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DIGEST 

The decade following World War II was a period of great change 

in the United States. Among the changes which occurred was the growth 

of a Red scare. One episode of this Red scare was the trial and execu

tion of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg for conspiracy to commit espionage. 

The Rosenberg case created a large amount of publicity about several 

Jews who appeared to be Communists and were accused of being spies. 

This paper is an attempt to examine Jewish response during this time 

of stress on the Jewish community. 

After an introduction to the case and a review of literature 

about the case, the first part of the paper investigates a spectrum 

of representative Jewish organizational and rabbinic response--the 

American Jewish League Against Communism on the Jewish right; the 

periodical Jewish Life on the Jewish left; and the American Jewish 

Committee, the Anti-Defamation League, and the National Community 

Relations Advisory Council in the Jewish center. While the response 

of the Jewish right was limited, the Jewish left loudly proclaimed 

anti-Semitic aspects of the case. The Jewish center declared just 

as loudly that anti-Semitism in the Rosenberg case was a false issue. 

The second part of the paper offers a comparison with other 

religious responses in the United States and abroad. Examinations 

of the Christian response in the United States, the Christian and 

Jewish response abroad, and the Israeli response are made. The com

parison then offered demonstrates how limited the American Jewish 

response was. 

The concluding chapters furnish some additional evidence based on 

several polls and sociological studies. A large number of Jews, con-
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cerned about a growth in anti-Semitism, feared that Americans would 

identify Jews with Communists and with spies. Yet Americans, by 

thought and by act, refused to make this identification. A case 

postscript then attempts to analyze some of the changes made in the 

quarter-century since the executions. 
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PREFACE 

Over the years, much has been written about the Rosenberg 

case. I have now chosen to add my contribution to this body of 

literature. My choice goes beyond the contemporary fascination we, 

as a nation, have for the decade of the fifties. It even goes 

beyond a concern about the Red scare of the post-war years. My 

choice grows out of a curiosity I have long had,' a curiosity 

abciut how Jews responded to a possible crisis situation at a 

time of great change for the American Jewish community. 

The choice has not always been easy to pursue. I have 

encountered many difficulties in research and writing. Time 

became a taunting competitor; deadlines had a tendency to seem 

so far off and yet so imminent at one and the same time. Yet the 

project always remained an exciting challenge, continually beckoning 

me. 

Many thanks are in order to those who eased the difficulties I 

encountered and shared the excitement I felt. I would especially 

like to thank Uri Herscher and Janice Muller for helping me guide 

this project from beginning to end; Mr. Burton Joseph for offering 

some important early assistance; the staff of the American Jewish 

Archives in Cincinnati for making available to me and helping me 

sort through their valuable collections relating to the Rosenberg 

case; and all those at the American Jewish Committee in the Blau

stein Library, the Records Center, and Rabbi James Rudin's office 

who assisted me in obtaining various Rosenberg and related papers. 

Finally, a profound thank you goes to Al, Mimi, and especially 

Debbie. Their patience with me during my months of research and 
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writing ~ill never be forgotten. 



l 

Digest 
Preface 

Introduction 

The Jewish Setting 

Chapter I 

TABLE OF CONTENTS 

An Informational and Bibliographical Review 

i 
iii 

1 

5 

An Informational Review: A Brief Look at the 5 
Case Itself 

A Bibliographical Review: How to Learn About 8 
the Case Without Becoming Confused 

A Review of Access: Difficulties in Obtaining 14 
Information 

The Organizational Response: An Introduction to Chapters 20 
II, III, and IV 

Chapter II 

The Jewish Right 

Chapter III 

The Jewish Left 

Chapter IV 

The Rosenbergs as Jews 
The Beginnings of a General Left Response 
The Left Raises a Jewish Issue 
Appeals to Jews 
Criticisms of the Left 
The Jewish Left as Seen Through Jewish Life 
The Jewish Peace Fellowship and the Strange 

yet Brave Figure of Abraham Cronbach 

The Jewish Center 

The Amorphous Center--An Introduction 
PHASE I--From the Beginning of the AJC's Anti-

Communism Program to the Rosenberg Arrests 
S. Andhil Fineberg 
Beginnings of AJC Concern with Communism 
All-American Conference to Combat Communsim 
The Arrests Begin 
PHASE 11--From the Arrests to the Executions 
Introduction 

22 

28 

28 
30 
32 
36 
37 
39 
43 

47 

47 
48 

48 
50 
51 
52 
53 
53 



Chapter V 

A Chronological Account 54 
The Anti-Defamation League 68 
The National Community Relations Advisory Council 70 
Other Organizations 72 
Rabbinic Reactions 73 
PHASE II--Summary 77 
PHASE III--From the Executions to the HUAC 78 

Hearings 
Introduction 
The Response Continues 
The Foreign Situation in Brief 
To Combat the Perceived Myths 
Phase III Broadens 

78 
79 
79 
80 
83 

Governmental Involvement 95 

Introduction 95 
PHASE IV--The House Committee on Un-American 96 

Activities--Hearings on the National Committee 
to Secure Justice for the Rosenbergs and 
Morton Sobell 

Earlier AJC-Governmental Contacts 102 
Current Charges of AOL-Government Collaboration 108 
Judge Irving Kaufman 112 
Governmental Plans 114 
The Nature of Jewish Agency-Governmental Agency 116 

Contacts 

Other Responses: An Introduction to Chapters VI, VII, 
and VIII 

Chapter VI 

The Christian Response in the United States 

Chapter VII 

The Christian and Jewish Response Overseas 

Chapter VIII 

The Israeli Response 

Introduction 
A Chronological Account of the Highlights of 

the Israeli Response 
Coverage by the Jerusalem Post 
Views of Other Israeli Newspapers 
Summary 

117 

118 

128 

134 

134 
134 

138 
139 
142 

I 



Chapter IX 

Conclusion: Were We Afraid of Ghosts? 

Chapter X 

A Case Postscript 

Appendix A 

The Case Lives on Today 
Changes •.. 

Some Final Words 

• On the Right 
• On the Left 

In the Center 

Two Issues Which Further Increased Jewish 
Discomfiture 

Appendix B 

B-1 
B-2 
B-3 
B-4 
B-5 
B-6 
B-7 
B-8 
B-9 
B-10 
B-11 
B-12 
B-13 
B-14 
B-15 
B-16 
B-17 

Footnotes 

Execution on Shabbat 
The Funeral 

Bibliography 

143 

154 

154 

155 
156 
159 
164 

166 

166 
168 

170 

171 
172 
180 
182 
190 
192 
194 
201 
203 
207 
211 
215 
217 
222 
223 
225 
228 

233 

251 

; 'i 
t 

. \ 



INTRODUCTION 

THE JEWISH SETTING 

Twenty-five years, from most any perspective, is a short period of 

time. Since I am twenty-five years old, this statement could be one way 

of reaffirming my fervent desire to believe that I am still a young man. 

But this statement also serves as a reminder that Ethel and Julius Rosen= 

berg are not far removed from us. For twenty-five years ago, they were 

in prison awaiting execution. 

I have few memories of the world then. Blacklists and loyalty oaths 

are known to me only as historical episodes in books and films1., Senator 

Joseph McCarthy appears simply as a pathetic clown made fool by an imp

ish lawyer named Welch. The persistent concern over the accusations of 

Communist affiliation seem eerily unreal today. But we must go back 

twenty-five years, in fact, we must go back to the whole decade following 

World War II, to place these memories into a proper perspective. 

Although World War II ended in 1945 with the victory of the Allied 

forces, a reversal of alliances took place in the two years following. 

The United States helped reshape Hitlerian Germany (and also Japan) into 

a "model" of western democracy as well as a staunch friend and ally. Dur

ing these same two years, our wartime ally, the Soviet Union, became a 

strong adversary bent on our destruction. These changes in our foreign 

policy then reflected onto the domestic atmosphere. 

As foreign relations changed, so did domestic attitudes. President 

Truman instituted a loyalty oath for federal employees in 1947 saying that 
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he was "determined as far as it was humanly possible to see that no dis

loyal person should be employed by our government. 11 1 Some revisionist 

historians have gone so far as to claim that to support important United 

States interests in Europe and to ensure the passage of the Truman Doc

trine and the Marshall Plan through an isolationist inclined Congress, 

the executive branch stirred up "nativist fears. 112 Yet factions of Con-

gress seemed to need little stirring up. By 1947, the House Committee 

on Un~American Activities was enjoying a rebirth of public attention un

der the leadership of J. Parnell Thomas (R-NJ). Such attention grew, 

climaxing momentarily in the spectacle of ten famous Hollywood writers 

being jailed for contempt of Congress and countless others being black

listed. Yet Thomas and his committee continued their search beyond the 

Hollywood Ten relentlessly asking, ''Are you now or have you ever been a 

member of the Communist party?"3 Then, in 1949, Russia successfully ex

ploded an atom bomb. The comfort many in the United States had drawn 

from an apparent monopoly in this area disappeared. Emotionally unpre

pared for this event, government agencies intensified the search for Com

munists and spies. 

What we now term the McCarthy era or the Red scare had begun. Jews 

were particularly vulnerable to it. Jews were prominent in the entertain

ment, academic, and scientific worlds. Many Jews also had relationships 

with leftist, socialist, or even Communist organizations dating back sev~ 

eral decades. Many other Jews were to find that their flirtations with 

Communism of their younger years would come back to haunt them. 

In spite of the visible number of Jews touched by the Red scare, an

other aspect of Jewish :iLife was taking place: with less publicity. The 

post-war period saw a rapid upward mobility of Jews into the upper middle 
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classes. Quotas diminished in number along with subtle signs of anti

semitism. Jews began to live a life rather unique in Jewish history. 

And then in the span of four months in 1950--the same year that Joseph 

McCarthy began his campaign to weed out Communists in government--four 

people were arrested for conspiring to pass the secrets of the atom bomb 

to the Russians. Their names--Gold, Greenglass, Rosenberg, and Rosen-

berg. 

Perhaps Aaron Antonovsky best describes the impact of this period in 

his study "Like Everyone Else, Only More So: Identity, Anxiety, and the 

Jew." Several years after the arrests, after the case had worked its way 

through the legal process, he writes: 

The traumatic impact of this case is seen in full when the 
climate of the period is recalled. At that time (and pos
sibly in all times and places, given its shadowy, self-be
traying character), espionage, of all crimes, was consid
ered most execrable by American public opinion. McCarthyism 
was at its peak. By 1953, there had been seven years of cold 
war with Russia and 'international communism' (how reminis
cent the phrase is of another internationale). The Korean 
War was not yet over. Hitlerism had been defeated, but Sovi
e,t, anti-Semitism, culminating in the Prague and Moscow doc
tors' trials, had come to the fore, almost suggesting that 
anti-Semitism was universal and omnipresent.4 

Antonovsky touches a fear felt by many Jews during the course of the 

trial and appeals. Although most of the major characters in the Rosen

berg case--on the defense and prosecution teams, among the witnesses and 

the accused, the judge himself--were Jewish, this, in itself, did not make 

the ease a Jewish concern. Antonovsky hints and I would suggest that what 

is of far greater importance is how Jews perceived this case in relation

ship to their own existence in America. Thoughts and actions made the 

case a Jewish concern--such as the Jewish child fighting or screaming to 

blot out the name Rosenberg because his or her last name was Rosenberg, 5 

the Jew who took to the streets because of some interpretation of social 
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justice, or the many Jews who simply wanted the case to go away because 

they were Jews. 

Jews in one form or another responded to the names of Gold, Green

glass, and Rosenberg. This paper is an attempt to: 1) examine a spec

trum of Jewish organizational responses and 2) to offer a comparison 

with other religious responses both here and abroad. How did Jews re

spond in this time of crisis and how did the Jewish response differ from 

other responses? 

A Jewish concern continues today. For Jews on the far left, the 

case lives on paralleling the injustices of the Dreyfus trial in France, 

the Beilis trial in Russia, and the Sacco-Vanzetti and Mooney trials 

here. Yet for many Jews, the case still holds some curiosity. For ex

ample, the library of the Hebrew Union College in Cincinnati continues to 

purchase any book or article on the case--even if that book or article is 

simply a long summary of the legal proceedings of the case. Perhaps the 

case will always hold some curiosity for Jews. 

To limit the scope of this study, a specific framework is necessary. 

The bulk of this paper focuses on those years between the Rosenberg a.rrests 

in 1950 and the publication of the report by the House Committee on Un

American Activities entitled Trial by Treason six years later. 
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CHAPTER I 

AN INFORMATIONAL AND BIBLIOGRAPHICAL REVIEW 

An Informational Review: A Brief Look at the Case Itself 

The people with the names Gold, Greenglass, Rosenberg, and Rosen-

berg were all accused of being coconspirators in a plot to connnit espio

nage that included the transmittal of certain atom bomb secrets. To under

stand how the FBI arrived at these names, we begin in February of 1950 

with another name, that of Klaus Emil Julius Fuchs. Fuchs, a British 

physicist, had been a member of the British team which assisted in the 

United States Manhattan Project to develop an atomic weapon during World 

War II. On February 2, 1950, Fuchs was arrested by British police for 

violating the British Official Secrets Act. They charged that while he 

worked on the British team, based in America from December of 1943 to June 

of 1946, he conveyed atom bomb secrets to the Soviet Union through certain 

contacts, one of whom may have been an American. Thus, in an America 

shocked by the Russian explosion of an atom bomb, an announcement such as 

the one made by a young member of the House Connnittee on Un-American Activ

ities was not uncommon. That member, Rep. Richard M. Nixon (R-Cal), called 

for "'a full congressional investigation' of atomic espionage 'to find out 

who may have worked with Fuchs in this country.' 111 

J. Edgar Hoover felt considerable pressure to find this American con

tact. He sent two agents to London to question Fuchs. Then, on May 23, 

only three days after the FBI agents began questioning Fuchs, Hoover is

sued a joint announcement with then-Attorney General McGrath--the American 
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contact had been arrested. Late the night of May 23, a thirty~nine-year

old hospital chemist from Philadelphia was escorted by the FBI to jail. 

His name was Harry Gold. From his arrest through his sentencing, Gold 

maintained that he was Fuch's American contact. 

With Gold's arrest, hope rose that he would name coconspirators and 

that a large spy ring could be destroyed. About a month after his arrest, 

other arrests followed. On June 16, the FBI arrested one David Green

glass on charges of conspiring to commit espionage for the Soviet Union 

during wartime. He was accused of meeting with Harry Gold in New Mexico 

in 1945 to convey certain vital information. During the war, Greenglass 

had been stationed at Los Alamos, New Mexico, where he worked as a machin

ist in a machine shop associated with the atom bomb project. 

Greenglass' arrest led to other arrests, analogous .to w,set of dom

inoes falling one into the next. On July 17, the FBI announced the ar

rest of Julius Rosenberg, Greenglass' brother-in-law. Noting that Rosen

berg was another link in the Soviet espionage ring, the Department of Jus

tice press release on the arrest stated: 

Rosenberg, in early 1945, made available to Greenglass while 
on furlough in New York City, one-half of an irregularly cut 
Jello.1box top, the other half of which was given to Green-
glass by Harry Gold in Albuquerque, New Mexico as a means of 
identifying Gold to Greenglass. On this occasion in June, 1945, 
Greenglass was paid $500 by Gold who obtained it from his Sov
iet superior Anatole A. Yakovlev, Vice-Counsul of the Soviet 
Consulate in New York City. Greenglass then turned over to 
Gold classified information he had secured from the Atom Bomb 
Project at Los Alamos • 2 

The arrests continued. Almost a month later, on August 11, Julius 

Rosenberg's wife and David Greenglass' sister, Ethel Rosenberg, was ar

rested on the same charge--conspiracy to commit espionage. But Ethel 

Rosenberg was not the last arrested. That dubious distinction was re-
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served for a college classmate of Julius Rosenberg by the name of Morton 

Sobell. The FBI picked him.up at the Mexican border, giving the impres

sion that Sobell had attempted to flee. 

All the arrested were charged with violating the 1917 Espionage Act 

"which provided criminal penalties for those who engaged in seditious ac

tivities against the war effort or who delivered to any foreign govern

ment information relating to the national defense. 113 Conspiracy to per

form such activities was covered by this law which called for penalties 

of a maximum of thirty years imprisonment or death. Gold stood trial in 

November and December of 1950, receiving a sentence of thirty years. Then, 

as did David Greenglass and his wife Ruth Greenglass, Gold served as a 

witness for the prosecution at the trial of Ethel and Julius Rosenberg 

and Morton Sobell. 

On March 6, 1951, at the giant Federal Court House on Foley Square in 

Manhattan, in the courtroom of Judge Irving R. Kaufman, the trial of the 

Rosenbergs and Sobell began. Irving Saypol headed the prosecution team, 

assisted by Roy Cohn, James Kilsheimer, and Miles Lane. EmanniecL Bloch de

fended Sobell. In the remaining weeks of March, the jurors heard the 

Greenglasses and Gold tell an incriminating tale of espionage against the 

Rosenbergs. Sobell was linked to the conspiracy by another person, Max 

Elitcher. The prosecution did call in other witnesses to help buttress its 

case and offered several shaky items of physical evidence--sketches of lens 

molds and other vital information made by David Greenglass from memory, a 

copy of Gold's hotel registration card in Albuquerque, a replica of the 

Jello box top, snapshots the Greenglasses said were passport photos, and 

some cash the Greenglasses maintained that Rosenberg had given them to help 

them flee the country. 
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The Rosenbergs and Sobell took the stand in their own defense and 

denied any knowledge of or participation in the conspiracy. The jury, 

obviously more convinced of the Greenglass-Gold story, returned a verdict 

of guilty on March 29. A week later, Judge Kaufman announced his senten

ces. The Rosenbergs received death and Sobell the maximum imprisonment 

of thirty years. The following day, David Greenglass received fifteen 

years. In pronouncing the sentences, Judge Kaufman addressed these fa

mous words to the Rosenbergs: 

I consider your crime worse than murder. Plain deliberated 
contemplated murder is dwarfed in magnitude by comparison 
with the crime you have committed. In committing the act of 
murder, the criminal kills only his victim. The immediate 
family is brought to grief and when justice is meted out the 
chapter is closed. But in your case, I believe your conduct 
in putting into the hands of the Russians the A~bomb years 
before our best scientists predicted Russia would perfect the 
bomb has already caused, in my opinion, the Communist aggres
sion in Korea, with the resultant casualties exceeding 50,000 
and who knows but that millions more of innocent people may 
pay the price of your treason. Indeed, by your betrayal you 
undoubtably have altered the course of history to the disad
vantage of our country.4 

The following weeks turned into months which turned into years asap

peal after appeal followed upon denial after denial. The case eventually 

reached the Supreme Court. But the convictions stood. Appeals for commu

tation were made to the President. But the sentence stood. And on June 

19, 1953, the Rosenbergs were executed. 

A Bibliographical Review: How to Learn About the Case Without Becoming 
Confused 

The brief look at the case above is just that--brief. To get a better 

understanding of the case, one should turn to many different sources. One 

of the unique aspects of the Rosenberg case is the vast amount of litera

ture it has produced. Yet as a new student of this case, I felt a shorter, 

more detailed bibliographic review could be helpful to those who approach 
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it as I did. 

One who is just learning about the case should begin with the two ma

jor current works about it--Walter and Miriam Schneir 1 s Invitation to an 

Inquest (Penguin, 1974) and Louis Nizer's The Implosion Conspiracy (Double-

day, 1973). The Schneir book, currently in paperback, was first published 

by Doubleday in 1965 .. Its publication has generated the contemporary re

evaluation of the Rosenberg case for the Schneirs set out to find an answer 

to the question, "Were the Rosenbergs guilty and, we would add, if so, 

guilty of what?"S 

To answer this question, the Schneirs examine the case from several 

points of view--the history of atom bomb development and the secrecy, or 

lack thereof, surrounding it; the several trials leading up to the Rosenberg

Sobell trial itself; the appeals campaign; the evidence and exhibits of

fered by the prosecution during the trial and viewed and copied by the 

Schneirs at the federal courthouse in Foley Square; and finally, the sev

eral people involved in the case. The Schneirs' examination of the ex

hibits and the people involved are most compelling. For example, they sug

gest the hotel registration card used by Harry Gold in Albuquerque was a 

forgery. Additionally, they suggest motives that might have led Harry Gold 

to perjure himself. In short, they hint that the whole affair was based 

on a series of lies with certain governmental agencies, especially the FBI, 

orchestrating these lies. The Schneirs offer a convincing argument. 

A good supplement to the Schneir book would be the National Public 

Affairs Center for Television (NPACT) film produced by Alvin H. Goldstein 

for the Public Broadcasting System entitled The Unquiet Death of Julius and 

E:thel Rosenberg. ' The film takes the basic materials of the Schneir book 

and puts them onto film. The human impact of the film makes the book's 
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argument even more convincing. Additionally, Goldstein interviewed five 

of the Rosenberg jurors for the film, but their remarks seem to be edited 

to follow the Schneir argument (more on this below). For those unable to 

see the film, Lawrence Hill and Company published the script and some pic

tures in book form in 1975. 

In contrast to the "revisionist" claims of the Schneirs and Goldstein, 

one should also read Louis Nizer's The Implosion Conspiracy. Nizer, an 

attorney, attempts to examine the legal process through which the Rosen

berg-Sobel! case passed. He stresses the fallacy of what he calls the 

analytical syndrome which assumes that all the evidence for the winning 

side must be believed by the jury, or it would not decide as it did. 116 He 

notes that a jury has a right to be selective of a witness' story and must 

often choose between conflicting testimony. Such a choice is often more 

dependent on simple body language or tone of voice than upon the actual 

words themselves. Nizer attempts to recreate the trial--for himself and for 

us--to see if the legal process and system worked. He feels it was success

ful. For example, he notes that the case appeared before 112 judges when 

all was said and done. Of those 112, only 16 disagreed and those dis-

agreements concerned only stays or reviews and not disagreements on the 

merits of the case wherein the Rosenbergs might be considered innocent. 7 

Although many Rosenberg supporters have been critical of Nizer's book, he 

often comes across as sympathetic to the Rosenbergs and quite respectful 

of Emanuel Bloch. The Schneirs analyze the evidence and find it faulty; 

Nizer attempts to understand how the judges and jury analyzed the evidence 

and finds the a:na:lysis .successful. 

One might wish to examine the earlier books on the case. Six books 

stand out, three favorable to the Rosenbergs and three favorable to the 
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government's case. The earliest book published favorable to the Rosenbergs 

was William Reuben's The Atom Spy Hoax (Action Books, 1954). As editor of 

the leftist periodical National Guardian during the Rosenberg trial, 

Reuben wrote a series of articles to demonstrate the Rosenbergs' inno

cence and to suggest a governmental frame-up. These articles were expanded 

into a book. Unfortunately, the book and the National Guardian are almost 
,~ .. -----""'"'"'"'"" ........... u ... 

impossible to find. 

Nearly as impossible to find is John Wexley's The Judgement of Julius 

and Ethel Rosenberg (Cameron and Kahn, 1955). This should be solved by the 

current publication of a revised paperback edition by Ballantine. Wexley 

offers a slightly more objective, less emotional (although much longer) 

account than Reuben. Yet he is just as convinced of the innocence of the 

Rosenbergs. Finally, one could turn to Malcolm Sharp's Was Justice Done? 

The Rosenberg-Sobell Case (Monthly Review Press, 1957). Sharp, a Univer-

sity of Chicago professor of law, offers the story of a lawyer (himself) 

originally convinced of the Rosenberg's guilt who, based on the evidence, 

later changed his mind. He accompanies his. book'·.with .an introduction by 

famed scientist Harold C. Urey, a vocal Rosenberg supporter with Albert 

Einstein even before their executions. 

Fully convinced of the Rosenberg's guilt was Oliver Pilat, a reporter 

for the New York Post. He wrote his book, The Atom Spies (Putnam, 1952) 

even before the Rosenbergs were executed. During and after the trial, Pilat 

was a vocal critic of the Rosenbergs and their supporters and had contacts 

in high places. His book shows his bias. His book was followed by S. Andhil 

Fineberg's The Rosenberg Case: Fact and Fiction (Oceana, 195:}, the first 

fu~l examination of the case. Fineberg's book, examined in detail later in 

this work, attempts to again prove the Rosenberg's guilt, paying particu-
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lar attention to claims of anti-Semitism made by Rosenberg supporters. 

These claims are strongly disputed. Finally, one could also read The 

Betrayers (Coward-Mccann, 1963) by Jonathan Root who, while sometimes 

critical of judicial actions, finds the Rosenbergs guilty. 

All the above books present the case through another's eyes. I would 

suggest one attempt to get an unfiltered view if possible. Transcripts 

of the case can be found without too much difficulty. Several technical 

reviews of the legal proceedings have been written with Michael Parrish's 

article "Cold War Justice: The Supreme Court and the Rosenbergs" in the 

October 1977 American Historical Review perhaps the best. And the Rosen

bergs I views and feelings remain accessible in their letters which can be 

found in the Death House Letters of Ethel and Julius Rosenberg (Jero, 1953) 

and the current collection edited by the Rosenberg sons, Michael and 

Robert Meeropol, entitled We Are Your Sons: The Legacy of Ethel and 

Julius Rosenberg (Ballantine, 1976). 

After finishing these works, one can begin to form opinions about the 

case. Other pieces have been written which illuminate certain aspects of 

the case. By examining issues of Jewish Life magazine on the left and Com-

mentary and The New Leader in the center at the time of the case, a pie-

ture of the Jewish aspects of the case can be drawn. Two studies have been 

completed offering an analysis of the Jewish response. Jeffrey M. Marker 

'wrote an article entitled "The Jewish Community and the Case of Julius and 

Ethel Rosenberg" printed in the Fall 1972 issue of The Maryland Historian. 

He rewrote it and increased his criticism of the Jewish organizational re

,sponse for the Winter 1974 issue of Davka. A 1976 Ohio State University 

Maa t er's thesis (unpublished) by Berenice Kleiman on the Jewish reaction 

to the case is a lengthier account adding sections on the response of the 
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Jewish press, especially the Anglo-Jewish press, and the rabbinate. The 

response of the Yiddish press still needs to be examined. 

Charges have been consistently made by Rosenberg supporters that 

the jury was not representative because it contained no Jews. Ted Mor

gan•best refutes this claim in his article "The Rosenberg Jury" for the 

May 1975 Esquire. Charges have also been made that Judge Kaufman bent over 

backwards to be harsh on the Rosenbergs. This can only be considered con

jecture; Kaufman was within bounds in sentencing and he has kept an amaz

ingly strict silence regarding the case. A sympathetic view of him can 

be found in Milton Lehman's article about him in the August 8, 1953, is

sue of The Saturday Evening Post while a very critical view of him can be 

obtained by glancing through the National Committee to Reopen the Rosen

berg Case's (NCRRC) pamphlet called The Kaufman Papers. 

The Israeli reaction remains to be researched. A beginning attempt 

is herein made through an examination of the pages of The Jerusalem Post, 

Israel's English language daily. Further investigations are indicated. 

Several other books offer some insights. The House Committee on Un

American Activities published a report in 1956 called Trial by Treason on 

the organized activities of Rosenberg supporters. HUAC has long since been 

:d::;i,$bartded. Morton Sobel!, the less famous third person of the Rosenberg 

case, has written his book On Doing Time (Scribner's, 1974) about his years 

in prison. His work is less of an insight into the case than it is an in

sight into who he is. Additionally, newspaper accounts, especially the 

New York City papers, and file material (at the American Jewish Archives 

and the Amer.ican Jewish Committee) could be invaluable. 

Finally, for those truly interested in learning about the case--do 

not read Doctorow's The Book of Daniel or Coover's The Public Burning. 
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Both are fictionalized accounts of the Rosenberg case which make for in

teresting reading and place the case in a setting. But history they are 

not. 

A Review of Access: Difficulties in Obtaining Information 

In spite of the vast array of books and articles only some of which 

I have just reviewed, the case remains clouded today. Certain information 

is difficult to obtain. The Meeropols, for example, through the NCRRC, 

have experienced this in their efforts to obtain FBI documents. They 

have been notably unsuccessful in this attempt, in spite of the Freedom of 

Information Act and federal court orders in their favor. According to 

their estimates, the FBI has released less than 5% of its Rosenberg-Sobell 

files. 8 They continue to press for further release. 

Yet the NCRRC has its own problems with access. I personally experi

enc:·ed these problems in my efforts to locate the NCRRC office in New York 

City in the winter of 1977. I began with the simple desire to telephone 

the NCRRC office for some information. Little did I know that when the 

operator answered the number listed in the phone book, I had begun a wild 

goose chase. The operator offered me a second number which, when dialed, 

reached a recording. The recording in its own uniquely impersonal way, 

offered me a third number to attempt. Bravely dialing it, I reached the 

Empire State College. Upon hearing what party I was trying to reach, the 

receptionist at the college screamed at me to scream at Bell Telephone to 

get their numbers straight. She was tired of receiving phone calls for 

the Rosenberg committee. 

Finding no solace in the operator, I set out to find the office by foot. 

I headed directly to the address listed in the phone book, a mid-Manhat

tan address. There, a sign on the directory told me of the NCRRC's move 
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around the corner. I, too, moved around the corner, only to find this 

second office deserted. The only suggestion of previous inhabitation 

there was an envelope licked onto the door with a scribbling that the NCRRC 

had moved once again, this time to lower Manhattan. So, grabbing a subway, 

I headed south towards Broadway at Union Square. Arriving at the indi

cated address, I found the doorman had not heard of the NCRRC. Unfor

tunately, it was not even listed on the building directory. Just as I was 

ready to give up, the doorman suggested I peek into William Kunstler's 

office for help. Kunstler, the famed leftist lawyer, maintained an office 

in that building, But luck had not yet appeared. For no one in Kunstler's 

office had heard of the NCRRC's move. They then telephoned several flights 

up to the National Lawyers' Guild also housed in the same building. And 
I 

then my luck finally hit, or so I thought. The NCRRC was in the building. 

I finally reached the office, but found it locked and empty. Absolutely 

frustrated, I shrugged and walked away worried I would never find a Rosen

berg committee. Standing at the elevator, I decided to wait a few more 

minutes. This time I was fortunate. I leaped with joy as I watched a man 

pull a key from his pocket and open the appropriate door. The Rosenberg 

committee did exist. Let me add here that the NCRRC had just moved and 

since that time they have been very helpful. 

The NCRRC may have been a momentary adventure in frustration, but it 

was resolved quickly and successfully. Other people and organizations al

lowed the frustration to fester for longer periods of time. In a minor way, 

I felt this with Judge Kaufman, who has long made it his policy not to com

ment on trials over which he has presided. I wrote to the Judge asking 

basically two questions: 1) Did he find the claims of Rosenberg supporters 

that anti-Semitism played a role in the trial and executions placing addi-
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tional pressures upon him? and 2) Did he feel the response of the Jewish 

organizations to these claims was sufficient? In a letter to Dr. S. And

hil Fineberg of the American Jewish Committee dated June 23, 1952, Judge 

Kaufman essentially answered these questions. He wrote, "I have been dis-

turbed by the completely irrational and baseless propaganda put out by the 

Committee to Secure Justice for the Rosenbergs. Naturally, by reason of 

my position, I must remain mute even though the false line is being fol

lowed by those responsible for this propaganda gives me great concern as 

an American and a Jew. .. It is of course gratifying to see that organ-

izations such as yours and the Anti-Defamation League recognize the propa

ganda for what it is and are alerting those at whom it is aimed, lest they 

become dupes. 119 His law clerk, Max Friedman, responded to me on August 17, 

1977, saying that "it has been Judge Kaufman's policy not to comment, in 

any way, on the trials at which he presided." 

In a major way, I encountered frustrations with three major Jewish or

ganizations~-the Anti-Defamation League (ADL), the National Jewish Communi

ty_, Relations Advisory Council (NJCRAC), and the American Jewish Committee 

(AJC). With the help of ADL's national chairman, I received a letter from 

the Director of ADL's Research and Evaluation Department with enclosures 

of newspaper articles and published ADL information. I was surprised by 

two things here: 1) his concern over such public documents expressed in 

the letter by, "These materials are sent to you with the understanding 

that they are for your private use in the preparation of your rabbinic 

thesis. Should your paper, or adaptations thereof, at any time be consid

ered for publication, we would ask that you send us a copy prior to pub

lication so that, insofar as it might pertain to ADL, we would have time 

to propose any changes we might deem advisable or necessary. We hope this 
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is agreeable to you." 10 and 2) his later phone acknowledgement that 

these public documents, outside of three or four minor personal documents 

which had to remain private, were the full extent of ADL's file on the 

Rosenberg case. Let me add here, too, that I found my contacts with the 

ADL a pleasant and helpful experience. 

The NJCRAC proved less helpful. I received no substantive response 

from them. While in New York, I called their offices. I talked with the 

NJCRAC's Dr. Walter Lurie who had seen my letters which were quite de

scriptive of my project. He suggested that I write their Director of In

formation with a prospectus of my thesis and they would try to get back 

to me. I later found that I had little need to check back with the NJCRAC, 

after I obtained AJC files. 

Obtaining access to these files, though ultimately successful, was 

a painful experience. I wrote Mr. Milton Himmelfarb, Director of the AJC's 

Records and Archives requesting such permission after Rabbi A. James Rudin 

of the Committee's Interreligious Affairs Department indicated by phone 

that this was the procedure. I indicated to Mr. Himmelfarb on August 2, 

1977, that I would be in New York the end of August. I received a re

sponse dated August 9 from his secretary telling me that he was out of town 

until after Labor Day and that no one else in all of the AJC could give 

permission for access. 

Frustrated but undaunted, I still left for New York City. With the 

help of Rabbi Rudin's secretary, I gained access to the AJC's Blaustein 

Library. The library staff was hospitable and gracious, even allowing me 

to use library facilities on a day closed to the public. Miss Horowitz, 

the head librarian, then put me in contact with Mrs. Ruth Rauch, Mr. Him

melfarb's archival assistant. Mrs. Rauch promised to check the private 
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records and archives not kept in the library to see if she felt she could 

allow me to see them. She returned to me excited, yet apologetic, stat

ing that she felt she could not make any decisions .about opening those pri

vate records because of information they contained. During this time, I 

interviewed Dr. S. Andhil Fineberg, who had once been Director of Com

munity Service for the AJC and had headed up the AJC's Communism and Rosen

berg committees. Dr. Fineberg attempted to get me. access to those records 

and did not succeed. So imagine my surprise to receive a letter a couple 

of weeks after my return to Cincinnati from Mr. Himmelfarb stating, "many 

of our documents about the Rosenbergs were written by Dr. Fineberg. If you 

can obtain his permission, we shall be glad to let you see them. 1111 Little 

did I know that my adventure had just begun. 

On the morning of September 26, I called Mr. Himmelfarb in New York 

and he again insisted that no problem existed if I had received Dr. Fine

berg's permission. He then told me to talk to Mrs. Helen Ritter, another 

of his archival assistants. I reached her in the afternoon. She said she 

had talked to Dr. Fineberg and received his oral permission for me to ex

amine the records. However, she added, such permission would only apply 

to Dr. Fineberg's papers. Upset, I indicated to her that I understood Mr. 

Himmelfarb would allow me full access once I obtained Dr. Fineberg's per

mission. She told me that her understanding was otherwise and that Mr. 

Himmelfarb had again left on vacation. 

A couple of days later, I contacted Rabbi Rudin again. He promised 

to look into the situation and get back to me--which he promptly did. He 

indicated that I would be receiving a call from Mrs. Ritter allowing me 

full access with the warning that Mr. Himmelfarb remains an ardent anti

Connuunist so I should tread carefully. Late that day, I got in touch with 
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Mrs. Ritter. This time she had another difficulty. She needed more than 

Dr. Fineberg's oral permission. He had now arranged to come in the follow

ing week to read through the private records to determine what papers I 

could see and what papers I could not see. 

The month changed to October before I heard from Mrs. Rauch again. 

Full permission had been granted and she mailed a letter to that effect. 

We set a date for my return trip to New York. I returned and was given a 

royal treatment by the Records and Archives staff. Both Mmes. Rauch and 

Ritter offered me every courtesy and kindness they could. I greatly ap

preciate their hospitality and efforts during my second visit. But I 

did implore Mrs. Rauch for one more favor. "Had any documents been with

held from me?" I asked. She admitted that a very few had. 

The Rosenberg case took place a quarter of a centuriy ago. Although 

many people are trying to force a reopening of the case, records of Jewish 

activities at that time would not seem to make any difference one way or 

the other now. Yet in my adventures, I detected some confusion, fears, and 

problems remaining to this day. 
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I The Organizational Response: An Introduction to Chapters II, III, and IV 

To understand the Jewish response, we must first understand that there 

is no one Jewish response. There are numerous and varied Jewish reactions 

to the case. Organizations also responded in different ways. In an at-

tempt to get a spectrum of opinions and reactions, I chose representative 

reactions of the Jewish right, of the Jewish left, and of the Jewish cen-

ter. 

I had hoped to use the American Council for Judaism as representative 

of the more conservative Jewish response on the right. However, the Amer

ican Council for Judaism informed me that the Rosenberg case did not come 

under tits purview. Then, during my research, I found a much better repre

sentative of the right--the American Jewish League Against Communism 

(AJLAC). The AJLAC, although not well known, serves as a much more appro

priate model of the right. It was born of the decade following World War 

II and has remained in existence, in one form or another, ever since. 

The Jewish left presented a different type of problem. Few truly 

leftist organizations existed, among them the Jewish Peace Fellowship and 

the Jewish People's Fraternal Order. The Jewish Peace Fellowship is unique 

unto itself and might better be classified as a pacifist organization 

rather than a leftist one. The Jewish People's Fraternal Order, noted in 

the 40's and SO's as a Jewish Communist group, was having serious survival 

problems. So, in place of a Jewish organization, I chose the position of 

the periodical Jewish Life (now Jewish Currents) and its staff to represent 

the Jewish left. 

Having found Jewish representative responses on the right and the left, 

turned my attention to the larger, all-important center. It is here 

the major Jewish organizations are found, particularly the Jewish 
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defense organizations. These organizations might also be termed the 

"establishment" Jewish organizations. My research narrowed the bulk of 

this center response to three groups--the National Community Relations 

Advisory Council (now called the National Jewish Connnunity Relations Ad

visory Council), the Anti~Defamation League, and the American Jewish Com

mittee, with the American Jewish Committee being most involved in the case. 

I now plan to examine these organizational responses in depth. 

Clear delineations among these responses are not always possible. For 

example, the left response and the center response fed off one another. 

An action by one led to an almost immediate reaction by the other. Thus, 

the response of the left and the response of the center are closely inter

twined, I will try, however, to make some distinctions to better illumine 

how Jews responded to the crisis of the Rosenberg case. 
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CHAPTER II 

THE JEWISH RIGHT 

In 1934, a young rabbi just out of seminary and serving as 

educational director of Temple Ahavath Sholom in Brooklyn wrote a 

letter of high praise to Dr. Abraham Cronbach, p'rofessor of Social Stud

ies at the Hebrew Union College in Cincinnati. Cronbach was known for 

his humanistic and pacifist views and the young rabbi wanted to com

pliment him on maintaining those views. In his praise, the young 

rabbi described himself as a Zionist, reformer, modernist, pacifist, 

and believer in social justice who saw some of these same qualities 

in Cronbach. 1 Less than thirteen years later, however, this young 

rabbi's tone had changed. In 1947, Cronbach sat on the board of the 

New York School of Jewish Studies, a school this young rabbi thought 

was a Communist-front organization. Accusing Crcrnbach of being 

essentially a Communist dupe, the rabbi wrote: 

Because of the well-known proclivity of Stalinists to use 
innocent persons like yourself to lure unsuspecting liberals 
and knowledge-seekers to their precincts, where they will be 
duly "indoctrinated," I deplore the use of your title and posi
tion, and regret that you did not disavow the "School." If it 
were frankly Communist, that would be a somewhat different 
matter. But the trick in these "front" set-ups is to pose 
as something else, with Party members directing the show. 

This opinion is no personal whim of mine, but is shared 
by the experts among our people; as any inquiry to Benjamin 
Epstein, director of the ADL, will show. 2 

That young rabbi's name was Benjamin Schultz. Schultz was born in 

Brooklyn in 1906, the oldest of six kids. He attended the Jewish Institute 

of Religion in New York, the seminary headed by Rabbi Stephen S. Wise. 
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Upon ordination, Schultz went to Ahavath Sholom which he left in 1935 

to become rabbi at Temple Emanuel in Yonkers. At times he would write 

a column for the National Jewish Post. And after the war, Schultz began 

to develop into the most vocal Jewish anti-Communist in the country. 

Schultz's big break came in 1947 when the New York World-Telegram 

ran three consecutive articles by him exposing the infiltration of Com

munists into the three major religious groups in America. In his arti

cles, Schultz talked about certain individuals, organizations, and in

stitutions in Catholic, Protestant, and Jewish circles as Communists, 

Communist dupes, or Communist sympathizers. Among the names mentioned 

was that of Rabbi Stephen S. Wise. This was too much for the New York 

Board of Rabbis. The Board· threatened to rc.ondemn or expell Schultz stat

ing: 

He has used the 'smear technique' of the scandal 
monger, a technique entirely inappropriate for a rabbi 

We hope that Rabbi Schultz will see the error of 
his actions and will publically and promptly apologize to 
those whom he has wronged, and that he will atone for the 
obvious infraction of the commandment, "Thou shalt not 
bear false witness against th<Y neighbor. 11 3 

The Central Conference of American Rabbis (CCAR) also considered tak-

ing similar action. Even Schultz's own congregation in Yonkers, embanassed 

by the situation, wanted to fire him. But Dr. S. Andhil Fineberg of the 

American Jewish Committee entered the fray. 

Schultz had been in touch with Fineberg before the World-Telegram 

articlas appeared. Schultz had wondered about how to handle his identifi

cation for the articles. The paper wanted him to list his congregation 

but Schultz felt this might not be right. Fineberg, although not approv

ing of the articles, suggested Schultz simply state that he was a rabbi of 
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a Westchester congregation. To this, Schultz agreed. And it was then Fine

berg who helped stave off any expulsion by the New York Board of Rabbis or 

the CCAR. Fineberg, fearful of giving Schultz a public platform or any 

national attention, felt it better to simply let the affair fade away. 

Fineberg approached the congregation in Yonkers with these same 

feelings. The congregation wanted to fire Schultz immediately, breaking 

his contract. So Fineberg worked with conservative Hearst columnist George 

Sokolsky to prevent the firing of Schultz. Sokolsky told the congrega

tion that he would carry a column on the whole situation saying essen

tially "if you do that ac:t (!.he firing of Schult:il and deprive Rabbi Schultz 

of his pulpit, it will be interpreted throughout America that you are pro

Communist.114 Rabbi Schultz was allowed to keep his job until his contract 

expired. 

Fineberg maintains that he wanted Schultz to have a pulpit to provide 

him a livelihood. Fineberg was fearful that, without a pulpit, Schultz 

would begin a crusade against Communism allowing people to think that rab

bis did not crusade against Communism because they were pro-Communist. 5 

In spite of Fineberg's efforts, Schultz was soon to embark on such a cru

sade against Communism. He resigned from Temple Emanuel on November 11, 

194 7, and by February of the following year he was planning his crusade. 

In February, Schultz met with Isaac Don Levine, an acquaintance of 

Eugene Lyons of Reader's Digest, to talk about an idea which Lyons had 

worked on for· years. Lyons had long thought of an organization of Jews 

to fight Communism. He had shared this idea with Levine and several other 

people including Alfred Kohlberg, Ralph de Toledena, Benjamin Stalberg, 

George Sokolsky, Victor Lasky, and Rabbi David Savitz. All were inter

ested in such an organization. Thus, after talks with Schultz, the Amer-
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ican Jewish League against CommumiJsm (AJLAC) was incorporated on 

February 11, 1948, and publicly announced on March 15. With its 

announcement, the AJLAC stated its goal--to ferret out all Communist 

6 
activity in Jewish life wherever it may be found. The AJLAC was to grow 

to a membership of some 300 to 400 Jews 7 with 51 sponsoring organiza

tions.8 

Thus, the AJLAC came into existence hot long before the Rosenberg 

arrests were announced. Although Rabbi Schultz today remembers that 

"there was no organizational action by the AJLAC in the Rosenberg case,"9 

current head of the AJLAC Roy Cohn admits "that because of the fact the 

Rosenbergs were Jewish there was more of a responsibility on organiza

tions such as the League, in rebutting the proposition 'All Jews are 

sympathetic to Communism.' We pointed up the strong anti-Communist stands 

of George Sokolsky, Eugene Lyons, Bernard Baruch, etc., and thus attempted 

to fight this stereotype. 11 10 Schultz seems to agree, writing, 11 
••• as 

individuals we let our sentiments be known. We all knew Judge Kaufman, 

Irving Saypol, Roy Cohn, etc. I wrote on the sub_iject. I do not 

know the date of a prominently displayed piece on the editorial page of the 

New York Journal-American ~i~ (by me). It had my byline. It was called 

'Mercy for America,' and was really an answer to the 'mercy for the 

Rosenbergs' argument. 11 l l 

The AJLAC did make its position known. In its bulletin entitled 

Sews Against Communism, the AJLAC often ran an article with the top half 

of a page devoted to "Rabbis on the Alert . . . 11 and the bottom half of 

that same page devoted to" • and Rabb is Who are Not. 11 Obviously, 

those few rabbis supporting Rosenberg appeals for clemency were not 

on the alert while rabbis supporting the sentence were on the alert. 
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Yet the timing of the AJLAC often seemed off. Its Spring 1954 

bulletin talked of one rabbi considered on the alert. The bulletin 

quoted Rabbi William F. Rosenblum of New York's Temple Israel from 

newspaper articles regarding a sermon he gave about the Rosenbergs' 

sentence. Rosenblum was considered on the alert by saying: 

However, equally guilty with these atomic spies, though 
they are rarely brought before the courts, are the men in 
the art~_science, and even the clergy who are constantly 
making appeals for appeasement of those fore,ign nations 
waiting ..• to unloose their weapons against us. 

Commending Judge Kaufman's sentence, Rosenblum continued: 

And yet we find again and again the names of prominent 
Americans including the clergy being used on lists of 
sponsors [of fronti}. I realize many of them are not 
Communists, but often I find it hard to excuse their ig
norance of the real background of the so-called 'peace' 
organizations .•.. Those of the clergy and the literary
entertainment fields serve no just cause when they [serve] 
Communist peace fronts. 

He concluded by asking how a clergyman could defend the Soviets 

when Communism was atheistic.12 The problem with timing here was 

that the AJLAC took these quotes from the New York Times of April 

8, 1951, and the New York Journal-American of April 10, 1951, im

mediately after Judge Kaufman announced the sentence. 

As Schultz stated, he did make his own position known along with 

that of the AJLAC. In an article about him on June 19, 1953, in the 

National Jewish Post, he calls Albert Einstein--who had supported 

clemency for the Rosenbergs--a refugee with gall. Though stating 

that he does not like to see two people die, he notes that Judge Kaufman 

and his family had been threatened and asks for some mercy for the 

Judge, calling him a good American and a good Jew. 13 

Perhaps Schultz best sums up his position and that of the AJLAC 

in another letter to Professor Cronbach of the Hebrew Union College. 
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On October 28, 1952, Schultz wrote: 

The quality of mercy must never deteriorate to a point where 
it becomes non-resistance to a death-dealing enemy •... To 
despise treason and to deal sternly with it, have ever been 
attributes of a healthy society .... Soviet Communism is 
also atheistic and anti-Jewish. Hence, the Rosenberg case 
is not a "Jewish'' issue in the sense that Jews are being 
molested. It is obliquely a "Jewish" issue in two ways--that 
both anti-Semites and Communists have seized upon the name 
"Rosenberg," and that the Rosenbergs have demonstrably 
done harm to those who are really Jews.14 

Though Schultz proudly announced that "My pulpit is 220 West 

42nd Street in New York [the offices of the AJLACJ and my congrega

tion is America, 1115 he and the AJLAC were considered outcasts by the 

established Jewish organizations. He and the AJLAC were denounced 

by the NCRAC on January 30, 1951, for making slurs upon Defense 

Secretary Marshall and Fleet Admiral Nimitz. And although the League 

and Schultz made several valid early criticisms of Soviet anti

semitism, all too often they got lost in false accusations and 

insinuations. 

Rabbi Benjamin Schultz and the American Jewish League Against 

Communism waxed strong during the decade following World War II, In 

the Fineberg papers of the American Jewish Archives is a confidential 

memorandum which best sums up how Schultz and the League grew strong 

and why Jewish organizations stayed away. It states that Schultz 

"has tied a coterie of fanatically anti-Communist Jews with the 

worst methods of combatting Communism." It then continues, "The 

fact that Jews have an anti-Communist organization while a counter

part does not exist for Protestants or Catholics might well lend 

credence to suspicion of Jewish radicalism requiring this off

setting organization. 1116 
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CHAPTER II I . 

THE JEWISH LEFT 

The Rosenbergs as Jews 

,'< In his sermon at New York's prestigious Central Synagogue following 

the execution of the Rosenbergs, Rabbi David J. Seligson stated, "the 

Rosenbergs were unfortunately the product of a home atmosphere without re

ligious influence, the children of a lost generation. They had no connec

tion with ... Judaism. 111 Rabbi Seligson may well have been angry with 

the Rosenbergs, upset at the attention they brought as Jews. But in these 

quoted words, he was blatantly wrong. 

Harry Rosenberg arrived in this country in 1902 from Russia. He and 

his wife Sophie had five children, Julius being the youngest. During his 

years in public school, Julius also attended the Downtown Talmud Torah. 

He graduated from the Talmud Torah with highest honors. While attending 

Seward Park High School, he was elected vice-president of the Young Men's 

Synagogue Organization. Reportedly, at times, he even considered pursuing 

a rabbinical career. 2 What led him away from this career can only be a 

matter of speculation. Two authors have suggested that Julius Rosenberg's 

study of the Tom Mooney case led him away from organized Judaism. 3 Michael 

Meeropol has suggested that Julius' turning a_way came when he unsuccessfully 

tried to enlist the aid of several rabbis in the Scottsboro case. 4 

Ethel Greenglass came from the same Lower East Side environment as 

her future husband. A very talented girl, especially as a singer, she did 

* According to the New Yoik_J?os~ of 4/5/51, this was also Prosecutor Irving 
Saypol's congregation. 
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not receive the same formal religious training as did her husband. Yet 

both retained their positive feelings about their religion beyond their 

wedding into their months in prison. 

The Rosenbergs' prison letters indicate these positive feelings, even 

towards the religious services conducted by Sing Sing's Jewish chaplain, 

Rabbi Irving Koslowe. During the trial, Julius Rosenberg had verbalized 

his hatred for Hitler while indicating some emotion about the Soviet Union. 

He testified that "they [the Soviet Union] contributed a major share in 

destroying the Hitler beast who killed six million of my co-religionists 

and I feel emotional about that thing. 115 The letters show this continued 

concern for fellow Jews and portray the Rosenbergs as deriving meaning, 

often political, from Jewish history and culture. 

Many Jews were critical of the Rosenbergs' claims of Judaism. Some 

felt they simply adopted this Jewish identity as a defense expedient. 

Robert Warshow charged that they took up the Jewish pose as they could 

that of "Protestantism, Catholicism, or Ghandiism. 11 6 Dr. Fineberg orig

inally rejected their claims writing, "It happens that the Rosenbergs 

were born in Jewish families. They were renegades who abandoned their 

religion." 7 Fineberg later did moderate this view writing, "The Rosenbergs 

had long neglected any contact or connection with Jewish religious, edu

cational, or social organizations. Their complete loyalties lay else

where. If in their last days they found consolation in religion, none but 

an atheist would begrudge them this return to grace. 118 

Shaky as the Rosenbergs' Jewish identity might seem to many, the Rosen

bergs were representative of a certain type of Jew. The Rosenbergs were 

leftists, probably Communists. To many Jews of a similar 
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political orientation, the Rosenbergs were quite symbolic. In his auto

biography, Jonah Raskin talks of some of these Jews--his own family: 

I believed the Rosenbergs, like us, were not guilty as 
Red spies, but I believed they, like us, were guilty for being 
radicals. They insisted that they were on trial for their 
political beliefs, that Communism wasn't the real issue, and 
yet to me it was. They were simultaneously guilty and inno
cent, as we were simultaneously guilty and innocent. The 
Rosenbergs denied that they were Communists, and yet were 
executed as Communists • 

. whatever lies we made up to tell ••. were insig
nificant when compared with the lies and deceptions the U.S. 
government offered aboub the Rosenbergs. To charge them with 
stealing A-bomb secrets was a cosmic lie. The notion that 
American citizens, an ordinary couple from the Lower East Side, 
would work for the Soviet Union was a cruel joke •. , 

the Rosenbergs were tried •.. for their beliefs. 
And our beliefs were like their beliefs .•.• Like them we 
sang Leadbelly's and Pete Seeger's songs like "The Peat Bog 
Soldier:s," which was written in Germany by Jewish radicals 
like us whom the Nazis wanted to exterminate •.•• Like the 
Rosenbergs we rooted for the Brooklyn Dodgers, and our favorite 
player was Jackie Robinson. Like the Rosenbergs we read the 
Declaration of Independence and posted it on the wall ..•• 
My father, like Michael Rosenberg's father, had protested 
the treatment of the Scottsboro Boys. Both were students in 
New York in the 1930 1 s and had listened to soap box speakers, 
gone to rallies. [They] spoke of the Jewish history of 
resistance and rebellion: the release from bondage in Egypt, 
the long march from captivity and slavery to freedom in Israel . 

• [my father] said that it wasn't important whether or 
not we were Communists, for the crucial point was that we 
believed in human dignity and self-respect.9 

Perhaps, as Joel Rosenberg (a young American writer and former 

Hebrew Union College rabbinical student, no relation to Ethel and Julius 

Rosenberg) writes, some Jews even felt that America "was atoning for its 

pro-Soviet sins by means of a Jewish sacrifice. 1110 These were the Jews, 

not unlike the Rosenbergs, who were to constitute much of the left 

response and the bulk of the Jewish left response. 

!he Beginnings of a General Left Response 

Before examining the particular response of the Jewish left as 
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represented by Jewish Life, we need to look at the response of the left 

in general to understand where and how criticisms of the Rosenberg 

trial, convictions, and executions began. Such criticisms rarely arose 

from the right or from the center but from the left. Yet even the left, 

at first, maintained a surprising silence on the case. The Communist 

Daily Worker paid no attention to the case until the convictions were 

announced. On March 30, 1951, the Worker ran a three-sentence story 

reporting the convictions. 11 And then, except for' a brief story on the 

sentences, the Worker lapsed back into silence. 

Four quiet months later, a periodical called the National Guardian 

broke the silence by announcing a series of articles to bring the case 

into question saying that there were "strong grounds for suspecting 

they [the Rosenbergs] are victims of an all-out political frame-up. 11 12 

Entitled "The Rosenberg Conviction: Is This the Dreyfus Case of Cold War 

America?" by special correspondent William A. Reuben, the series ran in 

seven weekly articles. The silence had ended. 

The National Guardian has been variously described by several 

observers. Lucy Dawidowicz called it "fellow-traveling, 1113 Root called 

it pro-Communist,14 and Morris Schappes of Jewish Life said it was edited 

by non-Communist Party radicals. The National Guardian's own label of 

a "progressive newsweekly" indicated this leftist-radical bent. Yet the 

magazine carried enough of an impact to break the silence. 

Reuben made several claims in the series attempting to expose the 

evidence and portray David Greenglass as a liar. He also made certain 

analogies--in the title to the Dreyfus Case and in the text to the anni

hilation of Jews, the working class movement, and progressive thinkers 

in Nazi Germany, Finally, Reuben made a passing reference to the make-up 

of the jury. He noted that no Jew sat on the jury in spite of the large 
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number of Jews in New York City. 

The series generated a large volume of mail, much of it sympathetic 

to the Rosenbergs. The National Guardian maintained that this reaction 

led it to announce the formation of a "National Committee to Secure 

Justice in the Rosenberg Case (NCSJRC)." (Others have maintained that the 

magazine had planned to create the committee all along.) Thus, in 

October and November of 1951, under the leadership of Reuben, David Alman, 

and Joseph Brainin, 15 the NCSJRC took shape. The organized response of 

the left had begun. 

