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From malton Trumbo November 26, 1950
7551
Yo HMr. Bon M rgolis ii2 W. 9th 8t., Los Angples

Dgar Bent Thanks for your letlser of Rovembsr 22, I¢s ¢ontents indicate
that oy suggesticns have pade a very smeli fmprédssion. ¥We tonsider your
propesal at lenat. temporarily to “shift aepphesis from the Fight fop parole
to applications foy emxpoutive clemency” & uost unfortunate ong for us. It
pived paramount pluce fo an {rpoasible s::héawiw- (clemency), &s opposed to
8 possible oné (parols). Ih doing this it continues past ersrs, ond
diminishes our hope Lo vdlesso. e feel that Lf any »ouliptie effort is
to be msde to get us out, Hhe popsible must he gévan precesiepns ovey tha
impossible., Ve fbel that clemency should be undgrislien g a corolliry

to yarols, but that all pocpible émphasis ghould be glven the latter.

Iet pe summayife whiat thus far ap Bapponeds

(1) In the second weék of June we informed Marty thet wo would be qligible
for parole on Oobobisey 8, and showed him time slips fram the Washingbon

District J-il %o Prove 1t. A mere telephone ¢oil to the Yarden st that
time would bave confirmed this fatt, Bub it was not made.

(2) Based on & False mesumption that parole was not availéble to us, the
only poseibld campaipd had to be centored around the issue of clemency.
Much work, I take 1%, yvag dong for thic.

g_) Phis work would muoh better and much more effectively hrve hoen
voted to the problem of parole =~ had anyoné Known parold wes popgsible.

(3) A8 8 vesult, the information that we ¥ore eligidle for perolc, cams
&n 8 surprise on July 20. Since the emphugis was then on clemency, no
gerdous consentratlon, Bo favr &s we tan learh, wns mwids on pavole. The
board vap assumed (o vork io o vaduum.

{3) We wero denied parold.

{§) Sinoce that densal; wo bave veen eligidle for reconsideration of
parole == & pompsiple thing.

(7} four ietbor sbill indieates that the sémp "shift in omphasis® from
the posaible (parole) to the impossible (clementy) 1o once more under Wy,

There is nothing in ocur past recopds nor cur cunduct in prison which
moasopebly could mitigate sgainst our parclo, unless it 1s twue thmt denials
of parcle in oup caces means the establishmont of gpecial cotepories for
olitical prisoncrs, ond 4 policy and precedendt of No Porole for Political
Loonore. Wo by astonished that the importance of such a procedont is
not instantly recognized. Weo believe it ip an dgsue upon which man
diverpe groups of pecple could find agreement, and presont a most dls-
tinguished front to the Parole Board, soeking to discovey if such &
precedones hasg, in foet, boen establishod, dnd suliys We have no objection
to puch & Mmhmmma group and its attorney also énd simultancously
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appesling for clemencys but we do notv undérstand oy approve the “shift
in emphasis’« Ye bolieve parcie —- and af gnéo~to be tha isgust and we
believe 4t would be fatal to assume that it is impossidle.

I agree with you completely that *ihe inequal sentences are & very
important bakis" for the parclc compalga. Bub I think you will agree
with e that svery such campatgn hag both & logsl and a puhbilic side.
It s the public side to which I gave emphiris in my letter, It should
not he undersstimmted, %The stoyy of parole grantpd ad nhugeum in the
movia extortion coses is o Ffascinating one. Carey Mc¥Willioms probably
knows more about them than anyone else. Could he xot writs a pilete on
the contrast betwoen them and ug for the Natdon? Would you ask hiwe
Cotldn't eamsons sed Prew Pearson on the séme theme? Is there hot
public interest fn the parcle of the Gerydn and Japangse war criminais
by way of dontrest? Aside from veokly Variety We have seen no item any~
where conterning deninl of parolo. Could not goimwona write the New
Republic, Uompass, ete. to got the news to the public?

We have baen trying to parsusde Marty to copmunicate with us, either by
ettéyr or in person, ond We hear, although nbt directly Trom him, that
will be here next week, when a fuller exchange of opinion will be
poBiibly. In ny letter I asked you to tell um whether or not we shotld
formally write tha Parcle Board forreconaiderstion. Your veply coniained
no snsvexr to the qussttion. Ve have, thercfors, so written the hoard,
gef bgldéem parole & parcentage possibility, and we very much hope you
0, »

8ince X have no way to do 1%, would you kindly have & scopy of this
%ewei* madg- for Herbert and for Cleo and mail it o thew? Greetings
0 everyony ~—

DPalton Trumbo —~ 7553



