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Vooal=-Letter usi ggb
and Rscording ::3{
Hartford 3, Cornnect

Gentlemen:

Referorce is made to your catalogue entitled, ““hall
They fiise Azailn,” from wnich 1% appears thut you are in ,os=-
session of certain phorographie recordings of radic ;rograzs
suanating fros short-wave radio stations opereted by the Cerman
Government throughout tie war, ‘

This Uepartment is particularly desirous of obtaining
phonograchic transeriptions of the foliowing programs beznsed
from Berlin to the USA, which prograus were conducted by & woman
ealling herself "Nidge," wiz.:

Date Tine of "roadcast Nature of Broadeast

Jan. 23, 1944 21130 E.9lTe Introduction followed

by spoken messages
from American
prisoners of war,

Jan. 25, 194 19¢15 « * n
J.n.}27, 194k 23130 « ¢t - x
Jan. 30, 1944 Q30 "

Feb. 1, 194k 19415 = » = »

These rrograxs were phonographically recorded by the
FCOC hut, due to jamming of the frejuericiss to which the FCC
Listaning Post was tuned at the time, the recorded dialogue is
unintelligible. -

Records

Chrono,

Miss Hamlin

Int, Security
~
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In the evert that your Coupany was recording dur-
ing the times mentionad above it is conaidered nossible that you
were tuned to freguencies which were not iffected by the jamming
oxperienced at 7CC and it will te apprecisted if you will inform
thisg Jepartrent whether or not you possess Intelligiocle phono-
gravhiec recordings of any or all of the nrosrams noted.

Jesvactfully,

For the Attorney General,

T. VINCENT CUINN,
Assistant Attorney Gaeneral.
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32 allyn St. Hartford 3, Conn. ‘
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T. Vincent Quinn, ST L~ 4T
nssistant Attorney Generzl. i~ A e - .
\ALAL 4 DIV
Department of Justice CRiWBNAL CIVISION

"Tashington D.C.
Dear Sir: ‘

In response to your letter re.":idge" recordings
of radio broadcasts emanating from Lrernany,etc.

Please be advised that we do have many clear intelli-

gible recordings beginning in June -44 and ending with Germany's
surrender.

All these recordings are at your disposal at anytime.

Yours,very truly

VOCAL LETTER i

SIC PUBLISHING aND RECORDBING CO.

e .
GF3/o Pres.

UC;

Owned and Operated by “VOCAL-LETTER”" COMMUNICATION SYSTEM, INCORPORATED £y
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Dirsotar, Federsl Bureau of Investigation April 9, 1948
T. Vincent Quinn, Assistant Attorney General

- Criminal Division IVQIVEFiMeX
uildred iltzabeth Gillars | 146-7-51-1708

Irespon .

As y-u know, it is contemplated that within the near future,
41ldred Zlizabeth Gillars, now in Army custouy in Qdermeny, will be
brought to the United Etatee for purposes of presenting her casge to
a grand jury. It iz desired to bring these proceedings in the District
of Columbia end it, therefore, brcomes materiul to determine which aire
fialds in ths “asnington area are within the territorizl boundas of the
District of GColumbis.

I am informed that probably Bolling Fleld is ths only uirport
that may lie entirely within the District of Columbia, I would
appreciate it therefore if you would verify this faot and also obtain
information indicating whether any portion of Boliing Field may lie
without the Diatrict of Columbia, so that care may be taken to prevent
any jurisdictional questions arising in regard to the poirnt of entry
of this defandent into the United States.

ccs Mr. John M. Kelﬁ? e

ccs Records
Chrono
Mr, Foley

&



DEPARTMERT OF JUSTICR
Iuterrogation genter
Hosohst, Germany

8 June 1948
PE S0NAL

e :m U K‘n". d’q_m‘
crininal ¥Yivision
pepartmant of Justice
washington 23, D.Ce

pe: Mildred Elizabeth Gillars
pear MNr. Klll‘y’:

KT« Donald Day has written the attached statement
conoerning Sally and requested that it be sent to the
pepartnsnt. pge seems to think it will cause you to drop
your case on Sallye.

pespectfully yours,

NOEL E. STORY
Attorney
Department of Justice

Enole

gs



STANDARD FORM NG, 64

Ojﬁce Memomndzmz e UNITED STATES GOVERNMENT

TO : Mr. Peisley patg: July 19, 1948
FROM : Raymond P. Whearty RPW:LJ
suBjEcT: Mildred Elizabeth Gillars - Tresson
John Kelley will send in z list of German witnesses he
thinks should be brought here in this case. When you get it, wire

Story checking first with McCauley on necessary arrangements.

oy
.
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;. Heferawes 1i made to the atteched nemorandum from.
Hp, Joba M. Kelly wits i» presently engaged in pregaating to thae .
District of Columbia grand jury. the svidence in the above-named’
LrPnson: Oale: - !mwd.u recail: ghat subjett is’~charg‘ecf"rith~’creason
An thid ghd while s native Awericen. citiizen, during the war
- sasicted the Baxi Sovernmeni, through radic brosceaste from Gmny
5. Mxmyﬁd&m. and'by ather mesna, attempted to affect the -

© . sorels of our. th«. X% 18 perhape meedless to- add’ that.
mw i axxtof ' Sodmporbatit’ cases. 4mnm1ns~ﬁu m frm

Wh&x&my of’ 'e‘.ﬁoir &iquingff Y
'&Wﬁ wimu vaind-of  the publisl g nu LHes. a8
TR Son. MW& who’ stand in: prefirre s StatUs. ty Virftue' 6f thbit.
e recoird end. mimwt oy the Jerannss As 4 result-they csn
7 nef{ther be persusded to make furtfiés: saerifices mor threstened by’ =~ ..
R m'w4ﬂb16 eommm«r*of mm ‘_% dbqr ﬂmn-c wnwmmm A

L ;nrpmmn Mmm tqths ﬁixisian mt am, i.fnotmt;‘ T
- af theey memmm with -losalinevspaher e expladning Credr -
Pllﬂhﬁ apd: W“M ta refosavticanarer future: sumobsy even AL 4L

- ‘loﬂu _mts&pt oonxt, uhich ot éouno wu.l nako good nou atorin
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o for: thcrlocul pupcw. smu:z;-, 1t Ws ihxt mwt! them:
have gOREAQ oNG OF moTe-members of Congrass,. who haveiby- tolﬂ!bom

 interchded in beliall of the: ntu‘ial, munm ms mcid,

‘ t‘eon:idnauoa ht gi.vm t&«e m ‘ R

‘?