The Left Raises a Jewish Issue 

Lucy Dawidowicz noted at the time that what she called the Communist 

reaction (and what I less emotionally call the left response) might never 

have exceeded the short stories in the Daily Worker had not the anti

Communist Yiddish press responded negatively to the death sentences.16 

The editors of the Jewish Daily Forward, for example, wrote on April 6, 

1951, "When we editors got the news that Julius and Ethel Rosenberg were 

sentenced to death, a shudder passed through all of us .••• We are cer

tain that every Jew who read this sad news felt this way. From our hearts 

came the words, 'Death sentence too horrible .. Every Jewish home 

will be shattered by this tragedy. 1117 Six days later, M. Danzis, editor 

of Jewish Day, wrote: 

•.• The fact is that the Rosenberg trial was Jewish 
throughout because of the fact that the accused, the judge, 
the prosecutor, and the lawyer were all Jewish. The press made 
a point of it. In Hearst's Daily Mirror, there was an editorial 
saying that those who do not wish to accuse all Jews of 
Communism because,Jdif the Rosen.bergs, should. not forget that the 
prosecutor who conducted the trial against the Rosenbergs and 
the judge who condemned them to death, are themselves Jewish, 
In other words, that Judge Kaufman and prosecutor Saypol are 
atoning not only for the sins of the Rosenbergs, but for all 
other Jews. 
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The death sentence wh.ich Judge K,;1.u,i;man i.s,:;,,ued left the 
feeling that precisely hecause he ia a Jew1 h.e. went to an 
extreme and applied th.e heavy hand 0£ judgment. , • • There. i.s. 
a suspicion that the fact that Judge Kaufman is a Jew~ pe:r:-haps. 
unconsciously 'motivated him to issue a verdi.ct wn:tch, in the 
opi.nion of many, is considered to be unjust, brutal. , , • 
One cannot overlook the J.ewish element in the unfortunate, 
tragic Rosenberg t:r:·ial. . • . if the Rosenbe:rgs a.re, as Judge 
Kaufman has said, guilty of the deaths of 50,00:0 American 
soldiers in Korea, one can easily hold the Rosenbergs and 
their like responsible for the atom war against Amet•:tca. Has 
Judge Kaufman considered to what his speech can lead?18 

The Yiddish press was to continue its opposition to the death s·en ..... 

tences right up to the executions. Dawidowi.cz' s statement that th.e 

Communi.st reaction might have been nil had not the Yiddish press t'esponded 

so negatively contained some truth. The Yiddis:h press: reacU.on did allow

Rosenb~rg supporters to develop a Jewish. iss:ue, However, as a Ncs·JRC 

press releas.e on August 17 1 1952, stressed, the National Committee never 

based its arguments .for a. new trial on the. primacy o;f the Jewi.s:h aspects; 

of; the case. 

The NCSJRC eventually developed several Jewis:h. as.,:>ects of th.e case, 

centering in on two; 1) that, as Reuoen had ea:r.lie:i:- hinted i Jews, were 

purpos.ely kept 01:f of the jury and 2) that, as hinted in the Yidd.is:h presa; 

Judge Kaufman was unusually harsh in sentencing because h.e was Jewi.sh, 

The NCSJRC did not seem concerned a.bout the contradictory nature of these 

claims, i. e,, that a Jewish juror could be as harsh as. the Judge ltlms:elf J9: 

Both seemed to have some basis in reality and both a.ppealed to people~· s 

emotions. Because o.f this: impact, these claims ran through much of the 

literature put out by the NCSJRC, 

Yet 0th.er .Jewis:h aspects were also noted, Xn an Augus:t 17f 1952~ 

NCSJRC press release, the National Conunittee pointed to what it called 

· several anti ... Semitic implications of the Rosenberg case, The National 

Committee noted a government announcement abt1i1t Oak Ridge, Tennes:s"eel whi.ch. 

33 

'! 

: I 



seemed to connect an absence of Communists with a predominance of Anglo

Saxon stock, The National Committee also noted the case of eight New 

York City teachers suspended for refusing to deny Communist Party member

ship and who happened to be Jewish. The National Committee also commented 

upon the ordered dissolution of the Jewish People's Fraternal Order. The 

National Committee even mentioned problems Anna Rosenberg was encountering 

because of her last name in her appointment to a nigh post in the Depart

ment of Defense. Closer to the Rosenberg case, the NCSJRC mentioned the 

relative leniency of the sentences received by Nazi spies and officials 

compared to the Rosenberg sentences. Finally, the NCSJRC noted a United 

States Court of Appeals reversal of another trial prosecuted by Saypol 

involving a Jew. In its opinion, the Court stated, "We wish to 

admonish counsel for the prosecution that in case of a retr1al there should 

be no repetition of the cross-examination attack upon defense witness 

Redmont's change of name, ••. On cross-examination the prosecutor con

tinued his inquiry of this matter long after it became clear that the 

change of name had no relevancy to any issue at the trial and could only 

serve to arouse possible racial prejudice on the part of the jury. 11 20 

Adding emotional fire to these claims was the Civil Rights Congress,21 

noted in the fifties as a Communist-leaning organization. Calling the 

Rosenberg case one aspect of growing American anti-Semitism, executive 

secretary William L. Patterson declared, "The lynching of these two 

innocent American Jews, unless stopped by the American people, will serve 

as a signal for a wave of Hitler-like genocidal attacks against the Jewish 

people throughout the United States • 1122 A later NCSJRC publication, 

a revision of Reuben I s National Guardian series, noted an increase in 

bombings and desecrations of synagogues. 

The NCSJRC publications covered many other areas far beyond the 
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Jewish aspects of the case. The National Committee released stories on 

Christian supporters of the Rosenbergs, clergy (Jewish and Christian) 

supporters of the Rosenbergs, world protests against the death sentences, 

sympathetic newspaper editorials, even a reprint of the trial transcript. 

The National Committee put out a large amount of legal documents and 

petitions to help its drive for appeal and/or clemency. Yet the National 

Committee did appreciate whatever Jewish religious support it could receive. 

' One relatively unknown Orthodox rabbi, a Dr. Meyer Sharf£, upset about 

the death sentences, wrote a short tract for the National Committee which 

the Committee published as A Statement on the Rosenberg Case by a Dis

tinguished Leader of Orthodox Jewry. And the NCSJRC would, at times, put 

to use various Jewish customs. The Los Angeles branch published a special 

book for the Rosenbergs and compared its efforts to a custom in European 

Jewish communities wherein a book of blank pages was made up for a gravely 

ill young person, The book was then carried throughout the community with 

the question "Will you give an hour from the end of your life that God 

may add it to this poor life which is about to expire untimely?" The Los 

Angeles branch simply asked for its book, "Will you give a few dollars to 

buy space in this book and help save the Rosenbergs? 112 3 

Later on, the Jewish establishment was to declare any Jewish issue 

in the Rosenberg case a false issue created by Rosenberg supporters. This 

was not the view of many of the Rosenberg supporters on the left nor of 

Julius Rosenberg himself. He wrote: 

It has been heralded by our enemies that we claim we were 
convicted because we were Jews and that we are raising a false 
issue of anti-Semitism to win support for our cause ... it is 
crystal clear that we never said nor intimated that we were 
selected out and convicted because we were Jews •.•• The first 
and basic charges of anti-Semitism appeared in the anti-Communist 
Yiddish press ...• Therefore, the Rosenberg committee did not 
create this issue or first note anti-Semitism in the case, They 
only brought to public knowledge the existence of these statements 
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and pointed out th.e appearance of antt.""Semitic • , , literature 
about the Ros;enbergs as: "Jew ..... co;m;munis.t,-.atom s:py. 1t24 

The Jewish issue had been raised, 

Appeals to Jews. 

Using what it perceived as the Jewis:h a.s:pects· of the case, the 

NCSJRC set out to recruit Jews .of national prominence as· s·ponsors and to 

gain many other Jews as supporters. TheNCSJRC was: particularly interested 

in rahhi.s. A fom letter sent by Chairman Brainin to rabbis: made a typical 

appeal. 25 · B:rainin tri.ed to interest the rabbis in the cas:e by noting 

that the judge, a Jew, had 11publicly injected his affiliation with the 

syna.gogue into the matter and thus made it appear that in dealing out 

death he acted in accordance with the tenets o;f the Jewish reltgious 

concept of justi.ce. 11 26 B:ra.in:tn also mentioned several of; the claims: o;f; 

anti.""Sem;i:..tis'm listed above and enclosed copies; of, favorable al:'ticles from 

the Yiddiah and Angfo.,,Jewish press~ 

The. appeal to prominent Jews never px-oved s:uece~sful. On a nat.ional 

le:vel 1 only Rahhi. Abraham Cronhach of the Hebrew Union College allowed 

his. name to be li.ated as one of the sponsors of the NCSJRC. Latex on in 

the campa_i.gn, several oth.e:rs we-re to a.dd their names in appeals- ;for. 

clemency. But these wel:'e in x-es;ponse to the impending executions:. 

The NCSJRC was mol:'e success;fol in gene'l:'ating s·ome_ gl:'a.s:s· roots 

support amo_ng certain Jewish populations,-· New: 'l'.'oi'!t: Post columnis'.t '.Ma:x 

Lerilet described a Hrooklyn meeting: o;f; the NCSJ'RC on June 19, 1952. 

Noting that he was :f;ed up with the legend that the Amed.can gove.tn:ment 

waa anti.-Semitic "and with. the e,ffol:'ts of; the Communist cl:tquffl. to expfott 

£ears and aens:itiv:tties of Amer:tcan Jews,'' Lerne:i:: attempted to explain 

how the Rosen□ el:'g. suppo'rte:r:s appealed to Jews at this -meeting :tn fla,tliuah. 
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Lerner, opposed to the death penalty for the Rosenbergs yet greatly upset 

by the NCSJRC' s cam,pai.gn, explained the appeal aftel'.' he summed up a talk 

given by Rabbi Sharf£. Lerner wrote: 

I looked around the room, and what I saw were vultures and 
victims. The vultures were the half-pint commissars exploiting 
the emotions of the unsuspecting Jews. The victims were the· 
group of lower middle class men and women huddled together in 
anxiety. I kept thinking of the little orthodox rabbi •..• 
I think it was because he had dwelt so long over the memory of 
the centuries of •Scars his people had suffered. Even in a free 
America it is a. ha.rd thing to erase the memory of those scars. 
That is why it is so unforgivable for the Communists to keep 
spreading the lie about the Rosenberg case. 

Criticisms of the Left 

Lerner touched upon one of the two basic criticisms made against 

the left response--that the whole response was orchestrated by the 

Connnunist party here in America and in Moscow. Without showing any 

connection, Lerner simply stated that "the Communists" were spreading the 

lie about the Rosenberg case.27 Dawidowicz, too, made this assumption 

as indicated in the subtitle of her article, "The Latest Communist Propa

ganda Trap. 11 28 The other criticism leveled against the left concerned 

that long period of silence during and after the trial before any com

plaints about the Rosenberg case arose from the left. In combination, 

these provided substantial ammunition against the left. 

On the surface, the official Communist Party seemed to·have little 

concern for the case. The Daily Worker barely covered it. Publicly, 

Moscow paid it no attention until June of 1953. Today, it seems rather 

odd (if not to say also unkind) for the Communist Party to ignore the two 

alleged spies who helped Russia obtain the secret of the a.tom bomb. ;let 

those who wanted to minimize the negative reaction to the sentences and 

tnany of those who were fully convinced of the Rosenberg's guilt strongly 

Connnunists were behind any leftist response. They cited the lateness 
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of the left response as proof. The Communists maintained silence until 

they were sure that the Rosenbergs would not confess or talk. Then, 

so this line of reasoning goes, they orchestrated a world-wide campaign 

to gain clemency for the Rosenbergs. If they succeeded, they could point 

out that the United States government succumbed to pressure. If they 

failed, they could make sure the Rosenbergs became martyrs. Addition

ally, so this line of reasoning continues, the Communists planned to 

increase world-wide protests just as blatant anti-Semitism began to rise 

in Communist Eastern Europe and Russia, In other words, the Communists 

planned to use the Rosenberg case as a smoke screen for their own anti

Semitic activities. Finally, to make as close a connection as possible, 

many pointed out that those groups or individuals supporting the Rosen

bergs crossed paths with definite Communist activities. 

Each of these criticisms held some validity. True, a large number 

of the groups and individuals supporting the Rosenbergs had long leftist 

histories which often brushed up against or joined Communist activities. 

Abraham Cronbach knew this when he lent his support. Writing Max Lerner~ 

Cronbach explained that he wished a more respectable group of people 

existed but unfortunately none had spoken up. So he lent his support 

where he coula.29 Morris Schappes, the only Communist Cronbach said he 

knew, stresses today that it was non-party radicals who raised the case 

for the public as an issue of injustice. 

Schappes, at the time of the Rosenberg case an editor of Jewish 

~ and currently of its successor Jewish Currents, explains today that 

the Communist Party kept as far away from the Rosenbergs as possible. 

Schappes remembers being told at the time of a discussion among the 

Communist defendants of the Smith Act tria130 as to whether or not they 

should issue a statement repudiating all possible association with the 
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Rosenhergs. They wexe a;l;';l;'aid. tha.t whi1e heJ_ng t;i;i,e.d. Jo;i; s.ubv:era:Lon~ they 

would also he smeared with some ass·ociation with the Ros;ennet:'gs:, Though 

the statement never came to :fruition, Schappes feels: it :tmpo:rtant to point 

out that the suppo:rt of the Rosenhe.tgs was: o;r.gan::lzed ''outside of the. scope 

of in:l;luence.of the C&,mmunist l?arty,"31 

Schappes explains the lateness of the left res,ponse hy saying, 11We 

probably were as much intimidated as was: the leadership of the. Communist 

Party," Sympathy for the Rosenliergs existed bt1.t 1\vithout s·ome. organiza""' 

tional center thei:e couldn't he anything except sighing and groaning. 

And that's why the Guardian, when Reuben came to it and however it: 

happened . then latent sympathywas transformed into a sense a;f 

outrage. and the intimidation of; the '.McCarthyite atmos:phere was: then con..,, 

fronted with cmr desire to see justice done. 1132 

Afte',(' the formation of the NCSJRC and the involvement of many people?, 

the Communis;t Party climbed onto the bandwagon, But s·chappes· seems to 

feel that the. Communi.st :Pa:i:ty was: far :f:rom orchestrating the. res·ponse, 

anything, many people on the le;ft deplored the :ea:rty"s· lack o,f '.('esponse 

and worked hard to overcome the delay caused by the intimidation o:f: the 

times. 

· The :Jewish. Le;f;t ·as.· Seen Th.tough· "Jewish Life" 
. " .. ) ..... ' 

Morris Schappes had long been a Communist~ always concer,ned with 

giving :radicals of Jewish backg'.('ound a good Jewish education. He had been 

vocal in establ;Lshing and overseeing the New- Yo.rk School of Jew:is·h. Studies: 

(later th.e Jefferson School). During the. Ros:enherg cas·e, he se'l:'Ved on 

the editorial board of Jewish Life, the most radical of Jewis·h. period:i:cals· 

· Jewish Life f irs:t appea,red in November o;f; 1946 as; a 11·mnthly 
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outgrowth of the Communist Yiddish daily Freiheit. 33 Schappes maintains, 

"Our magazine wasn't an official organ of the Communist Party, but its 

editors were Communists." It was tied into the Communist orbit. As did 

many organizations on the left, Jewish Life almost ignored the Rosenberg 

case at first, running only a short article in May, 1951. Nothing appeared 

in the magazine then until November, 1951. Why did Jewish Life wait so 

long? Was it taking orders from the Communist Party? "Not on this," 
I 

answers Morris Schappes to the second question while explaining how intimi-

dated the staff felt in the beginning in answer to the first question. 

Eventually, Jewish Life responded to the Rosenberg case because the Rosen

bergs were Jewish. Had they been black, Jewish Life might also have 

responded. But, as in the Alger Hiss case, Jewish Life would not have 

responded had the Rosenbergs been non-Jewish and non-black. 34 

Jewish Life made its first big break of the silence in November and 

December 1951 with a two-part condensation of Reuben's National Guardian 

series. Louis Harap, managing editor of the magazine, made an even 

larger break to begin 1952. In an article entitled "Anti-Semitism and 

the Rosenbergs," Harap, according to HUAC, launched full-blown the anti

Semitic "canard. 11 35 Harap staunchly maintained that it was not accidental 

that no Jew sat on the jury and that the judge and prosecutor were also 

Jewish. The government wanted to preclude a charge of anti-Semitism in 

meting out death sentences. "Judge Kaufman wanted to convince those who 

would make anti-Semitic capital out of the fact that some alleged atom 

spies were Jewish by showing them that Jews were also 1.50 per cent 

Harap broadened his attack to include the Jewish center. "Judge 

Kaufman's thinking is here similar to that of many frightened Jews of 
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the American Jewish Committee and of the upper middle clas,s, who t:r:y to 

combat the 'Jew-Communist'· stereotype by joining voci;f;er,ously in the 

chorus of Red-baiting. 1137 Ha.rap thr,ew in the word Judenrat 1 the word 

used to describe the councils of Jews who were se.t up by and coopei:-ated 

with Nazi authorities during the holocaust. Hat:'ap h;i;i:J.ted that Kau;l;mants 

behavior was along the lines of Judenrat behavior. Harap then concluded~ 

"To fight to reverse the death sentence against the Rosenbe.rgs is to 

fight against the anti-Semitic implications of the whole i:!,ffair, H3S 

Jewish LHe kept the '.Rosenberg case alive each month. Its next big 

story, in April, carried Hara.p's hint of a .Tudenrat .further, Jack 

Greenstein, in an article entitled "Rise of an Ame'.t'ica.n Judenrat," 

offered evidence that the Jew:i.sh defense organizations we'.i:'e cooperati.ng 

with McCarthy and gang to establish a ,Judenrat prepared to s.e;l:'ve American 

fascism. The evidence offered by Greenstein--an ADL meeting withMcCarthy, 

ADL-caused cancellations of Rosenberg events, an Amex-i:can Jewish Committee 

plot to spread the lie .of Soviet anti-Semitism .... -had some basis in reality· 

and is covered later in this work (Chapter 'V) • Suf .fice t.o say here that 

Greenstein interpreted the evidence for his needs and used s.-ome rather 

exaggerated language, 

The next majox- article appeared in the July issue, aga.in unde'l." 

Hara.p's by-line. Entitled "A Case of BlackmaU~" Ha.1;ap accused the Jewi.sh 

defense organizations of manifesting "no public interest in the case until 

it became evident that the American people,· and especially the Jewish 

conununity, were waking up to the implications· of the ca.s:e. n39 Th.e black"" 

mail Harap saw was on the part of the Jewish defense organizations which; 

l) were blackmailing the, Jewish community into silence on tne. Ros·enberg 

case by the false charge that the Communists had injected anti-S'em,itism 
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and 2) were trying to head off protests of non-Jews awakened by the anti

semitism. 

The charges of anti-Semitism continued unabated during the Slansky 

trial at the end of 1952. Of fourteen leading Czechoslovak Communist 

Party members prosecuted for conspiracy against the state, eleven were 

Jews. The prosecution's case was blatantly anti-Zionistic and anti

Semitism seemed clearly the leading factor in the case.40 Jewish Life 

continued to scream about anti-Semitism in the Rosenberg case, fully blind 

to the anti-Semitic implications of the Slansky trial. Harap, in his 

article "The Truth about the Prague Trial," asked (in all seriousness) 

how anti-Semitism could exist in Czechoslovakia when the Czech minister of 

Justice was a Jew. No one asked Harap the same about Judge Kaufman. 

Jewish Life continued to run appeals for the Rosenbergs until the 

executions. Following the executions, Jewish Life devoted the bulk of 

its August issue to the Rosenbergs calling it "The Legacy of the Rosen

bergs." The August issue repeated some of the earlier anti-Semitic 

charges, for example: no Jews on the jury, the harshness of the judge and 

the prosecutor, the Judenrat and the massive grass roots support for the 

Rosenbergs it attempted to suppress. It stressed again that had Jews not 

been involved, the death sentences would not have been meted out. And 

Jewish Life took pride in feeling that it helped raise the Jewish issue 

early on in the case. 

Jewish Life was to continue its campaign beyond the executions and 

their impact. The charges it made remained the same. At times, it offered 

valid retorts to charges made against it. For example, in response to 

charges that those who supported clemency for the Rosenbergs were Communist 

dupes, Harap was to point out that there were a lot of Communist dupes 

running around, including the Pope himself (who issued an appeal of sorts). 
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An expand.on of thi,s, pos.t..,execut;t.on :reapons.e. appears late;r:- in this work. 

Mor!'is Schappes elaborates the Jewish le.ft response. He saw the 

,TewiEJ.h is.sue in the ca.se as a sociologist and felt that everyone woulci 

be thinking 11What effect will it have on the Jews?" To this day, he main

tains. that Jews were excluded from the jury and that the judge and prose

cutor were unusually harsh because o,f their Judaism. In response to my 

question as to why Rosenberg and Sobell lawyers never 'raised the issue of 

a Jew· on the ju:t.'y, Schappes says that ·many Jewish left-wing lawyers were 

assimilationis.ts. Among Orthodox Jews, .he continues, no one questioned 

that the Rosenbergs we1;e being bothe;t;ed becaus.e they we:t.'e Jews. Schappes 

says that Orthodox Jews felt that a Jew who .faced a general cou!'t could not 

get justice. Refo!'m Jews, he adds, would not have viewed the situation 

in this way.·. But mqst importantly, he states, were the :i::adical Jews who 

sea;1:;che4 fo:r: the Jewish issue. .If you do not search, he stresses, you 

cannot ;find.41 

The Jew:is.h Peace l"ellowsh,i,£ ,ap.d, the S,tpart$e, yet, Bf ave :Fis~te of Abtaham 
· Ctori.ba,ch 

Before we leave the Jewish left :response, we need to examine one 

unique individual. He helped found the Jewish Peace '.Fellowship (JPF) 

which was seen by many at the time of the Rosenberg case as a leftist 

o:rgan;lzation. But the founders and members of the JPF did not see it 

that way. They felt they created and belonged to an organization which 

t:ried to de:t.'ive inspiration from Jewish expe:t.'ien.ce for a.nonviolent way 

of li.fe. The JPF was meant to be a pacifist organization and the unique 

individual involved in th.e founding was Rabbi Abraham C:ronbach, p:rofes.sor 

of Jewish Social Studies. at the. Hebrew Union College in Cincinnati. 

Rabbi Isidor Hoffman wd.tes of C:t;onhach and the. JP:F.'~ 
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Anythtng ;t:'elating to D:r:-, C:r:-onhr.1,ch is. of, spect.;:il 1,.,nte;i::es.t 
to us in the J;J;>F ;f;o',1;' he was one of ou-;i;- ;f;ouride:i;-s · and an ins;p:i.ration 
to many of us, However, many in the leaders:h.;tp o;f; Jf'.F ;tn the 
days of the Rosenberg case disagreed with hi'in. · We felt that the 
Rosenbergs were being used by Ccirrununists in th:ts country and 
elsewhere for their purposes and the chief result of lcl,ctivity 
on their behalf would be to strengthen Communisn:i.. 

We were and are opposed to capital punishment but felt that 
out efforts in regard to it should not focus on acas.e. so clearly 
instigated mainly by Connnunists and :fellow traveler organizations, 
Partly as a result of our non-participation in the capital punish,,.. 
ment aspect of the Rosenberg case some of us did redouole our 
efforts in fighting capital punishment.42 

Cronbach, however, did get involved in the case, in spite of a h.eated 

argument at Grand Central Station in New York with J:PF people regarding 

support ;for the Rosenbergs.43 

As stated earlier., Cronbach was the only national Jewish religious 

flgu;i::e who gave full support to the NCSJRC. He beca:me a sponS:or of the 

NCSJRC, appeared at several 'meetings (including the one Lerner commented 

upon) , wrote countless lette:t:'s ~ authored a pamphlet pub.l;ts,hed b.y the 

NCSJRC, s.tood with Sophie Rosenberg and the two sons at a Rosenberg rally 

in .front of the White House to lead the demonstra,ting crowd in prayer~ met 

wi.th :President Eisenhower and other clergy to appeal £or clemency, and in 

the end gave the eulogy for the Rosenbergs at the funeral home in Brooklyn 

following the executi.ons. Morris. Schappes recognized Cronbach 1 s: importance 

to the Rosenbe:i:' g campaign. He said, "The appearance of C:ronbach was- a 

great force to release many middle.-.class liberal ,Jews ;f:;'rom their fears that 

they should not get involved in the case. 11 44 

C:r::onbach beca:me a sponsor of the NCSJRC in April of 1952. 45 :ee:t:'ha,ps. 

it was his contact through his £0:rme:r:: colleague.' s son.-.fn .. ,law, Jos·eph 

B:i;-a,inin, which led him to involvement. 'Mo:re likely, howevert. it was through 

the inte';t:'vention of a young Univers.ity o;f; Cincinnati instructor who inter

ested him in the case. 46 C:ronbach was ·repe.lled by the use of capital 
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punishment, especially in the case of a woman. He also saw a dilemma in 

the case, about which he wrote after the executions: 

I believed the punishment to be excessive even if the Rosen
bergs were guilty. The Rosenbergs were, in fact, not executed 
for espionage. They were executed for refusing to confess 
espionage. Had they confessed, they would have been sav~ 
from death, They insisted to the end that confession was 
impossible because there was nothing for them to confess. 
Had the Rosenbergs been guilty, they would have been fortunate: 
they needed only to confess, and their sentence would have 
been commuted to imprisonment. Unfortunately, they were 
innocent and, for that reason, they had to perish •.• 
this •.• could have been the case.47 

While allowing that there might be something to the view that a 

non-Jewish judge would have been more lenient, Cronbach could not agree 

with those who found anti-Semitism in the case. 48 But such did not stop 

him from writing Judge Kaufman asking for mercy. He wrote, "Mercy is 

the very cornerstone of Judaism. Our ancient Rabbis taught 'Whosoever 

hath mercy on others shall obtain mercy on high, 1 " and concluded ''Aptly 

does our Bible say, 'He that followeth after mercy findeth life.' I 

beseech you, Judge, remove the shadow of death from Julius and Ethel 

Rosenberg. 11 49 His pamphlet published by the NCSJRC was entitled Mercy 

for the Rosenbergs. 

In spite of his unique position on the Jewish left, Cronbach did 

not consider himself a Communist dupe. Responding to Rabbi Sam Silver's 

questioning, Cronbach wrote: 

Were they [the NCSJRC] using me? Yes--as the Community Chest 
has used me, as the National Federation of Temple Youth has 
used me, and as the Hebrew Union College has used me. Anyone 
who enlists and receives my help is "using" me.SO 

In time, Cronbach came to question the guilt of the Rosenbergs 

although when he entered the campaign he was convinced of their guilt.51 

He was concerned strictly with the saving of two lives,' In his own 

Ptivate campaign, he was often at odds with others supporting the 
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Rosenbergs, Unlike them~ C:r;Qnba,ch saw all sides of an issue and gave 

much credence to the opposition, He defined his own position as that 

of ethical relativity~ i.e.~ that which to one person symbolizes good 

symbolizes to another treason. He felt that his opponents were just as 

~tncere and honest about their beliefs and convictions as he was about 

his. In the Rosenberg eulogy, C:ronbach caused a stir among the mourners 

when he gave credit to the judges and President, 

Yet Cronbach perhaps carried this wonderful faith to an unrealistic 

extreme. In 1956, Cronbach was attacked by .the HUAC report Trial by 

Treaso.n. He survived that crisis although the Cincinnati press took 

advantage of it (see Chapter V below). Several years passed. Then, 

in 1963, HUAC had begun to fade. Aubrey Williams asked Cronbach to 

join a national committee to abolish HUAC. Cronbach declined, writing: 

I refer to the fact that the HUAC once made me one of 
its victims. It named me in a defamatory publication because 
I had urged a commutation of the death sentence imposed upon 
the Rosenbergs. 

Granting my signature to your project would be, for me, 
an act of revenge; and I have religious scruples against taking 
revenge.52 

Cronbach was an unusual figure in the Rosenberg affair, representing 

a unique response--his very own. 
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C~TER IV 

THE JEWISH CENTER 

The Amorphous Center--An Introduction 

We have completed examinations of representative responsesof the Jew

ish right and the Jewish left. These two extremes now need to be placed 

into relationship with the large Jewish center. To pick a representa

tive response from this large center presents no easy task. For the bulk 

of Jewish organizations can be found in the center. So which organization 

best represents this amorphous center, with so many organizations offering 

all different kinds of programs and activities? 

Remembering Greenstein's and Harap's charges against Jewish defense 

organizations, and the upper middle class Jewish establishment narrows down 

our task. We find that while several organizations responded in one way or 

another to the Rosenbergs, only three organizations made significant re

sponses--the American Jewish Committee (AJC), the Anti-Defamation League 

(ADL), and the National Community Relations Advisory Council (NCRAC). All 

three were and are Jewish defense organizations while the American Jewish 

Committee--the oldest of the bunch--was long considered the domain of the 

upper middle class Jewish establishment. It was to be the AJC which made 

the most significant response to the Rosenberg situation. In fact, so 

significant was its response that it orchestrated the responses of the other 

Jewish defense organizations. 

The AJC was established in 1906 by the American German Jewish estab

lishment "to prevent the infraction of the civil and religious rights of 
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Jews in any part of the world. 111 Beginning with the plight of Russian 

Jewry, the AJC rapidly broadened its concerns. In the 1920's, the AJC 

fought the Jew-Communist charge spread by the "Protocols of the Elders of 

Zion" and by Henry Ford's Dearborn Independent. By the 1950's, the AJC 

was a large operation on guard against all kinds of anti-Jewish activity 

and working towards better understanding of human relations as seen in the 

name of its headquarters, the Institute of Human Relations. 

The response of the AJC forms the backbone of the response of the 

Jewish center and occurs in four phases--the first phase up to the Rosen

berg arrests, the second phase from the arrests to the executions, the 

third phase from the executions to the House Committee on Un-American 

Activities (HUAC) hearings, and the fourth phase of the HUAC hearings 

themselves. The connecting figure of all four phases is Dr. Solomon And

hil Fineberg. 

PHASE I -- From the Beginning of the AJC's Anti-Communism Program to the 
Rosenberg Arrests 

S. Andhil Fineberg 

An examination of the response of the AJC must begin with a look at 

the man who was to guide this response, Dr. S. Andhil Fineberg. Fineberg 

was and still is a fascinating man, born in Pittsburgh in 1896 and ordained 

as rabbi by the Hebrew Union College in 1920. His name in itself is fas

cinating. Named Solomon An=thel Fineberg by his parents, he changed it 

later to give his wife Hilda some credit for who he was and what he did. 

Thus, Solomon and Hilda coalesced into Solomon Andhil Fineberg. 

He found serving several congregations that congregational life was 

not for him. So he left the congregational pulpit and, in 1939, began 
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working for the American Jewish Committee as a community relations con

sultant eventually becoming the A.JC's Director of Community Service. He 

specialized in combating anti-Semitism, writing a book entitled Overcom

ing Anti-Semitism in 1943. In the book, Fineberg summed up several of his 

feelings, writing: 

What did the Italians do about Al Capone or the Irish do 
about any Irish thug? Make your critic understand that if he 
cannot accept the responsibility for the recalcitrant conduct 
of everyone born within his own fold, neither can Jews •.•. 
Make that man sympathize with you and with other Jews by making 
him realize that every bad man is a problem for all society .. 

If a Jew is being "railroaded" or "framed" because of an
ti-Semitic motives, he deserves the same moral, financial, or 
other help that any man deserves who is being unjustly prose
cuted, regardless of the reason. But be careful about the man 
who shields himself by saying that, were he not a Jew, he would 
not be subject to this persecution. 2 

In his work, Fineberg was to develop the idea of the quarantine 

method as a way of combating blatant anti-Semitism. Essentially a method 

to combat anti-Semitism by persuading the media to tone down anti-Semitic 

coverage and play up the damage caused by anti-Semitic activity to dem

ocracy and civil rights, Fineberg began its development to combat Gerald 

L. K. Smith. Noting that an anti-Semite's most valuable asset was publi

city and that public opposition only increased this publicity, Fineberg 

laid down some eight points to follow which would limit publicity without 

allowing the anti-Semite creditability. Critics of the quarantine method 

were those who thought that anti-Semitism should be fought openly while 

the most vocal critics of the left sarcastically called it the "hush hush" 

or the "shah shah" method. 3 

Finally, as introduction, Fineberg was and is an ardent anti-Communist. 

His anti-Communism began soon after the Bolshevik Revolution, as he sensed 
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the atheistic nature of Communism. Fineberg's anti-Communism was to com

bine with his notions of combating anti-Semitism and his idea of the quar

antine method as he became the focal point of the Jewish center's re

sponse to the Rosenberg case. 

Beginnings of AJC Concern with Communism 

In a retrospective written in 1973, Fineberg remembers his perception 

of the Communist threat: 

The Communist Party, USA, had ethnic divisions, includ
ing one that sought to convert Jews to Communism and to or
ganize them as infiltrators in Jewish organizations • 

. . Communism created grievous problems for the Amer
ican public and, because of anti-Semitism, additional hazards 
for Jews.4 

The AJC's first public announcement on Communism came in May of 1947. 

Aware of problems from the American right and left on Communism, the AJC 

executive committee adopted a statement reading: "That the staff, by the 

accepted methods of AJC and as part of its continuous program to strenghthen 

democracy, direct its efforts to combat the attempt of reactionary and com

munistic minded groups alike .falsely and viciously to identify Jews and 

Communists. 115 The AJC was divided. Some staff people wanted a large pro

gram to disassociate Jews from Communism. A staff committee on Communism 

was proposed, under Fineberg's leadership. A program was proposed in De

cember 1947 to publicize liberal Jews who fought Communism and to stress 

the incompatibility between Communism and Judaism in publications such as 

£0 tnmentary. This was expanded a month later to include: 1) acquainting 

Jews with the dangers of associating with Communist and Communist-front or-

.. ganizations, 2) acquainting the general public with the opposition of Jew

ish labor to Communism, and 3) acquainting the public with facts on the 
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status of Jews living under Communist rule. 6 

These programs were not implemented. Even though Fineberg and AJC 

executive vice-president John Slawson favored them, membership support did 

not exist. Thus, the AJC anti-Communism campaign lay dormant for a couple 

of years--until Jewish names began popping up in trials and investigations 

about Communist activities and, in the summer of 1949, when anti-Semites 

joined the Peekskill, New York, anti-Communist riots. 7 The AJC, once again, 

prepared to respond. 

All-American Conference to Combat Communism 

Early in 1950, the American Legion invited various national organiza

tions to form an organization to combat Communism. To be called the All

American Conference to Combat Communism (AAC), the American Legion's invi

tations went out to many Jewish groups, including the AJC. Of all the 

Jewish organizations, only the Jewish War Veterans and the AJC accepted 

invitations. And the AJC's acceptance came only after much in-house debate. 

Slawson laid down some recommendations for the AJC's affiliation-

"respect for individual liberties, attacks on all forms of totalitarianism 

and subversive elements, and a positive approach to civil rights. 118 The 

AJC wanted to keep the AAC from becoming a haven for witch-hunting vigi

lantes and anti-Semites and also wanted to avoid any misimpressions that 

might have been drawn had it not joined. Without a doubt, the AJC's affil

iation did moderate the AAC and encourage other establishment groups to 

affiliate, Such can be seen in Fineberg's speech to the AAC entitled "The 

Role of Religion in Combating Communism" given on March 10, 1951. In 

that speech, Fineberg warned that fear of Communism should not become a 

mania. 

51 



Over the years, many organizations withdrew from the AAC. Under Fine

berg's encouragement, the Jewish War Veterans remained until 1973, even 

though the AJC pulled out in 1968. The AJC's decision to join the MC in 

1950 reawakened the dormant anti-Communist campaign. And on June 27, 1950, 

the AJC recommended that no demonstrably Communist affiliated or 'led organ

ization be allowed membership in Jewish communal institutions. 

The Arrests Begin 

Every summer Fineberg headed up to New England to refresh and relax. 

The summer of 1950 started out the same way. Yet Fineberg's vacation 

was cut abruptly short by a phone call from Slawson. Over the phone, 

Slawson stated, "Come on, hurry back right away, we've got~ problem. 

Jews have been arrested for atomic spying and you can imagine the amount 

of anti-Semitism this will create." 

Fineberg's immediate response was right in character. He felt the 

AJC should follow business as usual. "All crimes are individual, 11 he ex

plained and that a whole group should not be held responsible for what cer

tain individuals do. 9 Fineberg had little notion then of what was soon 

to develop. 

But other organizations were worried. At the request of the execu

tive director of Cincinnati's Jewish Community Relations Council, the 

NCRAC held a meeting to discuss the problem of identification of Jews with 

Communism. At that time, July 27, 1950, the NCRAC decided to take no ac

tion, The final arrests of the alleged spy ring--of Ethel Rosenberg and 

Morton Sobell--were to occur in just three weeks. 
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PHASE II -- From the Arrests to the Executions 

Introduction 

Fineberg eventually did return from New England. The atomic spy 

arrests, in combination with the Korean War, had made the situation a bit 

uncomfortable.. As one of the most vocal anti-Connnunist American rabbis, 

Fineberg had been asked to become coordinator of Staff Activities in ref

erence to Connnunism. By October of 1950, he chaired a Staff Committee on 

Connnunism made up of over twenty AJC staff people with two purposes: 1) 

to disassociate Jews from Communism and 2) to prevent wrongful measures 

for combating the Communist threat through the Civil Rights Division of 

the AJc. 10 Among the AJC people to serve on this Committee during its few 

years of existence were Alfred L. Bernheim, Director of the Public Informa

tion and Education Department; Monroe Berger, a writer in the Foreign Af

fairs Department; Louis Breier; Martin Clurman, Publicity Assistant; El

liot Cohen, editor of Connnentary; David Danzig, Program Coordinator of the 

Department of Administration; Lucy Dawidowicz; Morris Fine, Director of the 

Library of Jewish Information; Herbert Foster; Joseph Gordon, Research 

Specialist with the Library of Jewish Information; Eliezer Greenberg, Dir

ector of Yiddish Press Relations; George Hexter, Executive Assistant; 

Milton Hinnnelfarb, in charge of education on Jewish connnunal issues; 

George Kellman, Director of the Investigative Division; Edwin J. Lucas, 

Director of the Civil Rights Department; Dorothy M. Nathan, Director of 

Servicing of the Community Service Department; Simon Segal, Director of 

the Foreign Affairs Department; Manheim Shapiro; David Sigman, Director 

of the Labor Division; Nathan Weisman:, Director of Connnunity Activities; 

and Joseph Wolfson, Coordinator and Foreign Affairs Representative in 
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Washington. Eventually, the Committee was divided into three major sec

tions: 1) the Appraisal Committee, 2) the Planning (or Steering) Commit

tee, and 3) the Committee on Projects. So serious did the AJC consider 

the Rosenberg affair that a special subcommittee on the Rosenbergs was 

formed. It was from these committees, especially from Fineberg himself 

to his superiors, that the AJC campaign was to develop. 

The AJC response must now be examined chronologically. I will do my 

best to isolate it, but this cannot and should not be fully done. For the 

AJC response was not an isolated affair. The AJC considered and responded 

to the actions made by the Jewish left. Then, as in a vicious cycl:e, the 

left offered a counter-reaction spurring on a further center response. 

Additionally, other outside factors encouraged varying responses by the 

center. However, I have made a very serious attempt to exclude foreign 

and governmental contacts in the following account. Such contacts will 

be examined in later chapters. We now return to 1950. 

A Chronological Account 

The same October 1950 memorandum which stated the two goals of the 

Staff Committee on Communism also suggested the taking of a poll to de

termine the extent of association in the public mind between Jew and Com

munist and spy. Funding, stated the memorandum, could perhaps be shared 

with the ADL. Phase II of the AJC response had begun. 

Yet the notion of a poll dated back three months earlier. In a con

fidential memorandum dated July 31, 1950, to John Slawson from the AJC's 

Director of Scientific Research, Dr. Samuel H. Flowerman, the notion of 

a poll began to take shape, It was entitled "Public Relations Effects 

'i of Activities of Jewish Atom Spies." In it Flowerman warned, "The present 

.situation is regarded as being potentially more dangerous than the situa-
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tion which obtained during World War II," with the enemy as Communist 

Russia instead of Nazi Germany. Because of the publicity over spy ac

tivities by Jews and by people with Jewish-sounding names, Flowerman in

dicated a concern about non-Jews imputing treasonable activities and 

motives to Jews. Moderating this with a doubt that it could reach seri-

ous proportions, Flowerman indicated an even more serious concern. He 

warned, "Efforts to disidentify Jews as a group from instances of bad 

behavior will continue to be fraught with danger," and cited as examples: 

calling attention to incidents mostly ignored; establishing as yet unper

ceived links by the public; confirming notions of collective responsibil

ity by disclaimers of it; and "boomerang effects" that might occur in the 

event that Soviet anti-Semitism was poorly exposed. 

In place of such efforts, Flowerman suggested a concern with the 

larger community,with Jews visibly helping to improve general conditions. 

He also suggested the use of the AJC investigative staff. "During re

cent years," he wrote, "we infiltrated into rightist organizations to ex

plore them, etc. Why can't we do this with Communist organizations, also 

using our knowledge to scare off Jews." With this, he proposed the use 

of "propaganda of fact" and suggested certain facts to publicize. Finally, 

Flowerman added some interesting possibilities. He suggested talks, quiet 

and discreet, with editors and government officials. He carried this fur

ther in suggesting consultation with Justice and Treasury Department 

officials to make certain that no bias existed in the arrests, to warn of 

dangers of group association, and to offer AJC cooperation (more on this 

Chapter V). 

Flowerman then did conduct a poll in November 1950 with the assistance 

the National Opinion Research Center. A detailed examination of the 
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polls will be made in Chapter IX. Suffice to say here that, in combina

tion with a follow-up poll in April 1951, the results indicated that 

the public made little, if any, association between Jew and Communist and 

spy. Flowerman reported these encouraging results at an AJC staff meet

ing in April 1951 and sent a confidential flyer to Slawson with the fig

ures on May 4, 1951. 

April 1951 also saw the Rosenberg and Sobell sentencing. Many of 

the Yiddish newspapers reacted negatively to the sentencing, wondering 

aloud if Judge Kaufman acted harshly because of his Judaism. The left was 

to pick this up several months later. The AJC, however, was faced with 

such thoughts as early-as the Yiddish press. On the advice of fellow 

physicist Philip Lilienthal, Stanford professor and later Nobel laureate 

Dr. Felix Bloch wrote to the president of the AJC, Jacob BlausteinJl Bloch, 

a German Jewish refugee, had been involved in America's atom bomb project. 

Concerned over the death sentences, Bloch wrote a clemency appeal to Pres

ident Truman, a copy of which he mailed Blaustein. To Truman Bloch stated: 

"Being a Jew, I am keenly aware of the possibility that Judge Kaufman has 

chosen the utmost severity towards the convicted jewish [sic] couple. 

because of the fact that he is Jewish himself. In this case, his sen

tence would have been a reaction to the principle of collective guilt, ap

plied to jews [sic] by anti-Jewish elements and, in this respect, would 

have been influenced by personal rather than objective motives. 11 In his 

cover letter to Blausteinj Bloch added that he was concerned about reper

cussions the Rosenberg case might have for American Jews. He wrote, "Since 

it is taken for granted by non-jews [sic] that a jew [sic] feels pity for 

a fellow jew [sic], his [Kaufman's] lack of mercy will be interpreted as 

a sign of a guilty conscience and will merely arouse more suspicion. 1112 
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Lilienthal agreed with Bloch's thoughts, if not his methods, writing to 

Blaustein, 11 if the Jews in this country take this matter lying down, 

it may be an opening for something more serious. Bloch tells me this is 

. 13 exactly what happened in Germany." 

Blaustein passed Bloch's letter on to Slawson for advice on a re

sponse, Slawson then turned to his staff to solicit opinions. Several 

found agreement, at least in part, with Bloch. Alfred Bernheim, Director 

of AJC's Public Information and Education Department, and Edwin Lucas, 

Director of its Civil Rights Department, indicated to Slawson that they 

felt Kaufman was influenced by a notion of group responsibility meting .out 

a revolting sentence. Yet both felt that for the AJC to act would only 

add to the problem. 14 Fineberg, however, did not agree with Bloch. In his 

response, Fineberg stressed a point he would consistently make throughout 

the Rosenberg case. He noted that no one should say, without concrete 

proof, that a Jew who sits as a judge cannot act without bias in sentencing 

Jews. Such could disqualify Jews as judges. He then added that since the 

AJC called for capital punishment in Nazi criminal cases, i.t cannot oppose 

15 
it for the Rosenbergs. 

Blaustein was to combine both views in his response to Bloch. Noting 

"my personal reaction with respect to the severity of the sentence imposed 

upon the Rosenbergs was not unlike your own," Blaustein added that he 

opposed any Jewish organizational activity for it might lend creditability 

to the notion of group responsibility. Pointing out that the trial was 

fair and the sentences were in line with other sentences, Blaustein 

16 
,stressed that Kaufman should not be disqualified because of his religion. 

A year later, Blaustein's letter to Bloch was sent out to all AJC area 

chairmen as an example of a possible response. 
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A New York Mirror editoria1
17 

prompted a staff memorandum on April 

24, 1951, which was revised on May 14, 1951. The Mirror editorial ar

gued that the public should look at the good Jews involved in the case-

Kaufman, Saypol, and Cohn--and gave examples of other ethnic groups 

wherein general conclusions could not be drawn from individual cases. 

Debating the merits and demerits, the staff memorandum concluded that 

such editoria~ only lent credence to the notion of group responsibility. 

Entitled "Public Comment on the A-Spies" and put together by Fineberg, 

the memo boiled down to one line: 

The actions of these spies were the acts of individual.sin 
no way influenced by the fact that they are Jews. 

The AJC thought it saw a crisis. Although its own polls indicated 

otherwise, the AJC did begin to form a position motivated by the concern 

over Kaufman's sentences expressed in several corners. And then the AJC 

kept silent until the National Guardian, the NCSJRC, and Jewish Life 

made various charges--including anti-Semitism--at the end of 1951 and the 

beginning of 1952. 

In February of 1952, Fineberg put forth the AJC position on Jewish 

involvement in the NCSJRC in a letter. Writing that "no meeting of Com

munist or Communist dominated organizations should be held in buildings 

owned by Jewish organizations," Fineberg stated that he felt the Rosenberg 

Committee fell in the same category. He then warned that the FBI was 

keeping special note of all pro-Communist affairs and the help they 

. d 18 receive, 

This was followed in March by a public document summarizing the 

Rosenberg campaign on the left since the sentencing. Entitled "The 

Defense of Ethel and Julius Rosenberg: A Communist Attempt to Inject 

the Jewish Issue" and intended for all chapter chairmen and contact 
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people at other Jewish organizations, the document came to the conclusion 

that the identification of Jews with Communists by Communists served two 

purposes. It stated: 

First, it is used cynically as a means of duping some innocents 
into believing that defense of Communists really means defense 
of Jews. Second and more important, by publicly forcing the 
association, the Communists hope to blackmail Jews so that they 
will defend the Communists .to allow themselves to be defended by 
Communists, and eventually suffer the consequences of public iden
tification with Communists.19 

As a cover letter for this document, Fineberg enclosed a question

naire to get a feel for the Rosenberg campaign on a local level. Fineberg 

wanted chapter heads to let him know the extent of organized Rosenberg 

support, the amount and type of Jewish organizational and media help given 

the Rosenberg supporters, and what type of help he could offer from the 

national office. 20 This questionnaire can be found in Appendix B-1. 

March 1952 saw one other event in the Jewish center's response. The 

cover story of that month's ADL Bulletin was an article on the Rosenbergs 

subtitled "Communists have faked a Jew-baiting issue in the Rosenberg 

case." It was written by one Oliver Pilat, a reporter for the New York 

Post. Quite critical of Rosenberg supporters, Pilat had become deeply in

volved in the case. On March 28, 1952 he addressed a letter to the editor 

of Commentary. In it he stated that his research about the Rosenbergs in-

dicated that "these twisted individuals, before they became traitors to 

their country, were first traitors to their own families, faith, and group." 

Irving Engel, AJC's executive committee chairman, sent copies of Pilat's 

letter out to the Joint Defense Appeal of New York to alert people to 

what he saw as Communist Party maneuvers which were aiding the extreme 

right in its attempts to link Jews with Communism. 

Where Pilat's involvement in the case began is simple enough, The 

B_ew York Post assigned him the atom spy stories when the arrests began in 
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1950, climaxing in a five-part series immediately after the convictions 

in 1951, Why he became so deeply involved is another matter open to con

jecture. Following his assistance to the AJC and the ADL, he went on to 

author the first book on the atom spies (described in Chapter I). 

Pilat also had a minor role in the meeting of the Rockaway branch of 

the NCSJRC on April 29, 1952. Fineberg attended the meeting, along with 

75-85 other people. The guest speaker was Helen Sobell, Mort Sobell's 

wife. The New York World-Telegra~ story the following day read: 

After she (Mrs. Sobell] finished (speaking] and some money 
had been collected, a well-dressed, middle-aged man arose and 
charged that "the whole thing is a stage show." 

He wanted to know why the connnittee had waited a whole year 
after the sentencing of the Rosenbergs before starting the move
ment for a new trial. 

Mrs. Sobell fainted. 

"Pay no attention to that!? the man shouted. "She' 11 always. 
faint when something like this happens. She's a wonderful actress!" 

Another man in the audience then got to his feet, cried "Oh, 
my God!" placed his hand to his heart and collapsed, 

A third man fell over a chair in the excitement. 

The man who had caused all this flurry hurried out of the room 
and ran down the street before anyone could learn who he was. 

Both the World-Telegram reporter and Pilat knew who the well-dressed man 

was. They kept his identity secret, at his request. He was S. Andhil 

Fineberg, who did not want his identity known at the meeting. 

Fineberg remembered that meeting for years to come. He felt he had 

proved a point and had demonstrated the fallacies of the left. He would 

constantly refer back to a quote made by Helen Sobell at that meeting. 

During her talk, Fineberg heard her say, "Julie and Ethel could save 

their own skins by talking, but Julie and Ethel will never betray their 

fri d i121 en s. He felt thts was an obvious indication mf their guilt. 
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Secrecy seemed an important concern. Several days earlier, on 

April 14, 1952, the AJC's Los Angeles Area Directo.r Frederick A. Schreiber 

had attended another meeting of the NCSJRC. Some 600 people attended this 

Los Angeles branch meeting along with one Joseph Greenberg. Joseph 

Greenberg did not exist. The name was Schreiber's cover through which 

to view the meeting and send a report on it back to New York. Schreiber 

took note of local sponsors, times, age distribution, and speakers. He 

summarized the speakers' comments and offered his impressions of the 

meeting. He summed up his report: 

The theme of anti-Semitism and anti-minorityism, the threat 
of impending mass-extermination and gas chambers, comparison 
to Nazi methods and policies stood out as the major intention 
of this rally. "If the Rcisenbergs must die--then all Jews 
will have to die" was the thought with which the poeple were 
sent home. 22 

Schreiber also offered some other interesting comments. He found the 

reaction to the speeches reminiscent of German Nazi party rallies of the 

early 1930's. And he used his cover to further his "spy activities." He 

wrote: 

Two women suddenly looked scared when I walked over to their 
side. (trying to catch some of their conversation). They 
pulled away from me. My remark that it was wonderful to have 
such a turnout of people and that it is encouraging to see 
how many courageous people there are left changed their fears 
to joy and at once they confided that they suspect everybody 
of being a "Gestapo. 11 23. 

Schreiber also "eye-flirted" with a young woman in attendance and 

made "a'pick-up" following the meeting--not out of a romantic interest but 

to further delve into the meeting and surrounding activities. Schreiber's 

report can be found in Appendix B-2. Perhaps as a partial result of these 

meetings, the Planning Committee on Communism determined a need existed 

to send out a memorandum warning rabbis of the NCSJRc. 24 

The Jewish center response finally jelled in May 1952. It was first 
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given a boost by the American Civil Liberties Union (ACLU). In a memoran

dum put out by Staff Counsel Monte Levy which found no issue of civil lib-

erties in the Rosenberg case, mention of the issue of anti-Semitism was 

made. Levy wrote: 

Anti-Semitism [sic]. The contention has been made that anti
Semitism somehow played a part in this case. No such conten
tion was made by the attorneys for the Rosenbergs.· Such a 
contention would seem to be far fetched indeed, since not only 
the judge but the prosecutor and members of his staff were Jew
ish. In addition, the Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith 
has condemned the effort to inject the spectre of anti-Semitism 
into the case. A p~!phlet on this subject is available from 
their offices ••• 

The ACLU memorandum gave strength to Fineberg's attempt to get the 

AJC board to pass a statement proclaiming anti-Semitism in the Rosenberg 

case a false issue. Succeeding at this, Fineberg took the statement to the 

NCRAC. Since the NCRAC was a coordinating body of six major Jewish organ-

,,-" 

izations (see below), a statement made by it would carry greater impact 

than one made by the AJC alone. So Fineberg worked through a similar pro

posal at the NCRAC which appeared in the form of a pr.ess release on May 

13, 1952, for Anglo-Jewish weeklies. After a short introduction, the state

ment declared: 

Any group of American citizens has a right to express its views 
as to the severity of the sentence in any criminal case. At
tempts are being made, however, by a Communist inspired group 
called the National Connnittee to Secure Justice in the Rosenberg 
Case, to inject the false issue of anti-Semitism into the Rosen
berg case. We condemn these efforts to mislead the people of 
this country by unsupported charges that the religious ancestry 
of the defendants was a factor in the case. We denounce this 
fraudulent effort to confuse and manipulate public opinion for 
ulterior political purposes. 

The full text of this statement can be found in Appendix B-3. 

With the strength of the ACLU and the NCRAC behind him, Fineberg pre

pared an article "for rabbis, Jewish journalists, and other molders of Jew

ish opinion1126 entitled "The Connnunists Find a- New Opening: The Rosen-
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berg Case as a Wedge." Fineberg set out to expose the whole Connnunist 

frame-up. He wrote a first draft on May 15 and released the final copy 

on June 5. The final copy was shorter, less vicious in its attacks, and 

cut out Fineberg's consistent earlier use of the personal "I." But the 

ideas remained the same. 

Fineberg first gave a history of the left appeal and then offered 

arguments to refute the claims of anti-Semitism and the claims of an 

unfair trial made by the left. Of course, he cited the ACLU and the NCRAC 

statements. Then Fineberg aimed several lines directly at his audience, 

He wrote: 

When the Communists of Soviet Russia were seeking to stamp 
out religion, every American Connnunist declared his atheism 
avidly. Now that religious persecution has reacted against 
Russia in public opinion, the Communists, although all of 
them are atheists, stretch out a hypocritical hand to clergy
men. It is not surprising that the Rosenberg Committee has 
targeted its literature to rabbis. Not that they really care 
about principles ••. But it is a good tactic now--very good 
tactic, to get those whom the public respects and who in turn 
respect justice and mercy to speak up in this case and become 
pawns of the Rosenberg Committee. 27 

Fineberg concluded: 

•• , we find Communists and fellow-travellers trying to make 
anti-Semitism and anti-Communism appear synonymous, Hostile 
to Judaism and devoid of religious principles, they try to 
blackmail American Jewry into promoting Communist causes. 
They employ any tactic that may ensnare the unwary. The net 
that is being woven from spurious threads of the Rosenberg 
case must be regarded as one more example of Communist 
trickery. 28 

Fineberg's article can be found in Appendix B-4. 

Fineberg had now established himself in the public eye as the Jewish 

center's representative in responding to the Rosenberg case and the NCSJRC. 

Conservative (not in the religious sense) Cincinnati Rabbi Michael Aaron

sohn wrote Fineberg about his article saying that Benjamin Schultz had 

carried the burden too long by himself. It was good he now had assis-
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tance. 29 Yet Fineberg met quiet resistance, both from AJC colleagues 

and from rabbinic colleagues. The resistance centered upon Fineberg's 

outspokenness and his seeming lack of sympathy for those struggling with 

the death penalty. Few quibbled with Fineberg about the trial and 

convictions. 

