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TULE LAKE UNDER MARTIAL LAW: A STUDY IN JAPANESE RESISTANCE
by Gary Y. Okihiro

The wartime internment of persons of Japanese ancestry has drawn con-
siderable attention primarily because it serves the purposes of writers whose
concern are wider than the historical experience itself. There are those who
regard the internment experience as historically significant because of its in-
structional value. That didactic approach, which forms a basis for the ortho-
dox interpretation of the camps, has been the hallmark of popular writers,
journalists, civil rights activists, ex-War Relocation Authority (WRA) officials,
and members of the Japanese American Citizens League (JACL). To them, the
forced removal and internment of 110,000 persons of Japanese ancestry was
America's greatest wartime mistake, and the episode is a moral lesson to the
nation, teaching that constant vigilance must be maintained to safeguard the
civil liberties of all citizens because it could happen again to any minority
group. Accordingly, those authors display a preoccupation with theories of
responsibility for the mass removal and internment, and with constitutional
issues.

Apart from those concerns, the authors of the orthodox interpretation
wrote with polemical objects in mind. While there were a few ex-WRA adminis-
trators who had an interest in answering their critics' charge of maladministra-
tion, the basic thrust of the authors of the orthodoxy was to refute the justifica-
tion that "a Jap is a Jap.' Their argument was based on the findings of sociol-
ogists who studied the camp communities and observed that Japanese society
was not monolithic but was composed of what they determined to be geo-gener-
ational cleavages and varying degrees of assimilation. That refinement, when
combined with other factors such as the education of Kibei in Japan, formed
the basis for their explanation for resistance in the internment camps. Their
conclusion was that not all Japanese were the same, and that although there
were some who were '"pro-Japan'' in sentiment, the vast majority were loyal to
America. While that insight was an advance over the racists' indiscriminate
stereotype, it simply replaced one stereotype with another. Issei were gener-
ally seen as "pro-Japan' in sentiment, Kibei were simplistlcally/equated with
"troublemakers, ' and Nisei, as assimilated and ”pro-American.\'!s2 A :

Another stereotype and myth was that the Japanese surmounted the over-
whelming odds of earlyWhite racism, confiscation of property, and internment
to become America's model minority. The story of the Japanese in America,
therefore, is a stirring chapter in American history in which an entire ethnic
minority showed America to be a land of opportunity and of justice triumphant.3
The internment experience is crucial to that myth of the modgl minority. By
demonstrating the innocence of the Japanese, their forbearance and fortitude
throughout internment, and their unswerving pro-American loyalty despite being
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deprived of their rights as citizens, the cornerstone of the myth is laid. From
the fires of adversity came a people ennobled. Therefore, the visible forms
of Japanese resistance in the internment camps must be explained in terms
other than resistance against White racism and anti-Americanism.

The orthodox interpretation explains Japanese resistance in the intern-
ment camps by citing the inexperience of the WRA administrators and the
novelty of the situation. Once those initial problems had been resolved, that
explanation concludes, resistance disappeared.4 The frustration-aggression
theory underlies a second explanation for the causes of Japanese resistance in
the camps. This explanation views the various forms of resistance, the strike
or ''riot,'" as expressions and releases of pent-up pressures and frustrations,5
A third causal explanation portrays resistance as an internal geo-generational
struggle between Issei and Nisei, and Japanese from California set against
those from the Pacific Northwest.® And finally, a fourth explanation admits
to the presence of pro-Axis sympathizers among the internees, notably the
Kibei, but it claims that these were only a small minority within the commun-
ity. According to this explanation, Japanese resistance was generated by
these troublemakers who stirred up discontent and used bullying tactics to
coerce others to join in their protest.”

A small, but growing body of writings has questioned in recent years
the orthodox interpretation of the internment camp.8 These revisionists point
out that the wartime removal of Japanese cannot be removed from its pre-war
historical context and that the internment camps were a logical extension of
the established pattern of interaction between White Americans and Yellow
immigrants.9 Further, Japanese resistance in the camps was a part of that
historical legacy, its roots reaching back in time to the daily struggle for
survival in a racist American West; it was continuous, and purposeful. The
revisionists view the camps and Japanese resistance from the perspective of
historical continuities and linkages, and they deny the orthodox interpretation
of treating resistance in terms of unconnected "incidents, " minority "trouble-
makers'" and "pressure groups, ' and geo-generational cleavages. And finally,
instead of using the interment camps to illustrate a point external to that ex-
perience as do writers of the orthodoxy, the revisionists stress that the exper-
ience is not so much a moral lesson to White America as it is a part of the
history of Asians in America.

