A BALANCE SHEET ON
JAPANESE EVACUATION

Untruths About Japanese-Americans
Our Two Japanese-American Policies
Are the Evacuees being Coddled?
What Race-Baiting Costs America

by Galen M. Fisher

Reprinted from The Christian Century of August 18 and 25,
and September 1 and 8, 1943



The Writer

Mr. Fisher’s competence to strike A Trial Balance on Jap-
anese Hvacuation derives from his long acquaintance with
conditions on the Pacific Coast and in Japan, his experience
in social investigation, and his knowledge of international
affairs. Born in California, he graduated from the Univer-
sity of California, and studied for a year at Harvard. Fol-
lowing twenty-one years in Japan as secretary of the Inter-
national Committee of the Y. M. C. A’s, he spent two years
in sociological studies at Columbia University, and then
served for twelve years as executive of the (Rockefeller)
Institute of Social and Religious Research. Among some fifty
projects sponsored by this Institute were a number of racial
studies, including the Survey of Race Relations on the Paci-
fic Coast. In 1930-31, he directed the research staffs of the
Layman’s Foreign Missions Inquiry in India, China and
Japan. He is a trustee of the Institute of Pacific Relations
and Research Associate in Political Science in the Univer-
sity of California. As a founder and officer of the Committee
on American Principles and Fair Play and of the Protestant
Church Commission for Japanese Service, he has kept in
touch with every phase of the evacuation.

Responsibility for the facts and opinions contained in
these articles rests solely with the writer. Among the slight
changes made in the original text is the substitution of Oct-
ober 1st figures for those of earlier dates.

Copies may be ordered from
Committee on American Principles and Fair Play
2234 Telegraph Avenue, Berkeley 4, California
Single Copy, 10 cents. 12 copies, $1.00

25 copies, $1.75 100 copies, $6.00
Prepaid, in all cases

2



UNTRUTHS ABOUT JAPANESE-AMERICANS

FULL year has passed since completion of the second

large-scale racial evacuation in American history, that

of the Japanese-Americans (that of the Indians was
the first). As to the necessity of moving many of the Jap-
anese from critical coastal areas, the government and public
opinion agreed. As to removing all Japanese residents, and
only Japanese, without hearings for any of them, except
those interned as subversive, there was a strong body of
dissenting opinion. Experience has shown that the dissenters
were right. The evacuation may be termed a military suec-
cess, a social failure, an international tactical blunder.

After what happened at Pearl Harbor, everybody on the
exposed west coast, including Japanese residents, agreed
that drastic defense methods were justified. But the record
shows that for over a month after Pearl Harbor, no military
or civilian spokesman suggested the complete and summary
evacuation of all persons of Japanese race. During that per-
iod there was a marked absence of animus against the Jap-
anese-American residents. The FBI, with the cooperation
of the other intelligence services, arrested several thousand
Japanese, Germans, and Italians, mostly aliens, and set up
civilian hearing boards to ascertain whether or not they
should be interned. All the military forces were placed at
once on a war footing. It was generally assumed that these
measures had forestalled any possible danger of fifth column
activity and sabotage, and the public was comparatively
calm and restrained.

Then, as if a hidden hand had given the signal, a barrage
of verbal attacks on the resident Japanese was begun and
demands for their total evacuation were made. What
brought about this sudden barrage and won for it wide-
spread popular support? Many forces were at work, some
honorable, some utterly vicious. False rumors and fallacious
arguments played an important part. Among them were
the following untruths.

Untruth 1. That sabotage was committed by Japanese at
Pearl Harbor. The readiness with which ordinary critical
minds swallowed the fantastic rumors about how Japanese
and Japanese-Americans aided the attacking forces on
December 7 should suffice to humble many a professedly
propaganda-proof American. Even the members of the Tolan
congressional committee belong in that category, for during
their hearings in California one of them silenced protests
against wholesale condemnation of the Japanese by saying:
“There are authenticated pictures during the attack (on

3



Pearl Harbor) showing hundreds of Japanese old automo-
biles cluttered in the streets of Honolulu so the army could
not get to the ships.” It is to the credit of the Tolan com-
mittee that in its printed report it made the amende honor-
able by presenting ten pages of official denials of such
statements. Their falsity was early exposed in my article,
“QOur Japanese Refugees,” in the April 1, 1942, issue of The
Christian Century. J. Edgar Hoover told a House committee
that the civilian population of Hawaii had committed neither
sabotage nor espionage, and the attorney general of Califor-
nia told the Tolan committee that there had been no sabo-
tage and no fifth column activity in the state since the war
began. In face of all these denials, one would expect the
rumors to die. To the contrary, they are still being repeated
and believed by respectable people. Finally, in order to
scotch them for good, I secured statements from the two
men best qualified to know the truth. Here they are:

Colonel Kendall Fielder, chief of military intelligence for
Hawaii since June, 1941, wrote on May 17, 1943: “There
have been no known acts of sabotage, espionage or fifth
column activity committed by the Japanese in Hawaii either
on or subsequent to December 7, 1941.”

Honolulu Chief of Police Gabrielson wrote May 12, 1943:
The statement that Japanese trucks in Honolulu deliberately put
out of commission several American airplanes is an absolute lie.
No American machine gunners cleared Honolulu streets of any
Japanese before, on or after December 7. The statement that all
over Honolulu were signs which read, “Here a Japanese traitor was
killed,” is another absolute lie. . . . There was no dynamite planted
by any Japanese or anyone else in or about Honolulu in December;
and no civilian ever used a truck to pick up any dynamite.
Nelson Pringle, CBS broadcaster, after checking these
rumors, made these comments on October 5, 1942:

Where were the Japanese on that Sunday (December 7), if they
were not sabotaging ? Hundreds of them were actively helping de-
fend the territory, as members of the Oahu Citizens Defense Com-
mittee. Volunteer truck drivers, they rushed to their assembly
points, stripped their delivery trucks of their contents, inserted
frames prepared to hold four stretchers, and went tearing out to
Pearl Harbor to take the wounded to hospitals. Some of these Jap-
anese got there so promptly that their trucks were hit by flying
shrapnel or machine-gun bullets from road-strafing Jap planes.
The presence of the Japanese drivers and of their'scarred and pock-
marked trucks undoubtedly gave rise to the rumor that guns had
to be employed to clear the highway of Japs who were blocking
the road to Pearl Harbor.

An equally emphatic denial was broadcast over NBC on
August 1, 1943, by Will Tyree, just returned from Hawaii
and the south Pacific front. :

I have dwelt on these rumors because their gullible ac-
ceptance on the west coast was a major link in an evil chain.
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They made possible the change from popular calm and toler-
ance toward resident Japanese to hysterical distrust, the
anti-Japanese crusade in the press and over the radio play-
ing upon weak and excitable minds, the exaggerated reports
of assaults upon and homicides of Japanese, the mutterings
of mob violence against Japanese by gangs and even by re-
spectable citizens. These all culminated in the decision of the
military authorities to resort to total evacuation, partly for
the protection of the Japanese residents themselves. This
un-American principle of “protective custody” of an entire
racial group may not have been the dominant factor leading
to total evacuation, but careful observers agree that it was
one of the weightiest.

