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BEFORE THE BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS

In the Matter of )
w SHISHO NASHIRD 1 .)
L,A, (1610/2038)
1 11sii 1 M »  jfegE? i
1->% W w 8gil BRIEF FOE APFJELLANT g]| lapl HiF

The appellant Shisho-Nashiro has appealed™from the Order of

the Commissioner of Immigration denying his application for

under the provisions of Title 8 tJSCApEI
Sec* 1.5 (c¢) and the Order of said Geminiegipne y ordering him

The appellant was eeized at hie home iIn Peru by the Peruvian
authorities iIn 19°2. The seilzure was not authorized by legal
process. It was the result of a secret agreement between the
United States and Peru under which the Peruvian police iIndis-
criminately arrested him and other resident Japanese nationals
and Peruvian citizens, naturalised and native born, held them
incommunicado|jconfiscated their properties, deprived them of
Judicial and administrative hearings on the reasons for this
abuse and mistreatment, Jand delivered them over to U,S* authorities

in Peru for transportation to the united States and final

imprisonment here/fl

"This criminal Kidnapping of innocent persons ras carried r J
into execution under lettres de cachet despite the provisions
of the 5th Amendmentls guaranty against such lettre“y They were
invoked under the fictitious plea they were dictated by.Western
Hemispheric security reasons. It is fortunate that,Jiso far,

their justification has not been asserted for global reasons for

that would mean that anyjgovernment, upon such a plea, could



justify the removal from the face of the earth of persons who
were the objects of governmental enmity#
the Peruvian authorities, |in plotting this cruel program for

application to its own residents and citizens, violated Peruvian

a » W N P

law and the law of nations# Although individualunder a

favorable environment, are able to suppress their instinct of

(@)

cruelty governments seldom rise even to that level* The

reckless participation of the United States in this outrage does

© o0 N

not indicate i1ts own emergence from barbarism to the dignity of
10 H civil*lze& States 1
11 flpp The appellant is not a prisoner of war although, until

12 Aug, 6, 1946, he was treated as such bylour government* § The
13

mass uprooting of these innocent Peruvian-Japanese was for the

14 pernicious” "governmental spurposegof getting bodily possession

15 of them to exchange them for Allied prisoners of war held by the

16 Japanese in Japan*m This ruthless action of the United States

17 and Peruvian governments was unlawful from the viewpoint of

18 international law and thecommon principles of justice, The

19 appellant did not enter the U* o f his own free willand desire®

20 our government is estopped to assert that his; entry:on February 6,

21 1943, was unlawful because, 1t forcibly brought him*here and ,for

22 an unlawful purpose at that# It cannot prevail over him by 3

23 asserting its own wrongs or the wrongs of iIts agents* See

24 principle announced in Weeks v* U*S,,1232 U*8* 383; Upshaw v. U#Sg»

25 335 U*S* 410: McNabb v* U»S* "316 U,SV 332: Luetic v, 338

26 U#SJ 74** | lhe sole contention that our Immigration authorities

27 ) ; i} i} _
heretofore have seen fit to assert in connection with the Peruvian

28

Japanese so outrageously uprooted from their homes is that their
29
#The application of this principle of law was neither raised,

30 argued, considered nor decided in ul%* ex r»l* Sommerkamp v*

31 Zimmerman (CCA-3), 178 Fed* 2d» 645, or iIn Schirrmeister v*
Catkins (CCA-2), 171 Fed* 2d

32
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presence in the L%S* i1s unlawful because, they lack admission
credentials* The above-mentioned estoppel principle, however*
precludes the U*S* from making such a, contention* In addition,
the consent of the U.S* to .aia entry is established by the factisf
that 1t not only authorised hie entry but actually; broughthim
hereé

until released from internment on August 6, 1976, the appel-
lant was nothing but a political prisoner of the United States*
Brought here through the instrumentality of the wrongdoing and
the evil doing of the United States and its op”cohspirator*
the Peruvian government, he entitled to refuge and; asylum even
from being returned to Peru* He ielentitled to freedom from
any threat ofmbeing removed to Peru™: oriJapan by virtue of the ;;|dl
stated principle that the United States is hot authorised to
assert its own illegal acts and wrongdoing to take advantage ofP
hie"misfortune which was caused thereby# 11}

He was released from any claim of being subject to alien
enemy internment on August 6, 19A6,%and from internment on that
date* Thereafter he was permitted toPeside in the 0,6*, not
as anexcludable alien but as a non-resident alien subject to
deportation proceedings# simply because. hie presence here without
admission credentials was deemed by the immigration authorities
to be unlawful* That contention is specious* Be has resided
continuously i1h the U*S. since™his arrival in 19°3* Hie is not
an exclusion case. It is not even a deportation case by reason
of the said estoppel principle which precludes the U*S* from
denying him "the status™™ of a resident pH [fig]|

In view of the fact that heactually® has® resided here "for
a period of time in excess of seven (?) years, n as an interne®
and]almost § as a resident* and is a person of goodlmorel

characterfhe is entitled to a suspension of deportation under



8 tISCA Seoi|I55;$t 1 nHK
The forcible bringing of the Appellant into the United State

w N

had no relevancy whatsoever|]to our successful prosecution of

4 the war. It had no reasonable relation to national defense or

5> to western hemispheric defense, .Neither, the Peruvian nor the

N United States government would dare to lodge a factual accusation
7 against, the appellant charging him with having been a menace to

8 any such security and neither would dare to try him on any such

9

fictitious charge, Neilther government has the courage or the

10 honesty, to admit the truth or to reveal the truth concerning its
11 participation in the outrage, Both resort to the subterfuge of
12 secrecy to conceal their crimes against these unfortunates,

13 The Commissioners Order erred In assuming* without any

14 suppbrtingjevidence whatever* that his detention for the full

15 period of hie residence here was ag an alien enemyunder the

16 provisions of the that hie entry and presence

17 here was necessitated because of the war, (Further, attention

18 js directed to the fact that no express provision of the Alien

19 Enemy Act makes that statufeapplicable to aliens seized abroad

20 in either a neutral or an allied, country and forcibly brought here*
i Its legislative history contains no]suggestion that it was to be

2 applicable to such a situation, No court in this land has ever

23 held that such an alien properly may be subjected to the provisions
= of the Alien Enemy Act,) Nevertheless, the appellantls detention
= under the claim that he was an alien enemy subject to the

20 provisions of the Allen Enemy Act was cancelled and terminated

o oh August 6, 19h6, Further, his presence here never was

2 legitimately necessitated by reason of the war,*J The present

22 proceeding is not one under the hlleu Enesi™ Act where the reasons

for a detention or removal of an alien enemy can be concealed by
31

the executive branch of the government, It is a, deportation
32

-INS

R
Calii



1
2
]|

4
)
6
7

8
9
10
11
12
13

14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

-INS
fiw

SR
Calif.
S

props.ediiig In which thereasons for the appellantls entry and

tne reas®°nS) it any, demonstrating his" presence was necessitated,

DJ reason ox..the war,.matters which the Commissioner” Order
massumes without evidence being adduced thereon, must be proved

by & preponderance of evidence if the requirements of the due
.m__proosss clause of the 5th Amendment are to be satisfied* There

is not t scintilla of evidence iIn the record- showing that the
appellant was brought to this country for legitimate purposesi*
There i1s not an i1ota of evidence In therecord tending to show
that he wase<brought here asolely for reasons connected with the
war‘ or even for reasons remotely related thereto,, The act of

an executive officer iIs not to be taken *eg conclusive proofof
Its own necessity! andpis not to be|"accepted as in]itself due
;process of law8* See Sterling v, Constantin, 28? U*S, 378, 398*

