NINORITY QLPO“” QW THI HONCRAD IERMAN P, EBERHARTER
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£t 15 not poesible for me to agree with the findings and comclusion
of the obher two members of our subcomrittes, who conetitute the magmrlty

Aftar careful conoldé“ﬂbion, I cannot avoid the conclusion that the
report of the majority is prejudiced, and that moet of its stz Lcren,b are
not proven. : '

<

The majority report has stressed a few shortcomings that they have
found in the work cf ths Relocation Authorlty without mentioning the many
good points that our investigation has ‘sclosed or the magnitude of the
Job with which the Authority is deeling
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Since +Le close of our hearings I have nade soms inguiries in order
to clear up some points ebout which I was in doubt and on which the testi-

mony did not sevm to be sufficiently clear, the results of which inauiries

have not been communicated to the oktter members of the subcommittee, because
the subcomnittee hLas never met to discuss the contents of & report.

There are a few basic matters that ough el
which I wish to summarize here at the begin ling with the uody
of the majority report of the subcommittes. remempered that the
relocation centers administered by the War Rslocation Authorii by have been
intenced from the very beginning to be oniy emporary expsdlents. These
relocation centers are not supposed to be internment cemps, Dangerous aliens
are placed in internment camps, but those camps are administered by the
Department of Justice and sh01¢d not be confused with the relocation cent
‘VWhen the Japanese population was removed fron the wesht coush they were at
first free to po anvhere the:r wanted 1ithin the United States so len
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early in mind,
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they stayed out of the "*cuaued ga,  The Jirst plan contemplated mere
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free movement and did not provicde for eny ki of “QTOCﬁm'on centers. For
P 5
about a montﬂ thousands of ewvacuees were permitted to leave the west ceast
5
veluntarily for other parts of the country. Lost of them have since cen—
¢ (%}

tinued to live anywiere they wanted to.

It was soon f unv not feasible to po“llt such voluntary movement te
continue = 10 o

] cegan to develop in places where people were not
ready to receive tqoso Japanese who had been owcerca to move., 1t was then
that the changed to establish rel in which the
Japanese could live unuil it was feasib reestablished in
normat 1ife.

The dangerous aliens among the Jananese population on the west eoast
were picked up by the Federal Bureau of Investigation and other agencies in
-the first few days after Pearl Harbor. Practicaelly all the rest were presumed
to be loyal and safe. It was necessary to evacuate the whole gzr
-after the dangerous aliens had been picked up and interned, because there
was danger that the west coast would be invaded by the Japanese Army. 3But
once removed from the west coast it was believed these pecple presented no
further: danger,

Dillon 3. Myer, Director of the suthority, has told this subcommittee
the west coast are American

that aboul two-thirds of the people removed from %l
citizens. OSuch a proposition as this, of moving approximately 70,000

C-0L5B-P1 -5f 15-BU-COS-WP.




e

Lmerican citizens away from their homes, has nev
Our Constitution does not distinguish between c
or of Germen or ltalian ancestry and citizens o
or Norwegian ancestry. Loyal American citizens
the same rights as any other loy j ]
menh wes entively ¥l ohit, Lherelo
west coast so long as tﬂu+ Wa s
center° when that proved necess
hgl the loval Lmerican citizen:
. w0 cayve the reloestion
ished iy vormal Jlife,

1 attempted before,

of Japanese ancestry,

Scoten, Russian,

apanese anceénrv have

I‘believe the Govern-

movement from the
oviding relocation

f the program 1S

and the law sbiding

investigation, and become

<

The rights of citizens to live as free men are part of the "four
sy vhich e fightiang this war,

The testimony produced before this subcommittee shows that large
numbers of the Japanese-American evacuees are vorking in war plants and in
agriculture, and doing a good job. The hrmy has found that many of them
are so - -trustworthy that they are being used in Military Intelligence and

other secret work of high military importance The cvitence
were something like 5,000 loyal Americen citizens of Japanese ancestry in

the Army before the evacuation. Early this year the aArmy organized a
Specad “omnat teanm of Japanese—Americans which is now in training at Camp
Shelby, and which is made up entirely of volunteers.

