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January 4, 1944,

MEMORANDUM FOR
HON, JAMES F, BYRNES:

Will you be good enough to
speak to me about thie?

F.D.R.

Transmitting papers which the President
received from the Attorney Ceneral, 12/71/47,
in re Japanese situation, as per copies
attached,



Decenber 31, 1943

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIIENT.

Jimay Byrnes suggested that I send you this memorendum analywing
the Japarese situation,

I have talked to larold ILekes about it and I think he would be
willing to have ¥. R. A, transferred to Interiar.

Jimy Bymes is familiar with the situstion and you may wish
to discuss it with him, 1 have also talked it over with Harold Swith
who originally had a good deal to do with setting up W. R. A.

Hwﬂmi-hhh‘,IMLtmumm
as the feeling on the ‘est Coast is very strong and is extremely oritical
of the Administration.



December 30, 1942

ISERORANIAIN FOR THE PIESIIENT
et War lielocation Aathority Supervision of
gy oy oy

In response to your request for my views on the ocurrent problems involved
in the relocation of eitisens and nliens of Japsnese ancestry evacusted from
the Yest Comst, I advise you of the following rrineipal o asideretionsi

1. Batsntion.~ Emecutive Order 9102 of March 18, 1942 created the War
leloeatlon Muthority in the Office of Imergency Manrgement to shelter and feed
and to find employment firend reloente the 110,000 Japansss, two=thirds of them
Americen eltizens, evacusted by the lpr Uepartment from the lse% Compt, These
people have been detained inm ten relocation eamps throughout the Vest and Hiddle
Weet pending thelr relocstion in nommal imeriean 1ife throughout the country.
Under Direstor Uillon Myer, War eloestion Mathority hes already reloceted 22,000
of theee persons Shroughout the United States. This Job has beea done well and
at » rapid rate in view of the natural resistance of most communities to persons
of the Japamese Pece a¥ this time,

2. Press Acitatlon - The Japanese race prodles s seriously agsrevated by
influential groups of citisens of Californis and the Hearst press apparently for
the Major purpose of diserediting the Japanese minority eo completely that they
will be set spart permamently from the rest of the population and encoursged or
forced to go to Japan after the var an? discouraged or prevented from returning
to California. A successful relocation program is not vanted by these groups



No-ultmtu“tm-ntthlmunmﬂnl-nih-fmhm
to California after the war., The Decesber 30 fssus of "Time" magasine contains
an article which well summarizes these efforts %o incresse and exploit bitter
feeling ageinst the Japanese ninority.

3. m-mu.mnmm.m:mu remaining in relocation
centers, consisting of individuals or families of individuals thought likely to
be dislayal, have been segregated in a special camp at Tule Lake, California, in
the northeast cormer of the state a fow miles below the Oregon border. 4 ddstur-
hlulllh_ht-nlwmu.'-MInﬂnl.lul.ﬂd-lmul.r
exaggerated in & part of the West Comst preéss, touched off a new and extreme wave
nrminhlplmﬂlmuf:wumutq. WRA was so seversly
eriticized for alleged coddling of the Japanese-Americans that West Comst community
ummuw-uummumm The fast that 100,000
Jmmht‘lmhnhmtuuu“-f-rnrmnrurl.ﬂlhumthi
nhhhﬂ“l-nfmlqmuuﬂnmmlmn-fthtm
mhmﬂ;mm,m“lhnﬂuﬂmnmmumhh-
-llﬂuﬁmhl—llqluffﬂlﬂlﬂﬂlmﬂunhlﬂﬂﬁl“
Lake camp.

4. m.-hmimhl.mmﬂ-h-im
mﬂdhmlﬁth.ﬂlﬂwﬂh-lmﬂﬂmtﬂ“m
ﬂim-uuimuwmuunhmmulmmm; The
mtilh'hhn-nﬂ-ml-#ﬂuiﬂ.MMn.dﬂ—
1n—llﬂ-mnﬂl-nlitﬂ.nﬂmtllhﬂm-!hh¢m1hihmm
States, into normal American 1ifs. hmmmmnmmm
niumhmluu---mhhHuufulmu-hnuhhl;
mhhm.ullmlhﬂnphﬂplndu“l. It 1s
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continue after the war,

6. Political Asveots of the Froblem. - The amount of interest in the
Japanese problem on the West Comst makes it a general political problem. A pell
recently conducted by a Los Angeles paper indicated that Californians would vote
ten to one against permitting the United States citisens of Japanese ancestry
ever to return. Congressmen and others are tempted to make political capital by
urging a harsh regulation of the Japanese in response to the pudlic clamor whish
has been fostered. It is necessary to conduct the administration of the nrogram
80 that the least possible ground for public sensation snd such political setion
is available.

6. Administration of the Resebtlement Progragy. - WRA, a mew agensy created
for the purpose in the evacustion emergency, has been dealing vith a Job which
the var against Japean makes most difficult and thankless. Bome of its A1fficultiss
ﬂhﬁ-m-ﬂdﬁmﬂi—ndm-dﬂlhlunﬂdﬂ. instead
dhﬂuﬁﬂhm“m-mun-ﬂnhh-ﬁ“m.m
“mdlp_-ﬂwﬂrrmm“mmhhd-
member of the Cabinet and could rely on the relations of such a department with
the public and Comgress. Transfer to such a department would give it the benefit
of long established administrative procedures and might isprove administration.
The War Department has stated strongly, and the State Departsent has agreed, that
it should not receive the job becsuse Army supervision might lead to additional
hardship for American citisens under contrel of the Japanese government. MNoreover,
the War Department should not be burdened with the Job of resettlement of part of
the eivilian population. If WRA were %o be Yransferred to any department 1% would
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probably be either the Interior Department which has the sxperience of the Indian
Service and in generel has the type of jurisdiction and personnel %o do the Job,
or the Justice Department which through the Immigration and Naturalizatiom Service
has the experience of the detention and eare of alien enemies and aliens generally,
From the long-term view, however, it would fit better in Interior.

7. Separation of Regettlenent and Segresation. - It has been sugrested that
the segregated Japsness should not be handled by the same agency which handles
resettlement of the loyal Japamese because of the public tendency to attribute any
difficultdes with the disloyal to all of the Japanese. For that reason it might be
wise to place the Tule lake segregation camp and its security problems in the
Department of Justice which has primary responsibility for internal security. The
remainder of the WRA could them be tramsferred to the Interior Departmeat or kept
as & separate agency. Buch an arrangement however might involve serious administra-
tive Aifficulties in eperationm.

% Eublic Relations. - If any administrative change be made it 1s important
that 1% be accompanied by a eareful public statement endorsing the prineiple of
resettlement and the excellent way in which 1% has been carried out by WRA. GCare
should be taken to make 1t clear thet any change of administration is not a reflection
upen the WHA reloeation policy or administration becsuse falrmess %o WEA requires
this and if WRA vere diseredited the principle of resettlement might be diseredited
in the public mind and some support might de given to the erromecus 1dea that the
great majority of Japanese—American citiszens are not loyal and do not have the

usual constitutional rights.

Attorney Oeneral
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I understand that the House Committes thet is investigating
the Federsl Communications Commission has asked Nr. Hoover to testify
about some transactions between the Department of Justice and the
Commission thet relste to the internsl security of the country, It
is not in the public intersst to have these transactions discussed
publicly at thie tima. I do not wish Nr. Hoover or any other officer
of the Department of Justice to testify as to these matters, and the
Gorrespondence relating to them should not he pablicly dlsclossd. 1
#ave similar directlons to the Secretaries of Ynr and Navy last summer
when certein officers wers nsked %o tastify Before the comaittee with
regard %o matters relating to the exercice of war povers by the Army,
Navy, and 7. €. 0,

FHANKLIN D, RGOSEYELT

Jamuary 15. 1944

No papers accompanied the orlginal o this memorardun to the Attomoy
General,

/-Fr'l'\.:'./l ."H'-rr.r ‘}n--l'w.":f‘.frﬂ"- ¥ LU.C Sfae, 2-00)



il

tha
I hepe
e 1 e yeu,
f3 1T 1

Tor the

randun
f & nam

hed 1s the :
At

s age,
elephoned you a fev momen
I
SPNS S
o s Tt e
Fresident

i3
jji
33 =
i _ m M
ey . A\ _=_=___._==__==__ g o -
‘n‘.__tl-t wf fagy -l._nr.l_u_ L ! JFW £l nn..u-.._-.fc.. I
ﬂull a Tova,s .l_.-!l- Ll l_..-q..nln tag uu.uufan n!..l..__- iy
: e Slragy, 1) _r..l,r.__-u Ay ey ..:.?...n!- oeg, *oog,
L) T
L T, Sy 3 uus...u.___.: Loy fal o ¥ty nE_z.-.l-u
-c-lr.__.- -.l___;o.ll..s L L at o ouyy, U ety . af
gdsln.-’._uq u-..,!_.-.z:_-? Fog Sy by 5 iagp,
& pis [~ -
e P e Sty o " iy, ¥ or aup
I ._-_r!.-.: ﬂ:...f. . T
Thegy,, L,
|I|EI-|






Dear Miss Tully:
I have handled the attached latter
from Senator Guffey with extreme care.

Ite contents and tone are such that it ought
to be treated extremely confidentially.
I have, therefore, made no copies of the
Premident's memorandum and the Senatorts

letter for retention in our files, which

ordinarily we would do.

Sincerely :rnurt, ¢ D
Frencis Biddle
Attorney CGeneral
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ffice of the Attorney General ’
WashingtonB.C. ‘_,f:_,fi_

We have looked into the questions about the Reader's Digest
raised by your memorandum dated January 21, 1944. The best information
we can get 18 that Reader's Digest is not being assisted in the publi-
cation of its forelgn editions by any preferential treatment as to
transportation. The Army has assisted the publication of certain
newspapers and magazines in some theatres of operation, but apparently
Reader's Digest has not been given amssistance of this kind.

The War Production Board, which allocates the supply of
newsprint, has given Reader's Digest newsprint for use in its
foreign editions over and above its normal allocation for domestic
use. We are informed that this "ex—quota" paper amounted to approxi-
mately 1200 tons in 1943. The War Production Board made this arrange-
ment with Reader's Digest two or three years ago before the paper
shortage became mcute. BSome of the competitors of Reader's Digest
have complained, and I understand that the guestion of whether the
arrangement will be continued is now being considered by the War
Production Board. You may wish to spenk to someone in the W.P.B.
about this.

Before I got your memorandum, we had received a number of
complainte charging that Reader's Digest is violating the antitrust
laws. The complainants allege that Header's Digest has made contracta
with substantially all of the important weekly and monthly maguzines
that give it the exclusive right to publish in digest form any -
article that appears in these magazines. Even if Reunder's Digest
does not reprint an article, the contracts prevent the magazines from
permitting anyone else to reprint it. The charge is that as a result
of these contracts, Reader's Digest is bullding up a monopoly of
the business of reprinting articles in digest form. We have been




investiguting these complaints. If it turns out that the charges
are well founded, and if you approve, we should like to hmndle

this pitustion ms we did the Associated Press case; that is, we would
tell Reader's Digest that ite arrangements are illegnl, and if it
did not then modify its contracts, we would bring a suit in equity
to cancel the contracts and enjoin their performance.

Attached 18 a suggested reply to Senator Guffey's letter.
We should prefer not to have the reply mention our antitrust
investigation. I am returning Senator Guffey's letter.

Respectfully yours,

Attorney General
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WEMOPANDUM FOR THE ATTORNEY GENFRAL:

Will you plaase reasd thils letter
from JToa Mrg! At the ent time
the Feaders® fﬂﬁ is be nrinted in
Cairo, in Brazil and in several other
plaeces. T do not think that 1t cerries
out the freedom of the presa idea for
our Army end Navy ships te carry the
paper on which the edltions ere printed
to Caliro, to Brazil and other places
becaussa it eraates & monopoly for thil
one nerticulsr megazine.

The Chlcago Tribune end several
other papers have wanted to lssue special
editions in London and other places and
have wanted the Government to carry the
news print over there for these apecial
editions ond T heve tentstively aald it
eannot be done.

Let me heve any other sugpestions
for preparing a reply to Sen. Guffey.

F.D.R.

X JANZ: :::.;_F;

"‘"flﬂll
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The President
The White House

My dear Mr. President:

Thank you for your letter of January l4th, concerning my speech
about Senator Butler. I would have obtained better publicity except for
Harry Byrd's bitter personal attack on me on the same day because of my
stand on the soldler's vote legislation. Butler is reported to be prepar-
ing a further "Reader's Digest" article, and as soon as it comes out I will
slap it down.

However, that does mot touch the real issue of dealing with the
Reader's Digest double-dealing policy of using the good offices of this
Administration in order to attack the foreign policies of the United States.—_
I suggesat that DeWitt Wallace, Stanley High and that whole bunch of unre-
constructed income-tax payers be harassed along the following lines:

First of all, I would issue orders that no more priorities for
newsprint, ete., be given to Reader's Digest. Why should we ship paper to
Cairo and use up valuable shipping-space to help them attack our foreign
policy. Let them take their chance on these things along with the Police
Gazette and Esquire.

Second, issue no priorities for plane transportation, passports,
steamship passage, credentials, ete., for any representative of Reader's
Digest or of any publication with whieh it hag contract relations for rights
to reprint articles. (I am getting & list of those magasines and will send
it to you as soon as it reaches me). Give them no more and no less in the
way of speeial faeilities than are granted to the Atlantie Monthly, Harper's
Magazine or True Sereen HRomances.

Third, arrange with, say, the Brazilian Government so that not
one copy of any issue of the Portuguese Language (Brazilian) edition of
Reader's Digest shall be admitted to the mails in Brazil until a copy of
the issue has been submitted to the Brazilian Embassy at Washington for
transmittal to the Brazilian Foreign Ministry at Rio de Janeiro to be
examined in order to make sure that it contains nothing detrimental to the



#2-The President

cause of hemisphere solidarity. Hold up allocations for shipping space for
Reader's Digest Spanish edition consigned to Euenos Aires and the Argentine.
Get Batista to arrange a spontaneous boycott of Reader's Digest in Cuba.

Fourth, ask the Attorney General to investigate the operations of
Reader's Digest as a monopoly under the anti-trust laws.

Fifth, let it be known generally throughout the Administration, in-
cluding the Army, Havy, State Department, the Office of the Coordinator for
Inter-American Affairs, the Office of Censorship and the O.W.I. that special
attention shall be paid to overy lssue of Reader's Digest with a view to
poseible effect on the morale of cur service men énd our political relations
with friendly powers. Perhaps an official expression of regret at some of
the views expressed in the Digest would be timely, coupled, of course, with
the statement that our Constitution guarantees freedom of the presgs and that
this Government cannot control such publications. The Post Office and the
Department of Justice might also be asked to watch its issues under the
sedition and espionnage statutes.

In other words, I would turn on the heat in every conceivable way,
stop their privileges and scrutinize their actions, without taking sny section
which could be construed as u discrimination against them. DeWitt fallace is
reported to be quite sensitive on these points, preferring naturally to re-
celve the cooperation of those whom he is attacking, and I think that he
would be swift to appreciate the change of temperature in Washington.

Faithfully yours,

/M :



February 2, 1944

dgeat

best information

isted in the publi-
tlal trostment ns to

pPublieation of sartain

tion, but npparently
this kind,

about the Reuder's
2l, 1944, The
ie not being nss
tres of opers
glven ussistanoe of

oy

Ji
enuwLry
Digeat
editions by
in some theu

Army hos sssisted the
been

looked into the
memorandum oo
thut Header's

foreign

e huve
by
get ia
of ite
transportation. The
s und
Reuder's Digest has not

Paper spounted to approxi-
uﬂummﬁhw
piper
titors of He-der's t
fquestion of whether the
by the War
sgmeons in the W.P.B.

con;o
t the
being
apeuk to

Years sgo bafore the

The Wur Prod



Press casej thet is, we would

we should like to handle
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Attached is a suggested reply to Senater Guffey's loiter.

er not to have the reply mention our antitrust

We should pref

I am returning Senator Guffey's letter.

inreatigation.

yours,

Attorney General



Denr Jowos
' I read with interest your letter of Jumuary 20,
1944, ubout Render's Digest. I nm told that the Army is not
ﬁﬁu“‘iﬂmtwmhMIH
wﬂﬂmmmnmmﬂnhmt;ﬂuum
preferential treatment se fur ue transportaetion is concerned.
Ithlhﬂptﬂl:n.hhmtdlulpﬂntomud
Mihmld-ﬂlelumﬂmfnrmhiufmip
sditions. This arrengesment wns made by the War Production
Board. The competitors of the Digest have complained sbout
mmﬂlwmnr.n.umm
ing whether the arrangement shull be continued.

Thank you for your suggestions sbout this sltuntiom.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON =

January 21, 1944.

WRMOPANDUM FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:
will plemse this letter
At time

the Readera’ is belnz printed in
Cairo, in Bra nnd in several other
plagas. T do not think that it carrlies
out the the preas ldes for

Lot me have any other sugpestions
for preparing a reply to Sen. Cuffey.
FaDsRe

Ltr., 1-20-44, from Sen. Joseph Guff. X
= his nrev. Lte., 1-l4-4 mu-mu:’ his

anaesgh ut Sen. Butler; also re ara’
Digest editions in foreign countrisa.

/
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

PERSONAL AKD GUMPIDENTIAL
February 15, 19%44.

MEMOHANDUM FOR

THE ATTORNLEY GENERAL:

A personal friend has suggested
that if tne new Circuit Court of
Appeals bill goes through to create
an additional judgeship in New Jersey
and Pennsylvania that we appoint
Curtis Bok. He is now a local judge
and I think has an excellent record.

Keep this in mind.

F.DuR.
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February 16, 1944.

MedUnaNoUW FUOR THE PRESIDENT:

The Attorney General just tele-
phoned to say that Jim McGranery has been
working very hara to get rid of Garey.
His work has been very effective.

The Attorney General tells me
that what is happening is this. They are
going to announce today that all hearings
on the WMCA radio case will be postponed
until the Court decides it in New York.

Garey, according to the schedule
planned -- and they think it will go
through -- will resign either today or
tomorrow.

Probably the two Republican
members who dic not turn up yesterday
will resign. Joe Martin will probably
not appoint anybody in their places.

Boy, is this good news to us!

GGT

Leepes fld-7 6.0 fotdc, 2-uy)



Office ofthe Attorney General oo
A g WashingtonB.C. 3

February 18, 1544

General Watson telephoned me about the case of FPedro Albizu ﬂ_ﬂo_l__./‘
following Congressmen Marcantonio's call at the White House.

This has been a very troublesome case. Campos, as you may remember,
was sentenced to serve six years for conspiracy to overthrow the Govern-
ment of the United States. He began his sentence on June 4, 1837, and
gerved the full six years; he did not obtain early release on good time
allowances because of his refusal to accept the terms of conditional re-
lease for which the statute provides 1n such cases.

His conviction grew out of a conspiracy entered into by of ficers and
active members of the Nationalist Party of Puerto Rico to procure, induce,
ineite, and encourage members of that Party and others %o Join in a move-
ment to bring about the political independence of Puerto Rico by force
and violence. The indictment charged the @efendants with the distributlon
of imflemmatory literature, the procuring of fire arms and military equip-
ment, and the recruiting of military bodies. Speeches were made by Carpos
which were evidently intended to incite revolution against the establisched
Government. FNollowlng his speeches and the efforts of his co-defendants,
law enforcement officers and civilians were shot. Included among them was
the Chief of Police of San Juan, Colonel Riggs, who was shot to death.
While these things were going on, there was much unrest throughout Puerto
HRico, and the lives of public officials were endangered. Attempts were
made upon the life of District Judge Cooper who escaped tullets which were
fired into his automoblle.

Campos is now on probation,as his original sentence provided that
the completion of his six year sentence on the first of the three counts
of the indictment should be followed by a four year probationary period.
Since he left the penitentiary, he has been confined in the Columbus
Hospital in New York City. He has not signed the customary probation
conditions; has made no reports to the probation officer; in short, he
i3 in one way or another violating his probation every day. This is
because of his insistence that he is not subject to the soverelgn power
of the United States, and any compliance with the probatlion requirements
would be inconsistent with that attitude. The District Judge in Puerto
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Rico has made repeated inguiries sbout the matter; as you know, it is in his
power to revoke probation because of Campos' violation of its conditions.

The probation officer in New Tork feels that he 1s not performing his duty
when he fails to exercise over Campos the supervision which is required by
law. 5o long as this situation continues, there is always the danger that

the Judge may revoke the probation, order Campos committed to the penitentlary,
end bring about a renewed charge of politiecal persecution. Up to the present,
the matter has been allowed to drag along with a view to avoiding political
upheavels which we are assured would result from stern treatment of Campos.

Although ths medical reports show that he is suffering from a heart
allment and arteriosclercsis, confidential sources within the hospital have
advised the FBI that examining physicians "have been unable to find any
significant disability”, and that there is really no need for his being
hospitalized. The case presents & picture of martyrdom; his friends insist
that his physical condition is due to tortures applied to him in the
penitentiary.

Hecently the suggestion has been made that he be permitted to leave the
country and go to Ouba or Mexico. My first impression was that this would
be a practical solution of the matter., In & discussion of the suggestion
with members of my staff, I was persuaded that from a politicel and security
gtandpoint this would be unwise, as his presence in Cuba or Mexlce -
particularly the former - would cause trouble. According %o Director Hoover
of the FBI, revolutionary movements which are tied in with that of Campos
are quite active and potentially dangerous. In his judgment, the preseace
of Campos in Latin America would be harmful,

The only conclusive action which suggests itself to me, is the removal
of the probation requirements by a Presidential commtation of his sentence.
This could, of course, be used by Campos as a vindication of his position,
and it would have the practical effect of making him free to go where he
pleases and do what he wishes so long as he does not again violate the law.

Under all the circumstances, I recommend that nothing be done at present.
Should anything arise, such as a revocation of probation by the Judge,
requiring positive action, we can then reconsider the advigability of commu-
tation, departure from the country, or other possibilities.

Respectfully,

WM

Attorney Genmeral
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March 6, 1044,

CONFIDENTIAL
MEMORANDUM FOR
HON. FRANCIB BIDDLE:

Unleses we get something more
specific than thie newspaper account,
I think nothing should be done about
it.

F.D.R,

Letter to the President, 2-1-44, from

the Attorney General, re nrotests he has
received re avnointment of Michael Francis
Doyle as a member of the Permanent Court of
International Arbitration at The Hague -
the protest made on grounds that the Court
in Phila. in 1939, suspended Dovle *rom
practice on ground he was unfit. Fneclosures,
ineluding elinnines from the Philadelnhia
naners describine Dovle's susnension from
practice.



