 
not a-ware that biB politica.l. views have been a batil tor bil 
1nadmiell1b111ty. 

I believe yau are awre hcM!ver, that Jtr, LellllOn'• request 
for a wa1 ver was discussed by the Uader Secretary of State W1 th 
the Deputy Attorney GeDeral. IIIA111111Ch u the latter indicated 
that. this department vauld not authorize the waiver, th11 Service 
e&n~~ot aot V1 tbout further couul tation with the DelNtJ' Attorney 
General. 

So th&t I might apprise hilll of' the current 11 tuation, 1 t 1e 
requested that you furnish an&Vera to the f'ollO'Iiag queations: 

1. Doea Mr. Lennon have an application for a DM1•'· 
grant visa p.nding vi th tha l!rllibe.asy ill l'..cmdzm7 

2. If' be baa indicated he deeirel to ca&e to this 
cOUDtey, vhat is the purpose of his vidt'l 

3· WhAt 11 his proposed itinerary? 

4. For wbat period of time does he deeire to c:c.e 
to tbie country? 
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He should also like to know vhetb.er ::fOUl' Deparuaent is recom· 
mending a waiver of inadmissibility in Mr. Lennon's case since 
apparently the purpose of his Viai t is not tb.e 8UMI as 1 t vas 
vhen you made your earlier recommendation. 

81Dcerely, 
/ 

cj~f.~/V-A_ 
Aaeoc ate Commissioner 

Operations 

CC: W/F John Lennon - Al7 597 321 

rr:: JML: blh 

~ 

'-.,../. 
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SANDRA G. L.EVITT 

AllEN E. KAYE 

COUNIIL 

" ' 

ELMBR FRtBD 
AT':'OIIN~V AT I.AW 

•. ·' '' ,,,.,_, .•. ,.,,,, •\•' ..... > '.f1¥1$'.tflt 

!1115 MADISON AYII:!IUI 

NEW YORK. N. Y. !002.2 

MURftAY HILL e.eiSfiS 

\ 

LLOYD RICHARD FORSTER 

WILLIAM P. VOL.IH 

George Owen, Esq. 
Director, Visa Office, 
Department of State.· 
515 22nd St. N.W •. 
Washington, D.C. t 

Dear Mr. Owen: 

,.,. 

July 15, 1969. 

OFFICE OF iRE ;{)!Ia&C1'0R 
VI.SA OFFICE 

JUL 221969 . 
PnPAlll'.Mll'm <lP sun · 

Re~. Nonimm!grantVisa Application of 
.John Lennon 

In a recent automobile accident, Mr. and Mrs •. Lennon each suffered 
injuries sufficiently serious to hospitalize them briefly, and to 
require their being at home under medical care for an additional 
period of time, which of course made impossible a trip to the 
United States by July 9 even if your office.had approved issuance 
of a visa. However, they are expected to be well enough to accept 
the early-September invitation of the National Institute of Mental 
Health. 

Following our last conversation, Mr. Lennon's London. representative, 
Peter Brown, visited the Embassy and spoke to Mr. ~iley, advising 
him of.Mr. Lennon's definite wish, intention, hope and plan to come 
to the United States, and requesting that the visa application be 
considered as revived, renewed or whatever was necessary. Mr. Kiley 
apparently suggested to Peter Brown that for the time being it was 
not necessary that any new formal application be fi:J,ed but that, 
since Mr. Lennon's attorney was in communication with the Visa 
Office, it was sufficient just to let matters develop on the American 
side of the· Atlantic. · 

I think we are ready to approach the heart of this case, which is, 
whether or not the State,.Departinent will recommend, and whether or 
not the ~ustice Department will grant a waiver of the marijuana 
conviction. After all, Mr.~Lennon is entitled to be able to set 
up an itinerary ot schedule ~ust as we all like to do, puticularly 

' '. 
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George owen, Esq. - 2 - July 15, 1969. 

since he would be travelling with his family and with at least a 
few of the entourage which seems to be part' of the travel equipage 
of well-known people. It seems to me that if he is, for example, 
to be at NIMH on september 8th, he ought to know as long in advance 
as possible, whether or not he is going to be able to obtain a visa 
to be there. · 

I am adding to this letter two enclosures: (a)on the subject of 
his opposition to violence, and (b)on the subject of his rejection 
of any interest in marijuana. This material is recapitu1ative of 
material previously furnished, but sets it forth a little more 
concisely and, I hope, impressively. It is particularly important 
in the light of President Nixon's public declarations against 
violent disobedience to law, and his message to Congress on July 
14, 1969 relating to drug abuse -- and particularly that portion 
relating to the need to educate young people with respect to drug 
abuse, so that they will not yield .to the lure of drugs. 

Concerning violence: I had sent you a copy of the words of the 
song "Revolution", which he wrote with Mr. McCartney. This song 
(words again enclosed for ready reference) criticizes revolutionists, 
and deplores destruction. It specifically, incidentally, refers to 
Chairman Mao with critical import. Now, you will see from the 
additional enclosed letter (dated July 9, 1969 from Official Beatles 
Fan Club) that there were six million one hundred and thirteen 
thousand three hundred (6,113,300) records sold which contained the 
song "Revolution". · I had, incidentally, asked for separate 
statistics on the number of times "Revolution" was played publicly 
other than through the sale of records (on the air or at concerts 
or to auaiences generally, for which a royalty fee is paid); I 
have been orally advised that that total exceeds 32,000 -- which 
of course means over 32,000 .Playings to large audiences. 

Now, over_ 6 million people r,>Urchased the song "Revolution"; millions 
more heard the song as publ1cly played by others. ·Now, is anyone 
in any Government agency going to take the position that this man's 
anti-violence.views have not been, or will not be, beneficial to the 

- ,peace and security of the United states? Indeed, I hope you will 
not think it presumptuous of.me to say, that John Lennon's singing 
or talking against "Revolution", or expressing his thoughts against 

·· campus violence,· are far more influential with youn!I people, than 
·. all .the orations .of college presidents or public officials • 

. · 
' . ' . ' 

Concerning the marijuana conviction: I enclose photostatic copies 
' • · .· .. pf the contemporary newspaper reports concerning his conviction; 

and you will see clearly set forth evidence of his contriteness, 
regret, and sincere disavowal of the use of marijuana. 

~· .. ' ' ; ' 
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George owen·, Esq. - 3 - July 15, 1969. 

You will find it of interent that someone with the American 
Psychologic Association called me on Monday, July 14, to ask 
whether Mr. Lennon could participate in a forum on Drug Abuse 
to be held by the Association in t-1ashington, D.C. on September 
3, 1969. Surely all these psychiatrists and psychologists 
cannot be entirely wrong in thinking that Mr. Lennon has something 
positive to contribute to this problem in America. Now, I am not 
Mr. Lennon's manager and have no idea how much of ,his time he would 
be willing to devote to fre·2 appearances, but I mention this to 
show that,perfectly respectable behavioral scientists actively 
believe that he could be helpful in a problem that the President 
has declared is mushrooming alarmingly. 

It seems to me that.even if I were to look at it from the point of 
view of an adjudicator, I,would find that the reasons for granting 
the waiver far outweigh any reasons for not granting it. I would 
feel that public policy is more served by granting the visa than 
by refusing it. I would see. no chance of harm to the United 
States, and some benefit,· from granting the visa, whereas I can 
see only. a loss of dignity· in the denial of tJ1ia·· application under 
all the attendant circumstances. · 

Upon the wbole, and in the present climate, Mr. Lennons views, 
however odd they may seem to some of us old-timers, are certainly 
not revolutionary; and those of his views which are "acceptable" 
(or even, helpful) outweigh in importance those to which we might 
object. Add to this the fact that Mr. Lennon wants only to make 
a brief visit as a non-immigrant, and the pendulum ought to swing 
in his favor. · 

EF/el 
Enc. 

ELMER FRIED 

c.c. Mr. John Lehmann, Deputy Commissioner,;. INS 

: .. ·. ~- ·: ' ' 
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8£ATL(S FAN CLU8 

O~FICIAL HEADQUMTE"S 

Elmer Fried, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York,· New York 

Dear Mr. Fried: 

I . 

A Division of Apple Music Publishing Co. Inc. 
1700 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10019 

July 9, 1969 

10022 

In regard to your letter of July 2 and our telephone 
conversation of July 7, please be advised that the number 
of records sold concerning the song "Revolution11 up until 
Apri I 10, 1969 on a slpgle 45 disc (#2276) Is ),802,100. 
The number of records sold up untl I June 12, 1969 on the 
LP entitled 11The Beatles" (SWBO 101), and features "Revolution' 
Number One" (which Is the same song as the single "Revolution" 
but a slower version), has sold 2,311,200. 

I have contacted Bob Casper of Maclen Music Co., who Is 
W.V/!Vtvlfjk'l-"'responsible for copyrighting all Lennon-McCartney material, 

egarding your Inquiry of the separate statistics on the number 
f separate times 11Revolutlon11 was played publicly (be It through 

receipt of royalties, etc.), folr. Casper has Informed me that this 
·information Is confidential and will be back to me tQmorrow morn• 

ing with all. possible information to aid you In procuring John 
Lennon's vi sa~ 

'' 'r'> ·'·,. 

•,:' 

'• 
' 

' ,'· ·, 

,. " 

(2121 682·55 
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GDo~o~oa:o&o.. 
A Division of Apple Music Publishing Co. Inc. 

1700 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, N.Y.10019 

BE.TLES .F'AN CLUB 

OFFIC14~ HEAClQI.J4RTtRS 

' " " : 

~····· ... · 

··.~.· 

. 

. :; 
.· . 

··---1, ' 

REVOLUTION 

You·say iou want a revolution 
Well, you· know we all want to change the world 
You tell me that it's evolution 
Well, you know we all want to change the world 

·But when you taJ.k about destruction, 
:non'tyou know that you can count me out, 
Don't •you: know it's going to be alright, 
Alright, alright; alright. 

You say you got a real solution ·, 
Well, you know we'de all. love to see the plan 
You ask me for a cbntribution, 
Well, you know we're doing what we can 
But if you want money for people with minds that hate 
All I can tell you is brother yo~ have to wait, 
Don't you know it's going to be. alright, 

,. Alright, alright, ·alright. 

' \ ' You say you'll change a constitution 
· ' · Well, ·you know we all want· to change, your head, 

· ... ·, ·.·You tell me it's the int:ltitution, 
... · !': ·., ' Well, you know you better free your mind instead, 

·· . ,, · But if you go carrying pictures of Chairman l-lao, 
· You ain • t. going. to make it with· anyone anyhow 

'• .·'. ,. tDon't you know.i~'s going to be alright, 
.. : Alright, ·alright.··, , !: · · 

. ' ,,. -~ . 
; .. 1 ·i •. 

.·"'· 

. I . . . , 
1 i ,._-

,' ,· •'·1'' ' . {• .-. .. , ' ,;"·; 

. ' 
,·'···.' .. •·"'· ), 

' '>I., ····. 
' 

" '•' ;' ·~ 
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The hearing is o~er . .. Beotle John Lennon oncl his Japanese-barn girl friend Yok 
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,., ~,; r,.., t.' '""I'll,..,., '----------
U ,~X, ~·;~h~J .. .~ r~ r~: r "' ~, 1,1 

~en~ 
OAILY MI~~OR, Frirltt, Nor~n 

--~......-·-·-~ -~- ·--· -

I 
l 1 /,7 d!j'\ '1\/ J /!_1 

I I I 1 ' 1 

< '"J ,, /' ' t 
" 1- •J... ~ ,, f. J ~ I 0.. , •" " ~·-" ' 

BEATLE John Len-' 
· 11011 once resolved 
to "cleanse himself of 
drugs," a court heard 
yesterday. 

Hr v.r·r\1 tl11·nrwh lli."l ~"~"l')!lf·l 
int~:~ nnd I nr'd !!1 d:.•,pn·~r (){ anr . 
drur;.<.,. Jm l'lllif1SI'! c,;Jitl. 

And nr1 the d;1\· S:·rJtl:tnct 
Yard drill"• .·.qr1.1rl of1irrrc., J ;'W)('<\ 
llL~> fLit )p• 1'•';\J\V brl;r \'Cd lle 
W£1-', ·· r·)t•;t!l." 

Bul llu· nH·n founrl r:wn.1bl•. 
He had become Involved 

'Jiith Eastern philosophy. 
Jlnd It occured to him that 
this and dru~s wert "not 
compatible." 

-. 

J 

j 

' 

/ 
l 
f 

It "a" "o.111l .\'!'df'rcla: \\ hrn 
Lrnrwu and I do,; t:"irl friend Y ol;n 
Onn appl',\ri'fl in rourt at 
)bnlrlwnr, l.ondon. 

l.ctlllntL 2/l. p!rM!rd f'll;lty t.o 
, J>05.'Jt"~'rn~ rnnnr~IJr.s He wM 
r fined £Li0, v:1t11 .. t21 co":.~. 

Hr ~:lid nftrrwan:~: ''I'm 
\'f'I'I'V h:li)J)\' to be frl" a.~l\in 1 ... it. rr:11lv l<; nice to be 

I. abl(' to n·!tl:.:." 
Jr~p:.tlf'.'-r-llorn Yoko. 3-4, 

l had nJ.o.;o bern c:han:r:cl wit.h 
. ~1,_ po.::.sr•,;:.;int the dmr:. Her. 
: "not Rlllll.\' ·• nl~a WDA 

arrrlltf'd B.IHl no rvlden~ 
"·as ofler,..d ;\r~ain$t, har • 

. ·
1 Saby ·-> The eounlt:" plr-acied not .1 'r ~11iltv to ohstrurtin~ pollee 

1n t.he exenHian of a 
!:C'lllTh warrant.· · The 

l pro.'-rrlltlO!l did not orc>o 
cer:d on the chan;:-e. 

1 
Both Lenrte11 ond Yoka 

Ono held handJ -en tlrey , 
J went into th~ dod for o 

· :'~/.'\,. hcorinq tho! was to tcvc:h 
,'<: ,,j on their lri~nd5hio , , . rht 

, l boby thoy lost . . , ad 
., Lennon's rnaritol dUiicu/tieJ. 
{ E1rly m the hcariiHL th~ 
l ronrt nra!C w1U1 oh1-.truc~ 
· tion cl1:1r,r:r~. 

I It conrf:I'11N1 A d,.lnv or 
.~f'vrn or Plg-llt min u' t r ~ 
l)('fort" thr rlrugs ."-QH~d 

\ \\'f'l'r rtdmHtrrt to th:~ tlat. 
· sn:d i\Jr. Roger Fr;.~by, 

' ,, 
l~ 

PJ'tl.\rrutlllg' 

L~~rr fnfornHVion. h~ 
;tddrd. indwat('d 111;'1' thr-re 
nt;n· have hr-en a rl":J$on 
fr·• ·1~:- d(<;:,:; ~:,,-,~ ~-···"1 
r!JIIrr-J_,. unmnnt"Ct('d with 
drll'~S 

At 1.~11~ noint. Mr. :".hrtln 
Polrlt·n. for the d"f('ncr. 
;1skrd if Yoko Ono could 
si:l\' m thr dock With 
Lrnnon The m;q:;r.,trote 
!'rf11sNi Rnd she lriL the 
dOi'k, 

Tlu•n Mr. Fri.o;by told of 
the m1<Jdnt' r11id Jast Octo~ 
brr on Lennon ·s nat to 
Montag-u- liQuare, Mt~ryle
bone. 

WllE>n a~kcd 1t he had 
nnv r-an·n:.blS, U;onnon 
shook hLo:; hrod. 

~o ore driven away from the court. 
Hi.tt soliritor &rtil'f"d. A 

t<';l~('l~rt.,~. ~n1trle \\ith th~ 1 

' i 

• 
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By John Spicer 
\...-.-..-- --- --

BE.\TLE .John Lennon· 
s~1id yesterday after being 
fined £150 on a drugs 
ch:ugc: 'The whole drugs . , 
scene 1s O\·cr. 

I lc talk~d of the police raid on 
hi,; 11;tt 111 i\lonta~u Square. Marylc
hcJnc. Jnd of the court hearing at 
'' htch he stood in the dock with his 
H·ycar-oltl Jap<mesc girl friend, 
Yoko Ono. · 

LcnntJO, 2~. ~ctid at th~ S;;vilc Row 
,n;,.,, ,,r Apple. the lkatlc,-owncd corn· 
p<ln' : '[ 'UPP•"' all thJS was to he 
·''-r•'cled. The pllircc who r;tided our A"t 
onus~ \l.tH' thlHI~ht J was courrin'& rrose· 
~u 1 l(ltl. 

All oYer' 
'Hur olll th,tt l'• tH t~r. It \\ rl( {'\rhdnt'd 

111 l.'•'urt .~rH1l -..1y Jt a~~,un nO\\·~·thc \dwlc 
dru-.~·, •-.·:nt: 1'- O\N, It wa~ an experience, 
.tn t'\r,·nencc th,tt 'hds now been left 
h·h,,,j_ 

• .. , ... L1: -1' t .J'l•, \ ,,n,_·l'l'lh'd thlt"" arc .-l 

1;1;;~_,; ,,: r ;· ,,t !.w.:_,tl~·n (i~ly rh~ 
~,.·,Ill! t c.1 ,. 1. I~>,.,, 1 .I'll \'~'ry relieved it Is 

\j 

t· .. ·. 
~. 

'v .. 

:_ ~ I . . ' : I : . I • 
lA i \ . I . J 

.... -. j ... • .! ... l,y . .:.~ · .....• /./ \ 

. •·. 

.' '• ;, 

. 
'' 

.· 

' ' ' 

- ·' 

t:nn.,n .~nJ , .• ~ .• 01., 
.r,;:J '"'H ~,\J:/r• ~~ \1~- .. ~ 
1une (>Jltrl -11.1\:n• L-t··.n·'·. 
, ~ :1(! f!J: ;-, 111f 1dJ ; :II,' :1 , 

)t:t~·cti\'c·SazL",tnt ~orrn.tn 
)dLilCr, 

Yoko told: Lennon and Yoko yesterda) 

The t:h.tr~l'' ,r•_,,·,n-.~ \1 ... ~ 
)no WNC tlr11PPCd. Tn·· 
n:L!I'II:;l(c, .\tr lnhn Ph.N.,., 

,I .,I h\·;: 'Til ''1" I' t\t 
~""'att··\v? "" ~·-~;_..- tk~ 
::. )\.1\-fu\~-·A {:-•J\fl"'t \· :..)00 

• 1- ====~==~~~~~~ 
0, 

cleared 
. 'J-~ 

"' '"' d ,,, hn1f d:u·4 t:.1ce~, 
·: ! . 11 • r :·· .: :n .l 1 
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···r lhe blunt 
;. sh" rp de eli 
~:crs taking u 

The drop 
smokers in u· 
.;g million despite -increases 1n toe pupu.sa.-, 
tion, according to Roy L. Davis, a· spokes
n:an for the sun·ey group. 

Amon_c: 17-ycar-olds questioned during 
1957-6,), 2:1.6 perC'ent of the boys said they 
s:o10kcd cigc.rettcs and 15.7 percent of the 
gi:-1s s<=jd they are smokers. 

A 1~57 survey of the same age group re
por:cc 34.7 percent of the boys and 25.5 per
cent of the girls said they smoked. 

- ----- "Y the National Clear
; and Health was pre
tblic Health Service. 

. t of those queried an

IZ"lF ~llrni!t!J etur 
ked: "\V ou ld you say 
to health?" 

',','hSHl~~GTON. D. C. 
D. 313,C:::6 $!H:. 3G2.408 

\I. A Y 2 7 iflS9 e:..:"'L~ 
"3 

:d no reasons for the 
g but, in an interviewt
ion programs about 
uettes. 

•KING 
:e 42 

Lennon Shifts From Marijuana ___ _ 
I>:-X-; -Jc':-:.n ! .t?T';;nl rer:ently · :.: c,~ :·:::-:c:.\:.. ( ~.?-'! 

u~.-.:.:::cJ c•[ ~..--<,.c--cc o m~,riju;:.:r,a, S;!)'S L~'s through with 
"in:crf-:: res v:llh mv mind.'~ 

1 C r,7:'t rc;:::-c~ d;".y~!;i;-,g I'Yc c!o'Dc," f.e told newsmen. , 
''I'.'s j:.:-:~ tt-:c:.t I g(·t r;;y best high r.ow on bro·,•;n rice.'" Rice l 

'---: ~:--_.:_ L..::is Gl is brov:n. 
· U_r.:_r_.n ~H-,d his \':ife, Yo~:o, \':ere [!T.?;:.tcd a JO-day stay 

ir, C;-.-:c.G<:: by ir:~rr;_i;=:-r-;::tion ofijc]:-ds ycstcrd;:.y and a hearing 
2:; f/·:;_;n_ i'l Tu:-e:r~~o to vci;:.h tLr.'ir rcq:._:(;~t for a longer 

:·,~:,.·. ~;r.~~ :;-:-,;:._:-;ju:.:-.a cun-.:ic•,ic31 \~·2s tl'.c issue. . 
~.:r. ; :-~J :.:r-s. L··_;-,;--;:~:-1 ;-.::_ . .1 .J 0r.r::- wn~-: "1ic--ln" demon.·; • • 

:-~r-;.:;(_.n_ fer ::>_:;,ce w>:lc ;-,·;;;,i~i:-.·~ C.~ \'{'i(llcL T!1cy have ..;..rlnv~ ted 

J oh.Jtu. 1 r.w-,~~ o~~ ~·...:::.::.~;_H_ · ill 
I' • ...-.~ 
:.Cil.:A12u 

n~, ,_A 
-·- ll l---..11 11 
cJ.J_,l uv """.t;-t-e~,~ 

d!,li_ l!..t . JL ' r >, nr Q .f~; ?ll ~1 
J~..li "--' .il IJ 'V' -'l lL Q;j, 

~"'{ry-'\ 01.~~ p.,.~ rf"{:\' 
\L..--'-~ i-.# v .;:._ - .__... .iL k ........... "'-"' 

T:;ri f hfi Y'l .k. t..~ ..... tt. 

11 

Gl"Ug 
Bcatlc .loll 

~ondon, ycstcl·dd}' after admittinrr 
cannaGls. llis .Japanese friend, Afrs""'Yoko Ono Cox, was 
t:fcarecl of two char;::cs-of havin;; cannabis and of obstruct· 
ing the police-after the prosecution had offered no 
evidence against her. 

