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..~ Please join me. : o ‘

Regards,

.
N FTPDADY AT CONCREQY

 Mr. Justice Black

',cc_: The Conference o - | i
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1st DRAFT

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES®: % °

airculated:

No. 156.—OctoBer TErRM, 1970

“geireulated i — ————

George K. Rosenberg, District
Director, Immigration and|On Writ of Certiorari to
Naturalization Service, Peti-{ the United States
tioner, Court of Appeals for

v. the Ninth Circuit.
Yee Chien Woo.

[March —, 1971]

Mg. JusTicE Brack delivered the opinion of the Court.

Respondent, Yee Chien Woo, is a native of Mainland
China, a Communist country, who fled that country in
1953 and sought refuge in Hong Kong. He lived in Hong'
Kong until 1959 when he came to the United States as
a visitor to sell merchandise through a concession at a
trade fair in Portland, Oregon. After a short stay, Woo
returned to Hong Kong only to come back to the United
States in 1960 to participate in the San Diego Fair and
International Trade Mart to promote his Hong Kong:
business. Thereafter he remained in the United States
although he continued to maintain his clothing business
in Hong Kong until 1965. In 1965 Woo's wife and son
obtained temporary visitor’s permits and joined him in
this country. By 1966 all three had overstayed their
permits and were no longer authorized to remain in this

1 “Without expressing any opinon as to why Congress chose to omit
the ‘firmly resettled’ provision in the amendments to the Refugee-
Relief Act of 1953, this court finds that plaintiff was never ‘firmly
resettled’ and still qualifies as a refugee under the terms of section
203 (a) (7). Accordingly, the District Director erred in denying
plaintiff’s application.” 295 F. Supp. 1370, 1372 (196S).
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2nd DRAFT

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Oirculated:

No. 156.—0OctoBER TERM, 1970

George K. Rosenberg, District
Director, Immigration and|{On Writ of Certiorari to

Naturalization Service, Peti-{ the United States
tioner, Court of Appeals for
v the Ninth Circuit.

Yee Chien Woo.
[March —, 1971]

MR. JusTicE BLack delivered the opinion of the Court.

Respondent, Yee Chien Woo, is a native of Mainland
China, a Communist country, who fled that country in
1953 and sought refuge in Hong Kong. He lived in Hong:
Kong until 1959 when he came to the United States as
a visitor to sell merchandise through a concession at a
trade fair in Portland. Oregon. After a short stay, Woo-
returned to Hong Kong only to come back to the United
States in 1960 to participate in the San Diego Fair and
International Trade Mart to promote his Hong Kong
business. Thereafter he remained in the United States
although he continued to maintain his clothing business
in Hong Kong until 1965. In 1965 Woo's wife and son
obtained temporary visitor's permits and joined him in
this country. By 1966 all three had overstayed their
permits and were no longer authorized to remain in this
country. After the Immigration and Naturalization

Service began deportation proceedings, Woo applied for-

an immigrant visa claiming a “preference” as an alien
who had fled a Communist country fearing persecution

as defined in § 203 (a)(7) of the Immigration and Na-

tionality Act of 1952, as amended.

Recirculated:
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Justice Douglas
Justice Harlan
Justice Eronnan
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To: The Chief Justice
Mr. Justice Douglas
Mr. Justice Harlan
Mr., Justics Bremnar
Mr. Justics Stewar:

Mr, Juciins Thite
Mr. 2 }
Mr. E
3rd DRAFT
' r s Black, J.
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATHS *°°
Circulated:
No. 156.—OcroBer TERM, 1970 eciranlatod: MAR 31 ¢

George K. Rosenberg, District
Director, Immigration and|On Writ of Certiorari to

Naturalization Service, Peti-| the TUnited States

tioner, Court of Appeals for
V. ' the Ninth Circuit.

Yee Chien Woo.

[April —, 1971]

MR. JusTickE Brack delivered the opinion of the Court.