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

March 20, 1944,

MEMORANDUM FOR
’.x‘n'

To oheck up on and prepare
nioce little letter,

F.D.R,

rlu"‘,f:f‘ ""'}"J;'g non. ‘Iﬂmr_-r '.,,'. C.q-_rv;;-r,:i. 'O Ve ]
AYHF N
I 1..-’
cony of letter which Mr. Gerard sent to

ilons "homus Devey, Governor of New York,
nnder dete of "'"."L_".’_I, in re the Conaert
limiting the rizht of stockholders to aue
directors for fraud, mismenagement &nd

necligence.

= e I = - | -
32/t ), to the Praasident, enclosins

at.,

Fak
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

April 26, 1944.

WEMORANDUK FOKs
SAM ROSENMAN,

FOR PREPARATION OF REPLY.

F. Ds Ro



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

April 26, 1944,
MEMORANDUM FORs

SAM ROSENMAN,
FOR PREPARATION OF REPLY.

F. D. Re

Letter from James V. Gerard, 51 East 57th St.,

New York, 4-25-44, - po cal ideas and
reactions for the coming ecampaign.
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———————
MEMORANDUM FOR3:

MR LATTA,
PLEASE SEND A COPY OF TIIS
LETTER TO BOB HANNEGAN,

FeDoRe

FeDeRe's letter to Jemes W. Gerard, Esqe



(DEfice of the Attorney G
Washington B.C.

May 11, 1944

In re! Pedro Albizu Cempos

In my memorandum of February 18, 1944, pointing out the difficult aspects
of this case, I recommended that the matter be permiited to rest untll some-
thing should arlse necessitating positive actlon. For your convenlence I
enclose & copy of that memorandum.

As you know, we have sought to evold any actlon which would dring about
Camros' recommitment to the penitentiary end thus give rise to the charge of
political persecution of Campos. In recent days District Judge Cooper of Fuerto
Rico has sent several telegrams to the Probation Officer in New York, demanding
that he send the ususl probation reports, including those documents which
Campos is recuired to slgn in acceptance of the terms of vrobation. In view
of Camros' firm attitude that he will not submit to the mthority of the
United Stetes, end Judge Cooper's insistence that he must, & revocation of
probation and & recommitment to the penitentiary 1s not unlikely. Under the
circumstances, only a Presidential commtatlon of the probation sentence would
prevent this, and I understand that Campos' friends are urglng it.

1 now have before me a report from Asslstant Attorney General Tom Clark
of the Oriminal Division, that an investigatlon discloses that leaders of the

Nationaliet Party have advocated non-compliance with the Selective Tralning
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and Service Act, and that fifty-three Nationalist Party members have already
been sentenced to prison for such violatlons. Included among those convicted
are several of Campos' immedlate assistants. On the basis of our present
information, Mr. Clark expscts that further investigetion will establigh
Campos! complicity in the conspiracy.

Under the circumstances, & commutation of sentence would be out of the
questlon for the present. Indeed, I feel that the rending investigntion should
be pursued to determine whether Campos 1s involved.

Respectfully yours, X
\
Mw

Attorney General



February 18, 15LL

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

General Watson telephoned me about the case of Pedro Altizu Campos
following Congressmsn Marcantonio's call at the White House.

This has been a very troublesome case, Campos, as you may remember,
was sentenced to serve six ymars for conspiracy to overthrow the Govern-
ment of the United States. He began his sentence on June L, 1937, and
served the full six years; he did not obtain early releases on good time
allowances because of his refusal to accept the terms of conditional re-
lease for which the statute provides in such cases.

His conviction grew out of a conspiracy entered into by officers and
active members of the Nationalist Party of Puertc Rico to procure, induce,
ineite, and encourage members of that Party and others to join in a move-
ment to bring about the political independence of Puerte Rico by force
and viclence. The indictment charged the defendants with the dlstribution
of inflammatory literature, the procuring of fire arms and military equip-
ment, and the recrulting of military bodies. GSpeeches were made by Campos
which were evidently intended to incite revclutlon against the established
Government. Following his speeches and the efforts of his co-defendants,
law enforcement officers and civilians were shot. Included among them was
the Chief of Police of San Juan, Colonel Riggs, who was shot to death.
While these things were going on, there was much unrest throughout Puerto
Rico, and the lives of public officials were endangered. Attempts were
made upon the life of District Judge Cooper who escaped bullets which were
fired into his automobile.

Campos is now on probation, as his original sentence provided that
the completion of his six year sentence on the first of the three counts
of the indictment should be followed by a four year probationary period.
Since he left the penitentiary, he has been confined in the Columbus
Hospital in New York City. He has not signed the customary probation
conditions; has made no reports to the propation officer; in short, he
is in one way or another violating his probation every day. This is
because of his insistence that he is not subject to the sovereign power
of the United States, and any compliance with the probation requirements
would be inconsistent with that attitude. The District Judge in Puerto
Rico has made repeated inquiries about the matter; as you know, it is in his
power to revoke probation because of Campos' violation of its conditions.
Thé probation officer in New York feele that he is not performing his duty
when he fails to exercise over Campos the supervision which is required by
law. BSo long as this situation continues, there is always the danger that
the Judge may revoke the probation, order Campos committed to the penitentiary,
and bring about a renewed charge of political persecution. Up to the present,

the matter has been allowed to drag along with a view to avolding political
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upheavals which we are assured would result from stern treatment of Campos.

Although the medical reports show that he is suffering from a heart
ailment and arteriocsclercsis, confidential sources within the hospital have
advised the FBI that examining physiclans "have been unable to find any
significant disability", and that there is really no need for his being
hospitalized. The case presents a picture of martyrdom; his friends insist
that his physical condition is due to tortures applied to him in the
pentitentiary.

Recently the suggestion has been made that he be permitted to leave the
country and go to Cuba or Mexico. My first impression was that this wuld
be a practical sclution of the matter. In a discussion of the suggestion
with members of my staff, I was persuaded that from a political and security
standpoint this would be unwise, as his presence in Cuba or Mexico -
particularly the former - would cause trouble. According to Director Hoover
of the FBI, revolutionary movements which are tied in with that of Campes
are quite active and potentially dangerous. In his judgment, the presence
of Campos in Latin America would be harmful.

The only conclusive acticn which suggests itself to me, is the removal
of the nrobation requirements by a Presidential commutation of his sentence.
Thie could, of course, be used by Campos as a vindication of his position,
and it would have the practical effect of making him free to go where he
pleases and do what he wishes so long as he does not agaln violate the law.

Under all the circumstances, I recommend thet nothing be done at present.
Should anything arise, such as a revocatlon of probation by the Judge,
requiring positive action, we can then reconsider the advisability of commu-
tation, departure from the country, or other possibilitiea.

Respectfully,

FRANCIS BIDDLE
Attorney General
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Nay 16, 1944 M

The President
The WYhite House

My dear Nr. Presidenti
On April third, you sent me the following memorandumi
"In case the Oovernor of New York s signs thesa bills, pleass maks
me out a calm, iinﬂgi lniEE. -l-un.l.
Eifnﬂ- It would be a good document to use for our friends.”
This was accompenied by correspondence with Mr., Gerard with reference to
the two bills.

The OGovernor signed the bills on April 11. I enclose you copies of
the bills and the correspondence which you sent me. The vots was! In the
House - for, 77 Republicans, 5 Demoorats; against, 46 Demcorats, 7 Repudli-
cans: In the Semate - for, 27 Republicans, 7 Democrats; against, 10
Democrats, 2 Hepublicang,

No. 1506 provides in substance that the plaintiff mast be a stock-
holder at the time of the transaction complained of. This provisiom is
substantially that found in the Federal Fules of Clvil Procedure and has
always been smbodied in Federal equity practice although it could be argued
that the Federal rule is designed to provide, ameng other things, against
IE-_.-.-IE_.R claims to mon-resident stockhalders for Euﬁ‘l
REE!__,ERE Neverthaless, 1% has also the same
purpose as 1508 = to prevent "strike®” mits. It seems %o me if you commanbed
unfavorably on this statute you wonld have to press this dlstinction = a

REGe. ] LAGSIFIED
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subtlety which would not be undsrstood by the publie,

The really obJjectionadle Bill 4s 1506, This requires security for coats,
including attorney's fees, where the holder has less than 5% of the outstanding
shares of stock, unless the shares have & market valne in excess of $50,000.
Undoubtedly this will exolude many stoskholders who cannot afford to cbtain what
may prove to be very expensive and substantial security. This "class leglslation®
would open the bill to severe attack were 1% not for ome consideratiom.

The Securities Aet of 197 and the Trust Indenture Aot of 1930 contain
somevhat similar provisions which in effect mathorise ths sourt to require security
in similar suits under the Securities Act and inm suits brought by holders of
securitlies against trustees undsr the Trust Indentures Act. In both statutes,
however, the Court may require security and is not, as in the New York Statute,
abligated %o do mo.

This is, of course, a substantial differsnce, but nevertheless the State
law does follow the gensral pattern of the Federal statutes (both snacted in your
Administration); and again I do not believe that the differsnce, important as i
may be in practice, could be peinted up sharply enough to mske any statement by
you sufficlently telling.

I snclose you ceples of the Federal Eules of Oivil Procedure amd the two
Tedaral Statutes to which I referred.

Eespectfully,

Astorney Oeneral



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTOUN

Aprdl 1, 19.L4

Personal

Dear Jimmy:

Thank you for sending me the copy of that letter which
you sent to Governor Dewey.

I assume that you have been aware of the fact that for
the last several years there has been pressure from certain guarters
in New York for legislation which would hamper and restrict minority
stockheldera' actions so as to make them almost impossible to insti-
tute. Apparently they have at last been successful -- that is - 1 4
the Governor signs the bills.

You are perfectly right in saying that this legislation sets
up a preferred class of individuals, making them practically immune
from suit. If this legislation had been in effect during the last
decade, practically none of the minority stockholders' suits s which
have resulted in large verdicts against directors and officers or in
substantial cash settlements, could have been maintained, Many corpo-
rate directors and officers, guilty of malfeasance or non-feasance,
would have escaped large liability.

While minority stockholders' suits have been the subject
of some abuse in some instances, chiefly in respect to settlements
out of court, these abuses could be corrected.without resort to this
most drastic remedy which in effect abolishes stockholders' actions
nlt.ogﬂhur-

Mlthough of course I cannot make any public expression of
my views or take any public stand on these bills, I hope that the
Govemor will veto them,

With kindest regards,

Cordially yours,

(5) FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT

James Y. Gerard, Eaq.,
LO Wall Street
New York, New York




JAMES W, GERARD
Attorney and Counsellor at Law
I L0 Wall Street
New York City

March 27, 1944

The President,
The White House,
Washington, D. C.
Dear Franklin:
I enclose copy of letter sent by me
to Governor Dewey which may interest you.

Yours very sincerely,

(5) James W. Gerard




= — e I —

March 21, 1944

To His Excellency,
The Governor of the State of New York,

Sir:

I do not know whether or not the Coudert bills
limiting the right of stockholders to sue directors for
fraud, mismanagement and negligence, have been passed by
the Legislatura.

If not, read no further,

If the bills await action by you, I respectfully
submit the following:

The bills introduce a new element into our
Jurisprudence. A particular class, namely, directors, are
given certain advantages and immunities not enjoyed by
thelr fellow citizens -——- and why? If directors are innocent
of wrong doing or negligence why should they fear action by
a stockholder, and why should the Legislature and Governor
of our State ald them to avold the conseguence of thelr acts.

First, Note that bill No. 1505 Senate provides
that no stockholder can sue for injury to the corperation for
a wrong committed before he became an owner of stock. But,

a stockholder is an owner of part of the corporation, he

sues for the benefit of the corporation and as part ovner of
the corporation is entitled to a share in all rights that the
corporation possesses.

Seco As to the provision of bill 1506 Semate
that a stockholder suing, unless he possesses five per cent of
the stock of any class of the corporation (or stock valued

at $50,000), must file a bond in the sum of $50,000 as security

to the defendants # # # , note that five per cent of the
capital stock of many corporations is an enormous sum --
1,35,162 shares of the United States Steel Company, 553,288
shares of E. I. Dupont de Nemours and Co., 433,716 shares of
Anaconda Copper Mining Company, 110,704 shares of Allied
Chemical and Dye Corporation, 262,517 shares of Electric Bond
and Share Company and 3,100 shares of the National City Bank.
(all common stock and listed in Moody's Service for 1941)



To Hls Excellency,
The Governer of the State of New York,

March 21, 194L,
Page 2.

Why this class legislation? Why should directors
be given advantages in defending actions at law not given to
other classes — automoblile owners, for example, or even
butchers or soda fountain owners?

Then in this bill, 1506 Senate, there is this
provision that the plaintiff pay attorney fees. If this
means anything, it means fees pald by directers to those
attorneys for defending actions == an imitation of 0ld England
where plaintiffs who fail because of some technicality can be
ruined if they lose —=- and class legislation again for the
benefit of the rich.

Note, that directors of the National City Bank
paid in to the Treasury of that Bank at a stockholder's suit,
a settlement of $1,800,000, the directors of ancther great
bank, §2,000,000, the directors of Electric Bond and Share
Company, & large sum, the directors of the New Haven Rallroad,
§2,000,000, the directors of General Motors, SL,ECE,DO{}
These are nnl]r a few examples.

Hespectfully submitted,



Attomey and Counsellor at Law
40 Wall Street

‘l James W. Gerard
| Kew York City

March 30, 1944

The President,
The White House,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Franklin:

Referring to my recent letter re:
bills to end, practically, stockholders actions and
the copy of my letter to Dewey enclosed therewith,
these bills were passed and are now before Dewey,
If he allows them to become law, I think tnat
leamed Justices Frankfurter and Hesenman will agree
that he will be "cooked" thereby.

Yours sincerely,

James W. Cerard
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JNo. 1505 Int. 1314

NATE

February 28, 1944 "

ir, COUDERT—read twice and ordered printed, *
inted to be committed to the Committee on the

AN ACT

il the general corporation law, in relation to the right to
actions against officers or directors of corporations

M i Peaple of the Stale of New l’orl:, representsd in Senate and
~ Assembly, do enact as follows:

Bection 1. Section sixty-one of chapter twenty-eight of the laws
of nineteen hundred nine, entitled *‘ An act relating to corpora-
tions generally, eonstituting chapter twenty-three of the consoli-
dated laws,’’ as amended by chapter six hundred fifty of the laws
of nineteen hundred twenty-nine, is hereby amended to read as
follows :

' § 61. Who may bring such action. An action may be brought
for the relief prescribed in the last section, by the attorney-general
in behalf of the people of the state, or except for the relief specified
10 in the third and fourth mbﬂiﬁlionu, by the corporation or a credi-
tor, mmmnrtruminhuhum t.hﬁrnuf m-hytd:mtoror
12 Officer of the corporation, . 1 ;

hmmﬁmmhlmuhm:mnmmuum‘m;
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10
11

Upon the application of eith shall make an
order directing the trial by ju gence, and for
that purpose the questions to be ¢ and settled
as prescribed in section four han of the eivil
practice act, k

In any action brought by & shareholder i | foreign
or domestio corporation it must be made fo apg
was a stockholder at the time of the transactio
plains or that his stock thereafter devolved upon.

of law.
§ 2. This act shall take effect immediately,
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The White House
Washington

Aril 1, 1944

MFMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT.

I know about these bills about which
Jimmy Gerard writes. They are very bad, and
have been enacted as & result of pressure
brought by some Wall Street lawyers and large
corporations who really want to abolish minority
stockholders' suits. The bills will have the
practical effect of abolishing them.

I have marked the attached draft of letter
"personal® so that your letter will not be pub-
lisghed.

Maybe the draft is too tough anyway. Jimmy
Gerard might show it arocund.



by

Securities and Trust Indentures Title 15, § 77k (e)

* o In any suit under this or any other section of this subchapter
the court may, in its discretion, require an undertalding for the payment
of the costs of such suit, including reasonable attormney's fees, and if judgment
shall be rendered against a party litigant, upon the motion of the other
party litigant, such costs may be assessed in favor of such party litigant
(whether or not such undertsking has been required) if the court believes
the suit or the defense to have been without merit, in an amount sufficient
to reimburse him for the reasonable expenses incurred by him, in connection
with such sult, such costs to be taxed in the manner usually provided
for taxing of costs in the court in which the suit was heard.



The Federal Bules of Civil Procedure, Title 28, 3(b) provides!

Secondary Action by Bhareholdere. In an action brought to
enforce a secondary right on the part of one or more shareholders
in an association, incorporated or unincorporated, becsuse the
association refuses to enforce rights which may properly be
asserted by it, the complaint shall he werified by ocath and shall
aver (1) that the plaintiff was a shareholder at the time of the
transaction of which he complains or that his share thereafter
devolved on him by operation of law and (2) that the action is
not & collusive one to confer on & court of the United States
Jurisdiction of any action of which 1t would not otherwise have
Juriedietion. The complaint shall alse met forth with
particularity the efforte of the plaintiff to secure from tha
managing directors or trustees and, if necessary, from the share-
holders such action ae he desires, and the reasons for his failura
to obtain such action or the reasons for not making such effort.



The Trust Indenture Aot of 1939 (15 U.5.C. sec. T7ooo (e)

provides;

(e) Undertaking for costs.

The indenture to be gqualified may contain provi-
sions to the effect that all parties thereto, ineluding
the indenture security holders, sgree that the court
may in its discretion require, in any sult for the en-
forcement of any right or remedy under such inden—
ture, or in any suit against the trustee for amy actlon
taken or omitted by it as trustee, the filing by any
party litigant in such suit, of an undertaking to pay
the costs of such suit, and that such court may in ite
diseretion assess reascmable costs, including reason-
able attorneys' fees, against any party litigant in
such suit, having due regard to the merlts and good
fedith of the elaims or defenses made by such party
litigant: That the provisions of this sub-
section 8 not apply to any suit instituted by such
trustes, to any suit instituted by any indenture secu-
rity holder, or group of indenture security holders,
holding in the aggregate more than 10 per centum in
prineipal amount of the indenture securities ocut-
standing, or to any sult instituted by any indenture
security holder for the enforcement of the payment
of the principal of &r interest on any indenture secu-
rity, on or after the respective due dates expressed
in such indenture security.
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

PERSQUAL april 3, 194k

MEMORANDUM FOR
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

In case the Govermor of New
york signs these bills, please maie
me out & calm, sool and foolproof
soreed removing his halr coapletelyl
It would be a good document to use
for our friends.

F. I. R.

i e
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without resort to this most drastio remedy
whioh in effeot abolishes stockboldera'
asotions altogether.

Although of ecurse I cannot make
any public expression of my views or take

any public stand on these bllls, I hope that
the Governor will veto tham.

¥With kindest regards,
Cordially yours,

FRAMKLLN U, KUUSSVELD

T
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ATTERAET AND COMNBELLO® AT Law mzﬂ il 13 M dd
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March 27, 1944.

The President,
The Whnite House
Washing ton, D. C.
Dear Franklin:

I enclose copy of letter sent by me

to Governor Dewey which may interest you. /
Yours very Iimtlr,g ;
b

TG MT
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March 21, 1944.

To His Excellency,
The Governor of the State of New York,

8ir

I do not know whether or not the Coudert bills
fraud uﬂu iy i :t‘:; J.u." toh.m mh"ogﬂgy
smanagemen n snece, have s
the Legislature. - -

If not, read no further,

If the bills await action by you, I respectfully
submit the following!

The bills introduce a new element into our
Tudence, A particular class, namely, directors, are
ven certain advantages and imwunities not enjoyed by
their fellow citisens -~ and why? If directors are innocent
of wrong doing or negligence why should they fear setion by
a stockholder, and why should Legislature and Governor
of our 8tate aid them to avoid the consequence of their acts,

%ﬁ. Note that bill No., 1505 Senate provides
that no stoc er can sue for injury to the eorporation for
& wrong committed before he became an owner of stock. Mut,

a stockholder is an er of part of the corporation, he

sues for the benefit of the corporation and part owner of
the corporation is entitled to a share in all rights that the

corporation possesses.

880nd. As to the provision of bill 1506 Senate
that a o er suing, unless he possesses five per cent of
the stock ff any class of the co tion ; stock valued
at lia,aoo p must file a bond in sum of 350,000 as security
to the defendants * * * , note that five per cent of the

ital stock of many corporations is an enormous sum --

162 lhtru of the United States Steel Eo.g.g 553,288
shares of .I.Mthlmhumw. u.f!liﬁr;-nr
Anaconda Mining Company res o e
Chemical m Corporation, iﬂ.!i’l’ shares of Clectric Bond
TM Share and 3,100 shares of the Nationa)l City Bank,

all common stock and listed in Moody's Service for 1941)



To His Excellency '
The Uovernor of the State of New York,

Mareh 21, 1944,
Page 2.

Why this class legislation? Why should directors
be given advantages in defending aetions at law not given to
other classes -- sutomobile owmers, for example, or even
butchers or soda fountain owners?

Then in this bill, 1506 Senate, there is this
provision that the plaintiff pay attornay fees. If this
means enything, it means fees paid by directors to those
lttorn;{:‘;:r defending actions -- an imitation of 0ld England
where ifrfs who fail because of scme technicality can be
rained if they lose —- and class legislation again for the
benefit of the rich.

Hote, that directors of the lNational City Bank
paid in to the Treasury of that Eank at a stockholder's suit,
a settlement of #1,800,000, the direetors of another great
bank, ?2,000,000, the dirsctors of Fleetric Bond and Share
Gol&gy a large sum, the directors of the Hew Haven Hallroad,
$2,000,000, the directors of Ganeral Motors, %4,500,000,

These are only a few examples.
Raspectfully submitted,

JWG I MT



JAMES W. GERARD
ATTORNEY AND COUNSELLOM AT LAW

- i
40 WLl STREET coo il TE MG Bt
WEW YORK SITY Ll
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March 30, 1944.

The President,
The White House
Washington, D. 6.

Dear Franklin:

Referring to my recent letter re:
bills to end, practically, stockholders actions and
the copy of my letter to Dewey enclosed therewith,
these bllls were passed and are now before Dewey.
If he allows them to become law, I think that
learned Justices Frankfurter and Resenman will agree
that he will be "cooked" thereby. /

Yours sincerely, j%ld

G



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

April 1, 1944 '

I know about these bills about
whieh Jimmy Cerard writes. They are
very bed, and have been enacted as

‘a result of pressure brought by

some Wall Street laowyers and large
corporations who really want to
abolish minority stoo doers' suits.
The bills will have the practical
effect of abolishing them.

I have marked the attached
draft of letter "personal®™ so that
your letter will not ba published.

Maybe the draft is too tough
anyway. Jinmmy Cerard might show it

around. dd-ﬂ\

8. 1. R.




