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It is not possible for me to agree with the findings and conclusior
of the other two members of our subcommittee, who constitute the majority.

After careful odnsideration, I cannot avoid the conclusion that it
report of the majority is prejudiced, and that mo~t of its statements ar
not proven. .

ed a few shortcomings that they have

good p01nts that our 1nve°t1g1t10f has isclosed or the magnitude of the
Job with which the Authority is desling.

Since the cloge of our hearings I have made soms inguiries in order
to clear up some points sbout which I wes in doubt and on which the testi-
mony did not seem to be sufficiently clear, the results of which inauiries

have not been commnicated to the other members of the subcommittee, because

the subcommittee has never mel to discuss the contents of a report.

There are a few basic mct+ ers that ought to be kept clearly in mind,
which T wish to summarize here at the hcglxr'ng before dealing with the body
of the majority report of the subcomz ittee. It should be remembered that the

relocation centers administered by the var Rclocatlon huthority have been .
intended from the very beginnineg to be only temporary expedients. These

relocation centers are not supposed to be internment camps. Dangerous aliens

are placed in internment camps, but those camps are adninistered by the

Department of Justice and should not be confused with the relecation centers,

lthen the Japanese population was removed fron the west coast they: were at:
first free to go anyvhere the: wanted vithin the United States so long as
they stayed out of the equuated arca. The Tirst plan contemplated merely
free movenent and did not provide for any kind of relocation centers. For
about a month thousands of evacuees were permitted to leave the west coast
voluntarily for other parts of the country. liost of them have since con-
tinued to live anywihere they wanted to.
1t was soon found not feasible to permit such voluntary movement te

continue because trouble began to develon in places where people were not
eady to receive these Japsnese who had been ordered to move. It was then
that the pian was changed to establish relocation centers in which the
Japanese could live until it was feasible for them to get reestablished if
normal life,

The dangerous aliens among the Jansnese population on the west coast
g 2
were picked up by the Federal Bureau of Investigation and other agencies in

the first few days after Pearl IHarbor. Practically all the rest werse presumed
o o/

to be loyali and safe. 1t vas necessary to evacuate the whole group, even

after the dangerous aliens had been plckeu up and interncd, because there

was danger that the west coast would be invaded by the Jahdnﬁsb Army. But
once removed from the west coast it was believed these people presented no
further danger.

illon S. Myer, Director of the authority, has told this subcommittee
that about two-thirds of the: people removed from the west coast are American

citizens. OSuch & proposition as this, of moving approximately 70,000

e
lon Authority without mentioning the many \
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Lmerican citizens away from their homes, has never been attempted before,

Our Constitution does not distinguish between citizens of Japanese ancestry,
v of German or Italian ancestry and citizens of English, Scotch, Russian,
r Norwegian ancestry. Loyal american citizens of Japanese ancestry have

lie same rights as any other loyal American citizens. I believe the Govern-
ment was entirely right, therefore, in permitting free umovement from the
west coast so long as that was possible, and then in providing relocaticn
centers when that proved necessary. The whole point of the program is to
help the loval hmerican citizens of Japanese ancestry, and the law-abiding
aliens, to leave the relocation centers after investigation, and become
established in normal life.

: The rights of citizens to live as free men are part of the "four
freedons!" for which we are fighting this war.

he testimony produced before this subcommittee shows that large
numbers of the Japanese—imerican evacuees are working in war plants and in
agriculture, and doing a good job. The srmy 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 evidence shows there
were something like 5,000 loyal American citizens of Japanese ancestiry in
the army before the evacuetion. Early this year the Army organized a
special combat team of Japanese-hmericans which is now in training at Camp

Shelby, and which is made up entirely of volunteers.

‘Tife in the relocation centers is not a bed of roses. The houses are
of plain barrack style. The food is adequate but plain. The great ma jority
of the relocation center residents are working at necessary jobs in connec—
tion with running the camps. They are raising much of their omm foou.  For
this work they get paid, in addition to their keep, only P18, 316, o 519
a month. Fven loyal imerican citizens in the relocation centers are working
for these low wages.