Respondent, Yee Chien Woo, is a native of Mainland
China, a Communist country, who fled that country in
1953 and sought refuge in Hong Kong. He lived in Hong
Kong until 1959 when he came to the United States as
a visitor to sell merchandise through a concession at a
trade fair in Portland, Oregon. After a short stay, Woo
returned to Hong Kong only to come back to the United
States in 1960 to participate in the San Diego Fair and
International Trade Mart to promote his Hong Kong
business. Thereafter he remained in the United States
although he continued to maintain his elothing business
in Hong Kong until 1965. In 1965 Woo's wife and son
obtained temporary visitor’s permits and joined him in
this country. By 1966 all three had overstayed their
permits and were no longer authorized to remain in this
country. After the Immigration and Naturalization
Service began deportation proceedings, Woo applied for
an immigrant visa claiming a “preference” as an alien
who had fled a Communist country fearing persecution
as defined in § 203 (a)(7) of the Immigration and Na-
tionality Act of 1952, as amended.
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4th DRAFT

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATH"

Circulated:_

No. 156.—Ocroser TerMm, 1970

Recirculated:

George K. Rosenberg, District
Director, Immigration and|On Writ of Certiorari to
Naturalization Service, Peti-| the United States
tioner, Court of Appeals for

v. the Ninth Circuit.
Yee Chien Woo.

[April —, 1971]

MR. JusTick Brack delivered the opinion of the Court.

Respondent, Yee Chien Woo, is a native of Mainland
China, a Communist country, who fled that country in
1953 and sought refuge in Hong Kong. He lived in Hong
Kong until 1959 when he came to the United States as
a visitor to sell merchandise through a concession at a
trade fair in Portland, Oregon. After a short stay, he
returned to Hong Kong only to come back to the United
States in 1960 to participate in the San Diego Fair and
International Trade Mart to promote his Hong Kong
business. Thereafter he remained in the United States
although he continued to maintain his clothing business
in Hong Kong until 1965. In 1965 respondent’s wife and
son obtained temporary visitor’s permits and joined him
in this country. By 1966 all three had overstayed their
permits and were no longer authorized to remain in this
country. After the Immigration and Naturalization
Service began deportation proceedings, Yee Chien Woo
applied for an immigrant visa claiming a “preference”
as an alien who had fled a Communist country fearing
persecution as defined in § 203 (a)(7) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act of 1952, as amended.
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Supreme Gonrt of the Huited States
Washington, B. . 205%3

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE HUGO L. BLACK April 8, 1971

Dear Thurgood,

Re: No. 156 - Rosenberg v. Woo

Since you wish to join Potter

that, of course, is o, k.

Sincerely,

7

H. L, B,

Mr, Justice Marshall

cc: Members of the Confe rence
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To: The Chief Justice
Mr. Justice Douglas
Mr. Justice Harlam
Mr. Justice Brennam '
Mr. Justice Stewart |
Mr. Justice White = . -
Mr. Jusiice Marshall!
Mr. Justics Blackmun '

5th DRAFT v

‘rom: Black, J.

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Tirculated:

No. 156.—OctoBER TERM, 1970 il’:%circulatedI}PR 14137

George K. Rosenberg, District
Director, Immigration and|On Writ of Certiorari to
Naturalization Service, Peti-| the TUnited States
tioner, Court of Appeals for Y

v. the Ninth Circuit. ‘
Yee Chien Woo.
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[April —, 1971]

Mkr. JusticE Brack delivered the opinion of the Court.

Respondent, Yee Chien Woo, is a native of Mainland
China, a Communist country, who fled that country in
1953 and sought refuge in Hong Kong. He lived in Hong
Kong until 1959 when he came to the United States as
a visitor to sell merchandise through a concession at a
trade fair in Portland, Oregon. After a short stay, he
returned to Hong Kong only to come back to the United
States in 1960 to participate in the San Diego Fair and
International Trade Mart to promote his Hong Kong
business. Thereafter he remained in the United States
although he continued to maintain his clothing business
in Hong Kong until 1965. In 1965 respondent’s wife and
son obtained temporary visitor’s permits and joined him
in this country. By 1966 all three had overstayed their
permits and were no longer authorized to remain in this
country. After the Immigration and Naturalization
Service began deportation proceedings, Yee Chien Woo
applied for an immigrant visa claiming a “preference”
as an alien who had fled a Communist country fearing
persecution as defined in § 203 (a)(7) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act of 1952, as amended.
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2nd DRAFT ©onLIlun

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES
No. 156.—O0cTtoBER TERM, 1970 3 / )/6// >/

George K. Rosenberg, District
Director, Immigration and{On Writ of Certiorari to
Naturalization Service, Peti-| the TUnited States
tioner, Court of Appeals for
v. the Ninth Circuit.
Yee Chien Woo.

[March —, 1971]

MR. Justice DouGLas, dissenting.