Hay 65, 1944

Dear Bob:

These are the coples :nl' the letters
I spoke to you about on the phone today.

Pleane note that they are personal
letters and, therefore, cannot be gquoted in
any way.

With kindest regards,

Very sincerely,

BAMUEL I. ROBENMAN

Honorable Robert K. Hannegan,

Chairman, Demooratic Natlonal Committee,
Hotel Mayflower,

Washington, D. C.

Znelosures eir/tmb

Exchange of letters Letween the Presldent and Hon. Jpmes W.
Garnrg, 51 Esat 57th 8treet, New York 22, lew 'f::::k 3/ 27 /44;
4/1/44: 4/25/44; 5/3/44 re legislation paesed and eigned
by Gov., Dewey releting to the limitation ol the right of
gtockholdere to sue directors for fraud, miemenagement

snd negligence - Coudert Lille.






March 21, 1944

To His Exoellency,
The Governor of the State of New York,

Bir:

I do not know whether or not the Coudert bille limiting the
right of stockholders to sue directors for frsud, mismanagement and
negligence, have been paseed by the Legislsture.

If not, read no further.

If the bills awalt action by you, I respectfully submit the
followling:

The bills introduce & new element into our Jurisprudence.
A particular olass, namely, directors, are given certaln advantages
and immunities not enjJoyed by thelr fellow citizens -- and why? If
directors are innoocent of wrong dolng or nogugtnu why should they
fear action by a stookholder, and why should the Leglelature and
Governor of our Btate ald them to avold the consequence of thelr sots.

t. Note that bill No. 1505 Benate provides that no
stockholder can sue for injJury to the corporation for a wrong committed
before he beoame an owner of stock. But, a stoockholder is an owner
of part of the corporation, he sues for the benefit of the corporation
and ag part owner of the corporation is entitled to a share in gll
rights that the corporation possesses.

g_mﬁ. As to the provision of bill 1606 Senate that &
etookholder sulng, unless he possesses five per cent of the stock of
any class of the corporation (or stock valued at $50,000), must file

a bond in the sum of $50,000 as security to the defendsnts *## note
that five per cent of the capital stoock of many corporations is amn
enormous sum -- 435,162 shares of the United Btates Steel Company,
653,288 ghares of E. I. Dupont de Nemours and Co., 433,716 shares of
Anaconda Copper ll.ning Compuny, 110,704 shares of Allied Chemical

and Dye Corporation, 262,517 shares of Eleotric Bond and Share Company
and 3,100 ghares of the National City Bank. (#11 common stock and
listed in Moody's Service for 1041)



To His Exocellenoy,
The Governor of the Btate of New York,

March 21, 1944,
Page 2,

Why thie class legislation? Why should directors be given
advantages in defending actions at law not Elven to other olasses =--
lulhul; e owners, for example, or even butochers or soda fountain
owners

Then in this bill, 1506 Senate, there is this provision
that $he plaintiff pay attorney fees. If this means anything, it
means fees pald by directors to those attorneys for defending
aotione -- an imitation of 0ld land where plaintiffs who fail
because of gome technicality can ruined if they lose -~ and class
legislation again for the benefit of the rich.

Note, that directors of the National City Bank paid in to the
Tressury of that Bank at a stockholder's sult, a settlement of
$1,800,000, the directore of another et bank, $2,000,000, the
directors of Electric Bond and Share » & large sum, the
directors of the New Haven Railrosd, $2,000,000, the directors of
Genersl Motors, $4,500,000. These are only a few examples,

Respectfully submitted,



April 1, 1944

Personal

Dear Jimmy:

Thank you for sending me the
gopy of that letter which you ment to
Governor Dewey.

I assume that you have been
aware of the fuot that for the last several
years there has been pressure from certaln
quarters in New York for legislation whigch
would r and restriot minority stook-
holders' asctions s0 as to make them almost
impossible to institute. Apparently they
hive at last been successful -- that is,
if the Governor eigns the billa.

You are perfeotly right in saying
that this leglslation sets up a preferred
olase of individuals, making them practi-
cally immune from sult. If this legislation
hed been in effeot during the last decade,
prectically none of the minority stockholders'
suite, whioh have resulted in lsrge verdiots
againet directors and officers or in sub-
stantial cash settlements, oould have been
maintained. Many corporate direotors and
offipcers, gullty of malfeasance or non-
feasanoce, would have esoaped large liablility.

While minority stockholders' sults
have been the subject of some abuse in some
instanoees, chlefly in respeot to settlements
out of court, these sbuses could be corrected



without resort to this most drastic remady
which in effect abolishes stookholders'
actions altogether.

Although of oourse I cannot make
any publio expression of my viewa or take
any publiec stand on these bills, I hope that
the vernor will veto them.

With kindeat regards,

Cordially yours,

(eigned) FRANKLIN D. RUOSEVELT

James W. OGerard, Esq.,
40 Wall Street,
New York, WNew York.



James W. Oerard
Bl East 57th Bt.
New York City

April £5, 1944

The Preaident,
The White House
Washington, D. C.

Desar Franklin:

Congratulations on your firm eotion re:
Hontgomery Ward.

Governor Dewey migned the Republican bille
practically ending motions by stockhOldere sgainst
misbehaving directors. The Republicans forget that this
election will be declded by women and that women form
the majority of atockholders in thie eountry.

Wall Btreet control of government @en be made
& great 1ssue in the campaign - especially in the Middle
West.

I an a delegete-at-large - unpledged - and
at the dinner %o the unterrified Demoorate given by
Colonel Patterson I did not, as incorrectly stated by the
"Times", endorse a fourth term, but 1t was not worth while
to deny thias. [Enclosed 1s a copy of my speech which the
"boys" seemed to like.

I spoke also at a dinner to the women delegatesn
from the Americas. These ladies told me that they regarded
non-recognition of the legally srested government of a
8tate a8 an interference with i1te affairs.

I have many ideae for the coming campaign,

With the hope that your voyage to the esun
has put you in your usual fighting form,

Yours ever,
(eigned) JAMES W. GERARD



May 3, 1944
PERSONAL
Dear Jimmy:

Thanka for your letter of
April twenty-fifth.

It seems strange that so little
public reaction has been seen with respect
to the enactment of those bille which praoc-
tically prohibit stockholders' sults sgainst
directors and offlicers of corporstione.
Although 1t 1e true, aes you write, that
there are a great meny gtockholdere in this
gcountry, their apathy with respect to this
kind of leglslation seems remarkable. I
hope you will keep on *siring" thie.

I enjoyed reading the trane-
gript of your remarke at the dinner.

I am feeling much better am
u result of my hollday.

With kindest regards,
Very sincerely yours,

(eigned) FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT

Jemes W. Gerard, Enq.
51 East G7th Btreet
Hew York 22, New York.

BIR:G



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Eay 3, 1944,

ki, LATTA,
FLEASE SEMD A CUFY OF THIS
LETTER TO BOB HANNEGAN.

Fallalla




Moy 3, 1944

Personal

Donr Jimzy:

Thanks for your letter of
m m-ﬂm'

It seoms stranse that so
little publio reaction has besn seen
with mt to the enmctment of those
bille practioally bit stook-
holders' suits against re and
officers of corporations. Although Tt
is true, as you write, that there are
a great many lhet:rﬂ% in this -

s their respoot
this ef hz:.l,m

D20 Il g it w7
I enjoyed reading the
oript of your remarks at the dinner.

I am feeling mmoh better as
a result of my holiday.

¥ith kindest regards,
Very sinearsly youra,

W, Gerard, Esq.
East 57th Street
York 22, Hew York

Broms nnq-m;,ﬁm

EIR:0
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JAMES W GERARD _“\.,‘-1"" w‘ﬁb‘
ATTORNEY AND COUNBELLOR AT LAw 1_1-": %1'1
51 EAnT FIFTY-SEVENTH STRELT -
1& 4e0
NEW YORR CiTY 22 m A
a™

FELEFHENE FLils §-3000

April 25, 1944.

The President,
The White House,
Wﬂshin{gtﬂn, D. G-

Degar Franklin:

Congratula tions on your firm action re:
Hontgomery Ward.

Governor Dewey signed the Republican bills
practically ending actions by stockholders against
misbehaving directors. The Republicans forget that this
election will be decided by women and that women form
the majority of stockholders in this country.

Wall Street control of government can be made
8 great issue in the campaign - especially in the Middle
Eﬂﬂtt

I am a delegate-at-large - unpledged - and
at the dinner to the unterrified Democrats given by
Colonel Patterson I did not, as incorrectly stated by the
' "Times", endorse a fourth term, but it was not worth while
to deny this. Enclosed is a copy of my speech which the
"poys" seemed to like.

I spoke also at a dinner to the women delegates
from the Americas. These ladies told me that they regarded
non-recognition of the legally created government of a
state as an interference with its affairs.

I have many ideas for the coming campaien.

With the hope that your voyage to the sun

has put you in your usual fighting form,
I Yours ever, i W



¢ In the first place, I am sure that I speak for
all of us here tonight in thanking Colonel Patterson for
bringing us together. He is a great executive, a skilled
administrator and his connection with any movement means

The great advantage of living on borrowed time,
as I do, 1s that age brings a certain independence: —- As
a Furopean statesman once said, "He had reached an age when
he did not have either to fear the vengeance or seel the favor
of any one,"

Fortunately, we live in a country where democracy
still exists and it is our task to see that the lamp of liberty
and democracy shall never fail,

We here tonight represent the Demoeratic party in
the greatest eity of the world. For many years I have had a
hand in the affairs of that party.

In the days of that splendid leader, Charles F,
Murphy, I was chairman of the local campaign committee, and,
as I recall, once chairman of the County committee. I look
back with regret on those days and as one of his pall bearers,
I stood at the grave of Charles F. Murphy and from the cemetery
hill looked over at the great ecity which he had ruled for so
many years, I felt that not only the party, but the commmnity



had suffered a great loss.

In 1920, I was chairman of the Finance Committee
of the National Democratie Party; in 1924, I was the Treasurer;
in 1928, both:-beginning as Treasurer and when Lehman left to
run for kieutenant Governor, taking over the task of raising
money as well as the complicated duties of Treasurer. In 1932,
I was in a hospital during the campaign but was a heavy con-
tributor and had contributed to the Roosevelt before Convention
campaign - taking over Louis Howe's payroll whenever he needed
the money, and in 1936 I was again called in to be chairman of
the Finance Committee and keep the party going. In 1936 and
1940, I was honorary chairman, in '36 giving my efforts to the
so-called Good Neighbor League which had a great part in
gwitching the colored vote. Even in 1941, I was chairman of the

Finance Committee of that good candidate G‘Dl;roram{ul-l LSl
I give you that personal history to show you that

I have had some experience on the practieal side of polities,
and, such as it is, it is at your service.

There have been great changes since the old days when
I and fellow workers ate steaks in the street in front of the .
Anawanda Club at damn on Election Day. The radio, for example, ;
has restored the power of individual oratory. A newspaper of '
reulation reaches, perhaps, six hundred thousand, but y
large ol on s P P8, A gl i, Bt R IS

on thé air, speaking into the mike alone in a little rm,hl can
reach the millions from coast to coast.

-2-



In politics as in every relation of 1ife, there
are mutual obligations, mutual burdens. We are in a country
where party government exists, It is the duty of the lesser
parts of a great political organization to preserve unity, and,
above all, to see to it that fit persons are named as local
candidates and that no improper influences have a hand in their
nomination, And on the part of the head of a party, if he
takes office, there is an obligation to see that those who
gave their best efforts te the party are recognized,

In a Country where sometimes almost half those en-
titled to vote do not avail themselves of their right, party
organization and party contentment mean much and are necessary

elements of success,

I am glad to see two old friends, personal and
political, here tonight - Senator Wagner and James A, Farley.

I hope that Senator Wagner will not fail to continme
his splendid patriotic ecareser by seeking election next Autumn,
He cannot leave us now. We need him now as never before,

Mhﬁn!ulqlmnuibutctom::ihu is
patriotie in the highest sense of the word, who is known and
Ihirﬂrrmmmddth-mtrymthauthar,whumur
broke a promise or deserted a friend, Long life to him,

Wﬂw



And to the new leader on this side of the river,
Edward V. Loughlin, we wish all success, He carries a heavy

responsibility. It is up to him to see that no reproach can
attack our party. The lines are being drawmn. The Communists
have won control of the Labor Party.

There mast be no appeasement on our part, no traffic
with Communism, no adoption of communistic doctrine, and our
party here must stand, as it has ever stood, for religion,
Christian or Jewish, for the right of private property, for the
protection of the Bill of Rights and for the Constitution of
these United States.

Never before, in all histery, have the flames of war
reached at once every quarter of the globe, Never before has
the threat of cruel conquest loomed so darkly en the horiszon.
That we and the civilised world did not succumb, that we and the
world at last see the light of the dawn of vietory, is due in
no small part to the one man who has led us out of the valley
of shadows, our President, Franklin D, Roosevelt.



May 17, 1944«

Dear Francis:

Rumor hath it that you probably
will be going up on the Hill this week. Don't
let the boys get you doin./ Good luck to you.

Bie 'am . is ever,

Honorable Fruncis Biddle,
The Attorney General,
'Ilhinaﬁuﬂ. D‘- c'l
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THE WHITE HOUSE /*’ F
WASHINGTON ‘_ﬁ,mz;l :

<llﬂﬂlt Il, 1944,

MEMORANDUM FOR
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

I think 1t would be a good
idea for you to ses Jimmy Gerard
At your convenience. If you
prefer, you could ask Fahy or
somebody else, in your gonfidence,

to see h-?\.q.
A F. D. R.

Note from Hon, James W. Cersrd, The Honmouth,

Spring Lake, N.J., 8/17/44, to the Pre ident,
i+th ‘”'-iff*‘Tf lattap Af ﬂquf:[ Pram Ir.
erard, in re 7,9, Stesl e Con t g
hich ware pammad by & Rerublican Legsd tt

by Gov. Dewe 't e had rafu



Auguet 21, 1944.

Dear Jimay:~-

That 1s an iatereating letter of yours
of gugust eightessth. I am asking Francis Madle,
the Attorney Genersl, or one of his trusted psople
to see you and Salk it over.

iy best to you.

Always sinoerely,

‘?@@“

Bonoradle James V. Gerard,
The Nommouth,

Vox Joreey.’

{/ﬂr/b??/wxm#-f&.ﬂl- Cen Coriies ‘D" 3-404)
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(Dffice of the Attorney General

August 22, 1944 '/4:_,{.#

Last Februsry 18th and May 1lth the Attorney
Generel sent to you memoranda about Mr. Campos, coples of
which are attached. There is & eurrent mmor that Judge
Cooper, the United States Judge in Puerto Rico, is about
to have Mr, Gupnnntmudtohumniunfmﬂnrnrk
because of his noncompliance with epplicable probation
regulations. The Attorney General is being urged to request
the President, by the exercise of clemency, to prevent such
return. None of the federal officiels in New York, however,
has received any word from Judge Cooper, mor has the Depart-
ment of Justice in Washington. It mey be that the rumor is
not well-founded.

Mr. Campos has censistently refused either to apply
for clemency or to comply with the usual probation regulations,
such as the making of reports. He will not even cooperate to
regularize his residence in New Tork by eigning the requisite
papers for transfer of jurisdiction over his probetion to the
proper officiels in New York. He takes the position that any
action by him in conformance with the laws of the United States
or the orders of & United States court would be incongistent
ﬂthhirdﬂmimﬂminmwhmn;niuthemthnﬁtyor
the United States over himself or over Puerto Rico.

Mr. Bupnnhuthnrttﬂmtmdnaiduinthl
hospital in New York City. He is not bedridden. It appears
that he is not uriuullyﬂlbutthnthnuhmﬂ.dmtommﬂ
hillllf-

I talked with the A General over the telephone
rnmrdqlndhnd-ﬂnathntIundmﬂtarnuurgmtht
there is no ocomsion for intervention. Nr. Campos is in long-
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continued defience of court muthority; and if it be true that
the Judge is now moved to take action the circumstances do not
seem to call for Presidentiel sction by commutation.
Respectfully,
ﬂ-—-’\-«L'ﬂ

Acting Attorney General

Enclosures




General Vatson telephoned me about the case of Pedro Albizu Campos
following Congreseman Marcantonle's call at the White House.

Thie has been & very troublesome case. Cempos, &8 you may remember,
was sentenced to serve six years for conspiracy to overthrow the Govern-
ment of the United States. He began his sentence on June 4, 1937, and
served the full six years; he did not obtain early release on good time
allowances because of his refusal to accept the terms of conditional re-
lease for which the statute provides in such casges.

His eonvietion grew out of a conspiracy entered into by officers and
active members of the Netlonalist Party of Puerto Rico to procure, induce,
inelte, and encourage members of that Party and others to jeoin in a move-
ment to bring about the political independence of Puerto Rico by force
end violence. The indietment charged the Defendants with the distribution
of inflemmatory literature, the procuring of fire arms and military equip-
ment, and the recrulting of military bodies. Speeches were made by Campos
which were evidently intended to incite rewolution against the established
Government. Following his speeches end the efforts of his co-defendants,
law enforcement officers and ecivilians were shot. Included among them was
the Chief of Police of San Juen, Colonel Riggs, who was shot to death.
While these things were going on, there was much unrest throughout Puerto
Rico, and the lives of publiec officials were endangered. Attempts were
made upon the life of Distriet Judge Cooper who escaped bullets which were
fired into his automobile.

Campos is now on probation, ssg his original sentence provided that
the completion of his slx year sentence on the first of the three counts
of the indictment should be followed by & four year probationary period.
Since he left the penitentiary, he has been confined in the Columbus
Hospital in New York City. He has not signed the customary probation
conditions; has made no reports to the probation officer; in short, he
is in one way or another violating his probation every day. This is
because of his insistence that he is not subject to the sovereign power
of the United States, and any compliance with the probation requirements
would be inconsistent with that attitude. The Distriet Judge in Puerto
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Rico has made repeated inquirles about the matter; as you know, it is in his
power to revoke probation because of Campog' vioclation of its econditione.

The probation officer in New York feels that he is not performing his duty
when he falls to exerclse over Campos the supervision which is required by
law. So long as this situation continues, there iz always the danger that

the Judge may revoke the probation, order Campos committed to the penitentiary,
and bring about a renewed charge of political persecution. Up to the present,
the matter has been allowed to drag along with a view to avoiding political
upheavals which we are assured would result from stern treatment of Campos.

. Although the medical reports show that he is suffering from & heart
ailment and arteriosclerosis, confidential sources within the hospital have
edvised the FBI that examining physicians "have been unzble to find any
significant disability", and that there is really no need for his being
hospitalized. The case presents a pleture of martyrdom; his friends insist
that his physical condition 4s due to tortures applied to him in the

penitentiary.

Recently the suggestion has been made that he be permitted to leave the
country and go to Cuba or Mexico. My first impression was thet this would
be a practicel solution of the matter. In a discussion of the suggestion
with members of my staff, I was persuaded that from a political and security
standpoint this would be unwise, as his presence in Cuba or Mexdco -
particularly the former - would cause trouble. AMAccording to Director Hoover
of the FBI, revolutionary movements which are tied in with that of Campos
are quite active and potentially dangerous. In his judgment, the presence
of Campos in Latin America would be harmful.

The only eonclusive action which suggests itself to me, iz the removal
of the probation requirements by a Presidentinl commutatdion of his sentence.
This could, of course, be used by Campos as a vindication of his position,
and it would have the practical effect of making him free to po where he
pleases and do what he wishes so long as he does not again violate the law.

Under all the circumstances, I recommend that nothing be done at rresent.
Should anything arlse, such as a revocation of probation by the Judge,
requiring positive action, we can then reconsider the advisability of commu-
tation, departure from the country, or other possibilities.

Respectiully,
/e/ Frensis Biddle

Attorney General



In my mesmorandum of February 18, 1944, pointing out the difficult aspects
of this cape, I recommended that the matter be permitted to mest until some-
thing should aripe necessitating positive sction. For your convenlence I
enclose a copy of that memorandum.

As you kmow, we have sought to avold any sotion which would bring about
Campos' recommitment to the penitentiary and thus give rise to the charge of
political persecution of Campos. In recent daye Distrieot Judge Cooper of Puerto
Rico has sent several telegrams to the Probatlon Offlcer in New York, demanding
that he send the usual probation reports, including those documents which
Campos is required to sign in mcceptance of the terma of probation. In view
of Campos' firm attitude that he will not submit to the authority of the
United States, and Judge Cooper's insimtencs that he must, & revocation of
probation and & recommitment to the penltentlary is not unlikely. Under the
elreumstances, only & Presidential commutation of the probation sentence would
prevent this, and I wnderstand that Campos' friends are wrging it.

I now have before me & report from Assistant Attorney General Tom Clark
of the Criminal Divisien, that an investigation dipeloses that lenders of the
Netionalist Party have advocated non-complisnce with the Selsotive Training









August 22, 1944
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E{/L*"’& THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

November 2, 1944.

MEMORANDUM FOR
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

Please look into this
bank advertisement. I think
it is wholly illegal. We should,
of course, take no action until

after Flection.
F. D, R.

Campaign folder against
the Administration gotten out
by The Unlversity Bank of Kansas
City, Missouti.



A Bepmtnet of s

HORMAN M. LITTELL November &7, 1944
AT ATTomsry O,

Dear Jr, Presldent:

Thank you for sending to me & copy of your memorendum of
Hovember 26 to the Attornesy Guneral,

My position in the comtrovergy with Attorney Generel Blddls
i so very simple that I join with you heartily in regretilng it
wholly axtranecus metters seem to have come into it.

I comour wholly with the mossige you sent to ms through
Jonk on the £4th that, es Under Seoretery of the Mevy durlng ithe
last war, you would heve resigned instantly if amy ditfleultler of
opdnion in policy haed ericen between you and your (hlef, Josejhus
pandsls, T &lso sgree thot tpersonel incompetiblliityr is cdequite
grounis in itself to require the jumior of two officleis to resign.
Thege ars both elomentery rules of edwinipiration in private ap
well &5 in public orgendsations, but peluler oppliss in Ghis cuse.

