EDWARD J. ENNIS
S Emereeon

' anonmynous.

EXHIBIT
Q

Bepartment of Fustice
Qlien Encmp Control Enit

ashington
April 3‘0, 19434

-,
- —
—

FE A2
DEPARTMENT . r .TTT;:‘ﬁﬁﬁihé

GEERAL 1° 1951
TWON GF

MFMORANDUM FOR THE SOLICITOR

g4

Javanese Brief_ :
=P aTapury GENERMAL

Last week with our draft of the/Hirabsayashi trief I transmitted
to Hr. Raum somematerial which I thought he. would find helpful in ob-
taining a background view of the context of this case. In particular,
I sent him a copy of Harpers Magazine for October 1942, wnhich contains
an articls entitled The Japanese in America, The Probleam and Solution,
which is said to be by "An Intelligence Officer". Without attempting
to summarize this article, it stated among other things -that:

Re:

1.
saboteurs and enemy agents was less than 3
United States.

The number of Japanese aliems and citizens who would act as
s5C0 throughout the entirs

*

2. Of the Japanese &liens, "the large majority are at least

) pessively loyal to the United States".

_ 3. ™he Americanization of Nisel (American-born Japanese)
is far advanced.®

4. TWith the exception of a few identified persons who were
prominent in pro-Japanese organizations the only important group of
dangerous Japanese were the Kibei (American-born Japanese predominantly
educated in Japan).

5. "The identity of Kibei can be readily ascertained from United
States Government records.”

6. mMHad this war not come elong at this time, in another ten or
fifteen years there would have been no Japanese prohlem, for the Issei
would have passed on, and the Nisei taken their place naturally in
American communities and national life.m '

This article concludes: "To sum up: The!Japanese Problem! has
been magnified out of its true proporticn largely because of the vhysical
characteristics of the Japanese peopls. It should be handled on the bas's
of the individual, regardless of citizenship and not on & raciazl basis.”
(Emphasis in original.) : B

I thought this article interesting even though it was substaatially

I now attach much more significance to it because a memorandum
prepared by Lt. Com. K. D. Ringle, who has wntil very recently been Assis-
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tant District Intelligence Officer, llth Naval District, in charge of
naval intelligence in that district (which includes Los Angeles), and
who was formerly Assistant District Intelligence Officer in Hawalil,

has come to.my attention. A comparison of this memorandum with the
article leaves no doubt that the author of the Harpers article 1is

Lt. Com. K. D. Ringle. There are many long passages in the first person
relating to personal experiences which are identical in the two writings.

In addition, I am informed entirely wmofficially by the persons
in the 0ffice of Naval Intelligence that Lt. Com. Ringle in fact was lent
to War Relocation Authority to prepare & manual on the background of the
Japanese who were being evacuated from an Intelligence or security view-
point, for the use of the WRA personnel. After this memorandum wyas pre-
pared permission was obtained to abstract it and publish it-anonymously
in Harpers. Thus the Harpers article, which cleerly indicates that the
method of evacuation was wrong and that it would have been sufficient
to evacuate not mors than 10,000 known Japanese and that it would now \
be safe to release all but not more than 10,000 presemtly identified
Japenese, was written by a Naval Intelligence officer who wes on’duty ’
from 1940 wntil very recently in the Los Angeles area, from which ap-
proximataly one-third of the evacuatlon came, .

. I bave furthermore been most informally, but sltogether reliebly,
edvised that both the article and the WRA memorandum prepared by
Lt. Com. Ringle represent the views, if not of ths Navy, at least of
those Naval Intelligence officers in charge of Japanese counter-intelligence
work. It has been suggested to me quite clearly that it is the view of
these officers that the whole evacuztion scheme was carried on very badly
and that it would have been sufficient to evacuate the following three

groups:

™~

1. The Kibel.

2. The parents of Kibei. _ :

3. A ¥nown group of aliens and citizens who were
active members of pro—Japanese societles such
as the Japanese Navy League, the Military Vir-
tue Society, etc.

Since the naval officers believe that it was necessary to evacuste only
about 10,000 people. they could have identified by name, they did noi
feel that ¥t was necessary to evacuate 211 of the Japanese. Presurmably,
they did not make this view known fourteen months ago for the reasons
that Secretary Enox was at that time greatly exercised about the Japa-
nese Fifth Column and thet, since it was the Army's problem, it was safer
to keep quiet than to brave the political storm then raging.