Tife 1n the relocation centers is not a bed of roses,  lhe houses are
of plain barrack style. The food is adsquate but plain. The great majority
of the relocation center residents are working at necessary jobs in connec
bion with running the camps. They are raising muck of their ovm food. For
this work they get paid, 1n 5‘jjtlor to their keep, only $12, 3,16, or 19

et

a2 month, HBven loyal smerdican citd
for these low wages.

i7ens 1n the reTOﬂanlcn centers are working

Because of these facts I am disturbed about
charges that were made early in our ILV“St wafiﬂn. about the
Japarniese people hiding igoq in the ' L. storing raband in holes
under their houses, were shown to bs ?ldmrulo7s when & project was visited.
However, the majority's report fails to withdraw these charges.,

the ridiculous

S
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The report of the majority mekes a big point about 23 persons who were
released from the camps and who are found to be members of Butoku-ke
Japanese fencing o~f4n¢;QuLon his 15 28 people ont of 16,000 reioased.
Even in the case these €38 neither the majority report nor the hearin
offer any evidence that any of the 25 were subversive,

I, for one, want to emphasize that just because a person is & member
of an organization alleged to be subversive, I do not ipso facto conclude
that the particular person is subversive. Certainly, mere proof of member-
ship in dn organization alleged to be subversive does not provide legal
grounds for arresting or detaining such & person. roper investigation may
determine such a person to be intensely loyal to the United States.
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Liter all the wind and the fury of a long report that creates the
impression that War Relocation Authority is doing a very bad job, the
comments of the majority members are climaxed by three feeble, meaningless
recommendations.

These recommendations hardly support the prejudiced tone of the
report. I shall discuss them later. At this point I want to take up some
of the specific matters discussed in the majority's report.

The Heport of the Majority

Administration of relocation centers.

In the majority's report the following languapge appears:

This committee deoes not consider it necessary to discuss
in detail the administrative errors and deficiencies of the War
telocation Authority which were indicated by voluminous evidence
received in the course of the subcommittee hearings. The Director
of the War Relocation authority, Mr. Dillon 3. Myer, was frank in
admitting that many mistakes had been made. Only those administra-
tive errors which bear civeclily or indirectly upon the subject of
subversive and un-hmerican activities come within the special
interest of this committee,

The implication of this paragravh is that the administration of the
War Relocation Authority program has been lacking in competency and efficiency,
that many mistakes have been made, and that Director lyer acknowledged that
this was true.

Actually, Director liyer expressed the judgment before the subcemmittee
thet a good job is being done in administration of the relocation centers
and of the program as a whole and that such mistakes as were made, particularly
in the early months of operation, were largely such as would inevitably occur
in the development of a new and unprecedented program. There was nothing in
the evidence heard by the subcommittee that would bear out the implication
that the program was being incompetently or inefficiently administered. All
things considered the preponderance of evidence indicates that the War Relo-
cation Authority is doing a good job in handling an extremely difficult problem.

!;U

Fitness of War Relocation futhority personnel.

The majority's report states that nuch of the personnel in the Var
Relocation Authority is manifestly unfit for the job. The only speeific
evidence which is referred to in the report or which was presented before
the subcommittee to substantiate this conclusion was the assertion that few
of the administrative personnel had a priocr knowledge of Japanese culture,
language, and habits. Director lyer, in his testimony, states that the War
Relocation Authority staff included some persons who were especially chesen
because of their acquaintance with Japanese culture and language and that
these versons had served as advisers to other members of the staff. A
considerable number of the staff were formerly residents of California and
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obher llestern States who in the past had a great deal of contact with persons
gestry ivine an thas counury,