Unheppily, I de oot have ap my suparior o great public
servent like my very dear and deeply respected friend, Josephus
Deniels; and there is not involved hore mere npersonsl incomjatibll-
ity" - unless one ir content to desperibe puperfielelly that pergonsl
estrengesent which results shen the Jundor «ill not condons oF Co-
operete with conduot violutive of basle prineijles of integrity end
good government., The fuot that the jbtorney Genersl, in codng for
my resignstion, said thet he "lacked personsl confldence" in me,
is simly en sggrevation and not & ceuse, Fe are nol for one moment
with & case of "hurt® feelings. My anower to the ittorney
Genersl when he pedd he wes sure I would not wish to ramedn in view
of his lack of confidence, goee to the heart of the muiter, I seld
mIf you asguse o hypothetical cese in which I do not have confideuce
in the Attornoy Genersl, T might well consider it wy public duty
to resain® — at least, until othersise remcved.

of course, the Chief Executive bus the absolute authority to
remove me from office, se the pttorney General so [orcibly reminded
me on jiednesdsy, November £2, when he seid he would huve the Fres-
ident ®fire® me if I did not resign in two hewrs. It is equelly

:




Wy motives are very simple, Men are giving thedir lives to
reserve Democratic Government. Our men are not dying to proserve
poor government but to preserve good govermment - faithful to the

interest, conducted for the benefit of &ll the peopls. Wy
nost humble offering, as one too old to be &t the front; is to
fight for good government at home in those satters which cross my
degk. I would hepplly risk my life in deoing so, Therulore, you
cun readily see How entirely triviul is the ripk of being #fired®,
whens T lmow that you who have ny unswervering devoiion would hawe
ma follow tho pame courge if in pospesciom of wll the fucte,

Lest you accept the official stetement that my apjewrances

before Congresslone]l Comnlttees heve lud nothing to do with the
mutter, I onclose & copy of & memopendum of jugust 1, 1944, o

volved, This is, however, not oy only issus with the Attorsey
Genaral :



Naturelly, I hope you will not sec fit to rovoke my appoint-
ment pursusnt to the Attorney Genersl's recommendation, because &g
the matter stande, the Senators, Congressmen and interested public
do not hold you in the slightest degree responeible for whatever
Francis Biddle in his widely recognized incompetence has done, and
my loyalty to you is such that I hope you will not teke sides in
the metter to & point where you will share this responsibility.

In deciding the matter, I hope you will consider the fact
that T have served under tlwee preceding Attormeys general whose con-
fidence and respect I had and still have, that I have worked happily
and effectively with my steff in the largest Division of the Dejart-
ment of Justice and with my collesgues in the pepertment, that I
have enjoyed the firm confidence of the Bureau of the Budget, of
ogther personnel in land acquisition work throughout the Government,
and of both Houses of Congress, especially the Apjropriations Com-
mittees which have consistantly exyressed appreclation in the
efficiency of my work and voted their confidence by approving my
annual budgets. Even the present Attorney Gensral, in requesting
my resignation, said that I had done & most commendable job.

Rrespectfully,

NOFMAN M, LITTELL
Aseistant Attorney General

The President of the United Stutes,
The White House,
washington, D. C.
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not & legislative committee but an investigationsl committes, It
-:mlhhm,lndxdul“, that you not only under-
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the Attorney Oeneral was out of town -
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The President's letter and order of July 15, 1943, te wilch you
of departments

i
|
E

surplus . Mr., Clayton had overruled not only his o Advisery
Committee, but also the Secretary of the Interior, and the Secretary
of ture who was rudely cut off by Wr. Clayton with the state-
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and fortunate and that the public interests were well served,
mmmdmmmmmmwﬂm
Interior tave cum-t.nm;mnummm- for
mwmiummmmmmhrmmm
Commi ttee.

All of this demonstrates that it is quite impossible to
avoid considering tle merits.

Inmmmmmtmnh:mzm-mmm
Mhmhmmmmmhuhnm-m

mmmnﬂumuuumtmmmmm
in my own Departeent um,muammmnuor
each of the above matters has reflected eredit.,

NORMAN M. LITTELL
Assistant Attorney General
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My dear Mr. President:

I am enclosing you a report on the
Littell situation, and a copy of the Press Release
which I issued today after I got your telegram
and which I cleared first with Jimmy Byrnes and
Tom Blake (in Steve Early's absence).
Sincerely yours, b
5
WMLQ |

Francis Biddle

The President

The White House




(Office of the Attoriey General
Washington BL. 25

The President
The White House

My dear Mr. President:

Before the election I told you that I thought I should get Norman Iittell
to resign on account of his disloyalty to me; and on November 15 and 4, sent
you memoranda, in the latter suggesting that he was going to play up a case of
"suppression” in the papers and on the Hill, and sent you a removal order which
I could use in case he did not resign.

Iittell at once went to the Mead Committee and told Kilgore and Ferguson
that I had asked Iim to resign because he had testified before the Committee
against my wishes. This charge was given to the newspapers with the statement
that the Mead Committee would consider investigating the situation.

On November 26 you sent me a memorandum (and a copy to Littell) indicating
that he was hurt because 1 had said I had "lost confidence in his integrity"; end
expressing the hope that he would leave the office without any fuss. Day before
yesterday there appeared this paragraph in the Washington Post, evidently inspired
by Iittell: "President Roosevelt might attempt to solve the issue by giving him
& big job in another department®,

lhen I asked Norman to resign I put it solely on the ground that he was
disloyal to me and that I had lost confidence in him. I said nothing about his
integrity, and told him that I thought he had run his office with competence but
that our personal relationship made it such that I did rot think he would wish

to continue.
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The President 2. November 30, 1944

This was not all a matter of Mincompatitility". For a long time he has
been maling smear statements about me behind my back. This is confirmed on all
gides. He has been saying that I am anti-Semitic and that, therefore, the
Department would never "protect" Jews; that I had helped the oil interests during
the investigation of the oil contract; that I did not dare to fire himj that he
expected to be made Attorney General; and that I was running the Department
against the public interests. These statements were made to United States
Attorneys, to members of my staff, and to many other persons who have reported
then to me.

Jim Rowe, over a year ago, warnted me to have Littell removed, and the
Soliciter General and cther members of my staff have been urging me for soms
time to telk to you about it. .

Littell has been continually causing rows with other Departments. I list
briefly four of these situations,

1. When the Navy signed the contract with Standard 0il Company of Cali-
fornia, Abe Fortas sent you a note to the effect that it wase probably illegal
and against the public interest, and you referred the contract to me for examina-
tion. After Littell had made a study of the contract, he persuaded the Lands
Committee of the House to give him a hearing. I was away at the time. Littell
testified that the contract looked like another Teapot Dome case. Lhe inference,
of course, was obvious, and you promptly canceled the contract., This caused
violent criticism of the administration in the newspapers. Jimmy Byrnes told me
then that he thought Littell should be fired. The contract was redrawn after
extended conferences and approved, I saw to it that Littell sat in on all of
the conferences and that he finally appeared with the rest of us before the
Naval Affairs Committee.
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2+ Last spring Littell objected to the Army abandoning the Breakers Hotel
in Palm Beach as a hospital, and asked the Solicitor General if as Aeting
Attorney General he would be willing to send to the Secretary of War a memorandum
setting out the views that he had already expressed to General Somervell. o
objection was raised and the Solicitor Generdl wrote the Secretary enclosing
this confidential memorandum, Littell took a copy of the memorandum to the
Trumen Committee before the Secretary had even seen it, and the Trumsn Committee
subpoenaed it. I told the Committee that they ought to get it from the secretary,
that it was a confidential statement to him and accordingly General Somervell
sent it down to the Committee.

3. I have a rule in the Department, common in all Departments, that nobody
shall testify before a Congressional Committes without my prior approval. wWhen
I was away Littell asked the Solicitor General s Who was Acting Attorney General,
whether he could testify before the Committee considering the Surplus Property
Bill, and the Solicitor General approved, He had cleared with the Solieitor
General certain proposed amendments but did not testify about them; on the contrary
he went before the Truman Committee and testified that Will Clayton's arrangement
for BeF.Ce to sell lands was agaknst the public interest. This amounted to a
perfectly unwarranted attack on Clayton.

4+ The Army have recently condemned large tracts of land in California
for the Dupont Company to develop a secret process with which you are familiar,
The omners of scue of the tracts obtained substantial verdicts against the
Govemment, Littell's division representing the Government in the cases. Littell
in open court made a long statement to the effect that the Army appraisers had
appraised the lands too low, the inference being that they were not competent
to appraise them; and stated that he would have reappraisals made before trying
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any more cases. Dob Patterson wrote me a vigorous letter of protest, a copy
of which I sent you.

I wrote to Senator Mead on November 27, that I had asked Littell to
resign because for sometime our relationship had been such that I no longer
reposed in him the kind of confidence that was essential for the best interests
of the Department of Justice and I thought, under the circumstances, he would
prefer to resign. I added that I had never cbjected to Littellls testifying
before his Committee or any other Committee of the Longress; but the action
I had taken was in no way comnected with any testimony that he had given,

On Monday night Littell filed a twenty-six page statement with the Com-
mittee. The Washingten Post,Baltimore Sun, New York Times and Tribune carried
excerpts from the statement yesterday morning. Mrs. Iittell gave the statement
to the Associated Press night before last before members of the Committee had
seen it. In substance the statement is to the effect that I have not been
ranndng the office for the public interest; and charges that T have kept him
from testifying before various commttees. This is untrue. Much of the state-
ment talks about Tommy Corcoran's "shocking influence" in the Department of
Justice, It says: "I have been asked many times in recent years 'What has Tommy
Corcoran g:;t on Biddle' , + « Was it disloyal to answer such a question by
saying I did not know when such an answer was the plain truth?" The statement
is grossly inaccurate and untruthful.

The chief complaint in the statement deals with the Savannah Shipyards con-
demnation suit, and that I tried to get it settled because of my relation to Tom,
who represented the company. In essence, on Littell's own statement s Tom offered
to settle for §1,000,000. I urged consideration of the offer. Littell believed
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it should be tried, and I deferred to his judgment; the case was tried amd
the verdict was §1,285,000 - that is the Govermnment lost §285,000 by Littell's
insisting on the trial,

Yesterday the Mead Committee met all the afternoon ard announced that
the case was not closed. Mead is giving Littell's statement to the press.

Theretofore, on November 25, a week after I asked Littell to resign, he
wrote me that he would not make up his mind wntil the Mead Committee had
acted.

Littell last week attempted to have the Cox Committee (now chairmaned by
Lea of California) subpoena him in order that he could attack me and the
Administration and stir up trouble generally. Ed Hart blocked this off.

Under the circumstances, it seems to me that it would be against the
publie interest for the Government to employ Littell in any capacity.

I enclose copies of my memoranda to you; and a copy of Littell's statement.

Respectfully yours,

Encl. Attorney General
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Bovember 30, 1944
The President
@he Vhite House
ly dear Mr. President
mh-mrmmm:wlmmu—um
um-__-tu.mwu-;u-muun.-n
you memoranda, in the latter suggesting that he was going to play wp a case of
"suppression” in the papers and on the Hill, and sent you a removal order which
I could use in case he did not resign.
Htﬂlﬂ“-thﬁhﬂ“h-ﬂhﬂlﬂ-l-lm
thet I had asked ii= to resign because he had testified before the Committes
againgt ny wishes. IThis charge was given to the newspapers with the statement
that the Mead Committee would consider investigating the situstiom,
hmﬁm—t--“{ﬂlmhnﬁullﬂum
mu-mm:mm:mm-ﬂu—hmwrlm
expressing the hope that he would leave the office without mmy fuse, Day before
yesterday there appeared the paregraph in the Washington Post, evidently inspired
by I4%tells "President Roosevelt might attempt to solve the issus by giving him
a big job in anctler department®,
“l-ﬂll—-ﬁmtmulﬂuy-mmﬁthm
dlaloyul to me and Shat I had lost confidence in Mm, I sald nothing abowt his
integrity, and told him that I thought he had run his office wit: competense but
that our pereonsl relationship made it such that I did ot thimk he would wish
to continud.
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This was not all a matter of "incompatiiility®. For a long time he has
been malking smear statements about me behind my back. Thls is confirmed on all
nides. nhmmm:--munmm,m,m
wm&-—wu—;u:mmmulmm
the investigation of the oil contracty that I did mot dare to fire himy that he
mhh“nmm]dﬂﬂlmmhw
aganst the public interests. These statements were made to United States
mﬂ,h—hnntnrlhﬂ,mu-qrﬂhrmiuhﬁw
them to me.

ml—,m-ﬂm,m-hmntuu“um
mm—-mmm“uqmmn-ﬁu-m“
time to talk to you about it.

ntmmmmmumnnmrmh. I list
briefly four of these situations,

) hhmmﬁ--mutuﬁawmxmrntm-
fornia, ibe Fortas sent you & note to the effect that it was probably 1llegal
:d“hpﬂ.iﬁuﬁ,mm!ﬂhﬂ-lhmmu-hrm
tion. mutmmm-m-tm-nmumthm
ﬁ?ﬁ#ﬁlﬂhﬁnﬂilm. I was sway at the time. ILittell
testified that the contract looked like ancther Tespot Dome case. The inference,
ﬂm.-mmmmmum This caused
mumth-uhm Jimy Byrmes told me
then that he thought Littell should be fired. The contract was redrmm after
extended conferences and approved, I saw to 1t that Littell sat in on all of
n--n-—-mmnu-u;m-munnuu“u
Eaval Affairs Committes.
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2. Last spring Littell objected o the wmy sbandoning the Breskers Hotel
in Palm Death as a hospital, and asked the Solicitor General if as Asting
Attorney General he would be willing to send to the Secretary of mr a memorandum
setting cut the views that he had dlready expressed to Jeneral Somervell. W
objeotion was raised and the Solicltor Genersl wrote the Secretary emclosing
this emfidentisl memcrandum. Littell tock o copy of the memorendum to the
Truman Comulttee before the Secrotary had even seen it, and the Trumen Committes
subposnsed it, I told the Committes that they ought to get it from the cecretary,
that it was a confidentis) statement to him and secordingly Oenera] Somerwell
sent it down to the Comultteas

5 I hawe a rule in the Iepartment, common in all Departments, that nobody
shall testify before a Congregmionsl Comsittee without my pricr approwal, Them
I was sway Litiell asked the Jolicitor Cencral, who was Acting ‘ttorney Cenemal,
whether he could testily before the Commitise considering the Surplus Property
Bill, end the Soliclitor Uenersl approved, [e had gleared with the Bolied tar
Oenerdl cortain proposed mendnents tut dd not testify about themy on the contrery
he went before the Trman Commdttee md testified that M1l Clayton's arrangensnt
for B.F.Co to sell lands was agafnst the publie interest, This smounted to a
perfeotly wmurrmtod attat on Clayton.

4+ The irmy have recently cendemnod large trects of lmd in Califormis
for the Dupont Oxpmy to develop a secrot process with which you are familiar,
The omers of soue of the trects obtained substantinl verdicts againet the
Oovemment, Littell's division representin: the Govermmsnt in the cases. Littell
1n open court made a long statemomt to the effect that the Amy sppreisers hod
spproised the lands o0 low, the inference being that they were mot competent
%o appreise themy md stated that he would have resppreisals made before trying
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any more cases. Eob Patterson wrote me a vigorous letter of protest, a eopy
of whish I sent you.

I wrote to Senator Mead on November 27, that I had asked Littell to
resign becanse for sometime our relstionship had been such that I no longer
reosed in him the kind of confidence that was essential for the best interests
of the Department of Justise and I thought, under the circumstances, be would
prefer to resign. I added that I had never cbjected to littell's testifying
before his Committee or mny other Committee of the Longressj but the action
I had taken was in no way connested with any testimony that he had givem.

On Monday might Littell filed a twenty-six page statesent with the Com-
mttee. The Washington Post,Baltimere Sun, New York Times and Tribune carried
excerots from the statement yesterday momning. lire. Littell gave the statement
%o the Associated Press might before last befere members of the Committee had
seen it. In gubstance the statement is to the effeet that I have not been
runnirg the office for the publie imterest; and charges that I have kept him
from testifying before various committees. This is untrue, Nuch of the state-
ment talks about Tosmy Corcoran's "shocking influence” in the Department of
Justice, It sayss "I have been asked meny tiies in recent years "ihat has Tommy
Corcoran got on Biddle' o+ « « Was it disloyal to answer such a question by
saying I did not imow when such an answer was the plain truth?® The statement
is grossly inageurate and untruthful,

The chief eomplaint in the statement deals with the Savannah Shipyards con-
demnation sult, and thet I tried to get it settled becsuse of my relstion to Tom,
who represented the company. In essence, on littell's own statement, Tom offered
to settle for $1,000,000, I urged consideration of the offer. Littell believed
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the verdict was §1,285,000 ~ that is the Government lost $285,000 by Littell's
insisting on the trial.
mnuu—tm--tn1ﬁ--rmuummt
the case was not closed. Mead is giving Littell's statement to the press.
Theretafore, on November 25, a week ﬂl“ﬂihﬂhuﬂ.p,h
wrote me that he wuld not make wp his mind wntil the Mead Committee had
acted.
Iithlllﬂthﬂlt“hh.lhﬂﬂ“iﬂ.(ﬂﬂ“h
Lea of California) subpoena him in order that he could attack me and the
Administretion and stir up trouble generally. Ed Hart hlocked this off.
Under the circumstances, it seems to me that it would be against the
m;mmnﬂ“thmmmnwmﬁ.
Iﬁlmwﬂ-utq!-rmhm-ﬂ:nw#uthu'-_mm.
Respectfully yours,

j ‘ffm.-ﬁ-{/}-/o:ﬂi [
Encl, Attorney General
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My dear Mr. Presidenti

Tou will remember that after Cabinet last week I told you
it was necessary to get rid of Norman Littell, the head of the Lands
Division., He has been a constant trouble meker, particularly with
other Departments and is thoroughly disloyal to me. I suggested %o
him on Saturday that he would have to resign. He is to make up his mind
and let me lmow on Wednesday.

I think he is golng to play up a case of "suppression® on
the Hill and in some of the papers. He has, however, no politkeal
backing or strength; and he will collapse when he knows you are
backing me.

I ghould appreciate, therefore, if you would be good
enough to sign the enclosed removal, which I shall use only in case
of necesslty.

Respectfully yours,

Francis Blddle
Attorney Genaral

The Prealdent

The White House DECLASSIFIED :
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DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
November 30, 1944

Attorney General Francis Biddle teday made the following statement:

I have read Nomman Littellls statement filed*with the Mead Committee
before the Committee had determined whether or not it should hold any
inwstimtim.'

I do not propose to discuss Mr. Littell's reckless and unfounded state-
ments, or to enter into any controversy with him in the public press. As the
head of the Department of Justice T must take responsibility for its operation,
and will not tolar.atu such serious disloyalty or insubordination fmem any
member of the Department even if he thinks that it is his public duty to remain
in office after he has been asked to resign.

As T wrote to Senator Mead on November 27, I asked Mr. Iittell to resign
because for some time our relationship had been such that T fio longer reposed
in him the kind of confidence that was essential for the best interests of the
Department of Justice, and I thought under the circumstances he viould prefer
to resign. I added that I had never objected to Mr. Littellls testifying
before the Mead Committee or any other Committee of the Congress; and that the
actien I have taken was in no way connected with any testimeny that he had

4 ey

The President has today made the follewing statement:

mmmuit&m:&chyhmm Littell first appeared in the papers I
wrote to him that it was primarily an exeoutive matter; and that I hoped for
his own career he would resigne man_mmMMMmtmﬂnlmgmmmt,
mmmmm;mﬁmtttmﬂmmmdmtmmm
tion. This is inexcusable and under the circumstances my only alternative is
to remove him frem office, which I have done today,"



November 15, 1944

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

A few weeks before the election I told you that I thought
I could not go on very mach longer with Norman Littell, the
Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Lands Division of
this Department, as he has created trouble with other Departments
constantly - with the Navy by miggesting that the proposed oll
leases were like the Teapot Dome scandal; with the Army on two
or three occasions, and most recently with Bob Patterson as
shown by his attached letter. He ig disloyal to me personally
and has been neglecting his work, TYou agreed that he shonld
g0 but asked me to walt until after election,

Presently I shall ask him to resign, but before doing

80 I should like to have your backing - that 1s that you will
fire him (he 1s a Presidential appointment) 1if he won't resign.

He has no political backing,
Respectfully yours,

Francis Biddle
Encl, Attorney General
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H'ElﬂR.lHHJI FOR THE SENATE WAR INVESTIGATING COMMITIEE

HE:

Issues between Attormey Genersl Francis Biddle and
Assistant Attorney General Nowman M, Littell leading
to the Attorney General's request for the latter's
resignation.
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I. COMMINTS OF THE ATTORNEY GRENERAL UPON REQUESTING
RESTGNATION

II. PRINCIPAL INCIDENTS LEADING 10 REQUEST FOR
HESIGN/TION

l. Urging settlement of case againat the Savannsh
Shipyards Lo,, subsidiary of Empire Ordnance,
represented by Tommy Corcoran

2. Refusal of information from SEC because of
Tommy Corcoran's influence in Justice Depart=
ment; Savannsh Shipyards case.

3+ Attempted retalimtion for my refusal to settle
Savannah Shipyards condemnation case; HRowe's
memorandum.

4« Elk Hills Naval Petroleun Reserve controversy;
Public Lands Committee heari ngs.

5. The Breakers Hotel case, Palm Beach, Florida;
Truman Committee hearings.

6. Surplus Property Disposal; Mead Comrd ttee hearings.
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[n:m‘m OF THE ATIORMEY GENERAL UPON REQUESTING RESIGNATION

On Saturday, November 18, the Attornesy General called me to
his office and requested my resignation as Assistant Attorney General
on the grounds of "personal differences" between us, He said that
I was ™ot loyal" to him and that I had not gotten on with his staff
since the days when Jim Rowe was the Assistant to the Attorney Ceneral.
He said that he lacked "perscnal confidence" in me but declined to
state facts or reasons therefor. On the contrary, in the same con-
versation, he said that I had done a Wvery commendable job" in runring
the Lands Division. .

The Attorney CGenersl sald that he assumed that I would not
care to remain in the Department in view of his la ck of confidence in
me, to which I replied that this was not by any means certain. I told
him to "assume a hypothetical case in which I do not have confidence
in the Attorney General. I might well consider it my public duty to
remain®., I advised that I wished time to think the matter over. He
asked for my resignation by Wednesday, November 22, and that I be out
of the Department by January 1, 1945.

On Wednesday, November 22, at 3300 pem., the Attomey General
germt for me again to demardmy answer and when I sald that I preferred
to state my case in writing, and that I would be sble to give him my
conclusions and my statement when completed in another day or two, he
advised that I confronted "the difference between resigning and being
fired," When I said, be that as it may, I would still make my answer
in writing and hand it to him when it was completed, he said that I
must make my answer in two hours or he would have the President "fire®
me.

While I expressed astonishment that the Attorney General should
assume to command the Fresident's acquiescence in such arbitrary and
unjust procedure after almost six years of effective public service on
my part, which he had persmally commended, I said again that he would
have to follow whatever course he saw fit - that my answer would be
placed in his hands as scon as I had reached a conclusion and reduced it

to writing.

