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Thank you very much, Mr. Chairman. Many of us in this room have been
working on the redress issue for several years because of our belief in its
urgency and importance. Today is, therefore, a day of profound
excitement, and we appreciate your leadership in supporting this legislation
and scheduling this hearing.

As you know, Mr. Chairman, In 1980 Congress enacted Public Law 96-317
creating a special Commission on Wartime Relocation and Internment of
Civilians. That Commission was to study the internment during World War II
of Americans of Japanese ancestry and of Aleut islanders, and to “recommend
appropriate remedies.”

I believe the Commission's work was exhaustive, complete and accurate.
Its report, "Personal Justice Denied" is the definitive study of the
internment. I have complete confidence in the Commission's work, and I
strongly endorse the report.

“Personal Justice Denied" showed conclusively that Americans of
Japanese ancestry were law abiding, loyal Americans who posed absolutely no
threat to the peace and security of this nation, and wanted nothing more
than the opportunity to share in the liberty and defense of this nation.

Moreover, the Commission clearly concluded that the internment

constituted "a grave personal injustice" that violated our most basic
norms of Constitutional due process.

After the Commission issued its report and recommendations last year, a
group of Members of both bodies met and decided to draft legislation that
implemented all of the Commission's findings, "alpha to omega" as one of
us said. Those are the bills now before us, S. 2116 and H.,R, 4110;

S. 2116 and H.R. 4110 contain an explicit legislative finding accepting
the Commission's findings as accurate and complete. The legislation also
includes the five specific remedies proposed by the Commission for the
internment's historic damage to civil liberties.

The five remedies in the bill are, of course:

A formal apology by the government.

»

Pardons to those few individuals who were convicted of violating the
internment.

A request that the Administration review "with liberality"
applications for administrative relief.

A $1.5 billion trust fund to finance educational, social and
humanitarian programs.

Payment out of that trust fund of $20,000 to each of the estimated
60,000 survivors of the internment camps.
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Although the loss of property and income from the internment is
estimated at perhaps as high as $6.2 billion in comparable current dollars,
these payments are intended, in my mind, not as compensation for lost
property but as liquidating damages resulting from the profound abridgement
of basic constitutional rights.

These payments are an essential element of the legislative package,
and that any step short of compensation would be an empty gesture.

Similar recommendations are included for the few hundred Aleuts who
were interned. I realize, Mr. Chairman, that while H.R. 4110 and S. 2116
are identical in regards to Americans of Japanese ancestry; there are some
differences in how the two bills respond to the evacuation and internment of
Aleuts. For myself, I have no quarrel with the provisions of S. 2116 and
welcome your leadership on this matter. ;

The case for this legislation is based on the conclusion that the
internment was caused not by any military or security necessity but by
prejudice, ignorance, fear and greed.

Moreover, the internment constitutes one of the most significant and
indefensible abridgements of civil rights in our history. I realize that
people of good faith may well disagree on the most appropriate remedy for
the damage left by the internment. But surely the internment itself is
nothing more than a shameful and dishonorable episode that is a blot on our
nation's record until erased with this legislation.

A basic problem is before us. Our government has labeled us -- and

by us I do mean all 120,000 of us -- as vaguely untrustworthy and a danger
to the republic.

Mr. Chairman, on behalf of all Americans of Japanese ancestry who were
interned, I ask and entreat this Subcommittee to give us back our honor.
Give back the dignity and the pride that this government so unnecessarily
took from us in 1942. Every citizen of this land will benefit from our
rededication today to equal justice.

I realize that some who were involved in the original decision to
intern us are still defending their actions. I suppose if I had made as biy
4 mistake as they did I would also be reluctant to admit it. I do not think
they were evil men. But they were caught up in a web of racism and fear
that blinded them to the truth and set them on their foolish course.

E11iot Roosevelt has called his father's decision to intern loyal
Americans " the biggest mistake of his entire career as President...He was
given the wrong advice and the system broke down....l don't think they even
used their noggins."

Or as Gerald Ford said in 1976 when he repealled Executive Oreder 9066
thirty six long years after it was first signed, " We now know what we
should have known then -- not only was that evacuation wrong but Japanese
Americans were and are loyal Americans."



a3

The blindness in 1942 was monumental. General John L. DeWitt, head of
the Western Defense Command and a key figure in the internment, actually
managed in speaking of the fact that no disloyal acts had been committed by
Americans of Japanese ancestry to say “The very fact that no sabotage has
taken place to date is a disturbing and confirming indication that such
action will be taken."

So much for the principle of innocent until proven guilty.