Other public articles began to appear espousing views similar to 

Fineberg's. Lucy Dawidowicz had three articles published on the Rosen

berg case during the last six months of 1952. Dawidowicz not only served 

on the staff of the AJC's Library of Jewish Information, but she also sat 

on its Staff Committee on Communism. Her first article, printed in Com

mentary (the monthly published by the AJC), examined what she perceived 

as the Communist propaganda trap. She covered much the same ground as 

Fineberg, yet added what she thought were the pro-Rosenberg campaign's 

main intentions: 

The primary intention of the hullabaloo is ..• to demon
strate that anti-Communism leads inevitably to anti-Semitism, 
and that the Truman administration, by resisting the march 
of world Communism, must thereby develop int.o a fascist 
regime. A secondary aim .• is to pick up sympathy and sup
port from individual Jews who may be suckers ·for this par
ticular bait ..•• A possible third intention ... is to 
further provoke the lunatic fringe of anti-Semites by confirm
ing the equivalence of "Jew" and "Communist, 11 thus creating 
fertile soil for the kind of bitter divisive strife that the 
Communists know so well how to exploit. 30 

Dawidowicz then wrote two other articles, both of which appeared in 

the periodical The New Leader. Although not sponsored by the AJC, Th~ 

New Leader attracted a similar group of writers and readers as Connnentary. 

In the first of her two New Leader articles, Dawidowicz posited that the 

Communist Party had not called for commutation for the Rosenbergs because 

it preferred two dead martyrs to two potential witnesses. The second of 

the two articles suggested that the NCSJRC was part of an international 

hate-America campaign. In years to come, both Commentary and The New 
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Leader were to remain quite critical of the Rosenbergs and their supporters. 

In November of 1952, Fineberg was able to survey the progress made. 

In a confidential memorandum to members of the Committee on Communism, 

Fineberg stated that he felt the AJC condemnation of the NCSJRC had kept 

reputable Jewish organizations away. He then noted what little respectable 

Jewish support the NCSJRC had received: 

Only three rabbis, Dr. George Fox, who is somewhat of 
an eccentric; Dr,. Ahrahatn Crcmbach, a retired professor of 
the Hebrew Union College, who has always been an ivory-chair 
moon gazer; and an obdurate and opinionated rabbi of an in
significant Orthodox congregation have lent support to the 
committee •••• 

Dr. Fox, while continuing his efforts toward clemency, 
has withdrawn his cooperation from the Rosenberg committee. 
Dr. Cronbach. is hopeless. He is being used as a perfect 
Communist stooge, a well-meaning but muddle-headed non-Com
munist who comes under the influence of such organizations 
as the Rosenberg committee. 

Quarantine has been effectively applied to the Rosen
berg Committee. But messages from abroad and from public 
figures asking for clemency cannot be quarantined unless 
they come directly from the Rosenberg committee. 

Fineberg then concluded: 

Certainly the AJC should not recommend execution of 
these atomic spies or take any position for or against 
clemency. But every appeal for clemency will play 
right into the hands of the Rosenberg 6ornmittee. It 
will bring non-Communists and anti-Communists under;·the, 
influence of the Rosenberg aommittee. 31 

A second ACLU document, approved December 1, 1952, and released one week 

later, strengthened Fineberg's efforts. The ACLU stressed once again 

that no evidence existed to substantiate claims that the death sentences 

were motivated by religious and/or political considerations. In spite of 

all his efforts, however, support for the Rosenbergs grew as 1952 came to 

an end, 

Perhaps some correlation existed between the rise in Rosenberg sup

port and the events taking place in Czechoslovakia and Russia. The Slansky 
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trial took place, followed by the doctors' purge in Russia. With the 

Slansky trial occurring at the end of 1952 and paralleling the rise in 

Rosenberg support and protests for the Rosenbergs around the world, sev

eral observers commented on an apparent cover-up. In spite of the claims 

of Jewish Life, Fineberg clearly saw Communist anti-Semitism being re

vealed in the Czech purge. 32 Fineberg made the explicit correlation a 

year later when he wrote: 

The sudden tremendous increase of interest in the Rosenberg 
case began when the Communist overlords realized that a mis
take had been made in furnishing flagrant proof of anti-Sem
itism. The elimination of Jewish culture and the decimation 
of Jewish life behind the Iron Curtain would continue, but 
without furnishing a public spectacle. To diminish world-wide 
wrath about the Prague trials, the Communists leaped aboard 
the.Rosenberg train.33 

So concerned did Fineberg become with growing Rosenberg support and 

increasing criticism of the American judicial proceedings that he orches

trated the preparation of a joint statement on the case by six represent

atives of the three major religious groups in the United States. Fine

berg wanted the statement to deny all claims of anti-Semitism and to 

offer support for the American judicial system. In reflecting on his 

efforts to pull this together, Fineberg commented: 

I wanted three clergymen .•• a rabbi, a minister, and a 
priest, and three laymen, a Catholic and a Protestant and 
a Jew, prominent men to say simply, "For goodness sake, 
trust our courts, stop assuming that they would condemn the 
innocent." I didn't mean to say, mind you, that they should 
not have been executed at all, but not to write off the 
American judicial system as being so dreadful it would al
low a horrible monstrous thing to happen and, you know, I 
had a horribly difficult time trying to get people ...• 
They did not want to appear unmerciful.Jij 

In the end, Fineberg found his six men. They were industrialist and 

former General Electric president Charles E. Wilson; former New York State 

Supreme Court Justice and presidential advisor Samuel I. Rosenman; pro

fessor of law and former Dean of the College of Law at Notre Dame Clarence 
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E. Manion; editor of The Christian Herald Rev. Dr. Daniel A. Poling; 

Cathedral College Father Joseph N. Moody; and Rabbi of New York's Temple 

Israel William F. Rosenblum. The statement was released by Dr. Poling 

on January 5, 1953. The thoughts expressed in the statement paralleled 

earlier thoughts with a significant addition.. The statement concluded: 

Appeals in regard to clemency should be directed to the Rosen
bergs themselves. They have revealed no regret for the 
harm which they have done our nation nor any desire to assist 
the Department of Justice. They have failed to take steps 
that might warrant clemency. 

The full text of the statement can be found in Appendix B-5. 

Clemency for cooperation thus appeared on the scene. The statement 

received a fairly good play. Yet Rosenberg supporters also received some 

very important help. Two famed scientists, Dr. Harold C, Urey and Dr. 

Albert Einstein, both wrote letters to the New York Times 35 urging commu

tation of the death sentences and even questioning the guilt of the Rosen

bergs. The intensity of the campaigns on the left and in the center had 

reached a peak. 

At times, doubts about the Rosenberg campaign and concern for civil 

liberties were to surface at the AJC. One example will be mentioned later. 

Suffice to say here that Fineberg's deep fears about Communism usually 

carried the day. · 36 . In a memorandum to Irving Kris tol of Commentary, who 

also served on the Committee for Cultural Freedom, Fineberg noted: 

You are for civil liberties; so am I. Sure, we shall go 
ahead and cooperate, but how about Communism? Here is 
your chance to answer clearly; how about it? 

After January 1953, Phase II of the AJC response almost ended. At 

the end of April of that year, a new and smaller staff Committee on Com

munism was constituted under Fineberg and included Alfred Bernheim, Morris 

Fine, Milton Himmelfarb, Simon Segal, Nathan Weisman, Fred Robin, and 

Lucy Dawidowicz as secretary. 
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With this phasing down, only two other projects of any importance 

occurred, both coming immediately after the Rosenberg executions. Fi:ns.t, 

Eliezer Greenberg, Director of Yiddish press relations for the AJC, pre

pared a memorandum summarizing the reaction of the Yiddish press to the 

executions.
37 

Second, the AJC conducted a poll in July of 1953 similar 

to the polls of November 1950 and April 1951 under the direction of Marc 

Vosk, Flowerman's successor. The results showed little significant change 

from the earlier polls. Thus ended Phase II of the AJC's response. 

The Anti-Defamation League 

The ADL response closely paralleled that of the AJC. A February 2.8, 

1952, memorandum similar to an AJC letter of the same date warned "Please 

alert Jewish groups against supporting any [Rosenberg] meeting and advise 

immediately of attempts to develop pro-Rosenberg sympathy in your 

area. 1138 Yet, somewhat unlike the AJC, the ADL took definite action to 

not only hinder but even cancel pro-Rosenberg meetings, 

Mention is made in that same memorandum of the cancellation of a Pro

gressive Party meeting protesting the Rosenberg sentences. The Chicago 

director of ADL, A, Abbot Rosen, persuaded the board of Temple Judea in 

Chicago to withdraw permission from the Progressive Party to use the temple 

facilities. The cancellation caused a split in the congretation and the 

resignation of the president of the congretation. 39 Local ADL papers car

ried the same message. The Los Angeles B'nai B'rith Messenger quoted at 

length the Los Angeles Community Relations Council statement on the Los 

Angeles meeting described earlier. It commented: 

At protest meetings of this new Ccmmunist front organ
ization, held in this area, speakers attempted to create 
the impression that the U.S. government and courts had adop
ted Nazi Germany's anti-Semitic policies and that the trial 
and conviction of the Rosenbergs was "just the beginning of 
a nationwide government-sponsored anti-Semitic terror." ..• 
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Communism and Judaism are diametrically opposed and do 
not mix, The Rosenbergs were not convicted because they 
were Jews, but because they were bad Americans. 40 

March 1952 saw the release of the Pilat article "Anti-Semitism and 

the Atom Spy Trial" in The ADL Bulletin mentioned above. Pilat made sev

eral points in the article, He pointed out how much more insidious was 

the use of racism on the left than its use on the right for no one was 

fooled by the right. He then attempted to dismantle the claims of anti-

Semitism, putting particular stress on what he saw as Julius Rosenberg's 

hypocrisy. Pilat, citing an example from Julius Rosenberg's testimony 

of his feelings for the Jewish people, wrote, "This did not come with per

fect grace from a man whqse repudiation of rabbinical training as a youth, 

after he fell into the party hands, broke his father's heart. Nevertheless, 

Julius Rosenberg ground out every possible shred of advantage from the 

faith he had repudiated. 1141 Pilat then summed up his article with three 

short sentences: 

The Communists aren't interested in the Rosenbergs as Jews. 
They are not concerned with the welfare of the Jewish com
munity. They're yelling anti-Semitism for their own, parti
san purpose. 42 

Additionally, ADL's president, New York State Supreme Court Judge Meier 

Steinbrink, publicly warned Jews to stay away from the Communist campaign 

43 to win sympathy for the Rosenbergs. 

The ADL gained most of the attention during April of 1952 in the cen

ter response to the Rosenberg campaign. The Pilat article and Steinbrink's 

warning received great play in the press. William Randolph Hearst's 

Journal-American ran an editorial on April 8 entitled "The Reds Fall Flat" 

noting: 

Foremost among those who have refuted the Communist case 
is the Anti-Defamation League of B'nai B'rith, a Jewish 
organization which would be the first to detect and pro
test anti-Semitic motives in the matter if any existed. 
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The official bulletin of the League urges all Americans 
to be on guard against Communist exploitation of the 
fraudulent racial issue •.• 

So delighted was the ADL with this coverage that National Director 

Benjamin R. Epstein wrote to Hearst praising the editorial. In the let

ter, printed in the April 18 edition of the Journal-American, Epstein wrote: 

The propaganda technique of the Communists--that of creating 
an anti-Semitic straw man in order to knock it down and there-
by strike a pose as a defender of minority rights--only serves 
to complicate and confuse the very real menace of anti-Semitism 
that blights our nation today. Very shortly, the Anti-Defamation 
League of B'nai B1rith will release publicly its latest study 
of bigotry in the United States ( .•. The Troublemakers) and 
the findings will disclose a persistent effort on the part of 
the fascist-minded and the professional hate promoters to 
exploit the tensions of the day and to injure Jews in America-
again, for selfish advantage. Like Communist, like fascist. 

The Troublemakers appeared in book form later that year. The re

port noted that Communists and anti-Semites had succeeded, "to a degree, 

in confusing the popular mind with regard to Jews and Communism. 1144 Yet 

The Troublemakers centered in on the Daily Worker, noting that it had 

called Judge Kaufman an "Honorary Aryan," and did not mention the NCSJRC. 

The publication of The Troublemakers and participation in the NCRAC 

statement constituted most of the ADL public response. One rabbi serv

ing in a Hillel"position at the time of the Rosenberg case feels that his 

support of the Rosenbergs was the climaxing factor in a series of events 

which the ADL used to call for his separation from Hille1. 45 But such 

was an internal ADL affair, not meant for public consumption. 

!he National Community Relations Advisory Council 

The NCRAC was a coordinating body of six major Jewish organizations 

when 1952 began--the AJC, the American Jewish Congress, the ADL, the Jew

Labor Committee, the Jewish War Veterans of the United States, and the 

Union of American Hebrew Congregations--and several local community 
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relations councils. 46 Earlier note has been made in this work to the 

July 27, 1950, meeting of the NCRAC to discuss the problem of identification 

of Jews with Communism and to the May 18, 1952, NCRAC statement denouncing 

the NCSJRC for raising the false issue of anti-Semitism. Note should be 

made here that the NCRAC did have an Ad Hoc Committee on Communism. In 

a memorandum from Al Vorspan of the NCRAC to this committee on April 23, 

1951, Vorspan noted that Fineberg had brought to his attention that "Com

munists will seek to induce Jews and Jewish agencies to demand commutation 

of the death sentences for the Rosenbergs on the grounds that a Jewish 

judge leaned backwards." 

The NCRAC made one more addition to the center response. Abra.ham 

Cronbach had written Isaiah Minkoff, Executive Director of the NCRAC, with 

an appeal for clemency for the Rosenbergs. Cronbach wanted requests sent 

to President Truman. Minkoff replied on November 6, 1952, by restating 

the May NCRAC statement and obviously concluding that neither he nor the 

NCRAC could support an appeal. A memorandum from National NCRAC Coordina

tor, Jules Cohen, to the NCRAC Committee on Communism the following day 

quoted Cronbach 1 s letter and Minkoff's reply. A second memorandum from 

Cohen to the NCRAC membership again copied Minkoff's reply to Cronbac.h 

(without mentioning Cronbach' s name) to make clear why the NCRAC would 

make no appeals to Truman. Cohen also cited other Jewish organizational 

positions to strengthen the NCRAC's refusal to make an appeal. 47 

Cohen mailed out one final memorandum on December 11, 1952, to the 

NCRAC membership. He enclosed the ACLU resolution of December 8 and a 

NCSJRC press release calling for a prayer meeting for the Rosenbergs. 

Cohen wrote: 

Jewish agencies and leaders should do everything possible 
to alert the Jewish community to the fa.ct that there is no 

- --,.- --
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valid Jewish issue in the Rosenberg case and to the true 
nature of the Rosenberg Connnittee in order to prevent un
suspecting Jews from getting involved.I. 

Other Organizations 

The Jewish War Veterans of the United States (JWV) did follow the 

pattern set by the larger organizations. In a March 20, 1952, statement., 

Fred S. Harris of the JWV Connnission on the Danger from Connnunism and 

Fascism warned JWV uni ts and members to avoid involvement with the NCSJRC. 

Noting that the judge and prosecutor were Jewish, Harris said that if 

anti-Semitism had been involved, they "would have been amply aware of the 

fact and adequate safeguards would have been fully available to the de-

fendants. 11 

Yet the JWV was to go a bit further than the larger organizations in 

praising Judge Kaufman. A statement in November 1952 commended Kaufman 

for his fair judicial handling of the case. Far stronger was a letter 

mailed to Kaufmap by JWV National Commander Jesse Moss. Moss wrote: 

We want to compliment you upon the courage and clar
ity of thinking you have shown. We believe it to be quite 
clear that you acted only out of motives of justice and 
patriotism, and that those who have organized the outcry 
against the verdict have not. 

As the leader of a great group of veterans of the 
Jewish faith, I especially resent the efforts to make an 
issue out of the religious identity of the defendants. We 
despise equally those who would callously use the Rosen
bergs to injure the Jews and those who would callously use 
the Jews to help the Rosenbergs. 48 

The American Jewish Congress said even less about the Rosenberg case. 

Its periodical, the Congress Weekly carried an editorial on May 26, 1951, 

calling the issue of anti-Semitism in the Rosenberg case a false issue 

raised by pro-Connnunist sources. Later, when receiving requests for appeals 

on behalf of the Rosenbergs, David Petegorsky, the executive director of 

72 



the Congress replied: 

In the present case, we continue to find no evidence whatever 
that the racial origin of the Rosenbergs was a factor at all 
in the trial itself or in the sentence. As a result, whatever 
judgment individuals may choose to make about the sentence, 
the American Jewish Congress contemplates no appeal to the 
President. 49 

Of the twb other national organizations on the NCRAC, I have found 

little primary evidence of a response. However, Albert Vorspan, cur

rently co-director of the UAHC--Central Conference of American Rabbis 

(CCAR) Commission on Social Action, writes about the case, "The UAHC 

ducked the issue of guilt or innocence, but did come out against the death 

penalty as we did even on Eichmann1
•
150 I would assume that such an ob

jection would stand out if it so existed. What I did find was a letter 

dated October 27, 1952, from Rabbi Roland Gittelsohn to Cronbach regard

ing the UAHC-CCAR Commission on Justice and Peace. Gittelsohn wrote, 

"The Commission • • , after having studied. the arailable facts in the 

Rosenberg case, reached a decision that it did not wish to intervene in 

any way." 

Rabbinic Reactions 

On an organizational level, the rabbis appear to have been completely 

silent. My investigation of the Reform Central Conference of American 

Rabbis Yearbook turned up no mention of the Rosenbergs. Kleiman' s simi

lar investigation of the Proceedings of the Rabbinical Assembly of Amer-

ica (Conservative) produced the same results, or lack thereof. 

The results are different, of course, when individual rabbis are ex

amined. We have already seen, in some ways, responses of Rabbi Schultz 

on the right, Rabbi Fineberg in the center, and. Rabbi Cronbach on the left. 

This simple division begins to break down, however, when it is closely 

examined. Cronbach, for example, never considered himself on the left; 
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others did. And Rabbi Fineberg may well best have represented not the 

center, but somewhat to the right of center. 

Other rabbis, too, responded to the Rosenberg case--on one side ·tn 

support of the Rosenbergs or in support of clemency, or·on the other side, 

in total agreement with the convictions and sentences. Although the Los 

Angeles Community Relations Council stated, "We regret particularly that 

a man, calling himself a Rabbi, is participating in the latest propaganda 

campaign of the Communists, 1151 several rabbis did participate in the pro

Rosenberg campaign. Abraham Cronbach was not the only participating rabbi, 

just the most visible. For example, the Los Angeles rabbi just referred 

to was Rabbi Franklin Cohn. 

Cohn was originally a European. Perhaps this background affected his 

views of the Rosenberg situation. At the Los Angeles NCSJRC rally dis

cussed earlier, Cohn noted how ashamed he felt for other rabbis who he saw 

as cowards. Then, he talked of Judge Kaufman, comparing him to the "con

verted Jew who when he went to pray in the Catholic Church crossed himself 

three times whereas even the priest crossed himself but once. Being asked 

why he overdid it he answer·ed, 'The others can afford to cross themselves 

· 52 only once, because everybody knows they are Catholics'." 

Then Cohn totally changed his concern. He painted a picture of Berlin 

during Hitler's early years, where public enemy number one changed on 

different occasions from Communist to Plutocrat to Jew. Schreiber, the 

AJC observer, felt, "The obvious inference is that s:lnce the U.S. is now 

engaged in its fight against Communism the next step would be the fight 

against the Jews. He calls on Jewry to fight against new ghettos and con

centration camps and then shuts up." 

In addition to Rabbis Cronbach, Sharf£, and Cohn, two other rabbis 

became well-known Rosenberg supporters. Rabbis G. George Fox and Louis D. 
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Gross, both Reform rabbis, lent their support to the NCSJRC. Most inter

esting about these two men was that they wrote for Anglo-Jewish weeklies. 

Fox, once rabbi of Chicago's South Shore Temple, wrote a column for the 

Chicago Sentinel and Gross was publisher of the Brooklyn Jewish Examiner. 

Fox wrote several times that Kaufman's decision was unjust, influenced 

53 
by "his desire to show that Jews condemn treason." Fox let his voice be 

heard, so convinced was he that the death sentences were undeserved, 

Gross was similarly critical of Kaufman. Noting that Kaufman said he 

visited a synagogue to "take counsel with his conscience and God," Gross 

wrote, "That was a pretty gesture. But he should have gone to the Talmud . 

• According to the Talmud, when the death sentence:was:pronounced by 

the Sanhedrin, the Jewish Supreme Court [only] once within a period of 

seventy years, the Rabbis denouced the judges of the court as'murderers' •
1154 

In explaining why Fox and Gross spoke out, Morris Schappes notes that 

their papers were independents, not dependent on communal good will for 

survival. Additionally, he adds, Gross' paper served Brooklyn, which had 

a large sympathetic Orthodox community. 55 Yet other rabbis also spoke out, 

albeit not as loudly. Many were convinced of the Rosenbergs' guilt, but 

upset over the death sentence. One such man was Rabbi Emanuel Rackman, an 

Orthodox rabbi in Far Rockaway, New York. Rackman, an anti-Communist and 

one-time law student, wrote Kaufman appealing for mercy for the Rosenbergs. 

The letter made an impression on Kaufman and Kaufman called to invite 

Rackman to hts chambers for a talk late in 1952. Of that talk, Rackman 

recalled: 

I had the feeling that Judge Kaufman had really suffered. 
There was nothing harsh or vindictive in the man. He be
lieved deeply that the United States should draw an indel
ible line against such crimes for its own safety. Thousands 
of people had urged him to be merciful, but he felt that 
such appeals should be addressed to the Rosenbergs, who still 
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had the power to repent. They had violently betrayed their 
country, he felt, and their refusal to aid their Government 
as others had, offered him no g1°ounds for mercy. But I st.ill 
felt troubled by the death sentence and I said so to the 
Judge. 56 

Another rabbi uncomfortable with the death sentences was famed Rabbi 

Abba Hillel Silver of The Temple in Cleveland. In a letter dated October 

23, 1952, Silver wrote to Rosenbergs' lawyer Emanuel Bloch saying that al

though he accepted the guilty verdict and resented the effort to make an 

anti-Semitic issue, he did find the death sentence unprecedented. Then he 

stated: 

I believe that our country is strong and great-hearted enough 
to be merciful. Should, therefore, an appeal be made to the 
court or to the President of the United States for clemency 
and for connnutation of the death sentence, I am prepared to 
add my name to such a plea. 

However, Silver did request confidentiality at that time. The NCSJRC had 

difficulty respecting this confidentiality and created some bad feelings 

in the process. 

Many rabbis were just plain scared, even though they were uncomfortable 

about the death sentences. Rabbi Leonard Beerman today admits he was one 

of these rabbis. He wrote a letter to the NCSJRC saying he supported clem

ency but would not partake in NCSJRC activities. He then held onto a copy 

of the letter for years hence to protect himself against any accusations 

of pro-Communist sympathies. After the Rosenberg executions (which occur

red on a Friday before sundown), Beerman added the Rosenberg names to his 

congregation's Kaddish list. 57 Confronted by several angry congregants 

following the services, Beerman lied and said that relatives of the 

Rosenbergs had asked him to add their names and he could not refuse such 

a request from a coreligionist. 

Several rabbis have already been mentioned who fully supported the 

convictions and the sentences. Rabbis Schultz and Seligson have been men-
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tioned. More generally supporting the American judicial system were rab

bis such as Rabbi Rosenblum and Rabbi Fineberg. 

PHASE II -- Summary 

Jerome Bakst, Director of ADL's Research and Evaluation Department, 

w:r.ites, "The basic position of the ADL, the B'nai B'rith, the American 

Jewish Committee and the National Community Relations Advisory Council 

was that no 'Jewish question' or 'Jewish issue' was involved in the Rosen

berg case and that they were not the targets or victims of anti-Semi

tism.1158 The Jewish center responded to claims of anti-Semitism made by 

the general and Jewish left by calling any issue of anti-Semitism a false 

issue. The Jewish center attempted to disprove the claims of anti-Sem

itism made by the left and finally to inform the public that no Jewish 

issue existed. 

Claims of blackmail arose on both sides. The Jewish organizations 

of the center maintained that Communists and fellow-travellers were try

ing to. blackmail Jews into the defense of Communists and Communist causes 

by calling attention to anti-Semitism in the case and, at times, equating 

it with anti-Communism. The Jewish left, on the other hand, maintained 

that the center Jewish organizations were trying to blackmail the Jewish 

community into silence on the Rosenberg case by the false charge that the 

Communists had injected anti-Semitism. I maKe no decision here as to which 

side was correct. Suffice to say that the left began its claims· of .an"ti

Semitism several months before the center began to respond. 

The Jewish center--especially the AJC, the ADL, and the NCRAC--did 

all in its power to foreclose NCSJRC affairs. The Jewish left, angered 

by this, labeled the Jewish center organizations a Judenrat. But one in

cident perhaps might demonstrate that the AJC did not allow anti-Communist 
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mania to overtake its concern for civil rights. The NCSJRC had scheduled 

a March 18, 1953, clemency dinner at which the featured speaker was to be 

Sydney Silverman, a left-wing member of the British Parliament. He had 

been invited by the Rosenberg Clemency Committee, made up of several mem

bers of the NCSJRC. But Silverman, who happened to be a member of the 

World Jewish Congress, was refused a visitor's entry visa into the United 

States under the Mccarren-Walter Act. The AJC, angered at the American 

government's refusal, lodged a protest with the State Department. The AJC 

noted that Silverman did not have the official support of the NCSJRC and 

had planned a personal visit. Stressing that it had nothing to do with 

Rosenberg clemency appeals, the AJC said it viewed the State Department's 

action as an act of serious injustice. 59 

PHASE III -- From the Executions to the HUAC Hearings 

Introduction 

On the evening of the Rosenberg executions, the annual convention 

of the CCAR was taking place in Colorado. According to Jeffrey Marker, 

one of the rabbis at the convention, Rabbi Stephen S, Schwarzschild, heard 

Rabbi Fineberg express the view that "it was necessary for the Rosenbergs 

to be executed to remove the onus of suspicion from the rest of American 

Jewry. 1160 While Schwarzschild maintains .that this is his recollection, 

Fineberg calls the recollection "absolutely untrue." Fineberg insists that 

he felt it would have been worse for the Jews if the Rosenbergs were exe

cuted and that the most he could have said was, "I thought the Rosenbergs 

would be executed. 1161 

I share this small debate not to be critical of any side but to make 

a point, The . .;J.ewish center's repons.e to the Rosenberg case did not end• 

With the executions of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg. It entered a new phase 
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immediately after the executions, a phase almost totally dominated by the 

AJC. 

The Response Continues 

The American Jewish Committee, or better, S. Andhil Fineberg, had two 

major related concerns following the Rosenberg executions. There was a 

fear of the Rosenbergs becoming martyrs, with the facts of the case getting 

lost underneath inflated emotions. Of greater concern was the ongoing for

eign reaction to the case and the executions. Overseas, there was an even 

larger chance of the facts falling victim to fiction. The 1954 American 

Jewish Yearbook's only mentions of the Rosenberg case dealt with foreign 

reactions. 62 Thus, in Phase III, we see a change in emphasis. The AJC 

centered on establishing the facts of the case and tried to make sure that 

these facts reached foreign lands and people, 

As we make our way through Phase III, we will encounter many foreign 

and governmental contacts. Only the most important are listed in this 

chapter. Foreign and governmental contacts are given fuller coverage in 

later chapters. 

The Foreign Situation in Brief 

Protests against the Rosenberg sentence arose around the world. The 

protests were loudest and most vigorous in France and Italy. The American 

Jewish Yearbook did an accurate job describing the situation in France. The 

report in the yearbook called the French response stronger than that in 

other European nations but typical. A general feeling existed that the 

Rosenbergs were not guilty, that David Greenglass had lied, and that the 

jury had been rigged. People felt that the Rosenbergs should have received 

a more merciful sentence. They thought the death sentence was a result of 

American cold war hysteria, with some people convinced that it displayed 
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basic underlying anti-Semitism in the United States. The reporter for the 

American Jewish Yearbook agreed that the French protests might have started 

with the Communists. But he stressed that the protests had spread to mas

sively large numbers of anti-Communists. 63 

This was the foreign situation after the executions. Unusually large 

numbers of foreigners, including those in western Euorpean lands, did not 

believe the Rosenbergs had received justice. In their eyes, in fact, the 

Rosenbergs had become martyrs. This was the fiction the AJC and S. Andhil 

Fineberg felt they had to fight. 

To Combat the Perceived Myths 

The AJC and Fineberg were not sure exactly how this new phase should 

take place. It seemed apparent that this new phase had to appeal to a 

larger audience, an audience not limited by religion or nationality. It 

also seemed apparent that Fineberg should guide this new phase; he had 

guided earlier efforts and was the local in-house expert. Additionally, he 

had written a lengthy memorandum in June of 1952, which had been sent out 

to Jewish leaders, entitled "The Corrnnunists Find a New Opening: The Rosen

berg Case as a Wedge." The memorandum is described above and can be found 

in Appendix B-4. Such appeared to provide the foundation for further 

articles. 

Phase III thus began with the publication of an article entitled "They 

Screamed for Justice" in the July 1953 issue of the American Legion Maga

zine. Not surprisingly, its author was Dr. S. Andhil Fineberg bf the Amer

ican Jewish Committee. First, Fineberg attempted to prove Communist in

volvement in the Rosenberg campaign by citing an appeal for clemency sent 

to Truman by the communist Women's International Democratic Federation in 

East Berlin on November 28, 1952.64 He then explained the Communist delay 

in appeals by saying that they were afraid the Rosenbergs might become in-
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formers. Only when it seemed apparent that the Rosenbergs would not talk 

did the Communists speak up. Yet it was still easy to tell that the Com

munist party was involved, insisted Fineberg, by simply checking the names 

of NCSJRC sponsors. 

Fineberg then listed the myths the Communis.ts used to inveigle non

Communist support, which included: 1) violations of civil rights which 

Fineberg noted were dispelled by the ACLU, 2) the claims of anti-Semitism 

which Fineberg noted were dispelled by the NCRAC ,adding, "It happens that 

the Rosenbergs were born in Jewish families, They were renegades who 

abandoned their religion. Both the judge and the prosecuting attorney were 

loyal, religious Jews, 1165 3) the death sentences being too horrible and a 

prelude of doom to various minority groups, and 4) the notion that the 

Rosenbergs were victims of hysteria. 

Fineberg also listed the gains the Communists felt they could make. 

These included: 1) assured the Rosenbergs would .not talk, either making 

it appear the President buckled into Communist pressure by granting clem

ency or making the Rosenbergs appear as martyrs. after the executions, 2) 

drawing attention away from Communist anti-Semitism, 3) the injection of 

anti-American p:copaganda, 4) the creation of fear, suspicion, and confusion 

.among people in America and abroad, and 5) the growth of a major Communist

front organization, the NCSJRC, with newly-gained experience in conducting 

a propaganda campaign. 

Fineberg made several other interesting points. About clergy support 

for the Rosenbergs, he wrote: 

Clergymen, being men of mercy, were especially susceptible 
and hundreds signed clemency petitions. Their support was 
used to give the impression which the Conu:nunist propagandists 
wished to make, namely, that a grave miscarriage of justice 
was being perpetrated, and that all good men should work vig
orously to prevent the outrage, 66 

Then, about the appeals made by Einstein and Urey, he added: 
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The genius of both Einstein and Urey is limited to the phys
ical sciences, on the study of which they have concentrated 
heavily. In matters of jurisprudence, they are no more com
petent than the average person, and certainly less competent 
than experienced jurists.67 

With this American Legion Magazine article, Fineberg had broadened 

his concerns. No longer strictly concerned with dispelling notions of 

anti-Semitism, Fineberg had set out to show that the American system of 

justice had worked in the case. This was helped when Reader's Digest pub-

lished a condensation of his article in its September 1953 issue, thus 

reaching a larger American audience and an even larger foreign audience 

through foreign language editions of Reader's Digest. 

One additional article appeared, but not under Fineberg's byline. The 

November 1953 issue of Commentary carried an article by Robert Warshow en-

titled "The 'Idealism' of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg: 'The Kind of People 

We Are'." The article was written in re@ponse to the publication of a vol

ume of letters written by Ethel and Julius Rosenberg mostly to each other 

or to their lawyer during their time in prison. 68 An introduction to the 

article noted that the campaign for "vindication" of the Rosenbergs was 

still continuing and was especially successful in Europe. One of the very 

effective methods in keeping it alive was the book of Rosenberg letters. 

So the introduction to the article stated that Warshow "tries to find in 

these letters some clues to the personalities of these two people who be

trayed the free world in favor of Communist tyranny, and who yet could go 

to their deaths secure in the conviction of their own rectitude. 1169 

Warshow felt that the Rosenbergs had written the letters wibh publi

cation in mind and thus were not fully truthful. Convinced that the Rosen

bergs were guilty, Warshow explained that they saw Communism not as a form 

of social oragnization or progress, but only as their own identity. He 

found their mentions of Jewishness to be an empty pose, suited to their 

82 



needs at the moment. Warshaw even felt that Ethel Rosenberg internalized 

her own death. In conclusion, Warshaw wrote, "In their crudity and empti

ness, in their absolute and dedicated alienation from truth and experience, 

these letters adequately express the Cornrnunis~ of 1953. 1170 

Phase III Broadens 

Yet Fineberg felt the need to broaden even further the efforts to 

fight what he saw as growing fiction. He worried about the anniversary of 

the Rosenberg executions in 1954 and what might· then be p·erceived as fact. 

In a memorandum dated September 14, 1953, Fineberg warned that the Commu

nists would continue to exploit the Rosenberg case and asked local AJC 

people to keep him abreast of developments. As an example, Fineberg cited 

a confidential AJC report on a post-execution Rosenberg meeting, 71 At bhat 

meeting, said the report, was a senile and blind cantor who chanted El male 

rachamim, a Jewish prayer for the dead. More important from Fineberg's 

perspective was the talk Mrs. Emily Alman gave. 72 She reportedly said that 

the NCSJRC showed that it could get people, even people who disagreed with 

it, to march together. Then, according to the report, she added, "We showed 

that we could learn to put on a hat in order to get the support of a rabbi 

and that we could win friends by saying: these are people with children, 

these are Jews." Fineberg again saw evidence of Communist-front activities. 

So Fineberg worked harder at completing what he felt might be able to 

counter the growing pro-Rosenberg support and myths ha saw--a major book. 

A discussion of this book and its development is vital to this work. During 

the writing and circulation of the book, the United States government be

came involved. Thus, this involvement will be covered in detail in this 

chapter, rather than putting it off until Chapter V. 

In September of 1953, Fineberg had a phone conversation with Merritt 

N. Cootes, a specialist in Western European Public Affairs for the State 
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Department. As a result of that phone call, Cootes sent Fineberg two chrono

logies of the Rosenberg case and promised some photographs at a later date. 

He aLso related to Fineberg some of the Western European reactions not-

ing, "I think you will be interested to know that the first telegraphic 

reports that the Communists were using the Rosenberg Case for propaganda 

purposes came after the conviction of Slansky and the other defendants in 

the Prague trials, November 27. 1173 (Cootes' letter can be found in Appendix 

B-6). By the time the letter arrived, Fineberg was well into his book. 

By October 12, 1953, Fineberg sent off a public announcement of his 

book, entitled The Rosenberg Case: Fact and Fiction, noting that he hoped 

the book would dispel the growing Connnunist version of the Rosenberg affair., 

Ten days later, Morris Fine sent a memorandum to Slawson critical of the 

book. Fine noted that the State Department had come across a copy of 

Fineberg's book sent them by the publisher. The State Department invited 

Fineberg to come to Washington and advised him on some changes agreeable 

to him for they had hopes of translating the book into 18 languages for 

190 United States Overseas Information Libraries, He then added about the 

State Department, "They do not want an American Legion kind of piece," 

Fineberg's book, published by Oceana, was an expansion of his earlier 

articles, including the one in the American Legion Magazine. Fineberg 

was convinced of the Rosenbergs' guilt and wanted to convince others of it. 

And Fineberg was convinced that the Communists were using the Rosenberg 

case and damaging America and he wanted to warn others about it. 

Four points in the book are worth separate mention. Fineberg con

sistently stresses the differences between the American and Communist sys

tems of justice, with the American system obviously the better. He does 

take note of the Jewishness of the Rosenbergs again writing, "The chief 
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recruiter of spies for Russia in the United States (Julius Rosenberg] 

inevitably drew upon persons of his own stock ...• The result of this 

selective process was to render a disservice to members of his own eth

nic group." 74 Then, noting that the Communists raised the Rosenberg case 

as a diversion from the Slansky case, Fineberg writes of the "Big Lie"-

'l:elling a falsehood, so gross and exaggerated that people will talk abe:mt 

it, argue it, and spread it, with the result that eventually some will be

lieve it." 75 Finally, Fineberg writes to those confused by the whole af

fair., "If silent assents could be weighed against protests, demonstra

tions, carping and mob appeal, there would be no doubt that on balance, 

American and world opinion believed that the Rosenbergs secured the full 

measure of justice. "76 

Fineberg's book was the first major work fully covering the Rosenberg 

case. As such, it drew a great deal of attention--both in the government 

and outside of it. Of the book, chairman Irving Engel of AJC's executive 

committee said, "It was favorably received here and the State Department 

is encouraging its distribution abroad. There is obvious value in the 

fact that America's answer to world-wide Communist attempts to falsify 

the Rosenberg case as another Sacco-Vanzetti affair comes from a Jew--in 

this case a rabbi on AJC's staff. 77 

Many reviews appeared of Fineberg's book and most were favorable. 

The executive director of the ACLU said that he considered Fineberg's dis

cussion of civil liberties in the case as valuable. 78 Herbert Philbrick 

called it a contribution to the cause of truth. 79 Daniel Poling wrote 

Fineberg, "You have rendered your country and Freedom's Course in the 

Whole world an inestimable service .•.. 1180 Favorable reviews appeared 

85 



in the New York Times on February 21, 1954; in the Chicago Tribune on De

cember 20, 1953; in the National Jewish Post on January 22, 1954; and in 

the Jewish Daily Forward on December 27, 1953. Oliver Pilat wrote a favor-

able review. The New York Journal-American carried complimentary col

umns by George Sokolsky on January 8, 1954, and by Bob Considine on Decem

ber 4, 1953. Both columns were syndicated, Considine's going overseas to 

American military personnel. Walter Winchell's November 26, 1954 New York 
I 

Mirror column also gave Fineberg's book some play. Fineberg was asked to 

make television and radio appearances regarding the book, 81 and the AJC 

kept track of all reviews received by Fineberg and the book. 82 Fineberg 

also received congratulations from Hubert Humphrey, 83 a review of his book 

over Voice of America fn Hungarian, 84 and a favorable review of his book 

in a Liverpool, England,Jewish paper. 85 However, much to Fineberg's dis

may, the book was not mentioned in the Book of the Month Club News while 

his previous two books had been menticined.66 And some rabbis were not yet 

convinced by the book of the Rosenberg s' guilt--Rabbi Jacob Fink indi

cated this in a letter to Fineberg. 87 

In spite of all these positive reviews, several of Fineberg's col

leagues at the AJC had different feelings. Morris Fine wrote John Slaw

son that the book did not make a strong enough case to convince unbe

lievers, especially Europeans, of the Rosenbergs' guilt. Fine noted the 

"angry, harsh, aggressive tone in which the book is written II and sug

gested a more sensitive and intellectual approach. Fine also criticized 

Fineberg' s disorganization and thought a topical, rather. than a chrono-

logical, approach might be more useful. Fina.Uy, Fine was upset by what 

he thought was Fineberg's concern with the NCSJRC to the extent of lim-
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iting coverage of the facts. To conclude, Fine could not understand the 

State Department's enthusiasm for the book.88 Commentary's Elliot Cohen 

also criticized the book, calling it disorganized, shrill in tone, and 

,I 
reading like an expose. Cohen did admit that the new information it of-

fered might make up for its weaknesses and thus he could see no damage or 

benefits from its publication. 89 And attorney Herbert Ehrmann, chairman 

of the AJC's administrative committee, while complimenting Fineberg on his 

book, said he would not review it. 90 

But it was the Jewish left which was most critical of the book, al

though the Daily Worker refused to cover it, calling its subject too con-

troversial. Louis Harap wrote a scathing attack upon it for the July 1954 

issue of Jewish Life entitled, "Slander, Fiction and Fact." Harap began 

by criticizing Fineberg and his quarantine technique. He then criticized 

Fineberg's purposes for writing the book. Harap wrote, "In order to ward 

off fascist assertions that all Jews are 'communists,' the hush-hush ele

ments try to represent Jews as 150 per cent Americans. 1191 So the AJC, 

with Fineberg at its head, tried to prevent Jewish organizations and indi

viduals from actively participating in clemency appeals. But, noted 

Harap, the AJC\s work did not end with the executions. The executions 

created resentment around the world, Harap maintained, and so Fineberg 

was attempting to justify the executions for the world, 

Harap then attempted"to rip apart the book, calling it "a collection 

of, .• lies, 1192 He again raised the issue of anti-Semitism. More im

portantly, he explained the delay in worldwide protests and why they 

erupted in November and December of 1952. They were a result, said he, 

not of the Slansky trials but of the refusal of the Supreme Court to re-
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view the case and of the setting of an execution date by Judge Kaufman. 

Of Fineberg and his book, Harap concluded, "Fineberg has traded on the 

lack of public knowledge of the case and aims to confuse the public fur

ther. As the evidence brought forward in this review shows, Fineberg is 

a McCarthyite and Judenrat element in the Jewish community. He has with 

this book done a profound disservice to American justice and democracy 

and to the Jewish people. 1193 Harap made an additional accusation, citing 

a November 1953 AJC advertisement about the book. He accused the book 

and its author of State Department influence,:. He wrote; "Having failed 

in its own efforts to still protest before the execution, the State Depart

ment now uses a Jewish 'leader' for this purpose. 1194 In this accusation, 

Harap touched upon some truth. A chronological look at the book's de

velopment should be helpful. 

We have already seen some indications of Fineberg-AJC-State Depart

ment cooperation. A series of letters between Fineberg and Philip Hodge, 

Acting Chief of the Publications Division of the United States Informa

tion Agency Information Center Service, offers more indications, Fine

berg appears to have written Hodge asking for help to get his book re

viewed in the Bulletin of the Atomic Scientists. Hodge responded that an 

approach from a governmental source might be suspect in the eyes of sci

entists and suggested that Fineberg follow standard publishing proc,edures, 

perhaps with the help of a letter from the AJC over Herbert H. Lehman's 

signature. Fineberg wrote back to Hodge in agreement. 95 Then, on Novem

ber 20, the advertisement that Harap mentioned appeared. Prepared as an 

order form for the book, it was printed on AJC stationery over Fineberg's 

signature. In the advertisement Fineberg wrote, "This book will be 



published in French, German, Italian, Spanish, Japanese, and other 

languages. The Hebrew and Yiddish editions will be printed in Israel. 

The U. S. State Department has purchased copies of the book for all 

American Information Centers and has recommended it to all of our 

embassies." Additionally, the order form allowed the rabbis to order 

the book at 30 per cent off the $2.50 list ptice. 

A similar letter was sent out by Secretary of the AJC Finance Com

mittee Edwin S. Newman to all area directors requesting that the book find 

its way to opinion molders. Wrote Newman, the book "is designed to rein

force the views of the majority of Americans, to reassure American Jews 

and to make a first impact on the minds of Europeans who were completely 

taken in by the Communist propaganda. 1196 On the same date,9 7 the AJC re

ceived an unclassified State Department document which stated: "Dr. Fine

berg has discussed details of the book with officers of the Department and 

the Agency [USIA] concerned with this matter, and the materials reflect 

most favorably the point of view our interest requires." The document 

added that it hoped the USIA Paris office would try to interest a French 

publisher in a French edition. While a French edition never came to 

fruition (see below), a Japanese edition was made to counter the Japanese 

translation of Death House Letters of Ethel and Julius Rosenberg. 98 

Fineberg continued to push his book. In December 1953, he gave a 

talk to the Association of Jewish Community Relations Workers of which he 

was president. He noted that the Communists would not let the Rosenbergs 

be forgotten, So he wrote his book, he said, to help counteract this. 

Also, he said, "one of the reasons I wrote it was that I feared that an 

£,nfriendly but competent writer would make it appear on every page that 
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99 Jews played the major role in the pro-Rosenberg campaign." 

In spite of Fineberg's enthusiasm, problems were developing over the 

planned translations. Zachariah Shuster, director of the AJC's European 

office, had doubts about the efficacy of a French translation. To the AJC 

home office, Shuster downplayed the French reaction. Fineberg then shot 

off an angry memorandum to Shuster on January 12, 1954, proclaiming: 

Would you like me to enlighten the State Department's Infor
mation Service by telling them what occurred as you evidently 
saw it? The picture differs radically from theirs! They do 
not understand that the Connnunists in France did nothing but 
publish one little pamphlet And shall I tell them that on the 
basis of the remarkable restraint the Connnunists displayed we 
should be similarly restrained and put out just a little pam
phlet. 

Fineberg remained vigorous in promoting his book. On January 20, 1954, 

he wrote to the ADL asking them to promote his book.lOO Two days later, 

the ADL's Joseph Rosner sent out a notice to all ADL regional offices 

about the book. And the AJC continued to push the book. On February 8, 

Newman sent out another letter to AJC area directors promoting the book. 

Newman stressed the book for three reasons: 1) it dealt with the Rosen-

berg case from an American point of view, 2) it "is useful in terms of 

reaching non-Jews, since it represents a Jewish rabbi, associated with a 

major Jewish organization, writing convincingly and unafraid about a nasty 

situation in which persons referred to as 'Jews' were involved," and 

3) it "is useful in terms of reaching non-Jews since it is designed to 

give them reassurance about an unwholesome situation--the fear of identi

fication of Jews with Communism." 

Fineberg was aware of his book's usefulness in terms of non-Jews, as 

were other people. At Judge Kaufman's .suggestion, for example, Fineberg 

sent a copy of it to the Cardinal of New York City.lOl On his own ini-
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tiative, Fineberg sent a copy to the Bishop of Salt Lake City. Fineberg 

also wrote George Sokolsky along these lines, thanking him for his review 

and mentioning a friend in New Jersey. Fineberg's friend, an attorney, 

was giving copies of the book to Christian friends in the judiciary and 

clergy "to tell his Christian friends how he feels in this matter and how, 

since a rabbi was the author, Jews generally feel about the Rosenberg case, 

Communism, etc." Fineberg told Sokolsky he liked the idea.lOZ 

Fineberg remained concerned too, with fellow Jews. He wrote the Chief 

Rabbi of Brussels, for example, offering him a free copy of the book. 103 

Yet things did not go well for his foreign editions. The non-Communist 

French daily Le Monde had carried a quite negative review of Fineberg's 

book, a review which had come to the attention of a person at Paris Cultural 

Affairs who was in touch with Shuster. 104 Somehow, word got back to the 

State Department which began having second thoughts about a translation. 

On February 11, 1954, Fineberg wrote Cootes at the State Department to tell 

him of his desire to get out a French edition of his book in spite of what 

appeared to be State Department concern that such an edition would create 

protests. Fineberg tried to bypass the Le Monde review by claiming that it 

presented his book unfairly and suggested that perhaps the Communists 

would ignore his book in France as the Daily Worker had in America. 

Fineberg's book, The Rosenbergs: Fact and Fictio~ was never transla

ted into French. In fact, the only foreign language edition of it to ap

pear was the Japanese edition and that in limited numbers. The USIA did 

use selected portions of it in pamphlets and portions were quoted in Stars 

and Stripes. But Zachariah Shuster did feel something was needed to coun

teract pro-Rosenberg support in France and western Europe. That something 
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was not Fineberg's book. Shuster then had subsequent contacts with 

the State Department, which are discussed in the next chapter. 

Fineberg, for all his efforts, was often in a minority at the AJC. 

Shuster seemingly did have an effect over a French edition of Fineberg's 

book, Fineberg was opposed by AJC Executive Assistant George Hexter who 

felt he spent far too much time on the Rosenberg case. Once, Rosenberg con

cerns came to a vote which Fineberg lost. Fineberg had to bring in Slawson 

to swing opinion back.lOS Yet Fineberg remained an influential man. On 

March 6, 1954, he left with his wife Hilda on a State Department trip to 

West.Germany to conduct workshops on curtailing prejudice. "The State De

partment's Office of Public Affairs also feels that he can diminish the 

effect of the Rosenberg propaganda still being rehashed by the Communists," 

reported one newspaper. 106 Even as he prepared to leave the country 

though, the Rosenberg case remained a top concern for Fineberg. On March 

1, 1954, he wrote Dewitt Wallace of Reader's Digest asking him to recon-

sider his decision not to publish a condensation of his book. Wallace 

had earlier refused, noting that Fineberg's earlier article had already 

appeared--and in several foreign languages. 

The campaign to keep the Rosenberg case from rearing its head continued. 

At times, the AJC would issue a memorandum in response to some perceived 

movement from the Rosenberg camp. One such memorandum, issued jointly with 

the ADL on May 12, 1954, under the names of Milton Ellerin and Dorothy Na· 

107 than , warned of the upcoming anniversary of the Rosenberg executions 

saying, "Community leaders should be alerted to the most recent attempt to 

win the sympathies of the public for ulterior purposes. In the event that 

a [Rosenberg] campaign is launched in your community, immediate action 
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should be taken to apprise key individuals in order to prevent the unwary 

from becoming innocently identified with Corrnnunist-inspired projects." 

Sometimes the perceived movement among Rosenberg supporters was a 

publication. One such publication was a book-- Wexley' s The Judgment of 

Julius and Ethel Rosenberg. Not surprisingly, Fineberg had to comment 

on the book in several forums. He wrote an unfavorable review of the book 

for The New Leader. 108 And he also wrote in a letter, "Mr. Wexley is a 

writer of fiction and drama, whose record is replete with pro-Communist 

activity. 11109 In this way did Fineberg di'smiss Wexley. Famed sociol

ogist and former Commentary associate editor Nathan Glazer also got into 

the act responding to Wexley's book. Sponsored by an organization called 

the Tamiment Institute, Glazer conducted an "objective11 ·study on the case 

and had it printed in the July 2, 1956,issue of The New Leader under the 

title of' "A New Look at the Rosenberg-Sobell Case. 11 Glazer disputed Wex

ley in several areas, again trying to make obvious the Rosenbergs' guilt. 

And while Glazer did admit that he felt the crime committed by the Rosen

bergs did not deserve death, he knew the law allowed such. Looking at the 

trial and the evidence, Glazer concluded that not only were the Rosenbergs 

guilty, they also took with them a story of espionage even more extensive 

than what was known. 

In a December 1, 1953, staff memorandum about his book, Fineberg 

wrote, "I daresay that a few years hence Dexter White, Harold Glasser, 

Victor Perla, George Silvermaster, and ath:er ;:names of ,pro-Russ.ian spies 
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(alleged and real) will be yesterday's news .... The man in the street 

will have forgotten them. But if the Rosenberg myth is not destroyed, 

such occasions as the anniversary of their execution will bring renewed 

propaganda." In a sense, Fineberg was right. All the names he mentioned 

have pretty much been forgotten--except the Rosenbergs. Perhaps the myth 

lives on. Or perhaps, as some suggest, a different myth has long covered 

the truth aching to get out. 

The United States government was concerned with the myth. It even 

held hearings to examine several myths. These hearings begin Phase IV of 

the AJC campaign; they also begin Chapter V. 
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Introduction 

CHAPTER V 

GOVERNMENTAL INVOLVEMENT 

Several months after the Rosenbergs were co~victed, supporters on 

the left began to hint about a governmental frame-up. Such hints grew 

into accusations over the years. Of more direct concern to our study, 

these hints and accusations have often involved Jewish agencies. During 

the months leading up to the executions, Jewish Life claimed the existence 

of a Judenrat, noting cooperation between certain Jewish agencies (in 

particular, the AJC and'ADL) and certain governmental agencies. 

While the word Judenrat might not be the proper word, we have seen 

some cooperation between the State Department and the AJC over Fineberg's 

book in the preceding chapter. Since claims are being made once again 

today that Jewish agencies not only cooperated with the government but 

even collaborated with it, we must look more closely at the contacts 

made between Jewish agencies and governmental agencies. Once we have de

noted such contacts, we must examine them to find out what type of in

formation was shared, how the information was passed, and to what end was 

the contact made. Then, perhaps, we can determine if the word Judenrat 

had any validity and if governmental-Jewish agency contacts constituted 

cooperation, collaboration, conspiracy, or none of the above. 
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PHASE IV--The House Committee on Un-American Activities--Hearings on 
the National Committee to Secure Justice for the Rosenbergs 
and Morton Sobell. 

The best place to begin an examination of governmental-Jewish 

agency contacts is what I have labeled Phase IV of the AJC response-

the hearings of the House Committee on Un-American Activities (HUAC) 
1 

on the activities of the NCSJRC. HUAC undertook an investigation of the 

NCSJRC in 1955, resulting in public hearings in August of that year and 

culminating in the printing of the report Trial'by Treason on August 

25, 1956. 

The conclusion of the HUAC report gave an excellent summary as to 

why HUAC investigated the NCSJRC, In conclusion, the HUAC congressmen 

reported: 

The Rosenberg-Sobell organization serves as an ex
cellent case history. It had every feature of an effective 
Communist front organization: the broad base of non
Communists; the rigid behind-the-scenes domination by 
Communists; the camoiflage of partJ'rule and objectives by 
humanitarian appeals and willing dupes calculated to entrap 
the unwary and the well-meaning into a partnership with 
conspiracy .•.. 

The Rosenbergs themselves are the symbols 
Communism itself .. 

• . of 

The future will bring other fronts and other causes . 
. Their success can be prevented only by the firm 

recognition of the fundamental canon of a free society: 
namely, that liberty cannot embrace disloyalty and still 
endure.2 

Additionally, HUAC felt that a growing campaign to exonerate the 
3 

Rosenbergs and Sobell called for hearings. 

The HUAC study indicated eight objectives for which the NCSJRC was 

created; four of those objectives related directly to Jews. Those 

four were: 

1. "To vilify the United States and its institutions and 
spread the lie that its Government is bent on annihi
laoing minority groups and suppressing genuine. political 
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dissent." 
2. "To create and exploit divisive anti-Semitic propaganda." 
3. "To bolster the Communist campaign to capture American 

churches." 
4. "To divert attention from anti-Semitic programs in Russia 

and Soviet satellite nations. 11 4 

Obviously then, Jews were to be involved in the HUAC hearings. 

Not surprisingly, the AJC's S. Andhil Fineberg was approached 

by HUAC investigators on June 14 and July 21 of 1955. They wanted 

Fineberg to attend the HUAC hearings and perhaps testify. Fineberg 

was negative about the hearings and said he was afraid of further 

reviving the case. He then indicated that he would have to clear 
5 

the invitation with the AJC, 

Fineberg promptly sent off a memorandum to David Danzig, 

Program Coordinator of the Department of Administration, asking 

what to do. Fineberg suggested, "If it frhe Jewish angl~ comes 

in, the best thing for AJC and for Jews is for me to be on hand, 

working closely with Tavenner, and taking the stand on the third 

or fourth day if needed, to tell how the major Jewish agencies 

opposed the Communist-controlled committee. 116 Danzig then sug

gested four guidelines for testimony, if requested. Danzig recom

mended that Fineberg indicate: 1) that the NCSJRC was self-appointed 

with no status in the Jewish community; 2) that responsible Jewish 

organizations (especially the AJC) exposed the NCSJRC and rejected 

its efforts to inject anti-Semitism; 3) that the NCSJRC received no 

financial support from the Jew.ish community; and 4) that the United 

States government had access to all the facts of the case (and thus 

he, Fineberg, need make no statements of fact about the case). 7 

The hearings began on August 2, 1955. One of the first people 

quizzed by HUAC was Louis Harap, the managing editor of Jewish Life 

97 



who had written the Jewish Life article several years earlier which 

gave wide publicity to claims of anti-Semitism in the Rosenberg case. 

Harap felt things had not changed He accused the HUAC hearings of 

being anti-Semitic. Fineberg, worried about embarrassment to Jews, 

prepared to offer a statement. 

Fineberg's statement to HUAC was essentially a repeat of Phase II 

statements by Jewish organizations. It read, in part: 

. [It iii) a well-es.tablishec;l fact that all of 
the responsible organizations supported by the Jewish com
munity whose task it is to combat anti-Semitism came to the 
conclusion that at no time did anti-Semitism play any part 
in the Rosenberg case. Moreover, they recognized the fact 
that Communists were trying to inject the false issue . 

