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January 29, 1245

Nezr Senator:

‘e teke the liberty to address you in behalf of a =zrous of zlmost
n

ons undrsd Geraan alisens, lawfully sdmitted residents of the United
Statee, who are et present intsrned at the Fort Lincola Iatsrniant
Cem P, Pismerek, N, N,

Tithin the last few days almost 211 of us heva raczivad written
notificztion by the Comasndinz Officer of thes canap, that the Covern-
musnt hes decided unon our removal fron the Jnited Stetez.

~ur rsesons for zdressing you, end with you all the othsr members
of the "mited States Senate, 28 thes 2lscted reosresentatives of the
Dgoadle, are twofold:

In the first nlace ws wish to vprotest, as stron~ly as we Inow
how, a~~inst our enforced rsmoval fron this country, Wers we to
remzin silsnt now, the implication would be forever after inescan-
able that we adnit the inherent justice of the ramovel order, ans
thet the Attornsy Cenersl had zood and suffici=nt reasons to issue
it in our 3crticul ' cases, uOtth” could Be furthesr from the truth.
-evarallv, and as a groun, we emohatice 2lly Aeny the allegation that
we ora "@anzerous to the public psszce anﬁ gsafety of the United
States" bscause of our alleglauce to an "eneny qovernmﬂn+ or to the
princinles thersof", the ostensible resscon for our enforcsd re+novsl.
Contrary conclu51ons thet the Depesrtment of Justic: ssems to have
rz2ochad, we consiﬂar to be unfoundsd in fect and unsu9norte? by
nny Pvidpnca thet would stond u»n in any ordinarv court of law. “e

Aesnly resent the removal ordesrs 2s wholly qrblt.rarv and unfair, a
polwtlcol ection of which we fe2l ours=2lves the innocsnt victius
2zl2cted 2t rendom under the guise of an adainistrative 0roc=aure
which we can only regerd as an utter mocksry of justice snd fair
plav; an? once more we formelly nrotsst its execution.

In the second nlacs, we thint it »prover and timsly theot the
highest lezislativs body in the len? should bs mede awere of the
izin? of w»rocesdure 2donted in the intende” ranovel of unﬂesireble
alisn enemies, The term "removal", 2s contraste® with "desortation"
is in itself sisnificant. From it derives the sssumed euthofWuv of
the Danzrtient of Tustice to deny 211 ordinery safeguards of civil
rights 1n ths stens le~ding un to the raiovel orders. As you ars
avare, 1n the course of ondinary denortstion nroceedinags, Adefinits
cherres must bs made znd nroven before 2 finel dsrortation order
cen be issued., Tvery Adenortee is auarsntesd his day in couel, in
the com~only 2ccepted definition of the terw; he nay ﬂ*)lcy lez2l
counsel; the hesrincs are public; the Governmsat iz bound by the
seme rules of evidence es the men it seeks to devport; the findince
zre subject to review and anoeal, and the inten”ed denortee eninys
&ll the constitutional safegucrds for the nrotection of his civil
rlghts.

Yow, in order to 9v9ﬁe resnonsibility under the laws of the c-un-
try for the nrocedure employaed to effzct the dzrortation of alien
=a=’1es, thz term remnoval has been anunlie? to the hesarings hell to