Untruth 2. That the nisei gave no information to intelli-
gence officers. It has been loosely charged, even by a staff
officer of the Western Defense Command, that the nisei
have not aided the authorities in discovering dangerous
Japanese residents. The falsity of these allegations has been
proved by intelligence officers both in Hawaii and on the
mainland, as well as by informed civilians. It is true that the
great majority of nisei did not give such aid, and the same
could presumably be said of German-Americans. The chief
reason is that most of them had no information to give, any
more than most white citizens. Some who did have infor-
mation feared dire consequences if they told it. Still others
would not inform on relatives. But enough of them did give
aid to disprove the sweeping charges to the contrary. Let
some of the intelligence officers speak for themselves. On
August 10, 1942, one wrote me:

I personally know at least fifteen intelligence officers who have
received continual aid from the group of loyal and patriotic nisei
attached to each, and have in consequence been of great service to
the United States in obtaining information regarding disloyal and
suspicious Japanese. There are innumerable cases I could give you.
An anonymous intelligence officer who “has more com-

plete knowledge of the activities of loyal nisei than any
other individual on the Pacific coast” wrote in Harper’s
Magazine for October, 1942:

Many of the nisei voluntarily contributed valuable anti-subver-
sive information to this (the naval intelligence) and other govern-
mental agencies. The Japanese consular staff, the Central Japanese
Association, and others known to have been sympathetic to the
Japanese cause did not themselves trust the nisei.

Joseph Driscoll, in the course of a series of articles on
“The Japanese in America,” wrote in the New York Herald
Tribune of January 31, 1943:

These slant-eyed young Americans (of Japanese extraction) have
thrown the fear of God and the Federal Bureau of Investigation
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into their elders and made it plain that treason would not be tol-
erated and would be reported to the authorities. Common gossip
out here was that not one Japanese had informed on another. On
the highest authority I was assured the contrary was true, and
that many patriotic Japanese have turned in suspects of their own
race and even of their own families.

Untruth 3. That evacuees have been coddled in the centers.
Congressmen, journalists and letter-writers to the papers
have emitted a deluge of charges that the evacuees were
living on the fat of the land, while the rest of us were being
severely rationed. The facts as stated by the war depart-
ment and the War Relocation Authority jointly on July 18,
1943, are that “all rationing restrictions applicable to the
civilian population are strictly followed and two meatless
days are observed each week. In general, the food is nour-
ishing but definitely below army standards. The cost of feed-
ing at the centers over the past several months has ranged
from 34 to 42 cents per person per day. ... Some perighable
commodities are purchased locally, and practically all other
food is bought through the quartermaster depots of the
army.!!

Untruth 4. That dual citizenship is peculiar to the Jap-
anese. In the American Legion Magazine for June, 1943,
Frederick G. Murray writes what many other people have
said before him: “All dual citizens — the Japanese are the
only nation to establish a dual citizenship.” This betrays in-
excusable ignorance. France, Switzerland, Italy, the Nether-
lands and many other European and Latin American na-
tions claim far more jurisdiction over children born of their
nationals in America than does Japan. In fact, Japan in 1924
enacted a law by which American-born children of Japanese
subjects would have only American citizenship unless their
parents registered them at a Japanese consulate hefore they
were fourteen days old — a provision expressly intended to
remove the issue from American-Japanese relations. In 1930,
Professor E. K. Strong estimated that only 40 per cent of
the Japanese-Americans in California over seven years of
age had dual citizenship, and close estimates place the pres-
ent number of such dual citizens in the United States at
not more than 20 per cent. or about 16,000. A considerable
number of these would renounce Japanese nationality if
doing so were not often difficult and expensive.

Untruth 5. That Japanese-Americans and Japanese war-
lords are brothers at heart. It would be as logical to bracket
all German-Americans with the nazis as to brand all Japan-
ese-Americans with the same mark of Cain as Japan’s mil-
itary gangsters. Mr. Grew rebuked such careless libeling
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of an honorable group of fellow citizens when he said in his
address at Union College on April 26, 1943:

We Americans, of all races and creeds, fight the evils of despotic
and selfish militarism. There can be no compromise between our-
selves and the arrogant exclusiveness of self-styled men-gods of
Japan — no more than between ourselves and the self-styled Ary-
ans of Germany. In our war against caste and privilege, wherever
they may exist or occur, the contribution of Americans who are of
Japanese descent is of real value; first, because they are living
proof of our non-racial free unity; second, because they make a
valuable contribution to the sum total of our American civilization.

A few months ago two men at opposite ends of the coun-
try sang the same song of hatred of all persons of the Jap-
anese race. The one was Senator Stewart of Tennessee, who
proposed to the Senate that the execution of American flyers
by the Japanese warlords be matched by stripping of citi-
zenship and confining in concentration camps all Japanese-
Americans. The other was the new president of the Native
Sons of the Golden West, who sounded this keynote: “We're
going to Washington to bar the Japs forever from again par-
ticipating in the privileges and freedom of the country they
so ruthlessly and treacherously attacked.” Both of these
gentlemen obviously identified a group of their fellow Amer-
icans with Tojo and his gang. They merited the stinging
rebuke administered by the Baltimore Sun to the senator on
April 26: “What Senator Stewart urges would . . . represent
acceptance of the Axis technique of visiting vengeance upon
the innocent for the deeds of others. It would be nothing less
than an example of the Axis brand of racial bigotry.”

Untruth 6. That confinement of evacuees is both lawful
and necessary. The responsible federal authorities hold that
the evacuation was legal, but that detention is legal only
until resettlement of the evacuees in unrestricted areas can
be effected. This distinction goes to the heart of American
civil rights. Apparently this conclusion of the War Reloca-
tion Authority is unknown to the western congressmen and
governors and county supervisors who have been telling
the world that all evacuees should be strictly confined for
the duration ; or possibly they set themselves up as superior
judges of law and policy.

The legal question hinges on the interpretation of two
presidential executive orders. That of February 19, 1942
authorized the war department to “prescribe military areas
.. from which any or all persons may be excluded.” That
of March 18, 1943, created the WRA to provide for the
needs of the evacuees, to supervise their activities and to
provide for their relocation and their employment.

It is the basic contention of the federal authorities that
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the evacuees must be treated not as prisoners of war or as
criminals, but as persons innocent until proved guilty or
dangerous to national security, and therefore entitled to
honorable treatment while in detention, and to the earliest
possible restoration to freedom within unrestricted areas.
The alleged danger of subversive activity by the evacuees if
they are released does not carry conviction in face of the
statement of the director of the WRA that as of June 1,
1943, not a single act of sabotage or other subversive con-
duct had been charged against the 14,000 evacuees who had
been released from the centers to resettle or to take short-
term jobs. He properly added that all evacuees found, after
proper procedure, to be disloyal or dangerous would continue
to be confined.