In coneeQuencej it iIs apparent]|that'the real factual reasons

for the acts]of our executive agericies in seizing these persons
abroad and in interning them here until August 6,; 1946, Would have
to have been established by the Immigration authorities iIn these
proceedings by the production of evidence proving the necessity
for those acts before a finding could be made that the appellant
who no longer is”.detained under a claim of being subject to

the Alien Enemy Act was brought here for legitimate governmental
purposes* This is an evidentiary condition precedent and a burden
the immigration authorities first must establish in order to
sustain an order based upon a mere conclusion that his entry

and presence does not constitute such residence as i1s prescribed

by b USCA, 155 (c¢) for a suspension of deportation,

11x8, ex rel. Sommerkamp v* Zimmerman (CCA-7) 17.8 Fed* 2d* 6A5
at]||bA6, the appellantls counsel did not question that his client
had been removed to the U,S* as a national security measure* In

the instant ease we have and do question the reasons for the bring-
ing of the appellant to this country*



o A w N

© 00 N o

10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31
32

LINS
AW
ER

Cali i

The Constantin case decided that |]ie validity of an executive
act claimed to have been taken in good faith in the face of a
public emergency is not sustained by ‘mere executive fiats™*
Proof that the"seizure of these people In Peru and their trans-
portation to this country and their internment actually waspv
based upon a public emergency and that our treatment of them wag
“conceived i1n good faith, in the face of an emergency* -must be
proved by evidence offered by the govermment*!;;! The Zallowable
limits| of executive discretion and "‘whether\br not they have
béen overstepped In a particular case, are judicial questionsV
See Sterling 1l Constantin, supra* Because the appellant by
oral testimony and documentary mevidence proved his seven years*
residence as required by 8 t©)SCA;-Bed* 155 (c), to satisfy the *
residence reuuirement]for suspension of deportation and that &;W
proof was not met or overcome by the production of contrary
evidence offered by the immigration servicethe CommlsgioneiMs
Order denying suspension of deportation was erroneous*/i If the
appellant had done nothing moré than to have raised 1 presumption
of seven yearsl residence the Commissioner”™ Order denying him
suspension of deportation . for want of the re.quired period of
residence still would have been erroneous because the presumption
would have been sufficient to require a finding of the required 18
period of residence* See Department of Water and Power v» Anderson

(GCA-9) * 95 Fed* 2d

mtt . The secret Anternment of these Per-uvian-Japafiese was revealed |!
in earlyl9#6. Thereupon the State Department washed Its hands

of the matter* J, Edgar Hoover, Director of the F#¥Il#, pronounced
them harmless. The Justice Department disclaimed any responsibility
for their internment* On August 6, 1946smtheir Internmentj
originally asserted to have been authorized by the Allen Enemy

Actj was cancelled* The restraint thereupon was transformed into
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| simple detention: and thOy|pa$éed into -the «<custody of the UjSISNS*-
Thereaf ter, j"deportation proceedings were iInstituted against them*11l
On June 2%, 1946, two habeas oorpusltestproceedings were
instituted in the U*S, district Court at OSan Francisco, California,
(proceedings Noe* 26139 and 261.4.0}and the deportation proceed*-
ings were brought to a hart* J Thomas/MiCooley 11 who became
Director of the Alien Enemy Control Unit of the Justice Depart-
ment was one of the counsel who represented the government rffr*
| thosé proceedings» BISiSlI

During 1946 and 194? every Congressman hag been informed
of the plight of these unfortunates by letters from counsel for
the Peruvian-Japanese group*"Congress .was aware of the plight
of these Peruvian-Japanese when it amended 8.usCa, Sec. 155 (©)
on July X, 1948.» That law was enactedwlth the intent that it
enable these mistreatedpersons, as well as Illegal entrants and
persons who had lost their admission statute jtto -he granted a
suspension of~deportation andlto acquire a perm&nent residence
status in]thls country* f, It is significant that, in neither
Bchirrmelster v* Watkins (CCA-2), 171 Fed, 2d, 858, nor U,S, ex
rel* ImSommerfatmp;-!»Zimmerman (CCA-3), 178 Fed* 2d, 645, was the*
legislative history of the relief statute* 8 USCA, Sec, 155 (0),
as amended July 1, 1948, raised, inquired Into or considered®
That legislative history, however, as it bears on the "rights of
the-Peruvian-Japanese group and also of Japanese aliens who
entered this country illegally or lost their admission statué by I H
reason of the war, "is particularly significant* and pertinent to
the Instant ease for it discloses the intention of Congress to
benefit these aliens i1n particular, 1 That legislative history,
in consequence, 1Is to be considered 1ncohstrulng the provisions
of —the-._relief”’

Main 1.9;? or early 194b,, Thomas M# Cooley 11;, wo... then was
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the Director of the Alien Enemy Control Unit of the Department
of.Justice9 submitted to the House and Senate Immigration
"committees” proposals which ultimately resulted in “the July.1,
/1978, T"amendment of 8 USCA, Seo*. 155 (c)* The House and Bené&te
immigration committees then were fully aware of* the hardship our
foreign policy had caused these unfortunates* The then Attorney

» G-eneral, Tom Clark, testified in favor of the passage of the
legislation* Congress enacted the relief statute, 1t knew wha#"
It was doing when it, enacted that statute and certainly intended
that the Peruvian™Japanese should benefit by its provisions*, 14?;" |
In consequence, it was error fa-, the Commissioner to base his
Order denying the appellant®.relief upon the ground'.-that™- the-"
seven:,yearsl-residence of the appellant- In this "oouhtryZIslnot
to be construed as residence contemplated by the statute*® Gongress
had been fully informed, prior to the passage of the statute,
that the male heads of these Peruvian-Japanese families had been
brought to this country under a claim they?:were subject to
internment as alien enemies under the provisions of the Alien
Enemy Apt, 50 C8CA, Sec* 21 et seq, and that their wives and
children aOgompanied them as voluntary minternees, that the
internment terminated on August 6, 196, that thereafter all
were held in simple detention for poeoible deportation proceedings
and that a number of them l*ere parents ofpAmericanborn citizen
children* In view of these facts i1t is apparent that Congress
passed the relief legislation with the "intent that the seven
year residence provision thereof was to be satisfied in whole
or i1n part not only by the period of residence here since their
release from internment under the asserted authority of the Alienf
Enemy Act but also by the period during which they were interned
under the asserted authority of that Act* Thelstatute is to be