I had thought we could take judicial notice that those
who have “fled” a foreign nation for fear of persecution
or death, often make their “flight” in successive stages.
Those leaving modern Greece or Iran often stop for long
periods at ‘“stations” along the way. For the reasons
stated by the Court of Appeals, 419 F. 2d 253-254, I think
Congress used the word “fled” in that manner. The
result is not to open wide our doors, as the Act limits the
number of these refugees who can enter. The fact
that a refugee has found “shelter in another nation”—
to use the Court’s phrase—does not necessarily mean
that his aim to reach these shores has in any sense been
abandoned.

I would affirm this judgment.
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‘,”" V/;?' JowLLce vousla .
«Te Justice Harlaon
Mr. Justice Stewart
Mr, Justice White
Mr. Justice Marshali
Mr., Justice Blackmun

Ist DRAFT

From: Bre.an » Je

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES .
No. 156.—OctoBer TERM. 1970 7 iccvr s

George K. Rosenberg, District
Director, Immigration and|{On Writ of Certiorari to
Naturalization Service., Peti-| the United States
tioner, Court of Appeals for

. the Ninth Circuit. M
Yee Chien Woo. Q

[April —, 1971] &’)/W:

M-r. JusTice BRENNAN, dissenting.

Respondent Ye Chien Woo applied for an immigrant \s
visa claiming a “seventh preference” under § 203 (a)(7) (_,U
of the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952, 8
U. 8. C. §1153 (a)(7) (Supp. V, 1970). The statute
extends the preference to aliens who

“satisfy an Immigration and Naturalization Service
officer at an examination in any non-Communist or
non-Communist-dominated country, . . . that (i) be-
cause of fear of persecution on aceount of race, reli-
gion, or political opinion they have fled . . . from
any Communist or Communist-dominated country or
area . . . ,and (i1) are unable or unwilling to return
to such country or area on account of race, religion,
or political opinion, and (iii) are not nationals of
the countries or areas in which their application for
conditional entry is made.”

Thus, in unambiguous and unqualified terms, the statute
makes eligible for the preference an alien who has fled
persecution, who is unable or unwilling to return to his
homeland due to that persecution, and who has not be-
come a national of another country. Respondent pre-
cisely fits this description. It is undisputed that he fled
from Communist China due to persecution, is unwilling
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To: The Chief Justice

+—Mr. Justice Douglaé

Btylistic Changes Throughout.

9

e

(th DRAFT
SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STA

No. 156.—OctoBer TErRM; 1970

George K. Rosenberg, District
Director, Immigration and|On Writ of Certiorari to
Naturalization Service, Peti-| the United States
tioner, Court of Appeals for

v. the Ninth Circuit.

Yee Chien Woo. "

[April —, 1971]

M-R. JusTick Brack delivered the opinion of the Court.

Respondent, Yee Chien Woo, is a native of Mainland
China, & Communist country, who fled that country in
1953 and sought refuge in Hong Kong. He lived in Hong
Kong until 1959 when he came to the United States as
a visitor to sell merchandise through a concession at a
trade fair in Portland, Oregon. After a short stay, he
returned to Hong Kong only to come back to the United
States in 1960 to participate in the San Diego Fair and
International Trade Mart to promote his Hong Kong
business. Thereafter he remained in the United States
although he continued to maintain his clothing business
in Hong Kong until 1965. In 1965 respondent’s wife and
son obtained temporary visitor’s permits and joined him
in this country. By 1966 all three had overstayed their
permits and were no longer authorized to remain in this
country. After the Immigration and Naturalization
Service began deportation proceedings, Yee Chien Woo
applied for an immigrant visa claiming a “preference”
as an alien who had fled a Communist country fearing
persecution as defined in -§ 203 (a)(7) of the Immigra-
tion and Nationality Act of 1952, as amended.

‘Circulated:

Recirculated :APR 9 19*’7!

Mr., Justics Harlan
Mr. Justice Brennan
Mr. Justice Stewart
Mr. 13
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Apri 17, 1971

Dear Bills

I have your note Jjoing me
ia my dissent in No. 156 - Rosenberg v.
Noo. But since you and Potter have a
much more adequate and complate state~
ment of the position to whieh I adhere,
I have withdravn my disseat and Joined
the two of you, I have &0 notified Hugo
because he noted ny dissent in & footnote,

Wlliae O. Douglas

Nr. Justice Brennan

o~
Admer HYF
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April 2, 1971
Re: No, 18¢ - Rosenberg v. Yes Chien Woo
I agree with and am glad to join your opinion
]
.M, H,

CC: The Conterenve

in this case.
Mr. Just




1st DRAFT

Irom: Bregnan

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

No. 156.—0OctroBeEr TErRM. 1970 T oovdrnal

George K. Rosenberg, District
Director, Immigration and|{On Writ of Certiorari to
Naturalization Service, Peti-{ the United States
tioner, Court of Appeals for
u. the Ninth Circuit.
Yee Chien Woo.