Untruth 7. That the evacuees are unchanging, impersonal
units. It is always hard to personalize people who are far
away and markedly different from ourselves. It would there-
fore not be strange if Americans east of the Rockies thought
of the evacuees as though they were robots. But it is decid-
edly strange that many Californians who knew individual
Japanese before the evacuation now seem to think of all the
evacuees as a static mass, as unaffected as a sleeping Buddha
by the drastic changes in their lives or by the prevalent de-
famation and proposed disfranchisement or deportation of
all “Japs.”

In reality, the evacuees have been undergoing changes in
attitudes and ideas equaled in intensity by few, if any,
groups in our entire population. How could it be otherwise?
Family life disrupted; business and professions gone; sav-
ings and security lost; a host of youth unable to realize
plans for careers; life for the refined reduced to mediocrity ;
children contaminated by weakened parental control and ab-
normal social life; citizens registered for the draft and then
denied service in the armed forces, except in a segregated
racial unit:; the future for most of them a dark enigma.
Anyone with a modicum of imagination must see that the
evacuees are an exceedingly dynamic as well as a tragic
group. The practical import of this fact is that the tragedy
is heightened by every added week of life in the centers. To
advocate continued confinement of loyal and disloyal, citizen
and alien, old and young alike, is to conspire to turn one of
our most productive, orderly and ambitious groups into a
host of shiftless, cynical problem cases.



OUR TWO JAPANESE-AMERICAN POLICIES

HE POLICY adopted toward the Japanese population

on the west coast was a compromise between sound

Americanism and compliance with hectic popular pres-
sure. Now that the situation has cooled off, it is both pos-
sible and profitable to examine it critically and to contrast
it with the course that was followed in Hawaii.

When the Pearl Harbor disaster left the west coast ex-
posed, both the government and the public rightly de-
manded protection against invasion. This protection was
held to be solely a military problem. But it is now clear that
it was not exclusively a problem of physical military de-
fense. If it had been, then the summary mass evacuation of
residents of one race, the Japanese, might have been justi-
fiable. But the situation was shot through with delicate so-
cial and international factors, almost as vital to winning
the war and the peace beyond as the physical military fac-
tors. The war department is not supposed to be qualified to
handle social and international factors. The national admin-
istration should therefore have conditioned the power given
to the military so as to make sure that those factors were
properly handled. If that had been done, the unfortunate
repercussions of the evacuation among our allies in Asia
would have been averted. More important, constitutional
rights would have been more fully maintained, and the eva-
cuees would have been honored, if not compensated, for
the sacrifices they made in the national interest.

Where the President Failed

Whose duty was it to check the hysterical popular pres-
sure for indiscriminate and precipitate evacuation of the
Japanese? That duty rested on many persons, public and
private, but in the national emergency only the administra-
tion could adequately cope with it. Sobered by danger, the
people as a whole would have heeded a stern appeal to re-
frain from lawlessness and to honor the Bill of Rights, if it
had been issued by the President and backed up by the sec-
retaries of war and the navy and the Western Defense Com-
mand. Failure to make this appeal was a lamentable over-
sight. Attorney General Biddle and Governor Olson of Cali-
fornia did issue such appeals, but they alone did not carry
sufficient weight to check the anti-Japanese campaign that
began suddenly five weeks after Pearl Harbor.

There is much to commend in the execution of the evacu-
ation by the Western Defense Command, but much to con-
demn in its rejection of selective evacuation. That a selec-
tion could and should be made, where the Japanese lived, by
hearings or other legal processes, was from the outset the
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conviction of many representative citizens. But thistles were
sown, and thistles have been and will long be reaped. It has
proved impossible for the War Relocation Authority and all
the voluntary religious and social agencies working for the
evacuees to do more than reduce the number of thorns.

For some weeks it was taken for granted by nearly every-
one of standing on the coast that the military would move
only a fraction of the Japanese residents, since the FBI had
promptly arrested all suspected and dangerous persons.
What led to total evacuation? Many factors. Among them
were the false rumors from Hawaii, the sinister campaign
already referred to, the danger of invasion and fifth column
aid and fear of mob violence to Japanese residents.

One Man’s Prejudice

But one other factor, which was probably of considerable
importance, has come to light; the apparent anti-Japanese
bias of the then commander of the Western Defense Com-
mand. This bias was suspected at the time by some ob-
servers, but not until fourteen months later was the sus-
picion apparently confirmed. For on April 13, 1943, General
DeWitt was quoted by the Associated Press as having said
at a hearing of the House naval affairs sub-committee on
housing: “It makes no difference whether the Japanese is
theoretically a citizen. He is still a Japanese. Giving him a
scrap of paper won’t change him. T don’t care what they do
with the Japs so long as they don’t send them back here. A
Jap is a Jap.” Although no denial of this statement has ever
appeared, it still seems incredible that the highest repre-
sentative of the army on the coast could have gratuitously
insulted an unfortunate body of citizens and cast aspersions
on citizenship in general.

What happened on the west coast might then be summar-
ized as follows: Confusion as to policy but public restraint
toward all enemy aliens and Japanese-Americans for weeks
after Pearl Harbor; then sudden agitation for total evacu-
ation of Japanese, countered by demands for selective eva-
cuation; then threats of violence against resident Japanese;
finally, the decision by the military to evacuate some 70,000
citizens and 40,000 aliens of Japanese race without hearings
or evidence of misconduct. The evacuation was executed
without harshness. Its hardships were tempered by the ser-
vices of church and other groups and by kindly individuals.
The evacuees were confined in assembly centers, then in re-
location centers mostly located in desert areas where accom-
modations are primitive. Now efforts are being made by
politicians and “patriotic” organizations to disfranchise, ex-
clude from the coast, or deport evacuees. The WRA policy
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in the centers has been and is democratic and human. The
war department has authorized formation of a nisei combat
unit, but registration for the unit has been bungled. Inland
resettlement of approved evacuees is being pushed by WRA,
with the aid of civie and religious groups. Resettlement is
being slowed up by the reluctance of the evacuees, especial-
ly the aliens and couples with several minor children, to go
out in face of uncertain prospects and public antipathy.

We turn now to Hawaii. There, martial law was declared
soon after Pearl Harbor and General Emmons became mili-
tary governor. About 37 per cent of the islands’ population
is of Japanese ancestry. One might therefore have expected
a more drastic treatment of the Japanese than prevailed on
the mainland. The contrary was the fact. General Emmons
as well as civil officials and leaders of public opinion did all in
their power to preserve the self-respect of the Japanese
residents. Only 390 persons of Japanese extraction were in-
terned, and half of those were consular and other officials
of Japan. A few hundred others were evacuated to main-
land relocation centers. The remaining 159,000 Japanese
were treated like all other inhabitants, although the intel-
ligence services and the large body of unquestionably loyal
Japanese remained alert to discover signs of disloyalty any-
where. Lieutenant Commander Coggins, in the June, 1943,
issue of Harper’s Magazine, says: “By their actions an over-
whelming majority of Japanese-Americans have shown
hatred of the enemy and have made brilliant records in all
of the war effort in which they have been allowed to parti-
cipate.” General Emmons and other officials have repeatedly
acknowledged the indispensable part played by the Japanese
population in rebuilding Pearl Harbor defenses, in donating
blood, in buying bonds and producing food. To be accurate,
there have been many instances of minor friction, especially
between lower military officers or newcomer Caucasians and
the Japanese, but these have not seriously marred the gen-
eral harmony. An interracial committee in the morale sec-
tion of the military government has been effective in avert-
ing trouble.