It subsequently sppeared that the Attomey General did, on the
same day, November 22, request the President to revoke my sppointment
as Assistant Attorney Generdl , but the President did not do so. There-
after, this Committee took jurisdiction of the matter and after request—
ing a statement from the Attomey Gereral as to his reasons for asking
for my resignation, requested that I submit this statement of the issued
between the Attomey General and myself. For that reason, I advised the
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Attorney General by letter on Saturday s November 25 that my answer
would be deferred pending consideration of the matter by this Com-
mi ttee.

Let me recognize at once what every executive in private or
public orgamizations knows, that conflicts of personalities can in
themselves be so great as to require the withdrawal of one of the two
personalities wholly without reference to the issues between them,

1 also recognize that the jumior in rank is usually the one togo,
regardless of their respective capacities. However, I sutmit to the
Committee that this is more than a problem of "persanal incompatibility,®
I have served under three preced'ng Attorneys General whose confidence
and respect I had and still have. Attorney General Biddle had my full
and complete loyalty and firm support in the efficient administration

of the Lands Division at the outset of his administration as Attorney
General and I then had Ms full cooperation - for example, in accomplish-
ing the reorganisation of the Navy Real Estate Section pursuant to oy
recommendations to Secretary Knox immediately after Pearl Harbor, just

as I had effected a reorgari zation of the Amy Real Estate Seotdon in

Fa‘bmu.ry, 1941,

It was only when sharp differences on matters of principle
in the conduct of Governmen n loped
en us our re ons orated. I do not consider that

government. Such matters cannot be classified as mere differences
of opinion on matters of policy,

Hereinafter are reviewed the principal incidents which gave
rise to canflicts between myself and the Attomey Genersal, stated as
briefly as possible in respect to his participation in them, each
matter or case being far too complex in substance to review completely
here. A

II. PRINCIPAL INCIDENTS LEADING TO REQUEST IFOR RESIGIVAT ION.

l. Urging ;
| SUOSLALAary ol & d QpIe J DMy 1
| Hnmn of the Maritime Commission, tion proceedings were filed
' thmughqrnfﬂ.utuumﬂ.ﬂthnpmporﬁu of the Savannah Shipyards
Company, subsidiary of the Empire Ordnance, because of the failures and
notorious incompetence of the defendant company in establishing a going
concern. The piling fell over into the water, the mold loft sank out of




line to an unusable degres, the cranes would not clear between columne
and a very large portion of the machine shop having defective piling
and support, settled and broke so that a substantial area of it had

to be diemantled. All of these facts which I witnessed in personal
inspection of the premises would greatly depress the value to be paid
by the Government.

Tommy Corcoran represented the Empire Ordnance Company and
its esubsidiary, the Savannah Shipyards Company. As the Empire Ordnance
Company of Frank Cohen was then under investigation for frand in the
manufacture of munitions after skyrocketing from a shoestring investment
of Mr. Frank Cohen of $5,000 (See Truman Committee Report, Part 10,
Dec. 18, 1941, p. 3971) to a vast network of subsidiaries including the
Savannah Shipyards Company, every effort was being made by Tommy Corcoran
on behalf of his client to keep this particular case from being exposed
at trial. The cooperation of the Attorney General and Jim Rowe, the
Assistant to the Attorney Oeneral, are sufficlently reflected in the
following principal incidents:

(a) ©On May 13, 1942, Jim Rowe telephoned to me at the Attorney
General's inetructions, because Dempeey and Koplovits, composing Tommy
Corcoran's "front" law firm, had taken up with the Attorney General the
matter of effecting a settlement. When I said that as a matter of prin-
eiple we should not settle the case unless the defendants were willing
to accept the Govermment's estimate of the value of the property when
appraisals were completed, becanse of the grossly defective construction
work, he asked if I would please tell the Attorney General that per—
sonally. The Attorney Gencral telephoned to me at 5:00 p.m. on May 14
to ask about setfling this case and I sald that 1t was unusual to have
settlement negotiations initiated from the top down - that they usually
came from the bottom up in the form of recommendations for settlement
from me to the Attorney General. (In fact, out of thousands of condemnation
cases this was the only settlement about which the Attorney General
ever called me.) That was fairly straight between the eyes and from
the irritated tone of his volce, he did not 1ike 1t. Our relation=
ship suffered a very sharp deterioration at that point.

(b) On Saturday, May 22, 1942, the Attorney Gemeral gave &
cocktall party at his house for Jim Rowe at which Jim took me aside in
bies study to msk "What are we going to do about settlement of the Savannah
Shipyarde case", to which I replied that the case was " a hot potato” and
& good thing for him to let alome. After referring to the fact that
Tommy Corcoran represented the defendant company through Dempsey and
Koplovitz, he replied that he had to do something, that "thise fellows
are our friends" = that "the Attorney Gemeral has told me to handle the
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#mwlun.ﬁ.nm:].y The case was set for trial omn
July 6, I went to a oonference with the Attorney General and Jim
Rows in the Aytorney General's office determined to warn the Attorney
muumamumtnmu-ﬁ-mmmm
mﬂmﬂdmmufﬂlnu.-uaman:ﬂh!wcw-
coran. Following so soon on the settlement of the Sterling Products
anti-trust case (one of Tommy Corcoran's brothers is Vice-President
nrﬂtuliuhmuumunmth-mlniunmmw;}
initinhﬂormrmmmlforthadﬂmdmtm,nnmdﬂumld
not poseibly be avoided. If the Attorney General siill persisted in
hru;tnruchtuttlmnt,lmm-dtnummﬁluuptu
hi-,uthhnd.mminnh.ldhmuulunulhmnd‘ntomm
Imd-tminﬂt.hntulhmﬂdr-linmtw. I would have nothing
tudnﬂﬁw:tﬁlnmtﬂhrmumhnldthlumt'l
own estimates of value, with due deductions for defective construction
work. I knew that ﬂunmmwhtnulwnﬁgur-—mj,lﬁﬁ.

prineipal advisers ltoppodnint-h-norridnrtnukutu'hold:y

be a scandal for the Department and for the Attorney General®, and
that for "the protection of the Attorney General® T had to stand fast
on it. I did.

1/ of the case: As appears by ite amended and substituted answer
t of its counsel, the omner claimed $2,187,000.
Dempsey and Koplovits talked of $1,900,000, At the trial, the expert wit-
nesses offered by the owner, including Admiral Bakenhus, U.5.N. (Ret.)
contended for §1,751,067, whereas the Jovernment's valuation experts con-

hmhrdn‘mtnudlﬂniud-mrﬂdhmmmthhh

was §985,169, !hmmm-moﬂuo:mﬂmntmthm
of trial of §1,085,000 which was refused. The jury verdict was $1,285,000
ﬂmnmmm;wmu;mm;

audited cost established by certified public accountants employed by me,
ﬂmnﬂtumﬁdnuﬁhhimummﬂhmﬂ construction.
Inumhmmmtmmwormaw:nmuam
»000 and after many hours of deliberation gave way
twuthujw:tuminﬂlﬂqmnmhmmr

of the gross audit cost appraximsting 1,600,000, On
hﬁnmmtnmmwmrmmduthﬂudmut
items of cost aceounting such as intercorporate charges, promotion
legal fees and travel expenses, but the Circuit Court held that
not prejudicial errors Justifying reversal. Petition for cert-
nmmpmmmnmhyuh\tmm:mm
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I told the Attorney Ggneral very plainly that because of
his intimate connection with Tammy Corcoran, a se ttlement by him
at anything above the Covernment's figures of $ 985,665 would break
wide open into a publiec scandal. After some thought and further dis=-
miminihid:Illdnitqnhnl.uthﬂIlmldnutgu alang with
settlement, the Attorney Oensral turmed to Jim Rowe and said that

I was right; "it would be another glini Products case."

The meeting broke up. The Ajtorney Oensral at last realized
that he, Corcoran and Rowe would get no place. For the first time,
I was to have complste charge of the case. Up to that point, the Attorney
Géneral's intervention to effect settlement had been repeatedly cap-
italised by trial counsel in Savannah for the opposition who advised
the Maritime Commission that settlement negotiations had been lifted
from my hands by the Attorney Oeneral and the Assistant to the Attorney
General - Jim Rowe, and who said to my representative both publicly
and privately that the matter had been taken over by the Attarney Gen-
eral, that I had been "summoned" to a conference in the office of the
Attorney Oeneral, and that my representative in Savannah would
his instructions® pursuant to that conference. Counsel for the Defense

' o i R N ] £0 overcome in the proper handling
of this litigation for the benefit of the Government. With this re-
hummmmm,mmumnrmm
leeway for negotiation and settlement of this case if the integrity
dththpuh-tntmtiumhhwm-

(e) ‘Ihw.mwmludinginuﬁmtinthahvmﬂ!ﬂp—
Msuttuuuinuﬂntotp-ﬂuﬁqmmulm. One
#ﬂcmm'smﬂwhrmJHaMtumm
thnun:thvmhmdwbﬂu“thtm:mlmtuh
taken mm--:punuemmuninm-' saying that the
l%ﬁunﬂhﬂhmhhm-hrumﬂ;nd’mmum

!hihdtiﬂln-idmthimmnﬁlfnﬂilﬂw
dﬁuhtmﬂmﬂﬂthth-dﬂlﬂ-nftuumuthw
court. m,nhwmmml, follow a fixed routine in
partment of Justice, Recommendations for or against appeal are
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Nevertheless, there were repeated delays. The needed information

was never forthcoming, first for one reason and then for another until
in exasperation I took the matter up again with the White House, and
again with Mr. Ganson Purcell, Only in the last few days before trial
were members of my staff permitted to see & limited and selected
portion of the records in respect to the Savannah Shipyards case.

The investigation of the latter eompany by SEC was net completed by
the time the case went to trial on July 6 and only one item of utility
was recelved - the write-up of a keel bender transferred from ene
subsidiary te the Savannah Shipyards Company at an increase of $12,000
or $15,000, We never knew how much might have been revealed by a
completed investigation,

Three days before departing for Savamnah for the trial of

| this case, it was admitted by one of the counsel for the SEC that the
real reason why they had consistemtly evaded previdTng 7% g
| & Vot mA L ustice was that they did not trusl
BOE U JUNTISTUECLUse o LT reoran’'s mown intimagy with the
OTfiey DENNTE] AT TIN5 Tt tHit the Information, if
FIVEA to the Department of Itd.“wuld "pass right through to Tommy

Cercoran.” As the information was wanted for the subsequent indictment
of Frank Cohen and ethers, SEC wished to protect it. This fact was
admitted in the presence of the Attorney Gemeral by Ganson Purcell a
year later in the Attomey General's office in conneetion with ancther
matter mentioned hereinafter. The Attomey General made ne comment on
kth:l..l admission and he made no effort te dispel this opinion by the
Chairman of the SEC. He could mot.

I well remember having eme appointment in Mr, Biddle's office
Just before he becams Attorney GCemeral, when a telephons call came to
him from Tommy Corceran., I had waited two or three days to see Mr,
Biddle who was then Solicitor Ceneral on a matter of urgent Goverm-
ment business but it was apparent from the comversation that Tommy

wanted to see him miﬂr‘mwm were about like this:
m-hhﬂ .

"Hello Tommy, - No - you don't need to come over here. I'l1
come there if you wish. Yeu can come here, or I'll n-uwj)
ment, whichever uttl_mimh!,._-mﬁw

It was clear that he preferred to have the Attorney General
go there, My appointment was cut shert and Mr. Biddle departed in
about five minutes. As I had endorsed Biddle's promotion from
Solicitor General to Attormey Ceneral because I believed in depart-
mental premotions wherever possible, I felt grave misgivings. These
were confirmed not leng afterwards when he invited me to lunch and
endeavored to convince me that Tommy Corcoran ought to be appointed
Solicitor General eof the United States, the pest wvacated by Biddle. This
was before Mr. Fahy's appointment. The Atterney Gemeral urged my support in




that matter. I advised him that I was quite surs he would not be
confirmed,

The Attorney Ceneral was also quite interested in the
possibility of promoting one of Tommy Corcoran's brothers who was
an attorney in the office of the United States District Attormey,
Mat Correa, in New York City. When I returned from a trip te
AMlaska in comnection with land acquisition work there in September,
1942, advising the Attorney General that the commissioner system
there needed complete everhauling and reporting scandalous over—
erowding and lack of sanitation in the housing of prisoners by the
Department of Justice at Kediak and Duteh Harbor, I ssoured the
Attorney General's interest in these matters and he finally decided
to send somecne there to go into these matters more thoroughly than
I had time to do becaunse of absorption in my own work in Alaska.
When he finally sent Mat Correa, the very able United States Attormey
from New York City, the Attorney General said that Correa's absence
would give Tommy Corcoran's brother a chance to direct the office as
the ranking lawyer in it so that he could see whether he had capacity
to become United States District Attomey there when Mat Correa left
for military service. The mere possibility ef bringing under Tommy
Corcoran's influence the greatest law enforcement offlice outside of
Washington, D. C., in the Department of Justice, waas lhwkj.ng indeed.
I have been &asked many times in recent years - "Wh
Corcoran got en Biddle?" The lt-tmq' General ch

-."r'a-r. '{} :
plain truth "'"

As to my own relations with Tesmy Corcoran, I was perhaps
the first of the group of younger men in the administration to
express lack of confidence in him. This was as far back as 1939='4L0
before he had left the Govermment employ. I kmew that he tried later
to persuade Mr. Justice Murphy, when the latter was Attornmey Genersl,
to dismisa me, but these efforts were then in vain. A new effort was
to be made and that brings me to the mext point.

: : tm r-hh Ih Juur; 25,
19#3, J!.- Rowe sent a n-n.'ndu h the Attomey General saying that
Ganson Purcell, Chairman of the SEC, had telephoned him, to the effect
mthrkﬁuﬂlhltﬂiﬂ:—dlhmr. Wells, hﬂum conducting
mnuum-fmhmﬂmnuuwmmmm“
alleged remark of mine at a dinmer party to the effect that "when the
SEC report was turned over to the Department of Justice for criminal
sscution, it would be muppressed.” The matter was brought to the
attention of the Attomey General "for whatever action you may wish to
take," Mr. Rows expressing deep concern "for the reputation of the
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Department and yourself as Attoarney Ueneral",

A memorandum received from the attarney Gemeral while I
was in Los Angeles enclosing Howe's memorandum said to see him on
my return - that my remarks reflected on the Department., There was
no inquiry about the truth or falsity of the statement., The attorney
General and Jim Howe undertock & virtual trial of myself - right in
the middle of their wartime duties, with pressing matters unconcluded,
such as the vitally significant conflict between civil and military
government in Hawaii, with complaints unanswered from United States
ttorneys as to administrative failures of the Department in the
dling of the day-to-day transactions in their work, with complaints
om most of us in the Department regarding the incompetence of Jim
e, vhom the Attomey General had skyrocieted to increased powers
of "overall supervision and administrative management of the Depart-
ment of Justice" (see powers desecribed in Congressional Directory of
May 1943, in cortrast to previous jurisdictions of the Assistamts to
the Attomey General in earlier Directories), in spite of the fact
that Howe had never been in a law firm or practiced law in his life
and was by experience unqualified to assist in directing management
of the largest law firm in the world,

fihile I and others in the Department could not reach Jim
Rowe for weeks at a time on the telephone (I could get appointments
with Cabinet members easier than I could talk to Rowe, and others
sald the same), the Att armey General and Jim Rowe found time for
conference after conference on what I had said or not said the
preceding December at a dinner party!

Instead of disposing of the matter as a plece of idle
gossip, particularly after Marquis Childs repeatedly said that
Jim's statemernt of Purcell's statement of Wells' statement of
Childs' statement of my statement at a dinner party the preceding
December, was "perfectly cockeyed”, the attorney Gereral went right
along with Jim's evident desire to convict. Even Childs said there
was evidently real "animus" in the situation.

; At the final conflab in the Attormey General's office,

Mark Childs, Jim Rowe, Ganson Purcell, Chairman of SEC, and I were

all present, and when I interrogated the witnesses and demanded the
memorandum of the SEC lawyer to Purcell, I discovered that it was not
only dated a month after my alleged conversation with Mark Childs

but was, in Childs' opinion as well as mine, a campletely untrue represen-
tation of my remarks and his,

The whole incident blew up in the Attorney General's face
as he was then campelled to admit. In fact, it backfired on him, for



=kl »

I brought out from questioning Pureell, as long as he was in the
Attorney General's presence, a fact much more vital to the public
interest, namely . apprehensions of his staff regarding the influence
of Toemmy Corcoran over the Attorney General of the United States.
Purgell Mﬂ.thdmtﬁ:'-uhﬂmgﬂu-ndwltm
information regarding Savannah Shipyards, subsidiary of the
Empire Ordnance Company, because of Tommy Corcoran's intimsey with
the Attorney General and the fear that the "information would pasa

right through®™ - as related above, .

his inciden i T no

o : torney Generalls confusion of mind hing a
complex problem, but also an absence of appreciation of the Constitu-
tional right of Congress to have full access to racts necessary to
forming a clear understanding of matters vital to proper legislation.

The prineipael peints in this story may be ehronologically
related as follows:

Tnmhhtuﬂlhlmdtethohmwﬂimnlltmd
my study of the now notorious contract of November 2u, 1942, between
mmdmrm-mmnqw,xmmu
hm-hhdthhlwhmth;ﬂmhmmm
‘charaster of the entire instrument, He then said: "Take all of the
time you want. l:mnnmihwuﬂlﬂnnihlhulhﬂqw.

I handed the Attorney General the rirst araft of my Elk Hills
report on June 11, 1943. However, after preliminary study of the

strongly opposed to the public interest as a matter of polisy., With
the approval of Mr. Fahy, Acting Attorney General, I had gone to Mr.
Jmmumhﬂummhhnmmwnnﬂfb—
draw the contract from the Appropriations Committee so thers was ne

chance of its being eonfirmed in Congress, pending further investi-

gation.

When the matter became public on Saturday, June 12, whenm
I was in Asheville, North Carolina, and an attack was made on the
sontrast and en the President im the Senate, I telephoned to Mr.

the contract had already been withdrawn from the Appropriations Com=
mittee by orders from the White House.



1lth. The Attorney General endeavored to lead the discussiecn but

he
leaving that night for a vacation, Gross defects in the con-
tract were admitted by the representatives of the Navy and the
Interior when I pointed them out, and coples of my report

be given to them immediately for study.

The Attorney General went off while the matter was se
on the Hill and publiec interest was getting hotter every day. The
Chairman of the Public Lande Committee summoned me there on June
17 to bring all papers and documents.

" The Public Lands Committee in the House having jurisdiction

jurisdiction ot the Seoretary of the Navy in the Elk
Naval Petroleum Heserve, was naturally sager to go into the
and te have coples eof my report. The Aoting Attorney
General instructed me to withhold the report from the Committes,
asked the Committee's permission to do pending turther
report by the Attorney Gensral and posesible consideration

11legal., That night caneelation of the con=
tract was announced the President of the Standard 0ll Company and

Upon returning to Washington from his vacation the Attorney
General reviewed this matter with me anda was obviocusly exasperated
at the publieity which had cecurred. Although he had anticipated
with pleasure filing a "blistering memorandum" himself, and although

ok to the press on Saturday, June 12, after
the attack on the contract im the Senate that he haa "persuaded
3

|
g
E
i

General's attitude was quite different arter I, by force of circum—
stances, rather than the Attorney General, had become ldentified as
the author of the report which was the center of public interest.
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The Attorney General's change of attitude toward the whole subject
was shown in the following incidents:

a. At our first conference following the retum of the
Attorney General from vacation, he was extremely irritated about
my having testified befare the Publie Lands Committee and said,

"I doubt whether the contract is illegal. It might be a bad con-
tract, but I doubt whether it is 1l1legal". Thereupon I asked him
whether he had read the cases, saying, "There are only two of

them - the Elk Hills case and the Teapot Dome case" (holding illegal
the leases of Secretary Fall in the Harding administration)., He
admitted that he had not read them. How could he possibly have had
any opinion on the legality of this contract without reading these
two Supreme Court cases?

1 was

ml tu the pﬂi gg;thapublin 1n:l'.-r¢

In the end, the Attorney General wrote a letter to the
Secretary of the Navy concurring with my opinion. No able thorough
lawyer could escape from the conclusions stated.

b. On Monday evening, June 21, the Attorney General
telephoned to me when I was ocut of Washington in Pennsylvania in
regard to the next Committee hearing to be held an Juns 22 saying
that the Navy lDepartment had reguested that we not go inte details
in regard to the contract until the Navy had a more thorough chance
to study my report. I did not know then that the Attorney General
had already authorized giving copies of my report to Standard 0il
Company lawyers, or my answer would have been much stronger, but I
did say that it would be extremely difficult in view of the fact
that "the Committee was considerably disturbed in not getting my
report the last time" and that there was "a polnt beyond which the
Department should not trespass" in dealing with a Committee of
Congress. The Attorney General replied in regard to the Committee,
"I think they were just dinppod.nhd because they expected to find

something aml didn't", The Attarr eneral also did m‘t 'lilh me

to 8é nything eritical of the Navy Department. Mo :
OB ELLE £ R e na ES™Eh r‘W stlion ='1+ it the
STFUTHT Lhout Inferentid1Ty reflecting on LI *'“'“-..ﬁ.l- and
FPal Gapac 8 G "ur hiad prepared it and reco . s
TR 10T "N sadiated con . m“‘u CHETT




I was instructed to confine the discussion striotly to
the bare "legality" of the comtract, leaving out the mmltiple
questions of pelicy affesting the public interest.

c. On June 22 the Public Lands Committes refused the
Attorney Gensral's request to postpone the hearings and continued
them on the 24th. It was after the hearings om the 24th before
that Committee that I first learned that on Saturday, June 19,
the Attorney Osneral had autherised copies of the report te be
mutulwmmwmu.—mnh
called Mr, Fahy's attention and that of the Attorney General to
the impropristy of furnishing Standard 01l Company with copies
of the report whils he was refusing eopies te an important Com-
mittee of Congress. The following morning the Atterney General
personally took eopies to the Chairman of the Committes and
authorised the relsase of the repert at the hearings of June 24,
‘“Im-ﬂ distributed to Committee members.

d. The Atterney OGeneral toek up with me the matter of
Ny appearing before the Committes on June 24, He was obviously
quite irritated with the whele matter and instructed me that
there was no need for me "to do anything but submit a copy" of
my report, I asked what I was to do if the Committee demanded
explanation, which would be quite natural without
1llustrations and explanations ef the highly camplex subjeet
matter - the Attorney Oeneral repested again "just read your
report”.

