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. . Seven months have pa.ss..e.d s·ince the Chartei:- Commissi_ot;i. :9.f.. ~f9rty members. was 
·· 1~ 'elected by . the re~~<;lents of _. th~s Genter .l.ast Nq-vembe~ •.. 'rl:ie ·at;tachsd. draft qf the 

· ·Charter is the fruit of tireless efforts on the part of the Commission whose ncn- .. ,, 
..:.___b.ex:s met more than a score of times, each time. giving- ser~<?~S.: tho.~g}}~·- :·~ ·o problems ·· ·-

• involved in writing a most suitable document fer · this·· Clnte'r ~ ··the ·draft has been 
_. :; . t.' .. offi:cially approved .bot.h J~y .the PrtJec.t Di._recto~ and .th~ ·.Nat.ion~l. Dir~ctor of. the . .. . 

. . . .. :' W.ar Relecat~o~ Authority at W:ash~ngto11, D.C • . · TJ:ie ·Q.raft : Char.t·eI:" '(~q .. ll o ~~ . explained .: _·_.: <:·: .: .... f.irst ·in det;:til to i;.he 1 r _esidentf?! at ;t,he . c,qmi.ng Monda.;y evening,. Ju-ly _, 5th, block • ;~ ''. 
· · .. :, : · meetings, .ari4 then •n Vfoqn_esday, _July 7th 1 will -be ·. ~upmi tt.ed f.or ratification by ·. f,_ 

'. ." · ·. , ·the center r.eside:nts. For the _bene:fi t _of those w-lf-Q desire t --o familiarize them- ~ ,~ · ;· ·. ·. 

. ~ .... 

selves wi:th the Charter in advance, . Tie;. are pointing ·out . . the. following· pertinent ..... .:,·: 
points that had been brou?-ht. up at _thf.: va.rious Co_mmission sessions. 

"Will this be a real self-government?" . .. : .. . · 
. ' . : .• I 

The fi~st: question r(ii.~~d at the C.hartar. Comm;ission meeti:ng . ·was, whether . or 
not the !O-called self--government was r oally a sd.f-government? ·!'If it· is going 
to be real s~lf-government, then it is OK. U it is going to b -3 a self-government 
in n~e only, then, we d.o nqt . want H •. ~· Such opinion :was fairly_ .. strongly expr e s.s ed 
at tho Commission meetings ·a.t orie time . . .. This ... opii1i.on ··~as ospocially strone among 

'('< 

the Commis$ion' s. citizen members (Nisei) • . The : fin.isheGl draft · is based. fundamen-
tally "up.on WR.A Administrat.i ve Instruction No. 34, and, for . this. rea-son,. the Charter 
do~s not ' ~·pec 'ify a -:t~u·e self-go:vernm~nt. Rather, it s ets up : a foi~m: · of evacuee ' 
gove·rnment through which t~e res.ide.nts . may -help_, WRA Center. ·admillisttation, and · 
through which they : are. allowed to voic_e their pp:inion ·on· Center management. · Hence, 
in tl;ie . t~xt, the :.wo~d ·Charte!', ·rathS'r than Q.onstit.ution, .was use d ·throughout. It 

' wo~'ld be w~ll to'. µn_dersta.nd that· it .is more a sort of · general Center rul es. 
- . . ' . ~ . 

; "~Vby the c'oncesslon to. the In~tru6~i ~~ . N~. 34 ?•.• 

Why then did the Commission give up the demand for compl et e s elf- ~s ov~; rnment 
and concede to VvRA Administrative Jnstruction No~ 34 and , d-raw t~p such a Charter a s 

.. .:_~~ hfiiv-e tiere? In conne c~io_n v~ith _this, the ·.follqwing cons:lde r•at iD11~ carilo·;: into 'our 
di'scus,sions. 

. ,.... . ~ . Firstly: Wi~hin a relocation c ent er ·where. freedom of tho i .. e-sidents is 
restr:lcped, IS IT .POSSIBLE. t -o ,ask for c-ompl ete self•'g ovc:rnm<:mt ?' 

Secori~ly: ::.Perchance such : c.ompl_ote ·- s~lf-govornment is . grant ~d; .IS ·tr 'ADVIS-
·. ABLE ~·or the" e~ac~ees to fully exercise such· :rtig-ht? 