The Varsity Victory Volunteers

A dramatic illustration of the happy results of trusting
and respecting the Japanese population is the story of the
“Varsity Victory Volunteers.” Soon after the Pearl Harbor
attack, sections of the army and of the public felt uneasy
over the fact that nisei members of the Territorial Guard
or militia were protecting vital installations. Tactfully, the
guard commander discussed the situation with the nisei
members. They agreed, though not without deep chagrin,
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that they should be inactivated. But 155 of them resolved
to find a way to evidence their patriotism. So they wrote a
petition to General Emmons which ended with these words:
“Hawaii is our home; the United States our country. We
know but one loyalty and that is to the Stars and Stripes.
We wish to do our part as loyal Americans in every way
possible and we hereby offer ourselves for whatever service
yvou may see fit to use us.” The general was pleased and made
them a labor corps with the engineers. For more than a year
these V.V.V.’s rendered most efficient service. The press
filled columns with their pictures and accounts of their
doings. President Gregg Sinclair of the University of
Hawaii termed V.V.V. “the most honored initials in Ha-
waii.”” When the lists for the combat unit were opened in
February of this year many of the V.’s rushed to volunteer.

The litmus-test of the two policies — trust and respect in
Hawaii, and mass evacuation and expressed or implied dis-
trust and disrespect on the mainland — was the compara-
tive response to the chance to volunteer for the combat unit.
In the ten relocation centers, only 1,300-odd velunteered; in
Hawaii, 9,500. The 50 per cent larger Japanese population
of Hawaii does not alone account for the difference. The
basic reason was the difference in government policy and
public attitude there from what obtained on the coast. More
specifically: (1) In the centers, there was confugion because
a registration for release was held simultaneously with
that for the combat unit. There was also general resentment
because Question 28 of the registration questionnaire re-
quired the alien evacuees to renounce allegiance to Japan,
thus leaving them men without a country, since America
debars them from naturalization. Only after a week was this
question withdrawn. In Hawaii there was no confusion or
bad feeling, because the registration was solely for the com-
bat unit. (2) On the mainland, the nisei had been depressed
by public abuse and opposition to their settling inland and,
later, to their return to the coast. (8) The nigei volunteers
in Hawaii, unlike those in the centers, had no reason to
worry about the future of their families.

Coastal Policy Costly

Economically, also, the contrast is marked. The policy pur-
sued in Hawail enabled the Japanese to continue produe-
ing 90 per cent of the food raised in the islands and to play
a leading part in defense work and other occupations. On
the mainland, confinement of the evacuees withdrew not
less than 45,000 working adults from normal production,
at a loss, for the first year, of approximately $70,000,000.
Another $70,000,000 was sliced from the federal treasury
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to maintain the centers. The loss would have been still
greater had not some 14,000 evacuees been allowed to go
out to work on farms, nearly 10,000 of them to help save
the sugar beet crop, thereby supplying a year’s ration of
sugar for 10,000,000 people.

The cynic may hold that the Hawaiian policy was due not
to liberality but to necessity. He may claim that it would
have been impossible to get ships to evacuate 160,000 Jap-
anese, and that the economy of the islands was utterly de-
pendent on them. This is true. Yet the fact remains that the
tradition of racial fair play and the social wisdom of the
authorities lifted the policy from negative necessity to posi-
tive statesmansghip. In support of this interpretation, note
these words of the chief of military intelligence, Colonel
Fielder, in an address given last March:

Does anyone believe for a moment that any of the Axis crowd
would give one of enemy race a fair chance to prove himself? Yet
that’s what was done in Hawaii, and so far it has proved militarily
sound. That the situation is working out well is a tribute not only
to wise administration, but to tolerance on the part of the rest of
our good Americans here. . . . It would take much too long to tell
you of the many concrete ways in which many of these people who
were put on the spot have proved their love for America and have
helped solve an otherwise ticklish military problem here. For the
information of all who might be misled, there is none among us
who has been led into this policy out of mawkish sentimentality
or gullibility. . . . Americans of Japanese blood . . . are Ameri-
cans, and until they prove (or show themselves dangerously cap-
able of proving) traitorous, they should be treated as Americans.
On the west coast, sincere defenders of the evacuation

policy contend that it was inevitable because of the twin dan-
gers of fifth column activity in aid of the expected Japanese
naval invasion, and violence against residents of Japanese
race by Filipinos and Americans enraged over Nipponese
army atrocities. Both these dangers were felt by nearly
everyone to be real. Yet the Hawaiian military command,
confronted by the same dangers in greater degree, refused
to apply the weak-kneed device of “protective custody” or
to shut up any Japanese residents except the 390 known or
suspected subversive persons. Constructively, the military
government formed a morale section, expressly to forestall
interracial disunity and mob violence. Then the military and
civil authorities applied their full force and prestige to check
hysteria and violence against the Japanese residents. This
policy won the grateful and ardent cooperation of practi-
cally the entire Japanese population. There is abundant
reason to ask whether a similar policy could not have been
applied to advantage on the mainland.

Two Japanese-Americans
Thus far we have dealt so largely in generalities that the
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reader may have failed to see between the lines the sensitive
brown faces of the thousands whose lives in Hawaii or on
the mainland are being blessed or cursed by these contrast-
ing policies. Two stories may serve to make more vivid what
happened to a vast number of individuals.