[April —, 1971]

Mpgr. Justice BRENNAN, dissenting.

Respondent Ye Chien Woo applied for an immigrant
visa claiming a “seventh preference” under § 203 (a)(7)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952, 8
U. S. C. §1153 (a)(7) (Supp. V, 1970). The statute
extends the preference to aliens who

“satisfy an Immigration and Naturalization Service
officer at an examination in any non-Communist or
non-Communist-dominated eountry, . . . that (i) be-
cause of fear of persecution on account of race, reli-
gion, or political opinion they have fled . . . from
any Communist or Communist-dominated country or
area . . . ,and (ii) are unable or unwilling to return
to such country or area on account of race, religion,
or political opinion, and (iii) are not nationals of
the countries or areas in which their application for
conditional entry is made.”

Thus, in unambiguous and unqualified terms, the statute
makes eligible for the preference an alien who has fled
persecution, who is unable or unwilling to return to his
homeland due to that persecution, and who has not be-
come a national of another country. Respondent pre-
cisely fits this description. It is undisputed that he fled
from Communist China due to persecution, is unwilling
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To: The Chief Justice

Mr. Justice Black
“HUF. Justice Douglas
Mr. Justice Harlan

Mr. Justice
Mr. Justice

ond DRAFT ¥r. Justice
Mr, Justige

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

Stewart
White
Marshal:
Blackmur:

From: Brennan, 7,

No. 156.—OcroBer TerM, 1970
Circulateqd;

Geor.'ge K. Rosenl.)erg,'District Recirculated
Director, Immigration and{On Writ of Certiorari to
Naturalization Service. Peti-{ the TUnited States
tioner, Court of Appeals for

v. the Ninth Circuit.
Yee Chien Woo.

[April —. 1971]

MRk. JusTice BRENNAN, dissenting.

Respondent Ye Chien Woo applied for an immigrant
visa claiming a “seventh preference” under § 203 (a)(7)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952, 8
T. S. C. §1133 (a)(7) (Supp. V, 1970). The statute
extends the preference to aliens who

“satisfy an Immigration and Naturalization Service
officer at an examination in any non-Communist or
non-Communist-dominated country, . . . that (i) be-
cause of fear of persecution on account of race, reli-
gion, or political opinion they have fled . . . from
any Communist or Communist-dominated country or
area . . . ,and (ii) are unable or unwilling to return
to such country or area on account of race, religion,
or political opinion, and (iii) are not nationals of
the countries or areas in which their application for
-.conditional entry is made.”

Thus, in unambiguous and unqualified terms, the statute
makes eligible for the preference an alien who has fled
persecution, who is unable or unwilling to return to his
homeland due to that persecution, and who has not be-
come a national of another country. Respondent pre-
cisely fits this deseription. It is undisputed that he fled
from Communist China due to persecution, is unwilling
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Supteme Qourt of the United Stutes
Washington, B. 4. 20513

cHaMBeRS OF
JUSTICE WM. J, BRENNAN, JR.

April 6, 1971
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RE: No. 156 - Rosenberg v. Yee Chien Woo |

Dear Bill: o
Will you please join me in your dissent %
W
o
in the above. . ¥
5
. =
Sincerely, h %=
- £ =
/ -
/r i A
/ N
W.J. Bo JI'. :‘ '
iv‘ ~
Mr. Justice Douglas g
b

cc: The Conference
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3rd DRAFT Mr., Justice Blackmu::

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

n.ogreunan, Jo

No. 156.—OctoBER TERM, 1970 .-\ 35taq:

U o

riatod

George K. Rosenberg, District
Director, Immigration and|On Writ of Certiorari to
Naturalization Service, Peti-{ the TUnited States
tioner, Court of Appeals for

v the Ninth Circuit.

