, in pro—Japanese organizations the only importan '
,rous‘Japanese were’the Klbei (Amerlcan-born Japanese pr°do

"Ha . war notwcome a}ong at thls time, in another te
years thnre would have been no. Jananese problem, for: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 Ravy. - : ;

To hsve done so would have been wholly reasonable, ince by the o
 terms of the so-celled delimitation agreement it was agreed that Naval
Intelligence should specialize on the Japeanese, while Army Intelligence
occupied other fields. I have not seen the document bat I have -repeatedly
~ been told that Army, before the war, agreed in writing to permit the Navy
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 the

- Naval officers in Japanese matters. Thus, had we known that the Navy
‘thought that 90% of the evecuation was unnecessary, we could strongly
have urged upon Gen. DeWitt that he could not base a military Judgment
to the contrary upon Intelligence reports, as he now clelms to do.kl

- Lt. Com. Ringle's full memorandum is somewhat more complete thsn l‘
_ the -version published in- Harpers and I think you will be interested in f
reading 4t. In the past year I have looked at great numbers of reports, |
- memoranda, and artlcles on the Japanese, and it is my opinion that this .
is the most reasonable and objective discussionof the security problem ,
presented by the presence of the Japanese minority.~ In view of the in—v‘
. herent reasonableness of this memorandum and in view of the fact that we
_now know that it represents'the view of the Intelligence agency having
the most direct responsibility for investigating the Japanese from the
- security viewpoint, I feel that we should be extremely careful in taking
_any position on the facts more hostile to the Japanese than the position ,
.ft of,Lt. Gom. R;ngle. I attech the Depertment!s only.copy of this memorandum.,

L Furthermore, in v1ew ‘of the fact that . the Department of Justlce
~ is now representing the Army in the Supreme Court of the United States
and is arguing that a partial, selective evacuation was impracticable, we
must consider- most carefully what our. obligation to the Cowrt is in view
 of the factthat the responsible Intelligence agency regarded a selectlve
_evacuation as not only sufficient but preferable. It is my opinion that.
certainly one .of the most difficult questions in the whole case is raised
by the fact that the Army did not evacuate people after any heering or.
on any indiVidual determination of - dangerousness, ‘but evacuated the en-
“tire racial group. The htriefs filed by appellants in the Ninth Circuit
partlculsrxy pressed the point that no individual consideratlon was given,
- and I regard it as certain that this point will be stressed even more, :
A assuming that competent counsel represent anpellants, in the Supreme Court.;r.
Thus, in one of the crucrsl points of the case the Government is forced
" to argue that individual, selective evacuation would have been impractical
end insufficient when we have positive knowledge that the only. Intelligence
~ agency responsible for adv1sing Gen. DeW1tt gave him advice dlrectly to.
the conurary :



: In view of this fact, 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 Naval Inte]ligence. It occurs to me that any other cou.rse
of conduct might appro:d.ma.te the suppression of evidence.

: , As I hsve said, my information that the Ringle memorandnm repre— -
" sents the view of the Office of Naval Intelligence has come to me in— -
- formslly I feel, ,therefore, that we have an obligation to verify my
“informal information. "I believe that we should address an inquiry to
.. the Secretary of the ‘Navy, ms.king reference to 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
ef .the evacuation, coincided with Com. Ringle's. :

' The Ringle memorandum origina.lly came into my possession from WRA e
d we no‘biced the parallel between the memorandum and the article in =~  ~
this office. Attorneys for WRA furthermore are among the persons who ~

have advised us that the Ringle memorandum represents the official Navy

view. In view of the fact that any other information which I have ob-
 tained is. highly ,cgnfidential, I would prefer to refer in a letter to.
‘Secretary Knox only to WRA ] ,

e I ha.ve prepar"a for YOIK‘ conslderstion a draft of a letter whlch’ \

- you might wish to send to Mr. Knox.

{,

., Edward Je Ennis
e Director, A_lien Enemy - Con‘brol Unit.
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