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May 19, 1947

Mra, Elesanor Roosevalt
Hyde Park, Duchess County
Hew York

Subject: Mental Casualtlies in World 11
Dear Mra. Roosevelt:

Recently at & Town Hall lecture here a speaker made ths state-
ment that 50% of the casualties in World War 11 we~re mental
casuelties.

This seems sxcessively high and so in order to verify the
statement I wrote to the Surgeon General of the War Dept. in
Washingten D.C. His reply was quite lengthy snd went into a
lot of detail but still left me in & quendary as to whether
the spesker was justified in making the statement. He also
sald that Russia only had 5% mental casualties and Englend 3%.

The letter from the Surgeon Genersl in part resds "accodng to
statistics available, 39.2% of all discharges through medical
chennels from 1941 to 1945 were for neuropsychiatric reasoms.
This smounted to m little over 588,000 men. In addition, there
were 163,000 men discharged through administrative channels
because of hablts and tralts of character or inadaptabllity to
tha service. These two figures when added together amount to
49% of all discharges for either physicel or mental reasons.

If 49% 1a used as s figure for all separations due to neuro-
psychliatric ressons 1t must not be interpreted as belng for
purely "mental™ . .« + « « s« + « Neurological diseassea are in-
cluded, which are not mental. . « « « « If those discharged
through medical and administrative channels are thought of

as B totel percentage of 100, then 47% were separated for
psychoneurcsls snd 10% for phychosis. This amounts to about
one-helf of those discharged for neuropaychispric reasoms, B
broadly speaking, aend which are in a senss "mentsl" reasons.

« + s« « shope the foregolng helps to make clear what 1s mesnt

by the statement referred to as 50% of casualties of World War

11 were mentasl in origin."

In your oplnion, would you say, brosdly spesking, that the
Town Hall speake~r was correct in his atetement? This sub-
ject has become very controversisl smolng various groups here
and 1s being discussed g great deal. We would indeed value
your opinion on the subjeet.

Very truly yours, : /

-

p—

Alyece ting (Mrs. F.M @
499 Marina Blvd.
3an Franclsco 83, Callf.

P.s, I thoroughly enjoyed your speech which you made here in
March at the Scottish Rite Templs,
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OLIVER I;WITIN G

AT.ﬁnnquuin 4 8387 LONDON 10-12 East 23rd 5t
s MNew York City, 10
AlLgonqyin 4 8388 October 16, 1945 s,

Mrs, Eleanor Roosevelt

c/o Unted Features SByndicate
The Daily News Building

East 42nd Street

New York City

Dear Mrs, Roosevelt:
Please accept the enclosed greeting ocard with my compliments,

I feel certain you would like to have one, as 1t represents in plotorial
form something with which the name Roosevelt will be forever assooiated,
*A United Worla", :

Surely, for anyone with an international outlook, it would be difficult
to discover a more appropriate expression ¢f-the season®s greetings,
Here ie a design for Peace in perfect harmony in Christmas wishes, and
ite distribution might do much to bring home W possibility of permanent
peace to a war weary world,

Bincerely yours,

ﬂﬁ‘

OKW:TC OLIVER K. WHITING OF LO 8

Eno,
J\‘?’N;-’
a.#.
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