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David Capone  
Schenectady, NY 12304 

 
May 27, 2010 
 
Rules Unit, Office of General Counsel 
Bureau of Prisons (BOP) 
320 First Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20534 

 
Re:  BOP Docket #1148-P  

Communication Management Units 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 

I am writing to express my concern over the establishment of, and conditions at, 
the Communications Management Units (CMUs) that are being run by the BOP in Terre 
Haute, Indiana and Marion, Illinois.  I have heard about  the proposed rule that was 
published in the Federal Register on April 6, 2010, and as a faith-based U.S. citizen I am 
troubled  by the conditions and policies proposed in that rule. I urge the BOP to 
abandon this proposed rule.    

 
 The process of herding   Muslim prisoners into two locations is reminiscent of 

what happened in America of interring people of Japanese descent after the bombing of 
Pearl Harbor.   In 1988 however, Congress recognizing the illegality and inhumane 
behavior passed and President Ronald Reagan signed legislation which apologized for the 
internment on behalf of the U.S. Government stating that government actions were based 
on "race prejudice, war hysteria, and a failure of political leadership". I suspect some 
future President will apologize for our present mistreatment of Muslims.  
 

In particular I urge that the blanket ban on physical contact be removed.  It is 
commonly known that psychologists say that the lack of physical touch is extremely 
harmful to the overall well being of the human species.  Why then would the BOP adopt 
such a cruel policy or practice?  Surely if there is some security issue there are ways to 
monitor such concerns. 
 

I hope that the BOP will take the above concerns into account as it decides 
whether to adopt this proposed rule.  I thank you for your consideration of my above 
stated concerns. 
 

Sincerely,   
    
      David Capone 
cc: Center for Constitutional Rights 
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       Brendan Wheeler 
       Brooklyn, NY 11206 
 
24 May 2010 
 
Rules Unit, Office of General Counsel 
Bureau of Prisons (BOP) 
320 First Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20534 

 
Re:  BOP Docket #1148-P  

Communication Management Units 
 
To Whom It May Concern: 
 

I am writing to express my concern over the establishment of, and conditions at, 
the Communications Management Units (CMUs) that are being run by the BOP in Terre 
Haute, Indiana and Marion, Illinois.  I have read the proposed rule that was published in 
the Federal Register on April 6, 2010, and I am troubled not only by the conditions and 
policies proposed in that rule, but also by existing practices at the CMUs.  The CMUs are 
needlessly destructive to families, have been used to disproportionately confine Muslim 
and political prisoners, and violate basic constitutional protections.  I urge the BOP to 
abandon this proposed rule.  

Unlike other BOP facilities, the CMUs have a lack of due process. The inmates 
have no real review process by which they can be transferred out of the CMU. This 
especially troubling given the fact that it isn’t clear why they are in the unit in the first 
place. Given that the inmates are over sixty percent Muslim and many inmates have 
political cases and/or are politically outspoken individuals, the CMU units under the 
proposed rules are not only unjust to the CMU inmates, the rules also amount to 
discrimination against Muslims and “political prisoners” in BOP custody. 

I can personally attest that the current restrictions on communication for CMU 
inmates serve to curtail the inmate’s connection to family and community. It is a well 
documented fact that communication with family and community are crucial for an 
inmate’s successful rehabilitation to life in society, not to mention the general well-being 
of inmate and family alike. The current restrictions are unjust and  serve no purpose and 
the proposed restrictions are even more restrictive.  

I trust you will take the above concerns into consideration regarding the proposed 
rule.  Thank you for your concern and for the action you will take. 

 
Sincerely,       

 Brendan Wheeler 
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I write in strong opposition to the proposed rule. Having been jailed for 159 days myself 
under harsh, restrictive conditions, I speak from experience when I say that the proposed 
rule constitutes cruel and unusual punishment. It is enough to keep men and women 
confined under the extreme conditions found in a maximum security prison. They social 
and psychological blows of living under those conditions are all that is necessary to 
punish society's wrongdoers. Anything at all along the lines that the proposed rule 
contemplates--which amounts to cutting prisoners off from nearly all outside 
communication--adds utterly unnecessary and inhumane blows to what are already awful, 
degrading circumstances. Moreover, what is the purpose of the rule? What good will it 
possibly do? Do we not want persons, when they leave prison, to be able to function 
effectively in society? Do we want them to return to prison? Is there any danger to 
society in placing a couple of monitored phone calls, sending and receiving monitored 
mail, and the like? The proposed rule helps ensure that precisely those sorts of 
nonsensical, excessively punitieve results will be realized if the rule is put into place. The 
United States is better than this rule. Humanity, decency, and good sense require that the 
current CMU rules remain in effect. 
 
 
(under the name James Scarce) 
 
 
Rik Scarce 
Associate Professor of Sociology 
Department of Sociology, Anthropology, and Social Work 
221 Tisch Learning Center 
Skidmore College 
Saratoga Springs, New York  12866-1632 
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I am very concerned at the new rules the BOP has proposed for the CMUs, which are 
already very restrictive prison facilities with questionable legal standing. Prisoners at the 
CMUs cannot challenge their designation and their behavior has no bearing on their 
assignment to these detention centers. Without any legal recourse or means of earning an 
improved situation, they are punished through extreme limitations on their contact with 
family and friends. No-contact visits, extremely brief phone calls, the proposed mere 3 
pages of letters (the primary means of communication with those outside), and the 
proposed limitation of visitors to immediate family members would be devastating for 
these prisoners whose communication is already severely limited. These rules would 
harm relationships and certainly cannot be helpful in assisting prisoners in their transition 
back to society. Additionally, the extreme overrepresentation of Muslims at the CMUs 
demonstrates a disturbing example of discrimination. The CMUs should allow 
communication comparable to that of other prison facilities, rather than further limiting it. 
They should offer inmates a clear and accessible means of working to transfer out of the 
facilities, and they should absolutely not exist to further discrimination against minorities. 
 
 
Leah Todd 
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