Yee Chien Woo.
[April —. 1971]

MRg. Justice BRENNAN, with whom Mg. JusTicE Dove-
LAS joins, dissenting. ‘
Respondent Ye Chien Woo applied for an immigrant
visa claiming a “seventh preference” under § 203 (a)(7)
of the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952, 8
U. 8. C §1133 (a)(7) (Supp. V. 1970). The statute
exteunds the preference to aliens who
“satisfy an Immigration and Naturalization Service
officer at an examination in any non-Communist or
non-Communist-dominated country, . . . that (i) be-
cause of fear of persecution on account of race, reli-
gion, or political opinion they have fled . . . from
any Communist or Communist-dominated country or
area . . . ,and (ii) are unable or unwilling to return
to such country or area on account of race, religion,
or political opinion, and (iil) are not nationals of
the countries or areas in which their application for
conditional entry is made.”

Thus. in unambiguous and unqualified terms, the statute
makes eligible for the preference an alien who has fled
persecution, who is unable or unwilling to return to his
homeland due to that persecution, and who has not be-
come a national of another country. Respondent pre-
cisely fits this deseription. It is undisputed that he fled

LY
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Supreme Qourt of the Rnited States
Washington, B. €. 20543

CHAMBERS OF

JUSTICE WM. J. BRENNAN.UR.  Apri) 7 1971
b

RE: No. 156 - Rosenberg v. Yee Chien Woo

Dear Bill:

Thanks for your note of April 7 in the
above. I think Potter's done a better job
than I have and so I am also withdrawing my
dissent and joining him as per the enclosed.

Sincerely,
1

A

P

Mr. Justice Douglas

C A
‘e/'/v.{’\\'

A0 SNOLLYATTOD HILL WOdA  GAINAOddHN
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_' Supreme Qourt of the Hnited States
Washington, B. 4. 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE WM. J. BRENNAN, JR.

April 7, 1971

RE: No. 156 - Rosenberg v. Yee Chien Woo

Dear Potter:

Since your dissent expands upon the
thoughts expressed in mine, and Bill
Douglas has withdrawn his dissent, I am
going to withdraw mine and join you, if I
4 may.,

Sincerely,

W.J.B. Jr.

\’ Mr. Justice Stewart

cc: The Conference

AHI N INOLID™TIOD THL WOUd AIDNAOYITH |
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/ ' To: The Chief Justice
¥r, I

J1miies Black

156N »o0 Deuglas

Harlan V/

Ist DRAFT

liv' e wiliULGD

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES

From: Stewart, J.

No. 156.—OctoBer TERM, 1970 . APR 6 1971
Circulated:

George K. Rosenberg, District Recirculated:. _
Director, Immigration and |On Writ of Certiorari to
Naturalization Service, Peti-| the TUnited States
tioner, Court of Appeals for

V. the Ninth Circuit.
Yee Chien Woo.

[April —, 1971]

Mgr. JusTICE STEWART, dissenting.

On March 8, 1966, the respondent, who fled mainland
China for Hong Kong in 1953 and has resided in the
United States since May 22, 1960, filed with the Immigra-
tion Service an application for adjustment of status pur-
suant to § 203 (a)(7) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act, as amended, 8 U. S. C. § 1153 (a)(7). By the terms
of § 203 (a)(7) applicants for adjustment of status are
required to show:

1. that they “have been continuously physically pres-
ent in the United States for a period of at least two years
prior to application for adjustment of status;”

2. that “because of persecution or fear of persecution
on account of race, religion, or political opinion they have
fled (I) from any Communist or Communist-dominated
country or area . .. ;”

3. that they “are unable or unwilling to return to such
country or area on account of race, religion, or political
opinion;”

4. that they “are not nationals of the countries or
areas in which their application for conditional entry is
made . .. .”

The District Director denied the respondent’s appli-
cation for adjustment of status because of “intervening



2nd DRAFT

From: Sta:
em: Stewart, J

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES i
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No. 156.—OctoBer TERM, 1970 Recirculated'A-ER.__a_;gx

George K. Rosenberg, District)
Director, Immigration and|On Writ of Certiorari to
Naturalization Service, Peti-| the United States
tioner, Court of Appeals for
v. the Ninth Circuit.

Yee Chien Woo.
[April —, 1971]

MRg. JusTICE STEWART. with whom MRr. Justice Dote-
Las, MR. JusTicE BRENNAN, and MR. JUSTICE MARSHALL
join, dissenting.