While this entire matter was completely and whelly within
the jurisdiction of the Public Lands Committes, was a subject
about which there was no possible military secrecy, and was one
which vitally concerned the publis welfare and desply affectad
the future operations of the Navy in the Pacifiec, still the
Attorney General's attitude as elearly expressed was oms of
exasperation and irritation. He wished te limit and eircumseribe

ny testimony,

8¢ complete was my confusion as to hew I could comply
with the instructions of the Attorney Gemeral and still testify
frankly and honestly before the Committes that I telephonsd teo
hinm the day before reappearing bafore the Committes, and being
unable to reach him, wrote a memorandum to the effect that I
saw no alternative but to testify honestly and

-



the Committee. Otherwise I would prefer not to appear, Before
tum-ntuputhnumymm, he telsphoned
at 6145 p.m., and in answer to my request for clarifying his
instrugtions, he only added further uncertainties by replying:
"Tou will have to use your own diseretien, but you know what I
want you to do". I was compelled to reply, "Ne, I do not, Mr.
Attorney Qeneral”, and so I sent the memorandum to the Attorney
General.

- The next morning, upon receiving no further advice in
reply, I assumed that my memorandum was acesptable to the
Attorney Oeneral and I testified on the basis laid down in it.

o, Having anneunced rescission of the contrast on June
17, the Standard Oil Company and the Navy Department were most
anxious to have the hearings before the Publie Lands Committes
dropped. However, the Committee was most interested in persuing
the analysis through one complex step after another referred to
in my report as "The Effects of the Agresment Analysed®, such
as the projected loss of millions of dollars by giving up
competitive bidding for the Navy's fuel eoil business while
swm-mmmmniummmmu-.

1 obviously incurred the great displeasure of the At-
torney tee I
en the Wavy Dep t
sentatives of the' D s o
the fact - and T Say 1t 18 all humility,
i “with the entire matter due
ns were for
o Gons1deFLr tract whieh the Navy submitted
nthhmdwmmﬂﬂmuhmpnﬂluh;ﬂw
the Department of Justice. For one month and a half after I
testified om June 17th, I was asked to attend none of thess con-
ferences - even though it was
ﬂdﬁnﬂ-ﬁdqmﬂmmfﬂdhwmm
respect by the Standard 04l Company of Califernia with all of
ites legal and technical taleat.

- Drafts of new proposed contracts submitted to the Attorney
General and Charles Fahy were in easch instance finally submitted
to me and I returned my eritical comment in memorandum
finding that the new proposals repsated many of the same defects
inherent in the original contrast.

i
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In one conference with Mr, Fahy alone, when I stated my
honest opinion as a matter of law that the Secretary of the Navy
had no power to develop Elk Hills unless Congress amended the Act
of June 30, 1938, Mr. Fahy irritably described that conclusion as
"perfectly ridiculous" and made other remarks clearly reflecting
his exasperation at my opposition. As I was only stating my
opinion as a lawyer and had no intention of changing it, I left
that frultless discussion,

However, at the end of July when in a private conference
with Mr. Fahy over one of the proposed drafts of a new contract
submitted by the Navy, after I had corrected a misapprehension for
lack of information on Mr. Fahy's part in regard to the subject
matter with which he could not possibly be as familiar as I was in
view of his other duties, he announced that henceforth he was not
going to have any conferences without me present, He was quite
right in adopting that policy, but a little late!

While I reserved my basic opinion that there could be no
development of Elk Hills without authority from Congress by amending
the Act of June 30, 1938, I cooperated fully, nevertheless, endeavor-
ing to work out the legal provisions of a contract for development

of the Resarve,

In considering successive drafts of a proposed agreement
submitted by the Navy Department lawyers s 1 was undoubtedly considered
an obstructionist in my views, but as successive legal and technical
problems arose in adequately protecting the Government's interest in
such a contract, my position became more understandable. When I
finally refused to approve personally any form of permanent contract -
on the grounds that our efforts had completely demonstrated the
futility of endeavoring to do so without more exhaustive study than
was possible in a short time, then the proposal for a permanent
eontract dropped. Attention was then focused on drafting a temporary
operating agreement pending submission of the entire matter to Congress
in the following Fall.

(f) There was one eroming and concluding incident illustra-
tive of the Attorney General's desire to limit testimony before
Committees of Congress, no matter at what cost to the public interest,
There was to be a joint operating agreament, and not condemnation
of Standard's sections, The Naval Affairs Committees in both the
House and the Senate were holding their final hearings on the pro-
posed new contract which would commit the Elk Hills Reserve to this
Joint operation of the properties. I was en route from Los Angeles
to Washington. The day before I arrivedin Washington on June 2, 1944,
the Naval Affairs Comnittee in the House had requested my appearance
but the Attorney General had sent a substitute, one of the lawyers
in my Division. The Attorney General first called him up to his office
and limited the scope of his testimony, after telling him at length
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of my testimony and of his disapproval of it before the Public
Lands Committee, and also spoke critically of my report as to the
Breakers Hotel, hereinafter referred to.

When I arrived the next day, I was met at the train by
my General Assistant with specific instructions directly fram
the Attorney General not to communicate with any Congressmen or
Senators and to make no statement whatsoever in regard to the Elk
Hills matter.

I had paturclly eccumulated considerable information
on the subject of the Elk Hills Naval Petroleum Reserve, some of
it fram confidential sources which had been compiled over a con-
slderable period of time, showing that there were other available re-
sources of oll - principally those of the Standard 0il Company of
California. With all of the ery about war needs, a question might
fairly have been raised - was the nation to keep intact its last
remaining oll reserve or was the Standard 01l Company of California
to preserve its private reserve? I was never asked by the Attorney
General whether I had material information for either Committee.
The Attorney General never offered my services to either Committee.
On the contrary, the hearings were closed and the information which I
had was sealed off by the Attorney Oeneral's peremptory instructions
to communicate wlth no one about the Elk Hills Naval Petroleum
Reserve,

At no time during this leng fight to protect the Nawval
Petroleum HReserve from exploitation to which it would most certainly
have been subjected under the original contract of November 22,

1942, did the Attorney Oemeral ever show the slightest zeal in
fighting for the sweeping revislon which my study of the contract
had accomplished, nor did he express at any time the slightest appre-
clation for the exhausting work I had done in my exposure of
contractual provisions inimical to the public interest. On the
contrary, his attitude throughout was one of resentment and petu-
lant resistence.

5. The Breakers Hotel case, Palm Beach, Florida; Truman
Coamittes h-%t A leasehold mﬁ"ﬁ In ﬁn Tamous Dreakers
a s Florida, was acquired by the Army from Dec-

ember 11, 1942 to June 30, 1944, and it waes converted into the Remm
General Hospital, but the War Department had tried in wvain to
settle the value of the leasehold interest. The negotiations were
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turned over to the Lands Division in February, 1944, to effect
settlement with the owners or prepare for trial.

The proposed closing of the well-established General Hos-
pital on the eve of the second front ralsed not only a question
of policy for the War Department, but a question of valuation
for this Department and the War Department. With a great investment
already in the property, in addition to remtal to be paid, would
it be better to buy the property outright and use it until after
the war, recapturing most of the investment on later sale?
General Somervell asked me to make a special report on that matter
in March of 1944 when I was in Florida on this and other matters
of mﬂ-i

I submitted a report to General Somervell on March 14,
1944, recommending outright ascquisition of the hotel for economic
reasons, in view of the great investment already made in the

property.

The Truman Committee had investigated the Florida hotel
acquisitions including the Breakers Hotel, representatives of the
Committee having perscnally visited the Ereakers Hotel. Having
the Breakers Hotel case actively under consideration, the Truman
Committee requested a copy of my report which I gave to them as a
mstter of course, involving as it did a sumary of the appraisal
factors, the history of the acquisition and an analysis of the
economics of outright sequisition. This was on March 30, 1944, but
suddenly realizing that because of his grest sensitivity in these
matters, this might conceivably be construed as "testifying® in
violation of the Attorney (eneral's rule requiring advance consulta-
tion, I went to Acting Attorney Genmeral Fahy (the Attorney was in
Florida on vacation) reporting what I had done and stating if Mr,
Fahy conslidered sc minor an accamodation to the Committee as an
infraction of the Attorney Gemeral's rule, I could get the report
back immediately. He did so consider it, I therefore went to
Rudolph Halley, the General Counsel of this Committee, and recovered
the report, although this was the merest formality because, of
course, the Conmittee had the power of subpoena, - and the knowledge
of my visit to the Breakers with expert appraisers, and the making
of a report to Somervell was well known.

Mr. Halley promptly wrote a formal request to the Attorney
General on Thuraday, March 30, for the report, saying that the danger
of closing the hotel on April 30 necessitated getting the report
imnediately for such help as it afforded the Committee.

The Attorney Oemeral returned from out of the City the next
day, Friday, Harch 31, and Fahy turned the entire matter over to
him. On Saturdasy, Ugo Carusi telephoned the Attorney General's
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instructions to my office that I should "take no further action
whatsoever in the Dreakers case", that "the Attorney General has taken
the matter entirely in his own hands" and that I "should write no
more letters or do anything else about it."

There was no inquiry es to the status of the case itselt.
If the Attorney General had inguired, he could have discovered
that Government appraisers employed by members of my staff were
in the middle of resolving the differences of opinion between
property owners and the War Department as to reconstruction costs -
work which had to be done in any event, and could have gone right
on, but the whole transaction was stopped in its tracks subservient
to his order. He did nothing about moving on with the case,

This is the only case which was ever taken out of my hands
and 1 leave it to the subsequent record whether the Attorney GGeneral's
handling of the matter was designed to serve the public interest or
to serve his personal vanity. Let me summarize his conduct as
follows:

a. He did nov comply with the request of this Committee
and send a copy of my report. As the existence of my report was
a matter of common knowledge, and the subject of the Breakers
Hotel was a matter of public controversy, the Attorney General's
failure to furnish the report only focused attention on it and
invited criticism. On April 10, the Attorney General was attacked
in the press for refusing to submit the report to the Committes,

The Attorney General railed to recognize a great public
issue on the merits; he sought merely to suppress my report
(thereby merely exaggerating the importance of it - the facts
would have been developed anyway by this Committee). Emparrassed
by the attack in the press on his cavalier treaument of a Senate
Comuittee, the Attorney General sought a devious way ol answering
the press criticism. He had Charles Fahy call the Counsel lor this
Committee asking him to withdraw the Committee's request for my
report at that time. Then the Attorney General could and did
blandly issue a statement on Tuesday, April 11, that the reason
he had not furnished the Truman Committee a copy of the report
was because the "Truman Committee had never reguested a copy of
the "pﬂ-.

b« Senator Truman, rightly indignant over such a misstatement
by the Attorney (General, promptly subpeonsed the report from him on

%
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referred to my report as my "personal report" and used that as a
reason for Justice Department not sending a representative to the
meeting. On the other hand he had denled the report to Senator
Truman on the grounds that it was "eonfidentialv,

In refusing te send to the War Department the enly souree
of information ocutside the War Department having a disinterested
viewpeint, his actions here were definitely contrary to the publis
interest. Naturally a body of efficers convened to consider the
matter, mo matter how strong the individual eonvietions of some
of them might be in faver of retaining the hespital, would be in-
elined to follew General Somervell's mromounced wishes to elose the
hospital and restore the property to its former owners as a hotel,
There were undoubtedly falr-minded men in that group of officers
who would have had open minds to follow a disinterested viewpeint,

The Truman Committes found as a faot that "the Surgeon General
was misinformed # # # when he was told that on a purchase basis
the property would cost over $5,460 per bed" (er a total cost of
$4,737,432) - whereas the cost would have been appreximately
$3,490. The War Department was therefore $1,247,432 teo high as
the Advisory Beard should have been and could have besn informed,

At this meeting, the War Department submitted figures that
were mere estimstes, whereas the figures whieh would have been
avallable from the Landas Division were based upon actual independent
appralsals by experts employed by this Department which show
(Trumen Committee Report, p. 9, Part 19, No. 10) that fer twe
years' sscupancy eof the hotel including the cost of sonverting te a
station hospital and the cost of converting frem a hospital te a
hotel totaled $1,410,200 fer two years, or a cost of approximately
$700,000 per year for the twe years.

It could have been demonstrated that upon taking the preperty
in fee and retaining it fer five years, the tetal eost based upen
Department of Justice figures would have been about §703,800 er
spproximately $140,000 per year instead of §$700,000 per year. All
of these fastors could have been pointed out te the Advisory Cem—
mittes had anyone been present who was able and willing to point
them out = and alse the fact, subsequently stated by this committee,
that priorities for telephones, linens, wiring and other materiala
would have to be granted te this luxury property to restore it as
a resort hotel for enly thres menths of the year while citizens need
the same materials the year around,

Not to have made this informatien avallable te the War Depart-
ment Advisory Committee was definitely contrary to the publie interest
on the Attorney General's part, sand he thereby participated in imndue-
ing an erronecus decision to clese that general hospital, shutting down
a fine going sencern with a splendidly erganized staff of physielans,
ousting a thousand wounded men and depriving thousands of wounded
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veterans now streaming back from Burope of the splendid enviromment
snd rahabllitating features of this great hospltal,

6. Surplus Property Disposal; Mead Committes hearingsi
In accordance with the Bxecutive Order establishing a Surplus Property
Disposal Policy Board, Will EH. Clayton was appointed Administrator
of Surplus Property in February, 1944. When I returned from a trip
to the Pacific Coast on June 2, 1944, I found that he had set up an
Advisory Committee consisting of the heads of land acquiring agencles
throughout the Government - all except the Lands Divieion of the
Department of Justice, the one agency which has an over=~all view
of mll other land mcquiring agencles because 1t conducts condemna-
tion proceedings and writes opinlons approving the validity of
title. It has intimate knowledge of valuation problems litigated
in mundreds of cases in all the states and territories.

I, therefore, called Mr. Clayton's attentlon to the fact
that the Lands Division might be helpful to him and learned that
he "d1d not kmow there was a Lande Divislon over there in the De-
partment of Justice". While the Chalrman of Clayton's Advisory Com-
mittes, Col, J. J. O'Brien, thereafter invited me to send a
representative of the Lands Division to sit on the Committee, I
found in the meantime that by the middle of June, basic policles
had already been settled ms to the great body of land not assigned
to mny agency of Government for disposal purposes by Mr. Clayton's
previcus orders - namely agricultural, forest, grazing, mineral and
miscellansous lands.

I found that Clayton had ignored the advice of his own
Advisory Committee to aselgn agricultural and forest lands to
the Department of Agriculture and mineral and grezing lands to the
Department of the Interlor, and on the basis of his subseguent
interpretation of the report of the Committee, assigned them to R.F.C.
Everyone with experience in the Government's business in landas lnew
that R.F.C. had no qualifications whatever for the disposal of
agricultural or mineral lands - in fact, its 22 field offices were
in industrial and financial centere.

1 declined to serve on the Advisory Committee on the groundse
that thie decislon represented not only bad government but bad business
management. The exchange of correspondence between Mr. Clayton and
myself was most revealing as to Clayton's predeternination to assign
lands to H.F.C.irrespective of his Committee's advice,

These facts were generally known around the various agencles
of government and 1t was not surprising that the Truman Committee
asked for them. Also the fact that official hierarchy of the National
Assoclation of Real Estate Boards had acquired great influence and
dominance of at least two key positions in Clayton's office neaded to
be pointed out in the interests of the public welfare. My testimony



on thie score nipped in the bud a great potential scandal which
could have reflected gravely upon this Administration.

I was castigated by dcting Attorney General Fahy the next
morning who was im touch with the Attorney General by long distance
telephone from the Pacific Coast. He pointed out guite frankly that
this was "the third time this has happened" (1.e. testifying before
a Committee), - once in the Elk Hills Petroleum Heserve matter, next
in the Breakers Hotel case, and now in Surplue Property, - that as far
as he was concerned, it has "happened once too often” and that he
"didn't care to consider the merits", The Attorney Ceneral's views
a8 expressed to Acting Attorney General Fahy over long distance telephone
and to Will H. Clayton, wer rfectly clear. In view of the
statement issued at th'hﬂ?ﬁmﬁﬁﬁw Generel that my
testifying before Congressional committees had nothing to do with the
lssues between us, I attach a copy of a memorandum of August Zlet to
Mr. Fahy, Acting Attorney General, concerning this interview.

Here again was the Attorney Gemeral's familiar reaction to
any testimony in Congressional bhearings. No etion as to the publie
interest or the merits troubled his mind, or &f the right of a
Congressional committee to vital facts at a time when the Senate wae
in the process of drafting a surplus property disposal till. The
following events reflect this attitudet

(2) 1 was summoned to Mr. Fahy's office on Avgust Z2 to
review a letter to be sent to Mr. Clayton in response to one from him
ebjecting to my testimony, and asking 1f 1t expreseed my personsl views
or the views of the Department. The Attorney General had instructed
Acting Attorney General Fahy as to the contents of the reply to Mr,
Clayton ineluding a line that the views expressed were my “personal®

views WI

Had his instructions been literally carried out, the Depart-
ment of Justice would have in effect disowned a body of valuable facts
accumilated by one of ite Asslstant Attorney Generale in the performence
of hies public duties - facts which ought to have been pubmitied to the
Legielative Branch of the Government for ite assl stance in the drafting
of the Surplus Property Disposal Lew - facts which d id in fact influence
the course of that legislation and which will subsequently help place
any administrative etaff on the Surplus Property Dieposal Foard on ite
guard, This i e _type of service the D nt of o

It was of course immaterial to me whether he stated that the
views were my "personal views only". Mere words could not disnesccinte
the views of an Assistant Attorney General from his mccumulnted
experience in land acquisitien.
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In nunuulutinp over the drafting of the letter ¥ritten pur-
suant to the Attorney General's instructions, a member of the staff
in the Department insisted upon”striking out the line that my testi-
mony represented "personal views only" - with which I of course con=—
curred, not wishing to see the great Department of Justice placed in
such a weak position,

When I called for a carbon eopy of the letter the next day for
Iy files, I learned there had been a further delay as Mr, Fahy had
written that line back into the letter and had to be again persuaded
to take it out. This was most fortunate for the Attorney General,
for the letter was weak enough as it was,and was strongly attacked by
members of the Committee. :

Mr, Clayton must have been quite disappointed when the Attorney
General's letter failed to include these stricken words for Clayton's
defense was based largely on them. He even sought to supply the missing
line himself by saying that my testimony represented only my "personal
views?

There was only one real issue for both the Attorney General and
Clayton: Were the facts true?

The differences between the Attorney General and myself are no-
where better illustrated than in this surplus property issus,for while
the Secretary of Agriculture, the Acting Secretary of the Interior
and other high-ranking officials of the Government called to congrat-
ulate me upon the public service rendered in giving that testimony,
and the press comment was most favorable showing a healthy public re-
action, the Attorney General and ths Solicitor General, Fahy, wers
featured only in the lobby sheets of the Bational Association of Real
Estate Boards where the Attorney General's letter to Clayton was duly
appreciated. I am sure Clayton felt that the Attorney General had let
him down a little in not ineluding the line regarding my testimeny
being my'personal views" only but he endeavored to supply this in his
own testimony. The Senators then made it quite clear that I was summoned
before them in my official capacity as Assistant Attorney General who had
been in charge of the Lands Division for a number of years,

(b) While the Attorney General was making an inspection tour on
the West Coast, a major reform had been accomplished by my recommenda—
tion to the Senate Military Affairs Committee which had asked my views
&3 to certaln features of the surplus property bill, and the bill for
the first time in American history provided for the issuance of warranty
deeds, thereby making possible a saving of millicns of dollars of the
taxpayers' money in the difference between the sale of warranted property
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with warrantee of title and the sale of guitelaimed property.
Buyers of realty from the Government would also save several millions
of dollars as surplus realty 1s disposed of as the purchase of title
evidence would in the issuance of warranties be unnecessary,

Upon learning of this provision in the first staff meeting
following the Attorney General's return, without reading the Act ,
without Imowing the reasons or inquiring into the reasons for it -
in fact, he did not even know that this provision was the law until
staff meeting, he instantly condemned it and so did his assistant,
Jim McGranery, both "curbstoning"; the Attorney General reproached me
for not consulting him before proposing it. Mr, Fshy, as Acting
Attorney General, had gone into the matter and Assistant Solieitor
General Cox had also, and my men in the Lands Division - the most
familiar with the subject matter of any men in the Department of
Justice, had gone into it carefully, and still he ventured to "curb-
stone" on the subject and summarily condemned the warranty deed
provision without knowing anything about the subject.




ITI. CONCLUSION

The foregoing review of principal issues between Attorney General
Biddle and myself are submitted to establish that our differences do
not arise merely from "persmal incompatibility" but from differences
of viewpoint as to basic principles of integrity in the conduct of
govermment business, and differences of opinion 2s to making availsble
to Congressional comm!ttees material facts having a vital bearing upon
legislative problems and the public welfare.

The Committee should not assume that all of our differences are
reviewed in this memorandum. There are innumerable other instances of
petty, persmal animosity on the part of the Attorney Ceneral, which stem
from his frustration in the foregoing major issues. These are not related
here,

Of course I have been tempted to resign and leave an atmosphere
deliberately made unpleasant at every possible opportunity. Certainly
my own ecanomic interests would have been better served by doing 80,
but where did my public duty lie? The answer seemed very clear. I
had to remain - at least until I had completed my job in munning the
largest Division in the Department of Justice through the war period,
conducting over 7,000 condemnation cases in acquiring sites for war
purposes and about 2,000 other cases, and dispensing many millions of
dollars to property owners throughout the coumtry and the terfitories.
loreover, my estrangement from the ﬁtmm& General, while unpleasant,

foT out, because as 4 result of the issues
sETween us;4hE Kitomey General TSPt e alcrie 1n baslc matters o aa.
e Y Division wich 19 WAELY resogilzed as one of the

MEET SITTETEN 1n mmﬂfg; e e

My motives throughout have been and are very simple. We are at
war to preserve democratic government. Our men are not dying to preserve
poor government but to preserve good government - faithful to the public
interest, conducted for the benefit of all of the people. As one too old
to be at the front, my humble offering in this time of war is to fight
for good government at home in all those matters which cross my desk. I
would happily risk my life in doing so and, therefore, it must be
apparent how entirely trivial is the risk of being "fired" as threatened
by the Attorney Gemeral. What happens to me &s an individual is of na

g D i !_1‘-'!"-"""_"... ' g ihiniz
plas must be of cons

%o those of us charged with

ey S U8 Sariey Wik
— T
Respectfully,

NORMAN M. LITTELL
Asgistant Attomey General
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MEMORANDUM FOR MR. CHARLES FAHY
ACTING ATTORNEY GENERAL

I have given considerable thought to vour severe reprimand
of Friday morning, the 18th, in regard to my testifying before
the Truman Committee (Special Committee to Investigate the National
Defense Program) on the 17th, concerning the disposal of surplus
real property. It seems to me wholly unjustified, and I wish to

say 'lhy-

The charge that I "deceived" you is unsupportable and most
objectionable to me. I had no contact whatsoever with the Truman
Committee up to the time when its counsel telephoned and asked

of which has since been well circulated. I advised that the mattar
must be taken up with you as Acting Attormney Ceneral. Thereafter,

a telephone call from you advised that you had approved my appearing
before the Committee,

Wnile I had shown to Fou & memorandum regarding the repurchase
rights of prior owners, intended for the Manasco Committee on Ex-
penditures in Executive Departments which was then considering

+ R. 5125, and for delivery to the Senate Military Affairs Committee
then considering S. 2065, it never for one moment occurred to me
that you might be confused as to the different functions of these
comrittees and the "Truman Committee®. This latter Committes is
not a legislative committee but an investiggtional committee. It
was reascnable to assume, and I did assume, that you not only under-
stood this but had ascertained from counsel for the Committee the
subject matter of the inquiry.