. . • It was impossible to keep misguided individuals 
from contributing financial and moral support to the Rosen
berg Committee. But the record of opposition is th0rougfrly 
clear. The Rosenberg Committee received no funds from any 
synagogue, Jewish welfare organization, federation or philan
thropy or any of the thousands of other Jewish organizations 
which have the respect of American Jews and their neighbors. 
Moreover, the views openly voiced by· the Jewish agencies 
kept non-sectarian and Christian organizations from being 
duped by tfle Committee to Secure Justice in the Rosen-
berg Case. 

The hearings continued to August 5 after which Fineberg sent two 

memoranda back to the AJC. One went to Isaiah Terman, a Fineberg 

friend and Supervisor of Field Staff of the Community Affairs Depart--

ment of the AJC. Fineberg related to Terman an incident following Harap's 

questioning. Fineberg found himself sitting with a group of Rosenberg 

supporters, one of whom was Mrs. Emily Alman. Another of the Rosenberg 

supporters turned to Fineberg and asked, "Why don't you join us? 

You might have tremendous advantages.if you came out now and said that 

you had changed your mind in favor of the Rosenbergs .•. " 

Fineberg responded, "No, I could not do that because Mrs. Sobell 

convinced me that they were guilty when she fainted that time." Fine-
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berg reminded Mrs. Alman of the Far Rockaway meeting of the NCSJRC which 

he had attended secretly and at which Mrs. Sobell feigned a faint in 

response to his questions. Mrs. Alman then admitted to Fineberg that 

the act of fainting was wrong, but still asked him to join them. Fine

berg was then even more convinced of the Rosenbergs' guilt. 9 

The second memorandum went to Slawson reporting on the hearings. 

Fineberg mentioned HUAC's approaches to him, Harap's questioning, and 

people in attendance. He noted that, in a hearing room of 350 seats, 

the average daily attendance was only 35. He then indicated that he 

had wanted assurances that no references to Jewish identity would be 

injected. He added, "Mr. Tavenner felt that it could not be kept out 

entirely, but he and the chairman agreed to do whatever they could to 

prevent the things which I considered undesirable. 11 lO 

The HUAC report, Trial by Treason, was printed August 25, 1956--over 

a year after the hearings themselves were completed. After an introduc

tion presenting the objectives of the NCSJRC, the report offered a 

chronological account of the NCSJRC campaign, naming names and organiza

tions. Then it examined more closely a dozen of the NCSJRC local 

branches. Finally, after several chapters covering some major issues 

including "The Lie of Anti-Semitism," the report ended with a long index 

of names and with a "Chronology of Developments in the Rosenberg Case" 

reprinted from The Rosenberg Case: Fact and Fiction, by Dr. S. Andhil 

Fineberg. 

Seven pages of the 137-page report made up the chapter entitled 

"The 11e of Anti-Semitism." However, the importance of this chapter 

'Was heralded by the first sentence which stated, "There was no greater 

instance of chicanery in the Rosenberg campaign than the determined 

effort of the Communists and their confederates to spread the lie of 
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'anti-Semitism' . 1111 The report stressed that the Communists tried 

to create anti-Semitism to use it to "convince the world, . that 

the American government is controlled by anti-Semitic fanatics bent 

on the extermination of American Jewry; and that the Rosenberg 

trial and sentence presaged a domestic rampage of 1i!azi-like per~ 

secution. 1112 

The report noted three objectives of this aspect of the Communist 

campaign: 1) to create fear that anti-Communism leads to anti-Semitism 

and that resistance to the march of Communism leads to a Fascist 

regime in America, 2) to create support for the Rosenbergs and for the 

Communist program among Jews and their organizations, and 3) to 

provoke the lunatic fringe of anti-Semites by equating Jew and Commu

nist. These three objectives were obviously drawn from the Commentary 

article written by Lucy Dawidowicz in 1952 entitled "Anti-Semitism and 

the Rosenberg Case." The HUAC chapter on the lie of anti-Semitism 

also cited the May 1952 NCRAC statement, the letter to Judge Kaufman 

from the Jewish War Veterans, and an ADL memorandum. The report also 

mentioned those "who abetted the Communist fraud of anti-Semitism1113--

people like Rabbi Abraham Cronbach and Rabbi Meyer Sharff. 

The HUAC report made Abraham Cronbach out as a Communist sympa

thizer. The local Cincinnati press grabbed onto the HUAC claims and 

gave them front-page coverage. Cronbach, troubled by the pain the 

charges brought to his wife, issued a response to the press, Cronbach 

listed several I:easons for his support of the NCSJRC--his opposition 

to the death penalty, especially his particular concern for a woman 

0 n death row; Biblical injunctions calling for mercy; and the reports 

that. had the Rosenbergs confessed, they would have been granted 

clemency. Cronbach noted that he had never heard anyone voice sub-
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version, that he had no desire to see anything hurt America, and that 

he recognized no "law above the law." He quoted Isaiah 1:17--"Seek 

justice, relieve the oppressed"--and Micah 6:8--"To do justly, and 

to love mercy, and to walk humbly." Then he added, "It was these 

humanitarian ideals that placed me among the 1,074 individuals, the 

134 organizations, and the 23 publications which receive mention-

with very few exceptions, unfavorable mention--in Trial by Treason. 1114 

One of those few exceptions was S. Andhil Fineberg. Fineberg 

felt he had the confidence of anti-Communists because of his background 

and he was able to deal confidentially with the director, members, and 

staff of HUAC. Not only does Fineberg maintain that he helped one 

Hebrew Union College-Jewish Institute of Religion employee avoid 

questioning by HUAC, he also maintains that he kept HUAC from summoning 

for investigation at least three prominent American Jews. He wrote, 

II .. an unrecognized usefulness of my being respected by the HUAC 

was that in secret I could defend several people who were not even 

aware of what was happening. 1115 

Fineberg was also to take part in writing two other pamphlets 

for HUAC. One of those was The Ideological Fallacies of Communism, 

written in conjunction with Bishop Fulton J. Sheen and Dr. Daniel 

A P 1 . 16 • o ing. Each of these representatives of the three major religious 

groups in America wrote a statement for HUAC on their perceptions of the 

fallacies of Communism. Stating, "Communism is a totalitarian scheme 

for regimenting human existence," Fineberg saw a fallacy of Communism 

with respect to the existence of God. He then wrote, "Lacking a 

spiritual basis for existence, Communist ideologists conceive of 

people as having no other worthy objective but material prosperity 

and military might." 

101 



--~----~---------------c-c---~~~, 
With the publication of Trial by Treason, Phase IV was completed. 

Earlier AJC-Governmental Contacts 

Contacts between various governmental and Jewish agencies did not 

begin at the HUAC hearings. They had existed for several years. 

Even prior to the Rosenberg trials, certain confidential activities were 

taking place. Although they did not involve direct governmental 

contacts, they appeared similar to various governmental activities. 

For example, one confidential memorandum already cited in Chapter IV 

noted that the AJC's investigative staff should infiltrate leftist 

organizations, just as it had already infiltrated rightist organiza

tions.17 One wonders if the AJC then shared the information it picked 

up on these organizations (who was involved; what activities were 

taking place) with governmental investigative agencies such as the 

Federal Bureau of Investigation (FBI). Another example would be a 

loyalty program, albeit with strict safeguards for employees, instituted 

by the AJC to weed out Communists. It also appears that the AJC and 

the AD1 had professional workers to read subversive publications. 

We have also already seen contacts between the State Department 

and the AJC regarding Fineberg's book on the Rosenberg case. In 

Chapter IV, we saw that the State Department shared some information with 

Fineberg regarding the Rosenberg case and took an interest in trans

lating the book into several languages for distribution in Information 

Centers around the world. The AJC's European office director, 

Zachariah Shuster, appeared to have had a major role in discouraging 

the State Department from going through with the translations. 

However, Shuster was concerned with the European reaction to the 

Rosenberg case and maintained contact with the State Department to 
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do something about it. 

On February 12, 1954, Shuster and a colleague had a conference in 

Washington with Mr. Jesse McKnight and Mr. Cox of the State Department. 

In a letter sent three days later to Simon Segal, Director of AJC's 

Foreign Affairs Department in New York, the meeting was described 

by Shuster's colleague, attorney Seymour J. Rubin. According to the 

letter, the conference took place to talk about two things--the 

Rosenberg case and what might be done "to make for better understanding 

of the United States and its policies in Europe." In terms of the 

Rosenberg case, Shuster ''pointed out that the matter had had a very 

substantial impact in Europe. He mentioned the fact that the Com

munists had used an apparently straightforward and factual line 

with respect to the case, emphasizing those questions which might 

normally occur to a reasonable and impartial person," such as the 

difference in sentences meted out to the Rosenbergs as compared with 

that received by Fuchs in England. 

Shuster continued by noting that this made a profound impression 

on the press and that even the anti-Communist press was taking a line 

similar to the Communist press "as a result of their being convinced 

that there was actually a denial of justice •. in the United 

States." Shuster then suggested a complement to Fineberg's book.:..-"a 

strictly factual brief pamphlet prepared by a distinguished European 

lawyer whose standing would not be questioned." Shuster felt that this 

lawyer should be brought to the United States to examine case records 

before preparing his report. But, noted Shuster, "the Rosenberg case 

is already an irrevocably lost proposition for the United States and 

that there is no point bringing the case up as a voluntary matter 

again." It was concluded that the pamphlet should be ready for when 
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the Communists again raised the issue. 

McKnight and Cox liked the idea, the only question being as to 

whether the govern~en t should sponsor the European lawyer's trip. 

All agreed that the government should not. Additionally, they all 

agreed that'they would have to risk the lawyer making some undesirable 

conclusions. 

The conversation then moved to the extent to which Communist 

thinking affected non-Communist elements. Shuster thought "that it 

might be desirable to think along the lines of a Franco-American 

society, aimed at bringing together more or less intellectual people 

to have ... meetings at which the American point of view could be 

presented." 

After some final discussion of the usefulness of the magazine 

Evidences, Rubin concluded, ''My own opinion is that the meeting was 

extremely valuable in that it brought specifically and directly to 

the attention of influential people in the Department, the exis.tetrce of 

the work which is done by that office. I am sure that McKnight and Cox 

were impressed and that the contact thus established is an extremely 

valuable one." 

On February 18, Shuster received a memorandum from Eugene Hevesi 

of AJC's Foreign Affairs Department regarding the February 12 discus

sion with the State Department. Hevesi made six suggestions, three 

of which are rather interesting. First, he noted that while "there 

is less need for countering the Rosenberg propaganda in England, 

it might make it easier for the prominent French lawyers in question 

to undertake the suggested role if their position would be bolstered 

by the fact that leading British lawyers do likewise. In addition, 

the better understanding of American law by the latter might helpfully 
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influence the thinking of their French colleagues." 

Second, Hevesi agreed that the lawyers should not be guests 

of the gqvernment. Their vis.it, he suggested, should be sponsored by 

"some non-sectarian American voluntary organization of unquestionable 

democratic and liberal repute." 

Third, Hevesi disagreed with Shuster regarding the final report. 

He wrote, "For the case the persons in question do not, in the end, 

arrive at desirable conclusions, the entire plan' as well as their 

visit here ought to be kept strictly confidential." 

The thi:rd and last piece of correspondence in this small 

series was a confidential letter from Hevesi to Shuster on April 8, 

1954. Hevesi noted a changed atmosphere over the intervening two 

months and wrote, "I believe that the recent marked weakening of the 

position of Joe Mac Carthy [~i~] has created a much more favorable 

atmosphere for the launching of your ingenious plan of publishing a 

European legal study of the Rosenberg case .... " 

He then continued: 

I say this because it has been my belief all along that 
the only really undesirable factor which exerted influe.nce 
in the treatment of the case, was the pressure, and the 
fear of political repercussions of the pressure, of our 
demagogues. Only their execution transformed the Rosenbergs, 
these contemptible creatures, into "martyrs" and "heroes" 
and their case into a cause celebre for ... Communist 
exploitation .... 

It is quite obvious that if the poisonous atmosphere 
created by our ultra-patriotic fakers would not have pre
vented both Presidents from considering ... foreign .. 
repercussions of the executions and from exercising their 
right of executive supervision of the judgment~ there would 
have been no Rosenberg case . 

• . . I believe, therefore, that for the prospective 
author or authors of the pamphlet, it would be much easier 
now than it would have been earlier to undertake this task 
and to produce a balanced analysis, establishing the judicial 
correctness of the trial on the one harld, and on the other 
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attributing the actual genesis of the notorious "Rosenberg 
case" to the pressure on the political level of the extremists 
whom Communism had helped to undeserved but temporary prominence 
in America, and who, in turn, so tremendously helped the 
cause of Communism by preventing administrative commutation. 

This set of correspondence can be found in Appendix B-7. It 

shows one contact with State Department officials, several ideas that 

might have involved the government but never came 'to fruition, and 

scathing criticism of Senator Joseph McCarthy and his supporters and 

both Presidents Truman and Eisenhower. The Presidents were criticized 

for not being able to stand up to the McCarthy group. 

Yet the AJC had long talked of contact with governmental officials. 

The same July 1950 confidential memorandum from Flowerman to Slawson 

discussed above mentioned governmental contacts as one way of combatting 

the identity of Jew with spy with Communist. The memorandum suggested 

that AJC officials talk "quietly and discreetly" with leading editors 

and governmental officials. Additionally, it suggested: 

On the highest possible level there should be consultation 
with Justice Department and Treasury Department officials. 
It is absolutely necessary to make certain that there has 
[not] been and is not now any conscious or unconscious bias 
in the order of arrests, disclosures, etc. Assuming that 
there is no bias, it would be important to explain to some 
of these officials some of the dangers arising out of these 
arrests and disclosures and offer them our fullest cooperation 
and assistance. It would also be important to point out 
to these officials that anti-Semitism is often responsible 
for left-wing activities of minority group members and that 
certain undesirable ways of making public disclosures can 
possibly increase anti-minority feeling which in turn may 
increase left-wing activities of minority group members. 18 

As noted in Chapter IV, the AJC warned Jewish organizations in 

February 1952 to stay away from pro-Rosenberg activities and "that 

the FBI has been making careful note of pro-Communist meetings and that 

these pro-Communist meetings will surely go into the record j;nci] 

Plague the institution and the individuals in its leadership." Yet the 

AJC did meet with the FBI to talk about the Rosenberg case. 
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On March 26, 1953, Seymour Samet, AJC Southeastern Area Director, 

met with two local FBI agents. In Samet's case, the local agents were 

based in Miami. In a confidential memorandum the following day to 

Manheim Shapiro, Program Supervisor of the Community Affairs Department, 

Samet described the meeting. He met with the FBI agents to discuss 

"matters pertaining to subversive activities" in the Miami area and to 

make "the agents aware of the areas of our concern." Samet wrote that 

"it was agreed that we could be of mutual assistance concerning several 

specific areas of activity." 

For example, Samet learned from the FBI agents about various 

activities of the local branch of the NCSJRC. He had previously been 

aware of only one meeting, but learned through the FBI agents that 

other activities, quiet but effective, had taken place. Then Samet 

delved into an incident at the Miami Beach Jewish Community Center 

which simply brought out issues already covered that did not relate to 

the FBI. Shapiro's response to Samet on March 30 did not even mention 

the FBI, but centered in on the various claims of the NCSJRC. Copies 

of both memoranda were sent to Fineberg and Director df Community 

Affairs Nathan Weisman. This correspondence can be seen in Appendix B-8. 

The AJC also had minimal contact with Roy Cohn in March and April 

of 1953. Cohn received a letter on March 24 asking why so many Jews 

were Communists. Cohn forwarded the letter to the AJC for a reply. 

Fineberg wrote the reply suggesting that Communists try to make it 

appear that Communists are Jews and vice versa to shield themselves 

oehind the false charge that attacks on Communism are anti-Semitic. 

Fineberg then mentioned that many anti-Communist Jews existed and he 

listed a few, suggesting that one needs to'judge each person individually. 

This short contact with Cohn concludes the contacts between the AJC and 

107 

' 
' ,, 
' ' 



the government except for one described below. We now turn our 

attention to the ADL. 

Current Charges of ADL-Government Collaboration 

Marshall Perlin is a New York City attorney who currently represents 

Michael and Robert Meeropol and the National Committee to Reopen the 

Rosenberg case (NCRRC) in their various legal efforts to obtain in

formation on and eventually reopen the Rosenberg case. Perlin has 

been involved in the Rosenberg case and with Morton Sobell since the 

early 1950's. He led the somewhat successful battle to obtain FBI 

.files pertaining to the case under the 1974 Freedom of Information 

Act. The NCRRC maintains that the several thousand pages of documents 

it has received from the FBI so far constitute less than five per cent 

of the FBI Rosenberg-Sobell files. 19 Perlin and his staff have 

laboriously poured over all the documents obtained and come across 

what they feel are rather significant findings indicating actions 

on the part of Judge Kaufman and the FBI that never should have taken 

place. These particular actions are not the concern of this study. 

An additional one is. In a February 1977 speech in San Francisco, 

Perlin claimed that a letter from the ADL to the FBI urged that the 

Rosehbergs be convicted. If such is true, the ADL has lied for years 

about its position on the Rosenberg case. 

Let us first examine the current claims and denials. The San 

Francisco Jewish Bulletin reported Perlin's claims and carried an 

interview with him in a front-page headline story by assistant editor 

Phil Bronstein on February 18, 1977 (Appendix B-9). The Chicago 

Sentinel also picked up the story. However, one look at the first 

words of the headline can cause some skepticism. Note that it says 
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''Attorney Perlin Seeks to Reopen 1960' s Case"--and remember that 

the Rosenberg case occurred in the 1950's. This could easily be a 

misprint. However, the skepticism grows when the major two sentences 

of the story are read. These are: 

According to attorney Marshall Perlin, who since 1951 has 
been at the forefront of legel [:3ic] efforts to reopen 
the case, letters from the Anti-Defamation League to the 
FBI in July of 1953, urge that the Rosenbergs be convicted. 
The letters also call for something "to be done" about 
Rosenberg defense attorney Emanuel Bloch for his "unpatriotic" 
comments during the trial and suggest that 'the presiding 
judge "get the praise and support he deserves." 

First, Bloch made no unpatriotic remarks during the trial. In 

fact, several observers have suggested that his overconcern for American 

security and patriotism may have damaged the Rosenbergs. His 

"unpatriotic" remarks came during his eulogy at the Rosenbergs' 

funeral. Second, and more important, one should wonder why the ADL 

would urge that the Rosenbergs be convicted in July of 1953 when 

they not only had been convicted more than two years earlier but had 

already been executed in June of 1953. 

Upon release of the Jewish Bulletin story, Arnold Forster, general 

counsel of the ADL, issued a denial (which follows the original 

story in Appendix B-9). Forster wrote: 

The ADL was grievously wronged in the Feb. 18 issue of the 
Jewish Bulletin, falsely charged with having urged that 
Julius and Ethel Rosenberg be convicted during their trial 
in the 1950 1 s. ADL deeply believes in the constitutional 
principles that a man is innocent until proven guilty and 
is entitled to a fair trial. Nor did ADL ever ask that 
something "be done" about the Rosenberg trial attorney. 
No charges such as those made against ADL should be printed 
without documentary evidence. 

Forster summarized ADL Rosenberg activity as an attempt to avoid 

the injection of the false issue of anti-Semitism and stated that ADL 

still feels that its position was correct. He then concluded, "Those 
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who are seeking now, rightly or wrongly, to resurrect the Rosenberg 

case, have no right to inject into it a false claim of its being a 

'Jewish' issue." The Bulletin noted that it, in no way, stood behind 

Perlin's charges. 

The Chicago Sentinel, however, while printing Forster's denial, vio-

lently disagreed with Forster (see Appendix B-9). In an editorial, 

it noted that the Jewish issue was real, that the anti-Semites made 

it real. The editorial stated: 

We disagree with the ADL. The vindication of the 
Rosenbergs would lift a great burden from the hearts of 
many Jews who have always been troubled by its impact. 
It would not be the first time in human history that Jews 
have been defamed. The fact that they were radicals should 
not deter us. 

Thank the Almighty that McCarthyism is no longer de
basing our country. Let's not be afraid to fac~ the truth. 

The editorial also noted that Perlin promised a reply to the ADL's 

denial. 

Perlin has yet to reply to the ADL denial. However, he has 

shared with this author the evidence he has used to impute his claims. 

An examination of that evidence is called for. Remember that all of 

these documents, which can be found in Appendix B-10, are facsimiles 

of FBI documents obtained under the Freedom of Information Act. 20 

They will be examined in chronological order. 

The first document, dated March 20, 1952, is from Assistant 

Attorney General James M. Mcinarney to J. Edgar Hoover, Director 

of the FBI. It is a short paragraph talking about the February 28, 

1952, ADL memorandum (previously discussed) to regional offices 

alerting Jewish .groups against supporting various pro-Rosenberg 

activities, Enclosed with this memorandum was a copy of the ADL 

memorandum. 
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The second document is a letter from ADL President Judge 

Steinbrink to Hoover dated April 1, 1952. Steinbrink is obviously 

responding to an earlier letter from Hoover. In this letter, we note 

that Steinbrink enclosed an advance copy of Pilat's article on the 

Rosenbergs from The ADL Bulletin. The only "ominous" sentence in 

this letter might be the concluding sentence of the first paragraph. 

It reads: "Be assured that you may call on me and on our entire 

organization at any time for whatever cooperation or help you believe 

we can give." 

The third document is a similar letter--this time from Benjamin 

Epstein, ADL's National Director, to Lou Nichols of the FBI on April 

2, 1952. Epstein refers to the Hoover-Steinbrink correspondence, also 

enclosing a copy of the Pilat article. Then, similar to Steinbrink, 

he adds, "We have been very pleased with the excellent relationship 

which exists between our various staff directors and representatives 

of the Bureau who frequently have sought our cooperation, which is 

always forthcoming." 

The fourth document is the one made famous by Marshall Perlin. 

It is dated July 1, 1953, and is an FBI memorandum from Nichols to 

Clyde Tolson. Nichols was the "number three" man at the FBI as 

Assistant to the Director and Tolson was Hoover's "number two" 

man as Associate, Director. The subject of the memorandum is a telephone 

call from some unknown person (the name has been censored) at the 

ADL to Nichols. The call was off-the-record. But the ADL person said 

that the ADL wanted to send letters to the President, the Attorney 

General, and the FBI Director denouncing Bloch's comments at the 

funeral (not, as in the newspaper account, at the trial). Nichols 

suggested that such confidence in these leaders could be expressed 
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in The ADL Bulletin. The ADL person also stated that the ADL wanted 

in some way to give recognition to Kaufman. This agrees with the 

newspaper account. But the next lines of the memorandum do not. They 

read: 11 . . . they [~he AD~] felt if they made an award to him [Kauf

man], it would not be in good taste since the judge is supposed to 

do what the facts and his conscience dictate; that furthermore, Judge 

Kaufman had indicated he would not receive such awards." Nichols 

suggested another ADL Bulletin story on the vituperation heaped 

upon Kaufman by Communists. 

Nowhere in this memorandum does the ADL call for the Rosenbergs' 

conviction. I pointed this out to Perlin. He feels that if you 

know the case, you can see it there. I still cannot see it in this 

memorandum. 

During the years of the Rosenberg case, several ADL staff members 

did meet with Senator Joseph McCarthy. The meeting was not publicized. 

When it came to public attention, the ADL stated: 

While ADL is not involved in politics, it feels it is dis
charging an important responsibility to the Jewish commu-
nity in sitting down with government officials who wish to 
discuss matters related to our interests. The talk with 
Senator McCarthy was informal and informational in charac-
ter and in our view did not call for any official announce
ment on our part. No part of the meeting involved any 
commitments on either side nor any endorsement of the Senator's 
political activity.21 

This completes the extent of ADL-governmental contacts. The 

Saturday Evening Post did note that the B'nai B'rith cited Kaufman 

for "furthering the cause of democratic freedom. 1122 Whether this has 

any connection with the ADL can only be guessed at. 

Judge Irving Kaufman 

For years, Judge Kaufman has maintained complete silence on the 
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case--even on the Jewish aspects of the case. Such was not always 

a fact. On June 23, 1952, he wrote a letter to Fineberg noting how 

disturbed he had become by the "baseless propaganda" put out by the 

NCSJRC and how this propaganda gave him "great concern as an American 

and a Jew." Then he noted how gratifying it was to see the A.JC and 

ADL alerting Jews to the NCSJRC propaganda, "lest they become dupes." 

I wrote to Judge Kaufman in August 1977 with two basic questions: 

1) Did he find claims of anti-Semitism placing additional pressures 

on him?'and 2) Did he feel Jewish organizations responded properly? 

Kaufman's response came within two weeks. However, it was written 

by his clerk,who explained: 

It has been Judge Kaufman's policy not to comment in any 
way on the trials at which he presided. While I recognize 
that your research involves the reaction of the Jewish 
community to the Rosenberg case, it would necessarily have 
to concern details of the case. Accordingly, Judge Kaufman 
cannot be of assistance to you. 

What Kaufman could say in 1952, he could not say in 1977. (See 

Appendix B-11 for these letters.) 

One other interesting sidelight regarding Judge Kaufman should 

be mentioned. Two pieces of correspondence in 1954, one a letter 

from Terman to Fineberg and the other a memorandum from the AJC's 

Washington counsel Nathaniel Goodrich to Edwin Lucas, deal with a 

possible transfer of Morton Sobell fTom Alcatraz: to a less severe 

prison. The calls for a transfer were coming from the NCSJRC and 

the AJC wondered if it should intercede. The Terman letter indicates 

that someone at the AJC, perhaps Fineberg, suggested a meeting with 

Judge Kaufman. Terman wrote: "I had a lengthy talk with Lucas 

[Director-AJC Civil Rights Committe~ which was resolved in agreement, 

for reasons which I won't go into here) that the matter be discussed 
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23 
with Maxwell Rabb rather than with Judge Kaufman." The memorandum 

indicated that discussions did take place with Rabb instead of with 

Kaufman. At the time, Rabb was serving as associate counsel to 

President Eisenhower and as secre·tary to Eisenhower's cabinet. Rabb 

strongly advised the AJC not to intercede against the efforts 

of the NCSJRC (referred to as the Committee in the memorandum and 

letter found in Appendix B-12). 

Governmental Plans 

So far, we have examined Jewish agency-governmental agency 

contacts from the Jewish agency side. One fascinating document the 

NCRRC obtained from the FBI under the Freedom of Information Act also 

indicates that governmental agencies contemplated using Jews and 

Jewish agencies from their side. 

That one document is a January 22, 1953, memorandum on the 

RosenlYer:g case. In itself, this is not so fascinating. However, 

it is a Central Intelligence Agency (CIA) document which proposes: 

A concerted effort to convince Julius and Ethel Rosenberg, 
convicted atom spies now under sentence of death, that 
the Soviet·regiine they serve is persecuting and ultimately 
bent on exterminating the Jews under its sovereignty. The 
action desired of the Rosenbergs is that they appeal to 
Jews in all countries to get out of the communist movement 
and seek to destroy it. In return, death sentence would 
be commuted. 

The document can be found in Appendix B-13. 

The anonymous author of the proposal points out the main advantage 

of the proposal: "The Communists Parties throughout the world have 

built.up the Rosenbergs as heroes and martyrs to 'American anti

semitism.' Their recantation would entail backfiring of this entire 

Soviet propaganda effort. 11 Then the author talks about the likelihood 

of success of the proposal. The document suggests that "the Soviet 
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Doctors' accusations" might come as a shock to the Rosenbergs and that 

the Rosenbergs might be convinced that the system they were about to 

die for had betrayed them and was destroying their own people. "In 

short," concludes the author, "they would be offered two things 

psychologically: 1) an opportunity to recant while preserving their 

self-respect and honor; 2) a new purpose in life. 11 

The next area covered is the ethical issue. The document notes 

that neither gaining a new way to "make clear the sinister purposes 

of Communism" nor saving two lives can be construed as "immoral." 

However, adds the document, this whole proposal cannot be coerced 

and the Attorney General must examine it. Since consideration need 

also be given to the failure to convince the Rosenbergs, the document 

suggests that unofficial emissaries be chosen. 

These possible emissaries are the concern of the section on 

suggested approach. As the author writes: 

The contact could be made by rabbis, representatives of 
Jewish organizations, former Communists .•.. Perhaps 
the ideal emissaries would be highly intelligent rabbis, 
representing reformed [sic] Judaism, with a radical back
ground or sympathetic understanding of radicalism, and with 
psychiatric knowledge. Such men can be found. Here again, 
the viewpoint of the FBI would be of the greatest value. 

Then, five last points are made: 1) since "the Rosenbergs already 

understand that they can obtain commutation if they cooperate with the 

United States," the emissaries need no fo:rmal promise of clemency,, 2) 

"complete confidentiality in the discussions is imperative;" 3) that 

the date of execution should be stayed until the emissaries ascertain 

whether the Rosenbergs are interested; 4) a stay of one to two months 

Would be indicated if the Rosenbergs show an interest; and 5) "Should 

the operation succeed, generous commutation appears indicated--both 

to encourage others to defect and to utilize the Rosenbergs as figures 
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in an effective international psychological warfare campaign against 

Communism primarily on the Jewish issue." 

This proposal obviously made it as far as the FBI. We can only 

guess if it went further. 

The Nature of Jewish Agency-Governmental Agency Contacts 

The evidence seems unmistakably clear--no Judenrat ever existed 

and the ADL never called for the conviction of the Rosenbergs, However, 

certain contacts between the AJC and the ADL on one side and the FBI, 

CIA, and State Department on the other side did take place. Such con-

tacts took place before the Rosenberg case and probably have continued 

to take place after the Rosenberg case. We have even seen a contact 

between the AJC and a presidential advisor regarding NCSJRC efforts to 

secure a transfer for Morton Sobell from Alcatraz. 

Such contacts appear relatively mild. They have not involved 

conspiracy nor collaboration, They could well have involved the 

sharing of information beneficial to all parties concerned. Perhaps 

the AJC even shared information it gleaned from its infiltration 

activities into extremist groups. Such activities deserve,tb be 

questioned. But the claims on the left of governmental-Jewish agency 

collusion in the Rosenberg case--be it in the 1950's accusation of 

Judenrat or the current Perlin claims about the ADL--simply do not 

hold in this observer's eyes. Perhaps our perspectives differ, 
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Other Responses: An Introduction to Chapters VI, VII, and VIII 

We have now completed a rather extensive examination of Jewish re

sponse to the Rosenberg case. We have looked at organizational and 

rabbinic response on the left, right, and center and come up with 

several patterns. We have also discovered that silence was a response, 

especially among rabbinic ranks. 

To even better understand Jewish response, a cursory comparison 

with other responses might prove beneficial. Three particular· 

categories of response will be briefly examined--the Christian 

response in the United States, Christian and Jewish responses abroad, 

and the response in the State of Israel. Perhaps the examination and 

comparison may enable us to see if the Jewish community in America 

responded differently at this time of crisis. 
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CHAPTER VI 

THE CHRISTIAN RESPONSE IN THE UNITED STATES 

As many Jewish organizations and rabbis were silent or negative 

about the Rosenberg case, so were many Christian organizations and 

clergy, Abraham Cronbach's letter to his fellow Ohio clergymen in Feb

ruary of 1953 and the responses he received provides an excellent ex

ample. Cronbach wrote: 

The voice of Pope Pius XII, raised in a merciful plea 
for the lives of Ethel and Julius Rosenberg, establishes the 
wish of leaders of all faiths that these young parents be spared. 

As spiritual leaders in Ohio it seems to me that we have 
a solemn duty ... to join our voices in an eleventh-hour ap~ 
peal to President Eisenhower to reconsider his decision 
denying clemency. 

Time is desparately [sic] short. Will you today send 
a message to the Presiden4 urging him in the name of humanity 
and compassion to be merciful and spare the lives of the 
Rosenbergs, I would urge you to speak to your congregation 
and call upon them to do the same,1 

Cronbach received a majority of his letters back unopened, stamped 

"Refused--Return to Sender." A few had written back to him simply stating 

that they would not do as he requested. Others, such as the Reverend 

Hugh M. Robinson of Cincinnati's Shiloh Community Methodist Church, also 

said that they would not do as requested but complimented Cronbach for 

courageously obeying his conscience. 2 Some Protestant ministers noted 

that the Pope did not speak for Protestants. Some Catholics simply noted 

that the Pope's voice was often raised in mercy. 
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Some responses, of course, were angrily written and contained hints 

of anti-Semitism. One clergyman suggested that Cronbach return to Russia-

although Cronbach was born in Indianapolis. The Reverend Robert James St. 

Claire of Cincinnati's North Fairmount Presbyterian Church wrote: 

Your letter coming to my desk spurred me to write to the Pres
ident of the United States. I indicated to him that organized 
Protestantism is solidly behind the ongoing of justice, and 
that any clemency granted the Rosenbergs would be favoritism 
toward an obstreperous minority and a contradiction of the 
patent will of the American people.3 

Cleveland's Reverend C. W. Johnstone similarly hut not as viciously wrote 

Cronbach: 

I am astonished at you being a Rabbi and intervening for 
people who will ally themselves with a God-hating nation and 
persecutors of the Jews; they should die the death and the 
death should be equal to their sin against the law of a na
tion which is so blessed with freedom and plenty. These 
people are not under Grace, but under the law of Mount Sinai 
which says "Eye for eye, tooth for·tooth, life for life. 11 4 

The response Cronbach received was not atypical. Many Christian 

clergy felt quite negatively about the Rosenberg campaign. On a national 

level, we saw this in the press release from six representatives of the 

three major religious groups. Two of the six were prominent Christian 

clergy--the Rev. Dr. Daniel A. Poling, editor of The Christian Herald, 

and Father Joseph N. Moody of Cathedral College. Their statement, of 

course:, was not vicious as the two previously quoted. Their statement 

was a response to the injection of anti-Semitism. But, as described in 

Chapter IV, it was quite negative about pro-Rosenberg support. 

Many Christian groups and organizations responded negatively to the 

NCSJRC campaign. One story, picked up by the Religious News Service on 

January 13, 1953, should provide a good example. The story talks of the 

Holy Name Society of St. Ambrose Roman Catholic Church in Buffalo, New 
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York. The Society was in the process of touching off a movement to flood 

the White House with anti-clemency letters after passing a resolution 

calling for letters to back the President. The Society adopted the reso

lution after the Buffalo District Attorney told how he was prevented from 

walking down one side of Pennsylvania Avenue in Washington because police 

allowed 11Communist 11 picketers for the Rosenbergs to march there. In his 

day, he added, they would have sent in mounted police and broken up the 

pickets. The Bishop of the Albany Episcopal Diocese urged clergy and 

laymen to be cautious in signing petitions, especially on behalf of the 

Rosenbergs. 5 

In spite of all this negative response, what is fascinating is the 

large number of Christian clergy and organizations speaking out for the 

Rosenbergs~-either against the guilty convictions and death sentence or 

just against the death sentence alone. To list the many clergymen who 

spoke out would take far too much time and consume far too many pages. 

Many names will appear in various discussions below. Suffice to say here 

that while some of the clergymen who lent support had long been identified 

with the left, countless others had no such reputations. In fact, some 

who lent support or made appeals were clergy of national prominence. 

Instead, let us examine some of the organizational appeals. Not 

surprisingly, many Quakers and Unitarians made their feelings known. The 

Quakers had long opposed capital punishment. Immediately after the death 

sentences were announced, the Philadelphia Yearly Meeting of Friends 

wrote to President Truman. The letter stated, in part: 

The Representative Committee is not rushing to the aid of 
traitors but deplores the extension in the field of crimes 
which may be punished by the imposition of the death pen
alty. This extension to the Rosenbergs we oppose. The 
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Corrnnittee is encouraging the members of this Yearly Meet
ing to work for the abolishment of capital punishment in 
all cases and under all circumstances.6 

The Unitarians, while not issuing an organizational appeal, also ques

tioned the death sentence. Several Unitarian ministers, including 

Stephen Fritchman of Los Angeles,not only opposed the death sentence, 

but also questioned the Rosenbergs' guilt and became sponsors of the 

NCSJRC. The Rhode Island Universalist Convention tabled a resolution 

opposing capital punishment in particular and urging clemency for the 

Rosenbergs only after the intervention of the Convention's President 

and Superintendent.7 

Baptist Ministers' Conferences in Washington, D. C., and San Fran

cisco urged clemency. In a sermon carried by the New York Times, the 

Reverend Dr. Ralph Walker, of New York's Madison Avenue Baptist Church, 

called for the repentance of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg and for govern

mental and judiciary officials to be guided by justice and mercy. 8 

The NCSJRC was supported by the Methodist Federation for Social 

Action. Another Methodist group, the Board of World Peace of the Meth

odist Church, made an appeal. In a telegram to the President on June 

15, 1953, from Reverend Charles F. Boss, Jr., of the Board, a clemency 

appeal was made for five reasons: 1) to set a humane example to a con

fused world, 2) to heighten respect for the family relationship, 3) to 

provide for future justice if injustice should later be discovered, 4) 

to create better attitudes around the world, especially between Russia 

and America, and 5) to heighten the status and greatness of American lead

ership. Another Methodist, the Reverend Henry Hitt Crain of Detroit's 

Central Methodist Church, allowed a statement of his to be used by the 
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NCSJRC. Crain declared that he "opposed death for the Rosenbergs" say

ing that "it implies an altogether unworthy capitulation to the hyster

ical temper of the times and reveals a recreant willingness to resort to 

'scapegoat' devices to appease the homicidal urges of crowd compulsion. 119 

Certain organized clergy activities and appeals specifically regard

ing the Rosenbergs took place,most not under the official auspices of the 

NCSJRC. The first such activity was an appeal to Truman on December 31, 

1952, involving 159 people, 85 of whom were clergymen. The signers em

phasized that, although they had no sympathy for the Rosenbergs, the death 

penalty was extreme and had never before been imposed in the United 

States for such a crime. Clemency for the Rosenbergs, said the signers, 

would demonstrate· to the world the contrast to conditions in totalitarian 

countries and would also assure the world that America was not the victim 

of hysteria. Among clergy signing the appeal, according to the Religious 

News Service, were the Reverend Haynes Holmes., minister emeritus of New 

York's Community Church; Dean Walter G. Muelder of Boston University's 

School of Theology; the Reverend Donald B. Cloward, executive secretary 

of the Council on Christian Social Progress of the American Baptist Con

vention; the Reverend Albert J. Penne~ pastor of New York's Broadway Tab

ernacle Church; Reverend Boss; the Reverend Franklin D. Cogswell, general 

director of the Joint Commission on Missionary Education of the National 

Council of Churches; the Reverend A. J. Mus te, executive secretary of the 

Fellowship of Reconciliation; and the Reverend John Oliver Nelson of the 

Yale Divinity School. The appeal added that its signers had no connec

tion with other groups seeking clemency for the Rosenbergs and deplored 

the use of the case for anti-American propaganda. 
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The second clerical appeal was carried by the Religious News Ser

vice on January 14, 1953 (the New York Times carried the story on Jan

uary 13). Dr. Jesse W. Stitt, pastor of New York's Village Presbyterian 

Chruch and former president of the Manhattan division of the Protestant 

Council of the City of New York, said that an open letter with 1,000 

signatures and a telegram stating that 500 more signatures had been 

received were on the way to President Truman. ,These signatures were those 

of Protestant clergymen and Stitt added that he had received several 

hundred since sending the letter and telegram thus totaling nearly 2,000. 

The signatures were the result of a solicitation mailed out to as many 

Protestant clergy as possible. Stitt did say an effort was made to 

reach the entire Protestant clergy in America (estimated at 250,000 by 

the Religious News Service). 

The appeal to Truman stated: 

We are not partisans. 
decision of the Rosenbergs 
of their wrongdoing. 

Our plea does not hang on the 
guilt or innocence nor the degree 

We ask you, in the spirit of the love which casts out 
fear, to mitigate a punishment of such terrible finality 
and one which, for the offense, is unique in our history. 

With the opening of the New Year, we appeal to you for 
this sign to the whole world that America today, as always, 
places her faith in the humane practices of democracy.lo 

Among the signers, again not associated with other groups seeking 

clemency for the Rosenbergs, were the Right Reverend Charles K. Gil-

bert, retired Protestant Episcopal Bishop of New York; Dr. Robert Hastings 

Nichols, professoreme:-itus of Union Theological Seminary; Dr. Bernard 

Loomer, dean of the University of Chicago Divinity School; Dr. Roland H. 

Bainton of the Yale University Divinity School; Dr. Robert M. Hopkins, 
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executive vice-president of the Golden Rule Foundation; and Dr. James 

Luther Adams of Chicago's Meadville Theological School. 

In a cover letter to the appeal, Stitt wrote Truman that the ap

peal "expresses a collective hope" and follows the "pattern set time and 

. b A i 1 · h · 1111 again y mer can c ergymen in eac generation. 

Stitt noted that only one written refusal to sign the open letter 

had come to his attention. The Reverend Dr. John Reuss, rector of New 

York's Trinity Protestant Episcopal Church,wrote Meadville's Dr. Adams: 

I want you to know that I am astonished at your action. 
I consider the crime which the Rosenbergs were convicted for 
one of the worst in the annals of mankind. 

In view of the fact that the Connnunist Party in this 
country is making a determined effort to use people of lib
eral conviction as a propaganda front throughout the world 
against the country in this matter, it is difficult for me 
to believe that you have not b~en duped into allowing your 
name and position to be used.12 

With the change in Presidents from Truman to Eisenhower, another ap

peal similar to the one forwarded by Stitt was thoughtnecessary. This 

second appeal was signed by 2,300 Protestant clergy from 28 denominations 

and from all 48 states, the District of Columbia, the Territories of 

Alaska, Hawaii, and the Canal Zone, and the Connnonwealth of Puerto 

Rico. It was forwarded by Dr. Bernard Loomer, dean of the University of 

Chicago Divinity School. Though Loomer had been active in the NCSJRC 

campaign, he forwarded this appeal noting that the 2,300 were an unaffil

iated group. The appeal stated, in part: 

I urge you to reconsider your refusal to commute the 
death sentence of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg. 

Together with nearly 2,300 other clergymen, I signed 
a letter asking for executive clemency • 

. All of us, as pastors, are in intimate touch with 
our people; it is fair to conclude that our opposition to 
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the death sentence is shared by a much larger number of con
servative and thoughtful citizens. 

We are not questioning the justice of the trial, but we 
earnestly question the political and spiritual wisdom of the 
sentence. 

Surely we as a country are strong enough to endure the 
kind of tension involved in the Rosenberg case. 

Since this is an inadequate summary of .our views, I re
spectfully ask on behalf of all of the signers that you grant 
an appointment at which some of our number can present to you 
personally the considerations which moved us to join in a 
common plea for mercy. 13 

Another letter from Dr. Stitt to Eisenhower on March 23, signed by 104 

Protestant clergymen, referred to the appeal of the 2,300 and asked again 

for an opportunity for a small delegation to meet with the President. 

Loomer continued to press for a meeting with the President at a clemency 

dinner in March with the Reverend Kenneth R. Forbes, executive chairman 

of the Episcopal League for Social Action. 

On June 16, 1953, as the execution date neared, President Eisenhower 

did meet with a small delegation of clergymen which included Loomer; 

Cronbach; the Reverend·Bruce Dahlberg, a Baptist pastor from Brooklyn; 

and Dr. Daniel Ridout, secretary of the Baltimore area Methodist Episco

pal Church. They were accompanied to the White House by Dr. Charles 

Stewart, a retired faculty member of the New York City Episcopal School. 

The four, with Ridout as spokesman, pleaded with Eisenhower for mercy. 

Eisenhower, however, responded by stressing two points: 1) that 

the Rosenbergs could not be imprisoned forever since, if imprisoned, they 

would come up for parole and 2) that, as he had seen as a general during 

the war, "there are times when death is the only effective penalty'' 
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serving as a deterrent. As they were leaving, Rabbi Cronbach turned to 

President Eisenhower and said, "Life is full of problems that baffle 

our intelligence. All of us need the guidance of God, Mr, President, 

may you have the guidance of God. 1114 Eisenhower did not grant clemency. 

One area which merits study is the response of the Christian press 

to the Rosenberg case, especially to the appeals for clemency. Among the 

Jewish press, only the leftist Jewish Life spoke up for the Rosenbergs, 

However, my brief study indicates that a few of the national Christian 

periodicals leaned towards clemency for the Rosenbergs. A comparison of 

the Jewish and Christian press would be a valuable contribution, 

Many people were skeptical of any positive clerical response, be it 

Christian or Jewish, Fineberg wrote: 

Clergymen, being men of mercy, were especially susceptible 
and hundredssigned clemency petitions. Their support was 
used to give the impression which the Communist propagan
dists wished to make, namely, that a grave miscarriage of 
justice was being perpetrated, and that all good men should 
work vigorously to prevent the outrage,15 

The HUAC report, Trial by Treason,was even more critical of those 

clergymen who took part, in some way, in the Rosenberg campaign and/or in 

Rosenberg appeals, Trial by Treason covers these clergymen in a chapter 

entitled "The False Prophets," which begins with a verse from the First 

Epistle of St. John: "Beloved, believe not every spirit, but try the 

spirits whether they are of God: because many false prophets are gone 

into the world. 1116 

In this chapter, HUAC discussed the role of the clergy. It stated: 

The Rosenberg campaign was skillfully designed by the Com
munists to appeal naturally to ministers, whom the Commu~ 
nis.1s expected to respond to ideals of "peace, 11 "justice," 
"mercy" with which the propaganda on behalf of the spies 
was cleverly alloyed.17 
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Herbert Philbrick, who "infiltrated''the Communist Party for the 

FBI, 18 testified for HUAC about the Communists' clerical campaign. 

Philbrick described two kinds of clergymen. The first kind were those 

who lent their names and pulpits to the Communist cause because they 

were "duped into enlisting in a cause they felt worthy." The second 

kind, who carried out Communist strategy within the mnctuary, were "hard 

disciplined and trained agents of Stalin who were ministers of the Gos

pel ... prostituting the Christian ministry to the evil ends of 

atheism and oppression. 11 19 

Philbrick used some rather vicious words to describe a large num

ber of well-meaning clergymen who, I am sure, would not describe them

selves as dupes or prostitutes. A large majority of them were not Jews. 

In fact, even considering the difference in overall numbers, rabbis seem 

to be quite under-represented among those clergymen calling for some form 

of appeal. 

Aaron Antonovsky writes: 

As far as I can recall public opinion polls, there was a 
not-microscopic segment of the American public at large which 
had doubts about the [Rosenbergj guilt. The difference comes 
to the fore even more strongly when the question of the 
death sentence is considered. There were a considerable 
number of Gentiles-;...over and above fellow-travelers--whb . 
were seriously disturbed by the imposition and carrying out 
of the death sentence. Yet we find no opposition from the 
members of our [Jewish] sample. 20 

Antonovsky's sample was that of laymen. I have taken a look at rab

bis. We come to the same general, albeit nonscientific, conclusion. 
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CHAPTER VII 

THE CHRISTIAN AND JEWISH RESPONSE OVERSEAS 

The foreign response to the Rosenberg case has been briefly touched 

upon in Chapter IV. Note was made of the large numbers of people, mostly 

non-Communist, in France and Italy who felt that the Rosenbergs had not re

ceived justice. Such feeling discouraged the publication of Fineberg's 

book anywhere in Europe. Yet a somewhat closer look is needed. Was the 

pro-Rosenberg response in Europe simply the result of Communist diver

sionary tactics away from the Slansky affair, as HUAC concluded in Trial 

by Treason? Many Europeans did equate the two, sending appeals both to 

Washington and to Prague. Or was the pro-Rosenberg response in Europe 

symptomatic of something deeper and more important? 

The investigation of foreign response might best begin with the Vat

ican. In December of 1952, the Apostolic Delegation in the United States 

communicated to the Department of Justice that Pope Pius XII "had re

ceived numerous and urgent appeals for intercession in behalf of Julius 

and Ethel Rosenberg which, out of motives of charity proper to his apos

tolic mission, without being able to enter into the merits of the cases, 

His Holiness felt appropriate to bring to the attention of the United 

States civil authorities. 11 1 The Attorney General received the communi

cation and there the communication sat until February 1953. 

A new administration had taken office in Washington and no announce

ment had ever been made of the Vatican communication. Prompted by an 

Itali.an Catholic press which had been accusing the Pope of callousness in 
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not raising his voice to save the Rosenbergs, the Vatican newspaper 

1 1 Osservatore Romano revealed on February 13 that the Pope had already 

dispatched a message to the United States government concerning clemency 

without entering into the merits of the case. This set offconfusion in 

Washington where a presidential press secretary said that no such notifi

cation had been received by the State Department, the Justice Depart-

ment, or the White House. 

The confusion cleared up the following day when Truman's Attorney 

General announced that he had carried the communication no further when 

he had received it and when Eisenhower's assistant Sherman Adams re

ceived a second communication from the Apostolic Delegation. The second 

communication repeated the first and added: 

Furthermore, I am directed by the Holy See to inform the 
competent United States authorities that many new demands 
are being received at the Vatican urging the Holy Father 
to intervene for clemency in behalf of the Rosenbergs and 
that Leftist newspapers insist that His Holiness has done 
nothing ..• kindly notify this to the President. 2 

The Vatican's communication was interpreted several different ways. 

The government viewed it simply as a communication of appeals received 

by the Vatican. The Rosenbergs, surprised by the communication, assumed 

that the Pope had made a personal appeal on their behalf. Once again, a 

middle ground would be more beneficial. The Pope did communicate that 

he had received clemency appeals. The Pope had done likewise in various 

cases since World War I. However, the Pope did not always pass on ap-

peals. For example, the Pope took no such action regarding the Nuremberg 

trials following World War II. To strengthen this middle view, on the 

day of the executions, the Va ti.can made one last statement. Over Vati

can Radio came the broadcast that: 
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•.. Catholics also had urged clemency for the 
Rosenbergs but said they favored "mercy," unlike the Com
munists who are using the Rosenbergs to make political 
·capital. 

We wish to recall the prompt and delicate intervention 
of the Holy Father some months ago. Many bishops are also 
interested in the case.3 

Other appeals were also received from Italy. The Federal Council 

of Italian Evangelical Churches cabled Eisenhower urging him "to be 

great in your mercy and spare the lives of the Rosenbergs. 114 And 

typical of many other European responses equating the Rosenberg and 

Slansky situations, the Union of Italian Jewish Communities sent two 

telegrams urging clemency--one to the President of the United States 

and one to the President of Cze~hoslovakia. 5 

As stated in Chapter IV, the response in France was the strongest 

in Europe, even stronger than that in Italy. As the execution date ap

proached, Maurice Cardinal Feltin, the Archbishop ci,f Paris, wrote an ap

peal to Eisenhower as head of the international Roman Catholic peace 

movement called Pax Christi, The Cardinal noted an upcoming summit 

meeting between the heads of state of Britain, France, and the United 

States, Stating that world peace was dependent on this conference, the 

Cardinal hoped the United States would revise the trial results or 

grant a reprieve. Such an action, he added, would confirm the ''words 

of charity and peace pronounced by President Eisenhower last April 

in the name of God. 116 The Cardinal was joined in his plea for mercy 

by the Bishops of Orleans and Lyon. Finally, with the Cardinal's 

approval, a special prayer service for the Rosenbergs was held at 

Notre Dame Cathedral. And, according to the NCSJRC, four French 

Catholic periodicals urged clemency for the Rosenbergs. 7 

The National Synod of the French Reformed Church (Protestant) asked 
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Eisenhower to grant a reprieve for the Rosenbergs. 8 Writer Fran~ois 

Mauriac organized a Christian Committee to make a Rosenberg appeal. At 

the Catholic Center for French Intellectuals, he asked "all French 

Christians and all men of good will in France to join in an attempt 

to prevent execution of the Rosenbergs until further evidence could 

be considered. 119 

But French Christians did not make the only appeals. The 

Association des Rabbis Francais, the Association of French Rabbis, 

decided in January 1953 to issue an appeal to Eisenhower but wa:iJ.ted 

until the Vatican's communication was made public, lest the Communists 

misuse their appeal.IO The French Rabbinate plea was moving. It read: 

The Rabbinate of France, profoundly moved by the 
death sentence pronounced on Ethel and Julius Rosenberg, 
but wishing to avoid any exploitation of this plea for 
political purposes, respectfully appeals directly to you 
to implore you to use your prerogatiye of clemency in their 
behalf. 

Troubled in conscience by certain indications, and con
vinced together with an important section of public opinion, 
of the extreme severity of the sentence handed down by 
Judge Irving Kaufman, the French Rabbinate adds its voice 
to all those others in Europe--sincere friends of .American 
democracy--in asking this measure of clemency in the very 
name of our common ideal of justice and generosity which 
we derive from the Bible. 

With confidence in the spirit of equity and humanity 
to which your whole life bears testimony, the French Rab-
binate hopes, Mr. President, that you will not allow this 
sentence without precedent in the West, to be carried out, which, 
in addition to the persons of the Rosenberg couple, will 
affect two young children.11 

Following the executions, Henri Schilli, the Co-Grand Rabbi of France, 

spoke at a meeting on the behalf of the Rosenberg children. 12 

Perhaps most moving, however, was a cable sent Eisenhower by the 

daughter and relatives of Alfred Dreyfus. In the cable, they 

stated: 
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In the name of the family of Colonel Dreyfus, to whom 
world protest--among others that of the people of America-
arid French justice assured vindication after a sentence 
obtained in spite of his protests of innocence, we entreat 
you to prevent the irremediable in order that the Rosen
ergs, alive, be permitted the inevitable review of their 
trial. 13 

France and Italy, while strong in their responses, did not hold 

a monopoly on other Western European countries. In Great Britain, the 

Reverend Charles E. Raven, chaplain to Queen Elizabeth II and former 

vice-chancellor of Cambridge, wrote: 

This savage verdict underlines the conviction that America, 
instead of leading the world to a more righteous and 
liberal way of life, is becoming so hysterical in its 
dread of communism as to betray the very principles upon 
which the Constitution is founded.14 

15 
The Chief Rabbi of Great Britain also urged clemency. The 

Austrian Jewish community sent protests to both the United States 

and Czechoslovakia. 16 Of course, non-religious protests were also 

quite abundant. 

Religious responses occurred in other non-Communist countries. 

The Reverend Glendin Partridge, a Presbyterian minister from Montreal, 

led a Canadian group to save the Rosenbergs (Partridge was also to 

preside at the Rosenberg graveside ceremony--see Appendix A). 17 In 

Australia, Ernest Platz, acting secretary of the Jewish Council to 

Combat Fascism and Anti-Semitism, sent an appeal. 18 Twenty-three 

Christian chuTch leaders protested the death sentence in Melbourne. 

In Sydney, Anglican, Church of Christ, Congregational, Jewish, 

Methodist, and Presbyterian religious leaders joined together in 

sending a telegram for clemency to Eisenhower. 19 

The Communist countries appeared more restrained in their response. 

In East Germany, the East German Christian Democratic Union sent a tele-
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gram to Archbishop Aloysius Muench of Fargo, North Dakota, the Papal 

Nuncio to Germany, requesting him to intervene in behalf of the 

Rosenbergs. This followed a similar request to Pope Pius XII from 

the East German Deputy Premier, who was also in charge of church 

affairs. The Deputy Premier also attacked the Evangelical Bishop 

of Berlin for not making an appeal while visiting the United States. 2O 

In Poland, with the help of author Leib Olitzky who was also co-owner 

' 
of the publishing firm 1 , :i 117., 1 ,., (Yiddish Book), two booklets appeared 

in Yiddish. One was entitled Julius and Ethel Rosenberg Must Not 

Be Killed and the other was a translation of Death House Letters. 

Yiddish Book was located in Warsaw. 

Religious response around the world appears to have been far more 

vocal and favorable to the Rosenbergs than in the United States. Only 

in the Communist world did the religious response seem muted--perhaps 

because religion itself had been muted behind the Iron Curtain. Leslie 

Fiedler, in an article quite critical of the Rosenbergs, offered some 

cogent words to explain both these phenomena. He wrote: 

In the Rosenberg case, a part of the world (that part, at 
least, still not hopelessly poisoned by Communism) turned 
to America for a symbolic demonstration that somewhere a 
government existed willing to risk the loss of political 
face for the sake of establishing an unequivocal moral 
position.21 
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CHAPTER VIII 

THE ISRAELI RESPONSE 

Introduction 

A third area of comparison is the Isra.el:L res.ponse, r:s,ra,e1 was. a, 

very young state, only two years old when the R.osenbergs: we:t;e ar'):.'es·ted a,nd 

barely five when they were executed, During tnose three yea,i;-s~ two pea:ple. 

with very identifiably Jewish names sat awaiting execution,. How· did the 

Jews in the new Jewish state respond? 