The fact that apart from these two groups most of the War Relocation
futhority staff had no prevjous ulr“se contact with Japanese or Japanese—
Imericans seems not particularly significant. For one thing, there are
comparatively few people in the Unltea States who understand Japa
language or are well acquainted with Japanese culture, 4apart from i
it would have been unfortunate had the Wor Pelocation aAuthority sougl
employ a large number of such persons when actually they would have been

i

and are more usefully employved by other agencies of the Government engaged

directly in the war asainst Japan. DFurthermore, the War Helocation Author—
1ty would be subjeet to Severe criticism were it dominated by people who
have previously been intimate with the Japanese or uap anese—Americans and
therefore subject to the accusation of being unduly sympathetic toward them.

Americanization.

Anyone genuinely interested in the probl
ization of the Japanese-American population of
that the greatest force for Lmericanization is

tlng the Ifmerican—
must acknowledge
ndly, and continuous

g c
rec, iri
contact with non-Japanese—hmericans in normal communities. The evacuation
and isolation of the Japanese population in relocation centers away from

normal contacts is an almost overwhelming obshtacle to the assimilation of
the Japanese-fmericans, as it would Be to any immigrant povulation. To say,
as the majorityls report doeg, that—-—

the war Relocation Authority had before it an almost unparalleled

opportunity to inaugurate a vigorous educational program for posi-
tive lmericanism—
is an almost complete inversion of the true situation. Americanization is

best accomplished not b" formal programs of education, but by the continuous
day—to—day mingling of the immigrant group among the general American popu—
lation. By way of illustration, the story is told of an eduocated, a
Nisel du*ing the very early days of evacuation when his family was Suil
an assemply center, who protested bitterly that his children, who had a

spoken good un?llSd} were learning broken English from their less wel
Americanized companions.

;4
&
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Far frem having an unparea dleled oppertunity 1n the relocation centers
to effect smericanizatbtion, the #ar Relocation Authority is coniroated with
the very difiicult problem, Under such artificial circumstances, of prevent—
ing the development of a distinct relocation center cultures which 15 mostly
American but partly Japsnese. Anyone sincerely interested in the American—
ization of the loyal Japanese must see that the best Lmericanization program
15 found in the relocation of cvacuces in normal Aplerican communities,

s

The majority's report bases a strong criticism of the authority on
the faect that the authority has carried on the evacuee pay roll at sach
center corialu recreational supervisors who were cspecially concerned with
sports and recreational activities of Japanese origin. Particularly,
criticism has been directed against the teaching of Judo. Reference is
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made to the employment of 90 Judo instructors at one center. Director ilyer
explained that this overemphasis on Judo at that perticular center had long
since been correécted by the futhority. He also explained that such instruc-
tion in Judo as still continues at the centers is carried on under a program
formulated after consultation with competent intelligence officers of the
military service, It is a matfer of common knowledge thet Judo is taught

to soldiers in *the United States .rmy and that Japgnese-hmericans from the
relocation centers are often used as instructors in Judo classes outside

the centers.

1t was also brought out in Director iiyer's testimony that the teach—
ing of the Jupanese language in the centers, originally prohibited, is now
conducted largely for the benefit of persons who will become dJapanese
language teachers for the United States military and naval services.

45 to americenized recreational activities, the evidence indicates
that bascball is the most popular sport among the evacuees at the rzlocation
centers. Basketball and football are also very popular. Boy Scout work,.
Cirl Scout work, and the like have a following multiplied meny times over
hat accorded to similar activities of Jepanese cultural origin. Among

the evacuees therc are many thousands of members of such organizations as
tha Young

Christian association, Young Women's Christian Association,
Gir) Reserves, Hi-Y, Camp Fire Girls, and Future Farmers. of america. A
large proportion of the ccult nopulation belongs to parent-teacher associa—
tions, the .merican Red Cross, and similar organizations.

