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The alien was 47 years old at the time non-priority
status was granted and there is no reason to believe
that it was granted because of advanced age.

On March 19, 1973, only several days before the
Immigration Judge handed down the decision granting

Mrs. Lennon the residence, District Director Sol Marks
recommended for non-priority status, a 23 year old alien
whose wife was a permanent resident: and who had two

sons, one a permanent residence and the other a citizen
(case no. 7-33), upon the basis 'that expulsion would
separate subject from his wife and two minor children".
Although the alien was charged with possesion of fire arms,
loitering for narcotics, grand larceny auto, possession
of hyperdermics, criminal selling of dangerous drugs to

a minor and criminal possession of drugs,he was recommended
for non-priority status because "subject now appears to
be a stable person who is eager to become a good husband,
father and a wuseful citizen. He is making good progress
in school; his job prospects are good, and his teachers,
counselors and family have expressed high hopes for his
progress”. No other equities appear in the case record,
which is likewise attached.

If the non-priority cases involving narcotics convictions
are statistically broken down according to the principle
reasons for granting such status, the separation of a
family unit, in and of itself. constitutes a substantial
category:

Factors Number of Cases
Elderly 32
Separation and

economic 57
Separation 36"
Youth 4
Health 4
Miscellaneous 5

e/
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While a majority of 73 of the cases involved families

of U.S. citizens, there were a substantial number of
cases, totalling 46, which involved relatives of pemmanent
residents and even some (19 in number) where the status
of family members was not comsidered. Accordingly, my
conclusion as to the requirement of being related to

a resident or citizen is that the cases do not distinguish
between residents and citizens for this purpose. It is
clear that if the equities exist, non-priority status
will be granted equally in cases of aliens with lawful
permanent resident families as they will in the cases

of those having families who are citizens of the

United States.

Keeping in mind the above preliminary analysis of the

relevant factors for deciding non~-priority status, I

turn now to the equities existing in Mr. Lennon's case.

Mr. Lennon is the spouse of a lawful permanent resident

of the United States. He is the father of her U.S.

citizen child, as that term is defined by Section 101 (a)

of the Immigration and Nationality Act, which includes

a step child in the definition of the term "child".

Moreover, the case record disdose that non-priority

status has been granted based upon adopted children,
illegitimate children, those over 21, etc., or others

who would not technically fit within the statutory

definition of "child", where equities exist. Even grand-
children have been considered as a basis for granting
non-priority status. Mrs. Lennon's status as a lawful
permanent resident did not begin on March 23, 1973 by act

of the Immigration Judge; she was a resident of the United
States as far back as 11 Years ago, having being granted
residence on September 13, 1974 by virtue of her marriage

to Anthony Cox, a citizen of the United States. She was,
moreover, a person who has resided in this country in one
legal status or another for the past 25 years, who achieved
her education and devel oped her entire career in this country.
Furthermore, in my opinion, she qualifies to be naturalized

as a citizen of the United States. It is our intention to
study the possibility of filing a petition for her naturalization
shortly. Even considering her a resident of the United States,

-/
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it is noted that ten per cent of the cases decided

have this familial configuration. The attached cases
numbered 9-8 and 7-33 are typical cases involving

family separation in similar cases, although the
convictions appear to be more serious than Lennon's.

My client's wife has deep-rooted ties in the United

States, having resided here for some 25 years. Reputed

to be the best known person of Japanese ancestry, her
recognition was nevertheless a result of her education

and career which were fully developed in the United

States. Her art and creativity have been products of
American life and her professional associations have

all been formed here. Her creative, business and emotional
ties are likewise all in this country. In recent years
they have been a product of her association with and
dependence upon her husband. Forcing a separation to

this couple at this time might place her in the dilemma

of having to uproot herself from her true homeland where
she is and continues to be a creative artist in order to
avoid separation from her husband, who she dearly loves

and needs for emotional, creative and financial support.
Her ongoing professional endeavours are described in the
attached statement of Norman J. Seaman, who has been
familiar with and helped manage . her career during the past
25 years. The family separation involved in this case
would be a sufficient ground for granting non-priority
status, under the decided cases, even W thout the additional
factors presented by her complex medical problems and other
equities.