deteranine, on the face of it, who shoul? he renoved from this volntry,
Llﬂ on which the currant rnnovel orders ars surinos=2dly based, The
nzarinas were before & three-men board, whose membare were sspointed
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v the Attornsv Gsnsral., They wars not oublic. Counszl wes sllowed
to sit in only =28 a ien? e2n® 2s a silant obsszrvar, without nower
%o inflvence ths orocesdinzs. In many c2s2s there wrs no attennt
meAe o the nert of the borrd to vrafer full and Azfinite charass,
a~finst which wz mizht heve heen eble succegefully to Aefend our-
selves, “2nv of us to this Azv actually h2ve not H2en inforced--
incradibls ss8 this may sesem--what the Jovarnmant clasins to heve
azelnst them, Ths attitufe of the bozrd in we2ay c2s3s gsssned to be
th=t the Goverument had 2lrsrdy Adecide? to ramove us for zood and
sufficlesnt rersons of its own, 2nd thet if by any chenc:s we knew
anything in our fevor ws might rs well zst it off our chosts, Thue
we were 2llowed to mele strisnsznts en® submit affidsvits in our
hshalf, but as lonw 23 we were laft in the Asr: as to ths s9scific
neture of the cherces assinst us, this nrivilsss gseansd 2 rather
innocuous °n? a2t ths szns tine eff2ctive wev of giving us somsa
latitudes to rzt---exsctly nowvhers! Turtharnore, we wera told thst
thz dscision riechad in each individusl cass on the besis of these
"hearince” would be finel an? not subjsct to review.

s & rssult, most of us havs rsluctantly come to the noint whsre
w2 must guzsstion the good faith of thz whole nroca2dure, To us ths
hecrinze aomear to have been, not sc much an attemt to st et ths
botton of ersdible an” well-founded chrrszes 2s, moreover, a rather
cheen windov-drsssing of Aenocrztic arocaeurs, cynicel bscsuse it
nrazgsrvad the form while omitting the substance: Providing easily
orastize for the Menesrtmeat of Justice for gzenin~ to have given
us » f2ir show, while backsta~z the densrtmental mill want right
on crindiac out Ascislons made lon~ eco,

Thz recowmandations of the hearinz bospd may or ey not, as a
metter o¥ fact, havz been resch2d on thz beeis of snythins oroduced
at the hserines. Ths boerd beins arosscutor, judze an® jury at one
an” the same tine, there is no rsa2son why tha findincs, which as
formerly stetzd are o-en to neithsr insnection nor review, should
not heve been vrompted by considsrations immataricl to ths ostensible
issue. : _

e are incline? to sze the rezrl and heseic rasson for the rsmoval
rs not in our own noliticel belizf or asction but in domnestic
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nertmental exnediency end in ths nolicy, Asternine? gansrently
y bafore the end of the hostilitiss in Turose, to heve reedy
2 number of scanzgosts who =ight bs meda 2n sxeunle of at
rcholozical momsnt. The Denartisnt of Justice would thsan
b= abls te 2oint with nride to their Aenortation =s the lzst
wnent of Aie-herd, irreconcilsble nezis; the irreducible “ininum
= numher of neonls so Aznrerous thet thev coul”® not nossibly
~llovz? to remain 2t large in this countrv; an =vil se”imsat
son2 hundre”s of wneonle, wnroduced by caresful scrzenins of thou-
"n°s of cesee in the well knowvn feir an” efficiant mennar of ths
Tenerinent o7 Justics. There would be nonody to Aisdsuts this claim,
for ell of us would be very effz2ctually sileuce®, once we wars
bayon? the confines of fasrica.

That some of us naver had the lerst 7olitic 1l econtzct with nazi-
igm; th2t soms others 2rs nossiblv slat2@ for rsaovel Tor rsagonsg
eltozether unrsleted to the ostensibls chrr~z of nczi iftsolory; szems
no Aeterrent. Tor our cases will be cloged, oncs ws lssva this
country, en? none of ug will be in a 7osition to bring out ths true
fecte. It wes, however, bluntly state? in the oublic oresg, ‘at the
tine whzn the intende” renovels wers first Alsclossd, thet the
Tovernment intended to use its wazr movers to g2t rid of 2 number of
neonle who could not otharwise be leszlly “Asnort=d,
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Thet ocur littls b2nd, now ezrmerksd for removal will srrive in
UroM3, indelibly branded ag incureble nezis, a8 nsonle whoi even
wnericr considered toc Adgnrzrous to %zeo; thet we shall nsver be in