A charge against Lennon, who is 28, of obstructing 
police in the cxet·uUon of a sca1·eh warrant, to which he 
picad('d not guilty. was dis· , 

1 missed afi..cr lhc prm;ccution J months Defore ~h?. pollc_c se~rc~ 
1 had ofiered no C\-ldcncc on aflPr Mr Lennon s matnmonud 

thls. .?.Irs Cox had pJeadccl not difficulties. t 
1 b h h H was clear Lennon had can-

gui ty to ot c arges. n(olbJs. hut It wns a •• personal 
Mr Ro;:;rr Fri .... h:•. pro,<;:f'culin~. experience." He had not tried to 

sai<.i that on Oclnbc_r _ !S. when get oth£'r people 1o take them~ 
pol1ce wr·nt to a flat JOintly o-ecu· "Early 1h:s year. when he 
pied hy LC'nnou anU ~Irs Cox at bN'anw in\'olved with Easte-rn 
:B .\ionta;_;u(' Sqtl.:>rc, :\1ary1;;honc, phllosophy. it occurred to him 
L('nnon had already trlf'pnonPd that th<'>t and dru;::s v;ece not 
his so!Jc<lors. \\'hen asked If he comp;;<tlble," said Mr Pol-den. He 
had any unauthonscd dz:ugs, went throu:;:h his hclongings try•··· 
Lennon .shook h1s head. in~ to dispose of any drubs, and 

Flat searched 
After the solicitor had arrived • 

policemen with do.:;s searched the 
fiat. They disco\'C'rt>U a ci;::arcttc· 
rolling machine. Jatcr found to 
h;n·e traces of cannabis : a suit
C<lSC containing :m envelope with 
27.3 grains of cannabis; a 
cigarette- case whieh h;ld traces 
of the dru;:;; and a binncnl<>r case 
jnsidc which were Hll.S grains of 
cann~his, .enou~h for about 4-D 
ci.:;:arcttes on i:hc black m;:Jrket. 

After caul ion. Lc-nnnn s:1irl that 
only he, not ~1r.s Cox w.;:~s im·ol\'ed 
in the maHer, said !·1r Frisby. 

~1r. ).fartm Porden. de-fending. 
saJd L-ennon and ).1: s Cox h.:.ci. 
moved to the flat <:~bout three 

had no idea that cannabis wa1 
still in 1hc articles ln the flat. 

On fhc d~y of the police raid.
Lennon had just finished con• 
ccntratC'd work on a record and 
he <:Jnd i\1rs Cox were then trying 
to ~t;Jrt llf<:' afresh. ··He is an 
artist of note and inte~rity. He 
has bn)ught ~omc pleasure to 
millions. He has stood by his 
VH'W:c;," said ?llr Pol den. u He is 
£'ntltred to some compassion of 
the court." 

The rnazistrate told Lennon 
that he cciuid have .imposed a 
fine of £230 and a SC'ntcnce of 
12 months, hut he "·as not going 

, to do so smce it w.as Lennon·s 
first oficnee. 

T\:.·enty guine-as ""'osts orera 
awarded against Lennon. 

Prime Minister Pierre Elliott Trudeau to join 

r 

.. 

;. 

them. 

, 
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r,.~ OW BeatIe John 
~ " Lennon "cleansed" 
himself of drugs. 

This \\'~s the tllrmc of a 
l~l-lllinnlc defence plea 
w~lcrd:n· \\'lien the 28-
~·c:u·-old.pop idol \Y:Js fined 
.u.-~o \\ith £2l costs for 

1 II:Iring CJilll:Jhis resin. 
Lennon, ~>:tid solicitor Mr. 

71>arlln Poldrn, cut himself off 
from drugs at the bc{;innlng of 
ti11s year because he 
rc;1li.1cd they were lncom-

1 

il.liJil!e witll tile tcacllint;s 
or ic.tslcrn pl1ilo.1opi1Y with 
wlllCil l1c h;~d become 
In vol vcd. 

IV 11 en <lclcctlvcs fro Ill 
Sro:!Jnrt Yarrl's Dru~s Squad 
r.1ldcd ills flat In Montague 
S q ll a r c, Marylcbone, Jn 
O'tolJCr, the Beatie said; "I 
am clc:tn." 

I 
,\nd he bcllcvrrt he was, 

,\!r. Poldcn told Marylebonc 
1 m a~ Is t rat c Mr. John I PhlPJ\1. 
1 Tile dnl~.s found In hla flat-

1

210 gt;uns. enough to make 40 
r('efrr rJr:.:nrtt<'s nnd worth £10 
on the bl;tck market - were 
from his P"t-

DELAY 
Hr !J:'Id fon:n: t~'ll All nbout 

~lwm. jt was c;.1:mrd. . 
~.wl ~!i.·. Pn:drn tn the 

nL11:; ,: r.1 ~c : j• I lwp<' 01<H by 
nrrrpLJ11~ tll;1t llc c!Jd makn 
rllnr~s to (']C':i!W' him.'irlf YOU 
w;Jl ~rc tllf.:! char;o;c m pcr.suec
tivC'." 