e Th! Bi?ilion is lm. W‘i ﬁﬁﬁ Qﬁ, QOSJCO’ 609¢, Pmm
uﬁom $5.00  ‘ay witness.fws, and that 1t Bas been th

4pmotiu the-Depax: ¢ to apply that fee in all:instantes mw
" of course, where exper. iitnesses are called upoa to- Aabtifys
Howevar, in view of tha -special circumstensas involved in the
broblem that Hrs Kealley 423 now fuced-with; snd particularly the -
fact that these Gl witnesges are in s sense wnicue because of their
sar service sad imprisonment Ly & foreign country, we believe that
special’ consideration should be given fo their request for uddition
compensation-in excess of the usual £5.00 a day amounts.. The .. -
alternative ta allowing this extys coupsasetion is runding the .
risk of lasing the case againat Miss Glllars beccnse of tha
recalcitrant sttitude of the government!s sost important wiitnesses:
watch would be. clesrly evident if, the governmant is forded to arrss
_these witneszes undey a beuch ur;'aat and forcibly detain theme.. -
Bich a fellure to gonvicth’ ‘eould:oHly thew be eqdmdw WM
.. facts ‘that thess.Gl- witupsses Lelt they: vers: i Jutae :
upon by ancumgrateful governmsnt whied Teqilred additleas) pacrt
-~ to-that, which: they had:alyeady glyed: during their: tli,‘:”" Ans- fscvia
¢ Orcatated, more simply, $€ insistenow-Si'di mady: noosicoipli:
S mmmzs.m:um all thase chaes,. itmuboqut thaiss
°. ! Departnsat is more willing'to Tosé.thd dxis 8ally caus Wib 18k
~ aup'row additd.ona.l conmution ta ma vitaeuaorm" als. h m

S P'or ﬂu abc-n rauens, th‘ C:minal Mvision r«md: . :
that the request of Mr. Xellsy: thes thess men: be paid sddd shonad.
© compensation by approved, Vheiduer m.mwmmm
.. . of _the specislk ailotment of . 65&,600 AR P hbr - Hifaay
.. ~{Pablic Lam 597, 80th-Congressy page 15 of the elif. iﬁi - Whieh,
© -.mey be'used for expensss of witmessad oy Ausurnmm am: nan N; i
-’ satherised or approved: by the: :l’ttgrnvf Genersl or Riv AesinUatratyy
- Assistant?, and which wae used %o pay stditionsl fees Lox fore A
- Y wlthessed in’ tha treesondtriale linl year,: or ‘whether 4.
... compenestion comes’ L¥om money eppraopriatad 1h 5 U.8.04 54 ak
© in-tne Miseelluncoys-Galiry and;Kxpanses, Fisld;. of:thy. saxe
‘appropristion.act 18 & matter which tha Ldainistrauw Y)i.viaim;
decide. It 1o the opinion of the Criafmel IMviglonithat these: tm«
aight be paid from etther of those two. sources.. In additjon, L4 &8
tha opinioa of the Griainal. D:Lvision, that:in wiew of. thk und.que A
 position of these forter prisoners of war and the expertudce gained
. during their internmedt e, pl&unbh ugnmt wipht he wade to clhesd
_ them s expert witnesees and’ thus the fee providad: for wd:
‘tutiuony ‘ory. Yto- an;in in tha mﬁm ot' 'Uu can,’w'* -

K T b edvised thnt “Hr. B«y‘tnu ford,in vin of i&u inpartar
- of the case and ths need for 'a eooparatiw Rttituds on- thc per’
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UNITED STATES
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
1401 Fairfax Traffic day, Rm. 305, Kansas City, Ks.

Cecember 14, 1948.

¥r. John V. Kelley, Jr.
Criminal Division
Department of Justice
washington 25, D. C.

Dear !r. Kelley:
My new residence address in Kansas City is as follows:

3 East 54th Terrace
Kansas City, Missouri.

Please notify the Chief of the Administrative Section of
the Antitrust Division, yir. Leroy C. lMcCauley when you desire

to have me return to #ashington, D. C. Dlearance from }cCauley
is necessary before I leave this office,

I hope all is well with you in Washington and that no new
unfavorable developments come into your case.

With kind regards, I remain

Yours very truly,

Noel T. Story.

Gy
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Mr, Noel E, Story,

4 Drake Hotel,

1016 Locust Street,
Kansas City, l‘isasouri,

Denr Mr. Story:

Re: Hnited at;utea Y. !ﬂ.dred E. uiﬂk, algo

The triel date in the Gillers case has once more been adjourned
to Jamary 24, 1949, The primary reason for the adjourmment was the
difficulty in finding hotel acommodations for our witnesses throughout
the week of the insuguration. I do not believe thet any further adfourn~
nent will be asked for or granted,

I supgest that you plan to arrive in Washington on or sabout -
vednesday, Jamuery 19. I assume that you -have arrenged macters in your
present office to permit your coming oa for the trial and -that your
present cssigmnents will not interfere with your doing so, notwithstand-
ing the new date of trial, I would appreciate your droppinz me a line
and letting me know your situetion in this respect, I will of course
arrange through Mr, MoCauley for tmvel sutharity, eto,, as suggested in

your earlier letter.
With best wishes for a merry Christmes, I remain

Sinceérely,

JOHN ¥, KELLEY, JR.,
Speciel ssaistant to the Attorney General
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Deomber 31, 1948

James J, Laughlin, Faquire,
National Press Building,
uth and F Smﬁt, N.Wc’
Washingten, D, C.

Dear !r. Laughlin

Reg 1lnited States v, Mildred E, Sisk, also
imown as Mildred Elilzabeth Gillarg,

‘ In accord with our telephone conversation yesterday
I en encloaing herewith a proposed Stipulation vith respest to
the written transoariptions of the phonographic recardings vhigh
I understand you are willing to execute and which will relieve
me of the nucessity of calling additional witnesaes.

A self-addressed envelope is also enclosed end it
will be appreciated if you will execute end return an original
and one copy. '

!