You pointed out that this is the "third time® that a similar
incident had occurred when the Attorney General was out of town -
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first, in the Elk Hills-Naval Petroleum Reserve matter; second, in
the Breakers Hotel case, and now in the disposal of surplus, -
that this "didn't just happen®, and that it has now "happened once
too often® as far as you are concerned, and that you "didn't care
to consider the meritsn,

I have no regrets and no apologies whatsoever for any of these
incidents. The public interest was served in every case. While I
regret any personal embarrassment that ¥ou may have suffered as
Acting Attorney General, I see no real grounds for your having suffered
any. The results would have been the same whether the Attorney Gen-
eral had been in town ornot, in my opinion, for you certainly must
realize that I would be subject to a subpoena to testify before the
Committee and would be in contempt should I refuse to answer, regard-
less of whose instructions I might be following in that refusal, It
was very natural that the congressional committees of investigation
in the three matters to which you refer should request the presence
of one who would have the most testimonial knowledge of the subject
matter. Having lived very close to land acquisition work for over
five years, with the Lands Division doing the condemnation and title
work for all agencies (with two exceptions),it was quite natural
that the Manasco Committee first, and the Truman Committee now,
should have called me to testify,

The President's letter and order of July 15, 1943, to which you
referred in our conversation, to the various agencies of departments
of Government in regard to not airing their differences of opinion
until they had endeavored to reconcile them, expressly excepted fur-
nishing information to congressional committees. The President's
instructions could, under no circumstances, apply in the instant case,

In dealing with a man of the high-handed character of Mr, Clay-
ton in a matter so profoundly affecting the public welfare throughout
the United States, I considered it most fortunate that the Truman
Committee happened to explore recent developments in the disposal of
surplus property. Mr. Clayton had overruled not only his own Advisory
Committee, but also the Secretary of the Interior, and the Secretary
of Agriculture who was rudely cut off by Mr. Clyton with the state-
ment that the matter was closed and the lands had been assigned.
Quite apart from this, you must surely realize that the Congressional
Committee had the power to investigate these matters at any stage,
Except for yourself and the Attorney General, the feeling is quite
unanimous throughout the Government that the inguiry was most timely



and fortunate and that the public interests were well served.
Both the Secretary of Agriculture and the Acting Secretary of the
Interior have called me to extend congratulations and thanks for
the public service rendered in laying the facts before the Truman
Committee.

All of this demonstrates that it is quite impossible to
avold considering the merits.

I am constrained to submit that the objections made in the
past in regard to the above three matters have been on too highly
perscnalized basis. It is quite enough to expend all of ocne's
energies in the public service without being baited and harassed
in my own Department of Government, upon which the handling of
each of the above matters has reflected credit.

NORMAN M. LITTELL
Assistant Attorney General
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON

December 1, 1944.

MEMORANDUM FOR
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

Will you speak to me
about this?

Memorandum for the President from Mrs. Roosevelt
11/30/44, quoting portion of letter from

Esther Lape in re desire of "Curtis" for

the new judgeship in the Circuit Court of
Appeals recently created.

¥

DECLASSIFIED
Py Doputy Archivist of the U.S.

By W. J. Etevart Dato -4 8=TA
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THE WHITE HOUSE Jr" F

WASHINGTON e ;ﬁ"y
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MEMORANDUM FOR
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:

Please speak with Jimmy Byrnes about
the possibility of Walter Armstrong
to 111 Littell's pllu.“ I will talk
to you about it when I get baek,

F.D.R,

Returning memorandum which the Attorney General
sent to the Fresident under date of 12/6/44,

a carbon of which has been reteained for our
files.



Deceaber 6, 194

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PHRESIDENT

I think 1t would be highly advisable to fill Norman littell's
place immedictely by somsone whose nme would be universally aeceptables

I heve in mind Walter P. Amsstyong, of Memphis, a former President
of the Ameyican Bar Association who served on the Board of lLegal Examiners,
which was later known as the Committee on Legal Personnel. In that
gonneotion I saw a grest deal of his work and Wlieve that he would be a
first rate administrator,

I an pot at all sure that Mr. Avmstrong could be persuaded to take
the position « say for a year., He is an intimate friend of Senator MeKellar
and the offer of the appointment would please S¢EKe)lar very much, I should,
howsver, not like %o approash Armstrong without the assurance of your
approval.

The Littell case has quisted down., I do not propose now to make
any ststemsnt) but may file a statement with the Mead Committee, which
I shall not do without talking to Jimmy Byrmes firet,

Respeetfully yours,

Mtomey General



WALTER P. ARMSTRONG

Lawyer. B. Pittsboro, Miss. Oct. 26, 1884; . George Wells and
May (Crathirds) A.; student Webb School, Bell Buckle, Temn. 1898-1901, U. of
iiss. 1901=02; A.D. Yale U. 1906, LL. B. magna cum laude, 1902; fHon. IL. De
Boston University, 1942, Soutlwestem College, 1943; m. Trma Waddell,
Nove 12, 1912; 1 son, Walter Preston. Admitted %o Temn. bar 1902, and began
practice at Nemplisy city atty., Memphis, 1920-243 Special asst. to Attomey
mmu.s.mmm-kmﬂm;—mmm-u#m
Exminers; mem. Armstrong, McCadden, Allen, Braden & Goodman. Member
general council American Bar Associstion, 1929=31, member House of Delegatés
since 1939, mem. exec. com. 193«34, mem, budget com., 1931-3;, chmn, same
mmlh.n.n:mmnﬂlnm 1935-41, mem.
Be oditors An. B Asan. Jours 193~41 (em-officlo 1941~42), mem. oouneil
of legal edn. and admissions to the bar, 1939=4l, pres. 1941-42; mem,
Shelby County Ber isan. (pres. 1932-33), Tennm. Bar Assn. (pres. 1936),
h.;-mt.h-.m},m#mt.mamﬂm,m
Polit. Science, Assn. of Bar City of New York, Sigms Chi, Phi Delte Phi;
mmmummun—-.um.ﬁnlmm
of Tennessee. Independent Democrat. Methodist, Clubs: University, Mesphis
country (Memphis); Lotos (New York). Contbr. to law jours. Homes 1219 E.
Parkway So. m-u—-ﬁmm.w.m
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December 9, 1044,

Please speak to me about
this when I return. I am still
inolined toward Curtis Bok,

s

F.D.R,

Returning memorandum which the President
recaived from the Attorney Ceneral, 12/6/44,
s carbon of which has been retained for

our files.



Dessuber 6, 1944

I retum your semorendum atout Curtis Boy with the extract from
Uise Lape's letter to lire. foosevelt.

There will presently be two wmcancies on the U, 5. Clreuit Court
for the Thipd (dreuit, one is created by a new bill which has just been
passed; the other by Charley Jones, who 18 now on the Cours, being elscted
to the Supresme Court of Pennsylvania, Jonse wil) presumably not take Me
ssat until Januvary.

This elrouit is one of the best in the United States. Presently
it consists of John Bigge, Albert Maris (who is alec on the Price Court),
Charley Jones, Herbert Goodrich (who was formerly [ean of the Pennsylvania
Lew Sohool), and Oerald Mclaughlinm, who took ¥illie Clark's place, /s it
is my old court I mm, of course, very much interested in leeping up its
standards,

A few weosks ago I suggested to you Jim Nelramery of Philadelphia,
who was formerly one of the leaders of the Liberal bloe in Congress and
is now Aesistant to the Attomey Oemsral. Jim was always a very strong
and loyal supporter of yours and I bteliews, if you suggested his name to
Joe Guffey, he would not encounter opposition. He is not eligible to the
vacancy ereated by the new MW1l, but would have to sucesed Jones.

As to the other wasanoy)

Curtis Bok is a wery able Judge, now en the Common Pleas of
Priladelphia. If he resigned to go to the Ciweuit Court, howsver, the



The President December 6, 1944

vacancy wuld be filled by a Hepublican,

David Stern is pushing Harry Kalodner, now a District Juige.
I & rot think that Ealodner is in the class with McGramery, Dok, or
William H. Kirkpatrick,

Kirkpatrick, a Republican, is now on the Distriet bench.
mMnmNthmum He is a
first rate man.

Respectfully yours,

o I .,1 ¥
I tomeatard O

Frencis Biddle
Attomey General
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9 December 1944.

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT.

The attached copy of letter which I sent

to the Attormey Generzl on November 7, 1944, has to do

with the Littell matter. 2 P

Lol

Robert P. Patterscn
RPPiar Under Secretary of War.

Enclosure

Fronklin D. Roosevelt Library
DECLASSIFIED
03D Lik. s200.9 (8/27/58)

tate- 3-/8-5 9 )
Signature- (P Z #ﬂk

SECRET




The Honorable

The Attorney Genaral,
lllhin;tan, D. C.

Dear Mr. Attorney Generaly

One of the most important industrial activities conducted
by the War Dejartment is the Hanford Engineer Works, located in
eustern Washington. The project is of & highly secret nature,
undertaken by the War Department at the direction of the President.
While the nature of the work cannot be revesled, its importance
is indicated by the fact that it has been mccorded top priority
for laber, materials, and all nesdsd facilities, outranking all
other programs,

One of the many problems presented by this difficult pro-
Ject is the acquisition of the real estate required. The War
Department, for reasons connected with military security, has
been most anxious that the condemnation proceedings be expedited
and the funds distributed to the former owners, and also that
thers be no uanecessary publicity. The Department of Justice
has been advised of this urgent necoessity.

Although the declarations of taking on the majority of
these parcels wers filed during the summer of 1943, reports up
tutlhﬂtﬂmmlhﬂﬂﬂtml:il&.%mﬂ]ﬁplrﬁlldiaﬂ
tributions have been made on the 1394 tracts taken. It is evi-
dent that there has been & great delay in carrying the proceedings
forward and consequent complaints by those entitled to distri-
bution, thus endangering the security of the project.

Mr. Littell, on several previous occusions, stated that
_the lack of progross must be attributed to faulty War Departament
appraisals. Our evaluation policies had received ths prior ap-
proval of Mr. Bernard N. Ramsey, your special assistant in charge
of the cases. The same group of a praissrs appralsed several
other rural agricultural acquisitions in Oregon which proved
bighly succossful. Since ome-third of the ownerships acquired
in fee and nearly 90% of the lsased areas were scquired om the
besis of the original appraisals, it does not peem resscnable to
attribute the present situation to the apyraisals.

Franklin D. Roosevelt Library

DECLASEIFIED
DOD DIR. s200.¢ (8/27/58)

Date- 3 -1 B — =7 ,
SEGRET T ° Gt e
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However, to meet the desires of the Depertment of Justice,
the sppraisals were revised u ward. Therealter, when the situa-
tion nevertheless appeared 46 have reached an impesse, General

arranged & meeting between Major General L. R. Groves

to und adopted all of Mr. Litteli's recommendations as to revised
appraisals and methods of Procedurs, To eliminate delays, our
representatives acqulesced in Mr. Littell's suggestion that the

top limit of settlements be incresssd and that the represantatives
on the ground be given Recessary authority. A memorandum of undar-
standing, in its final form draftsd by Mr, Littell, was axchanged
u;r-:mltorthomlmﬂnghnmuammmud-or
statement of policies. The memorandum acknowledged that there
would be special Problems for which the gulde would be inadequate
and it was stated that "such Special problems should be the subject
of further confersnces and Bpecial eonsideration,®

We hoped that the understanding resched at thig meoting
would result in acc.larated progross in setiling the cuses and

On October 13, six months after the April meeting, Mr,
Littell, without pr consultation with us, uppenred in the

to him. His statement to the court hus regulted in a conslderable
Amount of undesirubie publicity concerning #roject which the
President has porsonelly directed should be blanketed with the
utmost ssorecy, In addition, the attempt to Jisoredit the War
mtrnwmnmwﬂmhmmm-
ereased the public impression that the two departments are at

Waile Mr. Littellig action may now lead to settlements
&t increased prices, there Séems no reason why this rosult could
not have been accomplished axpecltiously and without publicity
during the lust six months in conforence with us, Last April

 SEGRET
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we had agreed to all the pointes submitted by the Depurtment of
Justice and we would have been more than willing to review the
appraisals again at any time,

I am constrained to protest the methods and publicity
resorted to by Mr. Littell as I baliove the objective we had in
mind of a prompt settlement of the cases could have been obtained
through cooperation, instead of by a [ublic airing of alleged
differences batween the Departments in contravention of expressed
executive policy. In light of our agroement of last April, this
would have been uncalled for in any ocuse, but because of security
conslderations in the present instance is particularly unfortunate.

Yours sinceraly,

Incli
Memo of Agreement 4/24/44
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

December 17, 1944,

MEMORANDUM FOR
GENERAL WATBON:

Will you arrange an appoint-
ment for the Attorney General
and Bill O'Dwrer to see me?

:q:?

F-Dol"l l-‘syq’ \‘b
Page 4,
\ THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTOMN
21, Do you wish to have the appointment for the

~ Attorney General and General O'Dwyer? You
vV wanted toc see them re Dubineky and Lipersl
Farty, and general eltuation in New York, .

2. You sent up word you wished to see the Attor-
T" .j( ney General and General C'Dwyer, re N.Y. sltuation.
9 - Would you care to see them this week? 2= 20 -
vy
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(Dffice of the Attorney General
4 Dec 12 12 58 PM "4
Mashington B0 5 RECEIVED

December 11, 1544

psr =
MRIORANDUY FOR THE PRESITENT job“%;(,&u

I have your memorandum about David Dubinsky's letter, which I

return. BSamuel Shore and Alex Rose, both leaders of Dubinsky's Liberal
Farty, came to see me to suggest Alfange the other day.

I don't think Alfange would do. I feel very strongly, however,
that the Liberal Party should have Hpraﬂantati;n in the office. We must
be careful to avoid a fight with Sidney Hillman's group and I think Alfange
would be 2 red rag %o the Labor Party.

. 1 discussed the matter at length the other day with Bill 0'Dwyer.
He thinks that Tammany is pretty well washed up, with nothingleft but a
shelly that you, or someocne representing you, should send for all the groups
and tell them they ought to get together on patronage - that the only
guestion was the question of the liberal approach in lew York for the next few
years,

Bob Wagner and Jim Mead are both pressing me to appoint Mclohey,
who was Jim MeNally's assistant, and who is now Acting United States Attorney.
McGohey is a good man without much imagination, and would be acceptable but
not outstanding, :

kd Ennis, who used to be in the office and who is now with me,
would be acceptable to both elements, I think,

We might also think of Epstein formerly Solicitor General of New

York State who is tslked about for Mayor or Uoverner.

Ao
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Memorandum for the Presidant Decembar 11, 1944

When Woolsey resigned from the District Court in New York the

place could not be filled under the tems of the Statute. Bob Wegner will

introduce a W1l creating & new Judge in the next session.

weak and I think we should put in a really first rate man,
I should like to discuss this with you on your return; and

This court is

perhaps bring Bill O!'Dwyer along, if you would like this.
Respectfully yours,
/WM ‘
Francis Biddle
Attornay General
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DAVID DUBINSKY,
e November 25, 1944,

The President,
Franklin D, Roosevelt,
The White House,
Bashington, D.C.

Dear Mr, Fresident:

I am addressing thils letter to you from
Wew Orleans, where I am attending the annual conven-
tion of the Ameriecan Federation of labor, &t the reguest
of the leaders of the Liberal Party of New York,

The history of our young party, its contri-
bution to the recent campaign, and its plans and hopes
for the future are, doubtless, well-kmown to you, Mr,
Prasident, We want to consolidate the political means
by which those great benefits with which you have endowed
the plain people of Americe will be protected and enhanced,

This representative group of orgenized liberals
and laborites, we belleve, are entitled to conslderation
end encouragement that would enhance thelir standing and
prestige. With thils thought in mind, the leaders of our
party have requested me to submit to you the name of
Mr, Dean Alfange as thelr suggestlon for the offlce of
United States Attornsy for the Southern District of HNew
York, an assigmment which I gladly and cheerfully perform.

Mr, Alfange is known to you, Mr, President, He
was & Democratlc candidate for Congress, with your support,
in 1941, and our candidate for Governor in New York in
1942, His book on the Supreme Court of the United States
received the Thecodore Roosevelt Award, He is an out-
standing liberal and an eminent jJjurist,

I sincerely hope, Mr, Pfesident, that you will
conaider this suggestion, I may add that I already spoke
to Senator Wagner concerning it and I &m confident of his
support,

Very respectfully yours,

David Dublinsky
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December 22, 1944 s

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

On August 31st, you wrote me that Ed Loughlin had recommended Edward Js
Ennis for McNally's pPlace as United States Attomey for New York, and on October
24th and 25th, you again suggested Ennis, saying you had heard well of him,
I am retuming your memoranda,

Ennis is really first rate. He is young, actiwe, and was trained under
John Cahill in the office. Since then he has worked for me. You will note
Harold Ickes' enclosed memorandum to you in which he states *he is an excellent
lawyer and a man of fine character. He is an intelligent liberal.n

I called Learned Hand yesterday and he told me that he considered Ennis
had wnusual ability and complete integrity. I believe that the Libersl group
would be pleased with his appointment. I know that the ALP had something to do
with Loughlin's endorsement. I thirk he would be acceptable to Lafuardia. Ed
Flyon raised an objection when he heard that Enmds was being considered on the
ground that Ennis lived in East Orange. This is not the fact., His family used
to live there, but for many years he has hmhvimm:imuginlhnhntm

Bob Wagner has formally endorsed John Fo McOohey, the present First
Assistant. In my opinion McGohey does not compare to Ennmis. Moreover, I am in-
formed that he 1ives in Long Island,! though he may have some techmical residence
in New York. }

I should like to send Ennis' name to the next Congress as soon as

poszible after it convenes.
.



Auguet 31, 1944

MEMORANDUN FOR
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

Ed Loughlin todsy reconmended
Taward J. Ennie for Molielly's place.
He im not an organizetlion Democrat,
but they tell me he is young and
gctive and has worked for you
under John Oehill. You might talk
to me about 1t sonme dny.

P. D. R,




THE WHITE HOoUusSE
WASHINGTOMN

Detober u’ 1944,

MEMOHANLUM FOR
THE ATTORHEY GENEHAL:

£

Will you speak to me about

this?
!-_D-l.
o :
{ i
l"\ 'r'fr
e— ———




August 30, 1944
MEMORANDIM FO: THE PHESIDENT

I understand that Edward Loughlin, the New York Tammany
Boss, has ansppointment to 8ee you tomorrow and that he will
talk to you about the coming vacancy in the office of the United
States Attorney in New York.

Jim McNally, the present United States Attorney -
an excellent man - is to be nominated for ome of the State Supreme
Court vacancies. This is the result of pressure from the American
Labor Party. Laughlin will probably suggest as McNally's successor,
John F. X. MeGohey, McNally's First Assistant. However, this has not
been cleared with Ed Flynn who is at present in California or with
the American Labor Party who may kick if they are not consulted.

I suggest therefore, that you listen to Loughlin but do not
agree 1o his candidate until I have had an opportunity of discussing
the appointment with you. It 48, of course s 4 very important
appointment and A.L.P. hold the balance of powsr in New York State,

Respectfully yours,

" MM]' i

Attormey Gersral
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MEADRANLUE FOR
THE ATIOHNEY GENERAL:

Several people have suggested to
me the name of Edward Ennis for the
. 6. Attorney vacaney in New York.
I heasr he 18 & very good men. Will
you let me know whet you think?

F.L.R.

N
1
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Edward J. Ennis, born December 4, 1907, age 36.

Family: Mother and Father, dr. & Mrs. Patrick J. Ennis and brother,
William M. Fnnis, now reeiding at 122 Holland Road, South Orange, N.J., Irish,
Roman Catholic.

Residence: 28 West 1llth Street, Manhattan, 10th Assembly District,
Reglstered Democrat, now living temporarily at 2121 Virginias Avenue, N.W.,
Washington, D.C. while in Washington with the Government.

Education: Columbis University Law School, LL.B. 1932; Seton Hall
College, B.5., 1929.

Erofessional FExperience:

1934-1937 - Assistant United States Attorney, Southern District of
New York, appointed by United States Attorney Martin Conboy.

1937-1939 - Attorney in Office of Solicitors General Stanley Reed
and Robert H, Jackson (now Associate Justices of the United States Supreme
Court) engaged in arguing cases in the United States Supreme Court.

1939-July 1941 - Assistant United States Attorney for the Southemn
DIistrict of New York in charge of the Civil [division and Administrative
hssistant under United States Attorney John T. Cahill.

July 1341 - December 1941 - General Counsel, Immigration & Natural-
ization Service of the Department of Justice in Washington, D.C., appointed
by Attorney General Francis Biddle.

December 1341 to present time - Director of Alien Enemy Control and
Administrator of Foreign Travel Control in the War Division of the Department
of Justice in charge of intermment, parole, repatriation and other control
of alien enemles and other internal security procedures.



1942-19L), - Special Assistant to the Attorney General representing
the War Department and the Commanding Generals in the conduct of litigation
in Hawaii and on the West Coast involving the constitutionality of martial
law in Hawaii and the evacuation of the Japanese from the West Coast.

May 1944~July 1944 - Acting Head of War Divisien, Department of
Justice, Washington, D.C.

a s_and asso t

1941-1943 - Professor of Constitutionsal Law, Catholic University,
Washington, D.C.

Member of American Society of International Law; American Academy
of Political and Social Science; American Council for Democrary.



THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

October 25, 1944.

MEMORANDUS FOR
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:

Beveral people nave sUggested Lo
ze the name of Bdward Ernis for the

]
U. 8. Attorney vacancy in New York.
# I hear he is & vory good man. Will
you let me know what you think?

F.L.H.




