


June 27, 1646

" Dear Mr, Attorney Generaly

Could yoy tell me what-we are etill
holding oonnuianunu- obJjectors in
prison?

It‘lulla tu me that the time hu ‘oome . '

- %o free these men, no. mttw how 4if.

-d1gult and umm‘:o seem to
have been, At lnlt thcy would no
longer be a burden on the taxpayers
and oan earn thelr own livings,

Very uimamlrl yours,
s SR
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_ June 27, 1946
My dear Mr, Parker and Friends)

I am not swrprised t the gourt refused
to oonsider defenae of the eopaolente
« fous objegtors when they alleged t
they are diacbeying illegal orders, sinoce™
these ordera were government orders and
entirely legal, are only illegal
because you choose to consider them so
:tl: a mnnnimﬁm nhj:::nr baais, -
én you are a minoréty, you are
obliged to take the judgment of the
majority, even tho it makes you
suffer what you oonsider an injustioe,

I think not to. acoept Emlé is rather
stupid on your parf, However, I thihk
it will relieve the taxpayers if ﬁ“
are all allowed to b@ free, and sinoe
the war is ovor, I think you should be
free, However, I am not the one to
deoide so I have referred your letter

* to ths Attorney General,

Very sincerely yours,
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Box No. PMB 1940
Federal Correctional Institution
Sandstone, Minnesota

June 20, 1946

Mra. Franklin D. Roosavelt
Hyda Park, New York

Dear Mra. Roosavelt;

Your pesition as chairman of the Commisslon on Human Rights and

your support, before the drafting committes of the Economic and

Social Council, of the extension of functions of the Commission

to any matter concerning human rights prompts us to write you of
cna of the viclationa of human righta in the United States.

The underaigned are among the some 2000 objectora to participation

in war who are in prison for vielation of the Selsctive Sarvice

Act, because they falt impslled by their consciences or by commands

from a Suprema Heing to 8o act. Soma wers not granted recognition

as conascientious objectora by over-zealous draft boards and were :
imprisoned for not entering the army as were some who wers recoy- Q
nized as sincers conscientious objectors but who refused to take ;

part in noncombatant work in the army to which they weres ordered.

Others refused to go to the payless labor camps provided for \_
conscientious objectors, and others refused to work or walked out -y
of those camps after experiencing the punitive arrangement thera. ?‘ ﬂP' “
The courts, with rare exceptions, refused to consider evidence ﬂ I hlfr
teatimony, offered as a defense by a conscientious objector at 'P

his trial, which would show that the conscisntious objector was | gép l}\
Lbeing tried for discbeying an illegal order issued by the draft .{(ﬁ |

beard. Net till February 4, 1945, did the Supreme Court say that |’ l.}‘
an improper draft classification could be used as a defense in a ‘_'pj'
trial. The Supreme Court has never ruled on the legality and
constitutionality of payless laber camps and refused to hear the

tust cases brought to that Court by two of the signers of this
lattar.

We are quoting here a portion of a pertinent latter which was

sent to President Truman by the Union for Democratic Action, of
which you are an lionorary Sponsor. Tha letter was dated June 7,
1u46, and was signed by Mr. James Loeb, Jr., Hational Director,
on behall of the Uoard of Directors. The letter said, in part;
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“ye treasure and are very proud of our country's record. on
civil liberties especially during the difficult war period.
we velleve this record a vindication of our confidence in
tie democratic inteyrity of our pation out we Lelieve
further that if this splendid record is to be continued we
mist pow grant amneaty to the 2,400 men 8till in prison amd
to the juuwd in Civilian Public Jervice camps.

“lhe fact that technically the end of the national emer ency
hus not Leen declared does not Jjustify the retention in
pedcetime of more than 6000 citizens whose only crime was
conscientious objection to war and conszription. This ceooms
especially true in view of the fact that amnesty has alroady
been granted to almost one million political prisoners in
Jupan and to countless numbers in Jermany. Surely &b lsaat
ayual lenieney should be shown to our ovm dissenting citizens
whose loyalty was never under guestion.