The Israeli response remains an excellent a:r:ea. ;!;or ;l;utu're te.s·ea:rcli~ · 

A couple of high points have been briefly mentioned over the. yea.tE! ~ Row""' 

ever, no one has studied the Israeli press reaction at all, A neginn:t.ng 

has been made here with a cursory examination of the Eng;lis.h:i--l~ngua,ge 

Jerusalem Post. With this beginning, perhaps. someone can delve tnto the. 

Hebrew language press. 

A Chronological Account of the Hig!iiights of the Isi'ael~ Re_SJ'PP-r~; 

The first major response to the Ros-enhergs in tsrael was: a,n uns:uc'""' 

cessful attempt in May and June of 1952 to get a resolution on heha,l;f; o:e 

the Rosenbergs through the Knesset, Israel 1s parlia:ment.. Ye_t s-:tx: '.IUQnths 

later, defense lawyer Bloch said to Judge Kauf'.IUan in an .a,r.gument ;for 

clemency, "What is there about this case that has a.:tous·ed the wodd.? · What 

is it that prompts .fifteen memb.e:r.s of the Israeli government to calile me 

a protest of your sentence? What is it that has caused :France ta htt'.t:'Il 

With indignation at th.e case? 1'
1 The Knesset had not passed such a 1re~·o.,.., 
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lution. Bloch never produced the telegram. And one day later an offi~. 

cial spokesman of the Israeli Consulate General in New York said, "I am 

authorized to state that at no time has the government of Israel or any 

of its members cabled to Mr. Bloch in reference to this matter or any 

other matter. 112 

The government of Israel may not have cabled an appeal, but several 

rabbis and religious leaders in Jerusalem did cable an appeal to Presi

dent Truman in November 1952. Several conflicting reports exist concern

ing the number of rabbis and sages who signed and which ones signed. But 

no conflict exists regarding the text of the cable. The full text, cop

ied from a NCSJRC leaflet, may be found in Appendix B-14. It read, in 

part: 

We the undersigned rabbis and religious leaders of 
the Holy Land take the liberty of addressing your excel
lency, pleading with you to exert the power of clemency 
given you in the tragic case of Julius and Ethel Rosen
berg. We dare not enter into the details of th LSic] 
trial which ended in a judgment of guilt and death sen
tence, though it is difficult for us to imagine that Jews 
anywhere in the world, particularly in a land as rich in 
merit as the United States of America, would act against 
the interests of their country. At least we know of no 
such happening in the long history of the Jewish people. 

Let your excellency call to mind the millions of guilt
less Jews who lost their lives at the hands of the Nazis 
during the Second World War and the clemency that was ex
tended to the perpetrators of those murderous and cruel acts 
of monstrosity. We honestly believe that an act of clem
ency in this case is exceedingly vital and your name as 
Chief Executive of an honorable portion of mankind, your 
deep religious feeling, and your awareness of the spirit 
of good within you leads us to lay before you this, our 
humble petition, in full hope that you will grant it. 

God alone knows the whole truth. May this, your clem
ency, be a fitting crown to your great career. 
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The number of signers reported varied between eighteen and twenty

one. A November 19, 1953~Jewish Telegraphic Agency (JTA) report on the 

cable included Israel's two Chief Rabbis, Isaac Herzog and Ben Zion 

Usiel, among the signers. A New York Times report of the same day said 

that, while officials of the Chief Rabbinate were among the signers, 

neither Chief Rabbi· had signed the cable. Then, a November 24 JTA re

pbrt said that Rabbi Herzog denied he ever signed the plea while·Rabbi 

Usiel regretted that he did sign the plea. 

An American rabbi, S. Andhil Fineberg, found the publicity given 

the Israeli rabbi appeal disconcerting. So he wrote a letter to theed

itors of the New York Times which was published on November 22, Fine

berg noted the international pro-Rosenberg Communist campaign which duped 

innocent people into support of the Rosenbergs. Fineberg found these 

Jerusalem rabbis, as men of mercy, being used by the Communists, although 

they, themselves, were anti-Connnunists. Then Fineberg concluded: 

The Jerusalem rabbis can hardly expect others to believe 
that the excellent patriotic record of Jews throughout 
history has bearing on whether the Rosenbergs committed 
espionage. Renegades appear in even the best families. 
These Jerusalem clergymen, despite good intentions,have 
simply injected an utterly irrational and illogical ref
erence to group identity which the Connnunist network will 
surely exploit,3 

Other appeals followed that of the rabbis. In December 1952, an ap

peal reached Washington from workers at the Fertilizer and Chemical Works 

in Haifa. 4 Several weeks later, Mrs. C. Iran, Haifa Communist councillor, 

asked the Municipality of Haifa to support a Rosenberg pardon. She was 

defeated, the other councillors asking her why she had not requested the 

same for the Sla:rtsky defendants. She responded, "They admitted their 

guilt. 115 

-- 1 
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I,n May o;f; 1953~ ei.ghty ... fom:: ls.rael;l intellectuals sent a letter of 

appeal to :President Eisenhower. The letter said in part: 

From Jerusalem, the ·eternal capital of the People of 
Israel~ the ci.ty of peace and prophetic vision, scientists, 
artists, and men of letters together with the intellectual 
elite of the entire world, fervently request you to pardon 
Ethel and Julius Rosenberg. 

The whole world is waiting for pardon. 6 

Among the signers were names such as Agnon, Buber, Carmi, and Halkin. 

Two small demonstrations occurred in. Tel Aviv--one before and one 

after the executions. A group of Communists were dispersed by police on 

Friday evening when they gathered at the United States embassy to plead 

for clemency. The following day 200 people gathered, again at the em

bassy, to protest the executions. A small demonstration also occurred 

Saturday afternoon in Haifa, with protestors marching down Herzl Street. 

Also following the executions, an Israeli kibbutz offered to adopt 

the orphaned Rosenberg children. The kibbutz, Ha-Ogen, 7 was located 

in the Plain of Sharon and affiliated with ha-Artzi, the Ha-Shomer ha

Tza'ir kibbutz movement. Kibbutz Ha-Ogen had been founded in 1947 by 

settlers from Czechoslovakia. Additionally, a Hebrew translation of 

Death House Letters was published in Israel. 

The last major Israeli. response came at the 1953 World Sewish Con

gress. Pro-Soviet Mapam delegate Moshe Ere:m of Tel Aviv questioned Dr, 

Nahum Goldman.n's objectivity since Goldmann omitted any reference in his 

speech to the "anti-Semitic :manifestations growing out of the Rosenberg 

case in the United States. 11 Prompt American :t'es·ponse from Louis: Segal 

of the American Zionist Laborites and Dr, Maurice Perlzwe.ig took care of 

the matter. Segal asked, "Why did you not complain of the fact that Dr. 
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Goldmann did not include the Slansky trial , •. ?"8 

Even today, articles about the Rosenberg case appear in Israel. 

And supposedly, near Yad Hannah, a Maki (Communist) kibbutz close to 

Netanya, stands a memorial forest for the Rosenbergs. 

Coverage by the Jerusalem Post 

The Jerusalem Post did not carry anything on the Rosenberg case un

til March 15, 1952. For two years, from arrests to trial to sentencing 

to imprisonment, the Post perhaps did not consider the case newsworthy 

enough to report on, The March 15 story discussed a Rosenberg appeal to 

the Supreme Court. Then silence descended again until October 14, 1952, 

when the Rosenbergs lost an appeal. From November 1952 through February 

1953, the Post did carry a number of Rosenberg-related stories. Most were 

short wire service stories from the Associated Press, the International 

News Agency, United Press, or Reuters placed on the front page. The 

Post gave far more comprehensive coverage to the Slansky affair in 

Prague and to the Doctors' Purge in Moscow, In June 1953, however, the 

Rosenberg appeals and execution daily made large front-page stories. 

The Jerusalem Post also carried several interesting columns. In the. 

"Marginal Column" by "Commentator," the long wait before the protests was 

examined. Corrnnentator explained this by saying that the Communists were 

hoping for two martyrs and were acting as "King David did when he gave 

Uriah the letter." The Corrnnunist effort to exploit an anti-Semitic issue 

is noted but Commentator still comes out for clemency. 9 

A January article. by Post American correspondent Jesse Lurie agreed 

with the guilty convictions but wondered about the death sentences. Lurie 

138 



concluded that the death sentences were to get the Rosenbergs to talk. 

Lurie also noted one Rabbi I. Usher Kirshblum of Kew Gardens who was 

worried about the Rosenbergs' Jewish name in future generations. Kill

ing the Rosenbergs now, felt Kirshblum, would send their secrets to the 

grave. 10 

A column by Ze'ev Laquer appeared on the Post's front page on June 

21, immediately after the executions. Laquer stated that the inter

national effects of the executions should have been considered. The 

executions were a tragedy, he said, adding, "the lack of charity and 

wisdom displayed in Washington bodes little good." A similar page one 

column by David Courtney appeared the following day. Courtney did not 

question the Rosenbergs 1 guilt, but lamented the ugly world which caused 

their deaths. The world was ugly, he said, because of the despotism of 

fear. The fear was so bad that he concluded "that a kindly man in 

whose gift was mercy [Eisenhower J, dared not exercise the gift. II 

The Post itself ran only one editorial on the case entitled "The 

Quality of Mercy." Stressing that too mu<rh cruelty and violence was 

loose in the world, the editorial called for moderation. It concluded: 

From Israel, the ancient plea goes forth "berogez rachem 
tfzkor--in indignation remember to be merciful."11 

Views of Other Israeli Newspapers 

This section might well be a sneak preview of what serious research 

could uncover in the Hebrew-language Israeli press. It is based on a 

daily column in the Jerusalem Post called "View of Yesterday's Press." 

The column offers a daily synopsis in English of editorials in the Hebrew

language papers. Thus, this section can, in no way, be considered com-
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prehensive. However, it serves as an excellent introduction. 

The Communist paper, Kol ha-Am (.Q;Y □ ;ip) loudly proclaimed Hs· op

position to the convictions and death sentences. For example, Kol ha-Am 

maintained that "mad warmongering Wall Street imperialists, thirsty for 

the blood of proud Jewish fighters for peace, had not been able to break 

the Rosenbergs. 1112 Kol ha-Am also maintained that the Rosenbergs "were 

sentenced to death on the strength of false evidence of a man who had 

lost his sanity [David Greenglass] •11 13 

Mapam' s paper, Al ha-Mishmar ( ..JD.Jl~-·-'l¥ ) , sounded nearly as crit

ical as Kol ha-Am. Before the executions, Al ha-Mishmar was hopeful that 

the United States would show clemency and thus let "reason and under

standing triumph over the 'witch hunt' atmosphere. 1114 However, after the 

executions, Al ha-Mishmar called the Rosenbergs scapegoats chosen by the 

rulers of the United States "as a sacrifice on the altar of anti-Communist 

hysteria" and regarded their execution as "a further victory of McCarthy

ism, of hatred toward all social idealism and progress. 1115 

The papers of the Histradut (Israel's labor organization),, Davar ( i:i i ) 

and Omer l:uut)_. both called for clemency for the Rosenbergs. Davar said 

that the entire population of Israel shared the hope that the Rosenbergs' 

lives would be saved. Davar took its stand for clemency without neces

sarily being convinced of the Rosenbergs' innocence and in spite of the 

"hypocritical" Communist propaganda which ignored the Slansky trials and 

the Moscow doctors. Davar added, "While we do not ignore the Jewish as

pect of the Rosenberg case, our call for clemency is mainly motivated by 

considerations of a more general nature .... Democracy, as distinct 

from totalitarian regimes, does not require the electric chair and gal-
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lows." 16 

Nathan Altennan wrote a poem along these same lines pointing out 

that not only were the Rosenbergs 1. lives and their children's happiness 

under the shadow of the electric chair, but so also was the soul of 

democracy. Alterman wrote in Davar, "The very fact that the conscience 

of Democracy has dared to challenge the executioner, and defy hysteria, 

is no mean achievement, although the outcome is still in the balance."17 

Davar regretted the executions. Though it stated that it understood 

why the death penalty was imposed, it added, "Many believed, and are con

tinuing to believe, that the commutation of the sentence would have been 

a severe blow for the propagandists of murderous totalitarianism."18 

Omer also expressed disappointment that the death sentences were not com

muted. But Omer also criticized the Communists for trying to make po,-

1:Lll:Ji&al capital out of the Rosenberg case and asked, "Was Slansky allowed 

to appeal to a higher instance and how many times? 1119 

Davar and Al ha-Mishmar got into an argument following the executions. 

Al ha-Mishmar accused Davar of "justifying the execution of the Rosen

bergs." Davar retorted that it had called for mercy while Al ha-Mishmar 

had never dared protest against the executions of many thousands in 

Eastern Europe or against the Slansky trial.
20 

Davar followed this up 

with a cartoon made up of two panels. Each panel contained a weeping 

orphan. The first orphan held a sign saying, "I protest against the ex

ecution of my father, Julius Rosenberg." The second orphan held a sign 

saying, "I am overjoyed that my father, the traitor, has been hanged. 

Prague. 1121 

Al ha-Mishmar responded to Davar by claiming that it had disagreed 

with aspects of the Prague affair. But, added Al ha~Mishmar, Davar had 
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"been more American that the Americans" in the Rosenberg case "concur

ring that" the Rosenbergs' crime had "changed the course of history and 

endangered the lives of millions. Such a statement is tantamount to the 

servile cringing of the Washington rulers. 1122 

Summary 

In spite of the bickering between a couple ·Of Israel's newspapers, 

most Israelis deeply hoped the Rosenbergs would be granted clemency. 

They yearned to see America prove herself different from the totalitar

ian regimes of the East. 
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CHAPTER IX 

CONCLUSION: WERE WE AFRAID OF GHOSTS? 

Both World Wars were followed by Red scares in this country. We 

have examined one episode of the Red scare following World War II. We 

have discussed the apparent vulnerability of Jews during this episode 

called the Rosenberg case. Jews were prominent in areas particularly 

exposed during the Red scare--in entertainment, in academia, and in 

science. Many Jews had long-standing relationships with leftist and 

Communist organizations and other Jews had flirted with these organiza

tions in years past. And while Jews had begun moving up into the upper 

middle classes, anti-Semitism. and the Holocaust remained vivid mem-

ories. 

Congressman John Rankin rose to speak in the House of Representa

tives waving a list of "subversives." About that list, he remarked, 

"There is not a white Gentile in the entire group. 111 Some blatant anti

Semitic literature arose. Quotations from one book, published in the 

mid-195O's and circulated in the late 195O 1 s and early 1960's, can pro

vide an example: 

All the accused in the atom espionage trials, without 
exceptions, were Jews. And we will see that behind them 
stood the whole of world Jewry. During the trials the U.S. 
had to avoid the slightest appearance of "anti-Semitic" 
tendencies, unless she wanted to be declared bankrupt or 
have an economic crisis. Thus the case against Julius 
and Ethel Rosenberg had to be assigned to a Jewish judge-
Justice [sic] Irving Kaufmann [sic] --whom the whole of 
world Jewry regarded as a destructive opportunist [sic] 
traitor to the Jewish race. Sypol [sic], the New York 
district attorney, was a Jew too. Finally, besides the ac
cused, a Jew called Bloch was the defending counsel. 2 
• • II • e • • • a • • • • e • e • • • • • t • • • • ■ • • 
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The other symbolic figures of this world-conquering 
nationalism were the Rosenberg couple. They are typically 
small, unimportant people who .•. handed over the atomic 
secret out of sheer racial conviction, i.e. doing it as 
part of their duty towards their own people .. 

. • . According to the law the Rosenbergs were spies; 
they were traitors to America. 

Nevertheless, ninetyi.-nine percent of world Jewry, the 
capitalists and proletarians, the residents of luxury vil
las of the Sea Gate and of the slums in the Bronx, the 
Jews ..• of every capital city in the world, united sol
idly in demonstrations to force the "nazi-fascist-Hitlerite" 
Eisenhower to exercise his presidential prerogative of mercy. 
In the eyes of decent patriotic American citizens, this whole 
campaign with its picketing, appeared like a Conrrnunist dem
onstration •••• 

In five continents capitalists and Communists, highly 
cultured intellectuals and simple Talmudists all joined 
forces to save two Communist spies •.•. On Union Square 
in New York, the Irish policemen were hardly able to cope 
with the situation brought about by fainting fanatical 
Jewesses collapsing when they heard that their adopted 
country, the United States, had executed the traitors. 

From now on, President Eisenhower, the latest succes
sor of Washington and one of the executors of the Morgenthau 
Plan, could count on the fact that his name too would be on 
the black-list of "war criminals" and "enemies of the 
people." 3 

Perhaps Jews in America had something to fear. In retrospect, Ben

jamin Epstein feels that many people with the ADL were sympathetic at 

the time to the Rosenbergs but worried as to whether or not the case 

would be perceived as a Jewish issue. 4 Lucy Dawidowicz was fearful of 

what the left campaign might cause. She wrote: 

It is obvious that the Communists, by ... propaganda, aim 
to enlist Jews in the defense of Communists and their in
terests. But it is equally obvious--or should be--that the 
Communists are also engaged in an insidious campaign, which 
if it succeeded could only serve to establish guilt (though 
they call it "innocence") by false association. Because a 
spy or a Communist is a Jew, the Communists proclaim that 
all Jews are collectively involved. More--the Communists 
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take it upon themselves to make this involvement a 
reality, so far as their powers permit. That, in the 
process, great damage may be done to American Jews, far 
from restraining the Communists, seems only to encourage 
them. It is well to be on guard; we have seen how 
similar campaigns of identification and accusation 
have strengthened the hands of anti-Semitic forces 
elsewhere.5 

Yet Jews were simply afraid of what the Rosenberg case might indi

cate. Aaron Antonovsky's 1953 study of fifty-eight Jewish men in a medium

size Eastern city points out that Jews were at least uncomfortable, if 

not also fearful, about the Rosenberg case. Antonovsky noted that all 

fifty-eight of his respondents were aware of the Rosenberg case and of 

the Jewishness of all the principal characters involved. Many took the 

trouble, however, to point out to the interviewer (who they ascertained 

was Jewish) that several of the other characters, such as Fuchs, were 

not Jewish. This dual awareness, wrote Antonovsky, indicated "some 

degree of sensitivity to the ethnic identification of alleged Soviet 

spies. 116 

Antonovsky probed deeper. Regarding Judge Kaufman's sentence, a 

large majority raised the question of empathy and understanding to point 

out its absence. A majority felt that "Judge Kaufman, precisely because 

he was Jewish, had no alternative but to impose the death sentence, A 

Gentile judge might or might not have done so; certainly the law permitted 

it, and the crime might have warranted it. But a Jew could only ha.ve 

acted in one way. 117 Then Antonovsky listed the two factors that led 

to this feeling about Judge Kaufman's situation. The first was a 

general belief that a sentence short of death, decide.cl upon by a ,Jew, 

would result in some anti-Semitism. This combined with a second belief, 
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that Kaufman could only feel hatred for the Rosenbergs. "This phe

nomenon is •.. well-known: What greater hatred is there than that of 

the 'loyal' (to whatever cause or group) to the ex-loyal, the 'formerly 

one of us' turned traitor? The respondents' sentiments are projected 

onto Kaufman. 118 

At this point in the interviews, Antonovsky noted the discomfort. 

He wrote: 

.•. At first, there is a vigorous denial that 
the Rosenbergs were Jewish: They were atheistic Com
munists, belonged to no Jewish organizations, etc. 
However, the very vigor of the denial reveals, and the 
respondents quickly acknowledge, that this is not the 
case: in the final summing up they said, in essence, 
'once a Jew, always a Jew.' But they go beyond this: 
whether we see the Rosenbergs as Jewish or not is be-
side the point; all of America knows that they are Jewish.9 

• For Jews, Rosenberg was "one of us" and hence 
his guilt is "our guilt. 1110 

The respondents shared some other general feelings in the Antonov

sky study. One was that Jews, as a minority, should consistently dis

play higher standards than Gentiles. The Rosenbergs violated these stan

dards and thus betrayed the Jews. Antonovsky also noted the fear that 

the Rosenbergs' crime "--if not mitigated by a death sentence imposed by 

a Jewish judge, in response to the pleading of a Jewish prosecutor, or 

even despite this--" might "bring to the fore the latent anti-Semitism 

existing in America. 1111 

Concluded Antonovsky: 

The American Jew ... premises his psychological security, 
his sense of ethnic identity, upon acceptance by "goyim," 
but he feels that the "gay" has let him down by not really 
accepting him. The Rosenberg case, then, does not raise the 
fear of a wave of anti-Semitism. It does, however, provide 
the ''gay" with excellent grounds for expanding his refusal 
to accept the Jew as an American,12 
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Did Antonovsky's respondents have much to fear in reality? More 

generally, was the discomfort felt by many Jews based on an imagined 

reality or on fact? The American Jewish Committee decided to find out, 

so concerned was it with the possible growth of anti-Semitism. The AJC 

had been involved over the years in canvassing selected·samples of 

people to analyze public opinion. Dr. Samuel H. Flowerman, Director of 

the AJC's Scientific Research Division, suggested a poll in July 1950 

to find out the extent of public identification of "Jew" with "Commun

ist" and with "spy". Much of the AJC's polling was conducted by the 

National Opinion Research Center (NORG) of Chicago which, in 1950 and 

1951, was working on other nationwide polls for the AJC. So two rider 

questions were developed and placed into another· poll on a different sub

ject and put into the field on two different occasions--November 1950 

and April 1951. Needless to say, the results are fascinating (and may be 

found, in part, in Appendix B-15). 

First, mention should be made about the two samples. Both were al

most identical--1,289 people of whom 1,058 were white Christians. Sec

ond, the purpose of the rider questions should be quoted: 

. to determine any' trends in criticism ("talk 
about") against Jews as well as to tap awareness of 
the conviction and death sentence of Julius and 
Ethel Rosenberg.13 

Third, the questions and results should be examined, as they were 

on a May 4, 195\ confidential memorandum from Flowerman to Slawson. 

One question asked: 

Have you heard any criticism or talk against Jews in 
the last six months? (If yes) What? 

The results to the first part of this question were: 
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(Total White Christians) Nov. 1950 April 1951 

Heard criticism 
Have not heard criticism 

24% 
76% 

16% 
84% 

A drop of 8% took place in the six-month period--the exact time of the 

trial, convictions, and sentencing of the Rosenbergs, Greenglass, Gold, 

and Sobell. The drop, according to the analysis, was due to a decrease 

in positive responses among Protestants. 
I 

The second part of this question offered results just as interest-

ing. The two major criticisms of concern were "Communist" and "spy." 

The fascinating results were: 

Spies 
Communists 

Nov. 1950 April 1951 

.6% (7 individuals) 1.9% (20 individuals) 
1.1% (13 individuals) .9% (10 individuals) 

The identification of spy and/or Communist with Jew seems almost nil. 

A second questioned asked: 

As far as you know, has anybody in the United States 
been accused of atomic spying? (If yes) Do you hap
pen to remember the names of any of the persons ac
cused? What were their names? 

Most people surveyed were aware of the accusations of atomic spying--59% 

in November and 67% the following April. And awareness of the Rosenbergs 

and Greenglass did increase in the six-month period--from less than 2% to 

about 33% for the Rosenbergs and less than 20% for Greenglass. 

Flowerman concluded: 

In ,summary, reports of talk or criticism against Jews 
has decreased. There has been no change in the stereotype 
of the Jew as a Communist. There has been an increase in 
the stereotype of the Jew as a spy from less than 1% to al
most 2%, but the magnitude is still small. 

Specific names of Jewish atom spies are better known, 
no doubt as a result of the public trial .... 
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The results of this poll challenge the feelings expressed by Jews 

in Antonovsky's survey. The white Christians polled in the AJC-NORC 

survey do not seem to be prepared to blame all Jews for the Rosenbergs. 

Nor do the Christians seem willing to jump at this excellent chance, as 

Antonovsky put it, to refuse to accept Jews as Americans, A poll taken 

after the Rosenberg campaign and appeals in July 1953, did show an in

crease in people who said "Jews are traitors;" the increase went from 

1% to 4%. 14 Yet even with this increase, all the numbers are incredibly 

small. The perceptions of the Jews in Antonovsky's study (and perhaps of 

many other Jews) were simply not matched in reality. 

Other poll question results from the AJC during these years 

strengthen this conclusion. One question asked, "Can you think of any 

kinds or groups of people in the United States who are more likely than 

others to be Communist?" From 1950 to 1954, the percentage of respondents 

naming Jews dropped from 4% to 1%15--thus contradicting the July 1953 

survey. Even when presented with ready-made lists of groups, parallel 

responses emerged. 

Of course, some contradictions appeared in the polls, One came as 

a result of the question~ ''Some of the people accused of atomic spying 

are included in this list. Can you tell me which ones they are? You 

may remember some of the names when you see them. 1116 While some of the 

names were real, others were fictitious--some Jewish-sounding (like Max 

Finkelstein) and some not (like David Carpenter). The fictitious non

Jewish names were "remembered" by 3% of the sample while those 

with Jewish names were "remembered" by 20% of the sample. Soci

ologist Charles Stember explained this contradiction in part, by people 
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simply identifying the names as foreign sounding, i.e. non-Anglo-Saxon. 

Perhaps, he added, some people also responded to the fictitious Jewish

sounding names because they simply recalled that some of the accused spies 

were Jews. 

An unpublished report to the AJC and the ADL by Leo Srole entitled 

"The Perception of Jews as Communists and Spies" in 1951 also seemed to 

offer some contradictions. 17 Srole demonstrated that some people with 

strong anti-Communist concerns were more receptive than others to the idea 

that Jews had a stronger chance to become Communists than other groups of 

people. Srole suggested the same in terms of strong anti-Semites and 

observed that prejudiced people are ready to grab onto every new slur. 

Yet these contradictions, if one may call them such, in no way detract 

from the general conclusion. Sociologist Stember voiced it well: 

In the aggregate, then, our data strongly indicate that 
even during the early 1950s--a time of great concern over 
Communist infiltration and espionage--a large majority of 
Americans refused to associate Jews as a group with Communism. 
Though several of the Soviet spies then being tried and con
victed amid the utmost publicity happened to be Jews, only 
small fractions of the public adopted the idea that Jews per 
se were more likely to be Communists than other people ..•• 

The notion of the Jew as a congenital radical,never more 
than a minority opinion in America, actually seems to have 
come close to extinction in the postwar decades,18 

In short, perhaps Jews were afraid of ghosts during the Rosenberg 

case. The polls taken at the time contradict the apprehensions vocal

ized in the Antonovsky study. Our examination of the response to the 

Rosenberg case by other religious groups and clergy here in America and 

by various religious groups abroad, including Jews, indicates that many 

other members of identifiable groups had less hesitancy to raise their 
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voices in opposition to the Rosenbergs' convictions and/or sentences 

than American Jews. A Jewish issue definitely existed regarding response 

to the Rosenberg case. But it raised problems for American Jews--not for 

American Christians nor for religionists of countless denominations over-

seas. American Jews were greatly concerned about a problem which, for

tunately, did not exist. 

The Jewish establishment organizations did deny claims of the left 

(of the Jewish left in particular) that anti-Semitism was an issue in the 

Rosenberg case. The left made two contradictory claims: 1) that Jews 

were purposely kept off of the jury and 2) that Judge Kaufman, because he 

was Jewish, imposed an unnecessarily harsh sentence. The left did not 

seem bothered by the fact that a Jewish juror could have been as harsh as 

the Judge himself. The claims today still seem weak. Neither the de

fense nor the prosecution made a conscious attempt to keep Jews off the 

jury nor accused each other of doing so. Several prospective jurors who 

were Jews excused themselves. And even though many New Yorkers are Jew

ish, the United States Southern District of New York (the district in 

which the Rosenberg trial took place) does not include all of New York 

City. Though the Southern District stretches north towards Albany, it in

cludes only two of New York City's five boroughs--Manhattan and the 

Bronx. 19 

As for Judge Kaufman and his sentences, we can only turn to him, Yet 

he main.tains silence. Since the Rosenberg case, he has been a tough but 

competent judge known for his decisions in the field of civil liberties. 

In the early 1960 1s, he was appointed Chief Judge of the Second Circuit 

of the United States Court of Appeals--perhaps the most influential posi-
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tion in the judiciary after the nine seats on the Supreme Court. Without 

a doubt, the Rosenberg death sentences were in Judge Kaufman's purview 

and many people have argued that they were consonant with the other sen

tences imposed. However, the words with which he, chose to deliver the 

sentences sound incredibly harsh and outrageous, 

The jury found the Rosenbergs guilty, The jurors chose to believe the 

testimony of the Greenglasses and Gold rather than that of the Rosenbergs, 

This paper never propos,ed to investigate the guilt or innocence of the 

Rosenbergs and will not do so here. The granting of clemency, however, 

is another matter. I suggest that clemency should have been granted, if 

only to prevent the Rosenbergs from becoming larger than life. Their exe

cution appears as a mistake in terms of its effect on the perception of 

the United States by foreign peoples, Regardless of one's own personal 

feelings about capital punishment and about the Rosenbergs, their execu

tion can easily be seen as a mistake. It damaged our image abroad, turned 

Ethel and Julius Rosenberg into martyrs, and has enabled the case to 

remain alive well-nigh a quarter of a century, 

Obviously, Presidents Truman and Eisenhower are ultimately to blame 

for not granting clemency. But several groups made it difficult for either 

President to make this decision. Eugene Hevesi wrote of those on the 

right: 

It is quite obvious that if the poisonous atmosphere 
created by our ultra-patriotic fakers would not have 
prevented both Presidents from considering the fore
seeable foreign political repercussions of the execu
tions, and from exerci'sing their right of executive 
supervision of the judgment, in a manner advantageous 
to U.S. interests, there would have been no Rosenberg 
case. 20 

Several observers have also suggested that the left imposed additional 

,., 
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pressures on the Presidents. Leslie Fiedler, in the October 1953 Encounter, 

insisted that the Communists made any grant of clemency a difficult prop

osition. They so infuriated American public opinion that any grant of 

clemency would have been seen as buckling under Communist pressure. And 

by so publicizing anti-Semitic accusations, the left in general and the 

Jewish left in particular alienated whatever sympathies the Rosenbergs 

might have received from the Jewish establishment organizations. 

,But the Jewish center does not escape blame either. For in spite of 

the facts before the Jewish establishment organizations that few Americans 

identified Jews with Communists with spies, these organizations could only 

call anti-Semitism in the case a false issue. Not one organization, in 

spite of the acknowledged sympathies of many of their staff members, had 

the guts to make any sort of positive statement on behalf of the Rosenbergs. 

The Jewish establishment organizations did not and should not have en

tered into the trial or sentencing of the Rosenbergs. A denial of anti

Semitic implications would have been sufficient, But in not making a 

plea for clemency, the Jewish center made a grievous mistake. 
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CHAPTER X 

A CASE POSTSCRIPT 

The Case Lives on Today 

As noted earlier, Rabbi Fineberg wrote in a December 1, 1953, staff 

memorandum: 

I daresay that a few years hence Dexter White, Harold Glasser, 
Victor Perla, George Silvermaster, and other names of pro
Russian spies (alleged arid real) will be yesterday's news .. , . 
The man in the street will have forgotten them. But if the 
Rosenberg myth is not destroyed, such occasions as the anni
versary of their execution will bring renewed propaganda. 

A contemporary observer of the case writes: 

The Rosenberg case won't go away. It lingers, like the smell 
left in a room after a corpse has been removed..l 

The Rosenberg case has not died. Fineberg set out in 1953 to destroy 

what he called a myth that might allow the case to be used as propaganda. 

Yet Morton Sobell's imprisonment helped keep the case alive, Micha.el 

and Robert Meeropol also helped keep the case alive, For years, they 

lived in anonymity. But, as Michael said, "we spent all our lives knowing 

that sooner or later it would have to end. 112 The anonymity ended on June 

19, 1973, twenty years after thei.r pa.rents' execution. On that day, they 

filed suit against author Louis Nizer. One year later, at a rally in 

New York's Carnegie Hall, they officially announced their intention to 

reopen the case. 

A National Committee to Reopen the Rosenberg Case (NCRRC) has been 

formed. It has had some success in gaining sponsors and obtaining files 

from the. FBI. It has also had a marked success in attracting sympathy. 
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The America of the 1970's is not the America of the 1950's. Many govern

mental agencies such as the FBI are today viewed with suspicion and 

skepticism. Enough evidence has been uncovered to give this skepticism 

some general support. 

Yet again, the sides are forming. Of the revival of the case, Fine

berg says, "You can get a big campaign and go to the people and there are 

liberal ..• ultra-liberals and bleeding hearts and pro-Connnies and 

others who will sustain another campaign. 113 The old claims of anti-Semitism 

reappear unquestioned. One author writes in the Jewish magazine Response, 

"The jury had been systematically stacked; Jews and llberals had been 

weeded out during the selection." He adds that Judge Kaufman was a man 

who showed "himself again and again to be pitilessly biased against" the 

Rosenbergs.4 One might well wonder if anything has changed over the 

twenty-five years since the executions. 

Changes .•. 

• On the Right 

The American Jewish League Against Connnunism began to fade along with 

the Red scare in the mid-1950's, Eventually, the AJLAC closed down com

pletely in January 1960, only to be reactivated by George Sokolsky in 

May 1961. However, the AJLAC closed down soon again and lay in dormancy 

for several years. The AJLAC's most recent reactivation came in the mid-

19701s under Roy Cohn. Today it is housed in Cohn's law offices in New 

York and one of Cohn's staff members, Francis X. Dehn, Jr., handles its 

affairs, 

The AJLAC's vocal executive director, Rabbi Benjamin Schultz, has not 

faded away as quietly. Schultz was praised by FBI Director Hoover and 
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opened the June 2, 1955, session of the United States Senate with prayer. 5 

But Schultz's fortunes never reached these peaks again. On a train ride 

back from what turned into a joint speaking engagement in New Bedford, 

Massachusetts, Reader's Digest senior editor Eugene Lyons brought up the 

matter of Benjamin Schultz with Sol Fineberg. Lyons said that the AJLAC 

was short on funds and wanted Schultz gone. Then, several days later, Fine

berg received a call from Schultz who said that he wanted to get back "to 

preach the word of God." Schultz said he was looking for a pulpit and 

wanted a rabbi who would say something good about him. 6 

Fineberg was helpful., In 1960, Schultz left for a pulpit in Bruns

wick, Georgia. Two years later, he moved to a larg.et congregation in 

Clarksdale, Mississippi. His adjustment to life in the South caused a 

great deal of connnotion. During James Meredith's efforts to get into the 

University of Mississippi, Schultz proclaimed, "What America needs is more 

Missis s 1ippis 1 not less." He also asserted, while Jews took part in the 

civil rights movement., that there was no happier or freer place than 

Mississippi. 7 All this came at a time when other Mississippi rabbis were 

quietly working for change. 

Schultz, now in his seventies, remains Clarksdale's rabbi. His con

gregation respects him and he enjoys the congregation. He has been elected 

a District Governor of Rotary and president of the area Ministerial As

sociation. Yet he has not forgotten the past. Anti-Communism remains 

vital to him. 

• , • On the Left 

At the request of an Orthodox Jewish periodical of similar name, 

Jewish Life became Jewish Currents several years after the Rosenbergs were 
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executed. Jewish Currents remains in publication today. Incredibly 

enough, though the name has changed, the staff has remained essentially 

the same. Morris U. Schappes remains as managing editor and Louis 

Harap continues as contributing editor. 

While the magazine's staff has grown a bit older, it has also grown 

a bit wiser. The magazine no longer remains close to the Soviet orbit. 

Jewish Currents often carries articles dealing with anti-Semitism in the 

Soviet Union and Eastern Europe. Schappes himself honestly admits his 

past mistakes and his growth since. Today, he quite definitely states that 

he never used the Rosenberg case to cover up anti-Semitism in the Slansky 

affair because he simply did not believe any anti-Semitism was involved 

in the Slansky trial. He simply accepted on good faith the declarations 

of the Czech government (and the Russian government about the Doctors' 

Plot). He says he was so conditioned to reject anything from a capital

istic source and to implicitly trust anything from a socialistic or Com

munistic source that he never questioned the Czech government's claims. 

Adds Schappes, "I had big blinkers. 118 

Khrushchev's 1956 report blaming the Doctors' Plot on Stalin more than 

confirmed Schappes' growing apprehensions. He tells of a debate he had 

with writer Murray Kempton in the early 1950's. Kempton argued that anti

Semitism was involved in the Slansky affair while Schappes argued that it 

was not. Schappes won the debate. However, when he next saw Kempton--

in the press room of the 1957 Communist Party Convention--Schappes in

troduced himself with the words, "Mr. Kempton, you may not remember but 

we had a debate and I think I won the debate but you were right. 119 

Schappes, however, has not changed his mind about the Rosenberg case. 
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For years, he worked to free Morton Sobell from prison. Today, he is a 

sponsor of the NCRRC. The Rosenberg sons1 Michael and Robert Meeropol 1 

currently speak for many on the left. Michael Meeropol writes of his 

parents' case: 

All they [average Jewish liberals] had to do to escape 
the stigma of the 'Jew-commie-spy Rosenbergsnwas to do 
nothing. In case they couldn't get the point themselves, 
certain leading figures in the American Jewish community 
(S, Andhil Fineberg of the American Jewish Committee was 
a prime example) sought to head off the feared pQgr,pm . 
by stealing the anti-semite's thunder. Though anti-semi
tism was not the chief government motivation (anti-Com
munism was), the framers of my parents knew that it's al
ways better if defendants in a political trial are mem
bers of minority groups. The government took advantage 
of existing anti-semitism, and the trial gave the anti
semites a field day! To protect the rest of the Jews from 
this new wave of anti-semitism Fineberg and others mounted 
a vicious campaign against my parents and the committee 
that was seeking clemency and a new trial. In effect they 
were saying, "Wait, there are good Jews (like Judge Kauf
man). We want to kill the commie-Rosenbergs as much as 
any goy!" The rest of the people got the picture, and 
only a minority of the Jewish laity (and even a smaller 
percentage of the rabbinate) supported the campaign for 
clemency .•.• The majority of the American people and the 
majority of American Jews took the easy way out and did 
nothing.IO 

Michael Meeropol has an even more personal criticism of Fineberg. He 

notes that Emanuel Bloch had tried to place him and his brother with a fam

ily holding views similar to those held by Ethel and Julius,' (Eventu-

ally the children were placed with and adopted by Anne and Abel Meeropol) . 

Of this attempt, Michael Meeropol writes: 

... several influential persons sought to "kill" 
us by removing us from peop.le who shared our parents' pol
itics. This goal was blatantly spelled out in a letter or 
position paper written by one of the chief anti-Rosenberg 
propagandists, S. Andhil Fineberg.11 . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . . 

Fineberg and other political string-pullers, I am con
vinced, were trying to murder Ethel and Julius again by 
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transfonning their children's love for them into 
hate. They intended to place us with ''patriotic 
Americans" so we'd grow up despising our parents 
and honoring their murderers.12 

Finally, we turn to that unique figure in the Rosenberg case, Rabbi 

Abraham Cronbach. He followed his strange yet brave course until his 

death in 1965. He gave the eulogy for the Rosenbergs at their funeral and 

then withdrew from the Rosenberg case. While he did help raise funds for 

the children, he refused a plea from Joseph Brainin to become a sponsor 

of a reconstituted NCSJRC for Morton Sobell. He wrote Brainin: 

In the Rosenberg case it was not necessary for me to have 
an opinion touching the defendant's guilt or innocence. 
From the very beginning I held that the penalty of death 
was excessive even if the Rosenbergs had committed that 
crime. Today, I am inclined to believe that the Rosen
bergs were innocent ..•. 

Cronbach noted that mass meetings had failed for the Rosenbergs and he 

felt that they would not help Sobell. Then, he concluded, "A more effec

tive way of dealing with the opposition might be that of understanding 

the opposition. 11 13 

Abraham Cronbach was to add his wife's anxieties about the repercus

sions of the case to his reasons for not joining a reconstituted NCSJRc. 14 

But his suggestion of understanding the opposition remains excellent ad-

vice . 

. In the Center 

As already noted, some people on the left claim that the Jewish cen

ter tried to stop the adoption of the Rosenberg sons by a leftist family. 

I have not come across any papers to support the claim. However, the 

AJC did maintain an interest in the Rosenberg case as demonstrated by 

correspondence concerning Morton Sobell. 
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In Chapter V, 1954 AJC correspondence relating to NCSJRC efforts 

to have Sobell transferred from Alcatraz is discussed. Someone at the 

AJC wanted to work against the NCSJRC efforts and was advised against 

such by Maxwell Rabb, secretary to Eisenhower's cabinet. (see appendix 

B-12). 

As the years passed, support for Sobell's transfer or release from 

prison grew. In January 1957, Rabbis Uri Miller, Weinstein,Rackman, Lip

man, and Halpern joined Helen Sobell in an appeal for her husband. Rab

bi Leon KroniBh wrote the AJC in 1961 inquiring of the AJC's position 

on Morton Sobell. In forming a response, Edwin LuC:as wrote, "we have no 

position nor any opinion concerning the guilt or innocence of Morton 

Sobell." Lucas noted that a jury had found him guilty. Then he added a 

mysterious sentence. Pointing out that the full record of the case 

should be read for an opinion, Lucas wrote, "No one here, as far as I 

know, has done that. 1115 One wonders where Sol Fineberg was at the time. 

Fineberg had responded to other inquiries rec:·eived by the AJC. He 

wrote Robert J. Greene on February 26, 1960, pointing out that the aver

age citizen would never have had the chances that Sobell had received. 

He then stated: 

The agitation [for Sobell] has obviously been conducted 
in a way as to provide income for Mrs. Sobell and others . 
. . . That the clamor never would have gotten underway 
without the aid of Conununists and fellow-travelers is a 
certainty. 

Fineberg concluded by saying that although the AJC had ignored Sobell in 

recent years he (Fineberg)would not support a petition for him. 16 

Fineberg responded even more heatedly to a 1961 CCAR proposal calling 

a review of the Sobell case. 17 Fineberg, a member of the CCAR, did not 
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feel that the CCAR should speak for all its members in this matter, Fine

berg explicitly spelled out his feelings in a June 1961 letter to the ex

ecutive director of the Board of Rabbis of an eastern community. Because 

the AJC had been receiving inquiries about a move to get President Kennedy 

to grant Sobell a pardon, Isaiah Terman, by 1961 AJC's Director of Communi

cations and Servicing, decided to send copies of Fineberg's letter to all 

AJC Area Directors and Executive Assistants. Terman and Fineberg hoped the 

letter would answer two questions: rrHas the American Jewish Committee 

taken a position on this case? Can you give me [a rabbi] any information 

that will help us to arrive at a decision.? 11 18 The letter may be found in 

Appendix B-16. 

In his letter dated June 26, 1961, Fineberg summarized the position of 

the AJC on the NCSJRC, once again calling the NCSJRC a Communist-front or

ganization which injected the false issue of anti-Semitism. Then, Fine

berg drew a line to the Sobell committee. He wrote: 

The Sobell Committee is run by some of the people who ran 
the Rosenberg Committee. Their motives include helping 
Sobell's family financially, maintaining their group inter
est and having a cause which enables these leftists to ap
proach anyone they wish. 

Fineberg then brought in clergy: 

Rabbis, ministers, and other sensitive people find it dif
ficult though not impossible to refuse to ask clemency for 
anyone who seeks it. And yet, only a few dozen rabbis have 
signed up in answer to the several requests sent to a thou
sand rabbis by the Sobell Committee during its five years 
of operation. It is even harder for organizations of clergy
men to resist dubious appeals for moral support than for in
dividuals. 

Having mentioned clergy, Fineberg turned to a particular group of 

clergy, the CCAR. Calling the CCAR resolution "a weasel worded resolu

tion," Fineberg wondered if the CCAR was entering into the business of ask-
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ing for retrials and pardons. If so, noted Fineberg, the CCAR must also 

do so for other prisoners without the resources and support of Morton 

Sobell. Fineberg asked, "Are the rabbis sure that Sobell is the most de-

serving?" 

Fineberg concluded first by noting that the silence of the AJC and 

other organizations should indicate where they stand. Then, on a person

al note he wrote that he wondered if "it is proper when individual rabbis 

have been urged to take a certain stand and only a few are willing, for 

the rabbinical body to which they belong to take action without prior 

notice and make it appear that they all favor something to which some of 

them are violently opposed." 

A Sobell appeal arose next at the Union of American Hebrew Congrega

tions biennial meeting of 1962. The Biennial referred the pro-Sobell 

resolution to a joint UAHC-CCAR Commission on Social Action Connnittee com

posed of Irving Fain, Joseph Rauh, Marvin Braiterman, Rabbi Eugene Lipman, 

and Rabbi Morris Lieberman. Fineberg wrote to Fain, who was chairman of 

the connnittee. Fineberg stated, "Unless a Jewish organization is pre

pared to consider all the appeals for clemency now pending, I object to 

asking for clemency for a man who refused to take the stand at his own 

trial." 

Fineberg did admit that individual rabbinic appeals could be justi

fied and that the Sobell Connnittee had not made any claims of anti-Semi

tism. "But," added Fineberg, "I have read a rabbis I appeal to Jews not 

to fear to speak out as Jews on behalf of Sobell as though only cowardice 

can restrain a Jew from siding with the Sobell Connnittee. 11 19 Rabbi Lie.,.. 

berman indicated his agreement with this to Fineberg. 20 
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Additionally, during the early 1960 1 s at the AJC, a special proj

ects committee handled all matters regarding Communism and the Rosen

bergs. Included on that committee were Fineberg, Dawidowicz, Himmelfarb, 

and Rabbi Marc Tanenbaum, 21 

Commentary carried two articles regarding the Rosenberg case years 

after the executions. Alexander Bickel reviewed the Schneir book on the 

case in 1966 for Commentary •. Bickel agreed with the Schneirs that the 

case was a disgrace to the American administration of justice. But they 

disagreed as to the reasons. Unlike the Schneirs, Bickel could not see 

a frame-up or perjury or lies. Bickel found the case shameful because of 

the death sentence. He wrote, "There is first of all the death sentence, 

and secondly the death sentence, and thirdly the death sentence, and then 

again the death sentence. 112 2 Criticizing Kaufman's remarks and the lack of 

a reexamination of the unprecedented sentence by a higher court, Bickel 

concluded, "The sentence was carried out in effect, in retribution for 

their [the Rosenbergs'] silence. This action is disgusting. 1123 

Allen Weinstein used a dramatization of the Schneir book24 to 

strongly denounce the revisionist'reworking of the Rosenberg case. In an 

article in a 1970 issue of Commentary entitled "Agit-Prop and the Rosen

bergs," Weinstein harkens back to earlier Commentary articles on the case. 

While Weinstein agreed that the executions were terrible, he felt it impor

tant to point out that the NCSJRC was a creation of the American Communist 

Party. 

Even today, the AJC continues to avoid the Meeropol-NCRRC campaign. 

When Michael Meeropol planned a visit to Cincinnati in 1977 as part of 

the effort to reopen the case, the local AJC office inquiredifor Hebrew 
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Union College as to whether the College should participate in the visit. 

The national AJC office recommended no contact, no support, and no par-
25 

ticipation. 

Other organizations have added to the case postscript. The ACLU has 

asked Congress to look into "Judge Kaufman's conduct as part of its call 

for an inquiry into improper contacts between judges and prosecutors. 1126 

Arnold Forster, Associate National Director and General Counsel of the 

ADL, wrote to Edward Ennis of the Board of Directors of the ACLU to object 

to any investigation into the conduct of Judge Kaufman. The letter, 

dated October 1, 1976, and an attached memorandum to urge the ACLU not to 

recommend a Senate Judiciary Committee investigation into Judge Kaufman's 

conduct during the Rosenberg case can be found in Appendix B-17. 

In his letter, Forster wrote: 

If the ACLU, at this late date, is to disinter the 
Rosenberg case and lay before the American people the very 
elements that caused us so much heartache at the time, the 
action could only be justified if at the end of the road 
more would be known by the American people than is now al
ready known about the case. 

What is clear is that, having failed to show that the 
finding of guilt on the part of the two defendants was im
proper, an attack is now to be made upon the integrity and 
character of a sitting judge for his conduct in a trial that 
took place a generation ago. Were this investigation to be 
approved, I can see a McCarthyism style miscarriage of jus
tice. The ACLU should be the last group in our nation to 
allow itself to become the medium for permitting this to 
happen. 

The ADL would prefer to let the case rest. 

Some Final Words 

Some changes take place rapidly, others quite slowly. There have 

been changes over the twenty-five years since Ethel and Julius Rosenberg 

were executed. The left has grown older but wiser, the right has faded, 
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and the center has become more secure. The decade following World War II 

saw a great change in American Jewish life. The Jewish response to the 

Rosenberg case gives us a marker of that time. Twenty-five years is a 

short period of time. Yet the perspective offered by the Rosenberg case 

makes it appear longer. 
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APPENDIX A 

TWO ISSUES WHICH FURTHER INCREASED JEWISH DISCOMFITURE 

Execution on Shabbat 

During the months following the Rosenberg ~entencing, various legal 

appeals and maneuvers succeeded in 'delaying execution. However, with a 

June 15, 1953, Supreme Court vote of five to four denying a Rosenberg peti

tion for a stay of execution, the end appeared imminent. The Supreme 

Court adjourned for the summer. The executions had been set for Thursday, 

June 18, at 11:00 p.m. Preparations thus continued at Sing Sing Prison 

for the scheduled executions. 

However, on Wednesday, June 17, Justice William O. Dou~las granted a 

stay of execution on a completely new legal point brought up by two law

yers, The drama magnified. Attorney General Herbert Brownell filed an 

application with Chief Justice Fred Vinson for a rare special court term 

to review and vacate Douglas' stay. Vinson complied and the Supreme Court 

reassembled on Thursday, June 18. The Court, unable to reach a decision 

on Thursday, adjourned until Friday, June 19. The Court's decision was 

announced at noon on Friday. By a vote of six to three, the stay granted 

by Douglas was vacated, 

A defense attorney then asked Judge Kaufman to stay the now-scheduled 

Friday 11:00 p.m. executions because they would occur on Shabbat, the Jewish 

Sabbath. Kaufman denied the stay, indicating that he had already talked 

to Brownell and had made sure that the executions would not take place 

on Shabbat. Only later in the day did it become clear that Brownell had 

rescheduled the executions before Shabbat, which began at sundown, due 
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around 8:30 p.m. This realization led to increased protests around the 

world as Shabbat approached and led many Jews to fear further association 

in the public mind of Jew with Communist and spy. 

One document does indicate that the government did consider the prob

lems raised by the Rosenbergs' executions on Shabbat. A June 19, 1953, 

FBI memorandum from C. E. Hennrich, a Washington, D.C., FBI agent, to 

Assistant to the FBI Director D. M. Ladd indicated that Sing Sing Warden 

Denno was of the opinion that Shabbat would raise a question. But Denno 

also pointed out that the defense had caused the delay, not the government. 

Denno did not know of any precedents to follow, but he did know that the 

week was almost over. Denno also knew that a rabbi would be available and 

that the rabbi had made no mention to him of any problem raised by Shabbat. 

So Denno recommended that the execution time not be changed. 1 

The rabbi Denno consulted 1n.ay well have been Rabbi Irving Koslowe, 

Jewish chaplain at Sing Sing. Rabbi Koslowe did not feel that execution 

on Shabbat would be contrary to Jewish law. Jewish law calls for the con

tinuation of life as long as possible. Any shortening of life would go 

against Jewish law. Thus, Rabbi Koslowe felt that to reschedule the exe

cutions before Shabb~t would be contrary to Jewish law for it would en

tail the shortening of life. 

,.Rabbi Koslowe feels· that Judge Kaufman contacted several Jewish groups, 

including the B'nai B'rith. The groups advised Kaufman that it would not 

look good to execute the Rosenbergs on Shabbat. Additionally~ the Attorney 

General felt pressured to get the whole affair over with, 2 The executions 

were then rescheduled--to take place around 8:00 p.m., before Shabbat be

gan. Rabbi Koslowe accompanied both Ethel Rosenberg and Julius Rosenberg 
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to the electric chair, reciting the Twenty-third Psalm. 

The Funeral 

The Rosenberg funeral may also have increased chances for identifica

tion of Jews with Communists and spies in some people's eyes. The funeral 

itself was an interesting combination of traditional Jewish and ecumenical 

practices. After the executions, the bodies of Ethel and Julius Rosenberg 

were brought to the I. J. Morris Funeral Home at 9701 Church Avenue in 

Brooklyn. Some 10,000 people passed by the open wooden caskets of Ethel 

and Julius Rosenberg on Saturday, June 20, and on Sunday, June 21. Julius 

Rosenberg was dressed in a talit (prayer shawl) and a yarmulke (skullcap). 

While the talit, yarmulke, and wooden caskets adhere to traditional Jewish 

practice, the open caskets and the lying in state on Shabbat, the Jewish 

Sabbath, (Friday at s.undown to Saturday at sundown), do not. 

The funeral service took place at the funeral home on Sunday. The 

chapel oould hold just over 300 people so entrance was gained only by 

holders of a special card issued by the NCSJRC. Estimates of the crowd 

surrounding the funeral home during the funeral ranged from 10,000 to 

30,000. Julius' family attended; Ethel's did not. Joseph Brain.in began 

the service with a talk. He was followed by Emanuel Bloch. Bloch remained 

emotionally upset about the executions. His anger had not subsided. He 

declared: 

I place the murder of the Rosen.bergs at the door of Presi
dent Eisenhower, Mr. Brownell, and J. Edgar Hoover. They 
did not pull the switch, true, but they directed the one who 
did pull the switch. This was not the American tradition, 
not American justice, and not American fair play. This 
was Nazism that killed the Rosen.bergs .... 3 
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Rabbi Cronbach spoke next. In his eulogy, Cronbach attempted to 

ease away from Bloch's criticisms. No verbatim recording of Cronbach's 

eulogy was taken. Attached to this appendix is Cronbach's own typed re

collection of what he said. A New York Times reporter recorded several 

of his words differently. According to the New York Times, Cronbach said: 

Our hardest task is to eschew hatred, to forsake rancor, 
and to keep our hearts clean of vindictiveness and re
taliation. The Hebrew scriptures say: "Thou shall not 
take revenge" and "Thou shall not hate thy brother in thy 
heart'.'" Let us not vituperate bhose who pronounced the 
verdict. Let us at least give them credit for this much: 
that they did what they thought was right.4 

Maurice Erstling, the former president of the New York City Cantors Asso

ciation, joined the speakers to chant some Psalms and "El Malei Rachamim." 

Following the service at the funeral home, 300 automobiles and 3 

chartered buses followed the 2 hearses to Wellwood Cemetery at Pine Lawn, 

near Farmingdale on Long Island. Rabbi Cronbach shared the graveside cere

mony with the Reverend Glendin Partridge, the Presbyterian minister from 

Montreal who had led the fight to save the Rosenbergs in Canada. 5 

The Jewish Telegraphic Agency carried a report on the funeral in its 

Daily Bulletin. However, only the National Jewish Post, of all the Anglo

Jewish papers, saw fit to carry the story. 
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· Remarka by Abraham Cronbach 

At the Fm1deral of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg 

June 211 1953 at the I. J. Morris Funeral Homa, 

9701 Church Avenue, at Rockaway Parkway, Brooklyn, N.Y. 

Thi:;J text gives the talk almost but not entirely 
word for word. Slight verbal changes have been 

made in th~ interests of lite~ary propriety. The 

ideas are identical with the ideas of the address 

as delivered. 
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J\-1-2 
The eyes of all the world are on this sorrowful eathering. 

Millions of people are convinced that Julius and Ethel Rosenberg 

were innocent. Other millions have held that, even if they were 

guilty, their punishment was excessive. Still other millions believe 

that the punishment was just. 

To those who maintain that the punishment was just, I should 

like to say a few words. It is an ancient Jewish maxim that if, after 

a law has been vio_lated, the violator has been punished, the violation 

is to be regarded as canceled. The defendant ceases to be a defend.ant. 

Mattera become as if the violation had never occurred. That Jewish 

maxim ia so noble and so worthy that it ought to b_e adopted by people 

everywhere. According to that maxim, Julius and Ethel Rosenberg are 

now innocent--innocent even if judged from the harshest point of view. 

So much for those who think that the punishment was just. 