(b)(6)
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She has borne

up well, thanks in large measure to the devoted care and
attention of her extremely attentive husband, Mr. Lennon,
who in the words of her doctor "has exhibited unquestioning
devotion and support of his wife and their unborn son.”.
The doctor concludes that in his medical and scientific
opinion "separating this husband and wife would severely
diminish this patient's chances of birthing a healthy

boy". Mr. Lennon's presence at this critical period and
after birth as well are deemed vital to.her condition by the
doctor. Their separation would, in his opinion, "at the
very least be extremely traumatic and could cause the

death of this unborn child." A further contributing factor
to the emotional strain which a separation would cause is
the seven year long search for Mrs. Lennon's only child,
which has been a source of pain to her,f

ase no. was decilded

upon considering circumstances quite similar to those which
appear in the instance case. The report reads:

"His wife .... is in a highly nervous and
emotional state since the murder of their
daughter and is receiving psychiatric help
for her condition. Subject's presence with
family necessary. Since the incident involving
the death of the child received considerable
publicity in the local} press, subject's enforced
departure from the U.S. at this time might bring
adverse criticism upon the Service." (Case
recommended for non-priority by District
Director Marks on March 16, 1965).

o/
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Mr. Lennon has been fully supporting his wife
financially as well. Her earnings have been
substantially less than her household and medical
expenses. In fact, during 1974, her major business
enterprise which was operated through a corporation
resulted in a substantial financial loss to the
corporation involved.

It must also be noted that Mr. Lennon's ties to this
country are very strong. His professional relationship
with musicians Tin the United States which he considers
to be the "Mecca” of the music industry, have developed
over the years. He has transferred the financial

base of his endeavours to this country from England, and
his arrangements may culminate in the near future with

a contract with an American company which will handle
exclusively his international music and business affairs.
These factors are of the type considered by the Service
in granting non-priority status.(base number 3-41)

It will be recalled that Lennon has always protested that
the substance found in his possession was planted by a
police officer who was subsequently charged with and
convicted of similar activity in other cases. He pleaded
guilty for a number of reasons, including the fact that
his only witness to the police raid of their apartment

was Mrs. Lennon, who was then pregnant and subsequently
had a miscarriage. Rather than have her undergo the
pressures of testifying in a contested criminal case, he
chose to plead guilty. His major personal consideration
was her health. This was documented in the press throughout
the world at the time, where John's devotion to Yoko was
described at the time, as he slept on the floor near her
bed in the hospital when she was being treated because
there were no beds available. The incident at the time
was memorialized by a recard published by Apple Records
which includéd a song entitled "No bed for Beatle John"

a song known as "Baby's heartbeat" and "Two minute silence"
as a memorial. The record jacket, which illustrates the

voo/
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devotion of this couple to one anothef, and their mutual
emotional support of one another is attached to
Mr. Lennon's affidavit.

The circumstances which led to a conviction are taken

into account by the decided non-priority cases, and if
mitigating, will lead to the granting of non-priority
status. Typical of this group of cases is the description
in case 30-15 of a 29 year o0ld man convicted of possession
of heroin in which non-priority status was granted
because:

"Investigation has disclosed Subject's arrest
was made upon a police raid on a house of
prostitution where he was a customer. He
had not been suspected as a narcotic addict
or peddler. A neighbourhood character
investigation d&d not disclose derogatory
information regarding the Subject." (Case
appended) .

Likewise, case number 97 involving criminal possession of
marijuana was granted non-priority status becmuse "the

cr ime for which he was convicted was possession of less
than % ounce of marijuana in a car with another persam who
owned the car, " @ stated by former District Director Sol
Marks on March 8, 1972, several days after he issued the order
to show cause in the Lennon case. The only family members
existing in the United States were the parents of the alien
and the basis for'the grant was the "emotional strain on
aged parents”. The parents were 63 years of age. (Case
appended) .

By no means is a person of good financial circumstances

excluded from non-priority status. Case 3-41 involves a
24 year old student convicted of possession of cannabis.
The factors considered were:

"Father stated that if subject were forced to
depart, he and his wife would also return to
Canada. He would have to abandon his medical
practice in Park River, North Dakota, and start

eed/
1785
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new in Canada. Subject would have to
interrupt his education. He is presently
attending the University of North Dakota.”

The alien demonstrated equity although there was no
economic hardship in the usual sense. The conclusion

may be drawn that non-priority status will be granted

where a family will be separated as a result of expulsion
if the facts demonstrate the equity of granting such status.

Finally, it should be pointed out that the Service has

very commendably demonstrated its sensitivity to adverse
publicity and damage to the image of the Immigration

Service in a number of cases. Case 3-2 is typical. There
District Director Marks recommended non-priority in a

case where the alier’s wife is "in a highly nervous and
emotional state since the murder of their daughter, and is
receiving psychiatric help for her condition .... since

the incident. involving the death of their child received
considerable publicity in the local press, subject enforced
departure from the U.S. at this time might bring adverse
criticism upon the Service."”. The Lennon case has already
received considerable publicity on an international basis.