"ije urge you, Mr. Preaident, to take immodiate action to
srant annesty to all conselentious objectora still in eustody
and to return them to full eitizenship. we are convinced
that such action would Le welcomsd by the Americsn peagle

48 4 symbol of this country's detwrmination to defemd the
rights of minorities ut a time when the democratic faith is
being contested in so many parts of the world."

lteprusentative Joffee recently stated in a letler to Prosident
Truman that by [recing conscientious objectors

“we can ut hioma show we are applying: those prinei;des of
civil and reli icus liverty which we insist other natlong
should cbserve. Let us practice what we proach besors we
attenpt to Le presumptuous to the other countries of the
world. Iet us demonstrate within our own boundaries our
adhurence to the lofty principles amd noble ideals to which
we profess to adhere."

In an attempt to call attention to our predicament, eijhit of us
are now participating in a "fast for freedom,” although we are
wow Leing given lorced [vedings of fluids daily.

Gonscientious objectors can Le released from prison by an amnesty
or by commulation of sentences. administrative personnel reply
to rupwsis for our releass with the announcement that a parole
jplan for conscientious objectors is working out well. Parole
relesses some men Urom prison under such restrictions us to
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constitute a modified form of imprisonment. PBecause we do not

feel we should cooperate in the punishment of prisoners of ﬁ { U':
conscience, we would not comply with the conditions of parole if - )’ m

it were offered. Parole does not meet the basic issues nor is (# Jﬁ i
parole applicable in a considerable number of cases, including

our own, and thus some must serve their entire sentences. (

4y -
The President has it in his power to grant an amnesty which will LJ”‘}/ ,‘!1
release all those imprisoned for adhering to their conscientious Q}f
beliefs. We hope that you will do what you can on this problem of P_
human rights. Perhaps it would be best to bring before the (o f
Economic and Social Council the laryer problem of the neceasity
for freeing all political priscners yet remaining in prisons in
this and some other countries. Perhaps you would wish to sugzest
Lo some non-governmental organization that it make representations
on behalf of political prisoners in this country, principally
objectors to war. e can only present the problem here and trust
that you will see some bit of helpful action which you will wish
to take.

; Yours sincerely, ;2
Charbe &2 ﬂﬁ "

TEa PR

Walter Gormly Malecolm Parker

Charles Worley Henry Dyer

David Jensen (3lenn Hutchinson @ “
Bill Taber Iyal Roodenko £
Richard Zumwinkle John E. Hampton

~‘.
T
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(Dffice of the Attorney General
ij.ﬂ.
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Mrs. Eleanor Rocsevelt |
Val-Kill Cottage -
Hyde Park, Dutchess County

New York w‘u
My dear Mrs. Roosevelt:
In your letter of June 27 you inguired concerning

the consclentious objectors in prison and I have delayed my
reply in order to obtain the most recent information for you.

Therse are at present only about 175 persons in
prison for violating the Selective Service Act who olaim to -
be conscientious objectors, and not all of these can be
described as bona fide consclentious objectors. Many of these
ware sentenced comparatively recently and most have nmot been in
prison as long as they would have been required to serve in the
armed foroes or in altermative civilian service if % had
complied with the law, :

In oonsidering this gquestion, it 1s very important
to know the specific individusls who are involved and the facts
in their cases. Ths factual situations vary widely, thus making
it extremely difficult to consider or deal with them as a class.

~If you have any specific persons in mind we would be very glad

to review their cases and advise you regarding them.

In addition to those mentioned above who claim to be
oconsoientious objectors, thers are now approximately 1,250 Jehovah's
Witnesses in prison for violating thé Selective Service Act. As you
no doubt kmow, the Jehovah's Witnesses deny that they are conscien-
tious objectors and refuse classification as such. We have made
every effort to get them to accept olvilian work essigmments, such
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as work in hospitale, but they refuse civilien work as well as
military service.

When I took office a year ago, there were about
3,200 persons in prison who were Jehovah's Witnesses or who
claimed to be conscientious objeotors. In addition, during
the past year there were about 500 new conviotions in these
categories. However, the mumber now in prison has been reduced
to less then 1,500 and many more will be released in the near
future.