For· the rest of us, this is a day of bitter reverse. We toiled 

and sacrificed and dared in order to prevent this calamity, but our 

efforts were in vain. We were defeated. And yet there is a sense in 

which we were lli?_1 defeated. We were defoated juridically but we were 

!lQ.i defeated spiritually. We succeeded in being true to our finest 

selves. We succeeded as regards fidelity to our ideals of mercy, just

ice, and courage. The able attomey,to whom you have just listened, did 

not win his case. But he triumphed as regards devotion, industry, and 

resourcefullness. 

Tasks still remain. One of them is that of discovering and publish

ing the truth. The entire truth about this dreadful happening has not 

Yet been revealed. There are questions which have not been answered. 

Perhaps when the truth has been discovered, all the world will deem 

Julius and Ethel Rosenberg to have been &U,iltless. The truth should 

be soue;ht and made known. 
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Another task is that of bindin8 up the wounds--comforting the 

J 

bereaved, succorin5 the needy. The dead are beyond our reach. But· 

.. ~ the living must be solaced and aided. 

There is yet another task, and this is the most difficult of all. 

We should avolid hatred, rancor, and retaliation. \rlell worth heeding 

are those ancient Jewish words: 11 'rhou shalt take no revenge. Thou 

a.halt bear no grudge ••• Thou shalt not hate thy brother in thy heart." 

Though the judges and the executive rendered a verdict which broke our 

hearts,· we must remember that they did the right* as they understood 

the right. Our own conception of the right was, of course, far different 

from theirs. Still, we should not hate. We should not be vindictive. 

Hatred killed Julius and Ethel Rosenberg. Vindictiveness destroyed 

this young man and woman. .VJe who achieved a spiritual triumph when 

we struggled to avert this tragedy--let us not now succumb to spiritual 

defeat. 

Finally we who befriended the Rosenbergs should show the entire 

world that we are loyal among the loyal in our allegiance to America. 

Let us give our d.etractors not a scintilla of an excuse for impugning 

the,caliber of our citizenship. Let us make it unmistakably clear that 
' 

we can not possibly gain by anything through which America is injured. 

We gain if America gains. \'le lose if America loses. Our citizenship 

should stand beyond reproach, 

These things w? must do if we would bring about a brighter day 

our America and a happier time for all hwnanity. 

* At this point there occurred, among the listeners, a slight 
commotion which--it seemed to me--was quickly and firmly 
repressed by someone in the audience. 
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APPENDIX B-2 

REPORT ON MEETING OF THE L.A. COl,lliiITTEE TO SECURE JUSTICE IN THE 
ROSENBERG CASE HELD AT THE PARK VIE"N EAJWR, . 2200 W o 7th S1r., LOS 
ANGELES, ON APRIL 14, 1952 

Names of Comm~ttee Sponsors (parti~l .list}.~ 

Dr. Murray Abowi tz 
Jack Berman 
Helen Blair 
Reub~n Borough _ 
.Madeleine Borough 
Rabbi Franklin Cohn 
Nat Corner 
Rev. Carl T. Crane 
Jack Flier 
Rev. George w. Cofield 
Daniel Marshall 
John MaTernan 
Windham Mortimer 
Pauline Schindler. 
Rev•. E; Schmidt . 

Address of C ornmi ttee ;;-

c/o Sophie Davidson 
515 w. 41st Place 
Los Angeles 37, Calif. 

Speakers at Rally:-

Mrs. s. Davidson .. opening 
Mr. W. Mortimer - 1st pitch 
Rev. Carl L. Crane 
Mr. Reuben 

Dr. Sanford Goldner 
Martin Hal.l 
Hugh Hardyman 
Kay Keleher 
Robert V-i. Kenny 
Sarajo Lord 
Sylvia .Major 
Paul Ma.jar 
Rev. limv"ard G,. Matson 
Rev. Stephen H~ Fritchman 
Charles Schwartz 
Herbe.::-t Simmons 
Olive Thompson 
Jack Tenner 
John Williams· 
Bert ·witt 

Mr.(?) Shibolay (?), atty., Long Beach 
Miss OliviaThompson, U.E.W. Union 
Rabb5;. Franklin Cohp. · 

Start of meeting: 
Close of meeting: 

8:3Q p.m .. 
li:30 p.m. 

Attendance: approx~ 600 people 

Average age group: 18~30 years - appro~. 50 
30-50 " " 250 
50-80 II II 300 



Overall lmpressi'ons of' Meeting 

The meeting was scheduled to start at 8:00 P.M.. but was delayed by 
the fact that the hall was only partly filled and the belated 
arrival of some of the speakers. 

Outside Park View .Ma.nor a group of 3 asked all visitors to sign 
Petition for ~"forld Peace. I was unable to notice nallle of sponsor
ing organization as it we.s covered by a sheet of paper. I declin.ed. 
to sign as the signatures were asked for on the sidewalk outside 
in the open., The contents of' the petition were on similar lines 
as the Stockholm Peace petition. The majority of those entering 
Park View Ma.nor did not sign the petitionst 

Inside. the hall everyone was asked to sign an ·"Amicus Brie£ in the 
Rosenberg Ca.sett. Practically everyone did.. I signed under the 
name of 11Joseph Greenberg",. The signature sheets were obtained 

. _over well scattered areas, about 6 persons handling the job. It 
seemed to me that about 4 men were guarding the table to prevent 
anyone fro~ having access to the lists of names., and I found it 
impossible to carry out my intention to secure_them. 

Samples of this Amic~s Brief and other propaganda material are 
attached to this report .. 

The general atmosphere was that of a minor conspiracy. Mingled 
expressions of fear., defiance and importance just about character
ized all present.. Few people spoke to each other.,. there was a 
complete absence of social behavior such as common at general 
rallies. Greetings and conversations as there were proceeded in 
a definite hush-hush fashion. Throughout the evening the audience 
behaved well disciplined and instruotede There was almost no 

.disturbance of any kind 6 no one walking around., no noise whatsoever 
and the large majority attended the meeting to the finish. 

The reaction to the speeches was positive (reminiscent to me of 
rallies of the German Nazi party in 1932-33). Every cue f'or 
applause was promptly taken. But there were no remarks other 

· than subdued chuckles indicatin6 agreements to sarcastic remarks 
or boos at the mention of state-witnesses in Corm~unist trials .. 
The general pattern appeared to be one of reluctance to speak even 

· one word to one I s neighbor and an av,rareness of a certain ndanger11 

connected with one's _presence at the rally. 

All speakers refrained from any sort of' oratory usually e?Cpected 
from a. meetin6 of this kind. They tried to create a feeling 0£ 
t
11urking; terror 1

' han1:,ing; over the assembly (see Reuben's speech) 
instilling a very heavy mood rather than enthusiasm. 

The use of a tape-recording by Mrs. Sobell seemed to be very 
effective and influential over the public. lt created a tendency~ 
later on developed thoroughly by the speaker - to look at the 
Rosenbergs mostly from a sentimental standpoint. np1.Jlling at the 
heartstrings" of the many women present (who outnumbered the men 
by .far)~ 
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About 3/4 way through the meeting the audience was called upon to 
give money. Including a large sum ($1000) announced by a Long 
Beach organization ·whose name I was unable to catch., the result 
of the fund-raising; was an approxi~ate $1600., which also include~. 
a $100 dona.tion by the ttEsther Levitt Women• s Club'' (the only organi
zation identified by riame). However., to this must be added a. number 
of contributions by people who gave and ·whose names .and amounts were 
not announced. I would say that the Probable intake o~ the Co!l4~ittee 
·was $2000. · -

A heralded public discussion did not come off. A question and 
answer opportunity was promised on several occasions., but due to 
the lengthy and (purposely) long-drawn talks the public showed no 
inclination., nor did the speakers., to ask or an:;;wer any questionso 
The meeting brok~ up in orderly manner and dispersed quickly., with 
practically no individual discussion groups hanging around., Every
one left a$ fast as he could., 

I attempted several approaches.to feel out some of the people with 
oe:rtain results (descr-i.bed separately) e A young woman with whom 
I had Heye-flirted" managed to wal¾; out through the door when I 

· did., thus giving me an opportunity tci, get acquainted. I .toad ad
vantage of the opportunity and wound up at Langer's Delicatessen 
on Alvarado St. where I talked with her for half an hour; after 
which I took her home. It was a most interesting experience in 
connection with the purpose of my visit at the meeting;. She turned 
out to be a very active illember of - obviously~ the Communist Party. 
A description of my discussions is attached on a separate sheet. 

All in all I tend to think that the Committee would consider the 
rally a success. The hall ·was packed to capacity with some over-

. flow in the hallway. F'inancially it appeared to be better than 
they had expected because I noticed the.n to be all. smiles e.nd in 
excellent humor at the close of the affair. 

The theme of anti-Semitism.and anti-~inorityism, the threat of 
impending mass-extermination and gas-chambers., comparison to Nazi 
methods and policies stood out as the major-intention of this rally. 
"If' the Rosenbergs must die - then a.l 1 Jevrn wi 11 ha.ve to die 11 was 
the· ~houg;ht with which people ·were sent home" 

' I am under the impression that this Rosenberg; Committee is absol-
utely a Communist-org~nized and directed affair. It is liable to 
drag huge num1.Jers of unsuspecting non-coil"_rnunists into their sphere 
on the issue o:f Government anti-Semi tis!':"! and planne.d exterrnina·tion 
of American Jewry.. Apparently the policy of the Communist party 
is to terrorize the mind of the individual with nightmares of' im
pending doom and then ·l;;o represent ::ioviet Jiussia a.s the only 
possible escape. There is practically no mention of class-fight 
or the issue of socialism and ca.pi talism,. while all efforts are 
turned to creating racial and relisious insecurity., 
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• "Proof" of the Rosenbergs' innocence is presented strictly on a 
basis of suggestion and -via inference of' Nazi-Germany methods with 
riot a single document or positi-ve statement to back up any of the 
lies .. 

General Minutes and Outlines on Speeches 

. · 175 

MR .. REUBEN - (Was unable to get full name. Apparently is a reporter., ji ih 1J ll\.c.J 
having been connected with a number of' eastern papers., being intro-. v .. Jc, h, !NO$'/ 
duoed as person responsible for "sensation exposesn in c.onnection 
with Co:Qlrll.unist trials, including the Rosenberg case.) 

His job was to disprove the accusations against the liosenbergs. · 
hnlarg;es on claim that they were convic.ted merely on the basis of' 
the only evidence., namely the collection can for Spanish Civil War 
Republican orphans .. which was found _in his home. After stressing 
that this was the ONLY evidence.,· he comes up with the other ONLY 
evidences, i.e .. the table with the secret compartment and the Greengla.ss 
statements., and his trip to Mexico., He pictures the Rosenbergs as 
11normal" parents., living in a $45 .oo apartment with only secondhand 
furniture., to illustrate the impossibility of J. Rosenberg being 
mastermind of espionage allegedly having handled hundred of thousands 
of dollars to org;anize the spy-net (which can sound lobical to the 
gullible who do not conceive how deceptive appearances ca.n be be, 
especially that of a spyt) 

He ridicules the state witnesses., describin,; Greeng;lass as an in
competent high ... school g;raduate who failed 8. times to pass a certain 
post-graduate course., as a measely corporal who could not possibly 
have ll.ad the opportunity nor the intelligence to distinguish an 
atomic plan from a jyi~ther Goose story. Claims that the sketch of 
atomic secrets was prepared by the government, as was the table,· 
and then indulses in a long drive to impress that the whole case is 
a frame-up. lie bases it mostly on the statement that atomic 
scientists as early as 1945 came out with a declare. tion that Russia ... 
under her own efforts - will be able to know the secret of the 
A-bomb by 1950, thus implying; that there could not possibly exist 
any suspicion of a betrayal. 

At thi_s occasion he pulled Alger Hiss and Judith Coplon into the 
talk,. ridiculing. the fact th.at one suspects a 11 trusted top govern-· 
ment officialn and a government employee of treason. The typewriter# 
which was demonstrated as the only evidence a 6ainst Hiss~ was 
fabr·icated by the go-.rernment., he said. Judith Coplon was convicted 
on the grounds of falling in love with a forei_;;ner., nothing; else. 

Then begins a tirade a.gainst the govern.rnent' s effor-t;s to stamp out 
Commun;lsm. lJaturally - he exclaims - that was the only purpose of 
the trial. That's just ·what the Nazis did when they started out 
against the Jews. They took the innocent Rosenbergs and used them 
as a cause to ter-rorize all progressive men and women in. this 
country. At this point the u.s. began to look like a super-fascist 
state, with the McCarthys, the ~cCarrens~ the Rankins and the 
Trumans enga6ed in a horrible plot to make laillp-shades out of 
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Jewish skins. He tells of the innumerable concentration camps now 
being built all over the country~ inferring that they already might 
contain gas ... char:J.bers that look like shm-;ers but aren't• 

A number of times he inj ec te.d the fact that it is clear this country 
is fascist a.s ''we" must be afraid to assemble to voice the protests 
t lo~t II II f • • . , 

p.a, we a.re a raid 1n general now., being to all intents and 
purposes deprived of our civil rights.. It is 11 our 11 duty to stand 
up for the Bill of Rights. Then he illustrates J.~azi procedure~ · 
describes how the Germans did not know ( t) about the horror ... oamps 
in Dachau and other notorious places since the gas-chambers were 
actually showers ·in which the unsuspecting victims were merely 
trying to WEl,sh themselves when suddenly the gas was let in from 
invisible openings in the wall. (The falseness of this statement 
can easily.be proved by every former inmate of those camps.) How
ever, the ide~ was to indicate that a government - and in this 
case the government of the u .. s ..... can plan and carry out atrocities 
without anyone in the country knowing it.. · 

He then quotes a "precedent", digging; out the case of' Sacco and 
Vancetti, thus elevating the Rosenbergs instantly to the heights 
of Communist martyrdom. Next he jumps to the German Reich.stag;fire, 
presenting Vander Lubbe as the example for the Rosenberg case. 
As he. put it, all the indications are that this country travels 
down the same road as Germany did 1 and that complete annihilation 
of' all Jews and minorities is a certainty, unless the Rosenbergs 
are set free. He gives no substantiation for such statemen·b other 
than the fact that Rosenbergs were sentenced to death for 11committing 
no crime''• He ends his speech on the note of utter hopelessness 
and inevitable· destruction of Jewry~ slyly hinting tha t Conununism 
is the only salvation. 

·MR. WINDEAM MORTH1ER - Speaks very cal"efully in general, obviously 
restrained and uneasy. Attitude is that of a Communist talking; to 
other Communists who know what it is all about. No hibhlig;hts of 
any consequence• 

REV. CARL L. CRANE - Begins with explanation how he a churchman 
happens or dares to stand on that rostrum. Deplores the presence 
of "informers'~ who 11 I am sure will report to various places every 
word I or anybody else will say here tonight." '.I.1hen he tells of 
the discrepancies in the trials of Cornn1unists which make him · 
"dou.bt 11 the justice of the courts.. Being; doubtful about that .he 
considers it his holy duty to see that America. lives up to thal; 
part of the Bill of J.tights that declares that no man is guilty 
unless he is proven guilty. He cleverly avoids accusing the 
governrne1,tt but con tinuou$ly talks about the 11doubts11 in his mind• 

MR. SIIIBOLAY ( ?) - Is introduced as one bringing; a message from 
Mrs4Sobell. After a few generalities he plays recording on tape 
by her, apparently addressing a gathering somewhere~ The audience 
Was not told where the speech was recorded. 

Most of her talk circled around here relationship with her next-door 
neighbors whose testimony in court put her husband in jail for 30 
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years. How they acted friendly and sugar-like., even on the day 
they gave their evidence. How they now live on Sobells' furniture 
which they bought before the conviction, pretending to be friendly, 
helpful neighbors. Plays up the f'act that her children novr h.ave 

· not a chai.r to sit on. She describes her impressions of of the 
courtroom, which looked nbeautiful 11

., and nthe judge looked like a 
judge'\ and similar rerM.rks. She then ma.nifestates that her husband 
had never had anything to do with spies and betrayals. But then 
she goes on to say 11I am proud of my b.usband because he never 
betrayed his friends (which was accompanied by stormy applause)., 
but I am not too proud to accept your helpo11 

Here Shibolay resumes~. While he repeats many of.the things Reuben 
said., he· comes up with a fevr new ideas,. Describes at length how· 
he, the busy man., happened to consent to see a stage show., which 
happened to be Feuchtwangert s "The Devil in Boston". Now he re
_cites the tale of the witch trials of the 17th century, and the 
word 'tvritch-trial11 dominates the rest of his speech. He makes the 
most of the judge's question of how does orie recognize a witch. 
He comes to the conclusion that the opinion that a denial of being 
a witch or a servant of' the devil was regarded as the witch 
detector. If' one .denies that one was automatically a witch., 
whereas those who admit being Witches and tell of how witches 
work and who the other witches are.,· are purged of' all guilt and. 
set :f'reeo 

It was obvious that he was referring to the Greenglasses, who 
'betrayed their own relatives and who got away with light sentence 
and acquittal respectively .. His attempt was to depict· the whole 
situation as a modern witch .. hunt., wherein the u.s. tries to create 
reasons why it should exterminate the Jews. Talking about Luther 
Adler's portrayal of Hitler in the 11£1a.gio Facen,, he tries to convince 
the audience that this picture was ''anti-Nazi and is therefore kept 
from the public now.," On the other hand., he claims that the picture 
nThe Desert Fox't is given all the preference to bring this pro-

-Nazi picture before the public., The point of that apparently was 
to prove the pro-f'ascist tendency in the u.s. After some more talk 
about witches, he ends his talk to begin a fund collection,. 

MISS OLIVIA THOI{!.PSO:N .,.. She reads a message from the Rosenbe:rgs., 
calling upon one and all to come to their aid and free them or 
perish. The idea being that the future of' America., and Je'-..vry in 
particular depends entirely on whether or not they will be executed• 
If they vrill be - then all is lost and America must die with them. 

RABBI FRANKLIN COHN - Bewails the absence of the other rabbis o:f 
L.A., calls them cowards and ignoramuses. 11 I am deeply ashamedtt 
for them., Then he lets loose with a blast at Judge Kaufman, who 
being himself' a Jew., has dared to do his duty .. He relates the 
story of the converted Jew who when he went to pray in the Catholic 
church crossed himself three times whereas even the priest crossed 
himsel.f but once,. Being asked vihy he overdid it he ansvrered, nThe 
others can afford to cross themselves only once, because eve!""Jbody 
knows they are Catholics., 11 
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He hamm.ers around a while on that fact., producing at large a picfaJ.re 
of a Jewry that wan ts to out-McCarthy xilcCarthy. Next he indulges 
in a very stupid description of Berlin early in Hitler's time., of 
mobile exhibition trucks who changed their signs every few weeks.,. 
denouncing as public enemy No. l the Cormaunists., the Plutocrats 
and then the J evrn on different occasions., in' that order• '1.'he 
obvious inference is th!'.!-t since the U.S .. is now enga6ed in its 
fight against Communism the next step would be the fight ag;ainst 
the Jews. 11 He calls on Jewry to fight against new ghettos and 
concentration camps and then shuts up~ 

After-Thoughts· 

1 started conversations vri th ·several people. An elderly vJOman said 
that she is happy the Communists stand up for the Je'Ns. A middle
aged man., after looking out in all directions first., pulled me 

- towards ·the wall !;1,nd said 'iive should learn from the '.kemfer s' of 
the 'Warsaw Ghetto11 and form our underground groups now instead of 
waiting until it is too late. 'When I agreed with him he a.sked me 
if I Would come to the Embassy auditorium. next Saturday. 111' ll 
introduce you to a couple of guys; they can explain better than I. 
My name is Ornstein, what• s youn~?n Two women suddenly looked 
soared when I walked over to their side (trying to catch. some of 
their oonver sa tion) • They pulled away f'rom me.. Hy remark that · 
it was wonderful to have,\such a turnout of people and that it is 
encouraging to see hmv many courageous people there are left 
changed their fears to joy and at once they confided that they suspect 
everybody of' being a. 11 Gestaport. "It's worse than Hitler .'1 I . 
approached a man who gave out petitions for bail for the 11Terminal 
Island Fourn. When I asked him to give me one he fired this question 
at me: nwould you give your last shirt?11 Puzzled I looked away·and 
then quickly answered 11not now''. Apparently that sati sfi!ild him., 
because he nodded and gave me the petition, then ,;:alked away" 

A Pick-up 

I had observed a. very good-looking young vrnman, whose eyes had' hung 
•with near ecstasy on every speaker's lips. I looked at her frequently 
and decided to try to talk to her, sensing that she vras somewhat 
different from the rest of the crowd. She noticed my glances and 
before I knew it she flirted back. -iiihen the g;a thering; broke. 4p I 
walked slowly towards the door, noticing tha t she too was leaving. 
Walking, £'aster than I did, she reached the door at the same'time I , 
did and we both necessarily scrambled through it together,. A few 
casual remarks about the large crowd, the 6 ood speakers and the 
crisp air resulted in the start of a long discussion. 

I suggested a cup of' coffee and w·e entered Langer' s Delicatesseno 
It turned out she could go for a corned beef sandwich. So., over a 
sandwich, Westlake Park., Los angeles., people and finally tho u.s. 
became the topic of our conversatioll,. Naturally vre were both very 
dissa. ti sfied with everything;,. with the American way of life, the 
shallow, empty., meaningless American habits., and step by step we• 
walked into politics. 
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She led the talk. I gave her just·enough opposition on minor 
points to make her argue hotly .. 5ne explained there are many ways 
by which a person can help the progressive cause., such as joining 

. non-progressive 0,rganizations and then convince the misguided 
sheep of' their erroneous ways. She is in 4 of them., very active., 
and she has already won over about 10 people ·who are now active 
on ''our side''• 

l have an invite to come to her home and she will then take me to 
anothel':" home where her :friends meet... Being new in the city as I ' 
said I was.,. she was sure I'd be able to become active much faster. 
Taldng her ho~e I managed to get the information that she is some~ 
thing; of a secretary in nour group".,· that she has the mailing; list,. 
etc,.. 

The significance of this is not in the romantic aspect of the matter 
(of which there is none for ms) but in the revelation that the 
Communists have an· organized infiltration set-up into neutral and 
weak organize. tions., of whicp. only few are aware• 

/ 
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MEMBER AG~CIES: American ,Jewish Committee. Am,irican Jewish Congn•ss, B'nai B'rith (i\nti•D(:famation Lengu9c), 
Jewish Labor C0mmittee, Jp·.vi.sh '/ic1r Vderuns of' the Uriit:ed 8t::1tes, Un.ion of At:'ericQn llt•brcw Congregations; 
Regional, state, and Cow1ty-wide Jewish Commmi ty Councill, in the Southwt:-st Region ( tri-state regi;m embracing 
elev0n Jocn.l communities), in the ~,tatcs of Incllrrna nnd MintH1,;ottt, in Alameda and Contrn. Costa. Counties, 
CA.lif., and in Essex County, N.J.; and local Jewi:ch Coinmu;-,lty Cow1c:ils in U1e following citf.es: Akron, Balti
more, Bost011, Bridgeport, Br0oklyn, GincinrJ1ti., Cleveland, [)l't.roit, Hartford, Jndi.tinJ.poli.~,. Kan:;as City, Los 
Angeles, Milwaukee, New Hc1ven, Norfolk, PhilaJPlphrn, Pit 1:c;burgh, Rochester, St. Louis, $,in Francisco, 
\'iashing~on, and Youngstown. 

,oR FELJ::C1.SE IN AIWLO-JEHISE \\TJ~EKLIY:S, 1:'/EE:K OF MAY 18, 1952 
::...---·· 

NC RAC ORGA NIZ!1~: I01',TS DENOUNCE 
11 NATIC•Nl\L COMMI'l"rFE '11 0 SF.Cun:r:;_; ,JUS'l1ICE IN ROSENBEHG CAs:;:.:;tt 

FOP. RAISING F'RAUDULENT rs:2u.E OF A1-fl'I-ST~MIT ISM 

rfa jor Jewish community· relations orgirniza t:i.ons have issued a state~ 

ment denouncing as ".fraudulent" .the effort _of the Cormnunist-inspired 

National Comrnittee to Secure Justice j_n the Rosenberg Case t1to inject 

the false issue of ant:t-Sendtismfl into the case of' the condemned atomic 

secret sp:tes. 

} The.denunciatory statement was joined :Ln by the American Jewish 

{committee, American Jewish Congress, Anti ... Defamatlon League of B 1nai 

f s1r•ith, Jewish Labor Committee, ,Jewish V'/ar Veterans o:f the U,,S,, 

1
1 Union o:f Ameri.ca n Hebrew Oong:rega t :tons, and the. National Community 

lati.ons Advisory Counc 11. The NCR.AC 1 s the centra 1 c oord 1.na ting body 

j for the orgard:z,atlons named as well as f'or twenty-sevEm local Jewtsh 
r . 
d C ' ] /i ounc1 .s _throughout the country. 

ji 

1' 

I 

! 
I 

The text of the statement follows: 

Any group of Amer:lcan citizens has a right to express its vie\\rs 

e.s to the severity of the ~rnntence in any criminal case. Attempts 

are being made, however., by a COrrL'Tiunist ins11ire::d group called the 

1'fotion:,'\l Committee To Secure Ji.:i.stice in the Roscnber13 C':\se, to in-

I ject; the fslse is.sue of anti-Semitism into the Hasenberg case. 'Ye 

/ 0Ondr:imn these 0.fforts to mislead the people of thl.s country by un-• 

j supported charges tl1a t the reJ.J.gious ancestry of the defendants was 

1·~----.. -~ .. t? .. ?.!:..?E.,_:tJ~ ...... t .. 1:.~ .... --~:~ .. ~ ~ .. · ......... ":!:.~ ....... ~ .. -~ .t1 .. ~?.'.2.!.1.~ ... 8. .. t_~:.·\.~1 ... fE.~:.~0~~ .. :!;2_1:.:~e f !_?EL.:~ .. ?. .... e o nf1r se 
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manipulate public opinion for ulterior political purposes. 

(Signed) 

John Slawson, Executive Vi.er) President 
American Jewish r.a:i,m_i_·1;toe 

David 1.'·!. Pet;egorsky~ E:·:ecut.lve Director 
,\.rrt-:i.•lcan Jewish Congress 

Benjamin R. Epstein, National Director 
Anti-Defamation League of B 1nai B 1rith 

Jacob Pat, Executive Secretory 
Jewish Labor Committee 

Ben Kaufman, Executive Director 
Jev,ish 1.Var Veterans of the U .s. 

Maurice N. Eisendrath, President 
Union of American Hebrew Congregations 

Isaiah Ll. Minkoff, Executive Director 
NationaJ Community Relations Advisory Council 
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·;'.', ,TfJE .. COlIMU:NISTS FIND A NEW OPENING 

~heo'efforts,o.f th~ .C~nimittee to Secure 
Justice in·the Rosenberg Case hs.s cre
ated·.troublesome controversy in several 

,;conimtinities.. · · 
-,._.,., \' 

Uaving been asked for irifo~ation and ad~ 
vice on the subject by some of the corre..;; 

1 ,:. sp?n~ertts of the .fi.merican Jewish. Committ~e; 
,':, .. I.'.:hav&-·prapa:i:'ed, the attached a:rrticle for ; 

'r\/ ral:> bis, · Jewish journalists arid . 6th er mold ... 
·' ers of .Jewish. opinion,. I I believe it will 

,;.· .:, . :i,riterest you .. 
', ... ,, . ' . ' ·: .. ' •· .. 
' ;• ~ t. 

t .. _,; · ''P,ermissioh is hereby granted for publication 
· of this article and for quoting any part of 

· ;tt·, · but only in Jewish, periodicals and with-
, in Jewish circles~ P 

·Dr~. S. ANDHIL, FINEBERG 

i .. 
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Juno 5, 1952. 

The Rosenberg Cc:.se As A i.'edge 

Until August, 1951, it was assu.'71.ed that ,Julius and l.:thel Rosenberg and ;,iorton 
Sobell vrere; as guilty of revealing the secrets of the atomb bor:1b to fJ • .foreign 
nat.ion as are Klaus Fuchs, Harry GoJ.d anJ. David Greenc;lass. In t,ugust '.:ihe 
National Guardian (a "progressive" journa2.) tegnn a series of articles by 
Uillia.w A. Reuben, wherein t,he · author reviewed the case 8.g.<J.inst, the llOsenbergs 
and declared ther.i. innocent. Accordinc to Reuben thei~e were some pe.n,0~1s in 
the case guilty of heir-.ous misconduct, but -~hese, in Reuben's v1ritings, are~' 
the judge, the. prosecutirii; attom1:1y and the FBI vrlw deliberately brou.ght about 
a dreadful miscarriage of justice. Accord.inc to ileuben, "Outside of lynch law 
there is probably no more appalling ex;;..:11ple in \merican n,er10ry of yielding to 
hysteria in the face of judicial tradition and historical and scientific fact 
than Judge Kau.f:r.i.&n I s death sentence of Julius ;md Ethel hosenberg. 11 

The Rosenbergs and Sobell were arrested in July, 1950, accused of having par
ticipated in an espionage ring ·whicr, passed secret atoJnic information to the 
Soviet Union vm.ile the United States rras at war. (Thej_r e::;pionar;e activities 
began Ju..'1e 6, 1944. ) Their trial in a Federal Co m·t ended on Ha:;ch 29, 1951 
when the jury quickly arrived at a verdict of guilty for the Hos~nbergs. One 
juror held out for several hours before the entire jury likeNise found Sobell 
guilty. 1'/hat the penalties should be were, acc-:ording to l;:tw, a matter solE::ly 
in the discretion of the judge. Anyone nho cares to study the natter can 
readily obtain a copy of the law under ·which the defendant,5 were tried, 32a, 
33 and 34 of Tit.le 56 of the U. s. Code. He vrill find t.hat the law never re~ 
fers to a 11 friend 11 or "enemy11 nation. People are forbidden to gtve the secrets 
of the United States to a "foreign nation. !t He vrill find that the ,judge could 
no-t; impose a life sentence. The alternatives for th~:S t:_rir.1e~are 11 death or 
imprisonment for !10t more than JO years. 11 After a week of Hhat 1;ius :; have been 
soul·- searching deliberation, ,iudce Kauf.mac1 on April 5, 1951., sentenced the 
Rosenbergs to the· first of the penalties prnscribed by the lJ.w, 11 death. tt 
Sobell was sentenced to 30 years imprisonment • 

The Rosenbergs were certainly not railroaded to their death. Almost a year 
passed. befoni the u. s. Court of A!)iJ8als on Feb.r11ary 25, 1952, confirmed the 
decision of' the _F'eder<1.l Court and also con.t'irr.-.ed tho srmtencm; :-:i.e·bed out by 
Judge l(aufman. · Normally the atto:tney 0£' a defendant has one month in 1,11,icL 
to appr:::al to the Supreme Cours of t:11:., United Sta~es.. The cour·t roadily t;rant
rid. tho a.ttorney for these clefcmdants an 8xtension for the timo o:' appcn.l t.o 
,fone 7, 1952 ( almost two years a.ft er their arrest). 

'I'he remarkable JlfindinP-s" of '.!ill:Lam f{eaben wore not confirmGd by the U • .:.i. 
. . 0 

Gour·t, 01' /,ppc:,a1s, vrhlch inc_ludes ono Je·.ri.sh a:1d :;ovoral non-Jmri:il-i juclget,. 
Tho;/ four1d nothing wrong in the cowluct of' the trio.1 1md ac;reod that the 
lj(jnterwe of death was not excessive. 'Thc,e judge'° doclnred :Lt not onl:,( ad
vJ.•iab·ie hut 11 nece:3~:o,r,y 11 to 1tdi~,reu1ccl w:1<1t sente:1ce Lhi.s court wculcl havo 
i;'.t[.lo:,cd or whn.t other trial judges h2.ve dorie in otllr:1r ospionrq~e or in treason 
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cases. 11 0-ne o.f the juc:1.gea thouiht th-;1.t !Iorton Soben· should be retriEd., but 
his opinion w as in the minority. The final o·,itcor.te of the Rosenberg case 
'.'.fill remain uncertain until the Supreme Court e:l.tlier refuses to consider their 
caso, or renders a verdict in regard to H. 

Anyone who is perturbed about the Rosenberg ma:-ter should read the report of 
the trial. This infol'mation is available at any libra.:cy Hhich has a file of 
the Ne'ir York Times or of the New York Her81Ll-Tribune, or of any other news
paper:- which reported the case fully durine Harchl95'1. 

Recently I looked up the names of the jurors and phoned one of them. I asked 
him v;hether there 1-rere any Jerrs on the jury. Ire said, HNone of us oaid anv 
attention to that at all. Could have been. I don 1t ·recall. 11 ~ \, 

11 \Vere there any Coli.ens, Goltlbe1·gs or otlrnrs with obviously Jewish names 
ths five hundred persons of the panel fro:a whom the jUI;; wa;;i selected?'' 
asked him. 

among 
I 

11 0f course, there were, 11 he said readily:, "but people were excused for any 
reason whatever that they want0d to be. MU!.:it have been three or four hundred 
excused for any of a dozen reasons. All a man had to do was to say he did not 
think he could render a fair verdj.ct} and he was excused fi~om that jur-.r. 11 

In accordance with the provisions of U:1ited States Courfo 112(b), the jury 
for the Rosenberg case was dra...-m from panels of ci tize~1s who reside in eleven 

,-.co1mties in the Southern District of New York. It is conceivable that had 
the lavrs of probability operated, three of the jurors (corresponding to the 
Jew·lsh population which is one-fourth of the total of those eleven counties) 
would ha.ve been Jev;ish. Since no 0110 at the trial was asked any questions that 
would reveal his religiot.s identity, it is not known with certainty tliat none . , 
of the jurors was Jewish. The names give that impression. There were, however, 
other factors than chance operating among the four hundred and more people vrho 
mieht have served on that jury. If only one or two Jewish persons who were 
ar:ceptable as jurors preferred not to serve, the law of probabilities ceased 
t,hen and there to function. 

'£hf) Committee to Secure Justke for the Rosenbergs makes much, ado of the fact 
tha.t tho prosecution announced that :i. t -vr ould call 118 witnesses, including 
',1Jt:~L,;1r;dir:g ;;:.tor,,.Lc scientists, so::-:e of whor:1 the prosecution nameci, lJut act.-
1w.J.ly cn1led. only i,vmnty •. Ti1is, ::1.ccordinc to the Cornrnittee, was because Lhe 
prosecution feared to put the scientists on the st,and because :Lt would have 
work8d to the advantaLe of the 1losenbergs. Un.fortunately, the average person 
do•is not, :realize that thr:i defe1we v10'1ld have swnmoned those vory same wit-
nr~:Jso3 if i{ '.'iOUl(l have benefited the c.1efe:ic1.ants. What actu;:i:lly happeued " 
v14,; th::i. t the prosecutiori havinc found the defense weak and unconvincing and 
beir1p; certain that the jury needed no .further evidence, rested its case with-
out putting tho. citizemy to the expense of prolonging the trial and without 
\;aking t,he tJme of hifhly valuable atomic workers. 

/ 
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The Committee for the Rorrnnbergs claims that anti-Semitism was rampant in the 
case because the jury inclmled no Je•,"is. Bt1t it aJ.so irn,:i.sts -':.hat anti-Semitism 
·was present just because the j\iclge and the prosec1.:tor w,;:re Jer:s. 'I'his is the · 
type of "proof" the Conl'nittee uGes. r;on-Jm;s and Jer.-s €.re asLmmed by the corn.
mittee to be tools of anti-SemitL:sm! and on that ;;:,mrn0U,:m ti1eir r::ase is built. 
The Committee ,,,rould make no hee.dway vrere i+;, not for th3 fact that many people 
believe that the death sentence ws.s too severe. On that poin-b, people are- most 
likely to brci influenced by their own attitude and emotlonaJ. reaction. 

Never before did anyone posseGs access to a secret of the Gnited Sta t8s whose 
magnitude and importance possessed. the power of an a tonic bcrab compared to a 
rifle bullet. Whether ths Rus.sians .s.lre;:i.d;r kne,.·r the basic principl8s of the 
atomic bomb., is immaterial. Any vrell informed person knows the principleo for 
making a watch, but no one can !Ik'lke it wi.thout a tremen<Jnus amount of knovrledge 
concerning the details of watch 1;1.asing •. _ The Joint CornmUtea on Atomic Energy 
o~ the 82nd Congress in pages 60-162 of a report, Soviet .. At~~~ Espionage, pub
lJ.shed a hundred pages of the verbatim testimony of David G.ceenglass in the 
Rosenberg case. 'I'he report of the Congressior,al Commit.tee states: "Thus tho 
conclusion seems reasonable that the comb:i..ned activities of Fu-:::hs, Pontecorvo, 
Greenglass, and May have advanced the Soviet atomic energy program by 18 monfas 
as a mm1mum. In other words, if war shouJ d come, Russia I s abilit;y to mount an 
a;tomic offensive against the West v1ill be greatly increased by reason of these 
.four men. 11 (Soviet Ato:aic Espionage is available from the U. s. G.overn:nent 
Pri~ting Of.f'ice at 50 cents per copy.;, 

If, a.s. the jury found., the Rosenbergs were members of the espionage r:ing that 
gave the atom bomb information to the US.SR, they have the klind of inforuw.tion 
about that ring which criminals are expected to impar·t if they are to receive 
a.lesser sentence. Tho jury, knowing that the prosecution would ack the death 
penalty for the Rosenbergs, did not rec ornm.end clemency. 

·, 

?Jo attempt was made to plead the cause of the Rosenbergs outside of the court
room until. fully five months had passed after their conviction (when the ar
ticles in the ifational Gun.rdian were published). IJore months passed before 
the Committee on their behalf was forr:ied. The D<'!.ily ~·vorker, which is now ardent
ly backing the Committee, never mentioned their a:crest or trial until the.r were 
convicted and then merely reported that they had been found guilty. Tho Civil 
Hichts Congress, which now denounces the trial, had nothing to say a.bout it 
until almost a year had elapsed af-'_;er the t.rial. 

h.11 ~ommunist sympathizers anc.l especially the Civil ilights ConcrGDs r:rnst mtrely 
have fo.Uoweu the· trial carefully. '.£'hey have never bic:en innrt:.culat,(' V!henever 
any tri.aJ, or even an arrest furnished opportm1ity for them to ct·cate a clnmo:::
ous pu1Jlic i~.rnue. In this instance, from the time that the cotifes.s:i.on of hlaus 
Fuchs ezpooed Harry Gold T1ho implicated David Greenglass, nho in turn :revealed 
the 1,art pla.yed _by the Ro$enbcrgs and Morton Sobell, the weight of testimony 
apptlrEm tly convinced even the Com1nunis ts. 

1"/hy_, then, tld.s belated: propng,:inda on behalf of the Jlosenbm:gs? From the stand
point of Cornmuni.st propagandists, the Rosenberg case provides several excellent 
approaches to the h1,1n;;1,n l~oart. '.,/ho can ·1ien with out sy:npathy t1ro small. chil:lren 
about to be bereaved of both parents at the executioner's hand? Sympathy for 
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the young son who has presumably addrecsed a letter to "Dear God and Good Peoplett 
on bElhalf of hi$ two parents, is easil;v- transferr13u f:com the chHd to his mother 
and father. The innocence of th8 child. subtly cloaks tile guilty parents. Si.rcilur
l;r millions of people who arc opposed to capit,al punishment are potential sym
pathizers .:for anyone condemned to death, j,nclud:i.ng these two in the deathhouse. 
The passage of time has made it possible for the Committee for the Rosenbel'gs to 
present the case jJ1 the way they do. Their arguments are entering into minds 
w:1ich are no longer aware of the fact that Grecmglass, who worked in the atomic 
pl?-'1t at Los' Alamos, proved in court to the chagrb and dismay of army of'ficials 
that he wnlked about at will picking up secrets. It would have saved the repu
tation o.f high security officials to prove that David Greenglass was a false 
,ri:ness. The.public is no longer a.ware that to counteract the damaging testimony 
of Greenglass and others the Rosenbercs offered nothing but mere denials, while 
So:ell remained silent. The public has forgotten that the judge made it most 
clear to the' jury that the Communist links of the Rosenbergs and Sobell were 
no:. to be used as proof that they had committed this crime. Such testimony 
was necessarily admissible to show that these people were friendly to Soviet 
?.ussia a'1d r.ii6ht have soi:ie motive for espionage. In a mimeographed release of 
:J-.e A::1erican Civil Liberties Union of :iray 2, 1952, H0rbert Monty Levy, staff 
Co·.1nsel of the ACLU, explaining why the American Civil Liberties Union will 
r:c+J in-:-'9rven~ in the Rosenberg case, wrote: "We have care.fully examined the 
re:::a:cb of the Court alleged in the brief of the attorneys of the i1.osenbergs 
t.,-0 :,8 prejudicial and we find this point to be without merit. l!fembership in 
+,hr; Go-:-,n1mis t Party was expressly i.Tltroduced as evidence of motive, which we 
.f8lt under the circtunstances was perfectly proper. It vms not introduced to 
r;s taLl bh possible guilt of espionage." 

'I'nr.=: Cr-.:;~i:,11wlstD would no doubt insist in the td.al of an American who was accused 
9t nr,y for; for Hitler that the fact he was a Nazi is pertinent. However, they 
takP. 1;hr:! po:-:Hion tho. t if a man is a CommW1is t, it has no bearing whatsoeve:r 
upon hb actlvi.ties on behalf of Soviet Russia. 

It i:i a. t;r-,1g0dy for e.U concerned that Communist tactics are being useq on be
half of UHJ !l.oaenberes. · .The death sentence may be questioned by hon,:1st people 
who are cenuinl'.lly concerned with principles of justice. Communists are not 
motl va ted by tho:rn principles. They know only one goal -- supremacy for the 
Kremlin. /\nd they know only une way of conduct. It is summoned up in the word 
ntactics. 11 1.'(!1i:m it, was good tactic for Hitler and Stalin to b:allies~ ev:3r.y 
Communiu t dofundod the· Nazis. Americans who denounced the Nazi-Co:imtur11st ,lXlS 

. were 11 wnr-rnunvnrl.3 .:,; · \'/hen it'·was tactical in order to defend 11 the \.'ol'lrnrs 1 

Fatherland 11 l;r; f!nco1.trago the American war effort, every Com,11unitrt "'·:S for that 
tactic nt Uw,t time. V✓hen the' Cor:1IT1w1ists of soviet Russia v1ere sed<1ng to 1>tan1p 
out religion, every American Cor.1munist declared his atheism a:riC:lly. Now that 
l:'eligious persecution has reacted against Russia in public op~n~on, the CommW1-
ists, although all of ther:i are atheists, stretch out a hypocritical hand to 
clergymen. It is not surp1~ising that the Hosenber::; Committee hus targeted its 
lltorature to rabbin. Hot that they really care about principles, not even 
the principles on v1hich deyend t.he livos of JJeoplo convicted of crime. But it 
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is goo<i. tactic now - very good tactic, to get those whom the ,r;ublic respects 
and who mturn reDpect justice and mercy to speak up in this Cq.Se and become 
pawns of the Hosenterg Com'Jlittee. Those Y.ho do not want to aid in the ultimate 
amdJ1ilation of all the principles dear to ~·:estcrn civilization uay, if they 
wi:;11., apµeal for clemency for the Hosenhsrgs. No or1e interested in the case 
if he has studied the matter thoroughly and h.:i.s something to say need remain 
silent. Dut he should speak to the pofot and not let his stateuents be mis
used. :·;hoever helps this particular Com:::i ttee merely strokes another Comr,11m .... 
ist oar. 

In order to see more clearly what the Committee to Secure Justice for +.be Rosen
bergs is doing., I attended a meeting. I heard a story told by the secretary of 
that Committee which resembled the one told in their literature. The one hundred 
people there who donated five hundred dollars to the Committee heard a version of 
the Rosenberg and Sobell case that would parallel the followfrig account of Bl"uno 
Hauptmann I s part in the kid.napping of the Lindbergh baby: ''They found a ladder in 
Hauptmann I c garage which looked like the one which vras fmm:l at the Lindbergh 
home. Someone had left it there and Hautpmann had never seen it. Then there was 
a phonograph which they said he had bought vrith ransom money. Hauptrnann 1s 
sister swore she had given him the phonograph. The only exhibits brought into 
the courtroom were a few dollar pills that had been part of the ransom money 
but which had been given to Hauptmann by a stranger." A person now·reading the 
literature of the Rosenberg Comrilittee is getting as distorted a statement of that 
case as this one is in regard to Hauptmann. 

The star of the meeting was Mrs. Horton Sobell, who spoke under perfect emotion
al control, moving her audience profoundly as she fairly whispered each word., 
1::ni1.nci.a ti.ng it perfectly an<l barel;y loud enough to be heard. 11hen she had pull-
1;;,J arl. the stops of sympathy by her references to Julie and Ethel and Mortie and 
aairl, 11 Unl,=ws you help us we will be dead in forty days, 11 the audience was weep
ing. ::hm1 ~1he had clima:xod the thought that these three were the victims of a 
'✓a3t con:Jpi.rt:cy which had already brought every American Jry;r to the gates of a 
r.ev: l.uc;clirrHz, che dramatic.,lly said, 11 Your money in my hands vrill save your lives. 
Your ::10110-y in r.iy hands will save the lives of your children." To that; highly 

, emoU.onalized aucllence_; it all seemed very plausible. 

I vmnted to usk Lira. Gob ell, w;Jhy dicln It your husband tt1ke the witness stand? 1ahy 
di,Jn I t he teot:Ll',y on his own behalf? Why did your husband use five different 
aHB.se:1? 0 · I vran fz1d to ask her, ln'Jhy were the Rosenbergs preparing to flee the 
country and v1h:.r h.:~d they tried to get anot110r n,an out of it after Gold had been 
arrestr;d ;ind vm~, lilrnly to betray the facts about his accomplices? 11 There we.re 
uther- que:,Lhinu ~hat would have shed needed light on t:ie case. The audience had 
been kept in .ignorance of facts my questions 1roulcl have revealed. 

Mrs• Sobel v,ao no more willing to face a questioner than her husband had been. 
Having proved he:r a.bil:i.ty to handle herself vrith consmnate emotional contl'Ol.11 
at this point ::;he dropped to the floor and a few minu:~es later was being escorted 
out 01' the room, safe beyond. tho range o.f questions. I asked 011e question, rry;by · 
Was this campaign not begun oarlier?' 1 The executive secretary of the Commit.tee 
replied, 11flll of us hacl Uwu1pt they were guilty. 11 That is reasonable enough 
~til one asks, 0 Even the Civil fcights Congress·? Even ·those whose bus1ner,s it 
ls to investigate these thingr; thoroughly end try to defend every Communist and 
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Cornmmd.st s~.'1!!pathizer? 11 In that casc:j the evidence uus t h.;.ve been inf lni tely
more convincing than the Committee :1ow claims it i.s. 

If this were a case of conUi.'1ely atte:nJY~ing to vj11d::.cate people convicted of 
crime without other motivation, H rrouJ.d be ignored by thus13 who believe the 
convicted parties are guilty. But the renders and audie:1ces of the Rosenberg 
Com,11ittee are being told sumething r,mch more signi.f:i.cant than that. '.l.'hey are 
being told that Fascists have alre,1dy got'l;en coritrol of the United States and 
that every anti;..Semitic act, whether in Miami, Philadelphia, Bodor.:. or Cicero., 
no matter 1rhether it is tlie v-rork,of a fevvhoodlums or of a street r,;ang., is the 
result of the machinations of powerful unnamed plutocractswho vrill doom every 
Jew to death unless the 11progressivefl forces are strengthened. _. Distrm3t of · 
our country and its law courts is being poured into unsuspectinc mind!;\. n 
is not only the Rosenbergs but all the Jews of the United .States whc:, at the 
meetings of this Committee are pictured as alr~ed.v sitting in the denth house. 
Every bit of fear or anxiety which people feel in these 6rim daya :is skillfully 

·. being pl,ayed upon to make them feel more insecure and to des~:r-oy their faHh~ 
in the-United States. 

People are signing (with their addresses) petitions on behalf of the Rosenbergs. 
That makes a good sucker list for the unde:rg,Tound directors of the ComnuniAt 
party and their above-~groun::l agents. According to the Committoe 1 r.; executive 
secretary there are now active committees in twent,y-six cities. At each of 
several meetings two thou,sancl dollars or more has been collected. -For what? 
To drive home to all Americans that the ator.1ic spies were Jews, vrhen practical
ly every American journalist at1d every racliu speaker and every decent American 
scrupulously avoided r.1.entioning that purely incidental !'act? r.'hen all decent 
Americ!.tnS have triedto disassociate completely the r§.ce, religion and ethnic 
origin of Com':lunists fror.1 the fact th;,t the;r are Corn:nunists, what despicable 
rlicr-;e:rvice it is to proclaim that these people are Jews and to build a false 

. a.nd lurid tale of an anti-Semitic conspir'ac:,· t.11.at sends innocent Jews to their 
rlea th and plans the annihilation of J errry • 

. Yihere is the proof of' the-Rosenberg Co .L,1it tee that Judge Kaufman or any one 
· else was g1rided by ant:i.-Semi t.ism or the fea:r of it? By what right do the~Je 
· se1•irants ol' Uoscow who demand proof absolute, testimony indubitable and facts 

· · .' incontrovertible when any of their own people are accused of anything, -- by 
· ·. what :right do they- scream "Anti-Semi tisr:1 11 when all that they offer is suspicion 
. · and conjecture about mental processes which e·,ren a psychcanalyst would find. 
... difficult to explore? .Who sr6:.Ce to the judge? '}/ho intimirlated the prose8utlng 
. attol"ney? 1'Jhen, where· and how rn1s this alleged influence exe:rted by tho nnti-

1, . SemHes? Must we forever let Communists bx-ing charges against ot,l1Grs i,;-!Li.ch 
t~ey vrou1r: rightfully spu:t·n as mere rumor, gu1;::rn and conjecture H it were 
d11'E:ct~jd at. anyoI1e they favor? Dy what ri;:)1t do they attempt to assasuinate 
the rr:i,rriutal:,:Lon oi' men in responsible positions by screaninc anti-Semitiiim 
withou~ any othe:r. evidence than their ovm distortions of logic:? ' 

Lest anyone inncicentiy an<i unviarned become begniled b~• tho ~pec.i.o·.is appeals o.f 
the Committee to Sec1.l):'e Justice in thr.i Hasenberg case and contri.bute t.o th;;i.t 
vehicle for c0rrosive propagnncb, the Hatioaal Comrnunity Eda tions A.dvi:Jory 
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-,__•,,·,:~ciJ., on behalf of cJ.11 of +,he Jerrish comm1.cnity relations agencies 
,·~, .. ~:11 na:tional and local) iss1.wd on May 13, 1952, the i'olla,-ring state-
.,.'J." Jo. • .. ,., " ' ~ . 

Any group of American citizens has a right to 
express its views. as to the se'ieri ty of the 
sentence in any criminal cas8. A tter.ipts are 
being made, however, by a Corn,rn.JJ,is t inspired 
group called the National Cornr.1itt<;e to Secure 
Justice in the Rosenberg Cace, to inject the 
false issue of anti-Semitism into the Rosen-
berg case. We condemn these efforts to mislead 
the people of this country by unsupported charges· 
that the religious ancestry of foe defendants was 
a factor in the case.. We denounce this fraudulent 
ei'fort to con.fuse and manipulate iNbli.c opinion for 
ulterior political pwpm,es. tr 

~.nc_s unequivocal statement is the result of considerable study of the prop
;.g;:_r,da of the Rosenberg ComL1ittee. Once more vre find Communists and fellovr
·::.:ca,,eJ.lers trying to make anti-Semitism and anti-Communism appear synony
:;icnJ. · Hostile to Judaism and devoid of religious principks, they try to 
i'JJ_;1i::r:r.1.ail American Jewry into promocir.g CorrnT1uaist causes. They employ an;y 
+,::-1r.: Uc that may ensnare the umwry.. The net -::.hat is being woven from 
:~;~ 1gious · threads of the nosenbcrg case must be regarded as one more ex:
:::.:nrJl•::: e,f Communist trickery. 

,],mo :i, 19:;2 
SAJ?/J.hp 
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Rev. Dr. Daniel A. Poling •· 
27 East 39th Street 
Nm, York 161 N. Y. 

Wrray Hill 6 - 0712 

APPENDIX B-5 

FOR RELEASE: P .,M, Paners, Y.op 0 . Jan~J.251 
A.M. Papers, Tues. Jan. 6, 1953 

'.!.'he fo],lowing joint statement on the Julius and. Ethel Rosenberg case by 
I 

six representatives of the three rrajor religious groups of ,Ghe United States """' 

Char lea E. Wilson, industrialist and forMer president of General Electric Com

pany; Samuel I. Rosmui,.a.n, fo.,~rner SupreJT1e Court. Justice; New York State,.·-aml 

· . :t'or!T1er cou.usel to President Roosevel-t and Prcsid.ent. Truman; Clarence E~·~ ?'anion., 

· ,;prof'essor of' law and former Dean of' the College of Law. of Notre Da.JJ'le University; 

Rev. Dr. Daniel A. Poling, editor of 11The Christ:tan Herald11 ; Fathen:· J·oseph N~ 

:,, .. Moody o~• Cathedral Co~lege, New York; and Rabbi WilJJ.am F ~ Rosenblum of Temple 
• J, i·~ - , ,... I 

.Israel, .-New York ... - was issued today (Monday,.• J·~;,;~~ij 5th) .by Dr, .. Poli,ng; ·on · 
behalf of' ths group; 

-•." :·; .,· ..... ;. .,., 
., ... ; ·'. 
.":-·1 __ ' 

11'l'he case of the convicted atom spies, Ju1ius and Ethel Rosenberg, i:;i 

being exploited by ,typical Corrrrnunir,t trickery ta destroy faith :iJ1. our Ameriaan 

I;.' . ·¥ . ins ti tuhl.ans , In addition to those who for legi t:l.ma<• reaeona want the deo th 

sentence of ·the Rosenbergs commuted, there are others who use the conunu.tation 

j . . .. . Plea. as grist for Communist propaganda mills~ 
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t!IJ.'he Rosenbergs, who in July, 1950, were charged with war-tir,,e espionage, 

have recei:1n::id and continue to roceive the .fuJ.1 benefits of traditional .American 

Jurisprodenoe •. Nevertheless the irr.prt:1ssion is being delibera't,ely fostered here 

a?ld abroad that the Rosenborgs were doomed by a planned miscarriage of justice 

arising from anti-S e:rriitic and other reprehensible influences. Nei.ther ra,ctaJ. 

nor· :religtous prejudice has been involved in this prosecution., All respons:!.b1,e · 

organiz.ations concerned with protecting civil liberties have stated so publ:i.cly~, 
.. ~ . ' - .. ' ' . ~ .. ~ . ·, . ,.. .. •. ,. 

Racial arid ;ei:i.gious groups as such have no special interest in the-Rosen.berg 
-, 

case and cannot properly become involved in appeals on their behalf. Those who 

join in organized campaigns for clemency in this case have knowingly or un-

-
wittingly given assistanct~ to Communist propaganda .. 

11Appea.ls in :rega.rd,,:t;o. clemency should be directed to t,he Rasenbergs them

sel.vas"' They have revealed no regret for ~he harm wh:i.ch they have do11.e our 

nation nor any desire to assist the Departrrent of Just.ice. They have failed ta, 

~aka steps ths.t might warrarrt clemericy .. n, 

·"-at,;"···.~ 
. ~- ... ~· -·-~ .. .,, ... ~ .. 

~~ ·~- :~ , .... 
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Dea.:r Dr. Fineberg: 

DEPARTMENT OF STATE 
WASHINGTON 

APPENDIX B-6 

September 17, 1953 

Pursuant to our telephone conversation today I am enclosir..g_ 
two chronologies of the Rosenberg Case, which I hope you will 
find u.seful. You 1.dll notice that the chronology goes only as 
far as :,:ay 25 but I am sure you have al],. the a.ete.ils necessary 
for bringing them up to date .• 

. I think you will be interested,. to know that the first i:ele-
. graphjoc repori~s that the Conununists we:c"e.~ trsj.,:r.1g .. the· -Rooenber·g. Ce~se 
for !)ropaganda purposes c::1me after the con:<riction of' Sla.nsky s-.no. 
the other defendents in the Prague trials, November 27. 