Because of these facts I am disturbed about some of the ridiculous
charges that were made early in our investigation. Stories about the
Japanese people hiding food in the desert and storing contraband in holes
under their houses, were shown to be ridiculous when & project was visited.
However, the majority's report fails to withdraw these charges.

The report of the majority makes a big point about 23 persons who were

4.

released fron the camps end who are found to be members of Butoku-kai, a
Japanese fencing organization. This is 23 people out of 16,000 released.
Even in the case of these 23 neither the majority report nor the hearings
offer any evidence that any of the 23 were subversive.

I, for one, want to emphasize that just because a person is & member
of an orgenization allegcd to be subversive, I do not ipso facto conclude
that the particular person is subversive. Certainly, mere proof of member-—
ship in an organization alleged to be subversive does not provide legal
grounds for arresting or detaining such & person. Proper investigation may
determine such a person to be intensely loyal to the United States.
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ifter all the wind and the fury of a long revort that creates the
impression that War Relocation Authority is doing a very bad job, the
comments of the majority merbers are climaved 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 Report of the Majority

Administration of relocation centers.

In the majority's report the following language appears:

This committee does not consider it necessary to discuss
in detail the administrative errors and deficiencies of the Var
Relocation Authority which were indicated by voluminous evidence
received in the course of the subcommittee nearﬂngo. The Director
of the War Relocation authority, Mr. Dillon 3. lMyer, was frank in
admitting that many mistakes had been nade. Only those administra-
tive errors which bear directly or indirectly upon the subject of ‘
subversive and un-American activities come within the special i
interest of this committee.

The implication of this paragraph is that the administration of the
War Relocation Authority preogram has been lacking in competency and efficiency, ]

that many mist.kes have been rmade, and that Director lMyer acknowledged that
this was true.

¥
Actually, Director liyer P“ﬁressed the judgment before the subcommittee
that a good job is being done in administration of the relocation centers :
and of the program as a whole and ubdt sach mistakes as were made, particularly 3f
in the early months of operation, were largely such as would inevitably occur : f
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 i
things considered the preponderance cf evidence indicates that the War Relo- ]
cation suthority is doing a good job in handling an extremely difficult problem.

Fitness of War Reloecation futhority personnel.

The majority's report states that much of the personnel in the Tar
Relocation Authority is manifestly unfit for the job. The only specific
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 prior knowledge of Japanese culture,
language, and habits. Director liyer, in his testimony, states that the War
Relocation Authority staff included some persons who were especially chosen
because of their acquaintance with Japanese culture and language and that
these persons 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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try living in this counbry.

The fact that apart from these two groups most of the War Relocatisn
Authority staff had no previous close contact with Jopanese or Jananese-
Americens seems not particularly sienificant. For one thing, there are

3! n

comparetively few people in the Uiited States who understand the Japanese
language or are well scquainted with Japsnese culture. Apart fromn Dhac

it would have been uniortunate had the War Relocation authority scught to
employ a large number of such persons whe Cu'alﬁj they would have besn
and are morc usefully employed by other agencies of the Government ergaged
directly in the war against Japan. TFurthermore, the War Relocation Author-
ity would be subject to severe criticism were it dominated by people who
have previously been intimate with the Japanese or Japanese--Americans and
therefore subject to the accusation of being unduly symrathetic toward then.

Americanization.

Anyone genuinely interested in the prcblem of continuing the Lmerican—
ization of the Japanese-imerican population of this country must acknowledge
thet the greatest force for imericanization is free, friendly, - and contimious
contact with non-Japanese—-Americans in normal comghnitias. The evacvaticn
and isolation of the Japanese nopulation in relocabion centers away from
normal contacts is an almost overwhelming obstacle to the assimilation of
the Japanese-fmericans, as it would be to any immigrant povulation To =3y,
as the majorityis report does, that— :

the War Relocation Authority had before it an almost unpare~lel
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 by formal preograms 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 %old of an educated, loyal
Nisei during the very early days of evacuation when his family was still in

an assemply center, who protested bitterly that his children, who had always
spoken good fnglish, were learning broken English from their less well
Americanized companions

Far from having an unparalleled ocoportunity in the relocation centers
to effect americanization. the “ar Relocaticn authority is confronted with
the very difiicult problem, under such artificial circumstances, of prevent—
ing the development of & distinct relocation center culture which is mostly
American but partly Japanese. sanyone sincerely interested in the Americen—
ization of the loyal Japanese must see that the best Lmericanization program
is found in the relocation of evacuees in normal Lmerican communities.