It is submitted that the expulsion of this highly respected
and 1nternat10nally acclaimed musician would adversely affect
the image of the Immigration Service. The present Commissioner
is highly respected for his sensitivity to the public image
of the Immigration Service. This aspect of consideraion of
non—prlorlty cases has been found to be a significant factor
in a number of non-priority cases (at least 25).

In summary there are at least 8 favourable humanitarian
factors which are presented in this case, namely,

(1) The separation of a family unit,
(2) The particular ties of this alien

to the United States, (effect on his career)
(3) The special critical health problems

of the applicant's wife,

1786
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The special circumstances relating
to the applicant's stepchild,

The circumstances surrounding the
applicant’'s conviction,

The adverse affect of the publicity
which might result from removing

the applicant fram the United States,
The financial support rendered by
Mr. Lennon to his wife,and

The adverse affect upon Mrs. Lennon's
career.

In view in these factors as demonstrated in the attachments,
and the established humanitarian practices of the

Immigration Service as amply disclosed in the non-priority
program, it is respectfully requested that non-priority

status be approved in this case.

IW:jh
Encs:

Respectfully submitted,

LEON LDES
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WAME" - AGORESS ' " (CIEF. [ FILE O,

JOHN WINSTON ONO 1 West 72nd Street, Apt. 72 ¢

LENNON New,York, New York NYC | Al7 597 321
BIRTHDATE BIRTHPLACE NATIONALITY

October 9, 1940 Liverpool, England British
"'OATE AND MANNER OF LAST ENTRY EVER LAWFULLY ADMMITED FOR

PERMANENT RESIDENCE

-August 13, 1971 B-2 No

PRESENT IMMIGRATION STATUS AND AVAILABILITY OF ANY ADMINISTRATIVE RELIEF,

Subject is amenable to deportation under Section 241(a)(2) of the Act.
Final order of deportation entered by Board of Immigration Appeals on
July 10, 1974 which also denied subJect 8 application for adjustment of

ant _to Section 212(a)(23).

Section 241(a)(2) - nonimmigrant - remained longer than permitted.

ALL PERIODS OF RESIOENCE IN U. 8. FROM T0

New York, New York August 13, 1971 date
Subject made numerous entries as a B-1 or B-2 nonimmigrant during the
period from 1964 to 1971.

PHYSICAL & MENTAL CONDITION REQUIRING TREATMENT OR CARE IN U.8.

none

FAMILY SITUATION!
1. LOCATION OF SPOUSE, S0ONS, PAUGHTRAS, PARENTS
NAME AGK RELATIONSHIP LOGCATION IMMIGRATION STATUS

(b)(6] Yoko Ono Lennon
Kyoko Cox

(b)(6)

2, EFPECT OF K XPUL RON

(Cont'd on reverse)

NONPRIORITY STATUS

RECOMMENDED APPROVED t’lhwfb ORDERKD
‘ lifrs— %«/ /75

‘5 Tegional Comminslonar (Signature and Date) Chatrman CO Committes (Signature and Dale)

NONPRIORITY CASE SUMMARY

Ving *
orm G[}b {Rev. 2-7-63)
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Al7 597 321
Regional Commissioner, September 16, 1975

John Winston Ono Lenmon - Non-Priority-Recommsndation
Attached are executed Forms G-312, Nom-Priority Case s{"-uy. and
relating ‘material furnished by subject's attorney. :

As noted on Form G-312, non-priority mtuhuhun_ Trecommended
based wpon informatiom ocontained in the subject’s affidavit.

Att,

JDH/tkb
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: '&W ATENBERG, M. B..

. nowmc: GOLLIN, M. o._

. S . [ - N

CE 'nuou: M. ROCHWARGEN, M. D.
' L S48 PARKAVENUR i
NEW YORK. NEW YORK 10081
ARKA CODX 212
AG 9-0404

5}5”‘ : August 22, 1975

RE: John LENNON

To whom it may concern:

‘A complete history and physical examxnatlon were done on

complete blood
count, SMA 24, electrocardlogram, "and chest x—rays.

Mr. John Lennon, as well as urlnalyals,

N e

The examination and laboratory data were thhzn normal

limits.

It is my impression thag~Mrﬂ.Lenpgﬁ‘is.in excelient'health.