Lr.-nnon 1 dreu~d in a 
6/.Hk \'dvet Regency• 
~~~·Jr.- ntit, plain white 
~hirt .nnd mulching tir, 
.1ppc.u~d in th(': dock 
with hi• 34 • )'rnr • old 
J~panNc r,irl rricnd, Mra. 
Y oko Ono CoJC, 

, T.ny \'oko. who Jl'ft htJsni!:tl r 
,;o~t \l'rrl\ .1flrr a llll!'rarnrt~:c. i 

\\·r,1·c :1. wllitc Cos~ack blouse nnd [ 
bl.'l(k trottsrrs . 

.'-lhr ,.,.:1.~ :n ~!~,.. (;,: . .:-~: ror ('Jl'JY 
··.ro m;::1Ul~'."> D•·{or•' til,.. two 

, r.ILt:·:::r.~ il'..:;i.lbl . 111":'-ll:tVIIl~ 
<.rll;.~ :1nd (riJ,:rl••~lir,•: Dt'tl'dlvl"

· . .')r•r.:r'.·ln:. Nrmn:1n Pilrllrt' 111 lh(' 
I'X~"I'II(,q/J o: .1 M',trch warr:uu
Wt·:·f" <11'/!W.,~·d. 

Of r!~t• (r:lJPr rh:'l!'~f"-(hl' 
(JI)·,:;·Ili':l :1,~1 (Jl"J;;:ll:ll:r nllr1;NJ 
\\',!., .I d~•,;J V (r[ :.PV!'H tO t'IJ:Jlt 
:lldliiU'.'i lwlm't• tllr llOJic,. wrr~ 

: .n!J,;J:rr:l tr' tiJ(> fl.lt-llr .~;\ld ·
. '' ill(Mm.tt.rm ha.~ .~JiiC(" como 
~o lil{i"H. to lndfr..'lLI." tll,..rc- mnv he 

· n r.r-a~ .. o!! .• }or JhC! ~~lo..v unc~n· l 

• 

• 
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SANDP.A G. lEVITT 

ALLLN E. KAYE 

ELMER FRIED 
ATIORNE:Y AT LAW 

' ""~- ( 

,. ) J 

' ~ .. _.... 
I~ //; ..,_ ~ 

I 

515 MADI::,r'JU AVENUt I 
NEW YORK. N. Y. 10022 

MURRAY HILL 0.(1555 / 
LLOYD RICHAHD FORSTER I ' 

WILLIAM P. VOUN 
Ju!}_e_)_Q s-J. 9 6 9 

:.~,vlVh 

I _; .. .. .,- ........ /I .-
v 

/' 
/ ) 

Hr. George Owen 
Director, Visa Office 
Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 

.. ~<··;() 
,; I::', I :-J 1\/ \ /-:t"# 

C;'·£~~ ,, .. ') 

e:, e~, : """'/ ~J~~· 
~l ' lie~'~ ' ·I ;...· I I . ;/.., r,/VIf --., r 

Re: 

Dear 1-lr. owen: 

I enclose a transcript 
Lennon which was shown 
was from the broadcast 
call your attention to 

Visa Application of John Le f1o~ r:~:.·j~, .-</ ~ 

ttP- · 1'--;--t..f · 
f.' 'J''i 1 )L ./L ·'}"1, 

~-~ ,. (! t1 
of the television interview with John · 
in your city June 29, 1969. The transcript 
in New York on June 22. I specifically 
pages 21 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 am 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. 

~· A nonimmigrant visa application was filed by Mr. Lennon at the 
...--,. Thnsulate 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 his staff. Mr. Lennon would be willing to 
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N.r. George 0'.ven 
June 30, 1969 
Page two. 

come by fuat 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, 

rand 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 >vill 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 expressea 
attitudes against violence and drugs. 

One other item: on page 1 you will find a comment by Stuart K:ein, 
who is appa:::-.::ntly a radio announcer in Montreal, suggesting (in 
the first paraqraph) that the Lennons '·'anted 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 beyon~ 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. 

ELMER FRIED 

EF:jm. 
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,, 

:,·~- .~-:r,'t;':l:;_,~~~ant VisJ. ~\~):_JllCZl on 
OJ:." 

ii ----------~-------------~---- ----:{ 
" I 

' ,, 

John Lennon is a member of the most popular and succcs,;ful 

" ;:;usical group since h'orlcl l'lar II, The Beatles. He has ar:)lied to 

i:he. 1\merican Consulate in ~·1ontreal for a visa to enter the United ' 

States for a short business visit. He appears ineligible for a 

1: 1, visa under Section 212 (a) (23) of the Acr~, by reason of a 
,, 
1
: conviction in England for possGssion of marijuana. The record 

I 
II li is clear that at the time of such conviction, he had alreaciy 
·I ii turned away from this type of activity, and expressed public:y 

II I, 
'I 
II 
!I 
!1 ,, ,, 

his anti-marijuana attitudes -- long before the question of a 

visa to America arose. The issue is, whether the Secretary of 

State should recom1nend 1 and if so, whether the Attorney General 

' 
'I 

I' :I 
should grant, a waiver of this ground of ineligibility, using the : 

II 
II 

authority of Section 212(d) (3). 

It is submitted that every consideration of fairness and of II 
!I 
'I li reason urges a favorable decision; that no interest of the Gnited 1 

II 
II 
II ,, 
'i I. 

tl 

li 
'I !, 
!I 
•I 

States would suffer from granting this waiver; that it \vould be 

contrary to the interests of the United States to deny this 

application, 

To the extent that there are questions unanswered by this 

memorand~~, it is only through inability to anticipate those 

11 questions; and we stand ready at any time to supplement this 
'i 
ii 
:i 251 
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' .'I ;·,td.riju~nJ. whc~1 ~~c 0:1COLinterGl~ the:: ~<aharishi, and Gc~;:Jitn t;Le: 
:, 

!! vicissitudes of tJ.:z1·l. c~ncounter, hu.s consistently (1jJ::;t.air~~::d fror:t 

so;,',ei~ow had remai;·,ed in a case i:1 his house long after he r,ad 

ceased to use it. ?hus, he is not only a rehabilitated former 

,, user: he is indirectly a proponent of abstinence. While it is 

~: true that he declines to become part of a crusade against druss, ,, 
' 

, the plain fact is that his credibility would actually be reduced 
I 

(aQong those who are drawn to hirn) by such a stance. ' . 
.l.S ;;.JUCt', 

i! more impressive teaching by t:1e example of his abstinence, ti1an ,, 
:, 
!I he would be by lecturing. 
il 
i ,) 
I' 
II 

The Depart;nent is aware tnat the National Institute of 

)1 
li il1ental i:Jealth has invited hin1 to appear at a symposiurn or meet:ng,, 
I 
' I\ of which more details can be furnisheO. by Dr. Tamarkin of that 

II 
11 Institute. 
li 

Dr. Tamarkin has stated to me that in his own rr,eetings 

j; with young people, when speaJdnc; of drugs he speaks in terms of 
I, 

II 
;1 his ~ feelings against theiT use, being carefu: to avoid 
ii 
11 appearing to propagandize against them -- for young people can be 
II 

II 
II 

il 
I' 
li 
II 
' 
' i: 

persuaded by indirection much more than by lecture. 
c/~- -yt\Q:i ~ \"\,"('.'¥\. 'J .S. ~ 

Since Mr.· Lennon's views on the undesirability to :1i;;; :::ave 
~_;...::.;.c.,__ 

already been publicly expressed, and since he would consistently 

express those ideas •.vhenever the question would arise, it sho\i:;_ci 

1
1 be clear that he must be counted on the anti-dru~ side of this ! I " :I ,, 
I' II 

issue, both ernotionally and with respect to \vhatever effect he 
' ,, ,, 252 



,_, ...... 

~! n :)C~r~:,O~'l people, with rna~~, 0f ~~~o;~ the 
ii 
!; ~-c_.,;~:;·· of Q~ti£ic.~ul mind-stimulants 
,, 
fr ,, 
li 
,I 

,, ,, 
' ,i ,, 

important a role in ","'\": ~~ J-: : ,,'~1· '1 •l~..L •. L.1.J...JIJ''\. 1 CJ• 

B. Lennon and the stion of Violence 

One of the most important problems of the day is campus 

i: violence and street violence. The President of the United States 

II 
'I 
'· 
,, ,, 

~as expressed his concern, and no area of America is free from 

':

1

1 

such turbulence and the effect of such turbulence. 
'· 
1: 
I· 

The record is crystal clear that John Lennon is entirely 

'I 
\i against violence in any form. He has called upon people to call 
., 
II ,, 
ii 
rj 

:I ,, 

II 
il 
'I 

II 
II 
,I 
If 
I II 

II 
'I I, 
il 
" 
il 
I, 

I! 
II. ,: 
!i 

'I !I ,, 

il 
I' ,I 
'I 
!r 

if 
11 

'I li 
:', ,, 
. ! 

·~:w 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. 

During the last Memorial Day weekend it is well-known that there 

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 

d1 sband the march and dispe~;se peace fully. 

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 t~e extent 

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

side of peaceful actio~s . 
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·~ , . l·' 1 -' .:: ., -· ,.., .~ 
J. pt ... ,J lC .LL kl- cdlt.~ 

icnds" 

' rcsJcct to the V1etn~~ w~r, any more than he has held all the 
I. 

! nations responsible for wars generally. To the extent that he is 

inst the VietnaC~ war, he is not against the A!T\erican role, 

': any more than he is ag~inst participation by any other nation 

tl 
·· .including those against whom United States forces are fighting. 
,, 

,' ;ris ;:JUblic utterances therefore are in no way anti-A!T\erican; 
',J 
" they are simply pro-peace. 
II ,, 

Surely it cannot be in the i"nterest of the United States to ,, 

ii 
11 bar an individual who adheres so closely to the injunction of 
'i 

i! the ~ermon on the Mount, "Love ye one another". 

H ,, 
,: 
!I 
I' I 

C. Lennon and the Congressional Intent. 

Clearly there are two Congressional policies affecting 
II li persons co:~victed of drug or marijuana charges, There is the 
,. 
il stern policy of excluding immigrants in this category; and there 
II 
I !i is the realistic policy of allmling the executive officials to 
II 
if waive the bar in favor of r.on-b<migrants. 
1: 

The executive branch, 

I 
\i being thus allowed to use its own judgment as to non-immigrants, 
II 
'I has in the past been disposed to grant waivers whenever there is a 
II ii bona fide purpose to the visit, the individual is no longer 

l[ engaged in the reprehensible activity, and no harm can be 

!I ,, suffered by the United St~tes from the alien's entry. Suc:1. 
i 
1 considerations I clearly apply in favor of John Lennon's applicationi 

' 
ll 
[j Indeed, as has been shown above, and as will appear subsequently, 

I ~ ~-~~(~"·r. ,:'1Y"n "\1"'\c:it-iv(:> f.:'.">J""t'(\r~ f."::vr1~ ... .;,"L1<: n Wt4iVPl"' ir, this ca~e. 254 
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~10 ~nci his wife have 

;)ublisher (not of a s~nsatio~al 
;i 
n~t~=a, ~ have bee~ told). 0~ this visit, Mrs. ~ennon wants to 

's grandparents on Long Island. Mr. Lennon has accented 
,, 

1 an invitation by the Nacional Institute of Mental Health to ,, 
,'I' 

meeting of psychiatrists and other behavioral 

scientists, in Washington, D.C., which they feel will hel? to 
11 
I' 

' o.::fer insight into <1ttitudes of the young. (The great problem 

The physician~ o~ 
I, 

,! ,, of today is said to be the "generation gap•i 

the NIYJ1 obviously feel that Lennon can offer insight which might 
I 

'I 1
1 

help to lessen the gap.) 
ll 
:I So important is the latter purpose that when word wo,s out 
IJ 
11 that Lennon might come :1ere and appear before NIMH scientists 1 

il 
II 

I' 
ri 
II 
!! 
I' ,I 

li 
d 
i1 
II 
II 

other requests have come from behavioral scientists in other 

pai:ts of the country, hoping that Mr, Lennon might appear there. 

' 
To illustrate: The undersigned on June 14, spoke with Dr, Robert 

J. Gaukler, a leading psychiatrist and teacher 1 located in 

Villanova, Pennsylvania. Dr. Gaukler expressed th~ hope that :I 

rl 

II 
Hr. Lennon came to the United States he would be willing to appear·: 

I 

,I 
q 

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

I( 
!i 

behavioral scientists of this portion of the country would wish 

II to appear and meet with Lennon. The object 1 as Dr. Gau~ler 
t' 

'I 
ir explained it, was precisely that desired by Dr. Tamarkin, who 
:\ 
! was so pleased with th~ possibilicy of Mr. Lennon•s appearance 

,i at the request of ND'Jl. It is quite plain that these t\'lo 
li 
f/ psychiatrists 1 unknown to o:~e another, saw the same problems 
I! 
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i~1~l~c~:cc ~mongst ,, -- · ·~ ·. ~' 11 '· ~ v··' ·t'1"t t:l·,c 1. r,t·:.uc.:J1Cc: ~ ~--; :·,,c)rl~ uC •• ; Ui.._;C. 1)~1.. .._... • .:..\ • .... ~ 

i, i~sig:1t into the ~ttitudes and ~c~Qvior of youns people a~d thus 

l10lp them (the scientists) 
I: • 

to understand why the 
•I 
I' r"'IV~SJ--.::: ::'!J'Q' ho..-.,.:::,·:: 1'l'i'i' l"'O'·' l.'t C~'lt1 be narrowed . • 1 ..._~ • ..~... l.u 1 C"' ~ L__,..._.._ ._.., """.). f ~ w 
I, 
'I 

is no ~U8stion that . Lennon's interest in yough 

il \vould ad him, at s own expense, to meet with these groups 

I! o£ doctors for whatever henefi~ they might obtain from such 
I· 

i, 
It is clear that Mr. Lennon's purposmin coming to the 

'I 

United States are legitimate, businesslike, socially useful, 

and orthodox ar.d proper. 'l'o deny him the possibility of carrying 

:

1 

out such perfectly legitimate objectives would.be to wield power 
il 
i( without compassion and without justice. 
I• 

ii E. Lennon and our Visa Pobcies. 

II tl There is a serious question whether it is even dignified for 

II I! the United States of America to refuse a visa to a gifted ar,ci 

" !i popular musician for an act that he does not justify and which, 
., 
'tl on the contrary, he now deplores. The possession of marijuana 
II 
iJ was his sin: he has publicly renounced it, If he were coming 

:I I, to advocate the use of marijuana, there would be justification 

::I for trying to keep him out, in support of a policy to discourage 
!I 
/' the use of marijuana. But when Mr. Lennon himself discourages by 
I 
1

1 

his example, the use of marijuana, what policy is served by his 
I. 
[[ exclusion 7 
II 

11 If the exclusion of such a person is morally groundless, 

" i! would not the dignity of the Government suffer from ·excluding 
II 
;i him? Surh refusal cannot remain secret: would the explanation : 
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i: ?-lr _ Lcnnol"JS I,o:"..c:on :<cp.re:~;(::n-c.z.·l-;,:,i vc 1 Peter Bro·::n r v.ro.3 eel: led 
I' 
•' 

r: to tllQ London Em~~ssy 0~ JU11G 10, 1969 and advised that the 
I' 
,' 

~• Justice Department had denied a waiver of the visa application 
\i 
;: ;;1aoe at London. It is clear, therefore, that State reco;ru11ended 
'I I 
:: cd1d Jl.;stice disapproved. is to be hoped that State '..;ill not 
I 
i! fail to recommend again, merely out of discouragement that 

I 
Certainly State '·s independent functioninr 

I 
I 
I 

as contemplated by Section 212(d) (3) 1 would be frustrated if its 

actions were governed by its concern that the Justice Depart:nent 

might disagree, 

We hope that tl:',e State D8J:lZ,:rtment \vlll be as favorably 

inclined on the Montreal application as it was with respect to 

the London applicatim1. Ne hope that the J·ustice 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 

l1any press stories of Mr~ Lennon have been pure sensationalis~\ 
' I 

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

Director at New York can complain he was misquoted by the press--

as he has -~ how much more can the more-often-interviewed and 

more loquacious i'lr. Lennon ma:\:e the same complaint. For t:'1e 

State Department or the Justice Department to draw adverse 

inferences from such reports would certainly not be justified, 

I 
I 

I 
I 
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~ ~ >., .. 0 the c1l~t::: t~._J --~:-.:~):t:'QS~-; .~ ::~:; doubts to M:r.. Lennon o~ n.L::; 

In view of Mr. Lennon's an~i-marijuana views, to hold his 

~arijuana conviction against hi~ when he wishes only to make a 

brief business visit, would hardly seem fair and reasonable, 

Eis personal views on marijuana, and on peaceful expression of 

dissent, are entirely consistent with our Government's views; 

and the influence of his ideas on young people could be 

:: salutary, Indeed, &t the start of the now-dreaded "long hot 

scu<C11er", his position against violence might well serve to 

"cool'' those portions of our youthful populace 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 co;ne of it; and a proper sense of 

fair play requires it. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ELJ.~2R FRIED 
nttorney for John Lennon 
s:s 1-\adison Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 10022 
212-688-8555 
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,.,an 
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~Ole~ .. : t~l·~t;~~ 
to toil! Lennon ib<lhl! u:s. 
tiJIU'. . ··' . 

: 

IJ&~qea xo1' 
I: (l!"tt .,Jiljl 
I[ 'oqAO) P• 
! A c!OJ. ic 
~ '·xr eJw 
'0 l!lJ~ 9.!0 

ASKED ~CENTLf ~ repqrter Bit· 
cltte YQ!b \\'bat ~ ~ ~ the MiiSqn 

: be's perJI)II• -·~·in tbe u.s1, Len· 
.. noli sa~d, "Weri, there's obViollllty more 

rea11011 tb!lri the. tec)mjc.uty ··of poeses
sion. j thlJlk pfg~t it, tl~Gugh. They've 
already oft~ l!!e a dl!8\. 1'lley ilnplied 
that if r · did a tape foi-'1:1\ein..:.an anti· 
narcotics tape-my cll8e would be. recon· 
siderecl ... [ haven't. told IIIIIIIY people 
about that: butit's true, and that's w.\lat 
we're up against.'' . 

Aeeordibg .\<!.~on, tbe imtl!igr,\ltipn 
people suggested thllt be · do ·the· Cape · · 
""';u,, " JT c;! <I!OnQfOt' • , 
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n,-, .. ·. )rv :!'f' ·lw n-.l•·t ·1 t 1 :11 
.'ill I 'I';! ;-J .,y,--.;.,·n:~ Jl,l':· lJl ,-r c.- ICI ·:;IIIWt 

'-lh ·1-IV" f'li'j•~r·r~d ·1111:1-l:ll: snnl:, f.~ 
!he ! :'. il!-\•tdca;.t n:Pdia .. \m<·ng !lit-<>' 
lc·h: r-.,,::. •11J :ward n~l:ultirh· 1··th .: illc 
y1:llo\l! ll<11;; onlirug:-~ :H-e Hil- C'lSi)J. Bar· 
ha1 ;1 Hain lilld ;\]arli;; L.ttHiau. (;r'ltitl~ 
Lennon to joio the !l~am. JJOWf'W:i', m<::y 
be ':1-[i;:;s;or. lmpo:,siblt•,'' 

Lt'·J.mon and \f oko hope to holc1 hcu · 
in.s·· in Washington, DC . .:jnd Ne,•. YorJ,. 
The:,· alst' ilaV(! plars for :1 "hed ~r: n 
Hu,c;· .. ;ja_ •-u-.~ ('asin It) ~~~·t irdo Hu:-is·:-1 
th;-u1 the ~7.S .. ' Lennon compl;1·ln1_'d. adfl
iflg \ri1h sonw b:~tNr.-•.-;, "lr fk l'.:~ 
the ,(!1)\'Ci'fll'llPll·. is h:LSJ i;Jlk(llf: ,-l!)o!Jt 

ho\\ :~) k;:•(')J ill(~ IJIJ!. If !·m :1 :oL~· ac, 
J hr:,· .:t.y, :1n(i no! impor! :·:1t. ~,d,~ llon't 
th('·'· iu·;t h-·i Ill'' in':''· 

THE LE.\,\Oi\}: h;n·l: lwen C0111)wlled 
thct:· ll!I(H'thodox mod(' of ]JC[tl't' di~lllOil· 
strMJOIL he expjninf'. hecau~e lll(l,)t olhrr · 
forms of demonst.ratton cn't) dosed lo 
lhem. "W<' cnn't go out in Trrlfalgcrc 
Square and join in because it would cre
ate a riot. We can't !ead a parado or a 
march because of all the autograph hunt
ers.·· 

~]J~n~Jr! Lc:l!l!il'\ cun.'-l'Hl. to cut an anti, 
ti~lpe : <qlt: in ()xchang·e for 11 vba, it 
\\-n1.1:d \Jkcly br pt'uduccd hy the N:1timud 
In:~t1tutP n( 1\-Ien\;-lj Health. thr• ;1grmey 
rcspnn.'ilhlr Jq.;· most •1J Ill" drUE!·rthuse 
spot.--: now Ucing nin·d througho)lt 

-··----·"""'-~· "• . ...-...--"-"'""'' 

1 .. -· ,. 

... ..,.,~-., .. ,u H'' "'-- ,, 
r'"')(f .. rlr 1 flq·:~rt rj,.:\'"~ ·n t'01l.:'.1~('Frm wilh 
·•lll.-iJI'd;. d 1 -~,, .1nt1drtl;~ ];;,_,,, ttr)d orrli-

.-,d ',-_ ('~. 

C;ili:'·>··nj .. ,·." Co' !tllnnld )-'~{·<-Jc:.tn, fo·,· 
.!1~1 c'P("(' ) 1~ :lo?Cr1 \")'j(_ing il(':'_-;OJ1[l[]_v. 

H2.1l~'d Inter...; t~> TopAII det:ja;'~ in ennp
r·t ;dmn 11 :th ;1 California PTA campaign 
tl) ··wipP ·Jut thv dru~ mE'nctcc." Person
ali'.i(':-; ;.:1 ill lop :~tatinn~ have t'P{'eived 
the leUer inelurlin~ ,.;:uch influential jock.; 
:i_~ ll1jmbl<· HarvE', Dick S:lint, .Jimmv 
Hahlli!t and B'v.-':ma .Johr,ny. · 

Gov. fie:lgan':;; ldtc;·, t:('ll1tnCltlg lhr 
~; ::dwn-: "Ynu h~Wl' a great responsibility 
to l),e _vr,tJttg::r .cen0ration's g:eneral wei
fill'(· <1nd \\P!!-ht~ing," nsks !hat they in
:-crl dl'1 :Jd-.:l~enc:-'-jJr('p;Jred rt n t i rl 0 p f' 
JIJC'~."Bf.!t' a-; oflpn ;~s possible. The ad 
('ilJW n:ads, in r,;Jrt. ''Hcmemher, spe~d 
J.;:JJ~ The lwst lrip i.s rE'alit.y-~-life is a 
!1"00\'(~ .. 

"".Will . LHmon compromise r~nrl join 
fpJ'('('S \\ d h RonniP nea.c:<~n'J F'e\V U-:JO 
Arn~~~'it'ans cxpf'ct that to h;ippen. Thf" 
\-<Jlllf' of CV!?O a U.S. vi:~a has its hm1ls. 
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Aaalltaat ce..t111 ... r 
Mjudtc:atillfttl 

CO 212.23-oC 
CO 212.24•C 
Peltruary 25, 1970 

nu Petltf.H "' lhlllt,.. h'o4uetf.oa• for Jeha w. o. 1.1-. A17 597 321 
and Geoqe Rant .... , AU S2J 068 (MeM!m'a of tM "'aatl .. ") 

Mr. t. A. t:a,.l'dy, 111trtct atncur,..., two City tlle,tJoaall oa 
Feltruuy %5, 1970 to Mri11 that tu. Jet» '"""*, ftpl'll...t:i .. Ill 
lulU.,... Prrtuett.ODI, te1111 •••• tNay to •111 ttuat the Mftt.co ef 
tbe "'uul••'* Wft • 1 ... 1' ...... or ftllni tty 141 8ull1•• .....-c
Uad. Ml'. tucllt lltlltlll be wu c:aJ.U.as u Mtt.fy the ~!till -' 
lahrllf.Mtift ln'Ytce 10 CUt 1M IIUitJec:ta WIIUld aet ... tile pet1tioa 
fUH by ld lulU.•• rr.-..tioal to pta mry tau tbe UIIU:e4 ltltea. 

1 t..ldiatll7 MtlftM Ill'. Oloqe I. 0.., Mrecto7:, flu Of flee • 
Depl.ft nat of ltah 1f a. ,_.,.t.q, h atltft u 1101114 call tbtt 
,_ .. ., t.a Luba te ... I.Ut.a .... ,. •lHI Mil liMa s.......a. 1f «My 
..... bee it .......... ,.d .......... , ............ to till Ulltod ltatll 
he will 11_. laat:1'11Ctiou u uuel t1ut 't'f.HI. 

•r. 0.. aiYt.,.. oa felmtary H, 1970 t:Mt tile .-..nc• Muay at 
hd• Hit tafei:IIM tda Cbat Yllll .... aet bela Uauetl h the llldljUh 
_. alac:4t the ,.utt .. r did aot ... in thttb •l'ric:~a lbe vtNI '11101111«1 
H nf ..... 

CC 1 A17 597 321 , Joha W. 0. Llana 

CCI 1.18 523 001!, C..p hftf.llelt 

I cc; fllr - LJIIIIIJI I JCIUI 
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Mr. John M. Le,_.lUI. 
Deputy ~aociate Commialioner 

Travel Control 
1-.iaration & Naturalization Service 
Department of Justice 
wuhinston, D. c. 

Dear Mr. LehmalUI.: 

February 18, 1970 

Reference ia made to our letter of May 19, 1969 to the Service 
recc-.odillg that Mr. John W.O. l'.J!:NNON, a 1UIIlber of the Beatles 
musical aroup, be granted teporary admiuion under the 
authority contained in Section 212(d)(3)(A) of the Isigration 
and Nationality Act, Mr. I.DII>N was convicted on Hoveaber 28, 
1968 for pos1es1ion of aarijuana and ia ineli&ible to receive 
a viaa under Section 212(a)(23) of the Act. In your letter 
of May 22, 1969, you 1tated that the Service waa not prepared 
to authorize a waiver for tbe purpose requeated at that titlle. 

In reapoue to the Depatt:taeut's requeat, the Embaaay ill London 
reported in telegrUI number 3802 dated May 15, 1969, a copy 
of which waa ae11t to the Service, that Mr. LENNON stated that 
lle had bOt uaed narcotics ainee late in 1967 and furtbel'IDOre, 
local ao~ttcel advised the Embatsy that he was not involved in 
any illegal aapecta of urcot1c1. Mr. I..EilfON wu eonvicted 
on charge• of poaae .. ion of urijuana, as oppoaed to 
traffickins in it, and over a yur hal paased siac:e hia 
conviction. 

Mr. LEBRON has now again applied for a visa to vilit the united 
States with other members of the Beatlea and their wive•. The 
Service recently app~ved an H•l petition by Sullivan 
Productioaa, Inc. for a vilit to this country by the Beatles 
for the purpose of tapiDg a TV p~gr• to be bro4dcaat on the 
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(b )(6) 

(b )(6) 

(b )(6) 

2 

"Ed Sullivan Sbow" on Karch 1, 1970. The Department la 
informed that the group alao desires to hold buatneaa ditcuesiona 
with their New York representative, with united Artists 
executives r.,arding release of their lateat movie. and with 
Capital B.ecords in Lo8 An&eles. Mr. LINli>N il e-ly 
regarded as the leading aellber of thie IIU8ical group and it is 
most doubtful that the prospective tapi.DIJ of the TV program 
could take place in hi.a abseace. AI you will recall, 
Mr. LENti>H's applicaticm for a viaa lut 1pring waa made to 
allow hfm to come with hi• wife aolely to discuaa buaine1s with 
varioua fila and recording cemp.aniea. The other meabera of the 
Beatlea hlld not plaaaed to ac:CC~~RpQy Mr. LEIQI)N and no Til 
program wu envisaged. 

Another asber of the Beatlea, Geo e HARRISON born Februa 
1943 in Liverpool, £Dalaad, and 

are a so e s 
..._..,e,.r-.-ec:-..t!"'-"""'l'f'lf.,.a'!'P'l,...,...o.,..!!'l""e...,.Ac ... t ......... lll""-y"'were ccmvicted on 
March 31, 1969 for poaseeai.on of Mrijwm.a. While the 
conviction waa juat under twelve II!Ollthl yo, Mr. lWllUSOH baa 
assured the consular officer that he and[ lhad ceased 
llling ~~&rijWIM becaWie they "did not like tt". 

For the reaaona lt&ted above and in view of the interest of a 
prominent American oqanization in the enterta:ll'llllllt and 
advertising field. tbe Ellbaay baa reeoaaaded and the 
Depa:r:t:lllel'lt concurs that Mr. LIRIJ)H aad [ I 
now be grated a Section 2l2{d)(3)(A) WiiWr !or a iiHile entry 
at New York for a period of three weeks 1D New York, except 
for three or four days in Loa Aacelea about lkrch 4·7, 1970, 
with no deviation or extension without the prior approval of 
the Service. 

Your letter of August 4, 1969 raised certain queationa to 
wnieh tbe &ll&wera are DOW available: 



(b )(6) 

SCA 

3 

1. Mr. LENNON ~· ---'"'!"'--~_.I applied for non~ 
immigrant visas at the Embassy in London on 
February 16, 1970. 

2. The purpose of the visit is that given above. 

3. The itinerary is as follows: Arriving John F. 
Kennedy airport on February 23, 1970 and to 
r~in in New York City for three weeks, 
except three or four days in Los Angeles. 

Sinc:erely yours, 

George H. OWen 
Director 
Viaa Office 

!JX/VO:LGDorros/FGoldstein:tag 2/18/70 

Clearances: SCA - Mr. Wm. Dale (draft) 
SCA - Mr. Fred Smith (draft) 
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SANDRA G, LEVITT 

ALLEN E. KAYE 

COUNIJEI.. 

LL.OYO RICHARD FORSTER 

WiLLIAM P. VOLIN 

ELMER FRIED 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

July 15, 1969. 

515 MADISON AVENUE 

NEW YoRK, N, Y. 1002.2 

MURRAY HILL 8·6555 

/ 
George Owen, Esq. 
Director, Visa Office, 
Department of State 
515 22nd St. N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. Owen: 

Re: Nonimmigrant Visa Application of 
John Lennon 

In a recent automobile accident, Mr. and Hrs. Lennon each suffered 
injuries sufficiently serious to hospitalize them briefly, and to 
require their being at home under medical care for an additional 
period of time, which of course made impossible a trip to the 
United States by July 9 even if your office had approved issuance 
of a visa. However, they are expected to be well enough to accept 
the early-September invitation of the National Institute of Mental 
Health. 

Following our last conversation, t1r. Lennon's London representative, 
Peter Brown, visited the Embassy and spoke to Mr. Kiley, advising 
him of Mr. Lennon's definite wish, intention, hope and plan to come 
to the United States, and requesting that the visa application be 
considered as revived, renewed or whatever was necessary. Mr. Kiley 
apparently suggested to Peter Brown that for the time being it was 
not necessary that any new formal application be filed but that, 
since Mr. Lennon's attorney was in communication with the Visa 
Office, it was sufficient just to let matters develop on the American 
side of the Atlantic. 

I think we are ready to approach the heart of this case, which is, 
wnether or not the State Department will recommend, and whether or 
not the Justice Department will grant a waiver of the marijuana 
conviction. After all, Hr. Lennon is entitled to be able to set 
up an itinerary or schedule just as we all like to do, particularly 
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George Owen, Esq. - 2 - July 15, 1969. 

since he would be travelling with his family and with at least a 
few of the entourage which seems to be part of the travel equipage 
of well-known people. It seems to me that if he is, for example, 
to be at NIMH on September 8th, he ought to know as long in advance 
as possible, whether or not he is going to be able to obtain a visa 
to be there. 

I am adding to this letter two enclosures: (a)on the subject of 
his opposition to violence, and (b)on the subject of his rejection 
of any interest in marijuana. This material is recapitulative of 
material previously furnished, but sets it forth a little more 
concisely and, I hope, impressively. It is particularly important 
in the light of President Nixon's public declarations against 
violent disobedience to law, and his message to Congress on July 
14, 1969 relating to drug abuse-- and particularly that portion 
relating to the need to educate young people with respect to drug 
abuse, so that they will not yield to the lure of drugs. 

Concerning violence: I had sent you a copy of the words of the 
song "Revolution", which he wrote with Mr. McCartney. This song 
(~wrds again enclosed for ready reference) criticizes revolutionists, 
and deplores destruction. It specifically, incidentally, refers to 
Chairman Mao with critical import. Now, you will see from the 
additional enclosed letter (dated July 9, 1969 from Official Beatles 
Fan Club) that there were six million one hundred and thirteen 
thousand three hundred (6,113,300) records sold whlch contalned the 
song "Revolution". I had, incidentally, asked for separate 
statistics on the number of times "Revolution" was played publicly 
other than through the sale of records (on the air or at concerts 
or to audiences generally, for which a royalty fee is paid); I 
have been orally advised that that total exceeds 32,000 --which 
of course means over 32,000 playings to large audiences. 

Now, over 6 million people purchased the song "Revolution"; millions 
more heard the song as publicly played by others. Now, is anyone 
in any Government agency going to take the position that this man's 
anti-violence views have not been, or will not be, beneficial to the 
peace and security of the United States? Indeed, I hope you 1vill 
not think it presumptuous of me to say, that John Lennon's singing 
or talking against "Revolution", or expressing his thoughts against 
campus violence, are far more influential with young people, than 
all the orations of college presidents or public officials. 

Concerning the marijuana conviction: I enclose photostatic copies 
of the contemporary newspaper reports concerning his conviction; 
and you will see clearly set forth evidence of his contriteness, 
regret, and sincere disavowal of the use of marijuana. 
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George Owen,, Esq. - 3 - July 15, 1969. 

You will find it of interest that someone with the American 
Psychologic Association called me on Monday, July 14, to ask 
whether Mr. Lennon could participate in a forum on Drug Abuse 
to be held by the Association in Washington, D.C. on September 
3, 1969. Surely all these psychiatrists and psychologists 
cannot be entirely wrong in thinking that Mr. Lennon has something 
positive to contribute to this problem in America. Now, I am not 
Mr. Lennon's manager and have no idea how much of his time he would 
be willing to devote to free appearances, but I mention this to 
show that perfectly respectable behavioral scientists actively 
believe that he could be helpful in a problem that the President 
has declared is mushrooming alarmingly. 

It seems to me that even if I were to look at it from the point of 
view of an adjudicator, I would find that the reasons for granting 
the waiver far outweigh any reasons for not granting it. I would 
feel that public policy is more served by granting the visa than 
by refusing it. I would see no chance of harm to the United 
States, and some benefit, from granting the visa, whereas I can 
see only a loss of dignity in the denial of this application under 
all the attendant circumstances. 

Upon the whole, and in the present climate, Mr. Lennon's views, 
however odd they may seem to some of us old-timers, are certainly 
not revolutionary; and those of his views which are "acceptable" 
(or even, helpful) outweigh in importance those to which we might 
object. Add to this the fact that Mr. Lennon wants only to make 
a brief visit as a non-immigrant, and the pendulum ought to swing 
in his favor. 

Sincerely yours, 

EF/el EL~1ER FRIED 
Enc. 

c.c. Mr. John Lehmann, Deputy Commissioner, INS 
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(212) 582-5533 

A Division of Apple Music Publishing Co. Inc. 
1700 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10019 

6EATJ..ES FAN CLUB 

OFFICIAL HEAOQUARYERS 

Elmer Fried, Esq. 
515 Madison Avenue 
New York, New York 10022 

July 9, 1969 

~ ~~r Mr. Fried: 
~~~ In regard to your letter of July 2 and our telephone 

conversation of July 7, please be advised that the number 
of records sold concerning the song "Revolution" up unti I 
Apri I 10, 1969 on a single 45 disc (#2276) is 3,802, 100, 
The number of records sold up unti I June 12, 1969 on the 
LP entitled "The Beatles" (SWBO 101), and features "Revolution· 
Number One" (which is the same song as the single "Revolution" 
but a slower version), has sold 2,311,200. 

I have contacted Bob Casper of Maclen Music Co., who is 
L/~rvGawt~~responsible for copyrighting alI Lennon-McCartney material, 

egarding your inquiry of the separate statistics on the number 
f separate times "Revolution" was played publicly (be it through 

receipt of royalties, etc.), Mr. Casper has informed me that this 
information is confidential and will be back to me tomorrow morn
ing with all possible information to aid you in procuring John 
Lennon's vi sa. 

I most certainly hope that 
continue to do everything in my 

I have he I ped ~ju an~i II 
power to aid /.yoJ in our .endeavor. 

Most J s i n cere I y, 
I • 

O.FF. ::.~AL'.rATLEtit ~Lj~ 
,.-~. ~ .. _,~, / n . (Jcr, ..-'-

~.~" .//;i~ 
/ (~) 5..17) ;sand i Morse, 

.' D yrector 

U
f /,. 

J' !} 
' I ' 
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S~ATLES F"A.N CLUB 

OFFICIAL HEAOQUARi'"ERS 

(212) (!,., .33 

A Division of Apple Music Publishing Co. Inc. 

1700 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10019 

REVOLUTION 

You say you want a revolution 
Well, you know we all want to change the world 
You tell me that it's evolution 
Well, you know we all want to change the world 
But when you talk about destruction, 
Don't you know that you can count me out, 
Don't you know it's going to be alright, 
Alright, alright, alright. 

You say you got a real solution 
Well, you know we'de all love to see the plan 
You ask me for a contribution, 
Well, you know we're doing what we can 
But if you want money for people with minds that hate 
All I can tell you is brother you have to wait, 
Don't you know it's going to be alright, 
Alright, alright, alright. 

You say you'll change a constitution 
Well, you know we all want to change your head, 
You tell me it's the institution, 
Well, you know you better free your mind instead, 
But if you go carrying pictures of Chairman Mao, 
You ain't going to make it with anyone anyhow 
tDon't you know it's going to be alright, 
Alright, alright. 
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r'=JOW Beatie John 
:. Lennon " cleansed " 
himself of drugs. 

This was the theme of a 
1:->-minutc defence plea 
Yestcnlav when the 13-
~-car-old.pop idol w~1s fined 
£1:>0 with £21 costs for 
lla,·ing cann:1his resin. 

I 

Lennon, said solicitor Mr~ 
Martin Polden, cut himself off 

LENNON 
FhVED 

OVER 
"TRACES 

FRO!v.l 
' 

! 
: ' PAST, 

I 
from drugs at the beginning of 
this year because he 
realised they were incom- ~By•--------,· ·, 

I JJatib!c with the teachings 

I 
ARNOLD LATCHAM 

of Eastern philosophy with L-------------' 
1 whicll he had become 
.

1

' involved. 
\V h c n detectives from 

Scotland Yard's Drugs Squad 
raided his fiat in lVIontague 
s q u a r e . MarylE>bone. in 
October, the Beatie said : u I 
anli dean.'" 

And he believed he was, 
!>.1r. Polden told l\1arylebone 
m a g: is t r a t e Mr. John 
Pl1lpps. 

The drugs found In hts flat
:219 grains. enouhh to make 40 , 
reefer cignrC'ttes and worth £10 I' 
on the hl::tck market - were 
!rorn his past. 

DELAY . , 
HP hart ro.n::ott<'n all about 

th('tn, it was clnimrrl. 
Said ~Ir. Po:df'n to the 

m;H!blratc : 4
• I ]1ope t.l1at by 

acrf'pt;nJ!: that he- did m3.kt> 
eHorts to clf'ansc himself you 
will :,.ec the charge in pcrspec
tivf'." 