The majority's report bases a strong criticism of the authority on
the fact that the authority has carried on the evacuece pay roll at each
center certain recreational supcrvisors who were cspecially concerned with
sports and recreational activities of Japanese origin. Particularly,
criticiem has been directed against the teaching of Judo. Reference is
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de to the cmployment of 90 Judo instructors &t one center. Directer lyer
lained that this oversmphasis on Judo at that particular center had long.
B ce Deen corrected by the ;uﬂborwty He also explained that such instruc—
“ﬁion in Judo as still continues at the conters is carried on under a program
formulated after consultatinn with competent intelligence officers of the
military servicc, It is a matter of common knowledge thet Judo is taught

B to soldiers in the United States .rmy eand that Japaness—Americans from the

I relocation centers arc often used as instructors in Judo classes outside

L the centers.,

It was also brought nut in Director liyer's testimony that the teach-

Sing of the Japanese language in the centers, origzinally prohibited, is now
I conducted lavgely for the bune*1+ of persons who will become Japanese
b langusge teachers for the United States military and naval services.

enizod recreational activities, the evidence indicates
¢ most popular sport cmong the evacuces at the rslocation
1 oud football are also very popular. Boy Scout work,
Cir)l Scoutbt work, and the 1ikc have a following rmultiplied meny times over
that accorded tc imilar activities of Japanese cultural origin. Among
the evacuces thcrc are many thousands of menbers of such organizations as
the Young len's Christian iss Oc*dtl“ﬂ, Young Women's Christian Association,
Girl Reserves, Hi-Y, Camnp Fire Girls, and Future Fermers of america, A
large proportion of the ¢dult population belongs to parent-teacher associa-
tions, the .merican Red Cross, snd similar organizations.

&5 “to umerics
that bascbell is the
centars. Basketball
3
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Evicuce food.

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

ot

he Japanese evacueces Were being supplied food through the CQuarter-
L'tu Corps of the Army in g”patbr V&T“L*" and quantity than was
ilable to the average American consurier.

r\) "j

p :ated in the renort of the majority menbers but it is not
brought out that the evidence reccived before the subcommitiee completely
rebutted the charge. The facts which the subcommittee's investigators
established and waich werc borne out by obther testimony received by the
subcoyni ttee are theses

inls charge is
1
J

p
-
v

1. A1) rationing restrictions applicable to the general public are
strictly applied in relocation centers, '

2. Tood costs have averaged about 40 cents per day per person and
agre subject to a top limit of 45 cents per day per person on an annual basis.
& TErestor Myer tesf'ﬂ'ﬂd, without contradiction, to the effect
that the cuiters are instructed to refrain from purchusing commodities of
which there «re general or local sheortages.

4, “Hthin the limitotions set by rationing and the 45-cent deily

cash allowance, the suthority hus provided an adegnate diet meeting reason—
sble wartime stoadards, :
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Discipline in relocation centers. \ Q&@&

: : N«
knother of the complaints listed as reasons for the subcommittee's % 6£$9

investigation was the charge that——

the discipline in the various relocation centers was very lax and 5,
that considerable Government property had been destroyed by some
of the Japanese.

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

sctually, the evidence produced before the subcommittee indicated
that there was much less crime of any kind in the relocation centers than
in the average snerican community of the same size. By and large the
evacuees have cooperated with the administration of the centers in main-
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 that ordinary crime at the centers has been negligible
Manzanar gangs.

s

In the majority's report considerable space is given to certain
activities attributed to the Blood Erothers 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. 4n isolation center was established and the gang
leaders were transferred to that place. At present it appears that activities
such as those of the lianzanar 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 Brothers Corps. The evidence indicates that Manzanar probably had
more troubles 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 Viar Relocation Authority is severely
criticized for not having entered upon a program of segregating disloyal
evacuvees 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 lyer announced the program of segregation and the announcement
was given newspaper publiecity. This was before the hearings of this sub-
committee were begun and long before the United States Senate acopted the
resolution referred to in the majority's report. Furthermore, Director
Myer had in April written 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. Semator 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 cénters as
to the loyalty or disloyalty of each evacuee, many of the difficulties of
the Var LKelccation iuthority would have been eliminated.