There are a number of difficulties in the revisionists' interpretation of
the internment camps. A major impediment is the nature of the available
sources. Early analysts of the camps all wrote from the orthodox point of
view and the resource materials assembled as documents, letters, memoirs,
and oral history tapes all reflect the biases of the WRA and the JACL. Until
a more comprehensive and objective collection of reminiscences can be made
of those who formed the camp majority, we will regrettably be limited by
those myopic confines. Because of that barrier, the revisionists are unable ta
determine precisely the number of people who actually resisted, the degree of

v'”ih'cﬁ)i[l’zatiéh, the exact role of coercion, and even the forms and nature of re-

sistance. In addition, there is a notable gap in their attempt to link resistance

A L2
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in the camps with Japanese resistance to white racism in pfre-war America.' At
this stage, it is too early to speak with any degree of cer‘tamty, and the revi-
sionists can only legitimately claim that their interpretation represents a more
reasonable attempt than the orthodox view. What is needed ar‘e a mfmber of
micro-studies which demonstrate the historical validity of their claim. This
ritten with that object in mind.
5y I‘lt’li‘:lfe Spoilage, b;l Thomas and Nishimoto, is a landmark in th'e orthodox
intcrp@ltion of Japanese resistance: itis a detailed study of re.s15tance at .
Tule Lake internment camp, it contains all the orthodox explanations for 'resxs—
tance, and it sets the tone for other studies on the mtermen.t camps. Its 1mp<?r-
tance requires a re-examination of the argument employed in that work. Resis-
tance, as characterized by Thomas and Nishimoto, was spo'radic fm.d not ‘pur-
poseful, and it was primarily intra-internee rather than antx-adlm.mstratmn.
The authors cite four basic causes for resistance: (1) the inexperience ?f the
administrators and the initial discomforts of settling in; (2) geo—gen'eranqnal
differences and rivalries; (3) conflicts between the old Tuleans -and incoming
"segregees';10 and (4) pressure groups of radicals and pro-A}f.ls t.roublemakers.
For Thomas and Nishimoto, the proof of that interpretation is encapsu-
lated in the vote of January 11, 1944 in which a majority of :I‘ule.Lake internees
rejected status quo. 11 1n that vote there isa statistically significant correla-
tion between blocks which favored status quo and the percentage of s‘egregees.
That is, blocks which voted for status quo or the continuation of radical rule
had high percentages of segregees. That is, blocks which voted for s‘tatus quo
or the continuation of radical rule had high percentages of segregees in them., ;
That correlation appears to support the authors' contention that. prcftesters and
segregees were essentially one and the same. TFurther, :‘,he rejection of status
quo came after the radical leaders had been locked away in the stockade. From
that, the authors conclude that when given a chance, the people turned to moder-

; i
ate leaders and a conciliatory solution in their desire to return to "n?rmalcy. : Z
The events leading up to that vote in January 1944 and the.vote itself, C/
therefore, are crucial to the Thomas and Nishimoto interpretation of resis- {/' )

tance and merit a re-examination of those events beginning with the n.iilitary
occupation of Tule Lake on November 4, 1943 and ending with th‘e li?tmg of
martial law on January 15, 1944.13 Some highlights of that period mclud? the
incarceration of the Negotiating Committee, a vote of confidence in those im-
prisoned leaders despite the administration's efforts to elect new representa-
tives, ahunger strike among the prisoners in the stockade, and the so-called
return to normalcy following the vote against status quo.

Ever since the creation of Tule Lake internment camp towards June 1942,
the Japanese protested various conditions considered to be unjust. There was a

* mess hall stri'k’e’i—n Jul , a campaign for higher wages in August, and two labor

strikes in August and September. The immediate basis for tho;e protests' was
the people's concern that they were being doubly exploited by being placed in de-
tention by the government and asked to work to produce their own food for six-
teen dollars per month. But the underlying and more fun.dameutal cause of the
people's protests was the absurd injustice of their detention.