Very trﬁly youfs,

AMR/bh R

ey

Ex AT (1)




_"1'.'.

(5)(6)

. -
CABLE WaRY GRS,

WEISSBARTH, ALTMAN & MILLER
CERTIFIED PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS
919 THIRD AVENUE . NEW YORK, N. Y. 10022

1212; G88-8895

August 26, 1975

Leon Wildes, Esq.
515 Madison Ave.
New York 10022

Re: John Winston Ono Lennon

Dear Mr. Wildes:

We are the United States accountants for John Lennon
and prepare his federal, state and city income tax returns.
Mr. & Mrs. John Lennon filed joint federal, New York State and
New York City income tax returns for 1974 which reflects the
following information requested by you:

1) John Lennqn's 1974 grosa-incdme was $1,199,295;

If you- require tny ﬂwther 1nformatlon, please contact
the undersigned. ;

Cordially,

%L.mé (=

HC:GL Howard Comart

Enc.




JOHN "LENNON
Cash Disburseqents-Cd;h Basis

Year En@ed Dedembar‘jl, 197&

Dakota Costs

Rent and monthly»bharges

Food e
Sundries including gratuutles ' -
Hardware, supplies and mauntenancef? - .

Publications and subscrlptnons
secretarial services’
Answering service
Air conditioner |nstallatson
- Plants
~ utilities ' o
. Laundry and c|eanung K R
Window cleaning S N
TV repair
Cable TV
Piano tuning
Art supplies and music books
Sculpture

Total Dakota,;b&ts =

§ 19,157
6,018
5,361
1,954
1,10

892
359
161
"738
83
270
318
96
15
115

. 203

W

§ 37,16b

yEISQBAnTH ALTMAN 5 Mit

élﬂfl"ln P\I.UC ACCOUNTAIGVS
. LS




JOHN LENNON

Cash- DisﬁucSements-Cash Basis

For the Six Months Ended June 30, 1975

Dakota costs

Monthly charges
Food and water -
‘Laundry and cleaning
Utilities -
Repaijrs and maintenanca
_ Hardware and supplies - .
\ " Publications and subscriptions
’ . Cable TV :

Storage

Flowers

 Moving
Seamstress
Records and tapes

Total Dakota costs
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* cree Mri€ox'h
- - ldaho, ~!:)ux=,€§dt"iizc patties had an understanding that both parties
»: - would take €are of her. In the Spring of 1969 Mr. Cox left the child
~"“with Mrs. Lenion in England'for a time. Thereafter Mr. Cox asked

n

puses of a -child custody.’procecding over a nomad is
illuniinated  in - the record before us.!® That plight
demonstrates.the wisdom'of a rule of Law that affords con-
tinuing.in personani Jurisdiction in the original divorce
court as a sort of home base to which, for purposes of child-
custody. “child supporg and -alimony, the parties may on
reasonable notice be reguired to resort. :

Thus we hold:thas inder 16 V.I.C. §110 the district

Cod

. coutt Had in ptrsoniam jurisdiction over Mr. Cox for the

purpose of the custody decrce by virtue of the fact that he

., Wasa party to the 1969 divorce action.. - = .

716.: The Yecord discloses that following the 1969 divorce de.
d:;iuv.,"ssgssicri of Kyoko, residing in Spring Valley,

for the child for a temiporary visit. He took' Kyoko out of England,

- i+ probably to- Canadw: Mrs:.‘Lenmon ‘eventually jocated them in

[N

© 1 'but by the tinie Mg, Léiiron-enagded 0P his §
. . he had left for Ne t per

" Mr. Cox charged t

. was i New:Yor
« t‘g’t_pt{s_'fpwgwdi_ng’
© not lipfha state. T

Voorst, Denimark and ‘went there’iii an unsuccessful effort to have
the child ‘retum_ed_ to England. While she was in Voorst, Mr. Cox

* "mioved Ryoko, so that.Mrs: Legpon was unable to visit her. Mr. Cox

agrecd to a visit 13 London provided-Mrs. Lennon pay transporta-

-.; tion for the child, Mr. Cox and his girlfriend. Thercafter Mr. Cox .
. ook the child to- Hawaii and Mrs. Lennon, when the learned of this
¢ location; went there, Mr. Cox permitted a 6ne day visit on this occa-

‘sion. Thereafler at Alis. Lennon’s expense Mr. Cox, the child and

_:_the new Mrs, Cox travelled from Flawaii to Los Angeles where Mr.