Tours very truly,

JOHN M, KELLEY, JR.,
Special Assistant to the Attorney Genmerel,

Ebolosure No. 419859

~



DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
1401 Feirfax (rarfic Wey, Fm. 305
Kansas City 15, Kansuas

January 6, 1949

Hr. John M. Xelley, Jr.
Criminal Division
Ceparument of Justice
Washington 25, D. C.

Dear Mr. Xelley:

I received your letter of Lecember <3 toaay
concerning the trial aate of Mildirea Elizaveth
Gitlars.

I have discussea the matter with the Chief of
my office and it is agreeable with aim I'or me to
make the trip to Wasnington so as Lo arrive there
on the 19 or January.

Travel authority from Mr. McCauley has not
been receivea butv it shoula arrive in pienty of

- time for my trigp.

Kincest regards.

Sincerely your

ié§§2
NOEL E.f STOR

nl g I\XAIL

Q
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Jemes J. Laughlin, Esquire,
Rational .ress Building,
14th and T Street, N.U.,
Washington, D, C.

Dear !'r», Laughlin:

Ret United States v, i'ildred I, Sisk, also
mown g ldred T1izabeth Gillcors,

There i3 enclogsed herewith a copy of the liats off jurors
selected to serve durinz the current term. 4 sindlar 1ist will be
gerved upon liiss Gillars same time on Friday, Jamuery 7, 1949.

In accordence with our discussion at the Court House, last
Wednesdsy, I presume that arrangements should be made whereby we can
meet with Judge Curren,on a date and time suitable to himself and to
you, ifor the purpose of sulmitting for general consideration ques-
tiona to be put to the panel during the voir dire examination, If
you will be lkind enough to determine a date that will be suitable to
the Judge snd to yourself and notifyy me of the same, I em sure that

nothing will interfere with my beéing on hand anytime throughout next
week,

Yours very truly,

. JOHN 1i, KELLEY, JR.,

Special Aaaistant to the Attorney Genersal



JAMES J. LAUGHLIN
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELLOR AT LAW
NATIONAL PRESS BUILDING
WASHINGTON, D. C.

NATIONAL 2001

Illovember 10, 1948

John l. Kelley, Lsq.
Attorney, Criminal »ivision
Yepartment of Justice
Jashinston, J. C.

Jear ilr. Xelley:

In connection withh the trial date for ‘iss Zillars
it has Just occurred to me that Section 562, Title 13, pro-
vides that not only the 1list of witnesses, but a list of
jurors rust be supplied the defendant three days berfore the
trial. There is no question as to the list oi witnesses.
£s I understand it, you intend to furnish this list within
he next 10 or 15 days.

However, the jurors will not be selected until Tuesday,
January 4. Therefore it will be impossible to make the ser-
vice within the time contemplated by the statute. While this
requirement may, under certain cifcumstances, be waived, I
do not believe there should be any waiver in this cases I
tried to reach you on tne phone today to suggest that you go
with me to Judge Curran. I did talk with Judge Curran and
he suggested a trial date of January 10 if this 1is agreeable
to you.

Please let me have your wishes in the matter.
With kindest regards, I am

Very truly vyours,

- James J. Laughlin

JJdL:ecb
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COM. v. CLARK, 123 Pa. Super. 277, 187 Atl. 237 (1936).

The accused was charged with bribery and attempted extortion.
A conversation with the Attorney General was material. 1In his of-
fice had been installed a form of vhoncrraph (called speak-a-phone
by the makers), the microchone being in his room, and the amnlifier
and recorder equirped with earphones being in zn adjoining room.
The listeners in that room were not acquainted with accused's voice.
The rroof was made b- ovérating the recording discs at the trial so
as to preprodice the words of the conversation and bv the At*torney
Generzl testifying to each smeaker!s voice as the revrocuction pro-
ceeded: I’eanwhile the jurv were furnished with previously prevared
typed transcripts of the conversation as recorded, so as to follow
the oral rerroduvction and the i~ttornev Generall's testimony.

/ ’
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In the subject caxe there are in the government's possession aewe
22 S bt MO
£iffeen phonographic recordirgs of German zeversment.propeesmds radio

ST e 4 iy taase et Y
programs in which the de.vndant By Riteasie : Py s — - S

recordings eeRbirl—amp

+ome of musicl)-?endi-m program announce-

ment s, @we speech by" otherg than the defendant as well as extensive com-
L Slus
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ments by &er and conversations between her and other persons, heeh—sow
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while/) ot,hex%(o- recordings

SloaT- st
made in the United States of &kee programs em received b},z1 radio in this

country.

Aralle i
In a treason case involving a&b—bm : facts, Chandler v. United

States, FoFchmmxeik (Case No. 4296, decided Decemoe}' 3, 1948 by the

e eas Sovder
First Circuit C urt of Appeals) the admissibility of1 recordings to prove
the traitorous intent of the deferdant was approved, the Court saying:

On the issue of intent, the prosecution was entitled

to have the jury consider all the evidence admissible
under the ordinary sanctions of verity having a ra@iional
bearing on what was in Chandler's mind--which neces-
sarily is a mativer of inference. This ingludes what he
did, and also what he said. ihe evidence was clearly ad-
mlSSlbLe for the purpose svated. Haupt v, United States,
et/ 330 UL S, 631, C42./ Je cannot
say that the district court committed an abuse of discre-
tion in admitiing the evidence,

Consonant with protecting
turouzobcbo/the requirement}of,\"the ordinary sancticns of verity!
have

mentioned in the Chandler case, there dxx been premared in the subject case
by a qualified expert xw accurate written transcripts of the language
contained in thegg phonographic recordings with an appropriate desigmation

of each speaker, and, fcr the following reasons, it is believed such trans-
M 4._47’,1,-......4 Yo M /IMJA “rpe
scripts z2re admissible in evidence vo aid the jury, in 1dent,1fy1np each speak

¥x in more readily understanding the words spoken, and ze-p-thai:_mm
}%A C,dr\-z-vwbd 7//017“:* f{

3ttt }f_;y;nb ews ‘Lge recordings.
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recordings there are cxtensive remarxs and ccnversations

by or ameng thirty or forty different individuals , includirg the defendant,

If it sheuld be required wc stop Lh2 aucition of eich recording and place a

qualified w~itness on vhe stard to

- vhe voic: of each different spzak
Jhe proczsses »7 trial would be unduly deizved zrd =2 continuity of the
avidence comple.co disrupred,  Zuch a proesiire would necessitate repeaved
the auditien and Liltings of i-e rhorcrraghic nick-up head.