73

)

)

-.éii‘

o

&




GARY Y. OKIHIRO

That was crystallized by the farm labor strike in October 1943 following
the accidental death of an internee, Kashima, when a farm truck on which he
was riding overturned. To most of the internees, Kashima's death was a sense-
less loss because he would not have died had there been no interment camp.
That mood was reflected in the cbmposition of Daihyo Sha Kai, the representa-
tive body of the people, in elections which were held the day following Kashima's
death. The majority of the sixty-four representatives, one chosen from each
block, were, individuals who had the reputation of being aggressive opponents of
the White administration. Largely because of that and in disregard of their
representative nature, the Daihyo Sha Kai and the Negotiating Committee were
never granted legitimacy by the administrators and instead were seen as anta-
gonists and troublemakers.

When Dillon Myer, the National Director of the WRA, visited Tule Lake
the following month, the Daihyo Sha Kai resolved to present their complaints
directly before him since negotiating with Best, the Tule Lake director, had
been shown to be futile. The local bureaucrats denied that request to speak
with Myer, and the Daihyo Sha Kai decided tq force the issue. In a massive
show of support, thousands of internees surrounded the administrative building

y in which Myer was visiting with Best. George Kuratomi, the spokesman of the
| brotesters, outlined to Myer the people's grievances which included Best's dis-
\ honest dealings, White racism among certain administrators, inadequate food,

overcrowding, and the lack of basic cleaning equipment. But beyond those
specific complaints, Kuratomi asked that "we be treated humanely from this
Government, this Government of the United States."14 Myer's response was to
align himself firmly with Best and his policies and not give any encouragement
to a consideration of the people's demands.

Having failed to receive an acceptable response to their grievances from
the WRA, who in the minds of the people were representatives of the United
States government, the protesters had no other option but to turn to' the Japan-
ese government through the Spanish Consul for redress and support. At this
point, there developed a major tactical fracture within the populace. The more
conservative protesters who hoped for a post-war future in America viewed the
appeal to Japan as incompatible with that desire because White Americans would
lperceive that to be "un-American." These continued their protest but only
through what they considered to be "legitimate' channels--the WRA, the Army,
and the Congress. Others who saw no future for themselves and their children
in a post-war America viewed the appeal to the Japanese government as their
final option. Their first meeting with the Spanish Consul took place on Novem-
ber 3, two days after the confrontation with Myer, and despite his inability to
improve the conditions of camp life, the protesters had at least found a recep-
tive ear.

Meanwhile, there was much concern among the White administrators for
their personal safety, having witnessed Japanese activism in the mass demon-
stration of November 1. They demanded military protection in the form of
tanks and machine guns, and insisted that a man-proof fence be erected between
the administration and internee areas. When Myer and Best failed to give them
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that reassurance, they went directly to Lt. Col. Verne Austin on November 2

and received Austin's promise that Army troops would guarantee their safety.

Best, miffed that his staff went over his head, dismissed two of his most out-

spoken critics, and within a week twenty staff members resigned.

Best, Myer, and the WRA were confronted with not only internal criticism

from their staff for their handling of the mass demonstration of November 1,

but also were charged with pampering the Japanese and administrative ineffi-

ciency by White residents of the Tule Lake basin and the press, and they faced

possible censure from state and national legislative investigating committees.

Thus, the November 1 demonstration took on national significance, and the

pressure on the WRA to stamp out the resistance seemed to come from factors

other than the Japanese protesters themselves. On November 4, following a

minor scuffle between a handful of Japanese and White administrators, Best

called in the military, a decision which appears to have been precipitated not by......

the scuffle but by the other pressures mentioned above. 15

R TI;he turning over of the camp to the military, therefore, was a hardening

of position vis-a-vis resistance and a crackdown against protesters. But Army

rule did not end resistance because it failed to rectify the causes of that resis-

tance. Like the WRA, the Army viewed the camp in terms of pressure groups

and enemy provacateurs, 16 but unlike the WRA, they were efﬁc{enf in their

repression of Japanese resistance. Individuals were arbitrarily arrested and
“detained, and there was no recourse or discussion of grievances. Still,

throughout the period of military rule, the Daihyo Sha Kai urged restraint and

open dialogue, but as conditions became progressively more oppressive, their

strategy of appealing to the Japanese government was shown to be ineffective

and that tactic came increasingly under fire from both extremes of the protest '

spectrum. On November 12, Austin announced that he no longer recognized £

the Daihyo Sha Kai as the legitimate voice of the people and the following day, 1naadt %

he ordered the arrest and detention of members of that representative body.