Evacuce food.

among the complaints listed as reasons for this subcommittee's in-
vestigation is the charge that—

the Japanese evacuces were being supplied food through the Quarter—
nmaster Corps of the army in greater variety and quantity than was
available to the average American consuner.

This charge is repcated in the report of the majority members but it is not
brought out that the evidence reced ' 1

rebutted the cha

gstablished an
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5. The facts which the subcommittee's investigators
ich were borne out by othor testimony received by the

1. i1l rationing restrictions applicable to the general public are
atiori centers,

o Tood costs have averaged about 40 cents per day per person and

are subject to a top limit ol 45 cents per day per person on an annual basis.

% Director Myer testified, without contradiction, 1o the effect

that the centers are instructed to refrain from purchasing commodities of

which there arc gencral or local shortages.

4. TH.thin the limitations set by rationing and the 45-cent daily
sh allowance, the authority has provided an adeguate diet meeting reason—
1e wertime standards.
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Discipline in relocation centers.

knother of the complaints listed as reasons for the subcommittee's
investigation was the charge that—

the discipline in the various relocation centers was very lax and
that considerable Government property had been destroyed by some
of the Japanese.

No specific comment is made concerning this complaint in the majority's
Teporus.

actually, the evidence produced before the subcommittee indicated
that there was much less orime of any kind in the relocation centers than
in the average hnerican community of the same size. By and large the
evacuees have cooperated with the administration of the centers in ma.in—
taining order and discipline. Considering the emotional and social demorali-
zation involved in evacuation, the conduct of the evacuees has been exemplary.
The evidence indicates tiiat ordinary crime at the centers has been negligible.

lanzanar gang:

In the majority's report considerable space is given to certain
activities attribubed to the Blood Brothers Corps at Manzanar. Two state-
ments are necessary in reference to this discussion. In the first place,
it should be pointed out that the War Relocation Authority did, according
to the evidence presented to the subcommittee, take rather effective action
in handling these gangs. a&an isdélation center was established and the gang
leacers were transferred to thet place. At present it appears that activitie
such as those of the liznzanar gangs have been eliminated. Secondly, the
evidence concerning existence of the Blood Brothers Corps is very indefinite.
No one has been discovered who belonged to the supposed organization and the
only evidence of its existence consists of certain apparently anonymous
letters purporting to be written by a member of the corps. The point is that
very little worth-while evidence is actually available on the existence of
& Blood Brotlhiers Corps. The evidence indicates that lanzanar probably had
more troudbles than any of the other relocation centers but the evidence also
indicates that the sources of trouble there have now been eliminated.

Segregation.

In the majority's report the War Relocation Authority is severely
eriticized for not having entered upon a program of segregating disloyal
evacuees from the great majority who are loyal before public hearings before
this subcommittee had revealed the urgent need for segregation. Actually
the facts are that on May 14, 1943, at a press conference in Washington,
Director Myer anmmounced the program of segregation and the announcement
was given newspaper publicity. This was before the hearings of this sub-
committee were begun and long before the United States Senate acdopted the
resolution referred to in the majority's report. Furthermore, Director
Myer had in April writien a letter to Senator a. B. Chandler, chairman of
the Subcommittee on Japanese War Relocation Centers of the Senate Committee
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on Military Affairs, in which letter he stated that a program for such
segregation was being worked out. Senator Chandler gave this letter to
the press shortly afterward.

Had it been physically possible to make a fair determination im-
mediately at the outset of the establishment of the relocation centers as
to the loyalty or disloyalty of each evacuee, many of the difficulties of
the War kelccation “u+10”1tv would have been eliminated.

Wevorud@less, I believe that the Var Relocation authority could and
should have speeded up the plan for ser“Jgftion gore than it did, 1 feedl
that the actual movement of segregants should have been initiated more
quickly. It is true that intelligent determinations on the loyalty of more
than 100,000 people cannot be made in a week or a month and the War Reloca-
tion hh+h0T1+V'S efforts to be fairly certain in its determinations are
commendable. However, many of the evacuees who were known to be disloyal
could have besn moved out of the regular relocation centers sooner than was
done. A certain amount of criticism on this point is therefore justified.