(1) Vie:rma, November 28: The Austrian Federation of Demo
cratic Homen and 7,000 Lower Austrian oil workers reque::rted the 
EBbassy in Vienna to transm:Lt to P.res:i.cle11:t. Trmna.r.ty appeals to 
save the Rosenbe:rgs~ 

(2) London, November 28: Announcement of the f'ormation of a 
national co:rrnnittee for defense of Rosenberg which was scheduled 
to publish a leaflet giving the "factstt in this 11 fre .. me-up,. 11 

(3) Rome, December 1: 'rhe Embassy· :t"E?,ported tha.t a ce.;npa.ign, 
for clemency for the Rosen bergs had bec.;:n run.ning in the Cor!li.11U.ni.s1~ 
press for some weeks but had been high-lighted December 1st by :a 
message sent direct to President Truman by Pietro Nenni, lead.e-.e 
of the Fellow Traveling Italian. Socialir::rt. Par·ty. The Embassy 1:-s
ported also that the Communist UNITA on December 1 devoted a :tront 
page article datelined Prague, refuting chs.rges on the Italian 
Goverrnnent-mmed radio that anti-semitism had figi:rred largely 1n 
the Prague trials. 'rhe Embassy reported -that the refutation ,;.tas 
particularly cJ.u.msy and felt that the awkward predicament in vhich 

Dr. S. Andhil Finebel'g, 
Chesterfield Road, 

Brattleboro, Vermont. 
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the Co:n:mmists ha.d been ple.ced by reports o_f the outcoc1e. o.f the 
Slans'ry trio.ls explained the co;nparative silence regarding the 
RoseY1berg Case in the Ita1ia.n Co:r..:ntmist press of the previous 
two days. 

(I+) Copenhagen, December 1: The Er.1ba.ssy reported that l·bge:ns 
Faz;, cho.irman of the Danish Peace Partiso.ns, had sent. telegrans 
to 1-Tesident Truman and Gottwald appealing for. remission of the 
death Sf::ntences of the Rosenbergs and the S1a.nsky conspirators .. 

It is noteworthy that this was the last heard of tr.e blunder, 
from the Communist point of vie1,1, on ·the part. of Hr. Fog. 

(5) Paris, December /,.: The press carri.ed a,nnouncerne1Tts of 
the establishment of a comr,iittee for tho defense of the Rosenbergs .. 
The liberal press Qarried the announcement and already there were 
indications that the Car.arm.mists had been able to gain acceptance 
of their version of the Rosenberg Case in certain liberal circles .. · 

(6) London, December L:-: The Embassy reported that the sharp 
intensification of the Communists Ros(:mberg Case. caui.pa.i.gri. in. 
recent days clearly indicated the Co:nmunlsts: attempt to dlve1"'t 
attention from the Prague tl·ial with its c1v·ertones of' anti-semitism" 

I hope- -ta send: you photographs at a.11 <';arly date., 

Enclosures: 

Two chronologies of th9 
Rosenberg Case. 

93 



I ., 
! AP,PENDIX B-7 

~-AW 0Y.F1CTi:S, 

LANnxs, CoHEN, RuBIN AND SCHWARTZ 

1832 JEFFERSON PLACE, N:, W. 

,,~ l' 
·, r 
:,~'-!)';'. ~ .. 

( ·. , . 
.. ;·1• ~-
/ f 

t 
JA~lES M. )'..ANDIS WASHlNO'.rOX 0, :0, C. ,/}/ ....... -... ·r .... ~-

, \\',\.L.LACE :M. COHEN 

5:f.Y1'lOUf J. RUBXN 

J>-"BBA P. SCHW'ARTZ 

J~i'ES R. ZUCITEHM.AN 

Dr. Simon Segal 
American Jewish Conunittee 
#386 Fourth A venue 
New York., N. Y .. 

Dear Simon: 

S:rERL.U',G 3·-5905 

15 February 195h 

On },ebruary 12, Zach Schuster and I had a conference over 
lunch with Mr. Jesse McKnight, and Mr. Cox of the State Department,. 
We talked for a long time, primarily about two things.. One was the 

• ~~IJ.ll~;i;g.~, and the impression which it. has left even in non
communist, circles in Europeo The other was the general question 
of what might be done to make for better ~1),.9,.~r~t~l1£iEJ.L,.Q.1..;t.Q~lJlJ.11,:~ttcX 

-¾}~¾~!:"'"~~'~f*~!l~i~r~i,~c'¼f¾miif.~~i;~t i~o:~:;a:~:: tlm European of.f:ic0, 

Preliminarily, Zach made what I thought was a 'very excellent 
statement of the general position, problems and policies of the .American 
Jewish Committee office in Europe. I may say, for' myself, that the 
sta·~ement made by Zack was extremely impressive. In any case, I am 
sure that :Lt impressed our State Department friends.,, 

Coming t.o the specific matter- of the Rosenberg case, Zac't[J 
pointed out t.ha.t, the matter had had a very sttbstant,ial impact. in 
Europe. He rn.entioned the fact that the Cc:mnnuntsts had used tin. ?;ppar..,,, 
ently straigrrt,forwa.rd and .factual line wi:blt respe.ct;·,to the e:ase, .. em
phasizing those questions which might"normally occur-, ;,:to a . reasonable 
and impartial person. . Among the . ques'tions iiiere the contrast betwee11 
the sentence meted out to the Ro,senbergs and tha:t which ,ra.~ receiv,;;,i,d 
by Fuchs in a comparable matter in England; .the question as to whether 
Greenglass and Rosenberg actu.ally were equipped intellectu.aJ.ly and by· 
training to pass on secrets involving rmything as intricate as the 
ato1nic bomb; the question 1'/hether the Rosenbergs were not convicted 
solely on the testimony of Greenglass, a co-conspirator, Ylho might 
have been saving his own neck at their expense; and the asserted sta:t:.e
ment by prosecution that it would produce atomic scientists to testify 
in the case whereas it did nothing of the so:1:t. 

Zach.·. indicated that all of this had had a profound impression 
in Europe, and that ordinarily friendly ne111s,papersJ and newspapers which 
T1er-e violently anti-communist, were taking a line which was not. dissimilar 
from the Communist line in this case. This, of course, arose as the result 
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of their being convinced that there was actually a denial of ·justice 
here in the United States.. Zach therefore suggested, a.s a complement 
to the Fineberg book the preparation of a strictly factual brief .· · 
pamphlet. This, he suggested, should be prepared by a: European. lawyer 
of such distinction and standing in the cornrm.mity that it could not be 
questioned. He suggested the possibility that such a person might be 
brought to the United States and might be given access tci the court. 
records et cetera, at the end of which time he could prepare· a report 
which would at least be available for such defense as the United States 

. might ·wish to make in this particular matter in the event that the anni
versary of the execution might be marked by demonstration.s in Europe, 
et cetera •. Zach pointed out that, as a p1•opaganda mat.te1:,. ·~he Rcmear1.ber/r 
case is already ant irrevocably lost proposi-bion for the Ul'1ited States · 
and that there is no point in bri.ng:Lng the ca.se up as a voluntary matter 
again., ··· However., it was ag1:eed:that the Inc'.ltter will.. probably be raise:d 
again by the Comrmmist side and that at· that ti1ne it .would. be highly 
desirable· to have the kind of pamphlet Zach sugge.s.ted ready for dts
tribu·cion and ready to be put into the han,ds particularly of the· 
leaders o:f' public opinion .. 

This suggestion was welcomed by .. McKnight and. Co.x:~, r:rhere 
was a considerable amount of discussion on it,, including the questi.on 
of whether such;, a person should come to the Unite:,cl St.ates u.nder govern•= 
ment sponsorship - as to which it was agreed that he should not. The 
question was also raised as to what might, happen if such a person, 
upon investigation of the records, came to the conclusion that there• 
actually was something to the accusation made as to the manner of the 
trial oi' the Rosenbergs, et cetera.. .As to this .i :i:t was a:greed that; 
something of this sort was a risk that would have to be take.n if the 
idea was to be taken up at all'. The opinion of some person who was 
willing to guarantee what his ultimate conclusion would be, i:q. advance, 
would undoubtedly not be worth anything at all., Therefore, :tf' t.he idea, 
had merit, it would have to be based on the full artd. frank. review a,f the 
:record by a person who was above suspicion that he had committed hirnsel.f 
to the United Stat.es point of view in ad·va.nce., 

., ~: -, •• • • • • .,,,., •• :""''"-"' .,._v~ • ,..·::•·--. · "'-'-"'."•• ~Aro!"" 

Next, there was a cons.iderable amount of discussion. ·as.'''toi.the 
manner in which the Comrm.mist side inflltrated the think.ing of· ew1:t rwn
conmru.nist elements particularly in France, but also ·bhe rest of Europe., 
As to this, it was .suggested by Zach, that :tt, m.i.ght: be des:i.rable to 
think along the lines of a Franco-American Societ,.y,. a.im~d at bringing 
together more or less intellectual people., The :l.dea 1iroulrl .be· ·bo h,1,-v1:t 
fairly regular meetings at which the American point of view could be 
pres.ented to those persons who really are in.fluen;l:;:l,al in connection wi:th 
j_nfluencing European thought. · At such regular meet,ings, writers., editors, 
people of that sort would have an opportunity to meet with Americans to 
ask questions and to discuss matters on which the American point of vlew 
would be presented, et cetera. This would be a cont,inuing effort and it 
would mean that the American point of view was being at lea.st explained , 
informally and unofficially but at least regularly to a very influential 
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Page N\,unber Three 
Dr. Eugene Hevesi 

section of European opinion~ This idea was- al:so welcomed by McKnight 
and Cox. 

In the same connection, it ·was poi1:i;ted out that Evi.dences 
is, so far as we know, the only magazine published by an AmerJ.can 
private organization, under its ovrn name, :1.n French, with articles 
writ,ten by foreign authors for a foreign au.dieuce, but to a considera
ble extent presenting an American point of view. It was pointed.out, 
for example, tb.at Evidences was the only magazine which had pr:i,nt,ed 
an article in Frenc'.non-tne" Rosenberg case', presenting certain of the 
facts from the American point. of view. McKnight was extremely inter
ested in Evidences, which apparently he he-id~ not previously seen, and. 
asked to be put on the mailing list for the magazine..- He indicated 
he was interested not only from the point of v:i.ew of distribution i.n 

· France and its effect on the French public, but, also because it might 
be the source of valuable material from the point o:f view of t.he• State 
Department here in Washington~ They were,. apparently, .from t:i.tne to 
time somewhat at a loss for E,'uropean materiaJ~ presented from a Eul'O= 

pean point of view which could be the basis for fact sheets.i, documents.,, 
one thing or another, which are prepared and distribui;ed by the State 
Department. And,, .from this point of view,, he was also quite interested 
in Evidencesw 

The above is a very brief sununary of' an extremely long and 
extremely interesting meeting~ My ovrn opinion :Ls that the meeting 
was extremely .. :valuable in that it brought s,pe.cif5.r:a)J.y and directly 
to the attention of- influential people in.the Departmen:t., t.ha etis.t
ence of.·the European office• of the American iJerd.sh Committee, arid the 
importance of t,he work:-wh.ich is done by that off:f.ce. I am sure that, 
McKnight and Cox were impressed and that· the con:1:;aci; thus establtshed 
is an ex.tremely valuable one~ 

Sincerely yours, 

SJR/:rs 
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'.rf!E .AMlill!C!ll .rzw:rsn COMMITTEE 

Ji'RO}fa E.'ugene Hevaai 

suBBC'I'i YoUl"' disouaaio.n with the State· Department on :&•e~ey 12 

X i'ully flh~e ym.:ir view that ·this fine :tnitiat;tve of yours. should be 

fo~Uowed up, kept alive. and broadened by us irrto a moi~e, activlt) and eyster,J.atio 

ldnd of adrl~ coll.a,boration. 

for th$ .1110.rooint, th$ following bits, o,t l\lUSf&~tlti.:i.®$ oo~ t.a ~: 

1~ While "th-9~ 1::i .leas neoo :tor 001.m.ter,5.ng:. th$ l1osenbit1•g p:top;ag~. 
~' ;q ~ 

1n Englam.,, it m.{ght ~- S:t easier £01• tha pt'croi.nen:\i JJ"'l"atioh. law:rarf.t ilil r.ft:1.l/1.1:1:tl.i¢rJ1\ 

to underlik* too su.gge5Jted role if their pflai:hl .. on w.oul.d 1:.t(1• ·oola.t~~ b;r the 
. . 

. fact, that leading Briitlsh la.w;ren do lil~!;rtda~~ .. ln i1;ddition1 'the, bette.1t m1de:r-, 

atandil:lg or American la-w by tl:1$ lr.rbter mlglr~ halpfull.-r influanc~ 'the ·th.ttiki.ng of' 

their 1'~neh colleagues... A jo1nt underlakj.ng by· promi:nentl;r libe,1.,•al B:d.:t:1.sh and 

· French juril';tts would: si.mp.lify thei procedto.~011,- m.a.-kJfi\ tlw, i1rtpac.t ar;i"{ln.gel:'· and· sa:!fll 

t:tm~ .. 

( 

guest~ of th$! govern~nt... They should oo :tnv.ttfffl U<nd. -theiir. ,,:t.s:1.t. a1;ion,ored. by' 

soma non-sectarian Arne~iaan voluntal"y organ:b:a•c:icn: of unquestionable• damocratia: 

and liberal reputa,p ·the ob.jecthra of which :b n~ti p.rit1ti:i;-i.ly t.:>'.e'' eoti:lnsiV!&l,1" ·t:h~ . 

fight aga.:i.nst Communism .. · The Woodrow Wilson Founda:b.iml, Freedom House,· or even · 

. the liJJA, would bs· good for the purpoat:h ·. 
, HI! 

3. · for'¼oaa-e the persort:s in queatlt1!1ttl) do, ri.ot, i.n th.a ~Jncl,, ar1,•:t'II'~ t.".\:t. 

desi.l"abl~J co:noluaio:oa, the onti:ra, plan a~t i1all ~m the:tr vlait here, ought to ~ 

kop·h strtctl.y con£i¢[eriti.nl,. · 

/,., I oompl<ifb.ely ~'lgree wl th your vim.r tha·li the pamphl19t ought- not tr;;> 
0.. 

be uaed e.sl\apontanaous Qo:ntributio:n, but.. a.a· un ans-we:c-·to the :nox:b Com:m~mist 
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pi-opa.ga:.'lda wll-rl8• This 1.mderlina::J the need for tr2a co:a.fident.:tal treatment; of 
/ 

the prepru'.•tr~i.on.se / · 

5. '11la &ro1eo-1\1er:i.oan Soc:l.ety proposal is identical with the auggest

ion :r m,..:1,de to. John Sluwa¢n. upon my :return frora Europe lti.st · July. l·tr onzy oc~nt; · 

·toda;r is thit · the• set.ting up of such a group would take time, oonsiderably del~· 

ing tha arrangement of' the i.U'gant and $0 highly dssirabla apil"i'tual e:r<:.Ohange 

bat.ween French ru:.id An.1ericsn liberal intelleotu.al.a'" t wonde-r~ tha:Y:efora:~ whetha 

you wm.ud not wish_ to mak$ the ffi.lggea'hion · ·io tl1a; Bt~f;e: :U0p.ef.'t"'fr.:ee:t1:•bi ·tJ::t~J.~. f;yj£l~-t!..1.!.£t. 

wo11.ld be:. in a, position to span th$ gap a."ld test tha ground by er-ranging o~a or-

I feel that tha-reby yor.i_ ·would strengthen . 
' . 

them,. an<l;9 :i.n <n:ise ·the Pad.a .&11b.~ssy does rm"\.; supply raporta of thhr natu.J;;-$'._,, 

auggaat that suah surveys be 1nad$ pru:-t of' ·thf.,},:b;: pl'.·'Og'.'t'i:tmt> 
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Dear Zach: CONFIDENTIAL 

I believe tha;~ the recent marked weakening of the position of .Toe 
Mac Ca:rt;by has created a much more favorable atmoaphe,r& for ·r..ha launt.,hi.ng of 
your ingenious plan of publishing a, :&,'uropean legal s.tudy of -the H.01_3enbe:rg c.asa 
by p:rom.inent French and British lawyers in Europe. 

•- I ~a:y this because ;tt; baa been my belief· all along i;ha:t t.he only:,._: . 
1·eal1y tmdesirabla factor -wh:i.ch exerted :tnnuence in the. treatment of' the- oa.s.e,_ 
was the p:ressure, and the fear of the political reper·cussi011.s of' the 1:i:resau.1~ec, 
of our demagogues.. Only their execution transformed ·hhe. Rosanbe-:r.gs.,, -thsse 

_ con·~eraptible- oreatu.:t·es., into Jlmartyrsn a.nd ttheroes7 n and the:b.". ca.sEi ir.1.t:o a 
,caU$.§, ge.1~1?:V.!! for world-wide Com;munist exploita:td.on,, while thc1, recent:, judic"ia.L 
murder of' the seoond-ranking Soviet leader and hla cronies f'ai.1.ed. to make even. 
a :ripple 'a.njli>lhere.. · 

It .. i's'' ·q~~tt;·'~b~ious that :i.f th9 polsonous atmosphe~a ·created ey· ~ur 
uL tra-patriotio fakers would not; have prevented .both Pres:i..d01:i::ru1;1,, from cons:i.de;:i.)·,.,. 
ing ·· tha _- f o:i.'"es~eable foreign pol:i.tical. repercu.ss:1.ons of the execu;hions . and. fl"tirrt 
exerci13i.µ.g 1:;hl;¼:i.:t• right· of executive supm.-vis:ian of· the Jud,gntent, ;tn a man:o.e1: 
advantageous to U~S .. in:terests,, there would have, been n:o R,ose11b0:l:'g case .. 

Thia riiey sound somewhat. superf1.cial but, :.i.n substance., -this: :ta th@! 
situatione I belleve, therefore, that .for the prospective author or au.thorn 
of' the par.aphl.et, i~ would· be much easier now tha.1.1 ii; would_ ha.va be.en; earlier 
to undertake this task and to produce. a btlance.d analysis, -- e~ttlblish;tng the . · __ 
judi.cial cor-rectness o:e the trial. on the one hax1d.1 and on. 'l,h.~ other attr:l.bu:ting, · 
tha actual genesis o.f the notorious "Rosenberg ca.st,n to -·t-h~. pras$tlrei arr. tha 
political. level oi' the ext:i::·emists whom Co:rmnunism had helped to ·undeserved bu.t · 
.t~mpo3:ar;z: proroinanc~ in 1\merica, and1,iho, fat tunt., s.o ·hremendcmsl;r helpe.d th.a 
cause of Communism by preventing administ:ra:biva eornmu:l::at:tm.1 and thereby ·a.crtn:wll.y 
creating the big Communist prop~ganda a.ffa...i.,r., 

I firmly believe tha.t this is th.~i only tan,i:d:ile Ct'i t:to:i::mll. that e~els,tf-!' 
and if ·the prospective author wishes to be impartial and make use of it,_ all. 
the be·tter from every- poin·t of view .. 
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}fr. Zachar±ah Shuster April B, 1954 .. 

I woHld appreciate your views ubout this approach and also somei 
1ndication whether you share my feeling that on this basis soJ:ne good man 
may soon be found to do the projecto lam sure the State Department would; 
be gratefcl if you could come forward with an early con?reta propo~al in 
this direction. 

Best regards. 

Hr~ Zachariah Shust0r 
30 rue La Boe.rt,:la 
Paris ES, Frimc:e 

EI-kmh. 
cc; John Slawson ✓ 

Siin.on Segal _ 
Horris Fine 
S0ymour·Hubi:u 

Sincerely:; 

E,'ugena, I:Ieve:s:L 

,r~ •' ·. :'" . .;;._;;- ·: ':-' 
• ,., .,. ·•,«A>-•' ~F. 

\ 
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APPENDIX B-8 
ce: n ... r:aisr.ian 

'l'HZ AMZzUC.UJ JZ'HISH CmttJXT'fEE . 
S,. Pinabarg 

Ml?.UORANDTIM 

With r-1::.1gard to youz- nmmo:rar...dUJi o.o. t::.is suhjact or Mareh 27·th;, the!"e m:·~ 
S<;;ivernl poitlt.;:;. :.t l7liUlt to mt1ke- cJ,JtJ.,tu",.. 

J.,, '.rho .€~l?J$l"ican Jewish Co:1aittae neither i"avora: nor opposes clemency 
:t:or too RoHnbstrg1$0J<· ·· 'We o:r,rposa a ~?l tor· clentenc:r PH ... ~~~~ 

~ ~-~-~b'!,~ !i~~n ~Xil! '.~u~~~1f-~~? .f:~!.r~~~~!~ !?.~~9!,SS 00,ca ;i...'3~ 1:_~;!-.}~,'~
iLiz...~dl . "aa ba1.i,a11~ that clemency in s ma.t.te::r to be 6se.ided bj the 1rsua1;, 
prccooure:a in th$ cou..v-t-n o:,.:,- t,he: ttx:ecu:ti V'c'JI 1:r.r,>,'l'ln,c.h.. I might per,so11:all7 
po:,i..u:l., oat. that t.ha tendency t.o J;nfl~:t1C$ -'c.he,~;le, }1rcce-s~s by' r:'l~$S: px,!¼$',f,ltu:.•e,, 
tend$. to co...-J:-tz;rt the independe,1H;e -of th.e j1.1d:l.e:in.r:r and th~ emoutJ,ve 1.u1d 
lead to serlot1~ a bmies f)J;" legal :prci-e,~uJ:¥.'r,1, 

2.-. tia-,1'..a11e i'o~d th.at most of tha orgai-rlzed committees for el,umcncy fol'; 
th& F..O.'f:ll.:l1n~1~s a.re .ar.:t.ivat,.ed .:and l,sd, 1:>,7 Co:J~un.'i~tta.,. 'l'h.~y- ooco~;1, 

the1•ef'ore, p:rk'"l.arll.y a devic8 to 1.mde1"':tdn&. by propiig-t1inda cord'idtittce i~.1 
the governroout crf the-,Jlhitad States and in :tta. j~iclal proceduN .. ,,,.,,,,.We 
wuld there.f'o~- 'l.ll"&Q pe:m-oM who ;Jre 1:mpellttlf. hy.· c,:n:i:sctem!f¼' to. object;, oa · 
hum.ani taria.n 4701;.n.ds to . th,::, :gigor o! _.the: m:.i1:1famc:ll'I-· to ~ke certain. that · 
t.heu impulsef!I a.re not exploited for thea~: a,n:hver:1siva pui•pos~th,, W-e: Wlrnld. 
naver urg,a a pel"$0ll who feel.a • the sent.en.ca+. is: u;1just not to e,::pxess· hiiw · · 
self' to the P:rssident in an upright and st:r8 i.p;btfo.rw,~:rd i!l!ln. .. "ler .. · Wa wo.itl .... i 
tn";5e hi:o to make sure '·U.ltat he does not d@: J:1•<1: 'tht>ough a gr.~tlllfJ _'i!.l'blnh vdJJ.., 
destroy the ver1zy ideala he ool.ieval:§ in., · · '""''''·"•·"•''.w•" ··· 

3eo t:a are coneel":tlad about t,he fact tri..;l.'l. .. m.zeh decen·t; hu.::ui"l. i!re,1.il.ses as 
8'.'Cl!) desorioo<l abovi.l are ID.l!lnipula~~fl an.tl dii-ito:rt,,;1:d b;;r C.omm~mini;$ who. 

use then! as an entering wedge into tba rdnds Qf indi.,riduaJ.s a:nd organ:t:aa-• 
t.ions"' F:rom that. point of vie'1f1 wa ,t.u·a a,i.1~doua,, to el,ar1.fy to aignif:J..c$n'h 
ir..-di,vidu.~ls ~;::a·t, ie at stake h1· this qtt('3~·t,:fa:in. tin:d; the ea:c'es "hht'l;b, th~y 0t1ghb. 
to exercise.. {This techniqu.a :la used particul-:;1.rly to appe~ 'to ·!:;ta sens~ 
of dec,s,!my of young people,.) 

Jf• '!he charge that the Am.erlc:an Jerls.h Co!llfflittee is an.ti-Sa-!!rl.tio. is not 
new '.'1ith the .Roaanoo:q;; oa30. It h!ta' b-zen . the cry of: tho~~· who oppose 

our point of view over a long'period of time and tba recol"d speak$ for 
:l'tse-lf'.,,. 
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T~E AMERWAN JlEWISH COMMITTEE 

MEMt!.HiltNDUM 
CONFIDE N TII AL -~..,._ ..... ,.,,-t, 

Manheim Shapiro Dais J/27 /53 

:rom Seymour Sa.11.et 

ubJsct Meeting with F' •. B .. I .. 

Yesterday I met vrith two agents of the local. office of the F .. B.I., who 
spent about two hours discussing matters perta.:i.ni.:og to subversive 
activities in this area. 

I. made the agent,s aware of the areas of our concern and it was agreed 
that we could be of nmtual assistance concerning seve~ai specific ·areas 
of activity .. 

Among· other things discussed was the. activities of the local "Cammi ttee 
for Clemency in the Rosenberg Case11 • I learned ·tha.t although .th.a ne1w
papers have only referred to' one meeting: by thts group 1, they- have 
actua1J.y. been in operation f.ar some time·.,. holding meetings and raising 
funds~ Their previous activities., al.thcrugl1. t;l:Jey had been accorapl~ •. shed, 
quietly, have been somem at effective.. · ·- .. · 

An interesting aspect o.f. this:. concerns a meeting; of a ;6~;_;~,:~~~it;iftgroup, 
at the Jewish Comrmmi ty Center, Miami Beach... l!"'re.d Routh of the Human 
Relat::tons stat'£ at the Ur.1..i versi ty of M:tami was asked to participate, in: 
a debate on the issue of clemency for the Hosenbergs"' He ind;i.cated 
that he had a conviction which opposed the concept of clemency and was 
asked to speak along those lines.. I supplied. him w:Lth mater:i:,al from 
ow::- files on the case~ He reported that during t,he meeting about half 
of an auco.ence of appro:;ci . .mately 16 made ch&J.'.'g<?Js that, tb.a .tria.1. was. 
unfair., t.hat anti-Semitism was an issue in the cas,e., VThen. Rrntth pointed. 
out that both the Cormni.ttee and the 1iDT:,, ihad. rejected the charges of. 
aiati-Semi tism as being fallacious, se,rnra..l in the aucll.ence cou11..tered by 
saying that the: AJC was anti-Semi tic and,, cll'\lf.mg othe1:· things~ ga;ve: as . . 
proof the anti-Con:un.unist position vm:lch we h~wG1 alv,,sys maint,ad.ned .... ___ . , : '.' "'' 

.t, ,·~< 
" .. :; . { . ·.: -- . . . . .. . . - : . '" 

I p.Lan jGo· bring 'the above incident to_ th~ii""at'CC:llitio1i:af-t}i,i:;ulr~ct,or. o;f;. 
the Jewish Community Center e I also am sending a. cormnunic.,a:hic;m, to al.:t 
of the Rabbis,, heads of tTewish organizations and ·members of the, Council 
of Churches, ind.icati,ng our position on ttl.G:i Rosenberg case. and w-:ging 
that no suppor·r, be given to the requests: by the Gomm:ttt,ee fc;rn." Gtem.en.cy 
for f1md.s or other supporti' · 

cc: Nathan Weisman 
Sol Fineberg 

American~ Jewish 
r.• , .. ~,,1ttee 

. AUG 12 1953 

v..:.r" 1 tiAL , · 
Fl\...ES .,/ 
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· By Phii Bronstein 
(.Jewi.sh Btdfstin Assi~ton'l i:dHoT} 

Some Jei,;,ish· organizations 
succumbed to the prevailing anti
Communist fervor during the 1951 
f:spionage trial of Ethel and .iuiius 
Rosenberg. The Rosenbergs, 
,;barged with seHing A-bomb plans 
to the Soviets, were convicted a.~d 
'xere executed on June 19, 1953. 

Arguments have been going on 
ever since as to ... vhethe:r ihe couple 
·.vas guilty o:- were set up by the 
;.,;overnment and the court as 
:,ac:rifices to the hysteria of Mc
Carthyism. According to attorney 
Marshall Perlin, who since 1951 
has been at the forefront of Iegel 
, fforts to reopen the case. letters 

from the Anti-Defamation League 
to the FBI in July of 1953, urge 
that the Rosenbergs be convicted. 
The letters also call for something 
to "be done·· about Rosenberg 
defense attorney Emanuel Bloch 
for his f•u..l'"!natriotic'' comments 
during the ti-ial and :.JJggest that 
the presiding judge "get the praise 
and. support he deserve§." 

Pe;lin obtained the ADL letters 
and 3,000 other FBI documents 
afu;r .mi>idng a derr..and fa;: the 
FBI's Rose:ciberg files under the 
1974 Freroom of Info.•;:nation Act. 
Tho-::~ 3,000 Perlin £ays, are just a 
fr..ction of the total (33,000 pages) 
the FBJ had-~ cl µ½em have 
al~d;ybcep~. 

But Perlin claims that even the 
limited files he has obtained 
contain startling revelations which 
refute the key evidence that 
convicted the Rosenbergs. "The 
material establishes,·· Perlin said 
in an inten,iew with the Bulletin, 

• ''that t.½e three witnesSl!s the 
prosecution's case depeaded on, 
originally g&ve diHer~nt 
statements to the FBI faan those 
tbey gave at the trial. HThose 
documents. PerUn insists, would 
have impeached those wit,-,esses 
had the FBI "suppressed the 

· evidenc,;;: they had." 
The most se."1ous of the FBI 

d~~i:$ for Pe:rlin, *-e thCS;) 
snowing that presidmi Jud~ 

Julius Kau.-fman "violated his oath 
of office. For instance he said 
before the trial th.at if the 
Rosenbe.,gs -.,;,ere coov'ic<-..ed he 
would inipose the death penalty. 
Also, when . the e!ecution was 
temporarily stayed, Kaufman 
wrote the FBI saying he was 
conC?med that fae Rcsenbergs 
wouldn't be executed soon 
enough." Perlin has put t.'lis 
evidence and other d~nts into 
a pamphlet, "The KauJm:m 
Papers" which outline ~m1P~~~s 
activif.es in the case. · 

Perlin also discovered, on the 
basis of a 1966 court action· he 
initiated, that the "secrets" the 
Rosenbergs allegedly passed to the 

Soviets were actually valueless. 
'·The supposed secret was im
pounded after the trial. We moved 
to unimpound it and the goven1-
ment subsequently admitted that 
the information had been 
declassified and in the· public 
domain iong before the trial. And 
the 'importance' of it was what 
Kaufman based his sentence on." 

Pe::-lh1 dismisses the n·otion that 
there was a huge conspiracy to 
convict the Rcsenbergs but rather 
thinks it "started slowly, built up,,. 
and developed into a 'Franken
steh-1.' One FBI or CIA agent may 
have s+..arted a path that others just 
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1- •' • r "' 0 ) ti•¾'; 

•:;:.t.,1,.\Cd. :-~Jpit: Eke ju(:ge 
,...,ere n!otiv~ted by r..:.--tu{"'l"'l..,.;:ir: 

an1oui:..;n - sun:e p:..;hticaL some 
per~onal. l havt: records t!1a1, 

!HO.nths u::io:n .. - the t!"i::.11 the 
c0:1gressional eomn1ittee ":}TI 

atornic ener~ rnet in exe~uri~ . .re 
~essiofi with the prosecutors to 
decide ho\i. ltJ ~et a death sentence 
at the trial a~ a means of dete:rring 
others !!"{);}1 having radical 
thoughts. Vve·n never know &1E tl1e 
r~ot..ivations b-ehind the execution 
though." 

j Perlin ~peculates that ••if t11e 
Rose:nbt:rgs hadn1

t been Jev.:i~h. 
you \\'Ou.ldn't have had 2. Je\\~sh 
judge ... ~nd you woui.::1n"1 have haC 
2 Je.,,vish judge ~ivi:lg a dea.ti:l 
sente::1ce. /:J.sv. if tbey hadn-t been 
Jev .. 'i-~)h and had still been sen-
1.enct;d to -death. 1 don't tl-.£iri.J: it 

Batya Oneg Shabbeit 
Baty2 Group~ Hadassah ""ill 

sponsor an Oneg Shabb.at on 
Saturday. Feb. 26 at 1 p.m. at the 
hf):ne- of lv1onica Zimmerman. 240 
Cervantes. Rabbi Mar,in Gross 
,,;:ill speak on "Ccntemporary 
Trends in Je\\'ish I)emography~"' 
For infor!Ilation. call 922-0131. 

HANDYMAN I 
Erpert Minor Remodeling I 

Hpuse Painting- in& Out, Plumbing i 
Carpentry, C-ementWoik: i 

Sewer Draininc J 
Reas. Rates JOSIF LINDORF i 

L .. ,_ Phone 7~!j525 j 
-, 

!,.0 p-e.tinu-ed Fram P-a:ne Onei \Lon .. ,nuefl rrcm rage ne 1~-
,0:.. •t u it.."'%" 

would have been carried out. I "-Tongful death case against these Jerusalem. dra..'7W.tically. He points out that . ,. 
dmi't think it staned out as anti- who caused their parents to be Dr. Karr's reseatth has in- the survivors are older, many near if 
Semitic but I think it became that killed .. Msc. a number of people dicated to :hhn that virtually retirement, and their children are JI 
way oecause the Rosenbergs were invo_lved who are stil_l ~liv~ co~d without ex~tion ~ere appears to otten grown and out of th~ home. ·1 
Jewish and "radical/Com- be liable fo: ~ther crm1~na1 action be cl~ly 1dentmable second- Now _suddenly t_he mtense f j 
munisrs." should Perhn s contentions prove generation effects, and these memones of the Holocaust are b;J 

Still, a New York Jewish paper correct. effects differ accordi."lg to whether returning. At the same ti,p.e, ·the ~ffl 
was one of tire first public voices Most importantly, Perlin says he !'°th parents'. or one pa:r~t, was children are _fa:ing se_p~rat!on ffl ...... ~,. · 
against the death sentence. 0n the wants the full story to come out SO mcaroeratix! In a cani.p, or if both from home, ana Otten anuc1pation r .. 
other hand, Perlin remembers that "the American people can see parents :realized what v.--as hap- of starting a family of their own. t:~ 
"you had some Je'wish people and how the processes of our govern- penmg and got out in fune. "I have received phone C"dls Ji~ 
organizations who were so ment and courts were abused to He says that the symptoms of of- from participants in my shldy, ff. 
preoccupied in proving they ~ring about _the convictio~ and fspring whose both parents were in four years _Iatr.--r, to check with n1e trt 
.:;ere.i't Communists that they aeaths of t-.vo mnocem peopie. We concentration camps often parallel about their plans, an,j lo seek ,-~ 
urged the Rosenbergs be would hope that, once we have the what has been called the "survivor more information about the results f ;~ 
prosecuted to the fulle."i:. Some documents and make L'lem public, syndrome" in the parents of my study. I hlrre seen this par- · · 
gro:rps exp,>.Jled many of their own there is less of a chance this kind themselves. tially as a gest-.n-e cf :rea.cbmg out 
members who were even slightly of thing will happen again." "This is not to be unexpected." for heip, but so far, they have been 
:;;-,:zspect. vi.'hile many brave Jews Perlin, who is Je-wish mms.elf, he says, since the survivors were unable to fully do ro, and the 
didn't play this ga.-x,e, others v.-e.-e cringes a bit when ms 20-year usuallv irreparably damaged. and orgsr.ized Jewish commur:.ity in 
fea.rfu! of not being fiercely loyal to involvement in the case is immi~ation to the United States t.'le Sru1 Francisco B:ly Area has 
the U.S., especially with t..'re descnbed as "obsessive." He never did not often help matters much. failed to de"relop fill adequate men-
memory of the Holocaust so • met the Res..,--nbergs but fa: helped Those who immigrated to Israel taJ health prn_gT-am for ti'lc-m.'' 
fi-e<:..hl" the'.:r attorlk"j' with fir.al pleas and fared better, and their famiiies are Dr. Karr suggests several ways 

There are two Rosenberg sons, spent the last d.iy of th.,ojr lives cenerally healthier. In Israel there to meet this need. 
Robert and Michael Meeropol (the chasing dcwn feder.tl judges to try ;as the chance to go through the ""I,'\' e can have an active group 
surna.,."Tie of their adopted parents), imd obtain a last minute stay of normal process of mourning, outreach program aimed at the 
Perlin is currently working on t.'leir exec-.iticn, bereavement, and ioss. and a feel- currer,t needs of the second 
behalf to reopen the ci,.se. {Perlin was here to SJ)eak at the mg of individual identity was generation - possibly through 
Although the lives of the S. F. Jewish Community Center fostered by a strong sense of group sma1l discussion groups which in 
Rosenbergs . are beyond ?-ny am! to meet with members of the identity, cohesiveness and mean- · time can move towards a more 
reversal and their co-def~-:idant, lcc;:J Bay Area Committee to ing in frontiering the homeland." comp:rehensfre treatment ex-
Ma.:.-un Schell. has already se;yed Reopen the Rosenberg Case, Dr. Karr says foat at this point perience." 
his lengthy prison term, Perlin based in Kensington, Ca.) in the United States. over 35 years He said he would like to see a 
says foe Meeropols can bring a Youth D@int® later, fo~ s~r..ia~?n ~or surviv~rs progr~m of researc? to investi?ate 

and their ramilzes JS changmg the eftects on the third generation. 

Comu:H President· 
WINNIPEG - UTA} 7' A! 

The youth of Cs.:mgregation Ner 
Ta.'11id, 12.."-0 Quintara St., are 
spon~ring ;. dance on Saturday. 
feb. !9 frqm 8-U p.m. at the 
temple. There is nq adw.jssio13 
chars,e am] admissiqn is by in
vltailon only. For info:.mat\;:m, call 
6p l-33S3. 

. Singh,~§ D:n,,e Purim i::Hrmer 
. Congregation i\dath Israel, 

L'Chaim Je\\ish Singles will 1851 Noriega SL, wilJ bold its 
. l;cld a dance in the ballrpom of instal.lation Purim dinner on 

!be Fl, Mason Ojficers Oub on Sunday, March 6. Members of the 
Saturday, Feb, 26 from 8 p.m. to National Conference oi Synagogue 

I EARN ~ 

I . 
.... J 

Omson has been ewcte.d tm:sidel)t 
oi the Wi:Jnip~g Jewi~ Com
muni,y Counci!.1C;madiim Ji:wis!1 
Congress. succeeding M.orley M. 
Globerman. midnight. There wm be dancing to Youth wiH present a program. 

tl:ie Sonnv Alt Trio and a no-hoi;t. Donation is $7.:SO for adults and 
1 bar. Admission is $3.50 for SJ.SO for those under 16. For 
i member:; and SS for nou•, reservations, call. 564-5665 (d.;ys) Lt 

J f 

1, J . ! 

Frank'~ . :·shelf Si?-i'V!f!e 
Tuni"~P g11q ilr~~ . 

i ' members. , . . ;;;,r 661-4468 (evenmgs). t, •,(~ ..,_ ,, 

I f SOARD!N~- HOM~ ·1) Patro~i.za_Bull~ adi.:rt!s~rs .. and 

l_, ___ _t_ I 1 
j I 

f l'.!tifC1rnl~ £p11iow:~. S~oi, iraf.@i & liJhi$ 
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dcliberJ.tely and in~~!:;;tenily 1ricd to 
n1ake a ·~Je1.,vish .. issue out of 1hc 
R.0~~nberg tragedy# In i\.t.1y~ 1952, 
v:hile rhe c-2.se was stili pending in 
the court:,. t.½e major Je-.vish 
orga1~izj,tiDns~ ii1cluding fa ... DL, 
issued a st3.ten1t:nt denouncing the 
effort of c·cmmu:nist organi.1.2.tic;:1s 
to inject the '"fraudulenf' iE:.sue of 
anti-SeIT'itism into the case. Tne 
ADL insistently warned its con
stituency against allo\•:ing B'nai 
B'rith, or any repre~emative;; of 
the organized je;.~:ish con1munity. 
be dra\vn into the matter . .:"v~ told 
our 1nembt:·rs th.ar they \vcre :free. if 
they s.o chose. to becoffi.e invoived 
as individuals in the public 
contro\·ersy surround-ing the case. 
or be involved through other types 
of organization~ - but n.,t to en
mesh Jev ... +;h organization=il life in 
a c;1se in vvhich it had no proper 
.role~ 

·'We believe that this was t.'ie 
correct position then and that it is 
correct today. 

'"Those who are seeking now, 
rightly or \l.tTonglyt to ressurcct the 
Rosenberg caset have no right to 
inject into it a faise ciaLTU of its 
being a •1 Jev"ishu issue. n 

(The Bulietin ,vishes to make it 
dear tJiat the paper in no wi;y 
vouches for the veracity oi Pe:rlin's 
charges. We have no evid~nce that 
ADL ever urged rhe convkrjon pi 
the Rosenbergs nor that their ieg.i! 
counsel be called to account for his 
conduct. Tne Bulletin regreti; Mlf 
such impression given in !;}St 
week's story.) 

Segal,o, 
iContln:.:ed from ?i:,;ge Four) 

the wJ.y t1f l\.fiddle East pe. 
talks-the pa..-ticipation of 
Pales;ti.'le Llb:::ration Orgar.izati 

If the meeting is a "Gene 
type" gathering rather than 
resumption of tbe Geneva cor 
forence that briefly convened · 
Dec. 1973, Israel may be mo 
amenable to some form of PL 
presence. the observers said. I 
C.:.iro, Vance welcomed Preside 
Anwar Sadat's latest .remar 
favoring a Jordan-PLO link
before the Geneva talks 
resumed as a possible means 
bridging the gap between Isra, 
and the Arab states over PL, 
participation. 

Obe @ . i .. • 

' ltU<lfl~}('::'Union Of 
""'"•· _,.,. •. -.,-·c:·-✓--,..·:··f a 2 500-

Bl.EIMAN. D!NAH. In Redood Cit} I' . ' . 
on February i7, 1977. Wife o~ l~mg !n 
Hen,y Bleim,m of l:?edwoocS Josette 
City. Mother of Minette Dovi!f'ld now a 
John;.on of Redwood Cityagreed to 
Sister of Matiido G,eenfle{i 
c;md He,rncm GreenHefol, bot~io San,jc~ 
Q§ B,oo!.lyn, N. Y, G.-cmd~ . 
mother of threi;, and greoti 
g,i:.n:lmother of two. J:. 
member pf Temple Beth Hocol; 
gnd B,'~l ·a'rH!,. A ;Rotive o\ 
New fgf~ City. Services wer( 

I:_f\j f:11 ::: I i\"_,-·~_;_ ~ ),.ilJ ~J•,,•:H 7 fl f, ,.:a 
""'"" ~ ..., ..., i:l2 

TEL AVIV. hrad -· Labor 
party leader A~her Yadlm "a~ 
sentenced to five years in pri:.on 
this week on corruption charges as 
other leaders of Israel's ruling 
party gathered for the most critical 
meeting in its history. 

Y adlin, 53,year-old former head 
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his :1pIH 1int:nl..·nt to he;id th,· B-~nk 
uf i'1.r~~· i. wa;-i. ~ntcncttd. to hve 
year;, :n J:.iil and fined 5>28.QOO for 
taking S'J,W.:U in ki,·kbacks on real 
estate deals antl evading land 
taxes. 
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JERUSALEiv1 · (JTA) - U.S. 
Secretary of State Cyrus Vance has 
left a clear impression here - and 
apparently aiso in the Arab states -
that the months ahead wiJJ be a 
time of intensive diplomacy aimed 
at getting Middle East peace talks 
underway before the end of the 
year. 

Vance has just completed a si.x
nation tour of Israel and Arab 
countries4 

Th~ A.T.erican thne-table is 

beginning to take shape. Vance 
ca1ne to the !ifridd!e East v,ith 
i.'lvitations from President Ca.-ter 
to the heads of t.iie state i.-i the 
region to visit him in Wa'il'Jngton 
during March and April. Prewier 
Yitzhak Rabin, c:r possibly his 
successor, is expected to go to the 
U.S. before the rr,Jdclie of Yu1rch. 
to be foliowed by a succession of 
Arab leaders. The avowed purpose 
of these meetings wit.'1 Carter is to 

(S-s,i:i VANCE Pe:,:. Hi 

ADL Denies Ch@re¥es 
- -held '-i White Oaks. Chape!i[, who had 

Wiil ii t::::mino l./lecl, Sc~"!lunity of 
<e.:dos. ¥:ritoml;,ment; .1-Hiis ct of an in- . 
i:tarnHy t:111metery, ('.:olma. ~nting the Arnold Forster, general counsel _ made against ADL · s,.'lou!d be 

A>-1Q!da By Perlin 

E F ._ -nk m· clo~A for the A.'1ti-Defomation League,'• printed witho_ ut _documentary 

t,i t~-'1- \; , :": f~ ,_,\~·---r ~ u - .. 

v;eek,, was gi\-·cn a six
fer evadi..Ylg lr..."1.d 
rnn concurreatly wi 
back sentence. Y s.dlin 

, credh for the four mo: 
~t in jail since h, 
Oct.H. 

back money o:i to L.~e I 
But she added that 
opinion on 'Y-adlin,.s sta 
he transferred "r:1ilJic1i 
funds to the party's l' 
ca.'11.paign fl.md. ' 

Y adfui tri~ered a p1. 
with his testimony la::: 
illicit fu.I1ds v.-ent to S"Jc 
pa.rty figures as Fin:111 
Yehoshua Rabin.Hi 
Finance l'vfu:ister Pin 
who died in 197 
Kalderon, chcirman 

PUDJN, GJOijG • On eµrucn-y i¥\' - ..,.1,.., • • • · • i .. _ }': _, , 

· ,9n 11 ; ·l9, d f the laie $arch Jewlsb nas denied charges made by at• enoence. ,_;.':, ":'.•.>.\:· .... ,.· P':::- . . 

Oud~n.!,!\!~i-,:..:.. of s-,,,,..,,J . . to:rney Marshr:H Ferlb {Bcl!etL11 ~ v«Sc,:m af~: .. J•i,1, R.oi;r-~h.f/;\> 
Duden ;;~ti Mair,le1 µal.int. ie .ionatei.J Feb. 18). Forster's statement said: were apprehended>c'ii&r~'N,'l;t~A,:~ 
grQndfoHHtr go\'.! gre(lf~ Co. of "The . l).~L was _grievously spread that anti·Se:;1iti£i:n_y1ru; q~ .•. __ ),, 
gnmdfothe.-. Servi;es at Sip1,; met b wro?ged in ;n: Feb. 181ssue uf the root cause Qf we iadii;:{pi~nt;:,Tp_(° ;3.J 
Memod!;l! C:h1:1p!i!I, ConEgyptian Jewish Bul,etm, falsely charged ADL made an •.all•out ,;;Hart .·w:,-Y;-f"' 
fdbutiQ!'I~ to you., kavo,!t~,ri:ial to with having urged that Juiius and trace any possible, basis kit ttf :· " ll'' 
~!'-laTity prnforred. J;t.ance in Ethel Rosenberg be convicted · as;,ertion, and never. to this day~" l. ! 

fi$C!io:R. £J,;AHllC£ z. On !'ebn.,an?.;matzohs. during their trial in the 19SO's:. has fo!.lnd any such ,,,,.;d=ce ··"·.. . 1 .. - "1 WH I th j ;·• ,Y.. Ci. ••• . 
1., 1'1'1 · _e 

0
• _e 

13 
'ignmediate ADL deeply believes in the con- "Whatwedidfind·mwv.h-t~-h · 

Alber~ i,M) F1s.:her. S1s;fer 0:- H f 1- .,-, _, · . . · ' " · • ; 
•=~n11'e ~e"er ~un• of Ja,-ot''c • a ~z. ~ lfi. .. ,on= p:-mcip!es that a man 1s said so publicly at the time,,.'was'.~ -''. w.: 
.. ~- - •· •• • • ..,.gyptian inrn:x:Ant unt,J y,-.. • ·1 d . . , . , r' . 
s. H-0B~ •• Grcmd-aulllt of coJ~m·•~n..., ,0 -t';,,:::, • • t-•:->vt:n, gut ty an 1s 1haa CommutH~~ eJ~mJ.1µts b1 tlus h 

I a• .... ""' a e., "'= to a fo,- •n•,1 N '"d d l • ·· • -~eHa,. !J;ervk,;,3 .it 5 :i -~,~•DO°' "';+1.. A' DL •• ~., ' ~,-· or C11 country an e :;ewnere v;,-en: mtent t 
~:.,.....a '"i1-"~,1 ever as~ th""t +~ 4 

• ~ ~ 
even r.-iac Arthur ,::oun:;i,di-ed Memodol Chapel~ R!>b~! s:sr rcii_uired d • • . h,... •' • '"" some,nmg 'Pe on blurring the issu.:s • with false t: 
_a,-,air,<aJ-? No,;..,;"'2 v.'O>-se? Q,r.:, l"l,,"'!RI 1/a. Whit,;, offi;;~c.tl"1iJ· lnc,Piir"@,, '. . one ~"":'.~' rn;: ~osenberg trial ch:a,,•es of anti-Semitis"" Thev r 
~::e~~;..iCI:~ ~~~:,!:~ :~:~:~~~~~!'1~~:~:~:~~~, ~~~~~~~~~~~~~ . ~~~~~~~:~~""'"~~~~~:~~~- ·:~✓~•e;:~ .. 
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. . .. . . . . . nougn so .. ev0caY mem er vl our. ewISL 
The . ~eeting will also . focus on community when we . wish _ them a 

. Women's ·,American :oRT's increased Y'ascher Koach. · May they go from 
·efforts on behalf of quality education in . strength. to ·strength! \...: ... :.,,:,, 

-· .. .,_ ,:, •. • -t'. . ; ~ . - , 

. ,,~f i ·~ ... ~!{f ~Jt; ... , • .. · . , }~t 
:··- :.:_f,yi; di_s{/gr;ele··--With the ADL 
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.:'.·>< __ _ 
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,, 
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. ·- t. -d: ~i:i-i1I.: -:·':i;::J:;7??i1~{Cl'.t-:~: :_·· .. : :· . . .. ,· . 
. In keeping with o~r policy oClt~l Je"?jh i.~~uEJ: W_e didn't m~e it.' that: the . scap.-e.goats. It is no secret any longer th~t . 
handedness, we publish on page two.or anh-;::,em1tes :.did. To tlns aay they the FBI under. Edgar Hoover engaged m • 

, this issue a disclaimer by . th1t~:AhlJ1 propagate_::,thf1 · ca.nard that we were innumerable excesses, even illegalities; 
~e~amation . League: ,·in ; ~hic_~_.:-ti~.i;J. i traitors_ !n. 1" .. ~0~;1rto the Rosen.bergs as ~. an? ~as not above maneuvering facts to --
V1c1ferously deny the .charge ·tliat ·th~jf an example.:~1!;:-'(:'.'':'' smt its momentary needs. 
helped convict the Rosen bergs. (Se~p~gef. . There . ire:)nplions of Americans =- · That is a matter of· public record. ' 
2, March 3, 1977} Marsha1l Perlin~{tfi1 Jews and noif'."Jews alike - ·who are still Why haven't they thus far done what 
attorn~y inv?l:ed, has prolllisfd~J1~J ~onvincedJha!,.~~d not the judge be~n a t~e_ foile-ral court_has long

1
ago_dem,anded_ 

to therr demat ;. ~,;:t:1~t'f:.l Jew_ an_d !h_e i::ressure on the who!e tney do. ~s required by tne f, r,eeaom 01 
·· .. · tt t· t • · • -~••. ~""1':~~ J~wish commumty not been so heavv, Informanon Act - release tne whole 
Wt 1!Mhut.a ·~~pt ~ngt."? ~as.~!uageme .. ".~t .the Roi.iimbergs might hav@ been co~-. 33,000 pages of secret material they have 

as ow o 1s ngn in n .. s ~nsl,,(.\nce =•;we , . , , , -1- ,.._ 'd i, . ... th. R. nb Th ·h 
will 

,- 'h + ·-t ,,_ • .. to. ---~iii m.ctea PU1,, w,ey __ wmu ... ~gve neve; yeen on e ose. erg case. ,ey. ave 
, t~ilow :i,e. 1-wot~.·,.,ai.,e1:1en,,~ ... ,.,,/k,cl executed. we·recall a meeting a vea.r ago grudgingly made nublfo only 300 after 
1or nemsetves - nere :15 one pom.il"° · t 1--h - o····•·" ... ,_., LT· • h r. .. h · · • - · 
diff 

- ;. 1 w · · "".-~ ~ : a i.. e ;uern2,r-o ... :iorw1c. venter w en mo. re than a year or proddmg. 
erencewemus«ma~e. he,rm:ef., 'l. d -d ·-" -~ J. kd th ·•,.:..,u:r· ct·· 'h ·· ADL Th , ~, · . ~ ·. 4 nL · . ,· ,.-:--t'.,,.,.•"· , <¼,Un re _s -0~: :young ews· pac.·e. • e . . f'1 e, isagree w1t1 the . e 

tha.t portim:, 0: the ~· re¥lYk:1! ,-ra;i._· gynll}asiu~ 1?t,rhear one of the SOalS :vindication of the Rosen bergs would lift a 
t?ey_ s~ate: T.nose ,w_••0.,_ are ':'ee _ lll!,~~~ debate · Elmer~ Gertz.· O,f course; they ''· gr£at 'burden from _the hearts of many
nRoghtlyb or w-ronf1Y• 1,p :r~shst':l't~.t\'.~~I thought it w:as a Jewish issue, What else ·, Jews"who have always been troubled by 
. sen erg "ase nave no ng o .m,1ee!i,\ ld 1.. • • .. ,, ... h , "- · .. , -· • • · · · . ·t · f 

1
... .

1
• . · ; •t·. b· • .. -j,;.;,.J "~~i:'..1 cou ,mng t, em. out m such numbers? ·· its unpact. It would not be the first time 

mto 1 a a,se c aim o. 1 . emg a. ewISu. ,;, th · · · , · ~ ll · · h. - · · · h J, h b · . ,, _. ~ . :-::;-.r;:t:~ , .,_ ur . efmore, ·v_ery senous an~ _we' _ m u-rpan history t ~t ews ave een 
15sue. J .• -~. • :':~-.-;;;:t,~r-. ,. researched books nave now been V!r7ltten. drfamed. The fact that they were 

~, What ''false claim'!'! :,·~t,ff~.f{~~ wh~ch ~~rf~J~:.prov·e tha~ ~he who.le thing radical .. s should 1:ot det~r us. - . . 
,. Anyone who !iy~d throi:gh !ha~.,!:k~ was a ~1~__nt,~a~~":-1P -:-.. ~ pr,oducf _of the . : 'rhapk the Alm1g_hty tP?-t_ McCarthy;s:11 
period of Amer1c~n bJ.StQry ·:~~~ bysten~ -◊-~)~~, t!mes _,. m wmch as lS fo longe~ debasmg ~ur country. fet s 

:~~.:. perfectly well that 1i wa~ y~."? f;i~e!t,,;1~ usual~:.:}~e;~t:,;rnre s~!ected a.s the no'" b,e afraid to face ,;,he truth. , ~;~·-·. 
:;--~ .. ~ March 10, 191'1 ' ;:;:;.:, ,'. .' ''-~;:J't:~'·· ·;,'½:'J .. f._;,z,~,;.,,'.,. . ~1 Page·, 

n ::r::. 
H 
n 
):, 
C) 

0 

(/) 
fTI 
z 
-I 
H 
z 
fT1 
r-

.. ~· .-

; ;,,;~;.~;~i~r:.::·~~:/4I~~~l£; : .• r,: __ ::;,. .,. " ~' ., --;c, -~0 ,~- ~;;. ;-. 
. ,., . ,,,,,. , . ''=~ .,,...., ~ -~~~~- jf?'-r-- .. ,,.,.,.,, .,,,...,..,,._,,,,--, •...• ,,-, •~' v·~·,,=•··•,...-, ' -~. -·,- , .. ~-·,. , ,~,.;:;:· ·1 ( , ~. ii~;i~i1f :.!_ •. hW:i!'C*;{ 

', 



i· 
I 

\' 

'' ,, 

.,; 

Aa!'Jiotnnt At tc,~y Q::mcrcu. 
Jn.~.:-~ H.. l !cI.::e--ncy 

th•c,-:t,~, Z0! 