A tactic employed to stamp out resistance by both the Army and the WRA

was to drive a wedge between the majority whom they perceived to be basically

co-operative and the minority who were the troublemakers. In a speech on

November 13, the day on which the arrest and detention of members of the

Daihyo Sha Kai began, a WRA official expressed that conspiratorial view: "It is

our belief that the majority of the people in this colony do want to live in peace

and harmony, that many of you are willing to work and carry on necessary .

services, but that a few, in order to gain power for themselves, have attempted :Y

to gain such power through force. nl7 )\

And in accordance with that strategy of isolating the troublesome minority,

the Army, on November 16, reiterated that they did not recognize the Daihyo
Sha Kai as the legitimate representatives of the people and announced that in-
;tzna,—the block managers would fulfill that function. The block representatives,
of whom the Daihyo Sha Kai consisted, were elected in free elections sponsored
by the people themselves, in contrast with the block managers who had been
appointed by the WRA. The Army's reason for recognizing the block managers
as their contact with the people was "because they are representatives of the
WRA.,,,"18
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That the Army and WRA's conspiratorial view of the cam was. gross_l@
accurate and that they stubbornly refusé: acknowledge the pervasiveness of

resistance are clearly illustrated in their meeting with the representatives of
the internees on November 18.19 Austin expressed his suspicion of Japanese
motives in the opening statement, that ""All discussions held here...will be in
English throughout the meeting." The block managers, aware of their impos-
sible position, tried to make certain that the administrators understood the
mood of the people regarding the announcement of November 16 that they, and
not the block representatives, were to be the link with the internees. 'We
represent the WRA, " protested Mayeda, '"and we do not represent the people in
the colony.'" Yamatani, a member of the Temporary Communications Commit-
tee, 20 added that, "we are still supporting 100% our negotiating committee, 21

The meeting continued with the block managers pressing the Army on
their exact duties since they were henceforth to be the people's representatives,
The administrators replied that they were to maintain order22 and enforde the
6 a.m. to 7 p.m. curfew. Furukawa, a block manager, pointed out that in the
past, it was the duty of the wardens and not the block managers to maintain or-
der, and he observed that previously, when' the block managers had tried to
move constructively to improve the mess halls, the WRA had stifled that initia-
tive. The block managers were trying to get through to the administrators that
they were not truly representative of the people and that they did not want to be
caught in the middle, being seen as inu ("dogs" or ""collaborators') by the peo-
ple for enforcing the administration's unpopular regulations and being powerless
to change administrative abuses and excesses.

When the Army tried to press the block managers to commit themselves
to maintaining order without giving the assurance that they would have a voice in
policy-making, the block managers sought to postpone that commitment by sug-
gesting that they wait until after the expected visit of the Spanish Consul. That
led an annoyed Lt. Col. Meek to respond, "We don't need him for‘negotiating. ..
and, "As far as we are concerned it doesn't make any difference whether he
comes or not." Austin reiterated that point and concluded by saying, "Due to
conditions that exist in this camp today, the Army is not interested in dealing
with the committee with whom we are dealing. We do not believe or feel that it
is a representative committee. "

The administrators were not interested in dialogue and in understanding
the true mood of the people because they had already formed an opinion of that
mood. And they were not interested in suggestions about the operation of the
camp from internees who held contrary opinions. They were seeking Japanese
who reflected their viewpoint and fit into their a priori conceptions. Because
any internee who was openly critical of the existing order was considered to be
subversive by the Army, many were afraid to demonstrate their true inner
feelings. That repressive atmosphere created by an arbitrary administration
was pointed out by Shirai when he responded, UEverybody [is] afraid to become.

~.a representative on a committee. Afraid that you will pick us up.'" The pres-

sure to conform was not the monopoly of so-called internee pressure groups,
but was a consciously directed policy of the administrators.

o
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Methodical repression of the populace by the Army began the day after
that meeting of November 18. Austin, in Proclamation Number 3, required
that all internees, twelve years and older, receive identification badges which
they had to carry with them at all times. 23 And on November 22, a compre-
hensive plan was formulated for a massive search of the Japanese area to be
carried out on November 26. Among the stated purposes for that search were:
(a) the taking into custody of trouble-making Jap:amese;24 and (b) the confiscat-
ing of contraband such as knives, clubs, guns, explosives, and signalling de-
vices. The search was to be carried out by three groups of about 150 men,
cach soldier carrying full field equipment and a gas mask, and every officer
having side arms, clubs, and gas grenades.