Ihe srcooves :n the recordings arz s f

e A

nd close -ojz2nter that it is

mracticall;s impossible o rerlace thn

a.
is LITT ) un e slicthiewk veirisat fon

EASV

tha renige poaint where it

ir distance mitht alone necessitate

O

£ many ninutes glarying timre of L-2 prosran already heard.

The use of an accurate written transcript of zovwersations phonogragp-ice

crocesses has received




In Commonwealth v, 212 Fa, Zaper. 277, 137 A. 237 {~uperior
e e AT

R T . ~
sourt cf Fenna., defendant was convicred of attemptaed briber— and extor-

ion. <n the trial it was proved tha. aferdant Jl-rk, an executive in
Kt ® prvest
a local lnsurance agency a: well is a member of the state senate, wBMt to

‘he Atlorney Zaneral of ihe state and proposed to *he Attorne:

Zenerxl and the Governeor's sacrevt:iry that cartain insurance zoniracts be

awarded %is company in return T omich he o weuld suioort czrtzin legislatier

in which Lhe stace administravion was

a Mr"“-‘”'"’“ ben
AN cther room ard there reczer
by 2w ALK Chasml, A% MW“‘/O’M“V

Corde%qunuxoba basisa 4?5; e asrviastion,

4 the trial MAffiouic
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sectztary und the dee

as recorded cn the sreak-n-jhone dises.  orefore, in the interest
T PR a/L Yury LemeAn u‘c«
Lhe fart of iefnndant,Avrlt ten Erane

fardart

of saving time and without

scricts of Ue conversation sesd—immen—mmrers- e rhesuey which correctly

and
transcribed the conversalions »n the discs ~bes

each speaker

The mazmbers ~{ the jury read this transcritt while listening to the record-

ish w2 voces o ihe speakers. The

sole rurpose of using the transcrints was to facilitate voice identificatinn
Althourch the defendant rade no objection 3~ thes trial to the use of the

transcript, he did raise the questi on on agpeal, ccrncarning which the

Supzrior vourt said:
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sve eourtts ozinicn in the Jlairk case that Koootrfwx
ir order o circunmventthe eff:ct ¢f Bis oorsant e the uze of the transcript
the trial, tho def:indant claimed con arpeal that such use violated certain fun

aental senstivationmnl rifits wnich could mom b2 waived., M rizchts assertes

ret identified, und the :ziopeliane court surrarily of the objectirn b
Lt e LIRYAN
sane uiing that no,rizhts were invelvsi wkdes—ousd-not haye bozo-wad . It

hvs claimed wera bised on 2 federal or the state

Consvituticn, “uh in anyr event it is rot clear how th: use of the transcript

could have impinged upon any censtituricnalricht.  lencedine the materiality
contents of the

of the/razordiing ani the accuracy of the transeriz, (4 would ssem that the

Sourt suuld properiy authorige ils use, or anv other methed of communicating

the eviden:ze to th2 jury /ich rould not detract from its verity and still

premote order’y trisl rreocesces.

p



Jubstitute for Auditi-n of Recording L .
bt Mm?a JrReN
There are scme fifteen recordings involved%%some of which may be

cemulative in nature, While the evidence is considered pertinent and
nacessary tc te ivtroduced for the jury's cernsiderati-n, it is believed

tha time of trial could te expedited without detrscting fram any of de-
these

ese
fzndant 's rights by communicating the ¢ rtents of xroueamitxkde recordings

Al
3“*?tﬁrough the armission of xx accurite transcripisol th2 recordsrather than

an audition of the recordings.

Tre admissibility ¢ a transcript of a pertinant recording,kaxx in

u of playing the record, has been approved by ~uir courts,



I NOGRAFH Z_SCHCING IF 4 ?\TIT 3RKDCAST
CF MUSIC SP-.CH IS AUFISOIBLE I"*flTDLLC
AN ACCURATE WR TRANSCRIPT O iRmIV4Y
LANGUAGE C7 2E30RI IZ AuHI3?*,LZ AND XY BE
J0NSIDERED 3Y THE JUR j CF PLAYING THE

3..00NDING OR MAY 33 READ THZ JURY S0UTIM=
ERkEiA e NowRst B sc > o { -
(1) TC FilILITATZ MO “““X‘”T\G F. THE 373:CH

}i5CORDED, (2) TAID I T3I7T I T""I«Q“‘“‘I“ o
TaT "IF‘F‘<“2_I‘I‘ PPIIKIRS, (3) 70 ITIDITENQUE TRIAL,
i c

15 IFLL 48 PVD"I"" ORITINAG

IF THE R ED OPUZCH F0R USE 3V

SOANMINGATTY -35‘ '.’TTN'-ES.TS ATRTY ay
ISIT VHICH MIGHT 32 ['MEN TOTHID ~
CONSIDERATION 3V T2 JUTBT ol oeasoatak s R m s wt=

in Kilpatrick v. Hilpatrick, 223 Ccnn, 213, 333 i, 745 (Surreme

Sourt of Irrors) defendant in a2 divorce prosecution was permitted to

T ranvie xr&r - o .
introdu & in evidenceArecording§Acf frior ccnversaticns between him

and core of riintiff's witnesses which tended to discredit the witness®®

Creeretemyse, _he recordings were made oy means of a 'speak-o-phone

install=d in®fenduint's ilibrary which was wired 1o 2 machine in an

adjoining room and which recorded cn metal voris sgpo n Dy

. N . v e .

s roroes in e library, 31 tachnician 1lstoned in vith =.or-phones

jon

uring the conversaticn and simultaneously heard znd rade noves of the
onversation as it was reppoduced on _he metal discs, A stenographer,

~

ishkind, transcribed the audible particns of -2 corversation recorded,

ri

£ which could not Le understood, znd "is lranscript, supplemented by

all of
.he notes nf the technician, provided a complete #ritten record of the
conversation, ‘

Me case was tried before the court withsut a jurv. In-eustaining
the trial court's action in cverruli-g nZaintiff's cbjiection to the ad-

mission in evidence of the transcript of the recordings made by the steno-

grapher, Fishkind, %he z2ppellate court said:

bd
“uote a no b oon o, TR
N . TLET I r's
: i e Zereco rg oninicn batwean tha /tran crlpt of

the recorcing and in eXgart's alsiract of velumnincus cocuments seems to be
sound. The admissibility »f' such avstracts, of course, i3 gzenerally accepted.