Cox permitied & four day visit. Next, h;r‘;ttaﬁhh_cfl to San Francisco,

--Yprk. He wauld sigt permit visitation in New
ork lie-wéis 16 Méntreal, and from Montreal to

York. From -Ne)_\tf-'Y
he stayed abo

hre¢ months. When Mrs. Lennon Ieamied he was

B 1biza, he-went to Majorca, She eventually found ot about this
- loeation and werit-therd, $

and werit-t She found Mr. Cox living in a Makarashi
Center and the child living with the ngw Mrs. Cox, from whom he
had separated. Mr. Cox penyitted a ‘oive day visit. When Mrs. Len-
non and hef-.hu;s_b;nj’!_ aticmipted & more prolonged visit by self help,

Hhens it gl

abdustiin, ‘These charges were even.
“ B 'l- 9 N

EAZ

wihedrd 2 rumor (hat the child

wally’ dismissed.

‘the instant proceeding.

fiedsee-location

Veorst. From Vaorst hc went to the Spanish Island of Ibiza where -

hh ;rlc to gl ik yebief in New York by a habeas -
coeded: gty ' leaining that Kyoko was
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SPATE OF. NEW YORK ) AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT
S$.8.: * OF REQUEST FOR

COUNTY OF NEW YORK ) | NONPRIORITY STATUS

Y

JOHN WINSTON ONO LENNON, being duly sworn, deposes ‘and says:
This affidavit is made in response to the letter
dated July 25, 1975 of the New York Dlstrlct Director,

Immigrat ion md Naturallzatlon Servxce, 1n connectlon with the
5. - -
airrent review as to posalble nounprlorlty status in my case.
C W L
In reply to the questions stated*in that letter I certlfy that:

T .

1. My current permanaat :esxdonce adreas

is One wbnt 72nd Sttq:t.nnnu Ybrk( New

NI SRR

York. Apt 72 Thi" hqm hmn my

o




page two

. " John Lennon
‘ Affidevit.

. . . R .
oy ¥ 5. The current permanent residence

addrééé of my wi fa, YOkOJORO
Aﬁﬂff B ﬁ Lenndn, is likewise Oné‘wést 72nd

.

Street; New Ybfk; New York, Apt.72.

. My wife has resided at this address
(b)(6) i since May 1, 1973. /

|
i
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(b)(6)
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- Jobn Lennon
Affiﬂa#it

However, 'as- stated faélow.‘ ¥ i3 SEEE R
busnxes: activity a¢" oi’xr apartment '

has been discontinued’ baécause of thy

and is

temporarily beifg hanaleu at Lemnon-'

Music, 137@ Av&n’u&of the Mericas,

New ?or‘k‘ C1ty we fiie 'ain_t tw R

»
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John  Lénnon
- AT Fidavit

-pége:four”

.4"&he fé§idené¢“hadréé§'of Kyoko Cox,

our child,'is“unknOWn to us, désﬁiﬁe
bhr'diligéﬁffand continuous éééfﬁh”over
the paSt'sgvéhéyears;

I?sﬁbébf%'my“biféi Yokt Ono Lehnon, fully

in all respacts’’ 'mer indome is gréssly

- »iha‘ajeqﬁatgét_a* heet her 1iving éscpenses,

as’set forth in the attachea statement ,

- Of- our accouﬁtaﬁts. All of héf
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our ‘efforts t6 lécate her, which'

- . e e e s N
have been documented in court reécords,

have continued for about seven years.

’ Kfokéff;ﬁé‘igi.ih;PgétiﬂéE?;95I€;7'.”j

Thé”oPiniﬁﬁ‘bf'thé'U.S; Circuit Court °
Of Appealsi‘For the MHird Circuit, which
affirmed thé District fcurt's ruling

gréntiﬁg;ﬁgfthézfﬁéhE ;d beko's

custody -(decision ‘of March 30, ro72y <

.or

Hereto AU BRHIDLL A

i ‘ﬁ%@fﬂzihn
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I T

,QOck',v-mﬁétiéi:a‘ﬁ-SJ; : "!bko%was thestym:ty othhr person with me

e

tha our: apartment-&\was raided ana ﬂae fait that I knew that. her

Sees Ech:.bit 5, Jeovfer‘

"No Bed for Beatle: John" and' :

Apple Records in 1968.;" '--"f :

of record containing

'antbeat" publlshed by
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" gohn Lennon . ' : o | page elght
 Refigavie . o S

The

legal proceedings surrounding my ;mm;gratien status are .at
this point the-primaxy source éf strain and would be
alleviated if pon—priofitylstatus were'granted in my case. If
I were requiredAtd ieaveztherﬂniggdysgatés at thig time, it
would be a cruel-injustice to.y mife, because of her critical

medical .condition. B R TO

OUB‘SPEQIA& Rlﬁﬂll@ﬂ&l!?