Nevertheless, I believe thot the Var Relocation authority could and
should have speeded up the plan for segregation more than it did. I feel
that the actual movement of segregants should have been initiatved more
quickly. I% 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 lVar Reloca-
tion Authority's efforts to be fairli certain in its determinations are
commendable. However, many of the evacuees who were known to be cdisloyal
could have been moved out of the regular relocation centers sooner than was
done. & cer:cain amount of criticism on this point is therefore justified.

The legal aspsechs of the relocation progran.

The constitutional difficulty of confining citiszens not charged with
any crime is not discussed in the ma JO”'tV' report. Legality of such:
detention beczomes 1nc“e031wg1v difficult to sustain when it involves cltizens
-of the United States against whom no uuarges of disloyalty or subversivenecss
have been mads, perticulariy, if the detention continues for & period longer
“than the minirmum tine necsssary for ascertainment of the facts., The princi-
pal justification for detaining citizen evacuees in relocation centers is
that such debtention is merely a temporary and dqualified detention. They are
detained until they can be sifted with regard to tiheir sympathies in the
war and until jobs can be iound for them in communities where they will be
accepted.

Such action may be sustained as an incident to an orderly relocation
program, but any unqualified detention for the Juration of the war of loyal
citizens would be so vulnerable to ctbuCA in court as to imperil the entire
relocation and detention program. at the leave regulations are legally
necessary is emphasized by a rnﬁcnt decision of the Federal court for the
northern district of California which dismissed a petition for writ of habeas
corpus brought by an evacvee, on tihe ground that petitioner had not exhausted
her administrative remedies by applying to the ‘lar Relocation Authority for

leave (In re bkndo).

In Hirabayashi v. Uhited States, decided on June 21, 1943, the United
States Supreme Court heard an appeal by a citizen of Japanese descent who
had been sentenced concurrently on two counts: First, for violation of
curfew regulations, 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 compsratively easy to uphold the
curfew, while encountering comparative difficulty in determining the legality
of the evacuation, is reenforced by passages in concurring opirdons by ifr.
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Justice Murphy and Mr. Justice Douglas. 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 accompanyirg the evacuation is a more drastic
restriction of liberty than the mere evacuation itself, there is even more
reason for ths opinion that such detention is to be justified under the
Constitution only if it is carefully limited with all possible respect to
the rights of citizens in the current emergency. The legal problems of
detaining citizens cannot be disregarded by the governmental &gency respon—
sible for administering the leave program.

It is apparent that the leave progrem of the VWar Relocation Authority
has been 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 against 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 Authority is definitely to be commended.

Leave progran for the War Pelocation Authority.

A principal object of the Var Relocation futhority's leave program,
it seems, is the separation of evacuees 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 loyal in normal life, That is what the leave
. program is dasigned to achieve, This takes time, however. It seems unfair
to the loyel, in the meantime, to allow them to be confused in the public
mind with the disloyal, therefore, segregation should be and is being under-
taken as a separate program. &£s soon as segregation is completed it seems
that the leave program itself for the loyal evacuees should be substantially
speeded up.

Administration of leave progrenm.

On October 1, 1942, the present basic leave regulations of the War
Relocation Luthority became effective, on publication in the Federal
Register. They provide that any evacuee citizen or alien may request
indefinite leave from a relocation center. To support the request, the
evacuee must show that he has a job or can take care of himself, must
agree to report changes of address to the War Relocation Authority, and
must have a record indicating that he will not endanger the national
security. In addition, the var Relocation Authority must satisfy itself
that the community in which the evacuee poposes 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
question raised by the report is whether or not the War Relocation huthority
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has exercised reasonable precauticns and careful judgment in determining
which evacuees shall be granted leave. The mejority's report concludes
that it has not. 4s evidence for its conclusion, it relies chiefly upon
two arguments: (1) 23 evacuees who have been given leave from the centers
may be dangerous because they had some connection with an allegedly sub-
versive crganization known as Butoku-kai; (R) the present procedures of

the Authority do not provide sufficient checks on the record of individuals
released,

AS to the first of these arguments, the majority's report does not
allege that these 3 members of the Butoku-kal are subversive or dangerous,
but does state that—

The release of these 23 Japanese is evidence of the incompetence
of the Jar Relocation suthority to exercise proper safeguards both
for the national security and for the thousands of loyal Japanese
as well.