In Burtcn v. Driges, 27 U.3. 125, 134, the Court s-.id:

<



Jhen 1L is necessary to prove the results of
voluminous facts or of ithe examination of many
books and pipers, and the examination cannot

be ccnvenlently made in court, the results may
be proved Ly the person whc made th= examination.

The general rule with respect tc the admissibility of such summary
testimery 1s stated as follows in Wigmore on Zvidence, vol. IV, Sec. 1230:

“there a fact could be ascertaired oniy by the in-
spection of a large number of :documents made up of
very rumerous detziled statement sy i
#IREEGE 3t 15 obvious that it would often be prac-—
tically out of the question to a.ply the present
princirie by requirin~ the producticn of the entire
mass of documents and entries to e perused by the
jury or read aloud to tham. The convenience of trials
demands that other evidence ke allowed o be offered,
in the shape of kwxkimmmyx the testimony of a compe-
t.ent witness who has perused the entire mass and will
state sumrarily the net result. 3Such a practice is
well establis“ed to be prorer.

The courts unanimously approve such a general rule, including the
Oistrict of Columbia CZourt of Appeals, in McNell v. United States, 25 F.2

697, 7¢3 (U.C.Appeals, 1936.)

f,ﬂﬁ¥==&52§§§§:§f:f
ev;&cncey—each

recordings w—med—-;n

; musical renditions, broadcast annou

a-
. - I} .
mehts, conversations, commem&s by the defendant, =tc., sréd—eseh—roouwirin
L
Ed
—LD:I'I 3:{4:: ol MO eerrrrres . kiRt ettt Tor Y
| staidic condiilie i r e e e ot SR S e e 2 Sora A 22 aat e 2 o7 e S U 2 ol
1 e ot 3 L:‘;_‘n]n,,[' e At o UU““J‘ ;{, Vl‘-r,- b laececords ny
J] "\1/‘
»Li" E2zames & Ao Lo r o aavs a0 ko yaod oy a0 LW‘L s ke
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ﬁjm—t*ieéx An accurate trafiscript of the spoxen wqrds made by a compete

SPURETTTITES . “Suchrrrrreetrre-yorr it mprm&t\i“a”u T

i, -3 s . LN
wikwexx stenographer, identifyirg the viricus speakers mmt would greatly
; i

i Kd
itate an understanding cf the recordings and could im eliminate the nec

1

bf playing all the records. Such a transcript, gleaning {r
E would seem to be \
€d material all pertinent speech,/fx in principle/the same™3s an akbcour

recor

,_/w
In the Kilnatrick case the court further draws the analogy between the
use cf a transcript of a recording and an interpreter's testimony as to
“he meaning of words spoken in a foreim tongue. This appears to be an apt
xxx¥xEx cemparison.  The use ¢f an interpreter, both as to oral testimony
ind written documents ir.a foreivn Linguage, is so common to all courts in
the United 3tates that nc citation cf authority on the subject is corcidared
1ec.. IIry.  In 2 case 4l btar the transcripts of thWe recordings are noth ng
more in principle than an interpreter's the words spoken, pres=
in written rather than oral [orm fcy iHe greater convenience of the Court and
fwry. The interpretaticr is more accurate, however, zince it records the iden
cal ~ords spoken and’’not a paraptrase oféigé words in a different language. T
is cogent argument fér the a 55ibility of the transcripts since they serve t
necitat f£ ~ {over?

e
r
o.



afford exact
mxxki® the jury a more accurate understanding of the/language speitem than could

Lo mo sony < e vanlly of £ Laems —t !
be achieved without their use, whileAservlh‘ at the same time to speed and simpli-

-

fy the processes of trial.
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Aid tc Hearing
e et e st st

Many of the recordings involved contain icud static noises which
prevent one, unaccustomed to listening to recordings of transoceanic
broadcasts, from readily understanding the spoken vords, (}LAﬂ A«f{”“*bhf‘

il st A ,zu,-/«»?«..l. IS PSPPI 7 B SN SR U -+,M“/4.A o
The situati~n presented appears ro be perfectl: analagous to cne <.,

-,
involving barely lzgible handwritcen documents. In this latter case "
ev1dencp of is s
XX competent porsonsyxxxx uniformly ad- ‘%
.
. L A . hre,
mitted Lo prove the writing on she cuestioned document. 2
e This rule is of ancient origzin and is expressed in Tmomoebocis -
. A 2.
sorpus Juris , a5 fallows:
7’
#here a writirz is illeeible, parol evidence 1= as A

Lo the matter evidenced thereby is necessarily ad-
missicie, and, if the writing is obscure and diffi-
cult to read, the evidence c¢f persons skilied in de-
ciphuring writing is admissible to show what it is,

The rule has found acceptance in many states by {orce of statute, Cal

ornia at an zarly aze incorporatad into its criminal code the following

“Men the craracters in which an instrument is written
are difficult to be deciphered, or the languare of the
instrument is not understood by the court, the evidence
of persons skilled in déciphering the characters or who
understind the languaze, is idmissible %o declare the
characters or the meaninz of the languare, <(Jalif, C.C.P.
1372, Sszc. 17%3.)
3imilar provisions in the criminal codes of other jurisdictions are
the following: Canal Zcne 5.C.F., 1934, Zsc. 1781, Phillipine Islands,

C.C.P. 1731, 3ec. 272; Or=gon Code, 193¢, Sec. 9-21%; Mentana Rev, Code,



x_\ /'r_‘,

~
. - . : 1. o .
3bqt1nu1n; th2 anaicgy between c-oncgraphic recorclpgé and written
™,
i

documents, ?“u«iiir, the law seems to T= well sattliedthat where a writing

e

-
is difficult to d?biger because of ~:3 age, poor penmanship, defective
o R
., -~ S
r1per, or other reasons, Mranscrips of #heir contents rrepared by a quali
ot .
Tied expert may be mxed introduEBQ 4

- v - . .
31 Jorpus Jur. Sec. Sec. .7 ,‘wi&fces the rule as follows:
-
~,

-

dhere a writdfg is illezible,“garcl zvidence as

to the mapgfer evidenced -hercty “\s necessarily

2dmissiple, and, if the sriting is>5h§cnre and oA
diff C

ir

o show what it is.

uit to read, the avi ” T¥Kkil.iea
X - phering writing is adWissible

Seems

This rule

to have been consistently followsd ti the courts of England as well as the
United States.