Thirdly: . The c·onsideratio·n that the · Heart. M~untain community consists of 
both_ the : Ame.dean oi tize11 .of Japanese anc e-str-.y and the ali ti n 
Japane sq had to be taken into account~ · 

As we all know, question ~as rais ed as to th~ _ propriety and advisability of 
evacuees taking part in anything ·that may ._0 Ve°n r emotely r o s .e rnbi·G· · sdf-g ov13rnmont • 
Doesn't taking part' fn such ·a govorn:ment mean acc,e.ptJmc p of . the-. justpc-~s of: c.va cua-

.· tio·n, ' and henc e , that fac-t may' ·1n· it ~rnlf j e opi:trdizo e.va9uecs' pos1t.ion ' i~ the post-
war readjustment period? Aft e r thorough discussi on~ tho Cen-Xnission . came to tho 
conclusion that it i ·s not •nly impossible to ask for c ompld0 self-gove rnment, but 
i"t· is ·bettor not to B:sk ·fo:r 1

• it~ Tn other words, w0 concludod that it is f &r better 
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for the evacuees to leave the· final responsibility of the Center management to the 
WRA staff while specifying in written documents evacuees' right to have limited 
voice in ~he management. ~l this plan is adopted, neither the citizen nor the non-
citizen residents need to ·. tear about jeopardizing their rights. Recent examples 

____ of administration recei v:i,.ng the main burden of criticism from certain daily 
directed against the project is ample proof that this conclusion was sound. 

not st•ck to status guo?" 

"V/hy go to the trouble· or· adopting a Charter at this time? Isn't status quo 
good· enough?" We hear such voices · even now. Th:!s question; too, was thoroughly 
gone into. At one time thi_s idea -was quite strong among some of the non-citizen 
-members of the Commission . .. This .was due to the following circumstances. Accord-
ing to the original Admi11istrat.i ve Instruction No. 34, it was s·i!ecifically stated 
that nop-citizens we~e hot td be eiigible for elective posts in the proposed self-
governm~nt · s~t-up •. ~'~f ~ssei are to be discriminated against even after coming 
t-0 a relocation center; then, a Charter that specifically bars Issei from holding 
~lective · posts should not be ratified." Such, in fact, was the argument. This 
problem, . however, .was saf:isfactor.ily solved when WflA amended Instru:ction No. 34, 
and made .. it possible ·· f~·r Issei to enjoy equal rights within the relocation center 
boundary .with· the Nidei;- ~:_. " . ' . ·~· (:,. . 

"What are the advantages · .of :2.:do12ting· a Charter?'" 

I~ connection with the ~uestiori of . ~t~tus quo, another angle must be looked~ 
into. Even wit_h written regulation$, statu.s quo is J10.rd to maintain long. With-
out rules to go by' none can exactly' st<.~·te What TUJ.11.y is ' tho status quo i:n . U 
given moment, If we talk about status : quo, it· -is · bett e1· to put · it dbwn in v1riting. 
The p~es0~nt . draft ·Charter., u.s ·a matter· of fa.ct, embodies ·ho a gr ce;~t extent th·e· . 
exporiencos . since lust September, r.rnd puts down fr1 bb.ck o.hd'. white · tho existing 
governmontul .sot-up at Hoart Mountain. It may even b f.1·. said thd by adopting the 
present draft Gho.rtor, we are better able·to prese~ve the status quo, in the sense• 

·that there· will be block represe.ntatives who wo '-ild me 8t in a body and ·discuss 
-··~'-policy matters with the \VRA proj ·~ct staff. ' · · 

Another advantage in adopting· a .Charter is that it is easier for the elected 
- Officer~ to w•rk if their duties and functions w~re specifically defined, and it 
is easier also for the electors tb check and control the actions of their elected 
representatives. Under certain circumstances it may turn out to be better off with-
out a regulation to go by. But in the case of a community of the size of Heart 
Mountain, conditions of an Assembly Center period m·ay return at ·any time, shonld 
there be no regulation to go by, and, the resident;, formally and legally, are not ~ 
allowed voice in the management of the center~ On tho other hand, if Charter is j'' 
adopted, and ~hereby Community Council is duly elected, then, r osident·s <µ.r o l egally 
guaranteed, howeyer limited _it may be, a voice in the mam'<. goment of th Ej 6r ntcr. 

Finally, our unique proamblo to .. the draft Charter~ is in the opinion of many? 
an attempt on. our. part to state as clearly as possible our position upon taking part 
i~ the proposed evacuee government f0r Heart Mountain. 

Above are important points' raised during the sittings of the Chariel' Commission. 
Please read carefully the attiched t~xt, and if there are any points wh~ch needs 
furth~r clarification, please ask fo~ explanation at your block meeting this coming 
Monday evening, July 5th. 

Coordinating Commi.ttee for the Charter Election .. 
June 30, 1943 