The lepal asvects of the relocation progran,

The constitutional difficulty of confining citizens not charged with
any crime is not discussed in'the majority's report. Legality of such
detention becomes increasingly difficult to sustain when it involves citizens
of the United States against whom no charges of disloyalty or subversiveness
have been mades, perticularly, if the detention continues for a period longer

han the minimum time necessary for ascertainment of the facts. The princi-
pal justification for detaining citizen evacuees in relocation centers is
that such detention is merely a temnorarv and gualified detention. They are
detained until they can be sifted with regard ‘to their sympathies in the

d
war and until jobs can be iound f them in communities where they will be
accepted.

Such action mey be sustained as an incident to an orderly relocation
program, but any unqualified detention for the quration of the war of loyal
citizens would be so vulnerable to attack in court as to imperil the entire
relocation and detention program. That the leave regulations are legally
necessary is emphasized by a recent decision of the Federal court for the
northern d"°trlcu of CJll;Ornla which dismissed & petition for writ of habeas
corpus brought by an evacuee, on tihe ground that peuLt;one had not exhausted
her administrative remedies bw d@plfjng to the War Relocation Authority for
leave (In re kndo).

In Hirabayashi v. United States, decided on u’lC 1, 1943, the United
States Supreme Court heard an appeal by a citizen of Japanese descent who

had been sentenced concurrently on two countss: Vi”st, for violation of
curfew regulabtions, and secondly, for failure to report for evacuation,

The Court sustained the conviction solely upon the basis of the curfew count
and avoided consideration of the conviction on the evacuation count. The
natural inference that the Court found it comperatively easy to uphold the
curfew, while encountering comparative difficulty in determining the legality
of the evacuation, is reenforced by passages in concurring opinions by Mr.
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Justice Murohy and Mr. Juuuwce Bouglas. Mr. Justice Murphy, in his con—
curring opinion, said of the curfew orders:

In my opinion this goes to the very brink of constitutional power.

Since the detention accompanying the evacuation is a more drastie
utrucuLu” of liberty than the mere 6vacua*io* pbgel i, there 15 oven more
reason for the uplnlor that such detention is to be justified under the
Constitution Cwlv if it is carefully limited wi 1 21l possible respeet to
the rights of citizens in the current emergency. The legal problems of
detaining citizens cannot be disregarded by the governmental agency respon-—
sible for administering the leave program.

S

Yo

Lt is cpp"V°1t that the leave progrem of the War Relocation Authority
has }eer formulated with a thoughtful view toward assuring the legality of
the Authority's program as a whole, and it is probable that without the
leave program the wiole detention plan might well be subjected to successful
legal attack. That this protection adsinst such attack has been set up and
put into effective operation, thus giving greater assurance of the continued
detention of those who under the program are not entitled to leave, is a
fact for which the suthority is definitely to be commended.

Leave program for the Wer RBelocation 4uthority.

e

A principal object of the Var Relocation futhority's leave program,
it seems, is ne ssparation of evacuces believed to be loyal to Japan from
those loyal to the United States. This is the same thing substantially as
the segregation program. The best way to segregate the disloyal from the
loyal is to relocate the 7"va¢ in ncrmh; life. t is what the leave
Progranm ie dec e 2,  Ihis takes time . nowewer. 14U seems unfair
to the loyed, i the meantims, o allow them fo confused in the public
mind with the disloyal, therefore, segregation should be and 1s being under-
taken as a o@¢arate prograx AS soon as segregation is completed it seems
that the leave program itself for the loyal evacuees should be substantially
speeded up.