For instans, in Masters v, ¥asters, Ix 1 P.Wms. 425 (17123,) a suit
invelving the constructior of a handwritten will, the reporter records
the follcwing acticor taken by thé court:

Where the will was writ b5lindly, ahd bardly
legible, andas to the money-legacies writ
in figures, it was order=d to be referred to
the Master to e xamins, and se= whatthose
legacies ware, and to be assisted by such
as were skilled in the art of writing.

In_Stope v. Hubbard, 7 Cush. Mass. 597 {1251) the trial court ad-

mitted the testimony of handwriting exparts on the issue of whether a

figure was a "2" or a #42 "4." In holding this ruling prcper, the

aprpeliate court said:

Ihe testimony of witnesses, offered as experts
in handwriting, was righ.iy admitted. T-e ruie
is well settled, that when the characters in
which a paper is written are obscure and dif-
ficult to be deciphered, the evidence of persons,
whom practice and experiznce in examinirg writing
have made skillf i, is competent for the purpose
of aidirz the court or [iry in arriving at a true
reading of the document, +igam on 94ills (3d Ed.)
C 12, 1°2, >94; Masters v. Masters, 1 P.Wms. 425;
Norman v. Morell, 4 Ves. 769; Sheldon v. Benham,
4 Hill 129; ind see Armstrong v. Burrows, 6 Watts.
268, :



In State v. Jethereil, 70 Vt. 270, the defendant appealed from
a conviction for rape on the -round that the trial court erroneocusly
admitted a handwriting expert to decipher a document sent by him to
the prosecutrix., It appeared that this document was a copy of "The
Black Cat," 3 magazine, in which the defendant hand dotted or marked
cerfain words which, read in proper scquence, conveyed a message. The
appeliate ccurt said:

If the prisoner marked and dotted those words and
letters, the communicatisn was as much a letter

from him as though he had written the sume thing

in his own hand: and it was competent w0 call any-
one to make the decipherment, whether expert or not,
as much as it would be to read a letter so illegibly
Written as to be difficulit to make cut. If the
prisoner claims=d that the witness did not decipher
correctly, he sas at liberty to show it. 'Je do not
understand tha: the witness wmwimt did more than to read
the communicaticn as he deciphered it.

It was proper ror the magazine to fo to the jury, that
they might decipher. the communication for themselves

if necessary, as it was for them to show what was
written there.

In _State v. Sysinger, 25 S.D: 110 (1910) ietters ware admitted in evidence
e

written by the defendant to his wife which in effect admitted his guilt of

the of fense of rape for which he was charged. Jith respect to his objectio

tb the use of an expert witness to decipher the ietters, the appellate cour:

said:

It is further contended by the derendant that the

court erred in overruling the objection of the de-
fendant to the introductin~ of evidence of an ex-

pert to explain Lo, or interpret for, the jury the
letters so alieged Lo have heen writtzsn bv the de-
Jomdint c -~ tis fife, but we ars ¢f the opinion that

the court committed no error ir permitiing the ex-

gert to explain them., The letters were so poorly
written and unintelligible to ths ordirary juror that

it would be difficult for him to readi them. The ex-
nert, whowas a clerk in the post office at <Shamberlain,
familiar vith handwriting, and competent te testify,
gzave what appears to have been an interpretation of

the ietters, ir. Greenleaf in his work on zZvidence,
{volume 1, Sec, 280) sayd: "+t is also superfluous

to add that the rule dees not axclude the tes timony

of experts to aid the court in the reading of a written
instrument. I the characters are difficuit to be de-
ciphered, or the languase, whether technical, or local
and provincial, or altogether foreign, is not understood
by the court, the evidence of persons skilled in de-
ciphering writing or who undersiood the langua~e in which
the instrument is written, or the technical or local mean-
ing of the terms employed, is admissible to declare what
are the characters, or to iransiate the instrument or to
testify to the proper meaning of the particular words."

B ro



Iqﬁ&gg'ler V. Hard? 127 N.Y. 235, involving the mmoocxxmxkxrrooms

interpretation of a cash receipt in which an expert itestified as to
abhreviated
whether a certain written/word @as "July" or "January," the appellate

The principle involved is whether it may be shown

what t-e word in a written instrument is. To a

person or a juror (if we may suppose the latter case,)
who can neither read or write, it is ndisvensable that
someone who can should be alleowed to testily what the
vords are. [his course would ve necessary in such case,
however plainly written or printed the vcrds might bte,

Upon the same principie it is allowable for the jurymen
who are periaps oniy mderavelr skilled in letters and
vords, to determine +hat the letters and characters are
and what word thay make. The jurors may do this from
the knowledge they aiready possess and such as they gain
during the trial by tha readineg and the comparison they make
with other writings already introduced ir evidence. Indeed
the court held in the opirnicn i~ this case at General Term
that the Jjury might compare the receipt in question with
the dates and letters in the note and the other writings to
determine the date of the raceipt. If such comparison may
be made by unskilled yEx jurymen, whv shoild they not be
aided and mmmX enlightened as they may bz in analegous
cases by the genuiness of handwrit! g, alterations and
assimilations by mer who have made the subject of “and-
writing a study andhave cbtiined skill and proficiency
in that branc” of knowledge. As no objection was made that
the witness was incompetent, it must be assumed that hewas
qualified as an expert Lo give his opinion and the grounds
of it in aid of the jury. (citing authorities.)

If we analyvze the practical processes which have to be gone
through with ir order to elicit and apply this kind of evi-
dence, whether from experts or lay witnesses, we shall find

that the witness is reguired tc examine and determine what

the letters and characters or even hierozlyphics are and

#hat word they form in combination. The word thus formed

may be in a native or foreign language ind if it is foreign,
then another process is yvet o be gone thrcugh with before

iz can reach the apprehension of the lay mind ana that is, to
interpret its meaning into the native ianguage of the juror.

The testimony of erpert witnesses {rzcuently exemplify one or
both of these processes and are of commen use in the investi-
gationscarried o~ in courts of justice and in other avocations.
It often becomes necessary and pertinent in judicial proczedings
to introduce foreign laws am to interpret their meaning to the
comprehensicn of the juror notv fzmiliar with the foreign languag
(The court then cited numercus authorities ir support of its vie:

=2/



In Kux v. ocank, 92 N.W. 228, 93 Mich. f11, the court a2dmitted
expart testimony a3 tc whether or not written figures in a bank book

were supposed to be "3105" or "3405."
In Sheidon v. 3enmham, 4 Hill N.Y, 179, the court admitted a bank

emcioyee to testify Lo the meaning of certain abbreviations used in

connaction ~ith the administrative procedure involved in the collection

of biila and notes.