The block managers were informed of this search only on the designated
day, when the raid was launched with the precision of a well-planned military
maneuver. The soldiers netted 25 tons of rice and other grains, 22 barrels of
saké mash, 400 boxes of canned goods, 20 crates of dried fruit, 20 cartons of
-cc?al, 2 saké stills, a Japanese language printing press, 590 knives, 400
clubs, 2 public address systems, and 500 radio receivers.<®

Meanwhile on November 24, Austin and Best concurred on the erecting of
a stockade which would include four barracks for the incarceration of "trouble-
makers." Various lists of such persons were drawn up and these were method-
fcally hunted down and placed in detention in the stockade not having been
charged or given a hearing. On December 4, Austin announced to the people"
"You are notified that the members of the negotiating committee now in military
custody are not and will not at any time negotiate with the Army, the WRA, or
anyone else and they will not return to the colony." He therefore advised that
the people hold elections for a new representative committee, 26

The same day, the block representatives met to discuss Austin's sugges-
tion and decided that they would place the matter before the people. There
were three questions on the ballot the following day, December 5. These were:
(1) should the Daihyo Sha Kai be dissolved and new representatives be elected
to negotiate with the Army ?; (2) should status quo be maintained ? (i.e. should
we support our present block representatives and the Negotiating Committee ?);
and (3) should there be a general strike in support of those who were imprisoned
in the stockade ? The results of that day's voting were as follows: three blocks
favored a general strike, three blocks voted for new elections, five blocks re-
mained undecided, and fifty-three blocks favored status quo.27 Despite the ad-
ministrators' coercive tactics, the referendum of December 5 was evidence of ‘ /
an overwhelming vote of confidence in the Daihyo Sha Kai and the Negotiating /,
Committee.

But the pressures against maintaining status quo continued to build up theJ ‘(

lbﬁger the Army remained intransigent in releasing members of the Negotiatin
Committee from the stockade and insisted on dealing only with a new committee
of internees. That hopeless deadlock was pointed out by the Spanish Consul on
December 13 at a meeting with the people, when he urged that the internees

elect a new negotiating committee because the present Committee was powerless
to effect change while in the stockade.28 Despite that recommendation, few of
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the Japanese ventured to express support publicly, fearing to be viewed as pro-
administration and against the imprisoned but still de facto leaders of the peo-
ple. Yet, by isolating the members of the Negotiating Committee from the

camp, the Army made it difficult for the leaders to communicate with the people,

Between the end of December 1943 and the beginning of January 1944, a
series of events occurred which brought the situation to a head. According to
one account, on the morning of December 30, Lt. Schaner, the Police and
Prisoner Officer, arbitrarily took Yoshiyama and Tsuda, two prisoners, from
the general stockade and confined them to a small cell within the stockade en-
closure.29 Schaner himself had selected these two previously to be the spokes-
men for the prisoners, and his high-handed confinement of them reinforced the
arbitrary manner in which the White administrators disregarded the internees'
human rights.30 In protest of Schaner's harassment of prisoners, the stock-
aders refused to assemble for the roll call at 1300.

One of the prisoners, Mori, spoke with Schaner about the situation and
received the latter's promise that Yoshiyama and Tsuda would be released if
the prisoners cleaned up the stockade area and assembled for the evening roll
call. The Japanese fulfilled those conditions but by the next morning, Yoshi-
yama and Tsuda still had not been released. To protest that breach of promise
the prisoners refused to assemble for roll call that day, December 31, but
only after armed troops were brought into the stockade later in the day, did the
Japanese yield and file out of their barracks.