Interpreted!In the light of its legislative history which reveals
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Congi”ee; AnteBdO.d" . the . "Peruvian; Japan© segto; benefit- toy -"its provlijfe
1alan

d Subseciuent to'" thedpaasage of the relief statutel the two
t-est”cases.which had beenheld iIn abeyance toy consent of their
counsel and counsel for the Justi]| Departmentl of whom the said
Thomas M, Cooley Il,ws one, were-; disnissed;- without.prejudicem -p;
in order to;enable these Peruvian*-Japanese :to.apply for the
administrative benefits afforded toy the relief statute*”. 1

1ifforts are still toeing made to persuade the Peruvian-*

Government to permit the -appellant 1and all the members of “the -
kidnapped Peruvian-Japanese to return to their homes in Peru*
Cur Ambassador there has used and still is using hie good offices
for that purpose. Counsel for the group is still -engaged In
endeavors to prevail upon the Peruvian authorities to accept
them*| Because the Peruvian government Is not particularly noted

for its stability the progress haa beenmslonv. tout some progress

has been made* It has authorized a few;, persons to return. It
iIs: reasonably expected that a good many of the remainder in
due course of time will te permitted to return there* fhe
appellant Is anxious there to te reunitedwith his family from
which he long has been separated* He has no conclusive objection
to, returning to -Peru-when his entry is authorized* however, |1]
he has serious objectionlto being deported Jspanv]IIf* \ ~

For the mforegoing reasonsmit is murged:that the order that I
appellant depart te cancelled and; the order denying the appellant3s
application for discretionary yelief under the Act te set aside

and that his applications for such relief te grahiadlL

Wayife MV Collins
1701 Mills lotehi-

Il Ban Francisco b, Calif*
Garfield 1-1218 |

Attorney for Appellant



WATNEM™* COLLINS
Attorney at Law
Mille Tower, 220 Bush Street
San Francisco 4-, California

1950

The Board of Immigration Appeals
-Department of Justice
Washington 25, D. C.

Centlemeni

In re; jBhiaho Nashiro
: los™;Agrele’e”/""Cal i T4;;;

Enclosed find appearance form and three
Original application forme to "reopen”:cause /
for the purpose of enabling Bhisho Nashiro,
-.leruvian™Japanese, "who isliving at 231%
Cotner Avenue, West Los Angele®© 6A, Calif,,
to apply for &];suspension of deportation,
together with Accompanying affidavit ot
iperita. An driglhal appilcation form
also being sent to the District Director,
USI&NS, Los Angeles, California*

Very truly yours.

Copy to:
District Director, USI&NS
Los Angeles, ’California



BEFORE THE BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS

BEFORE THE COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION

In the Matter of
No.

vv

SHISHO NASEIKO )

APPLICATION TO REOPEN CAUSE FOR A SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION

hereby requests
m 1 SHIFiKO»HABHJjBtO...... = =

that the deportation proceeding heretofore instituted against _ﬂrar
he reopened for the purpose of enabling STew to apply for a sus-
pension of deportation under the provisions of Title 8 USCA, Sec. 115
(c) effective as at July 1, 19~, (Public Law No. 863), on the ground
that he is and has been, for a period of time in excess of five

years, a person of good moral character and that jBW_"has resided
continuously in the United States for seven years or more and now so
resides and was so residing on July 1, 1978, the effective date of said
Act,

WHEREFORE, applicant requests that said cause be reopened for the
aforesaid purposes to enable applicant to introduce oral and documentary
evidence of LB eligibility to apply for and to receive the benefits
afforded by the_provisions of Title 8 USCA, Sec. 155 (c), and regular

tions thereunder and for the grant of said application for suspension

of deportation.

Wayne M. Collins
1701 Mills Tower
San Francisco k, Calif.

Attorney for Applicant



AFFIDAVIT OF MERITS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
SS.
CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO.

NN NS

Wayne M. Collins of said City and County and State, being first

duly sworn, deposes and says: that he is the attorney for
MASHIHO , the applicant in the foregoing applica-

tion name”; that he is informed and believes and therefore alleges upon
such information and belief that the applicant is and has been a person
of good, moral character for a period of time in excess of five years
and has resided continuously in the United States for seven years or
more and now so resides and. was so residing on July 1, 1978, when Title
8, USCA, Sec. 155 (c), as amended, became effective; that applicant
desires to have hie deportation proceeding reopened to enable him
to apply for a suspension of deportation under the provisions of Title
8 USCA, Sec. 155 (c), by reason thereof, and is readjj willing and able
to submit at such reopened, hearing oral and. documentary evidence dem-
onstrating hit said eligibility to apply for and to be granted such

suspension of deportation.

Wayne M. Collins
1701 Mills Tower
San Francisco 4, Calif.

Attorney for Applicant.

Subscribed and sworn to before me

this _ __ _ day of , 195~

Notary Public in and for the City and
County of San Francisco, State of California.



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS
WASHINGTON

May 16, 1950

In re: Shisho Nashiro
File No. 5967502
ALMjrmd

Wayne M. Collins, Esquire
Mills Tower, 220 Bush Street,
San Francisco, California.

My dear Ha~. Collins:

This will acknowledge receipt of your comnu-
nication dated May 2, 1950, with reference
to the above case.

lou will be informed of further action which
may be taken by the Board. However, the filing of
a motion with the Board does not operate to stay
the outstanding order in the case. Until such time
as a new decision is entered by the Board, the out-

standing order remains in full force and effect.

Sincerely yours

Chairman

ADMESS NEELYIQ MAID <*
IHMICIATION APPEALS AND
[EFEN TO FILE NUMKI



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS 5967502
WASHINGTON S|-|')5*\* Nashiro

May 26, 1950

Wayne M. Collins, Esquire
1701 Mills Tower
220 Bush Street
San Francisco J; California
Jty dear Mr. Collins:
Reference is made to the motion submitted in the above case*
For your information, there is enclosed herewith copy of the
decision of the Board of Immigration Appeals*
This decision will not become effective until notification has
been transmitted by the Immigration and Naturalization Service to the
field office which handled the case* Any further information

concerning this matter may then be obtained from the field office*

Sincerely yours,

Thos. G. Finucane
Chairman



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS

MAY 2 6 1950

IN THE MATTER
OF

imsHO mamixmu FII1E NO: 5-967502

o/ o/ NN

IN DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS

MOTION

0? BPOSKNT» W&yne M* Collins, Esquire
1701 Mill« Tower» kkO Bush

] M B N RCISO0 A. cCalif,
This case comes before us for reconsideration.

Our most recent order herein directed that action be held in abeyance
pending the conclusion of litigation involving the same subject matter,
viz; The possible relief from deportation of certain aliens of the
Japanese race. Since that order was entered such litigation has been
concluded or has become inactive and Congress "has amended Section 19(c)
to broaden the class of aliens who may be granted suspension of deporta-
tion (Public Law 863, 80th Congress, approved July 1, 1948).

ORDER; It is ordered that the hearing be reopened for the reception
of such application for relief from deportation as may be made and
for further appropriate proceedings in connection therewith.

It Is FURTHER ORDERED that the order of deportation and warrant
predicated thereon be withdrawn*

itSwijdr Actittfe Chairman









UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE
458 SOUTH SPRING STREET

LOS ANGELES 13, CALIFORN |A please refer to this file number
January 30, 1951 A5 96?7 502
1610/2038

REGISTERED MAIL

EETURH RECEIPT REQUESTED

Y, R. Hiraoka, Attorney at Law
1735 Fresno Street
Fresno, California

Dear Sirs

Reference is made to the hearing on January
9, 1951 in the deportation proceedings against SHISHO
NASHIRO.