’a*lfornla at an zarly date ircorncrated into itg onet SREFTT PR 8
- cmres - ‘“A-#J

o i e T

2 receipt of uesnlmonv @ mXpraxm  interpretative o

B 4
fnot r2adiiy understan e documents. L ég’f j
"When the charact¥mg in which auirnstrument ;a' {
written are difficulc ordéc iphered, or,the
g language of the 1nstrumen not understood by l
the court, the svfdence of pers i
ciphering, the characters or who ung X
language, is admissible to decl¢re the cbaf&q&ers
are the :aning of the 13nz29ge." Calif, C.C.P. ]
it Jec,. 1863, L

¢ o i, PN
; Similar provisions in the ci}uﬁggl codes q;ég;hnv‘*ﬂ?‘gaictlons e
the following: Sanal Zone C.3<P., 1934, Sec, 1881; Phillipine Isiand, J
A
J

@.C.P 1301, Sec. 292; Oregon Code, 1930, Sec. 9-219; Montana Rev. Cod
{ ,‘,M

921, 305 ’

Other cases supporting the general rule are Hardin v. State, 27

Miss. 568, 523; Beach v, O'Riley, 14 d.Va. 58; Rex v. Williams, & C.&P.

L34 ; Halrath v. Whittekind, 2§‘Kans. 4825 Arvhur v. Roberts, 60 Barb. 580.

——
TR TINN 15 HopKins v. otat

T Casy e

36p, 65 N.E. 173, which the court held an expe S not qualified to
tgstify that perpindicular
!

w#ll were made in the handwri

!
ﬁandwrltlng within t
i
o

n handwriting

y distinguishable frcm the cases cited abo
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Jen, 3 ' ’ Co

MR, KELLEY - Will you please return lir, Ward's L
(US Marshal - Dial 1228, Ext: 2854)
call around 2 o'clock today; he called

you at 12:10,

C—
Mrs., Shepherd

Fxts 733, left folloving messages:

She said vhen she talked with you <

arlier this morning she nientioned that

attendants fees for Hansford & Tynslzey should

come out of appropriation "!iscellancous

' Salaries and Ixpenses.!" Ilowecver she checled
end they would rether have the money taken oub
of eppropriation "Fees of Vitnesscs", so you ‘
can ask the liarshal at the same time vyou reguest ¢
he issue TR's for Hansford & Iynskey, also
Tequest he 1ssue [R's for wheir anLtendants and
advise him 34—wi expenses will be made out
to Appropriation, "Fees of ‘iltnesses."

She dictated followins sentence to be incorporated@
in letters to liarshals requesting they advance
fees of 10, or rore:

(It is understood, of course, thet the
procedure set out on page 503, Foint 23 of the
United States Marshals' lianual will be followed |
with respect to requesting reimbursenent from
the lMarshal in the District of Colunbia,)

\ Mo ol St 20

»

MR. KELLEX:
i

TR!'S for following:

1, Plack 1
2., Doman 2
3, Houben 1
4. von Richter 2
5. Haupt g 1

# o3 ¥ o 3¢

T.R. #J 722,752 = Coach

TR's
First Class Ticlhet #J722,746
Lower Berth #JT722,747

TR J722, 748 - Coach.

TR's
First Class Ticket J722,7/9
Lower Berth J722 750

TR J722,752 coach reil fare.

33 3 ¢ 3% 3 ¥ % i

Mrs, Wilkins suggests in the letter that they

be advised to complete

the TR by filling in the

Railroad Company, signino,ete.

tms

Yo ados Coosclmait, ® (TR~ Fout.

7/ Jaeer



JF¥C:itus
16-7-51-1708 April 11, 1949

James J. Laughlin, Esquire,
National Press Duilding,
14th and ¥ Street, H. W.,
Washington, D. C.

Ky dear Mr. Laughlin:
Re: 'nited States of America v. ldred E.

Slsk, also known as Wildred Elizabeth
0illars; Criminal No. 1111-8.

I am enclosing a copy of appellee's Counter-designa-
tion of Record filed this day in the aubject case. I am also
enclosing copy of Order Designating Original OQovernment Ex-
hibits to be Included in the Record on Appeal, signed this day,
about which I spoke to you and to which you said you had no

objection.
Yours very truly,
- T J. FRANK CUNHINOHAK,
Attorney, Criminal Division.
Boclosure
No. L19999.

Q~n
,



AMC s JUK$JFCtejw
Ui6eT=51m1708 April 28, 199

Res United States v. ildred B. Si'k, aka
Wldred Elisadbeth Gillars

Inclosed Isrewdith are exmouted copies of the following
wm‘mumminmwms

1e Stipulation that dafendant!s Prayer Ho, 7, an-
omeed thareto, is 8 truo and accurmte copy of
Mi.m&.kummﬁ
in the trial of the swhject cmse and that such
rayer was dexnied,

26 swadmumotmdimlnﬂm
the faregaing stipulation,
Yeary truly yours,

JOHN i, KELIEY, JR.
Special Agsistant to the Attorney Genasal

cc John M, Kelley, Jr.
Jo Fo Cumningham .~

O



Uay 6, 1949

Joseph W, Stewart, Clerk
United States Court of Appeals

rfor tha District of Columbia Circuit
Washington, D.C,

Dear Mr., Stewarts

In connection with letter of lay 4 with re-
gard to thae appeal of Mildred B, Gillars, I failed teo
furnish a copy of thias letter to Mr, John . Kslley, Jr,

of the Department of Justice, who had the handling of ¢
case in the court below,

In arder that the Court may know that this hag
been done I am enclosing » copy of a latter addressed thia
day to Mr, Eelley.