At the roll call, Schaner again arbitrarily pointed to a prisoner, Uchida,
and ordered him to be confined to the small stockade along with Yoshiyama and
Tsuda. Then he challenged the Japanese, '"Now if there are any more of you
who would like to go with him, just step up towards the gate." After a moment's
pause, one of them, Koji Todoroki, stepped forward and according to an Army
eyewitness, ''a murmur passed through the prisoners, followed by the entire
group breaking ranks and moving in the direction of the gate. n3l )

The men were forced to remain in line and stand in the snow for about
three hours during which time Schaner conferred with Austin. Schaner re-
turned to announce to the prisoners, "I was just waiting for that. You men will
be put on bread and water for twenty-four hours. You men will have to learn
that we mean business and will not tolerate such a demonstration. 132 Trucks
then entered the stockade and removed all stores of foodstuffs. One of the
Japanese brought in from the outside to help load the trucks showed a reluctance
to carry out that task, and he received "a few tender cuffs from Lt. Smith and
S/Sgt. Anderson which made him change his mind." Meanwhile, Schaner or-
dred a search of the prisoners' quarters, which was conducted, according to
one military observer, '"in a most unnecessary destructive method. "33 Many
personal items were stolen from the Japanese including radios, pens, watches,
cigarettes, and cash.

Following that display of flagrant abuse and disregard of their rights, the
prisoners vowed to go on a hunger strike until the release of all prisoners in
the stockade. One of the prisoners, Tsuda, explained why that decision was
made. "The reason the men...are on this hunger strike is because they know
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not the reason they are in the stockade. They feel they have been unjustly con-
fined and the reason given to them is that they are the potential troublemakers
and strong arm men of the colony, which they feel is not true. This is the man-
ner in which they are trying to prove their sincerity and show that they should
be vindicated. ™34 The prisoners were protesting the arbitrary nature of their
arrest and confinement, and they were trying to point out to the administrators
once again their error in seeing the camp in terms of pressure groups and ene-
my provocateurs.

To the internees, the entire situation was absurd and senseless. In the
first place, their removal and internment was an absurd though hardly unex-
pected happening. The White camp administrators, while accusing the Japan-
ese of using pressure groups, employed high-handed and terror tactics in deal-
ing with internee protest against what they considered to be violations of their
fundamental human rights. Further, the administrators stubbornly refused to
examine the protesters' demands objectively, rejected out of hand the legiti-
macy of the people's chosen representatives, and equated any criticism of their
administration with pro-Axis sentiments and saw them as subversive and de-
structive of the American war effort.

At the same time, those same administrators lectured to the internees
about the virtues of American democracy while incarcerating those who had been
elected democratically by the people and who were exercising those rights of
democracy. To the Japanese, there was no rational basts for the existence of
the stockade or the presence of tanks and soldiers in the camp. The entire situ-
ation could have been simply resolved had the administrators accepted the
legitimacy of the Daihyo Sha Kai, shown sincerity in discussing camp problems,
and treated the internees as people with basic human rights.35

The prisoners' hunger strike lasted from January 1 to January 6, 1944
without producing any tangible concessions from the administration. The admin-
istrators kept the camp population ignorant of the protest until the third day of
the strike when a group of concerned internees asked Austin about ""rumors' of
a hunger strike among the stockade prisoners and Austin confirmed its veracity.
Despite an anonymously authored call among the internees for a demonstration
of solidarity with the hunger strikers, there is no evidence of any such visible
show of support.36 Instead, the available sources show that there was a grow-
ing sentiment among the populace against status quo in an attempt to break the
current deadlock.

There are several interesting features in the argument employed against
status quo. Keeping in mind that the official (WRA and Army) and orthodox ex-
planation is that the movement against status quo indicated that the majority of
the internees rejected the legitimacy of the Daihyo Sha Kai and Negotiating Com- \L
wittee and simply wished for a return to "mormaley, " we will examine some of
those features. The basic premise of the argument against status quo was that
the people were being severely oppressed, both in the stockade and in the camp,
since martial rule. The Daihyo Sha Kai, the argument continued, had failed to
alleviate that oppression, both because they were not recognized by the adminis~-
trators and because they were being held prisoners in the stockade. Therefore,
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the argument concluded, a new committee must be elected, one leading to im-
proved camp conditions and the release of those in the stockade.