Lennon, dre.s.scd in & 

black velvet Regency. 
!ilyle suit, plain "White 
~>hirt nnd matching tie. 
~'l.ppcarrd in th{"' dock 
'With hl11. 34 • yenr-- oiJ. 
J:-tpane~e ,::irl fric.,nd. Mrs. 1 

Yoko Ono Cox. "' r 
T;nv Yoko. \'v'ho l£>ft l1ospitn.l I 

la:o:;t ,\·f'f'k ;tftC'r a. mir;r.:trria~~-e. !' 
\vorc a white Coss:ack blouse n nd 
bbr:( troq<:;prs. I 

.S.!H• was :n th(' <lor~ J or oniY I 
\ \\'0 no::n11 I'_<:; bPfOU' lJH' 1 \\'{} 
dLt:·~:r• • ., <<;:: •. n.<>t.. ilrr---hnVHlS! 
dnl;'.-, and ob~-lru,·tin.-:: n,'L!•l'{JVf'-· 
!-;!·l',',j•:an:, Nor!>l:ln Pddu•;- 111 tllj~ , 
ex•·•~ll! ,.,n ff; n .<.,c;trcll w,ilTHnl
w,·r•· dJ.'--,Jli•:-.-"ri 

OJ" 1111' (>:.JH'I' rharo•f'--lll!• 
0JJ:,fnJdH)JJ on;;:n:J;,·: ;~!lf';'Pd 
\1/<!;-, ;I <l!•iall uf c,r'V!'ll 10 f"JJ:/Jt. 
llLHI.i\t'S l)cjorp l!H" J)U)J.{_•f• \\U'J"C 

,H!ll<J~tt<l t•"l· l.hf• JLJL~JH• .-..t!d :-, 
J •· IntiJl"IJl;,>llOH ha.'i .'S~UCf' COlnC' 
'jl.o- H·,.t,:hl. Lo lfHl:t•at.t• thP:"t• n1n.v he I 

n r,..a.-;r)n for the d••lav uncon· 
• ............ •• • J ••• 

• 

' I 
i 
! 
t 

' ' r 

6 ce· il T1 .,...,/.) ~, li'T J • , ; ·. f '-' .. --~: I , , 
II I \_\ .\\ ,J _:..,.;_,_ -'=""' -...V .... ;. 

.rnhn 1 enoon Anrl Mr-~- Voko Ono Cox VC5tcn! .. <V 
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:lnr~t t::,:"~~hi• hrlon~- . 
J) Jll~-" nud tn('d to d:.'>nose of any 

non once resolved 1 dn.,:s. Ills co11nsel sa1d. · 

t " I 1 e I . elf of And 011 the da.l' Scotland 
0 C car S 11111S Yard drnr..1 .;qnad omcers raidoo 

drugs," a court heard b1s flat he really believed he 
wa..." " clean." 

yesterday, But thr mrn f01mcl cannabis. 
He had become Involved It wa:~~ <;aiel n~trrday whe.n 

with Eastern philosophy. L<'""''" anrl IIi' <id friend Yoko 
. Ono <lflfl(';,red 1n rour1 at 

And it occured to ~mn that :\I:uylf'lwnr, London. 
tills and ctnFs were "not Lennon. 28. pleaded guilty w 

tibl 
., Q DO&..'.,(>S,mf! cnmH'lbJs. He wa.a 

compa e. fined >)150. ,.,th £21 cost•. 
He s:lid nfterv,·;;uds: "I'm 

vrn· h,tJJm· to be Iree a:'{aln 
..,.,_...._, .... ~ ... ~----~.--, .. ·. it really is n~ce to be 

able to relax.'• 
J:lP:J.IH'."e-born Yoko, 34, 

: llacl abo bern chrtrgecl \\ith 
1 po.,s('.'.sinr; the dru&. Her 

,, not t:tultv" plea wa...a 
arr!'IJtr-rl and no evidence 

... / 

. wa.s ofiercd ;lt.:ainst hw. 
1 

Baby 
"1 ·-The connie pleaded not 

l
, ~mlty to obstrur.ting PDliCe 

111 the execution of a 
~ search warrant, · Th! 
: pro.''rrutlon did not pro-
' ceed on t-he charge. 
1 8oth Lcnl)()fl antl Yoko 

Ono held handl a' th•r 
went into the doc.lc lor 1 

, . hcarinq thot was fo t\:'VC~ 
·~ on their friendship ••• tht 
J 
1 baby they lost , . . onJ 

Lennon's marital dillicuftiru. 
E 1rly 1n the hctrin~. the 

court dc;tlt with oh&truc-
tion chr,q;r~. 

It ronrcrnrd a d~lnv ot 
,<:f'Vrn or C':;:;ht min u· t (' s 
i·('fnre tht~ drug:.s .sqnad 
·•.t-:·1' ndnli~trct to tlw Hat. 
:-;n:d i\Ir. Roger Fr;,<..by, 
pr:•.;·'f'\1! 1:1g. 

r 1'.1'r informA.t.ion. he 
:tdiitd. ~crJlr:ltrd that thf're 

1 mu \' h:i. re hren a rc<'l:>on 
fc: tht' dC':~y ~l!at L;l.! 
r>:1\lrri~· \lll('OOni;'C(ed· With 
drur:s 

At t 1 1i~ nrJint, :'l.!r. \f1rt1n 
Polc!Pn, for t.he def(•nce, 
<~:-;ked if Y(1:(o Ono could 
Si:IY lll (!)(• dock With 
L~nnnn. 't~:1e. lll:J.Lh·.trcHe 

' 

l 

[', 
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T II E G U All DIAN Friday Nol'cmher 20 1%8 5 

ing th~-bi~nt 
a sharp dedi 
sters taking u 

The drop 
smokers inn 
49 million despite Increases m tne pupu•o-. 
lion, according to Roy L. Davis, a· spokes· 
man for the survey group. 

Among 17-ycar-olds questioned during 
1967-68, 25.6 percent of the boys said they 
smoked cigarettes and 15.7 percent of the 
girls said they a;·e smokers. 

A 1957 survey of the same age group re· 
ported 34.7 percent of the boys and 25.5 per· 
cent of the girls said they smoked. 

lrlrc ~vrltiu!J ~tar 
WASHINGTON, D. C. 

o. m.o2G sut:. 3G2,40S 

"" - -·-···· 1-,y the National Clear· 
: and Health was pre· 
tblic Health Service. 

.t of those queried an· 
ked: "Would you say 
to health?" 

!d no reasons for the 
g but, in an interview, 
ion programs about 

1
, !rettes, 

MAY 27 1989 ~,,£.. !KING 

.---· .. :e42 

Lennon Shifts From Marijuana 
.~. 

:~rc:~T'REAL U~~ - B2ath John Lcnrrm; recently 
convicted of possessing marijuana, says be's through with 
tl:e sluff because it "interferes with my mind." : 

"! don't regret anything I've done," he told newsmen. : 
"It's just that I get my best high now on brown rice." Rice ! 
with the hulls on is brown. . 

N . unnon and his wife, Yoko, were granted a JO·day stay · 
'-J , . in Canada by immigration officials yesterday and a hearing ' 
00 was begun in Toronto to weigh their request for a longer. · 

stay. The marijuana conviction was the issue. : 
Mr. and Mrs. Lennon plan a one week "lie-in" demon· ·i 

stration for peace while awaiting the Yerdict. They have 
invited Prime ll!inister Pierre Elliott TrJdeau to join them. 

} ' . . . . . ~ .. 

I John I~ennon fined 
£~150 ~ll .f-1· np 

Ct~ .ll i\, lv .ll 

A""T""c"''f)""~; ,......,-..., cA' [,·":./.'' f• . · 1 .. ]' 1:-•.ll· II ,~ 
""' A. .b.-.;<"-'"'- ..:.v t< v 

'personal 
• ) '!I '11 

v1r ~n ~lrug 
Bcatlc John Lennon was fined £150 at ~!arylebone, 

London, yesterday after admitting possessing the drug 
cannabis. His .Japanese friend, Mrs Yoko Ono Cox, was 
dcarccl of two charges-of hal'ing cannabis and of obstruct· 
ing the police-after the prosecution hac! offered no 
evidence against her. 

A charge against Lennon, who is 28, of obstructing 
police in the execution of a search warrant, to which he 

· pleaded not guilty, was dis· 
1 missed after the prosecution 
1 had offered no evidence on 

this. il!rs Cox had pleaded not 
gUJlty to both rhargcs. 

1\[r Roger Frlshy, prosrcuting, 
said that on October 18, when 
police went to a flat jomtly orcu· 
pled by Lennon and Ml's Cox at 
:1-1 ;l!onta~uc Square, ~!arylcbonc, 
Lennon had already telephoned 
his solicitors. \\'hen "'ked if he 
had any unauthorised drugs, 
Lennon shook his head. · 

Flat searched 
After the solicitor had arrived, 

policemen with dogs searched the 
flat. They discove~·cd a cigarette· 
rolling machine, later found to 
ha\·e traces of cannabis : a suit· 
c;.~sc cont;:lining an envelope with 
27.3 grains of canna his; a 
cigarettE." case which had tr11ces 
of the drug; and a binocular case 
inside which were 191.8 grains of 
cannabis, enou~h for about 40 
cigarettes on the black market. 

After caution, Lennon said that 
only he, not Mrs Cox was Involved 
in the matter, said Mr Frisby. 

~lr Martin Polr!en. defcn<ling, 
sa1d Lennon anti ~11 s Cox had 
moved to the flat about three 

months before the police search 
after ~lr unnon's" matrimonial" 
difficulties. ' 

It was clear Lennon hart can· 
nab is, hut it was a '' pcrson::~l 
experience." llc had not tried to 
get olher people to take them. 

"Early thiS year, when he 
became involvert with Eastern 
philosophy, it occurred to htm 
that that and drugs were not 
compatible," said Mr Polrlen. He 
went through hls helongings try···· 
ing t(' dispose of any drugs, and 
h;ul no 1dea that cannabts was 
still in the articles in the flat. 

On the day of the police raid, 
Lennon had just finisher! con• 
ccntratcd work on a record and 
he and Mrs Cox were then trying 
to start life afresh. "He is an 
artist of note ancl intcgnty. He 
has brought some pleasure to 
millions. He has stood by his 
views," said Mr Pol den. "He i9 
entitled to some compassion of 
the court." 

The magistrate told Lennon 
that he could have imposed a 
fine of £250 ancl a sentence of 
12 months, but he was not going 

, to do so since it was Lennon's 
first offence. 

Twenty guineas costs ner~ 
awarded against Lennon. 

... 
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i By John Spicer ' 

BEA TLE .J o h n Lennon . 
said yesterday after being 
fined £150 on a d rugs 
charge : 'The whole drugs 

. ' scene 1s over. 
He talked of the police raid on 

his t1at in i\lontagu Square, Maryle
bone. and of the court hearing at 
which he stood in the dock with his 
3-t-ycar-old Japanese girl friend, 
Yoko Ono. 

Lennun, 1X, s.aid at the Savilc Row 
otliccs 1Jf Appk. th~ B~atles-ov.:ned com
pany : ·r "-urposc all this was to be 
exr'--'cr.:d. The..' P>)h,.,::: who raided our flat 
mu~l have thought f \VdS courtin~ prose
cutJr"~n. 

'.AIJ OYer~ 
'Hut all th.tt j, tlYer. Jt "'d' e\.plained 

in court antl I say it a:..?,ain nov.·--the \\dl~,)Je 
dru:;:-; -.;c~?nc j, on~r. ft \\:as an exp<e'rience, 
an ~xperien<.:e that l1as no\v been left 
behind. 

·A~ far <r"' I am cclfh:ern~d drlt:.<...., arc- a 
thin:..!. nf the pa'->t fl}rg_otten ---o;1ly the 
cou:·t e<t:..e lS 110\.'/. f am very re!lc\'cd it is 
over.' 

L?nnon and Yoi-.o Ono 
f.J.._'":d tWO c_·il;lf;.!;C"'> ~~~ .\1....::-;,.lc· 
h<llh' Cqtlrt-·- l1av:n•!, c;1nn;1h~-; 
;J"L tl1c !L>! aad oh·_::·t.JC~;n:~ 
Dcr,-..::ivc-Scr·.!.·-·ant Atn1n:1n 
P•k.~c·. 

Yoko told: 

1 h<: ch,;!·g~-~ :-~·.:.;in-.t .\t:-.,.; 
Orvl \>~rt.! druppt:d. Thi? 
ftl.I·.~~·,T·.l!C, :\1r Jnhn Ph:pp., 

: l 'T~~ ·~-, 

'!.' 

You're 
cleared 

h··lpul h• tind d: U'.!. 
\', 1 ' h\. tl· 

I ··:IC<"S, 

~ n ·• 

-

Jl . . 
C01JrUJ1~ 

.·.·-,_-..---~~:~~~~· ~~~r:.'· 
,, 
\:,., 

. 
I , 
' I 

j 
• ; 

' I 
I 
i 

Lennon and Yoko yesterday 
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T:.~ :-.:::<~t;.._:--, ; ; c--:~ ;";_.o ;' ;:;;l gn;\)':~ Dn this, but a Mary-
1a:1.d psycl,:;;-'LU·L:~ ha:,. iuned jn Lo U~'::ir_ :)Tics to therapeutically 
V.trn on 11:s f,v;;:;:~: . .lizo;J. t£.-r;n:~:~(...: p;:~Lcnt.s. 

\\'o;-d:; W Sl~;,..-1·: ioc{.-;::~i:.::u··s- t;s ".·; 2~[)." ".Pem1y Lane.'' ui'm 
Only S:cL;:m,r~." ~'Tb:s. :·:,;::,.', ~· ?.;.d o~:tc;:~s. ·harbor a first rate lex· 
i:>d o: ~,:,;i-.>1-,;:~ :·,\L.r:,:.-.,c~.-.;; p.·v:ilen·,;:.: de;::ling wiU1 se.x. dropping 
-oat an.d tri;)pi.·::; c.n nn.1;::s. 

T0 Dr. Tdi•._:j~-~~{) S;;:ni.azo. v~L·y_'\'(' be_eom_e a S\l:i of pDj'}-roc:k 
vtxs::,J.l n; F;·~·:t..::;..n p~yt·nl<itr:.' ~;;;~:·s i'.e:!pr.g htm bridge both 
L':~ v";)'dv.~.·.,·;:,,;,:·;::: ;,.J;d .":<'·.,:<·.~ ~i,;.:i ;!)if:S at the Sheppard and 
t::v-'-~:-._ ·r·.-~~ :i--~; ;-..:.: •• -.. ':\.]\;.._;.,·,;:, :·r.:..:_ 

E~~ i;::u~. '.La. t'.H: L-l t:J- 2.i: :.·..:.~:·-old p~--..tient with "adjust
~::::::>rc..-o2~;::m" :;;·,~;;.;.:~-:-, " L\;;hciou:S~Y Gr unconsciously 1ets the 
E .. ·-.;11 ;.,;-;:; -JG 1~; · tai;.;.~:1.~-

~'Th2s~ a<.L:.k~.:;cem::> havr entrns!c.d them. as it. were~ with 
:.1~.::.· ;'i>nciJ;-,.; uf ct:_,,-;:.-lL.J:i(·;;:L::t.; fo;:- th.::::;n~ .:Jr telling like it is, 
thc.ir icars ar.d a!Jprt:f~~nsions ar~d dL<1aietude," the 26-yea•r-old 
t.Oe-:vr fr~.:·;"i. :f,:;_ Pf jllpJ::l.~i;j) ~r-id. 

1'1 .. ..? ))T~C.'i belr;- Ltc: Uw!';,pi;-;,. undcr::-.1and in greater mea· 
~ure the psydwd;y11<11Hics of 1J1i:- age .:::;roup and thus em-patl1ize 
in-<o:·e .::':'('Ctive;y wt:h ;ih~<-1. Li .on effort to Lranslate in under
st.ctndu.blc tcnn~ t!!e yOUJ!!,; p:1ticn;;'s pr.).b1crns with himself and 
b.ls C!Wir>mm€nt_ !.l:c !L(:n:pb:__ can utihze the5e 'simple and fa
nliliar songs as refc·re-nr{' p.:;inh or ehannels of discu:.slon bot f) 
in ir.Ji\·1C.1..ia1 and ,sru:ip ::ier;t;)y:· · ~ 1 

In a );) er --)rt::)arC\i. fu;· dt'livcn· at. a "Sclc " at the 
hos )ita!. Dt· . .';mtmr• 
'• e •snr· ~ an· more !:;1a:o W!J:-th~· o-r scien .-fi-e in~sU 

t i:~ nca .c~ ret ectJ-ons on socw and erno 10nal hang-ups 
have an uncann:'-' sim~iarHy lO lhe psychiatric problems of to
Gay's yuun.;; /)CV~lc. 

L"1 C1.e song. "L'\ov.r!wre 1\~an:• written in 1965, Dr·. Santiago 
finds th0 "basic questioa of ;m adol-escent about his identity: 
W·ho am 1-whid:. is aiS<I o-ne -of 'Jle most comn1on reasons for 
psy-chiatric- cons.ultat;-on in this ~1ge grOU}l.n 

"'Per,ny Lane." a ~ong timt rnocks -the life of a banker and 
shows admiration ror a barber. Dr. Santiago said, "Ren1inds us 
that ~he v~:lues we \~H.iult.s} attach to some soc-ial roles appear 
hypocritical c.mi pe.r-piexing to them." 

The doctor descr;hed it as «particularly relevant to young 
pat!er.ts \'-.'hO belong tu the <IJY:}Cr micidie and upper social class
es.''" These are youngster::. wilh an intense aversion toward any 
cstal>iishmcnt job held or J'CCtK';1H1Cnd_-e-d by their parents~" he 

··~ ' Such feclin~s Oft.t~n lC'<td ;_hp teenager to a "state Of illa('-
tion,'' whleh Jn llL',1 leat.ls tn !ils i~oi;ilwn .<tnd refusal to make 
choices and decisions, the p:.;;yc}1 :atrbt contended. 

lk. S:uJiitt;;v salll n-.is ~lllitndc ~s aL-;n characterit:ed by 
many teens• inability to get oat of ih;:d ln the mot-ning or to ad
here to- sehcdulcs la:d out hv adults. 

~'he ;~on~ "I'n1 O;i.ly SieCping. •• dc::>enbes this in such line:-; 
as "Please Uon·'c_ w;·;k(' me, 1:0. dun't shake me. leave me where j' · 

I .11~1, I'm only sl.:-eplll6, ;;w>l r_-::1-:d.:'.._:: dc;n't. spnJl my d3y, r'm 
mil-es aw~;.y . . -· : 

1~n--;ntio:1a;l~' dj-;turi>::d you~1,~;:-;tr-r:-; \Vith such problems often 
1;cct.;.c:t:~:,-- 6:v,.~:c U;t.•:n~ .. _:ive., l")"' si1l6:e ;tdivity, Dr. Santiago 
s.:ryc;. nn.~ u;.· b:;--; lS-:;1•::r-ohb p~·:,,lli,·cc:. volumt's of poetry, some4 

tt .. :_.-,r::· :;.:,.-~ ti;, :1.__•ro -H· ,;,.~ ;.~·~;;> ,~,;;,,.;, ''l';;p<:'rhad.;: Writer," 
"fh:_'i.~\\.3(:li ;/tc-se s!;;_!c-s of l•l:"..:'ivitv and misdirected o-ver

acUvity.'' Dr. S-;n1l1;1~;o .'<Jys. "i'hC' Bt•a\.!e-s ~:-N'Hl to offer a mid
dh! ~~:our.,-.. lH "!!u.il." .-, llLLlM plL'rt for a helping hand. 

"! \\'{Jql\1 S~tt:-.:·!i':-['," j)r_ S:~t,\i;l_~(j S({)'S. ''that WllC'n they 
r'l:!j' ; ;~;~. i\',"\rnl ~.i llH·l,;·, w,;u;.-j d0fian~Jy increa~,~ llle Vlll-

t~n:•· J,, t!(';it'en:n··· luid"; ~~-; ;>n <JUtmnrdic reaction from 
~ht·h· parcnls ::n1; :-:,~\ ~:JiKI)il:-:dou-..1~-~ what they arc trying to 
~·o;,;vcy ;: ... iht' in,,,,,~c;y u: i_,;c~i;· .h'eli to dtpt'nd. Wha! they re<11· 
Jy waw~ ;s tLe. clJllt\<oli.~~~--.sui~~~~-ur ti;eil_- p;.1rents." 

District Director Woolwl·ne, B lt" a 1rnore,. 
Md. checked subject's file. He is an 
exchange visitor; has been at 
hospital for 2 years; and Has 
plication to extend his stay 
:<:~A.-i-it--ir-o..--.~1 
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Harlan L. Woolvine 
District Director 
Baltimore, Maryland 

James P. Greene 
Associate Commissioner, OperatiODs 

CO 212.24-C 
.July ], 196Q 

Los An~ales Herald-Examiner article June 27, 196Q, qootinR 
Dr. Luciano Santiaao 

Attached is a copy of the article quatin~ Dr. Luciano 
Santiago concerning tl1e Beatles. This article vas suh· 
mitted to us by Attorney Elmer Pried who is representing 
John Lennon a member of the Beatl~s who is attempting to 
come to the United States for a number of stated reasons. 
Lennon was convicted about 6-montbs ago far po~eession of 
marihuana. A request for waiver in Lennon's case vas 
refused by this Service. 

You will note the statements attributed to Dr. SnntiaRo 
were in a paper delivered at the hospital. I assume the 
hospital authorities sanction a resideut doctor with 
2-years experience holding hi~self out as a spokesman in 
the field of psychiatry. They may be Interested to see 
how his statements are bein~ used to enhance the irua~e of 
the Beatles. 

Uith regard to Dr. Santiago's request for an extension of 
stay, 1 see no reaaon why it should not be ~ranted. 

Attachment 

JFG:keh 

CO 214j-C 
Workfolder JOHN LENNON 
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.SANDHA G. LCVI1""( 

ALLi·£N E:. KAYE 
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LhOYD RICHAr-tD FORSTER 

WtLLJAM P. VO!..IN 

Mr. George Owen 
Director, Visa Office 
Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 

Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

June 30, 1969 

515 MAOJSON AVENUE 

NEW YoRK. N. Y. 10022 

MUMAY HILL S.e!5Sl!l 

Re: Visa Application of John'Lennon 

Dear Mr. Owen: 

I enclose a transcript of the television interview with John 
Lennon which was shovm 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 J>.ngeles Herald-Examiner 
dated June 27, 1969, which might give you some insight into why 
porsons like Dr. 1'amarkin and Dr. Wynn are so interested in 
having one of the Beatlos available to discuss some of the problems 
which cause and in turn are aggravated by the so-called "generation 
gap". 