11 October 194k

Dear Mr, Fresident,

In politics as everywhere else the incredible occasionally happens.
If my "hot dope" is right,the incredible has happened with reference
to the U.S. Attorney vacaney in New York(McNally is going on the bench), but
the ™ysual” is about to foul up the incredible. In brief Tammany has
endorsed a candidate that is just right down your alley. I den't pretend
to know why Tammany did,.it still has my mouth open...but he is a "natural”
for the job, He should please the judges,the New Dealers,certainly the
Attorney General ,and above all the « Seemingly he pleases the
politicians, He is ace-high with Sidey Hillman who once endorsed him for
L Administrator, I should know..I checked him for you but he didn't
have any interest in the job,

This paragon,this Daniel come to judgement(he really is,as a matter
of fact) is Edward Ennis,now in the Department of Justice, He is a graduate
of Catholic Schools and of your old Law School,Columbia. He was good
enocugh to be selected as Judge Manton's secretary,and like others of Manton's
secretaries,picked up none of his bosa's foibles. He then went into the
U.S. Attorney's office and spent many years there,ending up as Administrative
Assistant., His appointment would be a "Knockout" in terms of the morale
of the office, He spent some time in the Solicitor General's office,arguing
Supreme Court cases,was General Counsel of the Immigration and Naturalization
Office. Since the war he has been Director of Alien Enemy Control,doing
the job on Japs,Germans,ete.

He is a Catholic and an Irishman,but above all,he is a top-notch
lawyer,a cut above the gentlemen who have held down the office the past
few years,and that idle causs they have been good. Most
important of all,it would stop & fight between the Department of Justice
and the politicians(l assume those still go on,even though I have left;hope
so,anyway). I don't know what the A.G.'s point of view is. I assums he
has been knocking down the door to General Watson's office trying to get

to go along with Tammany, I1f he hasn't,he's just so used to fignting
%ufmubm- do,that he hasn't stopped to see what he
is about.,

This is the first time in a year and a half I have tried to "sell
you" & bill of goods, It is worth it. It is probably a viclation of
the constitution for lowly Lt.(Jgle to write the Commander-in-Chief about
political appointments but I'll have to take that chance,

5
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go better shortly out here. This
tting it from Jim Forrestal,
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cture of what is going on. The "Fala"
defense plea made a great hit out here. I rather wish Thomas E.Dewey were
a
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more colorful character ec he would get the pecple all excited because
they get excited they wote and if they vote they vote for you.

ly hope that you are the man to make the peace., This stems

t
from my distrust in the Frosecutor as it does in my devotion to you.
should think Stalin and the Prime Minister would gobble him in two bites.

““;,‘j.‘i“rw
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Decemder £6, 1044,

NEMORANDUM FOR
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:

FOR YOUR INFORMATION,

¥.D.R,



David Brady waes born in Durham, North Carolina, on
July 16, 1897, In spite of his Irish name he 1s & Jew.

He received his A.B, e from Trinity College
(now Duke Univeraity) in June, 1617,

He was graduated from Columbia University Law Sohool
in June of 1921 and during the period 1820-21 he served on the
Board of Editors of the Columbla Law Review.

He was admitted to the Bar of the State of New York
and the Federal Courts in November of 1921 and 1s now a member
in atand of the American Bar Assoelation, New York
State Bar Assoclation, New York County Lawyers Association and
the Bar Association of the City of New Yory.

Dur the rrmd of 1921-32 served firet as
& law clerk in the office of Lamar Hasdy, a8 an assooclate
to Martin W, Littleton and Lamer Hardy and finally as & member

During the period 1032-38 Brady practiced alone under
his own name,

In 1938 he became the active head of the firm of
atup:::, Brady, Noonan and Kaufman, of which firm he ie still
a member,

In 1842 he was commissioned a Major, AUS, Chief of
the Occupational Division in the New York i1ty Headquarters
of Belective Service, 1In thie capacity he served aa the
right hand man of Colonel Arthur « MeDermott, the head of
the Selective Service Organization in New York City, and in
November, 1943 he was advanced to the rank of Lieutenant
Colonel and made the executive officer of the New York City
office of Belective Service,

Brady has an unusual personality, combining the charm
acquired from his southern bac with a dynamie drive for
getting things donme., Both in the practice of law and in the
administration of his present duties he has earned a mutntiun
for outstanding falrness in his dealinge with ople he e
universally liked by members of the Bar as well as by members
of the judielary,
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: David Brady was born in Durham, North Carolina, on

July 16, 1897. In spite h name he is a Jew, ﬂ o8
| S S ——
He received his A.B, degree from Trinity College J-;__X 2 fq.
(now Duke University) in June, 1917,

In World War I he served as Seaman 2/c¢ in the United
States Haval Reserve.

He was graduated from Columbia University Law School
in June of 1921 and during the period 1920-21 he served on the
Board of Editors of the Columbia Law Review.

He was admitted to the Bar of the State of New York
and the Federal Courts in November of 1921 and is now a member
in good standing of the American Bar Association, New York State
Bar Association, New York County Lawyers Association and the
Bar Association of the City of Hew York.

During the periocd of 1921-32 Brady served first as
a law clerk in the office of Lamar Hardy, then as an associate
to Martin W. Littleton and Lamar Hardy and finally as a member
of the firm of Hardy & Hardy.

During the period 1932-38 Brady practiced alone under
his owm name.

In 1938 he became the active head of the firm of
Simpson, Brady, loonan and Kaufman, of which firm he is still
a member.

In 1942 he was commissioned a Major, AUS, Chief of
the Occupational Division in the New York City Headquarters
of Selective Service. In this capacity he served as the
right hand man of Colonel Arthur V, McDermott, the head of
the Selective Service Organization in New York City, and in
November, 1943 he was advanced to the rank of Lisutenant Colonel
and made the executive officer of the New York City office of
Selective Service.

Brady has an unusual personality, combining the charm
acquired from his southern background with a dynamic drive for
getting things done. Both in the practice of law and in the
administration of his present duties he has earned a reputation
for outstanding fairness in his dealings with people and he is
universally liked by members of the Bar as well as by members

of the Judiciary.
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L#¥ 7 THE WHITE HOUSE {
WASHINGTON W

January 1, 1945.

MEMORANDUM FOR
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

I think this is 0.K.
Will you clear him in the usual
way and send the nomination to

me?

F. D. R.

Tranamitting memorandum which the fresident
received from the Attorney General on 12/26/44,
the catrbén of which has been retained for our
filES-



December 26, 1944

MEMORANDUM FOR THE PRESIDENT

On Deoesber 6, I sent you a memorandum suggesting that you
appoint l_il.hr Amstrong, of Memphis, = fomer FPresident of tie American
Bar Association, to take Norman Littell's plage, and you returned it
to me with the suggestion that I speak %o Jimmy Bymes and that you talk
about it when you retumm.

I haw talked to Jimmy Byrnes and he thinks Amstrong would
be first rate.

I think 4t would be a healthy thing to send up the name as
soon as Congress convenes. Of course, Amstrong mey not be willing
to take it.

1 return you your memorandum.

lespectifully yours,

Francis Blddle
Attorney Jeneral
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 4, 1845,
MEMORANDUM FOR THE FRESIDENT :

Littell is demanding of
the Attorney General the formal
removal of office order algned
by you, It is attached with this
file. Do you wish to sigh 1t for
him?




WASHING TON

Yo nre aereb removed from the offi ce of Assistant Attorney

General of the United States.

FRANKLIN D. ROOSEVELT

hrough the Attorney General,
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OFFICIAL BUSINESS—GOVERN

DUFE AND COHRECTED OOPY apf .Ba

HON NORMAN M LITTELL
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
WASHINGTON D ¢

re

zmmmm:mmnmmmmnsxmu BREQUESTED BY YOUR
SUPERIOR OFFICER + THE ATTORNEY GENERAL OF THE UNITED STATES. UNDER THE
CIRCUMSTANCES IJ-I COMPELLED TO HEMOVE YOU AS ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL,
PERSONALLY, I AM SOREY TO HAVE 70 DO THIS IN VIEW OF YOUR LONG SERVICE
TO THE QCVERNMENT,

FRANELIN D ROOSEVELT.
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November 26, 1944.

MEMORANDUM FOR
THE ATTORNEY OENERAL

I am distressed that this matter of Norman Littell
seems to have got into an sse. Many wholly extraneous
matters seem to have come into 1t.

1 do not intend to go into them, and I am told that
mtnuwnnmm!buumiouununm
a little time. Also, I think he 1s hurt because you said
Lmt-hl.ghhhlhuut not having any confidenae in his

Frankly, I think the matter is one of incompatibility
between you and him. It would be :h!.'l.tr to have Congressional
investigations, reports, etc., as 8 is primarily an
executive matter.

I am sure that Norman knows that the head of a Depart-
ment has always been sustained by whoever was President, and
iAf you can make Norman understand mtrnmmumi
to t his future but that you, as Attorney O » have
a perfect right to make recommendations in regard to the
Assistant Attorney General under you, he w realiszse this
cannot in common sense be made a cause célibre by any
Committee in the Congress. As Chief Executive I have, of
course, an absolute right to act as such.

I hope for Norman's own career and his future that
he will leave your office without fuss. You can tell
him that I be glad to put him beck inm some other
Government work as soon as there is an available epportunity.

I am sending a copy of this to Norman.

F. D. R.
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(DEfice of the Attoriey General
WashingtonB.C.

November 21, 1944

My dear Mr. President;

Tou will remember that after Cabinet last week I told you
it was necessary to get rid of Norman Littell, the head of the Lands
Mvision. He has been a constant trouble maker, Particularly with
other Departments and is thoroughly disloyal to me. I suggested to
him on Saturday that he would have to resign. He is to make up his
mind and let me know on Wednesday.

I think he is going to play up a case of "suppression™
on the Hill and in some of the papers. He has, however, no
political backing or strength; and he will collapse when he knows
you are backing me,

I should sppreciite, therefore, if you would be good enough
to sign the enclosed removal, which I shall use only in case of

necegal tl}r-

Respectfully yours,

Francis Biddle
Attorney Gendral

The President DECLASSIFIED ¥
By Authority of %d&dﬁ o
The White House




(Dffice of the Attorney General
Wastrington B.0. 25

MEMOHANDUM FOR THE PRESIIENT

A few weeks before the election I told you that I
thought I could not go on very much longer with Norman Littell,
the Assistant Attorney General in charge of the Lands Division
of this Department, as he has created trouble with other Depart-
ments constantly - with the Navy by suggesting that the proposed
oil leases were like the Teapot Dome scandal; with the Ammy on
two or three occasions, and most recently with Bob Patterson as
shown by his attached letter. He is disloyal to me personally
and has been neglecting his work. You agreed that he should go
but asked me to wait until after election.

Presently I shall ask him to resign, but before
doing so I should like to have your backing - that is that you
will fire him (he is a Presidential appointment) if he won't
resign. He has no political backing.

Respectfully yours,
WL}M\
Francis Biddle
Encl. Attormey General
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WAR DEPARTMENT
OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY

Washington, D.C,

November 7, 15944
The Honorable
The Attomey General,
Washington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Attomey General:

undertaken by the War Department at the direction of the Fresident.,
While the nature of the work cannot be revealed, its importance

is indicated by the fact that it has been accorded top priority
for labor, materials, and all needed facilities, cutranking all
other programs,

One of the many problems presented by this difficult pro-
Ject is the acquisition of the real estate required, The War
Department, for reasons connected with military security, has
been most anxious that the condemnation proceedings be expedited
and the funds distributed to the former owners, and also that
there be no unnecessary publicity. The Department of Justice
has been advised of this urgent necessity,

Although the declarations of taking on the majority of
these parcels were filed during the summer of 1943, reports up
tollhnrbu.-l:nlhnwthltnﬂ;rﬂdﬁnllmdﬂﬁplﬂmm
tributions have been made on the 1394 tracts taken, It is evie
dent that there has been a great delay in carrying the proceedings
forward and consequent complaints by those entitled to distrie
buticn, thus endangering the security of the projects.

Mr. Littell, on several previous occasions, stated that
the lack of progress must be attributed to faulty War Department
appraisals. Our evaluation policies had received the prior ap=
proval of Mr. Bernard N, Ramsey, your special assistant in charge
of the cases, The same group of appraisers appraised several
other rural agriculturel acquisitions in Oregon which proved
highly successful, Since one-third of the omerships acquired
in fee and nearly 90% of the leased areas were acquired on the
basis of the original appraisals, it does not seem remsonable to
attribute the present situation to the appraisals.

[y Roomevelt Library
1y

I.: i

Date- Jﬁj A5 7 —
61 puntires LA,



However, to meet the desires of the Devartment of Justies,
the envreaisels were revised uoward., Thereafter, when the situstion
nevertheless annesred to have reached an impasse, General Somervell
errenged s meeting between Major Genersl L, R, Groves end Colonel
John J. O'Brien and Mr, Littell et Yakims last Aoril, At this
meeting the nrior avnreisels were considered and we agreed to and
adopted all of Mr. Littell's recommendations as to revised apnraisals
and methods of procedure. To eliminste delays, our representatives
acquiesced in Mr, Littell's sugrestion that the ton limit of mettle-
ments be increased end thet the representatives on the ground be given
necessery suthority. A memsrendum of understanding, in its final form
drafted by Mr, Littell, was exchenged ss a result of the Anril meeting
to serve as a general guide or statement of nolicles. The memorandum
acimowledged that there would be special nroblems for which the guide
would be inadequate end 1t was stated that "such smecisl nroblems
should be the subject of further conferences and speclel conslderation."

We hoped that the understending resched st this meeting would
result in sccelerated nrogress in settling the cases end that any
additionel problems arising would be resolved through jfoint consulta-
tion. Our hone, however, was not realized.

Cn October 1Z, six months after the April meeting, Mr.
Littell, without preliminary consultstion with us, svnesred in the
United Stetes District Court at Yakime and submitted a statement
in which he reviewed the history of the ecquisition, criticized
the War Devartment's handling thereof, and stated that our eppreiassls
were so far below the mctual values thet he could not continue to try
the cases until he had re-examined the appraisals on esch of the 721
ceses remaining. In the statement he mlso mttmcoked the Juries for
passlon and prejudice snd vpartisan noliticel blas, This ection was
obviously incompatible with essential militery securitv, the need
for which hed been carefully expleined to him, His statement to the
court hes resulted in a consldereble amount of undesirable mablicity
concerning & nroject which the President hes versonally directed
should be blanketed with the utmost secrecy, In saddition, the sttemmt
to diseredit the War Demartment's spuraisal nolicles and ecquieition
methods has incressed the public impression that the two denmsrtmmts
are at odds on land murcheses.

While Mr. Littell's sction mey now lesd to settlements
at ineressed prices, there seems no resson why this result could
not have been accomnlished exoeditiously and without nublicity
during the lest six montha in conference with nus. last Anril

‘0 0. Rooceevelt Library
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Wil Lni, 5200.9 (9/27/58)

Date: 2-25. 75-
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wi had agreed to all the points submitted by the Department of
Justice and we would have been more than willing to review the
appralsals agaln at any tise.

1 am constrained to protest the methods and publicity
resorted to by Mr, Littell ms I belleve the objective we had in
mind of a prompt settlement of the cases could have been obtalned
through cocperatlon, instead of by a public alring of alleged
differences between the Departments in contravention of expressed
pxecutive policy. Im light of our agresmsnt of last April, this
would have been uncalled for in any case, tut becavse of sscurlty
considerations in the pressnt instance is particularly unfortunate.

Youre sincersly,

5/  Eobert P. Patterson
Under Secratary of ¥War

Ingly
Memo of Agreemant 4-24-44

Franklin 0. Roocsevelt Library
DECLASSIFIED
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THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

January 6, 1945,

MEMORANDUM FOR THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:

I have received the following
from a good friend of mine;

“A man you oould safely pilok
foi1- Federal District Attorney in
Brooklyn is Frank Parker, who has baen
in that office for at least ten years.
He 1s a good, olean, able young man
and could do that jobt very well,
Although he H: be the Xelly's
first or second eholee, he would not
ll:].m'"‘- be persona non grata to

1y.

This for your information.
F.D.R.



Janmuary 3, 194E.

MENORANDUM FCR THE FRESIDENT

Thie is free information --

A man you could safely pick for Federal District
Attorney in Brooklyn is Frank Parker, who has been in that
of fice for at lesst ten years. He is a good, clean, able
young man and could do that Job very well, Although he
mey not be the great Kelly's first or second choice, he
would not in any semse be persona pon grate to Kelly --2

gince Kelly wouldn't know what that meant anyway!









THE WHITE HOUSE
WASHINGTON

Decambar 21, 18944

I hope that et sablnet meeting
you will talk with the Altornay Genarel
about the appointment of MoGohay ea
United States Lttorney for the Southern
Distriot of Mew ¥York. He wants to talk
with you before send it over, on the
quun{:a of representaticn of the Amarioan
Labor Part the Libersl Party in
that Unlted States Attorney's office.

Evaryone asems agraadl on YeGohey,
end I think it could ba taken osrs of
by the Attorney Gensral statlng to UaGokay
that places will have to be resarved
for the two labor groups.

wWhen Ed called me last

about thia, he & that the de is
causing » great deal of ;rmu:'.{m

other candidates,

B. I. Rs



THE WHITE HOUSE 1:!;.2/51.’-

WASHINGTON
January 19, 1046,
MEMOHANDUM FPOR THE PRESIDENT:

T.G.C., aays that a Judge in
Utan is about to.dle. It has been rumcred
that Senator Abe Murdoock le going to ask
for that Judgeship. It l1ls sugrested that
the Attorney Genersl make a trade with the
Senator, if he ie to get the Judgeship, that
he, Murdock, tell the Governor that you
want to appoint say Bob Hinckley to that
vacancy in the Senate. Otherwise, T.0.0.
thinks that one of our Senatore ehould not
leave the Senate until you are sure whe ia
to replace him,

8.6.T.



T-L66 . F. it e fotalon
gM Ja-uy

THE WHITE HOUSE

F r
/

WASHINGTON /-
January 22, 1948,

—EIONLY QoNPIARWEIAS- Finolie
NEMORANDUM FOR
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL:

If you have any urgent messages
which you wish to get to me, I suggest
you send them through the White House
Map Room, However, only absolutely urgent
messages should be sent via the MNap Room.
May I ask that you make them as brief as
possible in order not to tie up oommuni-
cations. If you have very lengthy
messages the Map Room officer will have
to exercise his disoretion as to whether
it is physically possible to i&d then
by radio or whether they will have o
be sent by pouch.

F.D.R,

(Solentical 7nemee 2t Lo all Mm&" hemtire
o b, f//!/lﬁzz\ ew. Adwm. fﬁ-vﬂm AL Ahre Ao
Aeked - A dwe . /5 m%f’.{(t! .2—#&'_)
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THE WHITE HOUSE

WASHINGTON Jpj F >

March 10, 1945.

Thie 13 2 reminder to see
the Attorney General as soon ae
possible to disousa the Harry Bridges
case with him,

a.6.7,



7 A y Anldes
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THE WHITE HOUSE %25 f’;

WASHINGTON W
BRIVAIE

A March 20, 1945.

/' MEMORANDUM FOR
THE ATTORNEY GENERAL

I understand that there are
only a few weeks left for arguments
before this term of the Supreme
Court and that the briefs, ete.,
and arguments have all been parceled
out to members of the Bolicitor
General's staff.

I hear a rumor that Dean
Acheson feels he ought to go back
sometime soon to his firm, as
Ned Burling and George Rublee are
past seventy-five years old.

What would you think of Dean
for Bolicitor General? He would

have the definite of the
Court.

F. D. R.

(eopy of thii mims flus mtt, Jor L.t
INnankfulen 3/>0f4 5~ /.fﬂ;nw (‘m-.trfng Y4 v)



IW Dffice of the Attorney General Ii?t‘t“ 1055
Washington B.C. 25 .;n.wt“

April 10, 1945

The President
The White House

My dear Mr. President:

On April 4th, you sent me a memorandum to look up and speak to you
about Nicholas M. Schenck's letter to you of April second, concerning his
brother Joe, which I am returning.

Joseph Schenck wae convicted in the U, S, District Court for the
Southern District of New York for violation of the income tax laws and was
sentenced to imprisomment for three years and to pay a fine of $20,000.
During the income tax proceedings he made false answers under ocath to in-
quiries about the notorious Willie Bloff and George E. Browne, part of the
ring which was engaged in the extortion of large sums of money from high
ranking executlves of the moving pleture world.

After his conviction, Schenck told the United States Attorney's 0ffice
the story about the extortion racket. ZErowne and Bloff were indicted, and
the men, whose names Schenck had given, were used as witnesses against them.
Schanck did not testify.

After the trisl Schenck pleaded guilty to a charge of perjury snd was
séntenced, on May 2, 1942, to imprisonment for & year and a day. Execution
of the sentence on the income tax fraud was suspended and Schenck was placed
on probation for three years, which will expire on May lst of this year. He
wvas released from the Federal Correctional Institution at Danbury on Septem-
ber 7, 1942, and discharged from parole on Msy 6, 1943,



The President April 10, 1945

I do not think that the circumstances warrant an exception to the
rule which provides that an application for pardon for the purpose of
restoring c¢ivil rights will not be considered until the applicant has
been discharged from parole or probation not less than four years. Schenck
was discharged from parcle about two yearsago but has not yet been dis-
charged from probaticn.

There was no question of Schendc's guilt.

Assistant Umited States Attomey Kostelanets, who had charge of the
prosecutian, stated that Schenck's disclosure of the names of prospective
witnesses had been responsible for the success of the prosecutions. After
Bioff end Browne had been convicted they testified for the Government
sgainst & group of Chicago racketeers, subsequently convicted; and,as a
result of their testifying, Judge Knox of the U. §.Distriet Court of
New York modified their sentence (he had kept the term open presumably for
this purpose) and they were recently released,

I recommend sgainst any pardon at this time.

Respectfully yours, '
5
W AL,

Attormey General



1i‘ﬁ'4
FICHOLAS M. SCHENCK : ﬂ""' %‘iﬂ
1540 BROLTWAY L1h 1&
el % 0
i
e® L
April
2nd
l9 4L 5.

Dear lresident Hoosevelt:

At your very kind sug-
gestion, mey I presume to remind you of
a matter of vital interest toc me, con-
cerning my brother, Joe.

I have been most reluct-
ant to write you of this, through a long
period of time, when I have been so sware
of the burden of stress nnd pressure of
affairs to which you have given so much
of yourself.

I need not tell you how
important to my heppiness is this matter,
#nd I know you will bear with me, &s I
express the hope that you will teke care
of it real scon.

My deepest thanks end

avery good wish.

President Frenklin D. Roosevelt
The White iLouse
Weshington, D.C.
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