In retrospect it appears that this Department made a mistake four-
teen months ago in not bringing the O0ffice of Navel Intelligence into the
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controversy. I suppose that the reason that it did not occur to any of
us to do this was the extreme position then taken by the Secretary of
the Navy. .

To bave done so would have been wholly reasonable, since by ths
terms of the so—called delimitation agreement it was agreed that Naval
Intelligence should specialize on the Japanese, while Army Intelligence
occupied other fields, I have not seen the document, but I have repeatedly
been told that Army, before the war, agreed in writing to permit the Newy
to conduct its Japanese intelligence work for it. I think it follows,
therefore, that to a very considerable extent the Army, in acting upon
the opinion of Intelligence officers, is bound by the opinion of ths

+ Naval officers in Japanese metters. Thus, had we known that the Navy
thought that 90% of the evacuation was wmnecessary, we could strongly
have urged upon Gen. DeWitt that he could not base a military judgment
to the contrary upon Intelligence rsports, as he now claims to do.

- L. Com. Ringle's full memorandum is somewhat mors complete than
the -version published in Harpers and I think you will be intetested in !
‘reading it. In the past year I have looked at great mumbsrs of reports,
memoranda, and articles on the Japanese, and it is my opinmion that this

is the most reasonable and objective discussionof the security probtlem
presented by the presence of the Japanese minority. In view of the in-
herent reasonableness of this memorandum and in view of the fact thai we
now know that it represents the view of the Intelligence agency having

the most direct responsibility for investigating the Japsnese from the
gecurity viewpoint, I feel that we should be extremely careful in taking
any position on the facts more bostile to the Japanese than ths position
of Lt. Com. Ringle. I attach the Depertment!s only copy of this memoranduam.

Furthermore, in view of the fact that the Department of Justics
is now representing the Army in the Supreme Court of the United States
and is arguing that a partisl, selective evacuation was dmpracticable, =z
must consider most carefully what our obligation to the Cowrt is in view
of the factthat the responsible Intelligence agency regarded a selective
evacuation as not only sufficient but preferable. It is my opinion that
csrtainly one of the most difficult questions in the whole case is raised
by -the fact that the Army did not evacuate people after amy hearing or
on any individual determination of dangerousness, but evacusted the en-
tire racial group. The triefs filed by appellants in the Ninth Circuit
particularly pressed the point that no individual consideration was given,
and I regerd it as certain that this point will be stressed even mors,
assuming that competent counsel represent appellants, in the Supreme Cowri.
Thus, in one of the crucial points of the case the Government is forced
to argue that individual, selective evacuation would have beemn impractical
end insufficient when we have positive knowledge that the only IntelligenL@
agency responsible for advising Gen. DeWitt gave him advice directly to
the contrary.
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Tn view of this fact, I think we should consider very carefully
whether we do not have a duty to advise the Court of the existence of
the Ringle memorandum and of the fact that this represents the view of
the Office of Haval Intelligence. It occurs to me that any other course
of conduct might approximste the suppression of evidence.

As I have said, my information that the Ringle memorandum repre-
sents the view of the Office of Naval Intelligence bas come to me in-
formally. I feel, therefore, that we have an obligation to verify my
informal information. I believe that we should address an inquiry to
the Secrstary of the Navy, making reference 1o the Ringle memorandum,
and stating that we have been advised that this represents the Navy's
view and asking the Secretary if in fact the views of ONI, at the time
of the evacuation, coincided with Com. Ringle's.

The Ringle memorandum originally came into my possession from WRA
and we noticed the parallel between the memorandum and the article in °
this office. Attorneys for WRA furthermore are among the persons who
pave advised us that the Ringle memorandum represents the official Havy
view. In view of the fact that any other information which I have ob-
tained is highly confidential, I would prefer to refer in a letter to

‘Secretary Xnox only to WRA.

I have prepared for your considerstion a draft of a letter which
you might wish to send to Mr. Knox.

Edward J. Ennis -
Director, Alien Fnewy Control Unit
Attachment
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