Transmitted herewith is a copy of the Hearing
Officer*s decision in this case, furnished in accordance
with 8 CFR 151.5(h).

For consideration hy the Commissioner of this
Service in the case, you may submit to this office ex-
ceptions to the decision and supporting reasons for such
exceptions, or you may waive this action.

Your exceptions, with supporting reasons, if
this action is taken, should he submitted to this office
in duplicate on or before the expiration of five business
days from receipt of this letter.® Upon receipt here, your
communication, with the record of hearing and the Hearing
Officer"s decision, will be forwarded to the Commissioner
at Washington for decision in the casef

You will be informed in due course of the de-
cision* Please notify this office promptly of any change
of address of your client.

Yours very truly,

H. R* LANDON
District Director

By:
«<EE .

_GEORGE W. SCALLOBH )
Acting Chief, Hearing Section

Enclosure - 1
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Immigration and naturalisation Service
Los Angolas 13* California

Dicisioy oy me hkaribg omoi i

In ros SHISHO H&SHXtt)
* m o Ho«* A5 967 502
and 1610/2038

m m m
Warrant« Act of 192h - Immigrant - no visa (

Act of May 22* 1918 - Ho passport

ACt of 19?7k m Allon ineligible to eitisenahip

Lodged« Hone

A warrant for the arrest of the respondent was issued on March 31* 196 by
the District Director* KL Paso* Texas* A hearing under that warrant was ao-
corded the respondent at Santa Te Internment Camp« Santa Fe* Hew Mexico on
April 6, 1976* Subsequently the record was forwarded to the Central Office
for decision.

On May 26* 1950 the Board of Immigration Appeals ordered that the proceedings
he reopened to permit the respondent to apply for such relief as he might he
eligible pursuant to Section 19(c) of the 1917 Act* as amended. Pursuant to
that order* respondentls hearing was reopened at I»os Angeles* California on
January 9* 1951* The order of the Board as reflected in Exhibit 2 indicates
that respondentls deportability from the united States has been adjudicated*
As the reopened hearing disclosed no new evidence in that regard* further dis-
cussion and findings will not be made.

|l »
Respondent specified Peru as the country to which he desires to be deported if
such an order is issued.

UMVRY CF THE A3 Tt? DIDCHIFIQIRBT m iSF

The respondent has applied for suspension of deportation or* in the alternative*
for voluntary departure* His application for suspension is based upon alleged
residence In the United States for more than the past seven ysars and residence
therein on July 1, 19%8*

Respondent has entered the United States one time only* Exhibit 12 shows that he
arrived In the United States aboard the Uhl ted States Army Transport ™Puebla*

A5 967 502
1610/2038 -1- 1/29/51



SUMMABT O] TEE BVIDSE) AS fO.-111SCKETIOBART JELIf* (Coafd*!

on Febroaiy 6, 1923*at San Pedro, California* The following day he was held
for a Board of Spaei&l Inquiry which Board excluded Mm on that date, He was
then paroled into the United States for internment at Kenedy, Texas,

Authority for the alien to he brought to the United States from Peru and In-
terned in this countly is contained in Presidential Proclamation Ho. 2662 of
September 8, 19&5 which states in part "Whereas, in accordance with leeolutlon
17 of the Conference of Foreign Ministers at Rio*de Janiero adopted on J&nuaiy
28, 19h2 and subsequently by undertakings based upon Resolution 20 of the
Emergency Advisory Committee for Political Defense adopted at Montevideo on
May 21, 19A3, there hae been assumed by the Government of the United States
responsibility for the restraint and repatriation of certain dangerous alien
enemies sent to the United States from other of the American republics in the
internet of the security of the Western Hemisphere*ll

The Presidential Proclamation quoted above further states in part "All alien
enemies now withifc the continental limits of the United States (1) who were

sent here fro® other American republics for restraint and repatriation pursuant
to international commitments of the United States Government and for the security
of the United State# and its associated powers? and (2) who are within the terrl-
toiy of the United States without admission under the immigration law# - -

Pro® the foregoing it appears that respondent was brought to the United States
involuntarily and was admitted to this countxy without regard to the immigration
laws* He was kept in internment in the United States until August 16, 1976 on
which date he was released on parole and has remained at liberty on parole since
that date*

In addition to the evidence of record concerning respondent*s internment in the
United States, he has submitted numerous letters and affidavit# which clearly
establish that he has been continuously in .the United States since February 6,
1973, However, in considering hie residence 11 THR UHIF"BD STAFHS, it Is well
to consider a decision of the Board of Immigration Appeals in matter of I, Hie
56028/532, dated March 18, 1979* In that decision the Board found that an ex-
cluded alien Is not a resident within the »caning of Section 19(c) of the Immi-
gration Act of 1917 and that such alien is Ineligible for relief under Section
19(e)(2) of that Act and farther, is not entitled to be heard on an application
therefor# The facts of the instant case insofar a# residence is concerned there-
foreelosely parallel those in the matter cited, It cannot therefore be found
that''the respondent has resided continuously in thegpited States for ths past
seven years and was residing therein on July 1, 19&8*

Respondent is married to a native and citisea of Japan* Of this marriage four
children were bom, all natives and eitlsens of Peru* Bis wife and children
now live in Callao, Peru. They own a grocery store in that place and receive

A3 967 502
1610/2038 ) m 1/729/51



SUMMARY OF ¥M BTBHKCB AS TO PfSetaflOj~CT-HBLICT (Canted.!

a satisfactoxy living from the proceeds thereof, Respondent in presently em-
ployed as a dishwasher in a restaurant and receives a salary of 16*00 a day
plus hoard. Hi* only assets in the United State* consist of cash of shout
four to five-hundred dollars. He has no relatives in the United States nor
anyone in this country dependent upon him for support. He 1# a male of the
Japanese race, 58 years of age.

Respondent has submitted numerous letters and affidavits which attest to his
good moral character in the United States. His only arrest other than in the
instant oroceeding was one time in October* 1948 for drank, being fined *10.00
and costs. His second and last arrest was in Hovamber, 1978 for for
which he was fined #10.00 and costs. Although he was brought to the United
States and interned as a dangerous alien enemy* inquiry has disclosed that he
has had no connection with subversive groups in the United States and has en-
joyed a good reputation since February, 19*0. The evidence of record satis-
factorily establishes his good moral character during his stay in the United
States.

$o information bee been developed to indicate that he is ineligible for naturalisa-
tion on grounds other than that of race or that he Is deportable under any of

the laws nentloned in Section 19(d) of the Immigration Act of 1917* »* amended.