The argument here was a practical one: it was not a rejection of the
Daihyo Sha Kai as the legitimate representatives of the people but was a recog-
nition of the impasse and that this solution was the only option permitted by the
administrators. Further, their appeal was not to American patriotism but to
Japanese ethnicity, The members of the Daihyo Sha Kai, the argument went,
were not displaying the "true Japanese spirit' because "true" Japanese would
resign having failed. And the appeal concluded, "we have no other desire than
to exist as a true Japanese and to return to Japan unashamed. 137
e On January 10, Austin sent out a memorandum to the block managers with
/ Instructions on the upcoming referendum which was to decide on the question of
/' status quo. That there would arise confusion among many of the internees on
the issue being voted upon was assured by Austin's instructions to the block
managers. These instructions failed to be accompanied by a sample ballot, and
one of them stated: '"Whenever any questions should arise from the floor the
chair should state that he is not in a position to answer them. The only purpose
of the meeting is to have the block residents vote on the question listed on the
ballots, 38 The following day, January 11, Austin held a meeting with all the
block managers to discuss the voting which was to take place that night. At the
meeting, he reinforced the notion that should the people vote against status quo,
military oppression would end. "A great deal depends upon the manner in which
these meetings are held, " Austin admonished, "as to whether this colony comes
back to normal, in which I believe you are all interested. ""39

That night, voting was held in the camp with the ballots simply labelled,
"Against Status Quo' and "For Status Quo." The results of the voting as re-
ported by the Army was, 4,593 against status quo, 4,120 for, and 228 unde-
cided.40 One internee report disputed that count and accused the administrators
of rigging the election results because no internees were present at the tabula-
tion of the votes. That report went on to claim that a true count was, thirty-one
blocks for status quo, twenty-nine blocks against, four blocks undetermined,
and one block abstained. 41 Also, one of the internees later testified that '""the
ballots were none too good and some people didn't understand the meaning of
| status quo. "2 But apart from the question of the validity of the results, the
vote revealed the reluctance of the people to cast a vote which could be inter-
preted as being a repudiation of the Daihyo Sha Kai, despite the argument that
such a vote would be followed by the release of the men in the stockade and a
lessening of military oppression.

In a meeting held on January 14 between those who had favored the abolish-
ing of status quo and Daihyo Sha Kai members who were in the stockade, their
unity of purpose was reaffirmed although they had chosen two different ap-
proaches to that one basic goal.43 Both groups lamented the fact that the issue
had split the internees. "I surely hate to see the Japanese divided, '"" commented
Inouye, "and hate to see them fighting with each other.! Shimada explained
why that division was brought about and why they had voted against status quo.
""Let me repeat this, " he asserted, "the Army would not give a chance to talk
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about [the] release of you people, unless normal conditic?n was first returned,"
Inouye, a spokesman for the stockade prisoners, reconfirmed the unity of pur-
pose of both groups and offered: ''We realize all the things you people are go-
ing through and have told the men in the stockade that you people were wo'x:king
so hard for the common goal. We are just as worried as you people are.

On January 15, 1944, just four days after the status quo referendum, the
Army formally turned over the administration of Tule Lake internment camp to
the WRA, ostensibly after having fulfilled their mission of stamping out resis-
tance. They had accomplished that by 1solating the troublemakers from the ma-
jority of the people and were vindicated in the recent referendum which they in-
terpreted as being a repudiation of the Daihyo Sha Kai and a vote for the return
to "mormalcy.! Austin expressed his persistent belief in the orthodox view of
resistance on the even of his departure: "The block representatives were all
appointees of the pressure group and while some of them were capable anq re-
sponsible members of the Colony the rest were actively engaged in fomenting
unrest, discord and recommending violence to those desiring a return of
normalcy within the Colony, ""44

While the period of military rule is merely a limited window 1nt? Japanesg
resistance at Tule Lake, it is a time segment crucial to the orthodox interpre-
tation of resistance. That interpretation maintaing that it was during that re-
pressive period that the internee majority were permitted to pexpress them-
selves freely because of the incarceration of the radicals, and that expression
was-a-rejection of status quo and the election of moderate leaders.

In contrast, it can be seen that there had been a history of resistan.ce
and there was no such dramatic break, because both groups, for.and agz;}mst ’
status quo, were committed to a program of reform and the continuing fight for
a recognition of their humanity. Their disagreement was in the method of re-
sistance. One group believed that the release of prisoners in the stockad.e was ¢
the first step toward a peaceful relationship between internees and administra-
tors, while the other group held that the latter would be followed by the former.
Further, the vote against status quo was not necessarily a vote against the
Daihyo Sha Kai. In fact, the leaders in that vote saw it as a practical solution
to the iﬁ-};.s;e_ created by the administration's intransigence. And in the final
analysis, both those who favored status quo and those opposed to it were united
in the underlying and pervasive struggle for human rights.
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