0C
e
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Administration of leave progran

On October 1, 1942, the present basic leave regulations of the War
Relocation hAuthority became effective, on publication in the Federal
Register. They provide that any evacuee citizen or alien may request
indefinite lesave from a relocation center, To support the request, the
evacuee must show that he has a job or can take care of himself, must
Bpros Lo report cua“g~° of address to the vWar Relocation Authority, and
must have a record indicating that he will not endanger the national
security. . In addition, the iar Relocation Authority must satisfy itself
that the community in which the evacuee @oposes to relocate will accept
him without difficulty. .

Much of the substance of the majority's report is concerned with
the problems of releasing evacuees from relocation centers, The essential
gquestion raised by the report is whether or not the War Relocation Authority
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has exercised reasonable precauticiis and careful judgment in determining
which evacuees shall be granted leave. The majority's report concludes
that it has not.. 4s evidence for its conclusion, it relies chiefly upon
two arguments: (1) 23 evacuees who have heen given leave from the centers
may be dangerous because they had some connection with an allegedly sub-
versive organization known as Buu0hu~ku1; () the present procedures of
the Authority do not provide sufficient checks on the record of individuals
released. :

45 to the first of these arguments, the majority's report does not
allege that these 23 mermbers of the Butoku—kai are subversive or dangerous,
but does state that—

ihe release of these 23 Japanese is evidence of the incompetence
of the ‘far Relocation Authority to exercise proper safeguards both
for the national security and for the thousands of loyal Japanes

<5
a8 e L,

in a letter dated July 186, to this subcommititee, Director Myer
gave specific information concerning the circumstances under which leave
was granted to these 23 persons. It was brought out that, as to 16 eof the
R3, the Federal Bureau of Investigation had records which disclosed no
7’ﬂporu or derogatory information. &8s to 5 of them, the Federal Bureau of
Investigation had no records whatever. One was released. for school work
under an agreement with military intelligence. Onea an alien, was paroled,
under the regular sponsor parolee agreement prescribed by the Immigration
and Haturalization Service of the Department of Justice. That accounts for
all 23 of them. Director Lyer states that no evidence was given to th
Authority either from the Federal Bureau of Investigation or any other

agency that any one of these 23 persons was dangerous or subversive.

(O]

Leave clearance procedure.

a
9]

The second major argument advanced in the majority's report in
support of its strong condemnation of the leave clearance procedures
followed by the War Relocation isuthority is that procedures have recently
been so liberalized as to remove certain essential safeguards. It is
stated that while originally the suthority made what is called a home
check and & name check and all leave clearance was granted by the Director
in ‘ashington, since April 1943 project directors have been authorized to
make their own determination (W‘t certain limitations)" as to thc release
for indefinite leave of an evacuece and that the home check and the name
check have been eliminated. ("Name check" is the term uscd by uh@ sub-
committee to describe the process of securing such information as is avai
able in the records of the Federal Burcau of Investigation before grantin
leave to an individual.)

3
g

This statement is misleading in three respects. In the first place,

”+h@ certein limitations! are extremely important in that they vwithhold the

right of the project direcctor to grant leave to the following categories
of peoples '

&
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1. Evacuees who answered no or gave a qualified answer to the loyalty
question darlng the nrmJ ”eﬁlS+TaJlO

€. Repatriates and expatriates.

o, Parcgled alicrs,

4, Shinto priests.