It appears that he has the ability to depart fro® the United States at his own
expense. He has been registered and fingerprinted in compliance with the

Alien Registration Act of 1970, He was not required to register under the
Selective Training and Service Act of 19&> nor under the Selective Service Act

of 1978*

One factor given considerable weight in the granting of suspension of deporta-
tion In many cases is that such relief will prevent the breaking up of the close
family unit in the United States, In the instant case, a grant of suspension
would have the opposite effect inasmuch as “respondent would then be lawfully

in the United States whereas his wife and children who are now in Peru would be <
permanently separated from him Inasmuch as they are persons of Japanese nativity
or -descent and therefore ineligible to immlgs™ite™p this country. Respondent”
should be permitted to reunite with his family in Peru if that country will ac-
cept him,

NMIMS or fact as fO msonrmow™m w&im
Upon the basis of all the evidence presented, it is found?

[1D That the respondent is not ineligible for naturalisation
except on racial grounds?

(2) That the respondent has been a per*on of good »oral character
for the past five years?

T 3. 1129751



JIMDIMBS Q? IAQF AS TO DjSCHIHFICKARY Cant™d.)

(3) That the respondent hé&s no close relatives in the United h™m

" States;

S i (h) That the respondent has not resided continuously in the
m United states"for the past seven years and was not re- / M P
siding.” therein on «inly & 19*%f

(5) That no evidence has been adduced to establish that the
respondent is deportable on any of the grounds specified

M SBMi ia Mention 19(e)’of t'he Immigration Act of 1917# as amended#

QQMLmMiQM OF LAV AS »11
Upon the basis of the foregoing findings of fact, it is concluded*

(1) That the respondent does not neet the statutory requirements
for eligibility for suspension of deportation pursuant to
Section 19(a)(2)(b) of the Immigration Act of 1917* as

| amended* | iH

(2) That the respondent meets the ntatutory requirements for
eligibility for voluntary departure in lieu of deportation
pursuant to Section 19(d)(1) of the Immigration Act of if
2917»"**e amended« 2

OREM

t

It is ordered that the alien be required to dep&rtfrom the United States with»
out expense to the Government to any country of his choice within 90 days after
notification of decision conditioned upon arrangements being made with the local

tsaalgration office for verification of departure# i

® ft'
mm H# W8TOOMSLATO I My
Hearing "Officer %

-Done at Xos Angeles, California January 29, 1951 Ifft

A5 967
1610/2038 * km *'1 "

-1729/51
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Y. R. HIRADKA
ATTORNEY AT LAW
1435 FRESNO STREET
FRESNO, CALIFORNIA

PHONE 4*2078

February 23, 1951

Mr* Wayne M. Collins,

Attorney at Law,

1701 Mills Tower, 220 ~sh Street,
San Francisco 4, California*

Re: Shisho Nashiro
Peruvian deportation case

Dear Wayne:

~“long the first of February, | sent you the decision
of Wade H. Westmoreland in the above case. The exceptions
and objections as per your form and words were Tfiled in due
time. I failed, however, to make a copy of Westmoreland’s
decision for my Tfile* I would thank you to sen4 back to me
the decision, and, upon my making a copy thereof, 1 shall
return it.

Lately, more and more Tule Lake renunciants havé been
coming in to ask about their status. More than anything,
what they desire to know is whether they are on that list of
58 or 85 who were held not to have lost their citizenship.
IT you have those names, 1 may be of some service in letting
them know, provided they live in or near Fresno*

Very truly yours,



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
IMMIGRATION and naturalization service
Washington 25, D. C.

PLEASE ADDRESS REPLY TO

AND REFER TO THIS FILE NO;

A-F>9675>02

Y. H. Hiraoka, Esquire
“135 Fresno Street
Fresno5 California.

Dear Mr. Hiraokat

The attached is a copy of the decision and order of
the Commissioner in the case of SHISHQ NASHEHO.

This order is final unless an appeal is taken to the
Board of Immigration Appeals in Washington, DO Co, and
notice of appeal is filed within I7~days (nhot including
Saturdays, Sundays, and holidays) after receipt of this
notice

If appeal is desired, notice of appeal, forms for which
are attached, should be executed in triplicate. Two copies
must be filed with the local field office of the Immigration
and Naturalization Service in which the proceedings were
held and the third copy must be filed directly with the Board
of Immigration Appeals, Department of Justice, Washington,

Do Co

Any gquestions which you may have will be answered by
the local immigration office nearest your residence.

Sincerely yours,

REGISTERED MAIL

Enclosures

ADJ-18
7-22-47
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May 11, 1951

Board of Immigration Appeals
Washington, D* C.

Gentlemen?
He; Naahlro Shisho | A-5967502

Enclosed find brief in support of appel-
lant above named* Notices of appeal were mailed
to your Board and the District Director, USI&NS,
at Los Angeles on May 8th* Duplicate original
copies of this brief are being forwarded to
the District Director, U5I1&NS, at Los Angeles.

Very truly yours,



May 11, 1951

District Director

U.S, Immigration and
Naturalization Service

W. M. Garland Bldg*

117 West 9th Street

Los Angeles, California

Dear Sir;
In re; Shlsho Nashiro - A-59675"2

Enclosed find duplicate original briefs
for the appellant above-named for whom 1 filed
notice of appeal on May 8th. An original
notice of appeal was forwarded to the Board
of Immigration Appeals on May 8th and an
original brief for the appellant is being
forwarded to that Board today.

Very truly yours,



ADDRESS REPLY TO BOARD OP

IMMIGRATION APPEALS AND
REFER TO FILE NUMBER
U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS 5967":_)02
WASHINGTON Nashiro

June 11, 1951

Wayne M. Collins, Esquire
Mills Tower

220 Bush Street

San Francisco 4-, California

My dear Mr. Collins:

Reference is made to the appeal entered from the order of the
Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalisation concerning the above
case.

For your information, there is enclosed herewith copy of the
decision of the Board of Immigration Appeals.

This decision will not become effective until notification has
been transmitted by the Immigration and Naturalisation Service to the
field office which handled the ease. Any further information
concerning this natter may then be obtained from the field office.

Sincerely yours,

Thos. G. Finucane
Chairman



JUN 8 -1951

Files a-5967502
In rei SHISHO H&SHIRO
IN DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS

IN BEHALF OF APPELLANT* 1layne 11* Colline, Esquire
220 Bush Street
San Francisco, California

CHARGES*
Warrant»> Act of 1924 - No immigration visa
Act of 1918 --No passport fijHj
Act of 1924 — Ineligible to citizenship

iiil&: Lodged* ¢None
APFLICATi<"r* Suspension of deportation or voluntary departure
DETENTION STATUS* Released on parole

This matter is before us by reason of an appeal from the decision of the
Assistant Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalisation, dated April
23, 1951 wherein an application for suspension of deportation was denied
and an order of deportation was not entered but the alien is required

to depart from the United States, without expense to the Government,
within such period of time and under such conditions as the officer-in-
charge of the District deems appropriate*

~he record in this case relates to a native and citizen of Japan who
as brought from Peru for internment and he entered the United States 2
at San Pedro, California on February 6, 1943#

tbemfastendp SlFismGageariensahdfoaEbrdvitheidaciniopinfohherArpistans,
1951 and it Is doomed unnecessary 1O discuss these facts again# Counsel*s
principal contention is that the appellant was seised In his home in

/ Peru in 1942 and subsequently brought to this country for internment, it
being asserted that such procedure was not a legal one and was violative

x of the constitutional guarantees*

The fact remains that this alien is unlawfully within the United States |
in that at the time of entry he was not in possession of any documentation
, “Xwhatsoever* In addition thereto the alien*# wife and four children resided
\ Callao, Peru where they are engaged in the grocery business.