A Japanese-American pastor on the island of Kauai, T. H.,
rendered invaluable aid to the authorities during the trying
year after Pearl Harbor. As soon as the formation of the
nisei combat unit was announced, he made strenuous and
finally successful efforts to be appointed a chaplain to the
unit. He was much impressed by the anxiety of his young
parishioners and friends as they awaited the outcome of
the physical examination on which hinged their admission
to or rejection from the unit. He wrote: “When a ‘reject’
was called, his facial expression changed, his eyes were
ready for tears, and he said: ‘Why am I rejected? . .. The
quota was filled and 20 who were able-bodied had to return
home. Their feet were heavy. They shouted their protests. A
white soldier in camp told me: ‘My God! I never saw a crazy
bunch like this before.” The white cook exclaimed: ‘I would
really like to cook for those fellows. They certainly cooper-
ate.”” Some weeks later, the same pastor wrote: “My mother
and I sat anxiously thinking about the prospect of my
youngest brother’s induction into the unit. The next day he
was called. That evening I met my mother and she had hap-
py tears in her eyes. She said: ‘With six sons, one at least
should be in the army besides you. As a mother who has re-
ceived so much from America, I can now walk the streets
with head erect. I am the mother of a son in active service.’
She spoke as if God had whispered, “Well done.” ”

Contrast that with this and drawn your own conclusion:
In southern California lived a nisei, a veteran of the United
States army in World War I. He had been decorated for
bravery and was head of an American Legion post. He was
evacuated, but he kept his chin up and rallied all the nisei
veterans in the relocation center to form a Legion post.
They sent in their application for a charter and were heart-
sick when it was denied. About the same time, the charters
of several all-nisei posts were canceled by the Legion author-
ities. These incredible rebuffs, added to the dismal life in the
center, the blind-alley prospects for the future and the wide-
spread “hate-campaign” against all “Japs,” ultimately
soured his spirit. He still loathed militarist Japan as much
as ever, but he began to lose faith in the America for which
he had repeatedly risked his life. He became a leader in
stirring up trouble in the center, a carrier of disaffection,
one of the many frustrated and disillusioned spirits.
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ARE THE EVACUEES BEING CODDLED ?

DOUBTS as to the legality of detaining the evacuated
Japanese in the relocation centers constitute one of
the cogent reasons why the War Relocation Authority is
speeding the release of all approved evacuees. The fact that
only a few of the evacuees themselves have filed suits to test
the legality of restraints on their freedom is noteworthy
evidence of their tolerance in the national emergency. Not
one of the Germans or Italians evacuated from the west
coast has been further detained except after due process of
law. If they had been, doubtless a host of citizens would have
raised a rumpus — and justifiably. The Constitution de-
clares that no citizen may be deprived of his liberty or of
his property without due process of law. But the Constitu-
tion makes no exception on account of race. Do the citizens
who clamor for the continued confinement of the Japanese
evacuees desire to amend the Constitution to legalize de-
tention solely on the basis of race? How is that different
from the nazi race laws? Or do they desire that citizens be
detained without benefit of law ? What happens then to gov-
ernment of laws, not of men?

Be the law what it may, the fact is that some 107,000
evacuees were placed in ten relocation centers last year, and
the bulk of them are still there. Some day the job done by
the WRA in creating these centers will be recognized as a
marvel of social engineering. There was no close precedent
to follow. The nearest was the dubious Indian reservation
system. The staff responsible for solving the problem had
been trained largely in various branches of the federal gov-
ernment. Until this situation was precipitated by forces
which took advantage of the war, few Americans realized
what a reservoir of social engineering talent has been de-
veloped in such departments as those of agriculture and the
interior.

WRA Headed by Experts

It was to the department of agriculture that the President
turned for the two able administrators who have successive-
ly served as directors of the WRA, Milton S. Eisenhower,
brother of the general, and Dillon S. Myer. Around them
was assembled a staff of 1,800 Caucasians. Critics who have
sneered at this staff as “welfare workers,” “theorists” and
“sob-sisters” may not have known that all the candidates
were sifted by the Civil Service Commission, not picked at
random by ‘“reformers.”

Have the relocation centers been a success? Yes and no.
The odds were stacked against success. The patient, so to
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isolation center set up by the WRA at Leupp, Arizona. Sim-
ilar effects have followed removals from other centers, al-
though all told only 170 men have been isolated, of whom 100
were aliens and 70, citizens. Most of the citizens were those
kibei (“returned to America” youth) who were sent to Japan
for schooling in childhood and became Japanized. Kibei who
go to the mother country later in life generally return hos-
tile to Japanese imperialism. Several hundred of the latter
and of nisei who have never been to Japan are now serving
in the intelligence services of our armed forces.

So case-hardened had the evacuees become by May, 1943,
that the Dies committeee hearings on the relocation centers
raised their temperatures but slightly. With characteristic
fanfare, the committee announced in advance that a sub-
committee, to be headed by Congressman Costello, would
submit a report that “will oppose release of any Japanese
whatsoever” and “will insist that ‘known subversives,” es-
timated to number more than 25,000 in the centers, be taken
from their ‘comfortable environment’ and placed in rigidly
guarded department of justice camps for enemy aliens.”
This announcement was made before any member of the
committee had vigited a single center. It provoked Director
Dillon Myer to make this comment when he appeared before
the committee: “If the committee has evidence that there
are more than 25,000 ‘known subversives’ in relocation cen-
ters, we earnestly hope that it will be turned over to the
authorized investigative agencies of the government and to
this agency (WRA) with all promptness. As this is written
(a month after the announcement) the committee has sub-
mitted to the War Relocation Authority no evidence what-
ever in support of this charge.” According to reliable re-
ports, the 25,000 “known subversives” suffered such a
shrinking that the committee ultimately gave the WRA the
names of only 600 ‘“suspects.” Careful investigation of in-
telligence and WRA records showed that not one of the 600
had an unfavorable record.

Such a travesty of justice were the Costello subcommittee
proceedings that Chester Rowell, dean of west coast journal-
ists, wrote that its Los Angeles meeting accepted ‘“testi-
mony of which, so far, not one word would even be admitted
or heard by any judicial or quasi-judicial body in existence.”
The committee declined Director Myer’s repeated offers to
supply data or to appear in person or by deputy. Mr. Myer
finally felt forced to give to the press “some fifty comments
on statements reported in the press, allegedly made by wit-
nesses before the Dies committee.” I quote one of his com-
ments:
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The San Francisco Examiner, in a story from Washington dated
May 25, attributed the following statements to Representative
Thomas in the form of a direct quotation: “The Dies committee
investigators and I found conditions very bad in the war relocation
centers. At one camp the Japanese objected to a fence which con-
fined them. They tore it down. It stayed down and the Japs are still
roaming around there at will. . . . Camp newspapers are virulently
critical of anyone who opposes Japanese interests.”

Representative Thomas had never visited a relocation center at
the time the story appeared. . .. It is true that a section of the
fence surrounding the Minidoka Center has recently been removed
and has not yet been replaced. . . . It was removed by evacuee labor
crews working under orders of the War Relocation Authority and
with the full knowledge and consent of the military authorities.
The statement that evacuees are permitted to “roam around at
will” is wholly inaccurate. . . . No evacuee is permitted to leave the
relocation project area without a permit at any time. . . . If the
“Japanese interests” referred to are those of imperial Japan, this
statement is wholly without foundation. The War Relocation Au-
thority has reviewed relocation center newspapers since they were
first established and has never seen one line of criticism directed
against any person because of his opposition to the interests of
imperial Japan. If, on the other hand, the statement refers to the
interests of the Japanese-Americans, criticism seems wholly in
accord with the American principles of free speech.