5. Those whose leave clearance has been suspended by the Director.
These categories include all evacuees about whom there is generally reason

to have doubt. . That these "certain limitations'" are in force is established
both by the provi i

isions of the Administrative Instruction {(No. 22) given in
evidence, and by the direct testimony of Director Myer before the subcommittee.

second place, in discussing checks made on loyalty of evacuees
3

plying wdefinite leave, the majority's revort mentions a home check
and a name check, btut does not mention the check—up made at the project.
Director Myer testified that such a cﬂeck—up is regularly made. The project
staff is in a position to know a pgood deal aboul the evacuees,

In the third place, the statement is made in the majority's report
that on april 2, Jhe War Relocation Authority further liberalized its
release program by eliminating the Federal Bureau of Investigation name
clieck: 'The evidence inc tes that the Federal Bureau of Investigation
name check has not been eliminated, but rather that ell names of evacuee
adults are being submitted to the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and that
the Federal Bureau of Investigation has almost completed its check on all
‘the evacuees. As soon as a aurogatary report is received from the Federal
Bureau of Investigation on one of the individuals, the project director is
notified and is instructed not to grint leave to the individual in cquestion.

Japanese—-Americans in the civil service,

The majority's report dintimates that the War Relocation Authority
has set up a plan to place hundreds of Nisei in civil service employment
of the Federal Government and it describes, under the heading "an Indefensible
feledce Brocecdure ! one case in which an attempt was made to secure civil
service rating for a Nisei., In response to my inquiry, the following letter
was received:

war Relocation authority,
Dffice of the Director,
Washington, August 18, 1943.

Hen, Lernan P bberharter,
House of Hepresentatives, VWashington, D. C.

Dear Mr. Eberharter: I am glad to respond to your. telephone request for
information concerning the investigation made by the .ar Relocation Authority
before issuing indefinite leave to the person named in a letter sent by Mr.
Elmer L. Shirrell, a relccation supervisor of the huthority, to the director
of the scventh region of the United States Civil Service Commission on
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May R6, 1943. The person referred to in the letter is lary Nakasuji.

Mary Nakasuji applied to the ‘ar Relocation Authority for leave
clearance in November 1942, A check of the records of the Federal Bureau
of Investigation was made on December 18, 1942, which indicated that the
records contained no information on the applicant. Reports were secured
by the project internal security officer and by the evacuee's immediate
employment supervisor at the center. Both reports were strongly favor-
able.

A letter received from a lr. George M. Osborne, 4693 Alice Street,
San Diego, Calif., dated December 31, 1942, states:

"I have known Mary and members of her family for several years. I
sincerely believe her to be a very good American citizen. Ve know she is
of Christian faith and has demonstrated to the utmost her democratic views
regarding American ideals and our American standard of iiving. . I Highly
recommend her as to character.!

Lfter considering the results of the nome check, results of the check
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation record, project report, and this
letter of endorsenent, this applicant was granted leave clearance on January
R0, 1943. She left the (ranada relocation center on March 13, worked as a
secretary and bookkeeper in the Zoung Men's Christian Association at 19 South
LaSalle Street, Chicago, and on June 6 went to work with the Roberts Manu-
facturing Co. at an increased salary. Ohe is still employed there. Revorts
on her work are favorable. She has not yet taken a civil-service examination,
but has filled out Standard Form 57 in order that her eligibility for eivil
service may be determined.

y On July 2, 1943, the Japanese-hmerican Joint Hoard concurred in the
granting of indefinite leave to Miss Nakasuji.

If you would like any further information concerning this case, or
any other aspect of our work, please do not hesitate to call on mne.
Sincerely,
D. S. Myer, Director.

In view of the facts, I believe the letter written by the relocation super-
visor seems fully justified in this case.

1t is unfortunate that the majority's report should have relied so
heavily upon a mistaken interpretation of the facts in this case when the
rue facts would have been readily available,

5

nave been granted leave.

Conduct of evacuees who

It is worthy of note that of all the evacuees who have been released
on both seasonal and indefinite leave by the ilar Relocation Authority,
numbering more than 16,000, no report of disloyal or subversive activity

has been macde to the Authority or to this subcommittee.
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oreover, .among the Japanese—American population numbering 290,000
in the continental United States and Hawaii, only 22 percent of whom are
in relocation centers, there have been no established cases of sabotage
While tho“e are thousands of cases of loyal workers in industry, agriculfure,

T

and in the armed forces of the United States.