Since V=J day I have given careful consideration to
the possibility of a general amnesty, but a review of all the
factors has indicated that such mction would be lnappropriate
at this time. In the first place, men who complied with the law
are still serving in the armed forces and in altermative civilian
service., Those who violated the law could hardly expect to return
to their homes before the veterans. In the second place, men are
etlll subject to induetion. Thus, many of those in prison would
be called agaln for service if they were released. In the third
place, it 1s necessary for the Department of Justice to contimue
to enforce the Act. A general amnesty for violators would seriously
handicap proper future enforcement. In the fourth place, there are
a number of old viclations pending in various stages of litigation
in court. In the fifth place, it is difficult to conceive of just
how you would describe the group to be covered by a general amnesty.
Lastly, a general amnesty is not necessary to bring about early
release from prison in meritorious oases, since such releases can
be brought about under the parole provisions.

During hostilities, consocientious objectors and Jehovah's
Witnesses were required to perform some type of civilian service,
such as work in a hospital, as a condition of parole. In fact, such
parole was available after 60 days. This seemed like a reasonable
proposition, but it dewveloped that the Jehovah's Witnesses and some
of the conscientious objectors would not accept parole under these
conditions. I therefore suggested to the Parole Board late last year
that those who have served one-third of their sentence, who are not
insincere, and who are no longer subject to induction be given parole



without any requirement of civilian service. The Parole Board
adopted this suggestion and consequently most of those in this
category have been released. This accounts in part for the large
decrease in the number in prison in recent months.

There is a small group of consclentious objectors in
prison who refuse to accept parcle. We are working on this
problem and may soon be able to find a solution. The largest
group remaining in prison is composed of Jehovah's Witnesses who
are still subject to service upon their release. This group of
young men without children presents the most perplexing problem,
Permitting them to return to their homes would likely result in
their being called up again and it would also be difficult for
their neighbore who are still in service or being inducted to
understand the situation. Nevertheless, I am continuing to study
the problem presented by this group so that they may be released
when such ection would not interfere with the future administration
and enforcement of the Act. Any suggestions you may have as to this
special problem would be deeply appreciated.

_ I hope that I have been able to give you some insight

as to the number of conscientious objectors and Jehovah's Witnesses
in prison and what we are doing to bring about their early releases.
The fact that the Committee on Amnesty stated in a letter dated

July 6, 1946, to the Editor of the New York Times and published

July 14, 1946, that there are 2,100 conscientious objectors in
prison discloses that even some of those most interested have failed
to keep up with the large number of releases in recent months.

Please let me know if there is any way in which I can be
of further assistance to you. I want to assure you that your interest
in writing about this matter is appreciated.

With kind personal regards,

Sincerely yours,

@"\’"Cﬂ_-—-—-ﬁ\._
Attormey General
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Mys, Bleanor Roosevelt
Val=Kill Oottage

HEvde P=rk, Dutchess County
Kew York

My dear Mre, Rocsevalt:

Inmlnm-f!-ﬂ nutnlm
the oconseientious objeetors in prison and I have delapyed my
raply in order $o obtain the most recent infor-stion for you,

There are 2t presant only sbout 175 persons ia
srison for violating the Seleective Service Aet who elaim to
be conscientious obhjeetors, and mos sll of these cam be
desoribed m# bonn fide eonselentious objectors. Muny of these
were sentenced conp rutively recently snd most have not deem in
prison »s lomg "8 they would have beem required to serve in the
armed forees or im slternetive eivilian service Af they hed
eomplied with the lew,

In considering this question, it Ilﬂﬂw
to kmow the speeific individusle who mre izvolved and the facts
in their capes, The fsetual situations vary widely, thus msking
nmummtummarmnun-u el:ss,
Ifﬂlhumuﬂlﬂimhuﬂanhmﬂu
to raview their eccees and sdvise you regerding then,

eladm

In cddition to those mentioned above whe to be
sonseientious objeetors, there are now upproximstely 1,250 Jehovah's
Witnesses in prison for violsting the Selective Jerviee sek, As you
no doudt Emow, the Jehoveh's Wituesses demy thut they sre comsciene
tious objestors and refuse classification as sueh., We have made
every effort to get them to sceept eiviliam work sasigmments, suech

CC: Records
Chrono
Ky, Bl11ff
Miss Healy
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