On March 8, 1966. the respondent, who fled mainland
China for Hong Kong in 1953 and has resided in the
United States sinee May 22. 1960, filed with the Imumigra-
tion Serviee an application for adjustment of status pur-
suant to § 203 (a)(7) of the linmigration and Nationality
Act, as amended, 8 U. S. C. §1153 (a2)(7). By the terms
of §203 (a)(7) applicants for adjustinent of status are
required to show:

1. that they “have been continuously physically pres-
ent in the United States for a period of at least two years
prior to application for adjustiment of status;”

2. that “because of persecution or fear of persecution
on account of race. religion. or political opinion they have
fled (I) from any Communist or Communist-dominated

»

country or area . .. ;
3. that they “are unable or unwilling to return to such

country or area on account of race, religion, or political
opinion;”

4, that they “are not nationals of the countries or
areas in which their application for conditional entry is

made ... ."”
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Justice Black
Mr. Justice Douglas
Mr, Justico Harlan
Nr. Justice Brennan
Hr, Justirce Vhite
Fr. Junt’coo» Moarshall o

-

: ’5 To: The Chief Justice
@ . Mr.

NOY¥A dIDdNAOUdTI

3rd DRAFT ¥r, Justice Blackmun

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATES LB
From: Stewart, J. a
T _ . o]
No. 156.—OctoBER TERM, 1970 Circulated: ;
b [
George K. Rosenberg, District Recirculated:APR 1 6 1971 Q
Director, Immigration and |On Writ of Certiorari to )
Naturalization Service, Peti-| the TUnited States Z
tioner, Court of Appeals for %
v. the Ninth Circuit. f 5_;
Yee Chien Woo. b ;g

Vi :‘
[April —, 1971] D E
MR. Justice STEWART, with whom MEg. JusTIiCcE DouG- : o é
LAS, MR. JusTicE BRENNAN, and MR. JUSTICE MARSHALL l \ %
join, dissenting. E
On March 8, 1966, the respondent, who fled mainland - !
China for Hong Kong in 1953 and has resided in the ’ %
United States since May 22, 1960, filed with the Immigra- T
, tion Service an application for adjustment of status pur- " =

suant to § 203 (a) (7) of the Immigration and Nationality
Act, as amended, 8 U. S. C. § 1153 (a)(7). By the terms
of §203 (a)(7) applicants for adjustment of status are
required to show:

1. that they “have been continuously physically pres-
ent in the United States for a period of at least two years
prior to application for adjustment of status;”

2. that “because of persecution or fear of persecution
on account of race, religion, or political opinion they have

fled (I) from any Communist or Communist-dominated
country or area . .. ;”

3. that they “are unable or unwilling to return to such
country or area on account of race, religion, or political
opinion;”

4. that they “are not nationals of the countries or

areas in which their application for conditional entry is
made . ...”
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Supreme Qourt of the Hnited States
Hzslhington, B. . 20543

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE BYRON R. WHITE

April 6, 1971

Re: No. 156 - Rosenberg v. Yee
Chien Woo

Dear Hugo:
Please Jjoin me.

Sincerely,

Py

Mr. Justice Black

Coples to Conference
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Supreme Gonrt of the Hnited States
Waehington, B. . 205%3

CHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE THURGOOD MARSHALL March 29, 1971

Re: No. 156 - Rosenberg v. Yee Chien Woo

Dear Hugo:

Please join me.

Sincerely, :

T.M.

Mr. Justice Black

cc: The Conference
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Supreme Conrt of the Hnited States
Pasliugton. V. €. 10543

CiHAMBERS OF
JUSTICE THURGCOD MARSHALL

NO¥YA dADNAOYdTd

April 7, 1971

Re: ©No. 156 - Rosenbera v, Vee Chien Woo

) SNOLLO™TTOD TH

Dear Hugo:

Attached is myv join in Pctter's
cpinicn in this case. As I read the votes
you still have a Court, and I would rest
more easily if you will permit me to with-
draw my concurrence in your opinion and join
in Potter Stewart's opinion.

Sincerely,

ﬂ

M.

Mr. Justice Black

cc: The Conference
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ISTICE THURG

Supreme Gaurt of the ¥nited Stutes
Washingten, A, €. J05%3

> MAARSHALL Aprii 7, 1971

Re: Nu. 156 — Rosenberg v. Yee Chien Woc

(AN

Cear Potter:

I voted the cther way an< criginally
joined Tlugo's cpinion in this case. I have
been werried ever since. Your dissenting
opinion has finally convinced me that I was
wraong. Therefore, please join me in vour dissent,

Sincerely,
T.%.
Mr. Justice Stewart

cc: The Conference
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March 29. l’?‘

Re: Ne. 156 - Rosenberg, listrict Uirecter v. Woo

Lear Huge:

Your opinion is very persussive, sad I am plessed
to join it.

Siacerely,
H.A.B.
Mre, Justice Black
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