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

1. A nonimmigrant visa application was filed by Mr. Lennon at the 
Consulate 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 his staff. Mr. Lennon would be willing to 
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Ju~,;::c 30, 1969 
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co::.c: Dy ·::.1at time -- p::ovidecc t;;;;:ct had enough notice that he 
:o:.:.ld do so to arrange 2<J:~ ~c;:;. Otherwise the in vita tion 
..:ill have to be deferred u;;tiJ. tLc enC'. of the summer, for 
~·,!.;;·~x.i:·\~.t~r.~ bGnefi-: to t.h.e NI~H-I s .-: Do you beleive we will have 
<c decision in time for it,r. Lm:;1on to n>ake arrangements to come · 
:~10J:f;: :-

·' ····-"·'"· .:u: re;;eat my firn; ])E:l:.c:·i ,,;,at the equities of the situation 
call ..• r the granting o~ ·~aiver and the issuance of a visa . 
. :::· .. •. , fact, that it wou}J~ cor.t.rary to our national 
a~~~~ty to refuse a visa to this man on a technical basis. But 
.::. .. :·~ c ..... r_r C:VGnt a nonim1·uigrant \•iho .i.s r~l&king a visit on business, 
: .. ~d '/l,:.o l:as many businc:ss inte:=c:r;ts to occupy him outside the United 
8~.:~::::~:-s 1 ;r:r;lst have so:ne i(~ca \·/L0;r-e 'i!E_~ stands in order to arrange 

;.~Le;~ule. I do :,ope t:htit you vn:~l a·:;:r.ee with my belief that 
:~:~ by .John Lennon would br;: bcne:'icial to the United States 

-! ·\.2:,1 _')f t.'ll:2 p·Jrpos\:;.::: t . .<:: i_s (;C·it·~iES'I for and his publicly expressed 
.. -. '·.• ... -· ...... ,.:n· .... +- Vl'o''encr-• -:- 1 ·-~r··1 ~;·--··;(··c ~ .._, j U . .l...l i.:l 1,.> ' ..I. .., ._ c•~l~ L~J..' _j ,_. ~ 

... c-;~~~l: on 
:).: . .• :~ .. l'lt:l.j;:' c. 

·:;·c. ):-...:::-~:lq:r.. .. c:-;h) 

~ yen:. ,.,. 1: .. 

rQdio u~nclincur ln 
tha--c the or:.s 

a comment by Stuart KJ.ein, 
Montreal, suggesting (in 
'•'anted to do a "bed-in" in 

.. ta·cc.?:. .;.: ·;·~c: :.:..:::n:r~cr~::.:· .. ~:.J.V...:. {,() suc~i. intantior.~.. You will 
~~ ~~s. t~e first full paragraph of 

,_, .::;; ·:.:,".:s:·,;; ·,.La:.": ;:·:akc:s it clear that the 
· .. • wc.s: simply and openly a \v.:'/ of getting attention to 

: .. ~as ~nQ ~as no nas1c or s cance beyon~ it. Mrs • 
. ,c:c:i ... cally t:o1d !>1(? doesn't regard a "bed-in" 

.-:;,::.::.~ ·s.s :J-:;;1.::-~s <-"L ·k~Jt..; on -::ret:.ter. ThUs, if the 
. ''" .. ,~.::1:. h:s fe~lin0·s abo1..:c 11 UnSi8emliness" about a "bed-in" 

· ···'¥ ... .. ~~::r,~ ~~~ave s·u.cl'~ al:·.~~?:C~h~·::nr.:~:.c:,ns. 

Si:tlce.:::.·0ly yours, 
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SANDRA G. LEVITT 

A~~EN E. KAYE 

COUNSEL 

LLOYD RICHARD FORSTER 

WI~~IAM P. VO~IN 

Mr. George owen 
Director, V~sa Office 
Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 

Dear Mr. owen: 

ELMER FRIED 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

July 1, l969. 

5115 MADISON AVENUE 

NEW YORK, N. Y, 10022 

MURIItAY HILL 8·EUUnS 

When I spoke w~th you from Las Vegas this past Friday, I gathered 
that you mignt have an erroneous view of my communication to the 
Attorney General, and I enclose a photostat of tne carbon copy 
of the telegram, as the copy was sent to me by the telegraph office. 

You will note tnat my comments were directed to the actions of a 
ur. Scantlebury, who was described as "a scientif~c employee" of 
the ~tate Department, and who therefore was certainly not a part 
of the Visa Off~ce. I would never believe for a moment that the 
visa Office under your supervision could be other than mlticulous 
in its observance of the spirit of fair play --which is, after ali, 
the essence of due process of law. I am very sure that if you want 
to deny something, on the basis of having good reasons for do~ng so, 
you would do ~t specif~cally on the basis of those reasons -- you 
wouldn't bother qoinq througn a complicated procedure to achieve 
tne result ~ndirectly. And I am convinced that the Imm1gration & 
Natural~zation Service would feel the same way. 

I cannot imagine what would prompt Dr. Scantlebury to meddle in 
matters that are not his concern at all; and since he is presumably 
not delusional, I can only suspect that some qovernment official 
in the Just1ce Department was musing out loud about the case-
whether the matter was within his jurisd1ction or not -- and ur. 
Scantlebury s~mply dec~ded that he was going to do a good aeed ±or 
h~s fr~end 1n the Justice Department ana end the problem by use of 
his own wits and resources. 

Now l understand tnat it was all a misunderstanding, and that ur. 
Scantlebury has been disavowed. He surely must have put a lot of 
puncn beh~nd h~s telephone calls to the Nat~onal Institute of Mental 
Health, to have persuaded ur. Lyman wynn to withdraw the original 
inv~tation. It comes down to this: if no one nad said anything about 
Dr. Scantlebury's pressures on Dr. Wynn, tne withdrawal of the 
inv~tat1on would nave still been in effect. It is only by challenging 
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Mr. George Owen - 2 - July .L, l9b9, 

Dr. Scantlebury that his .Lack of authority to speak for anyone 
was disclosed, and tnat Dr. Wynn was encouraged to re-invite 
Mr. Lennon. Surely, therefore, you cannot take umbrage at the 
attempt to looK into Dr. ~cantlebury's role in tnis matter. 

Sincerely, 

EF/el ELMER FRIED 

305 



' .. CLIU.~ 

; ". 

] ZJ-?~0::::?~_:555_rm: 
'-:".!' ."h ,YN,~.·j 
lj' l' I •" ,.';; I 

I "'A~\tiDC 

1 .. , . .,.,""'· 

I 
.. ,r 'l' 1"'"'1'- .... r." .. ''(J"T I N,..J 1

•, 'i\:,; :":\'~ {o1 r V:'~ rt l~ 
.. ,,,_,,_ -ir' """''L''V"F ')'" ~-·· ; ,· ; , ! ~ l . 'I l 1. I '' ,'. \ ' . ') I ,'\ 

··• --v -~~;·~ VQI.IP '''1~1HF'S Ar·~n T:i:~ vw· cr V·"W' GFF!C't, I 
.,_~··t-1()~11"1) 0FFII'IAL AT NATIONI·L I~JS''ITlJTf: OF :1fNTJ\L I 

' I 
,_ .; .';:·rl rl.A.rl J·:.JVITFD LFW!ON TO PP[r\i\ 1)EFORF PANF'L I 

(('Y !'LD) 
:·;; .· .. r-,<.·:•L "('I'''''".''TS lT ·"~--1'1''\' 1·'' 0 'I"'JTE ,,,,,., ·'•• •) <l'i~J;),, ~. t~• 1 l.o~/L 1\j,)~ ~~ AND I _,......_,, ~~-

IIi'! II! 1. 
501r, ,,~,1'\I~Otl AVF 

' · 1 r , .,.I oN I n: w R F P n: n 

iN !HE r:r:u rF-- I __ t[YLJJI0?.2_ ... ___ ,_-

No 

'• 

306 



''~II 

lllf.C" 

. 't·c:·· ·"'1•J' n ,,.,. '1,..""'1' I" N''''' '·'''I'~'•""ION. '.'·!IT.HDP.A'·.·','',t'.· •.. · . , ._ ~ _. h , ~, t L • ~-. r. ·11 t •.. • J !" 1 ~ ... ~ 1 l ,., \ 1 ; r. t · 1 P 
i 

.... ,~ · ' · ''J- • ,.- ... ~ '''" ·~ ··· 1 o·· ~~ 1 ro-- · "' ~ .·'·""' ,..o.~Jr. r,,,,f1V1,· " •. ~ .. -,.···-···· .'1, ,)•!· n Sll)j.'L\,1 i\t\i'.J, t;\i i.~ .~, j lu,l.J-. _ , 

! 
' r: ':"C,J'•r·ws t\N':OUW'ED DFSif1F FOf< :'~(J~,F l'ANDOR I 

1\1 lil·"··;~u:s:; IN r;ovr.;~;n::NT'!i r'<F.i'II:!Sc DF ITS 1'0'1\TRp t 

I 
: c· ;;;: i ,· :)i~'FICLJLT TO i1£:LIEV~ Th 11.T )1Y:TOf~ SC"ANTLF.!3UiW.·"";,;;:--·--···----- ..... --- ' 

·.•',"•c:· 1."~ '.'OU: PI=C,UEST IHJ!l IN M'•''Of\DAiJ\'E '.'TiH YOUR 'lill)HfS • 

.. ,.,:.:: ,\(J'l•:r.r•it.TE vouf< OFFier· r·h''C:X!In i1.;n ;\DI/ISING ~T 

, ~ .. +.,···,~ YELFPr:Cri\JF • ON JUi··Jr~ 26· /\N·~; JUNF; ~r•7• A~.1 1' . '' r. ') . ,I ~. 
i' I.\ ' i' '' ~ I / ·--. , 

I<· --~ 
;:·; '':(\1:':/l'fl !'HM'Tll"ING ·:·,,~ !t'J:]-:-1-il!TF FLiiHINGO HO.EL 

, ' 

"::-" -~- ----~~-

307 



. ' 
:~· -~ ,. ? • ,, 

' 

I'~; t 

__ "H __ JU N 2 ~ 11 t)fl !' .PPT-- , 
< 1\IU< ' 

... ____ 3t .l NTL: -------
;, '· 

I ': ____ :'1~-M<~~F\555 N_VK_ 

·;;; -----·· ···-·-·------ ---
;: t)l.l::' p 17 " ! .,. -~, 
:0:01~ ''~iJI:lO~I IIVF. 
NYt; 1 OO;'>i! 

,·. 

308 



/ 

ELMER FRIED 
SIS MADISON AVENUE 

Ne:wYORK, N, Y, 10022 

.~,;,..··~~~, 

·'·'t'l,, ., 

Mr. John Lehmann 
Deputy Commissioner 
u.s. Immigration & Naturalization Service 
119 "D 11 St. N.E. 
Washington, D.C. 

309 



.~-·· ""'•. 

/( 

/ 
,J' 

L~ 

310 



/ 

ELMER FRIED 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

SANDRA G. LEVITT 

AC~EN E. KAYC 
516 MADISON AVENUE 

NEW YORK, N. Y. 100Z2 

COUN8Et. 

l..I.OYO RICHARD FORSTER 
WiLLIAM P. VOLIN 

George Owen, Esq. 
Director of Visa Office 
Department of State 
515 l2nd Street 
Washington, D.C. 

MUNIIfAY Hll.L. 8-8fH'JI5 

June 24, 1969. 

Re: Visa Application of John Lennon 

Dear Mr. Owen: 

If you will be at home Saturday night, and not engaged in 
any special activities, you might be interested in watching 
a half hour program on Channel 5 (in Washington) at !0:30PM. 
This is a telecast of an interview with Mr. Lennon and his 
wife during their "bed-in" in Montreal, the text of which 
I am trying to obtain. · 

I think you will be very interested in the absolutely forth
right manner in which Mr. Lennon expresses his beliefs against 
violence of all kinds, including violent demonstrations, 
seizure of buildings, etc, 

I trust by this time you have received the text of the song 
"Revolution" written by himself and Mr. McCartney. 

It is not easy, as you might suppose, to assemble material 
for my purpose, but whatever I have seen and heard so far con
vinces me that this man is sincerely and publicly against the 
use of drugs and against violence of any kind. 

'1,' . ELMER FRIED 

ll'Ue in: co -----
INS 

u _.,..... _______ ............. 

----------·----------~ 
Auth. By -·--------------
&ate ---------w---------
Filed by:-----------~ 
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·Date.----

0 Approval {]N(te k Return 0 See me 

0 Comment 0 Note & File 0 As requested 

0 Necessary action 0 Signature 0 For your informs· 
tion 

0 P¢r telep~one 
convetsatwn 0 Cal/ me Ext. 

Remarks 

From _______ Room __ 

IMM/GRA TION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE GPO 922'615 

312 



ELMER FRIED 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

SANDRA G. LEVITT 

ALLEN E. KAYE 

515 MADISON AVENUE 

NEW YORK. N. V. 10022 

COUNSEL. 

LLOYO RICHARD FORSTER 

WILLIAM P. VOLIN 

George Owen, Esq. 
Director of Visa Office 
Department of State 
515 22nd Street 
Washington, D.C. 

MURRAY HILl. 8·8!5!US 

June 24, 1969. 

Re: Visa Application of John Lennon 

Dear Mr. Owen; 

If you will be at home Saturday night, and not engaged in 
any special activities, you might be interested in watching 
a half hour program on Channel 5 (in Washington) at 10:30PM. 
This is a telecast of an interview with Mr. Lennon and his 
wife during th~i!r ~"bed-in" in Montreal, the text of which 
I am trying to obtain. 

I think you will be very interested in the absolutely forth
right manner in which Mr. Lennon expresses his beliefs against 
violence of all kinds, including violent demonstrations, 
seizure of buildings, etc. 

I trust by this time you have received the text of the song 
"Revolution" written by himself and Mr. McCartney. 

It is not easy, as you might suppose, to assemble material 
for my purpose, but whatever I have seen and heard so far con
vinces me that this man is sincerely and publicly against the 
use of drugs and against violence of any kind. 

ELMER FRIED 
EF/d 
cc: Mr, John Lehmann 

Deputy Commissioner, INS 
lile s.n: co-----u _____ .. _____ ... .. 

___ '!""_ .. ... 

--------·--Aut.b.. Bv ----------------Date _______ ........ __ __....... 

Filed bYl---------------
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JUH 27 1989 

1W:r ~WI' ., ~ 11, 19119, w - 4"-7 
Gatl'&l, •••tntd.IC *'· lelia t.~u•, bu ...._ Nhrt..S. 
to • tor Ntlr· 

M JW u. ua'Gidltedlf ..-.. traa pa11tUc1tJ :la tld1 ... , *'· fAlll?M Mt ..... t..a ., ......w om. .... of 
- lllliiU"-t of .... to - l•lilllal.At tor tU s.. ..... 
fill a 'flu -.u ,,. ot ldt .-..t.Ua • .ueot.to ellupa. 
l1a ,..,,.., til' .. •t1W lit tllll .... u .. lftWilla ot l..U· 
p.'ld.Ut;r .. ~ OtJIIIida .... Ulll .._.., 

JUclldU\7 fw ,.,..,, ot 'riAa u ~ _. 
a••lJA• ortl..,. ot tM ~ of *'-• ilia .. aU. 
1M1Spllllt ffl1t & ..U. ~ ~ at lllliGa to tile 
v..s.w MatiMa lllltllr!U.W.U .... Uilt111 .,. 0 .. ., t..U
aildUtJ. t.111t '1 • 'n oftt..., w tbJ ~t ot 8"-'
...,. NO' 7 114 to ~ Sent .. t.a..t ta ICIUT tiAid.Mioa
&lRiroariul. 4t 'tM f:i &I lilt U., 110 ..a Net' mnt•Uoa 
:ll Jllll111 1letoN WI Senl ... 

'1M •....-n- ot 70'11' 1'1.w 1a WI attar 11 .,... ...... 

,/~, w /F - Johll lennon 

'1'C /WAR/ jh 

...... f, ChMM 
AIJOdaM C l•e1-.r 

QJeftttoa 
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.ICIItlll "'· l ........ 
Deplilty AMC~Ciate e-luloa.-, Travel Control 

Jcann Lennon, Al7 517 121 

co 212 • .24-C 
June 26, 1969 

llr. 0.. QIIH to lftqulre -.tt..- I had r.cellfH a copy of a lett.,. 
fr011 Dr • .,_., •tt..-•11 IMtltute of Met\ tal H•l til, al'ldr ... M to 
llr. U4t Ira • ...,. l..-... I t•lt Ill• f llH not '"" the lett.- altllowgh 
I .. ...,.., of lt. en.. l•tt.- liiH riCtllftlllll Ill "'t office atAJa..,.,nt to 
the tel~ '*'"'""'lord. 

llr. 0.. wlltttllf to atate ttt.tt u Ilea I'IOif l•rMCt that the Holtloul ln
atttute of ._tel HMIHt lth CMC4illelf Ita Invitation to JC1t111 leMOn ami 
wiiHa to pMt.,... tu .... ...,. to .... u .. In the f~ttvre. He alto t1ea 
,._.. tMt tu Mt• tnfor..., Atterney Frlef ti'Hit the stet• OtpertMnt 
cai!IC4fl led tu -.tint• llr. Owen atatM that Ia not true, that the State 
.,.,_t.nt woulllf ROt tae upo~t Itself to canc.l any suet~ ... tlng. He 
bell...,. t!Mit tH Scltne• Awl..- at State •lgtlt have uld to Or. Wytme 
SOMtttl"t to tbe effllllt "What pel c:oulct LMnon Clo to your ••lfter?" 

'*'• Owen a110 I~Mj~tlrallf •• to ••th.,. t hH a copy of the brief eubllltt• 
to hiM lily Attontey Fried. I told Ill• • had, lilt. He uld he Ia also 
trrlllf to def_...H tllb•tlt.- tMI will wrl te to the s.-vlce 1M rteo•Md • 
welv.-. I toltl Ill• tlte poaltl011 of the Strvlce tlaa not changetl an4 tllet 
It •• llllpl"oblale for tlte wvlce to owrru Ia the Attorn., Gen .. a I. 

CCI W/F - .141M LMIIOII 
CO 70S.OSHS 
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j CC: 

JoJ¥J~O ~\ Gre~:no 
Ar.m,a:l.•.\t~ Conminf.li<m;,r 

OJ:mrnt,1.C'~"':8 
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IS YOUR HELP IN VISA MATTER JOHN LENNON STOP 

r,·nor:tmY GENF.RM.' S Nl~GA TillE ATT ITIJDE IG~JORES VALUE ::lF PUBLIC 

ii'O:U\TWNS l\t)f) Of'HJION PLEASE DO HlTERf>ERE ENSURIN:j Y:llfFISELF 

ll~TITUDE OF FREE-VORLD YOUTH STOP ~ITH ADMIRATION I 

FOLLOWED SINCE CONGRESSMAN YOUR !!EROIC STRUSGLE'TO SERVE USA 

~AY YOU ALWAYS SUCCEED SINCERELY YOURS 
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Fo/111 G·2S ' 
(Rn. 6./6.46) 
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D. 

0 Approval Note & RetUlll 0 See me 

0 Comme!ll 0 Note &File 0 As requested 

0 Necessary action 0 Signature @(or your infotma· 
Per ttlephone 1100 

0 conversation 0 Call me Ext. 

Remaks 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZA T/ON SERV/ GPO 922'615 
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SANDRA G. LEVITT 

ALL£N E. KAYE 

CO\JNGEl. 

ELMER FRIED 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 

515 MADISON AVENUE 

NEW YORK, N. Y. 10022 

MUFIAAY Hll.l.. (l.SJ!St'JD 

LLOYD HICHAr~D FORSTER 

. 
~ 

WiLLIAM P. VOLIN 

George Owen, Esq. 
Director, Visa Office 
Department of State 
515 22nd Street, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 

June 23, 1969 

•' 

Re: Visa Application of John Lennon 

Dear Mr. Owen: 

I enclose the words of two songs which reveal the attitude of 
Mr. Lennon with respect to violence. I particularly call your 
attention to the second song, called "Revolution", which shows 
clearly his total objection to violence. 

flunday night, June 22, 1969, Channel 5 broadcast a "Metromedia 
News Special" which revolved around an interview with Lennon and 
his wife at the Queen Elizabeth Hotel in Montreal. I am trying 
to obtain a transcript of that program because he was specifically 
ac;ked questions about violence, including campus violence and 
violence in the streets, and he rejected any form of violence. 
ne and his wife both spoke about the importance of keeping on 
talking with, and extending a hand to, "The Establishment". Mrs. 
Lennon asked how it could be expected that "The Establishment" 
would extend a hand to the young generation if that generation 
was not willing to extend a hand to "The Establishment". 

Obviously Mr. & Mrs. r,ennon' s position was clearly in favor of 
"peaceful dialogue" as distingllished from foreceful activities of 
any kind. If I can obtain a copy of the transcript I will get it 
to you. It might be easier to get a video tape to you than to 
get a transcript; but I assume you could not get the equipment to 
re-run the video tape. It was very revealing,and would convince 
you of his total sincerity, and of the helpfulness that his views 
might have to soften some of the clamorous voices which we hear 
so often and so vehemently. 

E~,:jm . 
cc : Hr. ,John Lehmann, 

Deputy Commissioner, INS 
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ELMER FRIED 
A'l'TORNEY AT L.AW 

SANDRA G. LEVITT 

ALLEN E. KAYE 

515 MADISON AVENUE 

NEW YORK, N. Y. 10022 

COUNSEL. 

LLOYO RICHARD FORSTER 

WILLIAM P. VOLIN 

George OWen, Esq. 
Director, Visa Office 
Department of State 
515 22nd Street, N.W. 
washington, D.C. 

MUI'UIAY HILL 8~81!Uitl 

June 21, 1969, 

Re: Visa Application of John Lennon 

Dear Mr. OWen: 

My memorandum did not deal with one of the questions that seems 
to be of interest to the Government, to wit, whether mis
representations were made in connection with the first visa 
application made in London, when Mr. Klein, an American 
business manager for Mr. Lennon, stated to Washington officials 
that one of the purposes of the visit was to have Mr. Lennon 
take part in an anti-drug campaign of some kind. 