When at length, on July 6, the Costello subcommittee al-
lowed Mr. Myer to appear before it, he carried the attack
deep into the enemy’s lines by reading into the record the
following devastating statement:

The manner in which the War Relocation Authority conducts its
program is of concern to all the people in the United States, and it
has significance which goes far beyond the geographic boundaries
of this country. Undoubtedly, the WRA program is being watched
in Japan, where thousands of American soldiers and civilians are
held as prisoners or internees; in China, India, Thailand, Burma and
many other countries whose collaboration we need if we are to de-
feat our enemies with a minimum loss of life. The program of the
War Relocation Authority has been under investigation for the past
eight weeks in such a manner as to achieve maximum publicity of
sensational statements based on half-truths, exaggerations and
falsehoods; statements of witnesses have been released to the public
without verification of their accuracy, thus giving nation-wide cur-
rency to many distortions and downright untruths.

This practice has fostered a public feeling of mistrust, suspicion,
and hatred that has had the effect of (1) providing the enemy
with material which can be used to convince the peoples of the
Orient that the United States is undemocratic and is fighting a
racial war; (2) undermining the unity of the American people;
(3) betraying the democratic objectives which this nation and its
allies are fighting to preserve; (4) it may lead to further maltreat-
ment of our citizens who are prisoners or who are interned.

The resettlement of the evacuees is decidedly unfinished
business. A maximum of 107,000 evacuees have been under
the care of WRA. Of that number only about 22,000 had
been released as of October 1, 1943. Of these, some 8,000
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were on short-term leave to meet the farm labor shortage.
During May the number of releases rose to 1,000 a week,
but at that rate it would take over a year and a half to
empty the centers. What are the obstacles?

Until this summer, the bottleneck was the lack of jobs
and of communities ready to receive the evacuees. Now,
however, the WRA declares that the bottleneck is the re-
luctance of the older generation of evacuees to risk the
plunge into a reputedly hostile world, where they might
find it impossible to support a family. Many of them have
young children. Two measures must be combined to break
that bottleneck. First, it will be necessary to convince the
reluctant evacuees that a democratic welcome awaits them
in hundreds of communities east of the Rockies. Second,
plans must be worked out whereby groups of ten to thirty
families can be settled in rural and small-town communities
all over the north central and middle west states—not
bunched in little colonies, but scattered within courting
distance. The right of the loyal evacuees ultimately to re-
turn to the west coast is beyond question, but many of them
are already planning to live permanently east of the Sierras.
Such a dispersal will be socially sound and will mitigate the
situation on the coast.

Suspects to be Segregated

The numbers to be resettled will be reduced by not less
than 18,000 when the process of segregating the eligible
from the ineligible has been completed. The uninformed
have been impatiently demanding that the WRA quit stal-
ling and forthwith separate the sheep from the goats. But
it is not so simple. If it were, the army would have done the
separating during the months when the evacuees were in
its custody. Although the evacuees were then near their
homes, where information about them was readily accessi-
ble, the army gathered almost nothing except elementary
identification data. For months the WRA and FBI have had
hundreds of clerks gifting records and tabulating data
gathered in the centers, by means of both the February
army questionnaire and the conduct record for each evacuee.

The upshot of all this is that about 10,000 adults and 8,000
minors will be concentrated at the Tulelake center for the
duration. Among the adults are all those who want to go
back to Japan. Not a few of these have no sympathy with
militarist Japan but feel they will be pushed to the wall if
they stay in America. The group includes also, of course, all
those suspected of disloyalty, including some hundreds of
Japanese kibei. The plight of the children is tragic, for they
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are American citizens, totally ignorant of Japan and its
ways and already mentally set by American ideals. It is to
be hoped that many of these children as well as their par-
ents may even yet be restored to American life. For the suc-
cess or failure of settlement is not primarily a matter of
humanity toward 100,000 people made homeless through no
fault of their own. It is essentially a trial by ordeal of the
validity of American ideals, even under the stress of war and
the passions engendered by war.
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WHAT RACE-BAITING COSTS AMERICA

HE EVACUATION of 107,000 Japanese-Americans
from the Pacific coast states and their incarceration
in relocation centers has raised profound questions con-

cerning the meaning of “the American way of life.” Does
that way still connote liberty under law as guaranteed in
the Bill of Rights, the dignity and essential equality of all
men, regardless of race, creed or status, as proclaimed in
the Declaration of Independence, and the sovereignty of the
people under God? In an attempt to answer this question,
this article will weigh assets against liabilities as contained
in our policy toward Japanese-Americans.

The chief liability to the American way involved in the
evacuation is that it has impaired the value of citizenship
in the United States. It is to be hoped that this impair-
ment is temporary, but it must be faced for what it is.
The suspension of full constitutional rights for law-abiding
citizens and aliens of one race jeopardizes those rights for
people of all races. Denial on the unconstitutional grounds
of race of the rights which citizenship in the United States
confers establishes a precedent for further denials on this
and other irrelevant grounds. The fact that this denial was
brought about through the pressure tactics of race-baiting
newspapers, organizations and politicians that call them-
selves “patriotic” but depend upon incitement to race hatred
and the threat of mob violence to realize their ends, shows
how gravely menaced and how precariously held are the
rights of all citizens.

The chief assets have been the partial vindication of the
Bill of Rights for an unpopular racial minority, even in
wartime, by decisions of the federal courts; the gradual
restoration of equal status to Japanese-Americans by the
war department; and the staunch support of the genuine
American way by influential journals, by students, and by
a host of religious, social and labor organizations. Some of
the evidence for these general assertions as to liabilities and
assets will now be reviewed.

The Un-American Legion

Certain “patriotic” organizations that pose as chief de-
fenders of the American way have piously mouthed the
phrase while flagrantly violating its. spirit. This is espec-
ially true of the California American Legion, the Native
Sons of the Golden West, the Eagles, and the Americanism
Educational League. Just before the evacuation, representa-
tives of the Native Sons and the legion filed suits to disfran-
chise Japanese-Americans. In pleading one of the suits,
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former state’s Attorney General Webb went so far as to
call the fourteenth amendment a mistake. The Native Sons
suit was dismissed by a federal judge, and the dismissal
was sustained by both the circuit court and the U. S.
Supreme Court. The legion withdrew its suit. Chastened
by these rebuffs, the Native Sons this year adopted a res-
olution calling for denial of citizenship only to children born
in this country of alien Japanese parents. The California
legion, however, at its convention last month, adopted res-
olutions demanding the discharge of enlisted Japanese-
Americans from the United States army and the continued
detention of all the evacuees under army, instead of civilian,
control.

Cemetery Despoiled

The self-appointed role of many legion posts as arbiters
of other people’s Americanism was illustrated recently at
Portland, Oregon. The local Fellowship of Reconciliation
assembled a group representing various communions and
colors to trim the grass and shrubbery of the Japanese
Buddhist cemetery, as “a gesture of good will and fellow-
ship.” Vandals had previously overturned many grave-
stones and done much damage, and since all Japanese-
Americans had been evacuated there was nobody to repair
the wreckage. The United Press reported the commander of
Portland Legion Post No. 1 as saying: ‘“The legion is not
going to stand for this. It’s a bunch of monkey business.”
One legionnaire laid hands on the leader of the fellowship
at the cemetery gate, but others restrained him. The sheriff
then closed the cemetery for the duration. Interference by
the legion was a violation of civil liberty, which was sus-
tained by the officer whose duty it was to enforce the law.