In a letter dated July 16, 1943, to this subcommittee, Director Myer
gave specific information concerning the circumstances under which leave
was granted to these R3 persons. 1t was brought out that, as to 16 of the
%3, the Federal Bureau of Investigation had records which disclosed no
report or derogatory information. &s to 5 of them, the Federal Bureau of
Investisation had no records whatever. One was released for school work
under an agreement with military intelligence. One, an alien, was paroled,
under the regular sponsor parolee agreement prescribed by the Immigration
and Naturalization Service of the Department of Justice. That accounts for
all 23 of them. Director Myer states that no evidence was given to the
Authority either from the Federal Bureau of Investigation or any other
agency that any one of these 23 persons was dangerous or subversive.

Leave clearance procecdure.

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 suthority is that procecdures 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 a name check and all leave clearance was granted by the Director
in Tashington, since sapril 1943 project directors have been authorized to
make their ovm determination (with certain limitations)" as to the‘relcase
for indefinite leave of an evacuce and that the home check and the name
check have been eliminated. ("Name check! is the term used by the sub-
committee o describe the process of securing such information as is avail-
able in the records of the Federal Burecau of Lnvestigation before granting
leave to-an individual.)

- This statement is misleading in three respects. In the first place,
Mthe certain limitations" are extremely important in that they withhold the
right of the project director to grant leave to the following categories

of people:
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1. Ivacuees who answered no or gave a qualified answer to the loyal
question during the army registration.

2. PRepatriates and expatriates.
5. Paroled aliens.
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 1is established
both by the provisions of the hdministrative Instruction (No. R2) -given in
evidence, and by the direct testimony of Director Myer before the subcommittee.

In the second place, in discussing checks made on loyalty of evacuees
applying for indefinite leave, the majority's report mentions a home check
and a name check, but does not mention the check-up made at the project.
Director Myer testified that such .. check-up is regularly made. The project

staff is in a position to know a good deal about the evacuees.

in the third place, the statement is made in the majority's report
that on april 2, the War Relocation sAuthority further liberalized its
release program by eliminating the Federal Bureau of Investigation name
check. 'The evidence indicates that the Feceral 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 1ts check on &ll
the evacuees. As soon as a derogatory report is received from the Federal
Bureau of Investigation on one of the individuals, the project director is
notified and is instructed not to grant leave to the individual in question.

Japanese—Americans in the civil serwvice.

The majority's report dintimates that the War Relocation Authority
has set up & plan to place hundreds of lisel in civil service employment
of the Federal Government and it describes, under the heading "an Indefensible
Release Procedure," 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:

“jar Relocation authority,
Office of the Director,
Washington, August 18, 1943.

Hon. Herman P. Eberharter,

House of Representatives, Washington, D. C.

Desr lir. Eberharter: I am glad to respond to your telephone request for
information concerning the investization made by the .ar Relocation Authority
before issuing indefinite leave to the person named in a letter sent by Mr.
Elmer L. Shirrell, a relocation supervisor of the hkuthority, to the director
of the seventh region of the United States Civil Service Commission on
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May 26, 1943. The person referred to in the letter is liary Nakasuji.

Mary NakasuJi appiied 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 12, 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 Mr. 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. We know she 1s
of Christian faith and has demonstrated to the utmost her democratic views
regarding American ideals and our American standard of living. I highly
recommend her as to charscter.!

LAfter considering the results of the name check, results OFf ahe cHEcK
of the Federal Bureau of Investigation record, project report, and this
letter of endorsement, this applicant was granted leave clearance on January
R0, 1943. She left the Granada relocation center on March 13, worked as a
secretary and bookkeeper in the Young 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. She is still employed there. Reports
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 civil
service may be determined. -

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

If you would like any further information concerning this case, o
any other aspect of our work, please do not hesitate to eaklion ne,
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. :

It is unfortunate that the majority's report should have relied so
heavily upon a mistaken interpretation of the facts in this case when the
true facts would have been readily available.