I have never met Mr. Klein, and only once had occasion to 
speak with him. I was, in fact, introduced to Mr. Lennon 
through Triumph Investment Trust, Ltd,, of London, an invest
ment firm which owns an interest in the Beatles through pur
chase of the interest of the deceased Brian Epstein, their 
former Manager. Mr. Klein's statement concerning Mr. Lennon's 
intention was made without the advance knowledge or consent 
of Mr. Lennon. I have no doubt that Mr. Klein, an outstand
ingly successful business-man, honestly believed that he could 
obtain prompt compliance from Mr. Lennon with any request that 
he made; and I have no doubt, therefore, that Mr. Klein honestly 
believed that, if it would help Mr. Lennon to get a visa, by 
his participating in an anti-drug campaign, he (Mr. Klein) 
could commit Lennon to do so. The fact is, of course, that 
Mr. Lennon had no plan to do so and, when the issue finally 
arose, it appears that Mr. Klein was overly-optimistic concern
ing Mr. Lennon's response. But then, Mr. Klein manages the 
business affairs of Mr. Lennon, and should perhaps not have 
taken it for granted that his own views on what Mr. Lennon 
should do would necessarily prevail over Mr. Lennon's views. 

I am sure, therefore, that your office was not the victim of 
any deliberate misrepresentation with respect to this matter, 
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To hold Mr. Lennon responsible for this occurrence would 
manifestly be unjust, I think that the credibility of Mr. 
Lennon's views is, in fact, heightened by this clear illus
tration of his unwillingness to be false to his own self 
just because it might be convenient. It should be even more 
clear that the anti-drug and non-violence attitudes expressed 
by Mr. Lennon are sincere, from the fact that he declined to 
make an insincere statement or pledge (concerning his willing
ness to campaign against drugs), just to get into the United 
States. 

Finding published material to corroborate the points mentioned 
in my memorandum, is not simple, since the only available 
newspaper with an Index (The New York Times) has shown very 
little interest in the affairs of the Beatles, or any one of 
them. I am continuing my quest for such material while, at 
the same time, hoping that your own sources of information 
(which are certainly vastly superior to mine) will already 
have told you that all of the representations made in my 
memorandum concerning his views, are correct. 

I am able to enclose a photostat of a New York Times story 
from an AP London dispatch of November 28, 1968, which contains 
a report of the marijuana conviction, That article notes that 
the Magistrate accepted the explanation that neither Mr. Lennon 
nor his present wife, indulged in marijuana, and that the 
marijuana in his belongings was from the time he openly used 
it. In a book called "The Beatles" by Hunter Davies, published 
by Dell Publishing Co., Inc., in 1968, it is stated (Page 259) 
that: 

"By August 1967, they had given up drugs. By 
actively thinking, reading and discussing 
spiritual matters, they decided that artificial 
stimulants like drugs were no real help. It was 
better to get there without them." 

I will, of course, forward to you, as soon as possible, any 
additional material I can locate. In the meanwhile, I have 
every confidence that you and the officials of the Department 
of Justice, will give this matter fair-minded consideration. 
I did speak with John Lehmann after speaking with you last 
Wednesday, and gave him copies of my memorandum which he said 
that he would read; but, of course, he did express the position 
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that, since he had nothing before him (in the form of a 
recommendation from your Office), there was nothing for him 
bo actively consider. 

Naturally, if there is any other information you wish to have, 
just ask and if it is available, I will bring it or have it 
brought to your Office. 

EF/d 
Encl. 

ELMER FRIED 

cc: Mr. John Lehmann, Deputy Commissioner, INS 
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BEAiLES F'AN CLUO 

OFFICIAL HEAOQUARTEFIS 

A Division of Apple Music Publishing Co. Inc. 
1700 BROADWAY, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10019 

(212) 582·5533 

"ALL YOU NEED IS LOVE" WRITTEN BY JOHN LENNON 
AND PAUL McCARTNEY 

Publ. JULY §, 1967 - In England 

LOVE, LOVE LOVE 
LOVE, LOVE LOVE 
LOVE, LOVE LOVE 
Nothing you can do that can't be done 
Nothing you can think that can't be sung 
Nothing you can say but you can learn how to play the game 
It's easy ..• 
Nothing you can make that can't be made, 
No-one you can save that can't be saved, 
Nothing you can do but you can learn how to view in time, 
it's easy ..• 
All you need is love 
All you need is love 
All you need is love 
Love, love is all you need ... 
Nothing you can know that isn't known, 
Nothing you can see that isn't shown, 
No-where you can be that isn't where you meant to be, 
it's easy .•• 
All you need is love 
All youneed is love 
All you need is love 
Love, love is all you need .• ,. 

"REVOL:\lTION" 

You say you want a revolution 

WRITTEN BY JOHN LENNON 
AND PAUL McCARTNEY 

Publ. SEPTEMBER 4,1968 In England 

Well, you know we all want to change the world 
You tell me that's evolution, 
Well, you know we all want to change the world 
but when you talk about destruction, 
Don't you know that you can count me out, 
Don't you know it's going to be alright, Alright, Alright,Alright 
You say you got a real solution 
Well, you know we'de all love to see the plan, 
You ask me for a contribution 
Well, you know·we're doing what we can 

But if you want money for people with minds that hate, 
All I can tell you is brother you have to wait, 326 
Dont you know it's aninrr +-,..,h-.~,~~~""'" 
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Revolution continued: 

You say you'll change a constitution 
Well, you know.we all want to change your head, 
You tell me it's the the institution, 
Well, you know you better free your mind instead, 
But if you go carrying pictures of Chairman Mao, 
you ain't going to make it with anyone anyhow. 
Don't you know it's going to be alright, · · 
alright, alright. 
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llr. 118 Onoa, Tia ~, ....... , a& Ott !MIIIta, .n .. •-. ~ 
~ w II-' 411*1111 a~ flnallr. sr 1 B. 7 11'1Wa1 Vut 
A6dad.UIO'Ii01', ~- Pil ht ,..,, 'ate 'IIJ of CUasaa] 8011 II 1 

latScwel Ira!'* Ott A 1¥' llll.tb. 

a. aM ar. - r '• 1111111 u tanl a lAtw • *'· a-, ..., ,_ 
ao, 1•, e1a1oas• a :l.ftl¥ir ...a • *'· IIIII Are. r r, ,_Dr. 
r.,.. c . .,...., Cldtt, Mlil. ';I;' f'IQ. 1 I I lattc.1 's tJ.tuee 
of X ' 1 lllltla - ..,_ 16, 1 I ,..... to u.s.r &ttl 11!'111. 
1 1er &t tJia NtCMl Illft1t&dle of M f' 1 llllllltb. be JlelA be' 11a 
..,_ 23 _. M:t a, 19$. •· o.. u mwo .. tlld 1a -.- 'lltlatber 
we nee1wl a •M'ar letter. 

I !llfW II ttr. II ca... tlfd. WI 11114 • ROad ot .,._ l'H81Will 111Q' 
11wn.,. lAW t.rca Dr. 's kia bl4 t111at Dr. ' rktA bill apolllll 
vttb ,_ .,. .Jclilla t • • .ra. 19, l99J a ~ .. ,_ .an...~ 
JWa t1l&\ aoNdas .. 2t!l'll1.ll x.... -.. ,__ lllttGN tM.a l3eniee, 

'1'111 Nlat1Jis "A• t:tle 1U ellrl.1:pl to ... tan. 01 _, 14, 19$. 

CC: W F - JOHif LEDOll 

1'C: PKll: I&D 
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r--' 
DATE 

DEPARTMENT OF ST E 

REF'ER~HCE SLIP June 24, 1969 
TO: Organ, Initials Dote 

Name or Title Symbol Room No. Bldg. 

1. Mr. John M. Lehmann 
2. lr 

I 
I;; 

3, I 
I ( l 

4. 
/ 

s. / 
~ v 

Approval Initial for Clearance Per Conversation 

As Requested Necessary Action Prepare Reply 

Comment Note and F orword See Me 

For Your Information Note and Return Signature 

REMARKS OR ADDITIONAL ROUTING 

Attached for your information and possible 
consideration are two letters which are 
self-explanatory from Dr. Tamarkin and 
Dr, Wynne of National Institute of Mental 
Health, 

Please call me when you have had an 
opportunity to study it, 

\ 

FROM: (Name and Org'{~ ~ ROOM NO,!. 6LDG• PHONE NO. 

800 SA-2 SCA/VO • George H, Owen 
FORM I:IS· Hl 
··~4 

4357 
• GPO , 11«6 0 • 102-111(1011 
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DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH, EDUCATION, AND WELFARE ' 
-~ I' 

(ji}JJ PUBLIC HEALTH SERVICE: 

NATIONAL INSTiTUTE Of MCNTAL HEALTH 
MENTAL. HEALTH INTRAMU~AL 

RESEARCH PROGRAM ""' RtF tR •ro: 
!!NlO ROCKVILlE PtK£ 

nt:nu::SoA. MARYLAND ~0014 June 20, 1969 
ARtA CODE 30\ 

Dr.· G. H. owen 
Director of Visa Office 
Department of State 
Washington, D.C. 20520 

Dear Mr. OWen:· 

Here is a copy of the letter that we have sent to 
Mr. and Mrs. John ~ennon. I feel that it is self· 
explanatory and indicates rather specifically what we 
would like. If you have any further questions concerning 
Mr. Lennon's proposed seminar, I would be happy to either 
write up a more lengthy memorandum or. speak with you 
personally. 

Thank you for your consideration in this matter. 

Sincerely, 

Norman R. Tamarkin, M.D. 
Ward Administrator, 4-West 
Section on Psychiatry 
Laboratory of Clinical Science 
National Institute of Mental Health 

.• OFFICE OF THE Ul!liRlECTOR 1 
VI:SA OFFICE 

JUN 20 1969 

DEPARTMENT OF STArK 

... 

rna 1m CO .... ----· .. ·--"""'"' 
WI ..... " ....... ----.... -· .... _.,._ .... .,... ____ .................. --..., ... , ....... 

Jlr~~·t.e --.... - ..... --------·-.... - ... 



','1 

June 16, 1969 

.·._ .'P l\_ t..orps 
'·' s~:vill.:: R01' 
· ·ndo:1. tH, England 

· .. uaJcrstand that you~ing_!:5'~i_? __ _t~e ~~t_e_cJ_~t:_ates 
in the? 1:0ar future and 11ish to take this opportumty to invite 
v;;;-to meet With some of 'our staff at the National Institute of 
>kntd Health in Bethesda, Marylahd. 

i'or a number of years, the clinical and research programs of the 
:\:1 tiona 1 Institute of Menta 1 He.a lth have emphasized, cspecia lly 
in thu work of the Adult Psychiatry Branch, studies of adolescents 
t..:d young adults and the problems of the so-called "generation 
~ap." 1<12 have been concerned with such issues as creativity, 
t:i1~ resolution of conflicts of values, within and between the 
g.:.ncrations, and the use of drugs, such as LSD. We have been 
c:sir.g individual, family, and group methods of interviel·ling and 
ti'..:lra;;y to explore the nature of these p~oblems, as well as a 
vnriety of research methods from the fields of psychobiology, 
psych::.atry, and the social sciences. He have believed that an 
-'?"n (:>:change of views about these complex and vexing issues 
\Jill r.%ist ourselves and others in understanding more fully h01-1 

creativity and individual identity may be sustained or enhanced 
u: the; presence of the contradictory pressures and conflicts 
of the! "real" world. 

-o~causc we. feel that you have been a spol<esman for an important 
·. ~mvpoint in this area and have succeecied in maintaining your 
,:cat~vc activities under divers" circumstances, we 11ould like 
to he;c:.r directly from you about your idC<fS and the direction 
c.: yo··tr c1.1rrcnt thinking. 

::: \1i,;l. to l!wite you to join with us in a sc:minar under the 
:!•!Spice~ of the Adult Psychiatry lJriln<:h, .in which we would pla11 
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~~:· •. • .·i;__ t.,Y,I\..·i.i \lbvvc:. In oru,~.~ Lo jlL·:urc: lhut thi:.; be .:1 .~;cric,:.u:; 

L.~L. ~11~ ,·),_ :i.(ka.s, WC! \\1C'uld pL111 t~.J lird.~ the ptlrticipacing L';rou:1 

tc., ._.) \.' j,J :-.;tafi me:mb0rs· ~1nLi con:;ulU!LlL:s to the Na.tionnl Instit:u::c 
~')f :<-.mt ~-L ::~:1lti'1 lv'hOs(~ intc:rc~s·L in ~~hcs(: problems hus already bc;,::n 
L-~~,:.·,:.-~J..i.:',h.~J a~~d \~~11osL: H0~4k in thi~, tiel~ Hill contin\JC ia the futt~rc. 
·~'~:'-· ·1r.::·.s \,\)uL.i be cxL:luJcU. In nl.·d~..~r Lhat we not be clc.:lu~;cd by 
c:~~, .. ~,H:,;~: ,':If y0ung fans from tile ,1r~.:a, \·.lhich \vould mak8 tltc .S(!J7,in;:n~ 
•... -••· tf not impossible, we wisi1 to avoid advance publicity. 

:;~ ... '·'" .-f other trav.ol plans of myself -and other staff, 1"' Houl<1 
~J"..: .. e,· ,,, have you come some time between june 23 and July 8, but 
l~J'" ~:tu~,,·:.y or Fddny, June 26 or 2i. I ul1derstand tr:Uf'tnis r..a0 
b,• ~.-.~~l?Cl~ii.ll.; 1vith your intentions about visiting the United States. 
t>l'-' ~ur: r.0r details of the scheduling ce<n be worked out directly 
·,v~~:, Dr. Norman Tamarkin of the staff here. Needless to say, we 
l'i ~ ~ be p l.oased to hear from you as soon as circumstances make a 
decision possible. 

Yours sincerely, 

( (' f r 
~·o....;~i ~..--.....(...-- . . ~...c., ;_.j L."\ " ·- ..... ._ .. 

Lyman C. Hynne, H.D., P~.D. 

Chief, Adult Psychiatry Branch 
National Institute of Mental ?.aal:h 
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F I L E 

John M. Lehmann 
Deputy Associate Canmissioner, Travel Control 

John Lennon, Al7 5'f'{ 321 

co 212.24-c 
June 20, 1969 

Mr. Lezar a.n author fran California discussed the subject with 
Mr. Greene and me today. He urged that the subject be permit ted 
to enter the United States because of the good influence he would 
have on young people • He stated he had talked with Mr. Fred 
Sm1 th of the Visa Office and he had also talked with the Deputy 
Attorney General. 'nle latter informed him the River 'WOuld not 
be granted. He has seen Mr. 8111 th age.1n1 who susgested he go to 
the Attorney General. 'l'be Attorney Genera~ in turn referred him 
to this Service. office 

Mr. Greene explained the subject is inadmdssible because of his 
convictions and the request for a waiver bas been denied and 
at the present time there is nothing pending before us. 

Mr. Lezar indicated he would go back to the Rtate Department and 
request them to subni t something to the Department of Justice. 

I inquired of Mr. Lezar as to his concern in the me.tter. He 
stated he has had difficulty in selling 110111e of his 11torles, but 
he recently met Lennon in Canada and Lennon assured him that he 
would help vi th his latest story whieh involves the Beatles. 

CC: W/F John Lennon 
-.......,..,;,.,.,_...,. 

'l'C :JML: blh 
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6/19/69 10 

Dl'. lel'Mil T-'tia 

Jtlla 11. r th'"• Depaty ueoci&te ~r 
Tnftl c.trol 

let ............. Al7 597 321 

Dl'. lellur T-'WI l4..ft141 callllll ...,_,...,._.dill& 
Geaqa owa W ara ... dill& lit eall•· lanrrs f-'da 
b a aaff ~t fa tilt lati.r•l hetlhlt.e ofllaltal 
... ltla. ..... otllan .. tilt aWf ... ....,. latelutM 1a. 
Jlaorilll ,... Ll f II ._ to .,,,. Wan 25 01' 30 llellaYlcmlJ. 
act.atiltu Ina IIDII 4IDd ceualt••• te tilt Iutltute. 'ftlly 
willll te talk Wlf.tb Larnnaabolllt 1d.a ,_ oa tilt a•••ntf.aa 
pp _. ... of dnp _. a.tl'rity. 111aJ -14 Ulle te 
c...._t ...... tw 11d•n 'lld.ela .. u 1:1e lill:l&:M to Kiea· 
tiltta .,.. .,. ...... ,..llclty. 

Dl'. '-*'- ..... Dl' ... ,.. '"-• Cla1af of Mlult PIJcllletlf 
....... of ..... offlciltlly iari.tM t ......... 16, lMt. 

Dl'. T-'da Wilt • 1a ._ lult._ u to a lla belie'fta tlltt 
L· 7 n 1 t1Wl4 ._. -~ to coatrillat.e to tilt anup U ca. 
lllltUta •• a.u f.a u ••cats-1 •ttUta• Be .t111 ata&:M 
tllat a. mltM "-•• -. tilt latta .. f.a c·· .. n~~aau,. ffJf: 
tlla ,_, ... of MIIIII'WII .. ~ I rr II .. a l'llts..l ,...._ 
u _.. .. t11a ... of dnp or tntn:u. 11 ._ to tilt CG~~Cbaaioa 
tllat lPW .. a ..n.. - .. 'IIIiiiiU ~ .0 to tilt 
~. I tol4 Dl'. T-nta tllrat lilt,. .. CGilCII'II1rla .. , a .. 
pl'UIIltly ........ .. , •• tld.a S.rri.ce. 

CC: Jolla Loeaaoa • W/F 

TC:.DIL:bl1a 
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In The Matter Of The 
Non-Immigrant Visa Application 
of 

JOHN LENNON 

---------------------------------X 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF SECTION 212(d) {3) WAIVER 

INTRODUCTION 

John Lennon is a member of the most popular and successful 

musical group since %'orld vJar II, The Beatles. He has applied to 

the American Consulate in c1ontreal 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 record 

is clear that at the time of such conviction, he had already 

II turned away from this type 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 the 

authority of Section 2l2(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 

lj contrary to the interests of the United States to deny this 

'I I, 
I II 
II 
·I l· 

il 
l. 
i, 
'I h 
II 

I! 

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 
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A. Lennon and the Question of Marijuana 

Mr. Lennon repudiated artificial mind-stimulants like 
li 
I; marijuana when he encountered the Maharishi, and despite the 

II 
I' 
r,J· 

il 
II 
li 

II 
!I 
lj 

1! 

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 

somehow had remained in a case in his house long after he had 

ceased to use it. Thus, he is not only a rehabilitated former 

user: he is indirectly a proponent of abstinence. '"hi le it is 

true that he declines to become part of a crusade against drugs, 

!I the plain fact is that his credibility would actually be reduced 

:I (among those who are drawn to him) by such a stance. He is much 
il 
ii more impressive teachi'ng by the example of his abstinence, than 

il 
I! 

II 
I, 

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, 1.vhen 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. " 
.:;~ """'""'''-~ '-JS'i:... 

Since Mr. Lennon's views on the undesirability to him,Cave 

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 he 

might have on listeners, notwithstanding he might maintain 

friendly relations with advocates of a contrary persuasion and 

'338 



I 

I 

,I 
I' ,I 
r ,I 
I! 
I' ,, 
L 

!I 
!i 
!I 
li 

II 
J1 

- 3 

notwithstanding that he cannot be pushed into propagandizing. 

It cannot be in the interests of the United States to bar 

a person so influential \"lith young people, with many of whom the 

question of the use of artificial mind-stimulants occupies so 

important a role in their thinking. 

B. Lennon and the Question of Violence 

One of the most im~ortan~ problems of the day is campus 

violence and street violence. The President of the United States 

has expressed his concern, and no area of America is free from 

such turbulence and the effect of such turbulence. 

The record is crystal 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 generat.ion and not to turn away from them. 

During the last Memorial Day weekend it is well-known that there 

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

young people, involving ~he 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 disp~se. 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. 

It should be observed that even with respect to the:Vietnam 
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Mr. Lennon ,.,s public stric.~cures have been £ar more gentle 

II II with the United States than have the comments of many An\erica.ns 

,I 

I
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high in public life and certainly more so than that of many 

prominent highly placed foreign ''friends" of the Uni.ted States, 

At no time has Mr:. Lennon attacked the United States with 

respect to the Vietnam \·lar, any more than he has held all the 

nations responsible for wars generally. To the extent that he is 

against the Vietnam war, he is not agai.n:;;t the. An\erican 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 i'nterest of the United States to 

I! bar an individual who adheres :so clo:sely to the injunction of 

II the sermon on the Mount, 

II 

I 
IJ il 
I! 
I 
il 
II 
li 
'l n 
ji 
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nLove ye one another 11
• 

C. Lennon and the Congres:sional Intent. 

Clearly there are t>vo Congressional policies affecting 

persons convicted of drug or marijuana charges. There is the 

stern policy of excluding immigrants in this category; and there 

is the realistic policy of allowing the executive officials to 

waive the bar in favor of non-immigrants. The executive branch, 

being thus allowed to use its own judgment as to non-immigrant:;;, 

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 

Indeed, as has been shown above, and as will appear subsequently, 

there are positive factors favoring a waiver in this case. 
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D. Lennon's Purpose in Visiting 

!! _ The visit is primarily for business purposes. 

Jt' l/ d b . " d . ,_ d h . . f h .. lb b k " 

He has a new 

'Ll xrecor elng proauce r.ere; ue an lS Wl e ave a urn- 00 s 

.~' l• under contract with a New York publisher (not _o~------

On this visit, Mrs. Lennon wants )/~ nc:_tur~, I have been told). 

. !I bring her American daughter (by a prior marriage} to visit the 

;j child's grandparents on Long Island. Hr. Lennon has accepted 

I' I an invitation by the National Institute of Hental Health to 

/J,'l.-1 , L, appear at a meeting of psychiatrists and other behavioral 

~~ scientists, in 'dashington, D.C., which they feel will help to 

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

f today is said to be the "generation gap<t·; The phy:;;iciani;\ o~ 

the NIMH obviously feel that Lennon can offer insight which might 

to lessen the gap,) 

So important is the latter purpose that when word wa,s out 

Lennon might come here and appear before NIMH scientists 1 

other requests have come from beh<~vioral scientists in other 

parts of the country, hoping that Mr, Lennon might appea,r 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 

Hr. Lennon came to the United States he would be willing to appear 

at a meeting in Philadelphia at which a l<~rge number of the le.adin 

behavioral scientists of this portion of the country would wish 

to appear and meet \vi th Lennon. The object, as Dr. Gaukler 

explained it, was precisely that desired by Dr, Tamarkin, who 

was so pleased wi_th the possibility of Mr. Lennon •s appeara.nce 

at the request of NIMH. It is quite pla,in that these two 

psychiatrists, unknown to one another, saw the same problems 

amongst the youth of the day, and the same pos~~bility in learning 

how to cope with it through meeting with John Lennon. Both 

physicians are surprisingly familiar with the publicly expressed 
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views of Mr. Lennon; both believed that he had very great 

li 
1, influence amongst youth; both believe that the influence is more 
' " '!! that he can offer advantageous to socie-ty -than not-; both believe 

il 
n insight into the attitudes and behavior of young people and thus ., 
II help them (the scien'cists) to understand why the "generation gap" 

'I 1
1 

exists, and hopefully, how it can be narrowed. 

li There is no question that t-1r. Lennon's interest in you~ 

II would lead him, at his own expense, 

'I 
to meet with these groups 

1! of doctors for whatever benefit they might obtain from such 

!' 