A rebuke was administered to the intolerance of both
the legion and the public by Colonel Scobey of the army
general staff, in the course of his testimony before the
Senate military affairs committee’s subcommittee on Jap-
anese War Relocation centers: “I can give you the names
of Japanese who served in the army or in the navy in
World War I, who are members of the American Legion.
These men in these (relocation) centers have contributed
to the extent of their ability to assist in Americanization.
They have tried to combat this sinister activity in the
centers. They have been terribly hurt. They have been mis-
treated. They have had their membership in the American
Legion posts canceled, and they have been condemned by
people.”
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Postwar Race-Baiting

Tt is a pleasure to add that some legion posts in the middle
west have gone out of their way to befriend evacuees set-
tling in their communities and to champion the constitution-
al rights of all evacuees. One such post is in Madison, Wis-
consin. Another is Post No. 84 in Northfield, Minnesota,
which condemned an article in the June 1943 American
Legion Magazine, urging the relocation of citizens of Jap-
anese descent on islands in the Pacific ocean, as being “in
direct violation of our constitutional guarantees,” and vig-
orously protested ‘“against our national magazine being
used to foster race hatred in violation of our own constitu-
tion and the Constitution of the United States.” An almost
identical resolution was adopted later by the Minnesota
legion convention.

In California itself, many legionnaires writhe under the
legion’s un-American policies, but while some of them keep
on fighting they have found that a tight, politically minded
hierarchy rules the organization. One of the hopeful omens
is the bold criticism of legion leadership by the University
of California Daily Californian, organ of the largest student
body in the country. Referring to the rantings of National
Commander Roane Waring and other officers, the editor
says:

This purportedly 100 per cent American organization contains
the seeds of fascism. The group in control has laid down a policy"
which is rampantly nationalistic; intolerant of other nations and
other people; intolerant of minorities within the United States;
lacking in regard for the rights of citizens and strongly emotional

in its approach to social and political problems. ... Would-be critics
are frightened off by the legion’s loudly proclaimed patriotism.

Closely allied with the California legion and Native Sons
combination is the Americanism Educational League, headed
by John R. Lechner, who has long been a professional patri-
ot. He has been chairman of a local legion Americanism
commission. For months past he has been agitating for
permanent exclusion of the evacuees from California. As I
write, word has come from Rt. Rev. Joseph McGucken, Cath-
olic bishop of Los Angeles, that as a protest against its pol-
icies touching the evacuees he has directed Dr. Lechner to
drop his name from the list of sponsors of the Americanism
League.

Courageous Congressmen

Most west coast politicians have trimmed their sails to
the anti-Japanese wind and dodged the question of consti-
tutional rights. Notable exceptions are Representatives
Jerry Voorhis, George Outland, Will Rogers, Jr., and Chester
Holifield. Senator Sheridan Downey is to be commended for
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having called forth, in July, the White House statement
which for the first time showed that all departments of the
government were supporting the WRA program. Represen-
tative John Tolan deserves credit for his fair conduct of the
inquiries of the House committee, which gathered valuable
data and made constructive recommendations as to the evac-
uation, but fell short of high statesmanship. Gov. Earl
Warren’s toadying to the “patriotic” organizations has dis-
appointed many.

The final recommendations of the Dies Committee pub-
licity on the relocation centers and the WRA have just been
announced by Representative Costello, chairman of the re-
sponsible subcommittee. One of the three recommendations
reads: “It is to be hoped that the War Relocation Authority
will undertake a thorough program of Americanization in
each of the relocation centers.” I am puzzled to decide wheth-
er this is an instance of naivete or effrontery. A committee
that has done all in its power to destroy the faith of the evac-
uees in American democracy and constitutional rights might
better preach to itself. The poor quality of the committee’s
report may be inferred from the devastating comments
made on it by Representative H. P. Eberharter, the dissent-
ing member of the three-man committee. The United Press
quotes him as saying: “The War Relocation Authority is
doing a good job on a difficult problem. The findings (of his
fellow committee members) are wind and fury, climaxed by
feeble and meaningless recommendations.”

The Senate committee on military affairs, through a sub-
committee headed by Senator Chandler, also investigated
the relocation centers, and its report contains valuable doc-
umentary material. Its first and best recommendation is
that “the draft law be made to apply to all Japanese in the
same manner as to all other citizens and residents.” As to
this, Colonel Rasmussen, a naturalized Dane in our army,
who knows the Japanese language, told the committee:
“Their record for loyalty, in my opinion, is unquestionable.
... I have found it necessary to separate from my command
approximately 4 or 5 per cent, who were definitely disloyal.
Their loyalty to the commanding officer . . . is probably the
most complete of that of any group in the United States.
Once they have been under influence in the camps, it is dif-
ferent.” As to the influence of the centers, Senator Chandler
himself added, “They are breeding hatred, enmity, and
trouble for the country in the future.”

Press Undermines Freedom
Safe behind the constitutional guarantee of freedom of
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the press, newspapers like those of the Hearst chain and the
Denver Post prostitute their privilege by undermining the
other guarantees of the Bill of Rights and degrading the
American way. They have been foremost in arousing hatred
of the evacuees and in denying their constitutional rights.

By no means all the disloyal agencies that are undermin-
ing the American way have been discussed, but enough have
been mentioned to indicate how formidable they are. Yet
arrayed against them, both on the west coast and the coun-
try over, are a multitude of loyal agencies, sufficient to war-
rant confidence that “they that be for us are more than
they that be against us.” Let a few of them pass in review.
State and national conferences of leading churches and of
the Y.M. and Y.W.C.A’s have declared themselves un-
compromisingly in favor of democracy and justice for the
evacuees. Through the Protestant Church Commission for
Japanese Service, they have supported religious work in the
centers, and they have further backed up their resolutions
by facilitating resettlement and by contributing most of
the scholarship funds for students admitted to eastern col-
leges. They influence millions of voters. Any California pol-
itician who has national aspirations will reckon without his
host if he assumes that the rest of the country will blindly
follow race-baiters of the west coast. One of the striking
Christian pronouncements was the resolution adopted by
Chinese-Americans at Lake Tahoe in July:

Whereas such propaganda as “No Japs in California” . . . is
against all principles of fair play and harmful to true democracy—
therefore, be it resolved that we, in consonance with the sentiment
of Madame Chiang Kaishek as expressed in her speech, “No Hatred
toward the Japanese people,” condemn such activities as un-Amer-
ican, undemocratic and unchristian.

