
CASE ADJUDGED 
IN THE 

SUPREME COURT OF THE UNITED STATE', 
AT 

JUNE 15 SPECIAL TERM, 1953. 

ROSENBERG ET AL. v. DENNO, WARDEN. 
ON MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE PETITION FOR ORIGINAL 

WRIT OF HABEAS CORPUS AND STAY OF EXECUTION. 

~o. 1, Misc., June 15 Spe,ial Term, 1953. Decided June 15, 1953. 

The ROS<:nbergs had been sentenced to death for conspiracy to vio-
late the E.pionage Act of 1917, and the time of execution had 
been fixed for the week of June 15, 1953. As the Court was about 
to adjourn the October Term, 1952, on June 15, 1953, their coun-
sel submitted a motion for leave to file a petition for an original 
writ of habeas corpus and stay of execution. Later that afternoon, 
the Court met in Special Term pursuant to a call by TH& CHIEF 
JusT1C8 having the approval of all the Associate Justices. All 
Members of the Court were present. Held: Leave to file pet.ition 
for an original writ of habeas corpus denied. 

John P. Finerty submitted the motion for petitioners. 
With him on the motion was Emanuel H. Bloch. 

PER CURIAM. 

The motion for leave to file petition for an original writ 
of habeas corpus is denied. 

MR. JUSTICE BLACK dissents. 

MR. JUSTICE FilANKFUR'l'ER. 

The disposition of an application to this Court for 
habeas corpus is so rarely to be made by this Court 
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272 Jl'XL 15 ~PEC'l.-\ L Tl• R:',i, 19,i:J. 
~t.ttrnu11t of FRANKrtHltR, J 3i6 U.S. 

directly that Congress has giVl'n the Court authonty to transfer sut'h an application to an appror , t< ~i.stnct court. 28 L'. :S. C. t 2241. I tlo not fa,·or such a dispo-s1t1on of this application because the au n ,e allega11ons now rnarlr ha.• already hPen con~idered by the District Court for thP. Southern Distnct o ~t" 'i ork a11d on review by the Court of \ppeal• for thP Srrond Circuit. XcithPr can I jom the Court in denyinp; the apphcat1on "1thout more I •ould set the appl atio,i down for hearing Ix-fore the full Court tomorrow forrnoon. Oral argument frequently has a force beyond -~ t e "'Titten word conveys. 
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