2 
~~~~ meeti::s~s clear that Hr. Lennon's purposesin coming to the 

' United States are legitimate, businesslike, socially useful, 

fi and orthodox and proper. To deny him the possibility of carrying , n -
1rut such perfectly legitimate objectives would be to wield power 
I, 

11 without compassion and without justice. 

II 
;1 

II 
I• 

E. Lennon and our Visa Policies. 

I' I I There is a serious question whether it is even dignified for 

~ 
the United States of America to refuse a visa to a gifted and 

. vopular musician for an act that he does not justify and which, 

{
11 

on the contrary, __ he_~~-~e~~~s. The possession of marijuana 

,\ ~ was his sin: he has publicly renounced it. If he were coming 

V"lll to advocate the use of marijuana, ther~~~ld be justification 

1 )i _/II wv 1i
1

l 
1 his example, the use of marijuana, what policy is served by his 

{ 

11

,

1

1_ exclusion? 

If the exclusion of such a person is morally groundless, 

for trying to keep him out, in support of a policy to discourage 

the use of marijuana. But when Mr. Lennon himself discourages by 

.I ~~~ wh~mu?l.d not the dignity of the Government suffer from excluding 

. ~ Such refusal cannot remain secret: would the explanation 
I, 

II 
of the marijuana conviction really suffice, when everyone knows 

that Mr. Lennon neither uses nor advocates, and in fact, disavows 

li the use of marijuana? Might there not arise the feeling that the 
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refusal was arbitrary? Should our Government make arbitrary 

decisions? Are we too weak to make humane ones? 

F. The Prior Favorable Recommendation by the State 
Department and Denial by the Justice Department. 

Hr. LennonB 'London Representati_ve, Peter Brown, was called 

to the London Embassy on June lO, 1969 and advised that the 

Justice Department had denied a waiver of the visa application 

It is clear, therefore, that State recoTIUr~ended 

and Justice disapproved. It 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 functionin 

as contemplated by Section 212(d) (3) r would be frustrated i:f; 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 Hontreal application as it was with respect to 

the London application. We hope that the Justice Department 

will reconsider the matter afresh 1 and that this memorandum 

will help to dispel some adverse impressions it might have had 

of l'ir. Lennon. 

S UMJ."lARY 

Many press stories of Mr, Lennon have been pure sensationalis 

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

Director at New York can complain he was misquoted by the press-~ 

as he has -- how much more can the more-often-interviewed and 

more loquacious Mr. Lennon make the same complaint. For the 

State Department or the Justice Department to draw adverse 

inferences from such reports would certainly not be justified, 
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This is clearly a case in v.rhich the u.s. Government agencies 

are entitled to have ans<:ver to ·::heir questions from Nr. Lennon~-
""-~.::>..,-.....t~ -\ ':-, ~ .. \ ~( 

and i:t·.;chaec the duty to express i}:s doubts to Nr. Lennon or his 

legal representative so that groundless suspicions or inferences 

can be clarified and corrected. 

In view of rll.r. Lennon's anti-marijuana views, to hold his 

marijuana conviction against him when he vd.shes only to make a 

brief business visit, would hardly seem fair and reasonable, 

His personal views on marijuana, and on peaceful expression of 

dissent/are entirely consistent with our Government's v:i.,ews; 

and the influence of his ideas on young people could be 

salutary, Indeed, at the start of the now-dreaded "long hot 

sw"Th-ner", his position against violence might well serve to 

"cool" those portions of our youthful populace who are admirers 

of The Beatles and o£ John Lennon in particular. 

In short, no harm at all can ar.ise from granting a waiver 

to Mr. Lennon; much good can come of it; and a proper sense of 

fair play requires it. 

Respectfully submitted, 

ELr1ER FlUED 
Attorney for John Lennon 
515 Madison Avenue, 
New York, N.Y. 10022 
212-688-8555 . 
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FILE 

Joan M. t.el:uaann 
Deputy Associate Calldssioner, Travel Control 

John Lennon, A17 597 321 

co 212.24-c 
June 18, 1969 

) 
Mr. El.Mr Fried ee.lled last week and stated he vas going to New . 
York 011 Wedneaday, June 18 to dieeuas the case of John Lennon 
Vi th Mr. George Owen of the Villi Office. At that time he in
quired whether he might also villi t the Central Office. I told 
hia then that this Service bad nothing before it concerning 
'Limaon and furthel"'IIIre the authorit!l.tion of a waiver 1e a matter 
between the Departaent of State and the Service and there is no 
vehicle 11hereby the a lien t.hrOilgh his attorney could appear,;o.t
fore us. 

Today Mr. Fried appeared at 111 office and stated he vas doir.g so 
at the r~uest of George Owen. Mr. Fried stated he bad no int-en
tion of eo.iDg Iince I bad explained to hia the situation on the 
phone, but Mr. Owen illdic:ated it vould be to no avail for the 
Depart.nt of State to request a vai ver 11' this Service continued 
to refute to a.•tborize a ftiver. Mr. Owen therefore sUggested 
be cClllllll over and turnhh ~~ Service eopie1 of the llleiiOrandUIII 
in 1upport ot' a Section 212(d)(3) waiver in behalf of the subject 
that u.c gave to Mr. Owen. 

In 114ditioo to &iving • eopiea of the ..-orandl.Uil, copy of 11hieh 
is attached, he reiterated 110at of tbe 1nfor.tion he furnished ae 
on June 4, 1969. Mr. Pried appears to be tborovghly convinced that 
the aubject 1ntel2ds to e~ to the United Statea for buflineu pur
poaea only and Will not partiCipate in lUI)' demonstrations. 

Mr. hied requ.tated that 11' I did not ..:ke the fiD&l decision that 
I would pau on to tlae dee1s1on ..Ur his request that he be per
ldtted to present the .ubject's case should tbe Service be inclined 
to deny the vai ver application. 

cc: w!F John Lennon 

TC:JML:blh 
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AHbt 1 t: C-'"ioaer 
x..,_ca.u 

Jolm r.esar ... 117 597 321 

*· Ide r aJtra, 111p11ty Mnac•, YiN otfua • ..., ..... tNI: tile ..,_t . 
..-t of lt&t8 W nutw.t a telepe. f._ tile CIMIIhll Gl liAI, Tnante, 
Hrilliaa tltoat tile •Ject flllllt84 T..CO JUDa 5 0 .at 2100 tot 111 ld111't 0 Gle.....,.. 
'l'lle •IIIII' a&atei tllin.t (1) tile offf.dal CMd'u ~ lileali.lll 
.. adJ•••Id aa 11 .,. wf.tWnw Ida f.,..l appUeatjaa for nt'uf.en to 
CMdtl (2) tile C•• •late fll•anl .. a.c oratacte4 by tile •.s-c Mia~ 
tile U.. be .,.. 1a C•ld•J _. (3) p'IIIN •tf.cu atac.ll be ntwlll4 te 
Lendsa te ...tt acttea fr. Ida u.s. Yf.M appUc.tfp, 

\_ CC: VIr ":."" •-=-: 

I'Uhjq 
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Mnorandum for File 

Jotln /lA, Lehlllenn 
Deputy AslilOCiatt CoMissloner, Travel Control 

John Lenon, Al7 597 321 

co 212.24-t 
June 9, 1969 

Nr, 0wt111 of the VJsa Office ectvlsecl ttlat he hes now confklltd tnet 
the sultjec:t departed fro.- Clftecte on Hne !S, 1969. at 21000 dest laed 
to Fraftlcfwrt, His rtqw .. t for ••I salon to CIIMCie wu actjourned 
without ruling on his edMiaslltfllty. 

Nr. Owen also Nvlstd that the VIae Office has sent a visas twenty-fowr 
colt ccmcerniDiJ the sultjec:t to I.Oftdon, lllolltr .. l ud Toronto, VIMs 
twenty-four states that the clrCU~~~Stances In ttle caae t1o not werrant 
.. .,.else of 212fd)C~IfAI but that the case .-outd Itt r~ltttd If the 
consular officer ltelleves refwaal adversely •ffects the foreign relations 
of the United States or the public relation. of the post or If It Ia 
otherwise .-tarraaalng. 

cts W/f - John Ltnnotl 
co 70:S,996 

.... : lwh 
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Jolm M. LIIIIIIM 
Oepvty Auocfete c-tuiOMr, Trani Control 

John leMOrt, A17 !11!17 )21. 

to 212.24-C 
Jl.me 61 1969 

r, 

llr. eMIR, Yfu Offh.-. Clllled tllolllly ........ tUt OA JtiM 4, IH!il• 
Ullclw Scretwy of State RlcNrclllim Cllll..t ..,_., At.._. • .,._..., 
Klelmn .. t .., r• 111 uli•" • 212ttiHJl •lver ... ...._., of tu •Jet. 
ll!r. KlehMU .. t ........ to htl'lorl.a• tbe •IN". Accordlfttly, tWt will 
•• no •lver la tltls Cht IMI4 lllr. Olllln 111111 • lftfanl Attorney Fried If 
u .....,, .. call •••· 

lllr. c-.. ••• ll4vt ... u hll alto....,. lfl,_ •• thlt tt 1tu ..._ r41p0f"ted 
that •J•t wit...._ hfa appltcatloa for -.Julon to CIINCI.t ytotrcMy 
M41 plllf!Hd to fly to LaadDft lut ftiJbt. Me will 1th111pt to vrlfy tit Is 
11'141 let n IIMW. 

,/ 
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Memorandum for File 

John M, Lehmann 
Oeputy Associate Commissioner, Travel Control 

John lennon 

co 212.24-C 
June 4, 1969 

Attorney Elmer Fried called today from New \Vork advising that he 
wished to discuss the case of John Lennon. He knew that subject was 
Inadmissible and would need a 2121dll31 waiver before he could be 
lldml tted. 

;' c! ' 

I told Ntr, Fried thllt no reco-en4atlon for a waiver has been submitted 
and at the present time we new• nothing before us. I suggested he dis
cuss the metter with the VIsa Office, He Indicated he would call 
Ntr, owen since he already sent him a tel~~gram, 

He requested that If we sho~otl d get a r8COIIIIItrldat I on from State he be 
permitted to~ and discuss the metter with us, He requested that we 
call him collect. 

' I 

Even thovgh Ntr. Fried kntw there was nothing pending before us he spent 
conald.rable time dlscussl•g·the subject, He claims he spent two hours 
with W.m In Montreal and he, Fried, Is convinced that Lennon does not 
intend to cause havoc, participate In any disruptions or any demonstrations 
or any displays of any klncl and will not make any entl U,S, speeches con
cerning the VIet Nam war, 

discuss 
Ntr, Fried stated that he wo11ld like to have an opportunity to /JOhn lennon's 
sober sldt since without such a presentation the Government would probably 
be guided by newspoper accounts. HE also advised that lennon had a press 
conference yesterday and before the press conference Fried advised Lennon to 
not answtr any questions QOncernlng his visa application but to refer such 
questioners to Fried, One reporter did call Fried who told him the officers 
of the stote Department and l~~~mlgratton are very h lr men and ~twa.ys, 1nade 
wise cleclslons and was certain a proper decision would be made in this case. 
Mr. Fried Indicated the reporter lost Interest when there was nothing exciting 
to discuss. 

Mr. Fried also stated the newspapers always push the sensational side of 
Lennon's activities and that If during a 90 minute Interview 88 minutes 
could be ~ted to serious, sober minutes bwt If two minutes were devoted 
to sensationalism of any kind the reporters would concentrate on that, 
Ntrs, Lennon advised that recently she was quoted In the Canadian papers as 
seylng "It would be groovy If Paul Trudeau woulcl participate In the bed-in 
with the lennons", Ntrs, lennon edvlsed ltf'. Fried thet the truth of the 
matter Is that while the Lennons were discussing their own bed-in someone 
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asked If they would like to meet Hr. Trudeau end Mrs. Lennon said that would 
be very nice, 

Mr. Fried stated that lannon Is not against u.s. ectlvlty In the war to any 
greater •~tent than he Is to all warring nations, He believes In peace and 
love end that war Is ttrrlble. Peoplt should love each other. ije Is against 
tht wae of the word "pigs" When that term Is used for pollee, Ht tells his 
his friends that the pollee are our brothers,we must talk with t~em and 
ekprett our viewpoints. He believes In keeping ~n open dialogue with older 
p410ple 110 that both age gr01.1ps could INrn to understand eoc:h other. loki 
states that some young people think he Ia anti-revolutionary since he does 
not believe In violence. Leat week eurlng the Berkeley Park demonstration 
Mr. Fried stet.._ that Lennon telephone{from Canada to several of the 
Berkeley leaders end advised them against the use of violence and sold they 
should disperse ana go hoMe If any trouble aroae, He ~pparently split with 
Joan 6ae& over this Issue, 

Mr. Fried states that lennon's purpose In COMing to the United States Ia to 
dlacvss bvslneas atf61rs with record COMpanies and have a meeting with 
Simon and SChuster, It appters Nrs. Lennon has written the text of severel 
records and she too Is ln¥OIVtd In the business meetings. Mr. Fried has 
been In touch with o represtntetllte of the National Institute of Mtntaa Health 
whO Indicated they ~uld appreciate It If lennon would come to Washington to 
appeer before their group and subMit to Interrogation, The formal Invitation 
to this will be IMbmltted by the Institute as soon as the President returns. 
The Institute believes that with properpsyehologlcel study of Lennon they 
cou I d learn mwc:h about young peop I e In general • 

Mr. Fried e4vlstd that Len~ will not participate In any kind of~ campaign 
against the use of drugs since he believes that each person should make aphis 
own mind and he does not believe that he should telllothers whet to dO. If 
any one enovld ask him, however, his person~~! belief he would tell them he Is 
opposed to the use of all drugs. He refused to make a tope with a Senator since he 
would not advocatt against the use of drugs. 

lennon admits that he has used mariJuana In the past but gave It up sometime 
ago. When he was movl ng to take up residence wl th the present Nrs. Lennon hie 
chauffeur brought ell of their belongings and in ont of the cases some 
11111rlj11ane was found, Th1t w.s the basts for his conviction for thiH "' ' 
possession of mariJuana. Lennon claims that he had tong since stopped using 
It and doos not know whether the mariJuana was his or one of his frlende. 

Mr. Fried stated that he advlaed Lennon that he IFrledl has a reputation for 
honesty and he would not want to make representations to the United States 
Government If Lennon would not do what ht promised. lennon stated he under
stood ~nd was v.ry sincere aboat causing no troUble. If he rushes he could 
complete all of his activities here In about ten days but If he Ia Invited to 
appear before the National Institute of Mental Health he VrOUid I Ike to be here 
about three weeks. 

CC: CO 703,996 
W/F - John lennon ~ 

JMlllwh 
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COMMISSIONER RAYMOND FARRELL 

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE 11~ D ST NE WASHDC 

REGARDING 212CD)(3) WAIVER APPLICATION OF JOHN LENNON PLEASE 

PERMIT ME AS HIS ATTORNEY TO MAKE ORAL PRESENTATION OF THE 

MERITS BEFORE DECISION IS REACHED WILL COMMUNICATE FURTHER 

ON MY RETURN TO NEW YORK THANKS 
tile in: 00 ---··-----

EIJIER FRIED, WF ..... ...,.. ............ _____ ,.. ___ .. 
----""" ..... .., .... _____ .. _____ ..... 

445A EDT JUN 2 69 
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TO 

OPi'IONAL. FORM NQ, 10 
·~AY IDIZ mt'tiON 
.;SA FPMA (41 Cfi'R) 101•11.1 

UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT 

Memorandum Ill? 597 321 

James F, Greene, Associate Commissioner, OperationsDATE: May 28, 1969 
~entral Offtce 

FROM Sol Marks, Deputy District Director 
New York, Ne;r York 

SUBJECT: John LENNON, Member of the Beatles 

In accordance with your telephonic request today, I spoke with Miss 
Bess Trinks, Privilege and Immunities Officer, United States Mission 
to the United Nations. She checked this matter with UNICEF and learned 
that a Mr. \ofeaver of the United States Committee for UNICEF, a non
governmental ()rganization interested i.n supporting the activities o.f 
UNICEF, had received a call from Mr. Allan Klein of Abko Industries 
asking if UNICEF would be interested in receiving the proceeds from 
a benefit performance by John Lennon at the Felt Forum in Madison 
Square Garden. Mr. Heaver told Mr. Klein that his organization would 
need time to consider it and determine whether they tvould find it 
acceptable. No date was ever mentioned to l1r. Weaver and no specific 
rommitments were made. It was simply an "approach" and nothing more, 

\1.Te have also learned by checking independently with the Hadison Square 
Garden Corporation that Lennon 1 s agent, a Richard Seaman, had inquired 
as to the feasibility of renting space in the Felt Forum with a view 
to "putting on a sh()W 11 in 1-rhich John Lennon would appear. UNICEF 
was not mentioned and nothing further was discussed, 

It appears obvious th~t I~nnon or persons in his behalf are attempt
ing: to ri~ things so that a future application for admission will 
bear snme philanthropic coloration. 

I l"SOCIATE COMNIISSIOtfi':: 
·. {'~1~~'',..F' ""' 

Buy U.S. Savings Bonds Rtgularly on the Payroll Savings Plan 
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rue 
00 703.996 
May 29, 1969 

~II hMll called fu-.dly .._f.lll with npd to the Lenaoo 
UN. • ._..._. to aow the tutu ., .... • .. f.afoned ., 
.m.t hM t1 r rptrecl _. the hct tbltt tu s.ntee W decllw to 
lftllt the •1•1' ta n• of the lack of tped.He btfomttiOil n to 
1lltet 'IMLILDFI. propottcl to de lf M U. to tbe Uaitecl lute~, 

C.CIFIRS PMell ....... ~ IM£111 11 ..... IIUI It MM!laoa 
..._.. ~ 1a a nlly a l.lfportilll UlllCIP WDUld •• ..,. cU.ffe...-e 
f.a 4111111' ..Woa f.• tllda can. I 1afolllllll hilt tlwlt I .. not ..... 
of C'/ llll IIIIIUt or ary l'l•n•t for l.er 1 U to IPPilll 1a the Ullitecl 
kat• tt ay IIIICb nlly. IID•,•r, I WDUld ebeck it oat ancl 141viA 
hia. 

Ora Wn illlarlltJ, lilly 28, 1969, Jt:r. Jlarb. ~ IJUtrt.et tlnetor at 
._ 'fol'k, .... .....,. to fiad oat &. tba u. s. Hf.Hlae, UDI.tecl 
llltlllrle, ~ then ... ary IUCb nlly rrelltltlllett. It tafolwed 