The joint committee on Japanese-American relocation set
up by the Federal Council and the Home Missions Council
has stimulated many religious and civic groups to welcome
and employ released evacuees. A score of returned mission-
aries have ministered to the evacuees. The American Friends
Service Committee has served all evacuees, but especially
the youth. Under its management the Student Relocation
Council has aided nearly 2,000 nisei to continue their edu-
cation. The American Civil Liberties Union has helped great-
ly to win the favorable decisionsg in the courts. The C.I.O.
has stood solidly for selective evacuation and for equal
rights for law-abiding evacuees. In the A. F. of L., courag-
eous leaders like Senator John Shelley and John Wagner
dissuaded the California state convention from backing the
disfranchisement proposal. The Pacific Coast Committee on
American Principles and Fair Play, which includes many
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eminent citizens of the region, has issued pronouncements
which carry great weight and has done other things to stop
race-baiting.

The war department has become an increasingly outspoken
defender of the constitutional prerogatives of the Japan-
ese-Americans. Secretary Stimson wired Mr. MacNaughton,
a banker of Portland, Oregon: “Any proposition to de-
port all Japanese-Americans irrespective of citizenship or
loyalty would not only be inappropriate, but contrary to our
experience and tradition as a nation.” Assistant Secretary
MecCloy wrote the San Francisco Down Town Association:
“It seems entirely unnecessary and unjust to retain loyal
citizens and others in restrictive custody when they could do
their part toward the war effort.” Colonel Scobey, executive
officer to Mr. McCloy, wrote the San Diego county supervi-
sors: “The war department feelg that retention of 100,000
people in relocation centers at the expense of the government
in time of war is not only unjust to those who can establish
their loyalty, but it is an unnecessary expense. . . . To con-
demn the Japanese in this country as a whole for the actions
of the Japanese militarists does not seem to be just or ap-
propriate.”

These, briefly, are the liabilities and assets that have
accrued to the American way from the evacuation. It re-
maing to press home the question: What effects are the ac-
tivities of the agencies disloyal to the American way having
upon the war effort? At home, they have hounded numbers
of heretofore heartily loyal Japanese-American citizens into
skepticism or even disaffection. At a moment when Negro-
white conflict has occurred on the coast for the first time,
they have thrown into the witch’s cauldron an aggravated
Oriental race problem. They have libeled 80,000 fellow Am-
ericans by persistently bracketing them with Nipponese
militarists. They have robbed the nation of millions of work
days by making efficient manpower idle, despite the desire
of the War Manpower Commission and the Army to put it to
work. They have undermined the very way for whose preser-
vation the nation is fighting. Abroad, they have given the
Chinese and other Asiatic allies good cause to think that
Americans are no better than nazis in their contempt for
the colored races. They have thereby made plausible the
propaganda of the Nipponese warlords that they are the
saviors of Asia from arrogant white oppressors.

If this indiectment is true, then the men responsible for
thus undercutting the American way must be branded asg
arch-subversives.
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The Pacific Coast Committee on American Principles
and Fair Play

Purpose: The fundamental purpose of the Committee is to support the
principles enunciated in the Constitution of the United States, and to
that end to maintain, unimpaired, the liberties guaranteed in the Bill
of Rights, particularly for persons of Oriental ancestry.

The Committee believes: That attacks upon the rights of any minority
tend to undermine the rights of the majority; that legislation to de-
prive Americans of any racial minority of their legal rights would set
a precedent for depriving other racial groups of their rights, and would
weaken the confidence of our Allies, particularly those in Asia and
Latin America, in the sincerity of our professions to be fighting for
the rights- of all peoples; that it is un-American to penalize persons of
Japanese descent in the United States for the crimes of the Govern-
ment and military caste of Japan.

EXECUTIVE COMMITTEE
Chairman: Dr. Arthur C. McGiffert, Jr.
Vice-Chairman: Dr. Irving F. Reichert
Vice-Chairman: Dr. Paul S. Taylor
Treasurer: Mr. Harry S. Scott
Assistant Treasurer: Mr. Galen Fisher
Executive Secretary: Mrs. Ruth W. Kingman

Myrs. Wallace Alexander Mrs. Ruth M. Fisher
Miss Leila Anderson Mr. Alfred J. Lundberg
Dr. Monroe E. Deutsch Mr. John T. Wagner

Mr. George Wilson
ADVISORY BOARD

Honorary Chairman Chairman

Dr. Robert Gordon Sproul Mr. Maurice E. Harrison
Bishop James C. Baker Dr. Vere V. Loper

Mrs. Nina E. Bancroft Rabbi Edgar F. Magnin
General David P. Barrows Myr. Philip N. McCombs.
Mr. Frank S. Bayley Mr. A. J. McFadden

Dr. Benjamin W. Black Mrs. Alfred McLaughlin
Mr. Allen C. Blaisdell Mr. E. B. MacNaughton
Bishop Karl M. Block Mrs. Robert MeWilliams
Mr. Bartley 0. Crum Dr. Robert A. Millikan
Mrs. Josephine W. Duveneck Father Joseph P. Mulkern
Mr. Henry Elliott, Jr. Dr. William B. Munro
Dr. Donald Erb Mzr. Joseph A. Murphy
Mr. Ralph T. Fisher Mr. Richard M. Neustadt
Mr. Frank S. Gaines Dr. Aurelia H. Reinhardt
Dr. Henry F. Grady Dr. Chester H. Rowell
Mr. Gerald Hager Mr. A. B. Ruddock

Mr. George Hjelte Dr. Jesse F. Steiner
Dean J. Hugh Jackson Bishop Bertrand Stevens
Mr. Will O. James Mr. Joseph S. Thompson
Mr. George G. Kidwell Rev. Donald H. Tippett
Mr. Harry L. Kingman Mr. August Vollmer
Dr. Tully C. Knoles Father Edward J. Whelan
Mr. K. L. Kwong Dr. Ray Lyman Wilbur
Mzr. Robert A. Leet Mr. C. C. Young

Address Applications for Membership to the Executive Secretary
2234 Telegraph Avenue, Berkeley 4, California
Membership Fee
General Member .........ocooooeeeeeeeee $2.00
Contributing Member .
Sustaining Member ... ]
Student Member il i $1.00




	denshopd-p171-00221
	denshopd-p171-00221-2
	denshopd-p171-00221-3
	denshopd-p171-00221-4
	denshopd-p171-00221-5
	denshopd-p171-00221-6
	denshopd-p171-00221-7
	denshopd-p171-00221-8
	denshopd-p171-00221-9
	denshopd-p171-00221-10
	denshopd-p171-00221-11
	denshopd-p171-00221-12
	denshopd-p171-00221-13
	denshopd-p171-00221-14
	denshopd-p171-00221-15
	denshopd-p171-00221-16
	denshopd-p171-00221-17
	denshopd-p171-00221-18
	denshopd-p171-00221-19
	denshopd-p171-00221-20
	denshopd-p171-00221-21
	denshopd-p171-00221-22
	denshopd-p171-00221-23
	denshopd-p171-00221-24
	denshopd-p171-00221-25
	denshopd-p171-00221-26