This Board has given very careful consideration to all of the evidence

of record as well as all of the representations by counsel in connection
with this appeal and it is our conclusion that such appeal oust necessarily
be dismissed*

ORDER; It is ordered that the appeal from the decision of the Assistant
Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalisation be and the same is hereby
dismissed* w*f * * Ml *

Chairman
RMC:Ir
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COMMITTEE

X have stated to Mr*
you

Hash iro that X will
in regards to the stay of deportation*

COMMITTEE
HONDA T. OBATAKE
(a0 TULE LAKE DEFENSE COMMITTEE . S
Klwuga Room.S02. 117 Ngrth-San.Pedro Street \I( SHIBATA
] WATSUNOTO Los Angel_es_12, California (l-;l TAKETAYA
e i
NARIMATSU Room 215, 124 soutn San Pedro Stree h- YAMAICHI
OKITA
Mr* Wayne 2& Collins
1JO1 Kills Tower
220 Bush Street
San Francisco 4, Calif/ |
Ries Shisho Nashiro
Bear Waynes 1
was here this morning w~th”a noiriee of voluntary departure
from the United States within the next 30 days*
He 1i1s the Peruvian Japanese, who has his wife iIn Peru*

communicate with
X have also stated

to them that the Peruvian should organise a group to finance

these suits« They have stated that they will
their headquarter at Seafcrook,
promises™*

communicate
"but X am very skeptical

X shall appreciate your
do for these Peruvians under the present circumstance*

with

of their

informing me what you expect to

Bnclosed please find some of the contrihutions of the

renunciante, which were forwarded to this office* Also X
appreciate your advancing us some fund for the committee*

shall



Koshiro Mukoyama
55 Hoover Annex
Mr. Wayne M. Collins Seabrook, K.J.
Mills Tower,220 Bush st.
San Francisco, Calif.

ihisho Nashio

Dear Mr. Collins:

As you are already awai*e, Mr.Shisho Nashiro
was required recently by Immigration Servijee, to depart from
United States,at his own expense,to any cduntry of his choice,
on before August 13,1951*

I understand that this requirMgJft ILs a
formal phrase of immigration Service and there will be enough
ground for discussion. However, 1 entertain apprehensions that
my optimistic view may be imprudence, therefore, | wish to hear
your opinion on this matter for my future reference.

Awaiting your explanation, 1 remain

Very t



Jtotm 16-168

1-18-19"5
U. S, DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service
Office of the District Director /
458 south Spring Street Y=
Los Angeles 13, california
} In Replying Please Refer to
"¢ iabo File Number ~ _.  _  fft
J78 Ave»e X7 X
3* (Khif.
Julp e *xe o
“«*r $irt

Referring to deportation proceedings instituted
against you, you are informed that the Department has
directed that an order of deportation will not be entered
at this time but that you are required to depart from the
United States, without expense to the Government, to

within - from the
daw wflIEW"iewei? is received, or on 0¥ refore 7__ .
provided arrangements are made with this office tohave® your
departure verified.

try

This office should be given at least five days*
advance notice of the port and date of your intended departure
so that it may be verified and your case closed.

Please acknowledge receipt of this letter by return
mail, and inform this office of your intention.
Very truly yours,

H« R. LANDON
District Director



August 14, 1951

Hr* Tex Nakamura

e/o Tule Lake Defense Committee
12~ So* San Pedro St. (Rm. 215)
Los Angeles 12, California

Dear Tex: ? }
Re:  Shlsho Nashiro, L*A. 1610-2038
_ I telephoned Hr. Grattan of the U3I&NS at Los Angeles
this morning. ¢ -w?5gHN9|

Shlsho Naahiro had asked for voluntary departure - naturally
for the purpose of being restored to his family iIn Peru. Inasmuch
as the Peruvian Government has not yet 0,K. *d him for return® to
Peru 1t was obvious that ho could not depart voluntarily at his
own expense to Peru* In consequence, 1 suggested to Mr. Grattan
that he issue his notice to Mr. Haohiro asking why he has not
departed so that the right to depart voluntarily will be cancelled
Thereafter Mr. Nashiro will be ordered deported. However, he
will not be deported. His 7-year period of residence will com-
mence to run from the date that his right to depart voluntarily
iIs cancelled* Thereafter my negotiations with the Peruvian
Government will continue. It seems to me that after the peace
treaty is signed X shall be able to prevail either on the
Peruvian Government or the United lotions to use its influence
with the Peruvian Government to authorize the return of those
Peruvians to Peru who wish to return there* The Immigration
Service at Los Angeles and especially Mr* Grattan are fully
aware of this procedure.

If at any time the Government actually attempted to deport
any of the Peruvians involuntarily to Japan then I would bring
habeas corpus or equity proceedings to prevent suoh a deporta-
tion* Thereafter if the Supreme Court of the United States
decided against the Peruvians, 1 would request congressmen to
Introduce a special bill authorizing their permanent residence
in this country. 1 suggest that you Inform Mr, Hashiro of
these facts*

Very truly yours.



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE

} 4S8 SOUTH SPRING STREET
VOUR REPLY TO
iT DIRECTOR LOS ANGELES 13, CALIFORNIA PLEASE REFER TO THIS FILE NUMBER
August 17, 1951 1610-2038 BP G

REGISTERED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Wayne M. Collins
Attorney at Law

Mills Tower

220 Bush Street

San Francisco 4, Calif«

Re: SHISHO NASHIRQ
Dear Sir

Under date of July 11, 1951 we informed the subject
alien, with a copy to your office, that he would be permitted
a period of 30 days, or to on or before August 13, 1951, within
which to voluntarily depart from the United States. Subject
has not departed and it is our understanding from informatic
received from you and from the alien that he is financially
unable to effect voluntary departure at his own expense.

You are hereby placed on notice that it is the inten-
tion of this office to recommend that the outstanding order
granting voluntary departure be withdrawn and deportation
ordered. You will be granted a period of 10 days from receipt
of this letter within which to file exceptions to the proposed
recommendation if you care to do so. Any such exceptions must
be filed in writing and must be received at this office in
original and two copies.

CC: Shisho Nashiro
478 Winona Ave.
Pasadena 3, Calif.



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

PLEASE ADDRESS REPLY TO

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE
Washington 25, D. C.

AND REFER TO THIS FILE NO.

April 8, 19

Wayne M, Collins, Esquire
Mills Tower, 220 Bush Street, /
San Francisco, California

Dear Sir:

The attached is a copy of the decision and order of
the Commissioner in the case of SHISHO NASHIRO2

This order is final unless an a 1 is taken to the
Board of Immigration Appeals in WecgK on, DO C*, and
notice of appeal is fTiled within 1J i(not including
Saturdays, Sundays, and holiday!?) aftesé/eceipt of this
noticeo V—————

IT appeal is desired, notice of appeal, forms for which
are attached, should be executed in triplicate* Two copies
must be filed with the local field office of the Immigration
and Naturalization Service in which the proceedings were
held and the third copy must be filed directly with the Board
of Immigration Appeals, Department of Justice, Washington,

Do C

Any questions which you may have will be answered by
the local immigration office nearest your residence*

Sincerely yours,

ASSISTANT CG\MSSl'OfaI

ENFORCEMENT.DIVISION

REGISTERED MAIL

Enclosures

ADJ-18
7-22-47

a-5967£02 wu



April 1?_. 1952

Board of Immigration Appeals
Department of Justice
Washington 25# D.C*

Clentlemen:
He i Shisho Hashiro# File Ho. A-5967502 W

Enclosed find Notioe of Appeal and Brief
for Appellant.