The granting .of- pea&denqe #ﬂﬁxbkq g casQﬁanﬁ the denial of




' !

" #ron one another i our profepsions) and personal 1lives was
;. ' ; 1ngdermihed by;the g;fggrent dégiaigns_in oyr cases. E
v ; Iﬁréspectfully;Sﬂhﬂitithatrﬂeﬁﬁﬁﬂtiné?kao;and me would cause ,g
g us extraordinary hardshlp because of our. special closenesgg. and §
g. 1ntefdependence. 5

1 Yoko. and I hqve congiqyouqu ﬂqggbtsto flnq her danghter Kyoko

© during all of. the thgﬂthag wg»bave,llved together and since

i .

i ; We

f ,np tp;gphip.«n;pnark, Canada and f
W ’ : {
: France. After exhaubtlwaﬂegggttg ough pr;yate 1nvest1gators, i
!

T P T LA e o

Kyoko have cumulétixs?«x mnvmuf ;'. ¥

draining for.us both...A Swisnl bqg:.ns with some

party holdlng out, a. clpg g; ta yg#’uggxpaboutu@ only to result

-~9!T1;a o




- bqgth Yoko and the child. M'hq‘ :

do. that,a. ehila pE: Mt ‘weki
. cfhange, ofy f.:tdemand . eqmdr e

page eleven

viedec:.ded that ,the‘ @n}y and. best_.;;inethpd was £for ys both to
. personally. follow up every likely clue, ﬁry-ing,as._much as
poesihle’to avoid publicity.. Despite large expenses and.
great effort. these. P§$-¥~ years, nq clue has. evex proved ti:uly
helpfui. . e :

| OUR EXPECYED CHIED
The search for Kyoko, has only: h_’_éiaghﬁenedi.our own anticipation
and hope about the expec.i-:ed birth of our. ch-:ildl;’,,and made us
more and more hopeful of its hea_-:l’.%:hj_.vdelivery. The fear of a
possible miscarriage- erbthéwpﬁiér§§t'en;oye'rcomes us and
we seldom venture fromLonrwmnm-,mevingas we do that
Yoko's own health- ia?';bnd”QEMEW~g'~§nyi-,gmpt:iénal oXx- physical
stress which might ,,andahgif}ihmmhﬂ.th?of-our child, we are.
constantly. in a state.of:fear. th%‘ :me m:l.ahnp ,x‘u;y occur wlrzich

.’.-A' '1’%» -
!'m., physlcal :Lnjury to

will shatter our hopesww eauls&

mpead,mg threat that 1
) At s -‘ - o
may be ordered to;.leave,ﬁ‘thef»mm&gam, ha-q--thus caused us

great emotional hard',shiﬂiand‘.-ﬂ%t%m&,o, A0 0«

_'L-ﬂ'x&.-',-
In view of-my w&f‘n-{s 'txongtiomm w,aﬁ gears duration in

this country, it . is- hem:r'de‘s;i'-; e rpimhﬂr mcte& Chlld in

this m“ntry,t,auliimm* ‘ i 3, ”tpm the child

elsewhere under.: qny cmq‘umm o .ﬂm f”lﬂi MQQVGI, as. I

b mmh li‘-bettﬁr

ol Hd e
3 %

b -the aUnlted States.
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-;':ﬁarti_cularly;:izi New .York.. .voko.and I have ‘great hepes and

As set. forth in ExWibit 5.',.',,‘,59;_.‘3“.‘;1,;@-.atatémﬁnt;of

Mr. Norman Seaman, ‘who. has Mnuyiﬂﬁhf@f”‘i°nally through

her entire career, oy wife has Mﬁtbﬁ

life in the United su-eeu, cwer: the . palfh _.'.,_?;yé’ar'ia{"f cé}@é&nly

her. entire professional: career hasbeen: made 4, this Country.

She was educated: here;: bﬂﬁiﬁ:h‘?mr‘.'?t*’her eias an avant darde

having developed her a!’tlﬂti’-‘t‘lent&‘h‘:e}*u- of her friends,

colleagues, collalﬁbtat"*'u"% *mm and artistic

and business. enﬂen{\ro__u.él}s.ffﬁ‘ne inm.mntry - W bme no desire.

- K-