Very truly yours,

P
)Aw 7 =
Jamea J. Laughlin

BEnclosure

JJL:ech
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&
TR T ’
1A-7-R-1708
ague§ 13, 1300

Jomes J. Javghlin, Bagire
National Prese Iuilding
348h and P Street, ¥. Y,
Yashington, D, &,
Mb.mt

lﬂ Xidred ¥, G4llars (!ld:) s,
m |

meamdhnuhw
mnm'- mnauumm on Jall, ol
muwuaummu-mm
nuz.mm.uuwmwuuuu.mmt
ones.
Yours trdly,

,;' b W )
AStorney o

onew | | /9/



AKC:JFCimp
146-7-51~-1708

pecember 20, 1949

\

James J. Laughlin, Esouire,
National Press Building,
'1788?117121’;0!1, Do C.
Dear Mr. Laughlin:
Enclosed are two coplies of Appellee’s brief and
joint appendix filed this day in the subject cause.
/ .

Yours very truly,

J. Frank Cunningham

recerds
chron
Currirghaa



AMGIFC:mp

146-7-51-1708
December <1, 1949

James J. Laughlin, Esquire,
National Press Building,
%ashington, D. C.
Dear Mr. Laughling
Enclcsed herewith is another copy of Appellee's brief
ard joint appendix.

Yours very truly,

J . Frank Cunningham

/0%



FILE COpy

CHROM)LOGI OF SIGNIFICANT FACTS

1900 AN EVENTS | :
NOVEMBER 29....... .<..Date of Defendant’s birth at Portland, laine. ——y o
. m - .
1933 |
JANUARY v ecvees o vesss.Dafondant departed from the United States and arrivggesy
in Algiers,<North Africa. m,
| g
1934
JULY ceeevecensncannns «..Defendant.. departad Algiers and traveled through Ausprewy
and Hungary. e |
=D
SEPTEMBER lfeeeeeese.s.Defendant entered Germany where shes contimued to.r
until 1948 (save for various trips of short dur:%
to divers cities in Furope). 3
1935 . e
;»ﬁ
JANUARY 4 e e evneoneannns Defendant became employed by the BSL--Berlits Schoofxie
of linguages -and:continued in such employment unt
1938._ rry
1939 ‘ w-
SEPTEYBER l...........Cerman.Army invades Poland. 4 RN

PRI |
" gude
SEPTEMBER 3ececcceces .England and France declare war on Germany.

19h0

APRIL.................Defendant ‘becaxe .employed by the Germen European-Readio .
Station (senderBremen), as a:fres-lance announcesr.

MAY Gevevcnenannnn ....Defandant made her first broadcast to Englanmd and con-
tihued dadly to perform the.duties of a.program -
announcsr up to the Spring of 1943. Throughout nid
period. defendant . also.participated in the recording
of musical (cabaret) programe and radio plays. - Prior
to the entry of the United.States in the war, defend-
ant became a regular participant in a series of
recorded short-wave programs:entitled."Club of Notions,¥
which progran was systematically broadcast to the. :

United States. i
‘70«/,9 - /'/ B :

I e

MAY 10...... +eeecsss.Oormany inveded Western Europe. Rk f'l P}l‘

JUNE 10.eceeereeessaItaly invaded southern France.

JUHE 22...0ceseesee.France surrendered.

DECEMBER 15.u4 sss.British forces invaded Libya.

FELEASE RETLT THIS MATERL
Vm CORFIDERT AL ks,




9L
APRIL 6...cceves-..Cormany invaded Greece and Yugoslavia.
JUKE 22.ccessccsee.Gomany and Rumania invaded Russia.
DECEMBER 8.........United States declared war on Japan.
DECEMBER 11........0ermany and Italy declared war on the United States.
DECEMBER 11........The United States declared war on Germany and Italy
(the action of the United States followed the
declarations of Germany and Italy).
42

NOVEMBER 7.+.+......The United States Army, Navy and Air Force commenced
landing operations in North Africa.

DECEMBER 25........Defsndant inaugurated her weekly "Home Sweet Home"

programs, beamed from Berlin to United States troops
in North Africa.

1943
JANUARYe.caesess.-.Defendant inaugurated her daily "Morocco sendung"” pro-

gram, beamed to the United States troops in North
Africa. .

JANUARY 27 4eeescs..United States Army Alr Farce carried out its first
attack on enemy objectives in Germany.

MAY l..ceeceeecessossApproximate date of the inauguration of defendant's
"iidge at the Mike" program, beamed weekly from
Berlin to Women of the United States.

m lO.Qol...QCOOQTh‘ Alliﬁs inﬂdﬂd SiCily.

AUQUST 1...........Ths German Cverseas Radio Station moved its headquarters
and facilities from Berlin to Koenigswusterhausen.

SEPTEMBER 3........The Allies invaded Italy.
OCTOBER 13.4¢.0....1taly joined the Allies and declared war on Gemany.

NOVEMBER«e«ses.a...Defondant inaugurated her visits to German camps for
American prisoners of war, for the purpose of record-
ing messages for broadcasis to the United States.

19l

Juns 6seeeeeee.....The Allied invasion of Rurope began with landings on
the Northern Coast of France.



19ld; (conttd)

AUQUST 17.¢cceesccecsss-Allied forces captured Chartres, in central
France,

AUQUST 25.¢.....veee.-...The City of Paris was liberated.
1945

APRIL 19¢evvcccencenn. ..Defendunt broadcast her last "Norocco sendung®
program to the United States troops.

APRIL 2)ee.tceeecaasa...The Russian Army entered Berlin.

eeesssessss.The Cerman Radio reported the death of Hitler.

eeesss-essCermany surrendered unconditionally to the Allles.
1546

BARCH 15.¢cceaecananns ...0efendant was arrasted, in Berlin, Germany, by

Agents of the Counter Intelligence Corps, United
States Forces, European Theatre.

DECEMBER 12..0400.0...0.Defendant was released from custody under pro-

visions whereby she was required to report

bil-monthly to the United States wilitary
authorities.

JANUARY 224iecceesesess.Defendant was rearrested by United States Military
Authorities in Germany.

1918

AUGUST 2leeeesessacessssThe defend nt was returned from Frankfurt, Germany,
to Washington, D. C., in the custody of mili-
tary authorities and lummediately following her
landing at Bolling Field, she was arrested upon

a warrant bty Special Agents of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation,

AUGUST 2l.ieseeecssacseDefendant was arraigned befores the United States
b Commi ssioner,

SEPTEMBER 10............Indictment was returned in the District of Columbda
c charging the defendant with the commission of
treason.

SEPTEEBEE 2Ueeecnnaen.. .Defendant was arraigned before Judge lcGuire; bail
was denied.