Conduct of evacuees who have been granted leave,

It is worthy of note that of all the evacuees who have been released
on both seasonal and indefinite leave by the ‘Jar Relocation authority,
numbering more than 16,000, no report of disloyal or subversive activity
has been made to the jiuthority or to this subcommittee.
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HMoreover, among the Japanese—imerican population numbering 290,000
in the continental United States and Hawaii, only 32 percent of whom are
in relocation centers, there have been no established cases of 'sabotage
while there are thousands of cases of loyal workers in industry, agriculture,
and in the armed forces of the United States.

When proper weight is given to the importance of preserving demo-

cratic and constitutional principles in the treatment of the dJapanese- 2
American population with, at the same time, proper regard for national
security, it is evident that the relocation centers and the outside relo- r

cation program are being administered efficiently and well.

The recommencdations of the majority report.

I have already cormented on how mild the recommendations of the
majority report seem after the severe language of its findings.

I agree fully with the first recommendation, that segregation of the
disloyal should be put into effect at once. &s I have said, I believe the
War Relocation kuthority 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 lar Relocation Authority
and the various Intelligence agencies of the Federal Government to investi-
gate evacuees who apply for release from the centers and to pass finally
upon their applications. The subcommittee's investigations have made clear
that there has always been close cooperation between Army Intelligence,
Naval Intelligence, and the War Relocation suthority. The War Relocation
Euthority has always had access to the records of the Tederal Bureau of
Investigation. I do not see any necessity for establishing still another
board. T do not see that the results would be any different than they
are now since the records of all these Intelligence agencies are now
available to the llar Relocation Authority. Such & board would simply
divide responsibility among & number of agencies, and then no one person
or agency could be held responsible for results.

There is nothing in the record of leave clearance granted by the War
Relocation Luthority that justifies the setting up of a board to take over
this function. Moreover, it seems pretty clear that the agency of the
Government charged with the detention of citizens, particularly those to
whom leave is denied, should be the agency which mekes the actual deter-
mination to grant or deny leave 'in individual cases. 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 c¢stablishment of such a board as is
recommended by the subcommittee majority was made by the Federal Bureau %
of Investigation, the Office of Naval Intelligence, or the Military
Intelligence Division of the VWar Department.
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The third and last recommendation of the majority's report is in favor
of a thoroughgoing program of smericanization for Japanese who remain in
centers. OFf course T am in favor of that; everybody is in favor of American—
jzation just as everybody is against sin. Of course 1 am sure the majority
members of the subcomrittee would not want to puch this idea so far that
they will turn these camps into a "sccial exneriment.!

lir. lyer testified that there is a great deal of Americanization work
going on in the centers. The scliools are active in this work, and many of
the vounger people are menbers of Future rfarmers of America, The Red Cross,

the Boy,and Girl Scouts, Camp Fire (irls, and similar agencies, Adult
English classes are provided for hundreds of aliens.

Certainly, we would need an extraordinarily intensive americaniza-
tion program for loyal american citizeus who are detained in seeming contra-
diction of Lmerican principles and the "four freedoms.” Certainly, also,
the best way to push Americanization of this group is Tfor the War Relocation
Authority to go ahead with ite program of restoring full freedom of movement
to the loyal imerican citizens of Jupanese ancestry and the law-abiding aliens
who are now in relocation centers.

T believe the War Relocati 5,
tion program, should contirue its Americarization program, and should, by
2 v

Summation.

It is my conclusion that, considering the magnitude of its job, the
difficulty of the legal issues involved, and the complexity and delicacy
of the problem of resettling & large group of people in the midst of a war,
the ar Relocation Authority has acted, by and large, efficiently and

capably, and has carried out the spirit and intent of the President's
Fxecutive order under which it wes established. 1 +think it is betier to
YTy

n

let the tar Relocation suthority carry on unhampered by unfair criticism.

e
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I

HBespectfully submitted.

Eerrian P. Eberharter
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