Duplicate original notices of appeal
and duplicate briefs have been forwarded
to the District Director, TJ.S* Immigration
and naturalization Service at Los Angeles.

Very truly yours#

Enos



April 17, 1952

District Director

U.S. Immigration and
Naturalization Service

458 South Spring Street

Los Angelee 13* California

Dear Sir:

He: Shlsho Nashiro, File No. A-5967502 W
Los Angeles (1610™-2038)

Enclosed find duplicate original Notloes
of Appeal and Briefs for Appellant.

A like notice and brief have been for-
warded to the Board of Immigration Appeals.

Very truly yours.

Encs.
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Mr* Shisho Nashiro
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mfom tm boabd or xmaomfion appeals

In the Matter- of

SEXSHG BASBXBO 1 mlet A-5967502
[ | | Angeles I1f10-2038)

roa [/ «Ms ™

iil On April A, 1952, the Assistant Commissioner, ;Adjudications
division, ordered that the Allen Shisho Nashiro, a$:native of Japan
and resident of Peru, be denied voluntary departure and he
deported on the charges stated in the warrant of arrest* On )3$y®
April S# 1952, he eent]counsel for the; alien a notice of that
decision; ,Add order*
K-*% Because the Peruvian Govemien* thus far hah not granted
the applicant authority/to return to Peru, in whichoountry he
had acdutred residence, his efforts to return there have not yet
provedlauoeesi Tln. oonsecjuenaet]h© did."not depart™. from the
United States,-~ OF the cause® and reasons connected with his
failure-._.to depart the Commissioner and- tlhie Board have actual |
knowledge and take administrative notice*
ille; Our amhassador ™o Peru "and our .StatedPep&rtmeht stilllmre
trying to piNivail upon thA/ IpUA&brifisi to rc-admlt <thnJg|
applicant and similarly situated members of the Peruvian-Japanese
group here "to Peru* J So long as.;..those, negotiations are.pending” «1
we Isuggest that neither a denial "of voluntary departure nor an _
order of deportation should issue against him or them, the alleu
1* anxious " “"return to™Peru to .his"with and® children* ,

For *tte” foregoing reasons- we urge that the denial ofi

voluntary departure and the order of deportation be set aside
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

ADDRESS REPLY TO SOARO 0f
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS IMMIGRATION APPEALS AND
REFER TO FILE NUMBER
WASHINGTON
A-5967502

July 10, 19%2 Nashiro

Wayne H* Collins, Esquire
Kills Tower

220 Bush Street

San Francisco, California

My dear Mr. Collins:

Reference is made to your interest in the above case.

For your information, there is enclosed herewith copy of the

decision and order of the Board of Immigration Appeals.

Sincerely yours,

Thos. G- Finucane
Chairman



JUL 9- 1952
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KElI UGHIMA
ATTORNEY AT LAW
124 Sooth San Pedro Street
Los Angeles 12, California
Room 208
MAdison 6-9746

July 30, 1952

Wayne F. Collins, Esq.

Attorney at Law

Mills Tower

220 Bush St,

San Francisco 4, Calif.

/ )

Re: /Mr. £Jjfiso Hashiro
aiJapanese from Peru

Bear Sir:

, _ MJ* Nashiro, a client o\yours, h”s asked me
to write_to ycu with_regard to hi”“oas”~hefore the
Immigration authorities.

~o&ay was “i1"ected letter to appear before
he immigration authorities, and was told that his appeal
for stay of deportation with the Board of Appeals was
decided adversely to him. As a consequence he was given
the opportunity of designating to which country he
chose to be involuntarily deported. Mr. Nashiro was
given one week so that 1 could correspond with you as
to what he should do in the matter. It appears that
r. Aashiro can choose one country; he would like to
? bbck t2?,,reru and family there but_it seems that”V
he Peruvian Government may not accept him. Then
ccording to the immigration laws he can be deport
Isewhere which would probably be Japan. Mr. Hashiro
does not have any desire to return to Japan: he would
like to stay here or else go back to Peru to his family.

- N 1 fA _ representing Mr. Nashiro iIn any way
other than to write this letter as he has had some
disagreement with your representative here.

Rashiro would like to know what can be done

in the future as to his case. He was advised that in
due time he would be deported and was given the enclosed
form to fill out. And unless he specified a country to

which he would like to be deported, he would be deported
according to law.

. adv*se as_J° Jis future cou[fe of action
py return mail, ~au may write to him personally or
ionCSrelOij office. His address_is Rex .Hotel Rm. 7,

4 N. Fair Oaks Ave., Pasadena, Calif. N *
ML

Yours trul



Wayne M, Collins
Attorney at Law
Mills Tower, 220 Bush Street
San Frano!s00 4# California

July 31# 1952

Kel Uchima, Esg*
Attorney at Law
124 South San Pedro Street
Los Angeles 12# California

Dear Hr* Cohima:

In res Mr. Shisho Maahiro

mOn April 17, 1952# 1 appealed to the Board of Immi-
gration Appeals on behalf of Mr* Kaehiro* | hare not
yet been notified of any decision from that Board*

I am returning herewith form 1-228 which 1® to be
signed by Hr* N&shlro after it Me been fTilled in with
his address and the date. Thereupon he should file it
with the 9»s9 Immigration Service at Los Angeles,

When 1 receive a notice from the Board of Immi-
gration Appeals of an adverse decision against him#
I shall request the District Director, ..pfR&SS, at Lo®
Angeles to delay his deportation until such time as the
Peruvian government acts upon the blanket requests I
have made to permit his re-entry and the re-entry of
similarly situated Peruviana to Peru,

Very truly yours,

Copy $ Mr, Shishe N&shiro

Tex Nakamura



/
Forja 16-Lid
Rev. 3-1-5L
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OP JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service
458 South Sprin0O Street
nos Angeles 13, California
REGISTERED MAIL 1610-1058
H?T* ESC* HEQ. Filo No

August 7, 195E
Date

Shlsho Hashiro
North Fair Oaks Ave*, Pox Hotel - Bjq. 7
Pasadena, Calif#

Lear Sirs

The deportation proceedings in your case nave resulted in the issuance
of an Order directing your deportation from the United States.

IT you so desire, yjpgjvttn, depart from the United States under the Order

of deportation, Siyq%il-ovm jJjixpense, provided arrangements are made with

this office within 15 days~from the date- you receive this letter, for
verification of y&ur ~dgpdrture. Advance notice of the port ted date of ££
your intended departure must be ~iven by telephoning Mutual idol, Extension

or by callinO in person at this office, and at that time an appointment will
be made for you to appear personally for the purpose of securing a letter of
identification to be presented at the office of thie Service located at the
proposed departure port.