• that a Ml:, Wena, who lt cJ netecl with the '"C Itt•" .alch 
...,o:rta IJIW», bad Mea CODteeted by .tllea lle:I.D, Ler IQi'A 'a lplllt 
111 the U .a.. lit wbich t1rln l.1eUa .....,.. ~ thlay 1111M11cl be 1Dter• 
eeted la paaf.tt1ra WlCIIP'a- toM UNCI tr a fulllll-raf.ti!ll 
l'ally at......._ Squn Qlmlea, Jothf.lll,.. 6aet.cled, Dill datu were 
ttt, there 1t 110 nlly IICMtJalecl, ft1D m pufom~n turN "- ••· 
lect:ed. It ... DOt ttttec1 •tbal' 1..t111r1oa waulcl .,.... n a P41icl or 
UIIIPiicl perfot..r. 

Carpuaaaa P041ell ... S.Dfor rd of wt 1 11ft ltlllaed fn. Mr. Mll1!'ka. 
Alto, 1111 ... tafomecl tbllt tllie lenice haa • .,ueatf.oa or ftiiUIIt 
,.... to ,.._t ,._to the UDttecltut• for..,. paQeH; tbet 
if I -. a.trecl to ..tc the Uaf.tecl Stat. he ... t ... appllcttioa 
with • car rulu office llbiOecl 4llld tllie llltter -.ld pnlulbly be 1'1-
ferrecl to the fiN Office, -., if t:My 41et1red to ittiMI ~Ueh a nu, 
1ID!Ild nca aM to the lft91ct the p1111tf.tla of a va19111'. I further 
lafONM hill thtt 11 fu 11 I en fird caat tbe State Depaatwut hu 

/ 
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DO nquat for VUI peacliq It thb tt... 1 tbtm i'Alo&Md the Clla&PII• 
.a thet • on the *11 of the t..forMtion l lwl9e It had, I clouhted very 
1erlC1USly tNit the Semee -1• J1!'10t the eubjeet 1 wtver of t..ldld..a• 
liltilf.ty. 

Coapeifl ra todell etltM that be hd f.af01111od diOM 1'8terute4 in 
Lr•11a 1e adld..alf.on to the Uld.ted Stat• that theJ -t clo two tb.tllp 
IHifol:e be will cauf.M IC'J t.rtbu i'Atn:wt 1'A the •tttn:. Be .. t 
lwl9e • lettft' fna IMICIII' a19111a pnef.ae 44ttaf.b ntarif.aa thl nlly, 
at lt_.ff.tl UllCII' i1 to nMl'ft thlnfna, •t put l•aax 11 te 
pl.,., act f.f ~.ante 11 to .,..r 11'lltf.1. Alii, be llll apeef.Hed tbat 
'L 'D -t appear befeft tba preu -.1 ..U 1 atat~, 11Mch will 
b4l ttiped, 'llbanf.n hi det1f.b bU view coaeeniq tba •• of •n-... 
ao4 other ctnp, ad ew:h .ut-t willlte llldl ... nabla to the 
C1 ,,.. .. 11 tbat he en eY~lullte •thar it en be ulll to dt .. Uicte 
1011111 people fro. l'lfAII1"1 ill 4Na; aDIIIIIU'f.bu.ma ... 

1,.. f.aforaed to4ly that It ~ely 1z30 •·•· la.U.o ltltioa 1i"1''l' 
b~dellt 1 1t1t.-t ..a by ......,.., tAift'eia he eaid be wiebed to C4MII 
to 1fUh1.Daton to ... r~14eat tiDD to sift ld. 1011e aeecl1 tMt he 
111Jht pleat. Coqnulllll fodell •• f.nfonlll of th1l b,-oaclcut. 

cc: 00 212.2.4*C 
-John Lenno 

P .s. Mr. Own 1aforMcl 111 th11 afterllOOD thet thl Medea CODiul •t 
Mrlat~l hu npn:ted thlt John LlmaOD IIPPUI'ecl at the C::..ubte 
text.,. lll4 •• .,uuuoa for • Yila to ater tba Vatted ltatll 
for • Pft'iod of t• dl)'l to tout' lad to cODAlt with buiMI .... 
naardiq neol'df.ap. lie allo etlted thlt hf.l wife llll 1 11 .s. 
dtiHD child lty 1 prill' .nriqe act abe ct..ind to hl'ft the chUct 
aee ita rrenctp...u. 'l'he Couul alao pt 1 call fna llaer Fried, 
1 lew Yorll. attol'RI)', wbo 11lcl be called pvnuant to a r~~~~U~~t of 
Mn. Llmaon. Mr. Owen add the r...-t fw the viM will be refened 
to ltete llftd we will be further ad9illct. Then ,.. ao illclf.e•tion oa 
the p•rt of Mr. Own that thl)' Wllld req•ut • wi'ftr la CODMCtioa 
vlth thle ... t recat applicatioa for • viae. 

(NOTE: Child's name is Kyko Cox) 
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'i: 20 p.m. (EDT) 
Tuesd a.y 
Hay 2/, 1969 

Re: LENNON case 

lir. Owen from State, Visa C<J:,:H:e,, 
called. He wanted you to know 
that it so happened that ~ft~c 
you talked 1>'ith Hrs. Hussm~.;.{t '·' 
his offic~, Allen Klein call.u~. 

Mr. Klein said he was making ~~

rangements for a UNICEF charity 
rally in Madison Square Garden. 
The proceeds of the musical 
entertainment would go to UNIC 
Mr. Klein says that LENNON has 
agreed to participate, if the 
U. S. Government permits him to 
come in. 

Katherine E. Hubert 
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wrrs tr1 c~itll him buck. 

( c ··18 ;! I;: -t, r, '.i 1 ) 

Thursday 
Hay 22, 1969 

Mr. Lehmann came in and left 
thi.s mcse;ag8 for you 

At his request, I called 
Dr. Dunn in Senator Goodell'~ 
office. He made reference 
to the! LcJtnon case_ nnd vant.ed 
to make known the 2J.L:f:S 
P.£ 8 i !:~.£..ll._£L!.l:!£ .... ~.e D.§..i:.'?.L s 
office. Ihat position is: 
thst the Senator will. not 
s u-ep ~ r _f L ;;;;;;g~y=;~~·r::i';ifi:j~''-.£ 
E-ll.~ c s 9__!:11 c s e ~£~~-q.!-:.-.~-~~~) (l.Lc.~:. 
KP:!~_f}. r lll.....£2El.ll!l.!.EL~~.E t ~!E£~ 
l:!.'.!!E!.Q.!l ... !J.El..!:_.J.!~ w i 1_1._~~5'._§. 
.!:..'!.E e _i:! .. C:~t!' c i .!!.ILJ:J:l..£' __ .':1.£ c ~f 

. §SJ!i'i.E.· Dr. Dunn stated that 
,' /r;o far his office did not 
~;.. . · .have such a commitment. 

I informed Dr. Dunn that we 
had returne.d the matter to 
State Dept. and asked for 
more information and had NOT 
granted the waiver. 

Katherine E. Hubert 

366 



Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

CI:J 
t/.3'·'1 ~~.::At :f·:..-

' ~! 
) / 

r.r. {}:;./::1n c~;t te·d ~~;tat~-;J ·n·;· .. J \;IJc:;.;tio:n z;s hJ \·1.-·~othor- th·;:: i'>-:1f"t,rh~~.:·f;· 
c,~ !ar"~·~; ~~Ji ~ ~ rc~~--~:·.;:::.:.1 ,'nd: a · d~- €31 t;.J.i~·,;:r he~~ i)·::cn ~H~fc~"':Q· H1o 

.ZJ"Y' (~<f' ::<. ~ ~-.:·;~'>~~ it~ ~!l'->; ~~ ... :.:~:~/ .. ~::.t. of Si:-cre~'<!ry nf S~Dto floc·· 
h;- in9 .::,ry o~• !:H~-~~-.:.:ta r;1nt o~fie~r t:nr:j. (1c·clGL:d tc i~d\t~ fLJ 
Vi:.~·2f· C-tf~1c\J ~~c.:: ... :-:·.-:;·;:·.~·l<J H t·~:Ji\1-.:t .. : 

rcrth tl-l;:J c;··it h"',:; f.:Jttcr- ~.;~s pr<n~w··e·:J in ·/J.:J 
offh'::o ~~·.;::.·, i·:t::J Un:J::-;r y. Thot F~~r~ur int;t.~,.;.(.:;:.;J ·n:~~ ·fr: ·:·:· 

,;;t! k1 ~r\.i~ct(Jt in ;;·;;~kino a irc:po w~ t'fi LG~~~~~cn. -~-.. --::~ 
.. :~:.r:;:J", ·j;t;_:~t · Lr;:~~\~;·:cn er.d his r;· ... ~nJgc;r ~::Yv't.: ~·1o f.t.nc·;J ·. ":: 

l'f r.;·~ny ;~t_:,;;:.\'1. c1""~'\:. · lh~1 L ilC,J:i'G·J tbz:y v.:o~;id b~ wit i in3 t~:> c:·:< .... : .. r<.:i·.::~ 

in tit:y ifj'zy·.,~.~nt ~ t.:r. O.:;;;:n t~Ul3c pr;r;;:·rJrad e: t et t cr i~d~itoz~c-~·.1 to f'~·c~ rete!::~· .'~::o·:~~J ·- ~:· 
:o d:l2tdl!51 W)i•tc!'• 

toter tcrtny ~itJ c::Jjlctl nn\J tJ~~·.1<d he hud rncaive:·d i' c.e;dl ff'(;:~·l l1t .. c~·~tth.::; 

C:~;;n ) Ia t!N j:t•k:::IFill G!'<:;H orHct?r In Scncltcr Jl! $::; 'lffll,:'··, 
rl~ 'J 1"''"l 11l('•li"'''1 "" ·~ , ...... ''fu \.,'"'• ''l·"M t"" "'t''•u~ n' ''I'"'\''''!'"'~ r•·"j'" l ... .rf ~ !.;.,.,1<( ~ ~~ · ~ .,. .. ~~ ·~-!.l!l ~l.l ~,..,_..,.,_...,11 1 ~1h.Jf .,.;o.;<;l' '''i.i ,, t.:a; .~ v•· ~ 1\.; ·~·"' .. ~d .;,~,;· .~- ... ~~ ~ 

4 (:·;)<.";·~ in·~~iC.:t·E';·:~d hie~ t··;::j: L.)ttcr t~n:·~ r~<•W bG(Jn .~C'/it to tih> ~c·.rv~c-~ ;;,::r:;J 1· ,;. 
:>:i\Hl' ;:::·/ .n:,..;·::.~ .. l:;:,.t i/~.~1 t>f~l""~;;;·n ·~ Dun:1 ~ould c~l t. AT. ;·\ <.:t .r .. ~;.~1ls 

c;J ,~.i'UI,:Jt·c:J-··::~ c~~;nccrf~:: ~~ho ~·n""1.~hlt1 ~nd vr. fhtW'l nt·ub;:d his u~fit;(.) i~~. " ' ·~; 

r ... ,': tryl :::~ to ;;·,c·>lfin,; r·:K:I1::cr li.lntMl ~'iII oppc,or (;•n tl1<:! tc;>~d si::cc,v \\') il'J HHI 

1~ h.~ ·t<~ri S~rratcr•~~ bt~tr.:;-f i·ttnt cu:.:t~ ~] ~.J!(;·vJ t~·.:.:~Jii\.1 hevu be::·:··.~ ... ii<~:~::i~ 
~11 ''l" '"'''' '"'' .,.," l\1' ,,.,.(.:1''1''"" V··:~!·· •w"" ~~ 1·'•,,.,,,, •·••;I"'' '"""' '-' ;j~ "" f "'"""t >LiJ•~'I'""' ''/. ~~~ • ··~··J '""I "' (.;!~ ..... ~..~ ~ f ,.l.,l<;h,.IL' ~Hn \,11 l.; ~j..,,_:,.-

.:.:~t.rt;{;"l'h.~~· ~;l·t·c.t,,:·.·.~.:·}'hl·r:·.~l ~:ho tY.::.~.] of r:Jrcot fe.::"• tlr. ob~:o ::~tot;c:j t·;··~C:Jt 
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Best "Reproducible" Copy Available 

.h>hu i.!\. lc!:(~·~:~,~;Hl 

Dq>Ut): tlsc;cci<Jh~ Ccx:.·:1issioncr, Tra11el Control 

co 2t;:~~ 
fi',•:.y IG, I 

c:.;,)r·gro Ow.:rl call cj and n:podcd llo i"£Cr)l ved a call from Tc·iil Lul1y 
o'f !ll:J Cl:llu,·d Lin~ Y<>::>tcrc1:1y, 1\i". Lut>y reported that Jo~m lcmK'n 
c.·ld PG·tcr ~.}oi le-t::~ ~·"·:;;ro sc.h\,~;1ut~:;,:1 t·o board tt1e (:uue:n i.\~:,ry tast nic>lt 
and L•0nr:co'c·· 1;;;·,::/'U !:aid ttwt <N;;n though tw i~; inadmbsible o vLc. 
~.,.:.::.t-~d. '0(; on or·rivot i:·;Hd ho wn~ certain thtat a w.Jivcr \:'J1 J t l~<· 
o:) ~· 1~) \ 

f):r. O·::•:n In ;,,r, luby th)t i.o.nnon i<• lncliglbll'l for <.l vi~;.,, i\ 
·.•:aivcr of hi::; ln!i!llg!blllty h'>s n<Jt b~ca f}'\>:lt~d !lnd he dcos r.:.;t !;n:.:rJ 
II' a w~l v~r wll I be gnmted, 1':\r. lully stilted lle knctl tlw pmwl ty Lt 
brln!Jing on <lllr:n >>li'l:tJut a v!sa and he intoml~d to cal I Scmlt.~:;.pton 
lmm.odl ()filly to r:;ay tllut the m;b.Ject sl1ould not bo pl1:"r,1! l'ted t·o !K::•,r;J 
tim ship. 

NIT. G'.,:cn also <•dvl si;d th.;;t H h<Js been rop:;rtoo ttwt a rad lo broad:>Jst 
tod;:,y st<Jh:il !'he s!Jbj<~Ct was kept off tho Quecrn A\z:ry. 

TC: Jli.l :I ,,~1 
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REQUEST FOR RE!IEW OF CLAS$IFICATION 

1 DATE: February 12, 1982 
I 

Associate Regional Commissioner, 
TO · Management , Classifying Authority 

FROM : William H. Plunges 
Regional Records Manager 

File No. A 17 597 321 

Classification ConfIdent I a I 

Date of Classification March 2, 1973. 

Subject John W. Lennon 

, Reviewing Authotity 

the Service 
A document containing information classified by/~ on the date indicated above is contained in this 
file. It is requested that the classification be reviewed at this time for the purpose of declassifying, 
downgrading or upgrading if national security considerations permit. 

Form G-:HH\ 
(R••· 5·1-73) N 

~mation may be Declassified 

0 Information may be Downgraded to ___________ _ 

0 Information should be Upgraded to ___________ _ 

(i' 
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3/2/72 50.0 CO 837·C 

carl G. Burrows, Assistant Commissioner 
Investigations, c. 0,, Washington, D. c. 

Sol 11arks, District Director 
New York, New York 

Joha w. Leaaoa, Al7 S97 321 
Yolco Lesuxm,l I (b )(6) 

626-1347 

212-264-5943 

1 had several diseuutons with Mr. Me.rka coaeerm-s the cana of the subjects. 
He advtaed • that the nbjects• iMlgratioa attorney, Leon lrlildes, had, today, 
ill reapoue to Mr. Me.rks' telephone inquiry, advised that the aubjecta will not 
depart prior to March 15, the date fixed. for their voluatary departure. It w.a 

j deterad.ned that when Mr. Wildes appears at the Hew York Office tota)rt'OV, March 3, 
1972, to file an application for a third prefereoce petition in behalf of the 
lll&le aubject, Mr. Marks abou.ld reiterate hia iaquiry aa to whether subje~ta 
intnd to leave by March lSth, all!d if the reaponse is again in the negatiw, 
he should f11rnith Mr. WUdas with a letter edvt.stng hia that tn rtew a.f the 
subjects' refusal to dape,rt within the tillle specified an Order to Sbow cause 
and deportation proceedings wUl uau. (4Jid wUl be served upoa Wildes as the 
attorney of record) ftOtifying the aubjeets that a deportation beada,g will be 
aet for Me.rch 16, 1972. :) 

Mr. Gt:eene adviaed Mr. Marks that it WI.UI the Colllltaaioner'a poaiUon that we 
J should aot approve auy third preference viu petition in behalf of the aale 

subject • . J 

Mr. Marks had at OM t:t. during these coawers.ations notified lllfl that an FBI 
agent fl'OII the Hew York Office of the FBt bad coraferred With u ill'leatigator 
in our Raw York Office concerning the subjects• whereabouts. 'nlia uld.dentified 

J
. FBt agent indicated to the Wd.deutified investiaator that tf the tubjecta were 

to initiate travel to Hf.llllli, the FBI wuld seek a warrant for aubjects' arrest 
for vioLatioa of the federal statute prohibiting interstate travel in the 
furthera:ace of any C:O'IIillfliracy to i®l.te to riot. 'nlh iluorlllflt1<m •• eonvayed 
to Mr. HarU~~gton Wood, Jr., Aaaodate Deputy Attorii!IY General, by Mr. Greene 
together with f.Jlfo:naatton that the mle aubject'_!.,&t.ttu.;a.,, beob Rf)des, had 

adrtaed ~~f~~ct Dire";:r. Marks that hh f~.:~~.~f :~~!tc.Jt~1na~WSto yesterday 

pi:CLA ,.'lf~(t'I<"I'A:l)l'""lAFfljTJAl \ .; ,·c:·:~ug and 
G'f,.t'"" ~ tl-~. · · •;: .:}u::::rication __ 

",1ulf. .,.,,, 1-....... -~.---
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CONFIDJHIAL 
• 2 • 

in connection with the fa11111le subject's custody suit involving her daughter 
by a prev1ou11 marr~. Mt-. Harks wa& directed by i!r. Greene to furnish this 
infomation to the New York Offic" of the FBI. ' 

All of the foregoing info1.'1114tion Wl!s furnished to'J_Hr. JOQl Lisker,~ Internal 
Security Division, Department of Ju3tiee, subsequent to its communication to 
Hr. Wood • 

.J Mr. Marks is to report to 1110 concerning any and all developments in this 
matter. 

cc: District Director, New York, New York 
Per1011al Atteatton: Sol Marks 
The FBI Current Intalligenca Analysis, Vollll!lll II, NUI!Iber 4, dated 
February 25, 1972, on page 3 reflects the following infomation; 
claaatfiad CONFIDENTIAL - GROUP 1 -
''YOUTH EUX:TIOK S'l'ltATEGY (YES) 

British IIUSieta:n JOill\ Le1m0n, N.w Left activist Rennie Davis, 
and fol'IHr Yf.pp:l.e leader Jerry lb&bin are behind the recent fomation 
of Youth ElectioD Strategy (YES}, which is to be the alldto-visual am 
of the Election Year Strategy Inforll8tion Center (Jl!'lSIC) CVolWIIEl II, 
Nuulber 3). YES plans to lllllke arrang-uts for vioeotapes, films, 
and other forms of entertat~ftt to raise funds for financing 
EYSIC's upcoming demonstration activities at the Republican National 
Conventioft in August." t c ; 

NOTE: Copy endorsed to New York is classified based on quoted excerpt of 
FBI C~rrent Intelligence Analysis. 

CC: WF John W, Lennon 
WF Yoko Lennon 

DC:CGB:dmw 

cr "·' r; D rNTIAL 
,, <- -,, ~.; .: :: :~ ~:~~-- ... I 

l 

·;r~~ j. ;_.' ~~~i, 
·~-

Wl:IM 1 0 Jd !.S 

IS£C£lhiD 
012110Cl OlKCf.tOI 
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.N~'ION LENNON, SM 

N APRIL TWENTY OW 
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TOP SECRET 

(12) Too 

Fh'lm: 

(6ll"' 
I 

f'ttce &r p.ces ~' ~ and date Bled) (If~ lllluffl 

TR.\NSMIJT,U, COMMl!NICATJOl'i• ~ 

0-6 !Rev. 11·30-711 
From 

Directot 
APR 2 4 1972 

The At.tomey General 

The Solicitor General 

Federal Bureau of Investigation 
To 

The Deputy Attorney General 

Assistant Attorney General 

0 Director, Bureau of Prisons 

The Pardon Attorney 

Chairman, P•role Board 

O.fssistant Attome,y General for Administration 

G2ftmmigration and Naturalization Service 

0 Bureau of Narcotics and Dangerous DtUgs 

CJ Law Enforcement Assistance Administratii)U 

0 Director, Office of Budget and Accounts 

0 Director, Office of Administrative Services 

0 Director, Office of Personnel and Training 

0 General Litigation Section, Civil Division 
0 Office o! Records Operations and Management 

•r;.. 

At~: 0 Antitrust Div. O Civil Div. Civil Rigl~ts Div. 

0 Criminal Div, O Inwrnal Security Div. 

\ 

___ .. 
___ .. 

Inter-Division Information l 1nit Community Relations· Service 

0 A. No further action will be taken in this case in the absence 0( a specific 
request from you. 

DB. 
oc. 
g{. 
OE. 

Please advlse what further investigation, if any, is desired in this matter. 

For your infommtion, I am enclosing a communication regarding the holder 
of a diplomatic or international organization visa. ', . 

For your infornwt-ion. 
Please note change in caption of this case. 

John Edgar Hoover 
Director 

~ cc: 0 Attomey General 

0 Antitrust Div. 

0 Criminal Div. 

[] Deputy Atwmey General 

[] Ci vi! Div. 
Civil Rights Div. 

!DIU 

Form G-3S2C 
1NFORMATfON CONTROL RECORD 

ITA'Il!S DEPARTM£NT Of JUSfiCE 
,QN A.NO NA'l'URALlZATWN SERVICE 

(Rev. 10-t..fi) 

Jnt~mal Security Div. 

(Upon removal of classified enclos~res, if any, this transmittal 
form becomes UNCLASS/F/BD! --

390 



~ -. 

i 
I I 
I 

·-· 

! 
ii 
i 

l 
b4-t:l-72' 
I 

TO DIRECTOB 

. -·· .. ' 
HE\J YORK ( 

-d\IHN wlNSION LENliON, St1 - i\JE'I/ LEFI • 

ON APHIL TWENTY ONE, lHSIANT, A SOUi\CC: WHO IS 11~ A 

eJslriOfi fO F'URrdSH i\EL!i\oLE H.FOHMATlOtj AJVISED lht\I SUBJECT 

j HAS E>EEN OF'V£HEO A TEACHING POSITION wl!H iH.\i YOHK Ul<lVEi{Sl1Y 

mYUl DURI~G THE SUMNER. NYU HAS APPArlE~ILY SENT SUBJECT A 

LEITER REQUESTING HIS AFFlRMAilV~ ANSWER RLGARDING THE POSITION 

A~D SCHOOL OFFICIALS PR25UME THAI &UBJECI WILL AGCiPI. 

391 

~ . 

\ 

I 
I 

-



'· (1) Agency Sendi.r~g Corrtzpondence: / ... /.- (.' Agency flefcrenC(l· 

01 
(5) Classi1ication of ~dence: 

UNCLASs."T CONFto. 'I SECREl 
(6) nate of Agency Transmittal: 

TOP SECRET 

4/24172 
(1) Summary: 

... dated 4/18172 & 4/21172 
&Ad prtnt 

{ll) To: (12) To· 

DD· NYC 
' 

""" Datt: 

4/'IS/72 
For: For: 

Yeu:r Info, " fili!ll 
From: From· 

Con!. IM:/ Unit·OO 
(15) Dispt;lstbon (Place or pill.~ where filed and date filed) (If ~pace msu 
COPIES OF TRANSM11"fAL COMMUNICATION• 

Form G-352C 
AGENCY INFORMATION CONTROL RECORD 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

IMMIGRATION AND :-iAfURALIZATION SERVICE 
1 kev. I0-1-i>fl) 

from NYC 

(13) To: 

nate: 

For: 

From 

"' 

(3) Agency Subject or T1tle: (If pt1T'iOn, show \a_~t 141 
No5 815 5 9 narne (Caps). first, rnilldle) 

LENNON, John ,Ji!'ston (9) Copie~ of TntMmiltal 

SN~Ne:; u.n ()Ol:Y Comnwmcahon 
NO. RECll~f.IJ NO. MAO£ BY INS 

· ... (.8} Hcla.ting I !'IS file No~.: 
( 10) Copies ol Endosures to 
Tr(ln$mittal Communication 

,,17 597 321 - NYC NO. RECEIVED NO MADE 61 INS 

I 1 
2 1. I 

I (14) To· 
3 

! 

• 
' Date: ' 
6. 

1 
~---

!''or· 
R 

' 10. I 
From. 

II . 

12 . .. 
• ~::;.:~;,.,,. Ill 

1 uwene, fro.m bvttom up). . -- ........... ,..Vi::. 

392 



•·•··· •.•... , .. , ... ~ ..•.. , ... ·····• •···•···· ..• ·····•·· 
... ······ ~······· ··~··· ~ .. ,,,,.,, .... ''''''· 

I 
f.· 
I 

. ';- . .._ ·-· ' 

: .• 

, 

393 



. ,,,., 

J 

l:p:-,-:-,,"'v",-.,"',-.,-,-,..,.---------.-. -------1r.sc-"-:,,-:,-::s-,.-,..,,.,,..,N"o-.-----r.~~'-,:ro-;7c""."o'". z,,-,-. ,~-h~ 

394 


	COW2011000247-04 FOIA Response
	COW2011000247-08 FOIA Response