When proper we: tht is given to the importance of preserving demo-
principl

cratic and constitutional principles in the treatment of the Japanese—
American population with, at the same time, proper regard for national
security, it is evident that the relocation centers and the outside relo-

eation program are being administered efficiently and well,

The recommendations of the majoriiy report

I have already commented on how mild

ions of the
majority report seem after the severe languag g3

T agree fully with the first recommendation, that segregation of th
disloyal should be put into effect at once, 48 I have said, 1 believe the
Tar Relocation suthority should have moved faster on this than they did,
although it is not an easy thing to distinguish the loyal from the disloyal
among 100,000 persons.

The subcommittee's second recommendation is that a new board be
established, made up of representatives of the VWar Qlelocation Authority
and the various Intelligence agencies of the Federal Government to investi-
gate evacuees who apply for release frﬂﬂ the centers aﬂo to pass finally
upon their applications. The subcommittee's investigations have made clear
that there has always been close cooperdtlon between Army ilJFlllFQHCG,
Naval Intelligence, and the War Relocation isuthority. The War Relocation

Luthority has always had access to the records of the Federal Bureau of
Investication. T du nol S5ee apy necessity for establishing still another
boerd. L do nol Sce thad thv resulis would a 1i fferent than they
are now since tnu recorls of a1l these In e) icies are now

available to the \ar PelOCatlon uhtﬂ@fl
divide' responsibility cmong a number of

g

gt ageney could be neld responsible Tor

would simply
en o one person

. There is nothing in the record of lezve clearance granted by the Var
Relocation Luthority that justifies ‘the setling up of a board to take over
this function. Moreover, it seems pretty clear thot t agency of the
Government charged with the detention of citizens, particularly those to
whom leave is denied, should be the agency which r ¢35 the actual deter-
mination to grant or deny leave in individual casc.. In short, the granting
of leave is an essential part of the legal basis for detention and should
not be separated from the administration of relocation centers.

No recommendation for the cstablishment of such a board as is
recommended by the subcormittee majority was madc by the Federal Bureau
of Investlgatlon, the Office of Naval Intelligence, or the Militery
Intelligence Division of the War Depariment.
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The third and last recommendation of the majority's report is in favor
of a thoroughgoing program of imericanization for Japanese who remain in
centers. Of course I am in favor of that; everybody is in favor of American—

ation just as everybody is against sin. Of course I am sure the majority
members of the subcommittee would no+ went to push this idea so far that
hey will turn these camps into a "social experiment.!

Mr, liyer testified that there is a great deal of americanization work
going on in the centers. The schools are active in this work, and many of
the younger people are members of Future Farmers of America, The Red Cross,
the Boy and Girl Scouts, Camp Fire Girle, and similar uben01es. Adult
English classes are provided for hundreds of aliens.

Certainly, we would need an extraordinarily intensive imericaniza—
tion program for loyal american citizens who are detained in seeming contra—
diction of America p”inciples apd thecliour frecdoms ! Cepraanly, o156,
the best way to push hmericenization of this group is for the War Relocation
Authority to go ahead with its program of restoring full freedom of movement

the loyal American citizens of Japanese ancestry and the law—abiding aliens
who are now in relocation centers.

believe the War Relocation Authority should complete its segrega-—
tion program, should continue its Americanization program, and should, by
all means, go ahead with its resettlement program.

Summation.

It is my eonclusion that, considering the magnitude of i1ts job, the
difficully of the legal dssues involved, and the complexity and delicacy
oz the problem of resebtling a larpe group of people in the midst of a war,
the Ylar Relocation Authority has acted, by and large, efficiently and
capably, and has carried out the spirit and intent nf the President!
Hxecutive order under which it wa e esbablished, [ bhinke it i5 betier to
let the Var Relocation ruthority carry on unnamp€rcd byrunfair eraticism,

n

Respectfully submitted.

lierman P. Eberharter
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