But I come back to our premise. As the Commission report made plain
-- we were not traitors, we were farmers and businessmen, homemakers and
teachers. We were not secret agents. Nearly twenty-five thousand of us
were fourteen years old or younger. Nearly six thousand of us were born in
camp.

And one thousand, eight hundred and sixty two internees died while in
camp, a figure which does not include people like my father-in-law, Saijiro
Hinoki, who owned a dry cleaning store in Colusa, California and was a
leader of the local Rotary club.

FBI arrested Mr. Hinoki early in 1942, and for two months told his
family nothing about where he was or why he was being held. Finally, the
family was told he had been sent to a detention camp in Bismark, North
Dakota. Those who knew him said Mr. Hinoki never regained his lost will to
live. He died a few years after leaving camp.

I firmly believe, as the Commission found, that there was no reason to
distrust the Americans of Japanese ancestry. But even if there had been
reasons to suspect the loyalty of some individuals, which I stoutly deny,
what excuse is that to lock up 120,000 innocent and loyal Americans without
a trial, without regard to the Constitution?

No rumor, no unconfirmed intelligence, no prejudice or fear justifies
the internment. I do not think, for example, that the much talked about
Magic cables had anything to say about me or my Cub Scout troop.

We did not lock up German Americans. We did not lock up Italian
Americans. Nor did we even seriously consider interning Americans of
Japanese ancestry on Hawaii, where the military dangers were the greatest.

Why is it that we just happened to lock up an ethnic group subject to
decades of blatant and cruel discrimination? Because this was the group
that popular opinion -- and indeed the California Congressional Delegation
-- demanded to have locked up.

Mr. Chairman, I could speak on this subject for quite awhile but my
time is limited. I could tell you about some of the loyal and brave men I
know; men who left the internment camps to fight bravely to defend this
nation.

I could tell you of the old women torn from their homes of decades and
forced to live in cold, spartan barracks only to oblige the prejudice of
greedy neighbors.
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~And I could tell you of communities such as my home town of San Jose,
which stood by us and welcomed us home. And the many towns unlike San Jose
which, reeking with prejudice and fear fought to prevent former internees
from returning to their homes.

But let me tell you about my family. My father was not a traitor. He
sold insurance from a small office in our home on North Fifth Street in San
Jose, California. My mother was not a secret agent, she kept house and
raised her children to be what she was, a loyal American. Who amongst us
was the security risk? Was it my sister Etsu, or perhaps Helen or Aya?
Or perhaps it was my brother Al, a sophomore pre-med student at San Jose
State.

Or maybe I was the one, a boy of ten-and-a-half who this powerful
nation felt was so dangerous I needed to be locked up without a trial, kept

behind barbed wire and guarded by troops in high guard towers armed with
machine guns.

What was it I had done that made me so terrifying to the government?
Murderers, arsonists, even assasins and spies get trials. But not young
boys born and raised in San Jose who happen to have odd sounding last names.
Is that what this country is about?

Chiseled in the marble over the Supreme Court it does not say Equal
Justice Under Law Except When Things Get Sticky. It says Equal Justice.
And that is what we ask for, Mr., Chairman. No more. No less. We have
waited forty-two years. The time has come.

I ask on behalf of the 60,000 internees who have died with their honor
clouded. I ask on behalf of the 60,000 still alive and seeking justice. I
ask on behalf of all Americans who believe that our Constitution really does
mean what it says. That we are created equal.

Mr. Chairman, Members of the Subcommittee. We are all supposed to
wear these pins identifying us as Members of Congress. Some Members don't
bother to wear the pins. I suppose they think the pins are inconvenient
o sy Yet I always wear mine because I cherish my seat in this House,
and I cherish the idea that a former internee can now sit in the House and
discuss this legislation with his peers.
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I would like to close, Mr. Chairman, by reading a brief excerpt from a
letter to friends in San Jose written by my father and published in the San
Jose Mercury Herald. Although my father came here in 1902, his English
was not perfect, as you will hear. The letter begins:

"We all felt so strong while we are staying at the
station with you and many other friends but the
train started and with the exchange of good bye
then became so lonesome and when I looked Santa

Clara Street from the train, I thought this might

be the last look at my beloved home city.

My heart almost broke out and suddenly hot tears

just pouring out.

We whole family cried out and could not stop until

get out of our loved county."”
Mr. Chairman, I am confident that this body will
recognize the merit, importance and significance of this

case. And the old ones who are dying, I ask that we act

with firmness and with speed.

Thank you very much.

##  ## ##
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