£ nosition to disprovs this assumption; that thus sticactized we
shzll immedistely bz cendifates agein for internment or worse; that
Azvortetion under thesa guspices qultc ll;?lV Tesns 31 zutomstic san-
tance ct forcad labor, vossibly for 1lifs; 211 thet ey be touch on
us, Hut 1t is, eftsr e2ll, no furthsr conc”rn of tnﬂ Weat of Justics,
TH ir resHonsibility anﬂs, when we are turns? ovar to ths occupation
sutherities, ﬂﬁ’uﬂvnﬂ denTterous nazis, Thay czn veeh their hends of
us and ﬁoint to & remrriably efficiant record.

411 this, Senator, the Nept. of Tusetice hes hzen doin~ zn? intends
to cerry out further under 2 oroclqasticn of July 14, 1945 by the
Presitant of the Tnite” States, asctinz undzr the mutlafltv of ths
*1li=n Inzay Act of 1798 (50 USC 21-24), which proclrmation delezates
sx=2cution to the Attorney Censrsl. -- This i1s not the nlece to arsue
thes le7cl or constitutionzl validity of the »nroclengtion. The courts
will ruls on that wnoint, a2lthouzh for many of us the Aecision mey
cone too lete to be of any nrectical velue. The noint we wish to
maks 1g that ths 41lisn Znemy 2c¢t wes, 2s 1is cleszrly indicatsd by 1ts
lznueze, intsnded by conrcress for times of =mersency only, when dirs
Torei~n dzncsr mexes the SQfatv of bhe country peramount, and civil
libsrties must for the tine bein” subordinaete themselves to the com-
mon weal gnd yield the importent vlace they rir~htfully hold in this
country in normszl times, Zut the Presidential Froclemstion, invoking
thet v2rt of the ‘ct relativs to tha removal of dencsrous zliens, wes
not issusd in times of enzrsency. True, the wer hed not snded, dbut
the smsrcency hsd nassed, Cermeny had unconditionally surrendered
1ore then two months before the issuance of the h“oclsﬁ:tion, ann? it
1s more then obvious thszt no denver of foreisn invesion threatened
from thet cusrter. --- Under these circumstences we thiniz it entirely
aroner to suzmest that the nrocsdure smonloyer” by the Deot, of Justice
--or, more corrscltly, by its 2lien Tnemy Control Tmit, to which in
turn 211 dlscretionary nowers seen to have bsen delsz-tad by the
‘ttorney Tenerzl--is 2 zross shuse of exescutive nower, froa the
noint of view of ecquity et lzest, if not from thet of the lstter of
the lew. e are convinced thet thig nrocsiure, with its in-camsrs
sessions and onesgided 24 judicetion, would not have the a-nrovel of
the “mericzn peonls, if the frets were mown., Ve ars not erguing in
this letter the merits of the narticular cases, e cleim no specisl
virtue. Soms of us may have somethinz to renroach themselves for, In
1soleted ceses the removal ordsr mey even be justifieble. Sut all of
us to thes lesst nen resent the unfairnsss and 1rre1@vnncy oT the opro-
cae”in~s a2s 2 travesty of Justics. If our lives are to be shattered;
1T meny of us are to be senarated forevzr from wife =n? children; we
sk thst 2t lsest it he done in s ressonably feir manner,

e 28% your indulgzence for our stronz lansusse, Our condition is
desnerete end urcent and 2”7ite of no comnromising formality.

It is not our »lsce to suzwest any course of action; we can only
try to orssent the mastter to vou for vour consiferstion exactly as we
s2e 1it, z2n? to state our noint of view as frirly en? eomnlestely as
w2 tnow how. To sry more at this time woul? bz curulstive; vy2t we owe

1t to ourselveg an? to our oversonzl integrity to havs s#i” no less,

AL ARTOAN INTIRNIES
,?ISﬁ;Tﬁi, NORTHT DLXOT

Very truly yours, FOR THZ HORTH
AT FORT LIWCQL
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