• ..,.._ , •• , ... !',.'" .i o' ',~ ,, h,,,,. ..... ' 1 1'1" ,, d ,,. ..... ~-,1 1- ......... 1r.t th ·?r ..... "J'C·"-. i "'II",-.,,_-, •• .;-.1, ... 
~ ~ -· ....... ,_.,1'...j ""'- ....... .; .. ~,.. .... ----t..~ J.--:- \,.... - .... -~ ~ ,.J ..,J.J,,. .. !..L ........... -4Jti'V _..._,..:i. 

,.... ~1-.. ~>"-o:':.!-,--,t·<· .. ~ ,.., r.· .,.,,,. .... , .. ,-l"·.1 ··11i~D· .... .., "''"',. c•,·'- en '-',,r-..... i,,,.,.....,. r:.:·) 1' ··2 ._ ... - - - - • I. • • • ......... " ,____ • - ., • •.;, ,,. •• -~·· - ~ •• "' V, \,I • "- .... ~- .,...,,,_ ., i;.. ► ~ _,,• Ji 

to u11· /;J.t:t.--::-:1~c.::.~!cn ~::;:.:e ()t:Cice,CT b:r ~~·. / . .::nol<.! x-~c:.·~t:::-:- r..f' tb.a 
,...,,,..,,, y,-.~l- .-,.n,11 ~,.,, .... ,.,~,., 0 1·•·· ,., "l,.. ,.,, •. ,,,..,, .. ,.,;.ff'>0 -<n c·•~n!"'·ct-t,-,Tl ··.,t1, ti,.,... 
A,.\t..;,A \...-'o,1...,. A..., . .,•,.,,:..,,_....,J-'i,.I,.. t..•·..-,:.....a.J~ ,·;. .... ~ .. t \4 v-:,~J,,l...~tA,.t ... ,..__... .. 'JI,. ,-'I,.,,'~•- .,.-.,..,,-A ':~,/.., ..... \.r....,..,'\,,J 

Rcocn1:lcrrr. x::a.tt.-?r,.· ."»:ou w.lll n-:it-':l t,;:,._:.t t~1:ta r::e:-.:.-:rr...r.:t'J::'.1 lr:,-·"tt:! /v•·rti-Ii'.:!'f2.:::1tion. Lcoeuo in l~cr th:., .PU-:?CGC cf cl-::rt:L1.:~ (.',JJ~ ,fo,,rJ.ch [.'.".rOUT:)3 f.~'_::i:L."l.'.H-:. lll.lfl":10rtin3 
eny .o.ecti.n.c.a or att.c::r?t.n to ~evclo:9 · 1,ro-i.\01;,1:::ti.l)c.ra GJI:'i.Qatey c;r:,,;;:-:ir; Jcvicb. 
t;:rol.,WG ill thoi:r rcnpectiv~ nrcu!l~ 



. .N0:,, for onuti)~Jl' oulJ,jact. 1·.t·vrJ. t:.ue to t.!..((h) .a. h:;:;. ho•::r1 
my" good .t"ortuna to road r,01n~ of the map;3:ztne3 and br-achuroa 
la~ue~ by your r~nartm~nt. ~uite eome years ar0, en request, I 

-1~;~1-~roto c111 tl.1"tl<.:.i.\J r'ut· .i.:,:.: tt11,ll.t'"i.<:u:1· .. ,cn·->lr..t1·, .. iltcll l...1 t..•ie rt,l L·:ta ·,_'·ii( 
·• '·'):1.q::,n rr.ag:i:z.1ni:,, entitled~ "Ec1enco .c.mtttt'-!d to thr-t F.iar'' 1 "1htt-r-e- ,·}j 

1e1r.nt1f!..c r.0thQC.S ,Hri .u~~d in solvins: ;-rat:le'.TI.5~ and esrectally .. ' ;.,:rri 
;1n 1.r'd fi..0i.; :-·1 c1·;,r.1lrnd L.tw. ,1:i_ .. ,-~·~,:r.:J.'.;..i.;,-, ;..1 .~.1c.1,.i.~1 • .., r;,:;.r.,) .... r \;.;,.;;>;/:'··it, 
)'OUr publlc.:it1.o:is,· I sense that we hav::, r.iado pr?gres:J al-:i:ig th-::iso- ·-,:··•· ,,,,;,1-

•. ,..,~ . I.~ 

Ur,e5, fa l-tOUld you be P,;:,o::1 cnou;;-h-to ;ia3a on thta raquoat to ( ,:.·: .. ~;l 
:..~•ny .,)flt.l 0f :,·•lU(' (~~111;,1:.,:..ent.5 n-::.·111,6 i.:..1-1.r·.s,'-1 Jt' ~:l..l ,u, .. it.1:tz-., ... ..,..;. ... ~:n.d ·. _ ,·· · l,:f 
l~m~ euch further mn~azlne nrtlclou vr p~~?hlAta aa may hav~ been . : . (· 
'~-'1fl6Ul')d dut"I n.c; tr.e i.:'\st ~.-oe.r or pe'.lr-and-a-half. I ~111 valua · ··._{ii 
,~r.i_tho.n b~ ,an t11.idit.ion to ;ay J.~£,.:11 Ille. \. , .. ,. . s' n, 

-1,~/·;z\~~;~·- \l.'1th ar:iJuro.nc8 of r;1y high esteem, beltovo ll11't• '°·:<·~.lt.-
•:;,t,;,; .• ,;,.y_ ,. .: ,::·,~~~t '" . ··•. ~ ' 
\->,:i 1\i~ -:•_ Vory -ninaoroly., ;j}P:: 
'"'~f.,/'J:::·l'.·," · t· t!· 
~~/ · ::• ~'~1 ':-"; .. ' ~. i._!~ 4 
,,,-;1.· ,,:· ... i-.-..J!, 

.if"-•'.'. ·'f_!_,1••' ·_'.;:.11 
i~'~.t?.•'-'i':-f.l•l: ,· ~ t:'l 1 e c./ t G-1 n b r , n l< • ''·I · 

t~rii!(,: P .S • ,(_ am Mndlng you an udvonct, c0py'.· of the cur-r-ent /'.;
1
1; 

i,)f,(t.heuo of nur lr1L r·1nthl~· ruhl tcntt,,n, h'h!ch car~•!ea B11 lt:i lead ·1:l 
J ':.ia.tlol!J, , ,.utl-~ . ..;m!..t.:.,,i. unll l.11<..1 ll-111 ~~-J :L'.i.tt.r. :"', 

",i ii ~ ' ·- i::;1 ; 

:!¾i~'.;' t1H..i I hp ·-
'iti\:!~~~: • . 111 . 

,;,'K;+n,.., ' i, 'f, 

'{~if;·.::.·: ' ' 
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Nal1onol D1tec1~, 

Beniarnin R. Epstein 
212_ Fif,li A1tt"n•1•.? 

Nrw Yori._ 10, N, y; 

OF B'N,11 JJ'RlTll 

Mr. Lou Nichols ·1 
. United States Depart~ent of Justice 

Federa]. Eureau of Investie:;2.tiori 
Washington 25, D, C. 

Dear.Mr; Nichols: 

April 2, 1952 

,~~ ~ 

It ·,~as nice. talking to you on the -phone- · -;:•' 
yesterday. afternoon.. Let rr..e, once again,. expres.s my · .; ·~·.·l'it'Jj' 
appreciation fer th0 splendid letter that Mr. Hoover sent 

. to Judge Ste inbrinlc. 'fhe ,JUC::'[e wrote to Mr·. Hoover dl- .. ,,lb.: 11t: 
rectly. I aC!l enc losing for your information a copy er ·, •:r: 
our current monthly /\DL· Eul let in, r.hich '/Jill be in the • ,_ .. 
malls within the ne:xt few d2.ys, and call ;your attention· ;/:) 
especially to the lead artic.le, "Ant1-See.1itism and. the ~J:.-
Atom Spy Trial". I am.certain that, if ycu blance through · · :·;ii 
the rest of the publication,_ you· will find other interest- ... · · . .-:.;l~ 
ing an~ info~~::

1:v:,,::::•:~ry pleased with the exc;ll~~·t. ,:•"/",:{;,!1•_! 
relationship which exists between our various staff' directo:::"s -... -: :·.f ·<.,.•;t. :

1 
and -representatives cf the Bureau whc frequent-ly have sought ·•.·-r: · . .'~,;~:f, 
·our cooperation, which is al1~ays forthcoming. . .... , ... :. ./_/\tf>nd 

Co:1~ :ally-~u~rs,i ,.: _ ~~---~ ~::.:;'.~/}' 
• " ·' t '. I L 

•· ~,ti,c~.,- ~:Z::.-~. : . : ; ~·.\ii: 
BerrJ~mtn R~ ;i'in -•: .. · · 'J: 

I (/ -· · .. · ",a I 
!' ... ·' 1t'•'1 

.• '1·1 
''.i l 
·i:f: ~t i 

... -

. 'I, I 
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UNITED STA.t.._ 

Mr. To!son DATE:July 1, Fj53 

I'Jt0>.1 
L. B. Nichols 

of the Anti-DE farr::1tion Lcc12ue cal led 
) ~-

and in ?:, 

li.;:e to do 
rr..a nnc r to 1 d rn e c1. coup le of thi ni; s tiH~Y would 

li;~l' to sc1Hi le!lers lo thp PrE'sidr.r..t, Atto.:h:y 
~c; c :1 c r :~; ,1 1 ,,; ! i: ,_, D: re•:~ t c r . r.1 c n o u n c i n r. E m a nu e 1 B) o , h ' s c o rn n 1 l' n t s ;·> v r ~ , ) • I 

ta1nir,:• to 1:1,- i.:·.rt'•: '.{t ~!,,~ H.oscnberg iu:r,::?rJ.l. I tol.d hfrn there wo,1:d b..: .. ,, ' ' . 
no c;b.kctio,; '.o :hu,, ··•,\fe felt, however, 1t would he irnpro;:.,cr to rcL!::tf:f'.' 

tht• '.cll-:t·,-, ;_ind ·-1:0,:;ercd 

h r;• h ~ d g i v l' u .1 n :'. t t 10 u g L t 
ha ,1 ,.'. ;,: 1) r L' i, '.• c ,j ,: () 11 i'_i < I c 1: c c 

3 S O , 0 0 G c 1r c u.: ~• t : o f1 • U e 

I a s .: e d h i. m . i i 
to 1,oint:n:-: out th0 ADL pCJsition and fact the·; 
'.n the .e::irie:·shJ.p rn the~r bulletin \Vhich ha~ 

i12.d never thoa1,ht of this and. fr,oud:t it ·w,u; .... _, 

rn.cogniti<>:; •o 1:-·:inl( Kaufrn,-in; thc:y t'elt d they rnac.:.e an ~ward 

it wou!d no:. [}(•. il\ /~ooci ta•.'.1' since tiH~ j\:cl_g~ i!1 Si!!")f.lQS,.::d t.0 <lo 

giv,. 

Vl hir:., 
v.::1;.,t the 

l' i v e n c:- o ! . .:; 1 J t, -r· c1 L u r t t o ;; w e i,! d o c u rrt e n t l' ,J s t a r "" i n t. !:. e :. r rrn l.l t? r. r.n o. n t. h e· 
••' d } 

vitupc::.'rnt:_o;·, •s.11,:::1 hai, bt•en (·.capl·d on 1.;:a\.lfn1an i)y Cornmu.cist.s·, ... as v::cl! 

_as upon 'fr·(; ot~:<:.'I" pnnrip,J.ls :n tth: ::-a~e. ~ He had not tboui;ht. 
tho;.igi:t thi.; w.,s the ~elution to t.bc p:-oblern. 

He t!H!l', told me w}:at I had alrcadr' 
~1ad been after tiie Jewish organi~•.a.tim1s becz1;1.1;se; 

risc•n up over the• act~ons of individuals such as Blc.i.:9·. 



Ct--lr\MBf::RS OF 

JUOGC IRVING R. f<AUFMAN 

.:Unitci:'l fet:dcs lJidrid CC,wd 
~1ittd'r ,_,'6bd('~ lCottdtiuu•J~ 

J~\,l"tJ }:?-quun~, ~\•fo ~,,rh i 

JUDE: ? 1, 19 5 2 

Dear Dr. Fineberg: 

-APPENDIX B-11 

'· 
Thank yau for your letter of 

June :?.0th enclosing your sb}tement on. the 
Rosenberg case. 

I hove been disturbed by the 
completely irresponsible and baseless propaganda 
put out by the Co~~ittee to Secure Justice for 
the Rosenbergs. Naturally, .by reason of my 
position, X must remain mute even though the false 
line that is being followed by those responsible 
for this propaganda gives ma great concern as an 
American and a Jew. 

It is of course gratifying to 
see that organizations such as yours and the P.nti
Defamation League recognize the prapagan<la for what 
it is an4 are alerting those at wh0m it is aimed, 
lest they became dupes. 

I tl:wugh t your statement was an 
excellent one and I was much encouraged by. ttc, 

With kindest regards, 

. VFJry stncerely 

Dr. s. Andhil Fineberg J,~/(. 
Community Service Director • 

1 

The American Jewish Com~itt_. 
386 Fourth Avenue 
N r:?W York 16, Ne Y. 

211 

·' I 
I 

, I 
' I I 

' ; ' 

' ; 



,,·1,, ,..,. 
,,.,,,.1.,r1 

.i)·i ~. ,!,' ,., 

;;1·11:1~~,r~,::::1 
•~iltJ:, 

;-~ . 
•>'; j~.~ .,.,,;_, ,, 

·tJtr: . t::,.~~t(.~~?,:tr1t~ ~-?l~t· l ..... 
L ~ 1_,,. ;,; ~:'.:..iJ.., (} 1 t 

f)".~ e·~Lr~;:"1."::·?'l''i;}..,~t ;:;,·~ 
1.: ~:~, n • 5.J!~lt· .tt~·t' .. CJ ... l; :!~t!'11 t:ci f.~1t e .. ··: -., · L: t)1~t'~)t<'.'.'-: 

.-J.,• 

C~lt.?: l:.i 
'~·"··~. {)i,J.Cr r~1:it, tL~.e: ·. 1Tt:.~ 

~ ·~~7 ~A~on ot·ar~b\ ~ \.-' ',f._ ~.i!,,_,/"..,,/.,_ ... ;,, ,,.t ,,,.,. ' .... '. 'of., ,~·. •. • • '>~J· ~· 
.. ;:· ~·:t1r}£~t::~ ~Et1.ttf:7 



'T .::-:) 

:1blo 

'!.' !."'l. ~ ~ 
;, ~ ~,;~, ./ -..) 

\Tl. t:~ 
;/O'J. 
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CM/\Ml'H!.RS OF 

UNITE:D STATES COURT OF APPEALS 
SECOND CIRCUIT 

VJNG R. KAUFMAN 
cH!E:I" JUDGE 

U, S, COURTHOUSE: 

I yoRI<, N. Y. 10007 

Mr. Marc E. Berkson 
Hebrew Union College 
3101 Clifton Avenue 
Cincinnati, Ohio 45220 

Dear Mr. Berkson; 

August 17, 1977 

It has been Judge Kaufmanrs 
policy not to comment, in any way, on. the trials 
at which he presided. While I recognize that 
your research involves the reaction of the Jewisb. 
community to the Rosenberg case, .it would neces
sarily have to concern details of the case. Ac
cordingly, Judge Kaufman cannot be of assistance 
to you. 

Sincerely yours, 

.Max Friedman 
Law Clerk 

t 
I 



APPENDIX B-12 

l tool&; up th$ 1natt~ of th~ Sobell t:r.an1;,.fer, .t.ro:m Al~a;t,ra1li, ldth 
Morl"is Fine and Ed Ii'u.,'ms ,II< 'VJhi.1.$ lkr.rrls ~ais,0(1 d.oubts c1011cs:r.?ttng; the 
approach you rec-ommoodedJ! he ~ contan:h to J..e.a.ve the decision up t.o 
Iw~ ·and nu~"" . . . 

l had a liangt,...h;r i.;alk td th Lukas -v1b:.tcll was :c"eso-lvod :i.n ~~em$nt, 
.for•raa.sons whicll I iron.ft go 1u.to here., t.h.;r~ the mattar· ba discussed wlt1h. 
]~ Rabb rather thM wlth ~Tudge Kantr~.:a.; nat GoocL"':-iCh mecf:i, 'With 
Rabb., rdth- the resU:lta you will find noted in the enclosed cow of 
mrewr&1d:t:im from C-oo<lrieh to Luka •. ~,,.. . 

. . . .· /f"'-- ' 
It ~ nace~ to un~::itand Rabbi~ :t"ea~ftiom1 :tn 'bha :tfght of 

crrrrent a.ttacki b',r :repl:'esentative Broyhill .. \mtlt;f ·t:r.1e Bureau ot· P.r:i.sons 
and its diNe-hor# J~aa V\Y Beanettf; These atta~ka· t,.a,,e included 
cha:rgea ·t;hat John Oat.es, .farmer editor or th:rj ~ily Wo_r!:e'.?;".i was given 
prei'~al t.reatment ~ was temporarily mr.n®,tl f.r~1.n:ta to Danbtltl-y1, · 

Com~i.cut, etc,.. · 

· &e~lSe I do not t bink ·that t:he l'l'iAtter o:r tra.n.<Jfemng SabelJ. .· 
:ts :really crne:izJ.) at."'ld eC:>.rtainly' there a..~ ver::, c-;f»geni; St:rtJm"iflnte' i:m 
both s:l.des, I am inclined to lat it d..~p here~ 0.f course we shall. , 
alar-b interested parties as soon. a.a the date £01: tha Wasbingh-0n, visitatipn. 
is made known to ·as ., 

On the otlwr ha..nd if you really 11,;~ a·hrting ohje:1ct,ion~ 'to t,hi:J 
COU.t"m;i of acti.on.,,, I shall. taka e,ddi tiai1al r.rt:.1;-3psi., 

D.t--,. Sil> Andbil Finebel"g 
C/o Dr~ !La~ .li."bellng 
Wox•ld 1?tr.-othe;i;-hood 

· . 29 Fm.odrtci:wtraa;$11.t 
l? · ~ttt"t Am i:ifain 

S:i.IlcerelY'., 

215 



.. Lg. 
0 p ·y 

Ii AMERICAN JEWISH COMMITfEE 

f FOURTH AVENUE NEW YORK 16, N. Y. 

TO; Edw:Ln J. Lukas 

April 30., 195~. 
6:00 p .. m. 

I talked wit,h Rabb just now"' lli.s res.o:tia'l'iss, w:tth which I concur, ara 
e3 follows: 

.· (1) There is little point, in fa.~yj..n,g tl'J sat:ls.fy ·the Cormn:i:t.tee,t, 
If Sobel werc.:m1t, in Alcatraz., they'd f:t:nd another reason for·agit.a.ting, 
and even. if he were to be transferred i:hli,y111 cook up anothe:c- pretext 
jrf; they wa.nt to make ·t.rouble., · 

( 2) Even j_f the Com:rnittee comr.➔.3! davm. 'ho request. he, be t,.r.-ans-· 
±"erred to a. more h~ institution, th~J public is111 t going to ba moV'ed~ . 

,l'he public is qui, te unlikely to feel any particular sympathy for him., · 
·· and t.ho Crnmnitt.ee's efforts ere not likely to get. mu.ch att,e:o.tion,. 

. . . . ·} 
~ • i\ ••;<"': ,",... r; 't 

. (3) I! ha is transferred, the C:o;ngress qulte likely r11ay call 
be.fore i.t the o!ficial that ordei"s it t.o. ask wl'-.iy :i.t v.as dcza:a.,· The id.entit:r 
of anyone who had interceded ln bil;l behal,f probabJ:y wcruld have ·t:o be·. 
revealed., Both the officiaJ. ordering sue:h a,. trans.fer and the. pe1:-son. 
asking :t t quite likely would have a di.f.f:i,cul.t, time explaining their 
actions., ·· ·· 

:.·:·./_: -~f-,;~·-.';-~:.:'· :, : ,~.,.-'.'•· 

Conclusion - it would seem to be the Je a.st of all. evils: in such :a. ' . ,' ·· 
situa.t:tori to le·!;, ·the Co:m.mittee make :i.ts m.aJl:"c:h :t:f j:l:. 1rl.she1:11 i,<h, R.abh · 
stronglY' advises a.gainst any :intercession" . .. . . , .: , :; 

•, 

I le±"t, ·t;he liLa.dola :material rd.th him.~ 

UHG:mgr 

a 
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Mc n10 l' And urn 

I lL:"'1 I SJ 

· S'S f 1 

· Subject: The RoscnLcrg Gas c 

,j .• ,.· '. 

January 2l, 1953. 

PHOPOSAL: A concerted effort to convince J1.ilius· and Ethel 

Roscmbcrg, convicted ato1n i5pies now under sentence of dc.alh,· 

that the Soviet rr:;gimc they serve is persecuting a~~i :il~ii,Jatelr · 
" " ·~, ,··· ~.,,, 

bent on exterminatin3 the Jews under its sovercignfr:"'·'fh~- .......... , 

action desired of the Roi:;enl~ergs is t!iat they appeal to Jews in 
~ .. ~ "" . _ _._ ·:·t ,:.-.:." . 

. ,, all countries to get out"of the communist movement a.i-id :ciiici1~·:::l'~'.~;;·~ 
~- -~ •· .· .... 

ADVAHTAG.ES: 

. . . ;, 

have buHt up, the Rosenber gr. ~.s, heroes. and _;rn J.Jl,~:1:.~Yf:}i~:u/F 
~~-,\c,i,;,j'.,.; ,,,_;;,·,;. .,;,.,.,:.,:,.,,,_,. ,:k.- "·· , ' , · . • .. ,11-,_ 

HAme:dcan al'1ti-semit.ism'.:n 1'heir rec~ntation v10\ild cntii'ii'.!f 
-, ,,,;,-.<·,_,, .·,•,. . ' "/'' ,. . . ~:: "•~ ' .,;·~· _·_-~,, 

"' ~. II~'/ i""":.: '. .'-- ,~.~•ft1l , ' :. :i'. 

.... ~ ",,, : ·:; • 
1 

'; be virtually irnpossibh? for world c!cun1-rmt1ism to ignore 
/;t•O:::·.· .,,,:.-., .. ,, . . ·, L .. :' ~, ·, .. ·: .. '"):;,;,.,·,:,:.'•·'· 

. . .succ0.i:;sfully discredit the Rosc·rr.bm•its,. lhe couple lS ·'" 
" ' ~./~ ,' ,;,••.: -:{. " ,;_,_ 

) ·• ~ • ,, ,; '. f .. n" • • ; -t ,. 

ideally· situated to serve as leading 111strun1cnh 0£ a 
• ,,ti.• • r; ' ,. ;.,: . .. • ' '. .:. ; .• . -, '\ ;_,-,; ·. - .. ·:.. ~• ·. ~ 

logical warfare campaign designed,- t_~ s~lit. ,..;~;icl'~~;n 
" 

;,;_. 

on the Jewish issue, to create cli.saffccted groups ,wi.f.hin 
• ,.L ~-- . ·'.~ . . .\-~_;i_ ~· '·. :-/:\f~:~~-~~~~trr: ·(:;·•':,\: . 

· :nicmb~rship or°the Par Hes, to t1itHL~tt! t.lu~s;~ group&. for·,_,· 
-~~•;. •;••f ' ,- '. '• .• \ •I• :,._ ,• • J."••.1,"? .:~ : •' _. • •; f,,l_'t1f~~(~~i-f;,::, ,•.•: ,)\ 

furth~D." infi.ltration and for ln,t.a.tligc,mc'i~ work •. (Wlie.ti.u1i · .. 
. ' ; .,,. . ·•.•t.~~,-.·- :. . 

:, . :~ :41 "¼ ··- \ ~--i•_{.,,,t. 

the clcfocti~n of 'll1c H.01.rnnhc;g~i would yidd sigr-;l(ic<;:1i1t ' 
. :~ '; :./ ... ~:. ~ .. jr~:::~,- ., " , .,;-...,,, .. .-<:._ .. -·:, . 

.,· 
7 .•. ;., 



1 ·.' 

\' ,, ., 

.. 
. ' 

LIKELIHOOD OF. SUCCESS: Apparently n_cither of the' 

condomnecl ht10 thqs fnl' wav<.•:rod,· _An appraisal .of the pos .. 
I , • ·, 

sibilities d.( tl~ei:r cldection could be obtain.eel from th·(~ FBI.. 

The hypothesis suggested here _is that the Soviet 'Doctors 1 

. ~ 

. accus.ations may have co:i;ne as a great shG>ck to them. Since 
' . ' . • .. · 

they are Jews and have been placed in the role of victirns to 
. ' . 

ar.ti-sernitism, it' is bclicv~~-J that _the n<::w devcJopments'.in . 
• 

I; 

So-yict policy vis-a-vis the Jews ope'n new possibilities. ·' .... · , .. 
.·''. (•·' •. • • • • • t." • ., 

1 

• • , , 

1 

• / ,' ' • :::,:•,:,·'.·•,i~,-•!•.,:,;.., •. 

,,. ·· It is also bclie·v·ed that people of ~he S()rt elf the H.osenbergs 

can be swayed by 'duty \vhere they~ can not be S
0

Wayecl bY' 
considerations of self-interest.'· ';rhey should not be. asked 

' ' ) ., ' ·, .. 

~ 

' .~uc:h an ai:,pcaJ to cowr1.rdicc .would almont certainly .fail.· 

T~e argument shou_ld be rather th::it:~hey a~:-e about to die 

for a system that ha~ betrayed and is destroying theit 

own people, th.at they have'the rnoral. obHgotion of :i1flucncing 

.other Jews against co1nmunisn1, l'n short, they would be· 

. , . of£ercd two thii,gs pst.rchologically :- (1) an opportunity t<? 
' . . . ' ' \ . 

recant while preserving their s·eu":"'respect ·an'd honor;. 

·,(2) a new purpose in lif~. .. 
THE ETHICAL ISSUE: The purpose of the Govc1•nment wou!d . 

. be to gain a new instrument to make clear the sinister purposes 
' . . 

of com1nunism t~ its deluded followers and,·· incidentally, to 
• • I ' • 

• I I ' ' 

savy,, two lives. Certainly 1 · neither purpose· is irnmo:raL . 

' .. 

.. ,' 
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' 

' ' 

• ·1 . l. •_•;_: .. ' 
.The means, however, nee cs sarily invoh· cs the ,coercion . . . . . . . 

'o.( pt1~ul\l'.!l'S fol' HO di.r,;cussions_ can be termed fr~c i.£ 

: ;' ... · . ·thi \l_l.,Shot cl der_mine_s whcth~r people live or die' H . 

,,,,_'.·to' our,t.radltions of.due process, then naturally it should. 
,,,· 

not be undcrtal~cn. Presumably, the Attol;,"n.ey General 
' ·,. 

. ,. , ) . 
. . . · · .... ·.: should evaluate this.· I{ the answer is favor,:1ble, con&i--
. ~ . ;.. . .. :, .:. ~ . ' .- . ; : ' ~ ' 

\:; 

' . 

. ,. rncnt of any sort and with l;l.O authority- to coinrnit it to 

, ... 
• I SUGGE:STED APPROACH: The contact coulcl be ri'1ad c 

by rabbis, r epr es e11tati ves oi Jewish organi7:ations, 

·_ former Comm~nists, ·. The last group would understand 
( 

· the''mentality oI the 'R;senbergs far better than the othe1•s 
.' ' . . ' . ' 

and would shar c with the~ cominol} ~xperi'enc~s and 

' attitudes, However, the Ro_scnbe1·gs would probably view 

them, not m·erely as enemies, but as traitors to 'the 
. ' ' 

movcrncnt ,mu this consideration seems to th:e writer 

'' ' 
.... to be clE;?cisive as fnr as the initial stage of conversalio:r,s 

is conc·crncd • .Perhaps the ideal emissaries would be 

. highly intelligent rabbis,, rcprcncnting reforrncd Judaism, 

.,, '" 



. :, . 

{4) 

with a 'raclic.al background or sympathetic' understandin~ · . 

·· c·r 11 ncll<:t\ U rrn1·, nnd ,vHh psychia't.d~: knowl.cdge .· .,Such 
I , . . . . • . . 

': '/: . . . . _men ctrn be found,' He1:c again, thri v(ewpoint olth~ FBI 
,' :·, 

,_.'; \':·:··· .. :·:_'w.ould b~ of th~_greatc.st value. 
·'· - ', .. 

· :·_-.. . (1) ;fhe emissaries· do·1~ot need to be armed ·with a 
·.·· ·· .· ··. ·already 

·-,.:. ·.- ". ::·forn1a,l promise o.f c_lernency, for the Rosenb_crgs under .. 
,, . ' . . 

.. · .. .' .. stand th~t th·ey ._can_ obtain commutation i£ they ·coop~r ate·. 
'·I,-'•" .· ; •. ; :', .. '>:•, .-~:··':.·' . ' . , ~ '.',./-. .,,~_•·:::.~.• ·•.. .· , .. , ... ;.; .-' ·,.. . -~ .· .. <. 

with the Uni_ted States, '. · . . ·-', 
' .. ,: :_.• ·.. ' ·: .. .-.. :-, .. _:-. . ' ; ' ,· ;'I: ". ' . '' ,:. 'j. '' ;' .- '•,' ·._ ,. : ---,:-:-: 

· .. ·(2) :co:().1ple(e conficlel"\tiality ir. the discussions is -·: 
.-: •. ~ • ,. , ~-. :r_ ·' . ,.' • ' . ;, . : .. . . : , .. ~: . , .. . : , . , . ; , :· 

.. in1pcrati~e-.. Tl1e Rosenbergs' may have ~.trong doubts of 
' ··: . ' J ! .' • 

th;· rigl{tn~·~-s of th~ir· ;.~.o-urse whicli ti1ey w_ould wisi1· to 
. '. . . . ' - -· .. ' ·;. ~- ,:: < ' .· . ' . 

ex.plqrc with' ~yrnpathctic·, intelligent and well-inforn,;c(~ 
,• ••,. •. .•.•. ' ' I • > • •• ••• ,,,• ' 0 • •, • 

>;:.,· '-i, .. ,,::··anti-Comn-,unist~. However, since these are doubts and 
:. . '. . . . . ·,;, 

• ,'-1• 

·:,· ~ 'n9t cert~inties, they win wish lo_ be abl~ to die as martyrs 
,, .. 

i£ the doubts disappear _·after i~vestigation. They -,~ould 

·therefore £ear tha.t any t~lks they have with the emissaries 

n1ight be used afterwards to destl'oy the._propaganda value 

of their death for cornrn\.mism should they decide in the 
' ' ·. \ . ' ' ' ' ' 

. ·:.--:)·end upon death. Prest•rvation ·of confidence as· to the . 
. , ., . . ' 

.·· _:\ dis~ussi_ons should be plcdg~<l~ 'sul:,jcct to a .. similar 
I . ~ 

'.:. con:fidence· on th~ part of the Rosenbergs, · The emissaries 

sho~ld _be r,cople 0£ such unimpeachable rnoral stature 
, ., . . ' \ 

.. r .. that no _su~picion of double dealing on their par'f could 
·- . . , 

' \ 

, arise. 
i ,. ' 

, .... : . ···, ·: •, 

. :_::. : / {3) ·. Date ·of <:!xec'ution shoqld be .sto.ycd ~ until 

th<.1 emissaries ascertain whether or not the Roscnbcrgs 

22( 

•/ 
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(5) 
' ' ' 

·a1·e.intercstcd in entering into such, P.rotracted rlis-

ct{sal,;lrn; lf they firtJ aot, the execution· should 4;rocced 

ai1el the emissaries shc;ulcl 'pi:cserve total silence, 

, .. 

an execution stay of one 'to two rnontlis s~ems indicated/ 

. Fir ~ t, t i,m c is n ~ c cl e d i or a· thorough q is cur, s ion of ;,H · ; : · 
. • f ,., .. I 

thos C phases of Soviet cond UC 1: which the' cond cm1~ed' 

"' .. as the U .S.S.R: slave 1.ibor' ~ai1'1ps. (H should be. ~ecalle<l 

.that as. Comm uni ~t they wer c cxplici tl}' forbid dCn her cto!or e 
I 

from either reading such bo?ks or having them in th~ir 

possession.) Third, fruitful di8cussions can hardly ~e 

\ 
held if they occur, as it were, under the ·sJiadow of imrni'." 

. I 

ncnt execution. .. 
Should the opcr ation sue cced, generous comrnut ntion 

appears indicated --·,both to cncoura~c others to defect 

..... ,,t .... .., ................ ~........_- ... ..__ .............. .__. __________ .....___. .......... , ... ~~ ... _..__ -· 
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'I'EXT OF SIGNED PETITION sn:wr BY RABBIS. 
OF STA'l'E 01<' ISRAEL TO PRESIDENT TRUMAN 

WE THE UNDERS IGHED RABBIS AND RELIGIOUS LEADERS OF T'HE 
HOLY LAND 'l'Al<E 'PHB LIBERTY OF ADDRESSING YOUR EXCELLENCY 
PLEADrnG WI'l'H YOU TO EXERT THE POWER OF' CLEMENCY GIVEH YOU 
IN THE TRAGIC CASE OF' JULIUS AND ETHEL ROSEWBERG STOP WE DARE 
HOT ENTER INTO TH2 DETAILS OP TH TRIAL \ffiIGH ENDED IN A 
.JUDGMENT OF GUILT AKD DEA'l'H~·SE!NTENGE THOUGH IT rs DIFFICUtT 
.FOR US TO IMAGINE 'l'HAT Jl'.-:1,'iS ANYWHERE IN 'l'I-IE WORLD PARTICULARLY 
'rn A I.AND As. RICH IN MERIT AS THE tJNlTT'..'D STA'l'ES OF AMERICA 
WOULD ACT AGAINS'l' THE INTERr;S'I'S OF 1'HEIH COUNTRY STOP AT .LEAST 
WF, KNOW OF NO SUCH HAPPEl!ING IN THE LONG HISTORY Ol<' THE 
JEWISH PEOPLE STOP 

ALSO WE K1WW OF NO PRH!CEDENT . rn WHICH' AffY PERSON HAS CONDEMNED 
TO DEATH IN A DENOCRATIC. COUNTRY ON A SIMILAR ACCUSATION Dr 
PEACE-TIME: S'I'OP WRA'.i'EVE;R 'rHE PAR'rICULARS WE APPEAL TO Y OU 
MR PRESIDENT IN 'I'HE NAME OF GOD AND 'l'TIE QUALITY OF MERCY TO 
SAVE THE LIVES OF' THE COUPLE WHO ARE PAREN'l'S OF TWO LIT'.t'LE 
CHILDREN STOP 

.> •. 
'r'f' -.... , 

is: 
f ·:: ~ 1•.•.· ! -~~ :• 
f. 
f;' ·;; I',' 

~ ? 

EVEN IF. WE ASSID-:E THA1' THEY RAD SINNED AGAINST THE LAWS OF THE f .. ;; l 
UNITED STATES TEE.'Y SHALL NO LONGER BE ABU:: TO DO SO IF KEPT t ·· .,., 
UNDER SURVELLANC:il BUT SO?-'.E DAY THEY WOULD BE: ABLE '£0 PROVE THEIR · 
IIDTOCSNCE STOP IN SUCH CASE YOUR CONSCIENCE AND THE cmrscrmrcE \ 
OF THE TJNITEO STATES WOULD BE CL8AN NO INNOCENT LIFE SHALL IIAVE : t, 
BEEN TAKE?l GUILTLESSLY STOP .. t 

··t ,j it 
LET YOUR EXC.BLLEHCY CALL TO HIND THE MIU,IONS OF GUILTLESS J"EWS 
i,mo LOST THEIR LIVSS AT THE mums OF Tm: NAZIS DURUW TI-Tg SECOND 
WORLD WAR AUD THE! CLE11E:NCY THA'f.' WAS EX'fTJ:lTDb"l) TO THE PERPETRATORS 
OF THOS.E MURDSROUS Ai."iD CRUEL ACTS OF HOrTS:l:Jl'OSITY STOP WE HONESTLY 
B:~LIEVE THAT AN ACT OF' CL'Sl-lENCY rn THIS GASE rs EXCEEDI'l:-TGLY V!'I'AL 
Alm YOUR N'A.t·'.E AS CHIEF EXEC'CJ'l'IVF. OP AN I-f:OrfOR/,B:C.FJ POR'rICN OF 
MANKIND YOUR DEEP RSLIGIOUS FEELING AND' YOUR AWARE.'1ESS OF TRill 
SPIRIT OP GOOD WITHIN YOU LEADS US TO .LAY FJ'EF'DRE YOU THIS OUR 
HUMBLE PETITT.ON IN' FULL HOPE THAT YOU' WILL GRANT IT S'.I.'OP 

P1J 
'r··:_: __ ;\ i .' 

> "· -~: 

·o 

. / 

GOJ) ALONE KNOWS 'I'HE WHOLE TRUTH STOP MAY TRIS YOUR GLEM.El'liCY 
BE A FITTING CROWN 'l'O YOUR GREAT CAREER ST'CH1' 

SIGNED 
GERSHON LAPIDOTH RUBEN MEUGIS ELIJA MORDECAI WALKOVSl:i,Y' 

JACOB KLIMAS ISSER ZAL:·~AN MELZER ZAI.MAN SOROTZKJ:N'. Yfi'JHEL 
YEHIEL SHIAGER EPHRAIM BLUM ISFIAEL WAT-'?. '.3HT:.Ol:f0 ZALMAN ZEVIN 
DAVID SPARBE!'! JOSEPH ADLER AK!BA SOJ?Firn H:ABB'I 1~·ErD.~l'FELD· 
ABRAHAM KARELITZ JSHOSffilA \>/EINRECH ISRAE!L wm:,z TIAillf ,TOEL DUITAN:t' 
,7ACOB '1'.AVITZKY MICHAL TIXUTZINSKY 

Mail this leaflet 

Pre5ident Truman 

·. i· .. ··.. ·;;::· ,;: . 
~~ , .... , 

f: ' •;, ' 
i ':{ :~:. 

i r .. 
t 
t 

L~··---

White House clemency tor Ethel 
Washington, D. C. . e resoe.::tfu\\y requesting 

e to this mes$ag ' 
\ udd my nom · ------

• .1 Julius Rosenberg. Name~~:: ............. ,,. 
ona ••• -~•-•••• · G C1SF ................................. 7.::/:/('L' IN Tlf£ ,wsENBE_•R:r .,/. ,, 

...................... "'"("U'f1E JL::, _,1:, . 9 °"9\. ""'" ~,.................. , ,nrrr;E TO ;)C, , \. J ) N y BH.yant •,Jl) . ..~ 

\' rt!O.YAL c,().1/. , , New York lb, · · 
-.-.-'~.;. _,.. of the ,\mencu~, 
,,,..,.,,,Hr.-,tl"•")\v,111 ue . 
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To . • Dr. John Slawson 

From: Samuel H. li'lowerman 

Re : · Poll Rider Quest.ions on Julius and Ethel RMenberg, and 
Criticism of Jews. 

We have just received over the telephone from NORG the .f:trst returns 
on our two rider questions which were put into the .field a few weeks: ago .. 
The q_uestions were scattered in a nationwide poll on another subject 
using a sample aJ.mast id.en tic.al in size with our Ni;nrember poll' (]289 
individuals of whom 105$ were White Christian~., . 

We used tha following ·t.wo questions to deter.arl.11.s· a.ny Jcrer.1.ds 1.t, 
criticism (11 ta.1k about 11 ) against Jews as well as to tap awareness of 
the con.victi.on and death sentence of JuJ.ius and Ethel Rosenberg~ A 
detailed analysis of these questions must await further stud;y·"' But 
:for your imm.ediate use the fallowing preliminary returns are gi.. vent 

Question 30: UHave you heard any cri t'lci.snt or talk against · 
the Jews in the last s:i..x months? (n· Yes). .lllha.t'2 11'. 

(Total Whi.te Cb.risti.ans) . 

Heard criticism. 
Have no·t heard criticism 

_,,,, ... 

There :is S,; drop of 8% in the propo1·tion of those- wb,o say thei 1iii-ve:, 
hea.1~d crit,ic1.sn:t or i.;alk aga.lnst Jews in the last six ma:n.tJia .. '·'The changGt 
seems to be.due .. almost. entirely to a decree,se in ftyestl an.swe1·s on. the,;, 
par·t of ou.:x: Protestant respondents; Catholiea remained substantially 
the flame., - ---· 

The probe question on type o.f cr:tt.ic:i.sm aga::i.r.t.St Jew3 shcn,1ed '1:iha ··,, 
following changes in the 11commun:i.st 11 and 11 spy11 labels for tot.al Wl:Jite 
Christiari?samples in both polls,. 

Spies 
Communists , · · 

[Ql.it,,,.19,5.Q. ~.l,9 ... 11. 

·~.,':' .. 6%, ('7' :ti1div·.,l:-:: ·;r::·1 .. 9%:.(20 tn.dlv .. ) ' 
l l (1: '::t .t d:i \ .... .. 0 ... 'l""l • ,.. '-. :c: , .• ; .. ·•.: ,,,.,.,1• •. 1.n -~" «/J·,:,:,,,:.:e:;; .,,1·. r.\ "'"1 .. :r,n.oJ.:V ,,,,y · 

In short, there is an inc1·ease in the S'fJY' st;ereatype of' 1 .. .3% ·fro.m 
November, 1950 to April, 1951. The :magnltude of the spy stereotypa fov 
'the present sample is less than 2% of' the total. Whi:l;e. Chdsti.an.s even 
with this increase. .,. : ;,:,,, .,m:,,pir,,-.,,.:,.-1:.,1 • ..: ..... 

The Communis·t s·tereotype re:rna.i.ned substantially :i;mchang:,si£\. .. 
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Question 13t 11 As far as you know~ has anybody ln. t,he Un:t.ted St,a.tes 
been accused of atomic spying'? . · ··· ..... ,n • · 

Yes 
No, don't know 

Nov·• '.&2:fil 

59% 
41 

. ,And,1:i;,.. lQ5l 

67% 
33 

Since November, 1950, during which time the Rosenbergs were convic·t;ed 
and given death sentences, there has been an. increase of' 8% in a:wareness 
that some people in this country have been accused. of atomic spying., 

Na.mes of spies were given in res:9onse to the follow-up question: 
11 (If Yes) Do you happen to remember ·cha na.mes of any- of' the persons 
accused? What were their .names'2" 

Only the most notori.ous names are listed here., pend1.ng f"u..t"i,her waJ.ysia ~ 

Harry Gold 

Ethel Rosenberg 

Julius Rosenberg and/or Rosenberg 

Sobel. 

Gree11gla.ss 

No name but described as Jewish 

Other Jewish names: not identified 

less: than 2.% 

<"):· 
,:_~ 

l . 

1 

It is obvious· that the publicity attendant upon the trial of. the .. · 
Rosenbergs· raised public awareness of them considerably sbme Nov·ember., 
1950, after they b.a,d been arrested, to April ii. 1951.3., after they had been 
convicted. Knowledge of Dayid Greenglass, star go:v-ern __ ment w:l:tness, 
against the Rosen bergs, also increased considerably.. Knowledge of , 
Harry Gold. rema.i..ned the same~ 

In SUJ.1lJ'.O.aI",1_p reports of talk or criticism against Jews has de'~t~ased.., 
There has been no <lhange :i..n the stereotype of tha Jc~w as Ckmm.1ttr.1.iat•..,; There 
has been an increase in the.1:atereotype of the ,Yew as a apJ" f:r..•o:ro, 1.ess: than. 
l;i to almost 2% .. ,_ but the magnitude is still small.,, 

Specific names of Jewish atom spies. are better known,, :no do1,tbt. as 
a result of the. public trial, conviction and death sentencing of Ethel 
and Julius Rosenberg. 

SHF/ss 
5/1,,./51 
Dept." of Scientific: Research 
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PROM: 

June 27, 1961 

Aroa Directors and Executive Assistants 

Isaiah Terman 

SUBJECT: The Morton Soball Case 

You may already be aware of' a move to request that President 
Kennedy grant a pardon tb Morton Sobell, now serving a sentence or 
JO ye8.l"S for espionage., r.rhe Board of' Rabbls. of. rm eastern. community 
was asked to petition the President in behalf of Sobell,. Itts e.x
ec~tive director turned to Dro Su Andhil Fineberg with these ques
tions: 11 Has the American J ew:i.sh Comml ttee taken a posi tlon on this 
case? Can you give me any inf'orma tion that will help us to arrive 
at a dec:Lsion? 11 

Dr,. F'1.neberg 1s response (copy attached) may be usefu.l should 
the matter arise in your communit.i.es,. 

Encl& 
lu-d 

--·1 i 
:· .,. .• j 

··-~·- - ... -.~:. ;-.)\j: . j 
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June 26, 1961 

____ , 
o .. 9The An1eric&n Jewish Commiti:ee took very strong public posi

tions in r~ference to the nco:m.mittee to Secure Justice in the Rosen-
berg Case.. We sacceeded in getting the other Je'tJish community rela-
tions organizations to do like i,,11 se. '.rha t was because the Rosenberg 
Committee was controlled by Communists and manipulated solely for the 
benefit of the Comrntmists, not the Rosen.bergs, and (which is most 
important} one of its chief a:rguments was tliP t the government of' the 
U.S. was p0rsecuting the Rosenbergs for anti-Semitic reasons and that 
lf Jews did not support the Hasenberg Committee we would all be an 
our way to Auschwitz. Tha:t; is not exaggeration of their line. I can 
subml t s arnples •. They were on the point. of getting 0 1xtstanding non
Jews who cannot bear the idea of anyone fs being the victha of ant.t
Semi tism to endorse and supnort the Rosenberg Committee•s activities, 
all of which was slanted as vicious propaganda against American 
courts as unjust and hys ter:ia-rninded, We had to act; we did,. 1.ssu.ed 
pub11c statements, a.nd were so successful that no reputable ,Tewlsh 
organization, not even one congre8ation, fraternity, lodge or the 
like gave any encouragement or assi.s tanc:e· ta the Rosenberg Cammi ttee ,. 
except, of course, the Emma La:~arus Lear.u.e ,. the Jewish Peoples 1 

Ii'ro.ternal Order and other Communlst controlled organizations®' 

The Sobell Committee is run by some of the l_')eol=)le who ran· the 
Rosenberg Committee.. 'rheir motives incl.ud6' helping Sobel1 '11 fa..m:Lly 
financially, maintaining their group interest and having a cause 
which enables these leftists to approach anyone they -wish. 

Rabbis, ministers and ether sensi tiv·e,. people f.:l,nd. it; dif f'icuJ. t 
though not impossible to refuse to ask c.lemency for anyone who seeks 
it$ And yet, only a few dozen rabbis havm s:i,gned up in. ans.wer to the 
several requests sent to a thousand _:r.abbhr by the So bell Ccrni.m:tttee 
duri:.'lg its five years of. oper•ation~ rt· ls even harde.r for or•ganiz.a .. 
tions of clergymen to resist dubious e.ppea.ls .fat•. moral support· than 
for ind l V ,$,duals e -~~---~~-~ ~ _, -~ ' . ·~· -r~ •• ~ 

"f ". t, 
_,,,,~,, . . . .;,.·· 

I call this one dubious because Mrs. Sobell was invited to 
testify before the grand jury before he:c' husbm1..d wa.s il1.cUcted°' · She 
:refused., He had the usual opportunity to tift.k:e, the ,atan.d. and speak 
on his own behalf~ He did not,. Some th:Lngs,. such as Sobell's use of 
four aliases while fleeing the United .St:ateia after the Rosenbergs 
were indicted have never been satisfactorily, e:xplalned.,. But; such 
matters as these are, of course, never mentloned in the,Sobell Gom-
m:'l.tt:ea1s ample prope.ga:nday ' 

Anyone hearing a criminal case as described by the defense 
without knowledge of the prosecution I s case, na tu.rally concludes. 
that; the a.caused must be :tnnocent ~ If the CCAR 1 which adopted a 
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weasel worded resolution, which the Sobell Co1r.1.wi ·t,.-;::e wi.11 not quote 
but to which it will refer to great advantage, implying that it sa.ys 
far more on his behalf than it does, -- I say, that if the CCAR and 
other rabbinical bodie,9 must go into the business of asking for re .. 
trials ancl pre:: :.dential pardons for people now in prison, they ought 
not to limit tbelr efforts to a man ±'or whom more money has been 
spent, more oampa.lgning clone, Emd more legal measm~ee employed than 
is the good fortun.e of more thnn one prisoner in ten thousand .. 
Isn 1 t tl'd.fl rather unkind to the others? What does .it :tmply about 
the worthinesa o:f hundreds of p:r,isoners who insia t that they a.re 
innocent but do not have the organization beh!nd them (or money) to. J .. 
conduct such a publ1c campaign? A:r.e the rabbis sure that Sobell is, 
the most deserving? . 

.;--....... ...,"' ' 

The silence of the AJC and of all the other Jewish cormnu."l"),ity 
relations organJzat.ions should :tnd:tcate wt.ere we ancl they stand,. 
AJC is not telling others what to do· in thls because an organization 
such as ours has no issue here. Ii' the Sobell committee stressed the 
fact that Sobell is Jewish or a1leged anti-Semltism or the llke it 
would be diff'erent c By not endorsing the So bell Connni ttee 's peti tior 
we say all we need to say§ On the othe,r hand, as a ra.bbl.t. I wrote tc: 
the President of the CCAR, with whom I had discussed this Sobell 
resolution at length in Milwaukee, and :raised the ques,tion whether 
it is proper when individual rabbis have been urge~ to take a certai~ 
stand and only a f'ew ,;1re wlll:Lng., :for the :r>abbil1,ical body t:o which 
they belong to take action with6ut ~rior notice and make it appear 
that they all favor something to which some or them a:r,e violently 
opposede This led to a lengthy dt scus.si,on at the next meeting of' 
the CCAR Executive Committee and a revision of the process far pres
enting and passing on :resolutions. I'I;; jus:t does not add up in my 
book that with only one side of an issu.Ei lr.nown to a g1"oup a:r i"abb:t.s, 
such· a matter as asking clemency tor Sobell should be brought up for 
endorsement by the group. I was not at the COAR meeting when the 
Sobell resolution was passed$ I would have opposed it. 

S •. Andhll Fineberg 
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APPENDIX 8-17 

ANTI-DEFAMATION LEAGUE OF B'NAI B'RITH 
315 LEXINGTON A VENUE, NEW YORK, N.Y. 10016, TEL. 689•7400 

Mr. Edward J. Ennis 
Board of Directors 
ACLU 
22 East 40th Street 
New York, New York 

Dear Ed: 

UNOFFICIAL 

October 1, 1976 

Having learned of Vern Countryman's p:r,oposal to the: 
ACLU I am, as one who has long worked with and admired the work· 
o:f the ACLU, a t.taching a memo:i:-andum of law,, May I add these 
corrunen ts : 

'11he proposal seeks to examine the conduct of c"Judge 
Kaufman who presided at the Rosenberg trial. I believe. I can 
say without contradiction that no trial· in th€! history of am; 
nation has received such extensive review, both by the appe.llate 
courts, which went over the entire transcript, and by collateral 
judicial action. . .·, 

::"<-t 

Thus, the careful review and decision of Judge Edward 
Weinfeld, one of the most respected jui~ists in out na:t;i.on, dealt 
exha.ustively with that trial. In addition, there has·been s.uc-· 
cessful utilization of 'I'he Freedom of. Infarrnation Act procedures . 
and of many investigations dealing with private ".1.ea.ds" in -can- .. y· 
nection with the circumstances surrou.ndin.g that ·t:r.~ial .. 

. \ 

With all that information obtained, both on the basis 
of the actual record and on the· basis of these collat.e:ea.l :tn:= 
vestiga.tions, this case has been thoroughly aired .. 

Now, I find that it is proposed to ma.ke an a:.d-eliit.io:r:1:aJ. 
official,- investigation into the conduct of Judge Kaufman, himself. 
As a member of the Bar, I am offended at the tenuous base for 
such investigation. However, I am far more·conce:cned with 
another aspect of such an investigation, which I must call to 
your attention. 

228· 



Mr. Edward J. Ennis 
October 1, 1976 
Page 2 

During the period of the McCarthy investigations, all 
of us were sensitized to the vice of exposure that had within 
its purpose a predetermined conclusion. We understood, deplored 
and opposed the actions of legislative committees whos.e purpose 
was not legislative. We witnessed at that time a wholesale 
destruction of the reputations of good men. And we learned that 
we must never permit this to happen again.· 

If the ACLU, at this late date, is ta disinter the 
Rosenberg case and lay before the American people.the very ele~ 
ments that caused us so much heartache at the time, the action 
could only be justified if at the end of the road more would be· 
known by the American people than is now already known ·about the 

.case. The nature of the "facts" proferred in the Countryman 
letter indicates the unlikelihood.of achieving any constructive 
result. 

What:: is clear is that, havin.g failed· to show that the 
finding of guilt on the part of the two defendants was improper, 
an attack is now to be made upon the integrity and character of 
a sitting judge for his conduct in a tri~l that took place a. 
generation ago. Were this investigation to be approved, I can 
see a McCarthyism style miscar:ria.ge of ju.:;;·ticE:~.. The ACLU shoulrl 
be the last g:r.,·oup in our nation to allow itself to become. the 
medium for permitting this to happen •. ·-

AF:rf 
enclosure 
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September 30, 1976 

Memorandum to Members of the Board of the American civil 

Liberties Union: 

The Purpos·e of this memorandum is to urge that the 

ACLU not recommend an investigation by the Senate Judiciary 

Committee into the conduct of Judge Irving Kaufman in 

connection with the trial of Julius and Ethel Rosenberg 

and Morton Sobell. ' 

First~ To request the Sena:t:.e .Judicia.r:sr Committee 1:.o 

investigate the conduct of a federal judge invites erosion of 

the principle of separation of powers. 'rhe Cansti tut.ion · · 

provides for congressional inquiry .in only one cir,cumst:ance, 

where grounds for impeachment are alleged; but the irdtia,l 

"probable cause'' inquiry is cornrrti:l:::ted · to the House of 

R1:1J;n:esentatives, :not: the Senate~ :en the present .case the;e . 
(: .,' .\, . 

is 1:10 suggestion of 11 Treason, Bribery 11 or other high Crim.es 

and Misdemeanors. 11 'I1he Senate J'ud.iciary Conunittee has .no 
.-✓-

jurisdiction over these .. allegatiorr.s., · . 

Second. There is no alleg:ai.tio.n. that. the tr ia.l war.-.! .. ' 

unfair o:i:::. that the sentences were not authorized. In £act," 

no t:r;ial in American history has be,Em so extensively reviewed 

in direct and collateral proceedings; and no flaw has been 

found. The allegations are of four kinds: 
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a. On triple hearsay it is alleged that Judge 

Kaufman was predisposed to the death penalty for the 

Rosenbergs, 11 if he doesn't change his mind .. " Even if true, 

no .impropriety is alleged in the judg.e having a tentative 

opinion. 

b. It is alleged that Judge Kaufman expressed 

concern about delays in de¢'cision by the Supreme C.ourt while 

the case was before the Court for initial review and on 

petition for rehea.ring. Even if true, that. is neither 

surprising nor an indication of gross impropriety. 

c@ It is alleged that Judg~e J.<a.ufma.n ex.pressed con

cern that the verdict might be ove:i:turned dm:.ing: s.ubsequen.t 

reviews of the Sobell. conviction .. · Even. if true, it is not.· 

unusua.·l for a judg.e to believe in the soundness of his 

conduct of the trial being reviewed... There is no .allegation 

that he tried to influence. the review in any impropex:· way., 

d. :Ct is alleged that Judge I<auf'rnan continued 
-· 

express concern about articles,· books, and. plays which 

( 

was concluded. Again his concern is . nat:ural. 

allegation of action inconsistent with free e~pression•of 

opinion. If he urged that a prospect:i:ve author be ad:i;tised 

about the probably unreliability o.f a pot:.entia.1. sot:u.:ce r th.at 

is scardely a muzzling of the press. 

Third. No good corild come from a public investiga-

tion of the kind urged~ Questions of judicial pro~riety 
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are suptle, complex, and ill-suited to public ventilation. 

Even for·those of us who oppose capital punishment 

altogether, this i~ not an appropriate case in which to re

examine that question. The d~ath penalty was authorized 

a.t the time; its constitutionality was not seriously 

challenged; and carefully prepared appeals for presidential 

clemency were rejected. 

In my judgment it would be mischievous for the 

ACLU to support a request for an investigation more likely 

to inf lame. public passion than to provide new insight in.to 

a tragic chapter of Arnerican history$ 
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