You are again warned that under existing law you will be guilty of a felony
and upon conviction be liable to imprisonment for not more than two years

or a fine of not more than. vlwud, or botu, if you enter or attempt to enter
the United States after leaving this country undex* an Order of deportation,
unless you receive permission from the Attorney General to apply for admission
to the United States. Such permission may not be granted until at least one
year has elapsed after departure.

If we do not hear from you within the time specified above, the privilege
of arranging your own departure from the united States will be withdrawn
without further notice.

Very truly yours,

GCt Wayne M. Collins, Atty* at Law por District Director
££Q Bush St#, San Francisco 4#



mIims mi colline
Attorney at Law
Mills Tower» 220 Bush Street
San Francisco 4» California

August 11, 1952

Mr. Shisho Nashiro
124 North FalrOaks Ave., Rex Hotel-Rm.?

Pasadena, California

Dear Mr. Nashiro:

Inclosed find a copy of the latter 1
have forwarded to the District Director of
the IF.3. Imi gration and Naturalination
Service at Los Angeles « This
copy la-forWarAeir to you™ to keep
you informed from time to time of the progress
of your case and of your statu® in this
country.

Tory truly yours,



August 11, 1952

District Director

TJ.S, Immigration & Nat. Service,
45S South Spring Street

Los Angeles 13, Calif*

Dear Sirs

In rez Shisho Nashlro Ho. 1610**2038

The Peruvian Government has indicated that it is
to reconsider the issuance of re-entry credentials to
Peru for the Peruvian-Japanese who were brought to this
country during 1943 a'd 1944* Among the number of suoh
exiled persons is Shisho Hashiro, the alien above-named

I am enclosing herewith a copy of the letter of
Harold H. Tlttraan, our Ambassador to Peru, dated May 29
1952, which demonstrates that said matter 1is being
reconsidered by the Peruvian authorities. The original
of said letter was forwarded by me to the Commissioner
of Immigration, Washington, D, C,

In view of these circumstances | believe that you
should grant an extension of approximately six (6)
month’s time within which the said alien may depart.

Very truly yours
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Distrlot Director

U«S* limaigration & Hat# ServioO,
456 South Spring Street

Los Angeles 13, Calif,

Bear Siri
In re: Shisho Hashiro Ho* 1610-2036

The Peruvian Government has indicated that it is
to reconsider the issuance of re-entry credentials to
Peru for the Peruvian-Japanese who were brought to this
country during 1943 and 1944* Among the number of such
exiled parsons is Shisho Mashiro, the alien above-named*

X am enclosing herewith a copy of the letter of
Harold H® Tittman, our Ambassador to Peru, dated May 29,
1952, which demonstrates that said matter 1is being
reconsidered by the Peruvian authorities* The original
of said letter was forwarded by me to the Gommisaioner
of Immigration, Washington, D* C*

In view of these circumstances | believe that you
should grant an extension of approximately six (6)
month"s time within which the said alien may depart®

Very truly yours,
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KEI UGHIMA
ATTORNEY AT LAW
124 Sodth San Pedro Street
Los Angeles 12, California
Room 208

August 11, 1952

Wayne M. Collins, Esq.
Mills Tower, 220 Bush Street
San Francisco 4, Calif.

1619- 2038

Dear Sir:

As directed by you 1in your letter of July 31, 1952,
Mr. Nashiro has filed form 1-228 with the U. S. Immigration
Service iIn Los Angeles. Enclosed please find a copy of
form 1-228 .

Immediately thereafter Mr. Nashiro received form 16-210
of which a copy has been sent to you from the U.S, Immigration
Service; stating that Mr. Nashiro has 15 days in which to
arrange his own transportation if he so desires.

Mr. Nashiro has requested me to write to you concerning
the above developments, and to request that his deportation
be delayed until your request to the Peruvian Government
permitting his re-entry be acted upon.

Yours truly

Kei Uchima



Form 1-228 UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

Immigration and Naturalization Service
Los Angeles District

L os Angelesn California
Ptace : % f)
Date: August 6, 1952

File No«:

My name is Shisho Nashiro

ko * * M M M *
My address is Rex Hotel, Rra* 7# 181* N* Fair Oaks Avenue, Pasadena, California

I acknowledge that | have been notified that an order for my deportation
July 9, 1952 .
(date)

from the United States to vias entered on

the grounds than

Section 20 (a) of the Immigration Act of 1917, as amended by the Internal
Security Act of 1950, provides that the deportation of aliens shall be
directed to the country specified by the alien, if it is willing to accept
him into its territory; otherwise, such deportation will be directed by
the Attorney General to some other country*

Peru
Therefore, | specify as the country of my choice.

OFFIWm) (have not)
enter that country*
I understand that the Immigration and Naturalization Service will assist
me in applying for permission for entry into the country specified by me,

but if that country is not willing to permit my entry, I will be deported
pursuant to law*

(Signature)
(Witness)

(Title)
Immigration & Naturalization Service



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE

ESS YOUR REPLY TO LOS4/§8N éOEULTEl-{SSi%[NSASEFFESL NIA PLEASE REFER TO THIS FILE NUMBER

RICT DIRECTOR “
August 13, 1952 1610-2038 JP G

Wayne M. Collins, Attorney at Law
220 Bush Street
San Francisco 4, Calif.

Re:  SHISHO NASHIRO
Dear Sir:

Referring to ypur® ietrte-rof August 11, 1952 and attachment
forwarded therewith/”~you are advised \that deportation of the above
named alien, under the outstanding jbrfder and warrant in his case,
will be stayed tp October 15, 1952.

It is suggested that efforts to secure permission for entry
of this alien into\Peru be pressed to whatever extent possible and
we should like to be\"ept cup?£ntly informed as to progress made.
Unless progress can beShuWn”™ we will not be inclined to stay de-
portation beyond the date above specified.

Very truly yours,

FOR THE DISTRICT DIRECTOR

Shisho Nashiro

184 N = Fair 0aks Ave
Rex Hotel, Room 7
Pasadena, California



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE
458 SOUTH SPRING STREET
ADDRESS YOUR REPLY 10 LOS ANGELES 13, CALIFORNIA please refer to this file number
district director October 16, 1968 1610-8058 BP G

Wayne M = Collins, Atty. at Law
220 Bush St.
San Francisco 4, Calif.
Re: SHISHO NASHIRO
Dear Sir:

It is noted that the stay of deportation granting the subject
alien by our letter of August 1S, 1952 expired on October 15, 1952. No re-
quest for further stay of deportation has been received.

This office does not propose to approve a blanket stay of execu-
tion of the outstanding orders relating to Peruvian Japanese nor do we wish
to stay execution for an extended period of time. We wish to handle each
case individually and consider requests for stay of deportation or extension
of time for voluntary departure on that basis. Such requests should be made
prior to expiration of any stay of execution previously granted and should
include a report as to progress being made in the matter of securing permission
for reentry into Peru.

Please promptly advise whether you propose to request a further
stay of deportation in the case of the subject alien.

Very truly yours,

"OR THE ACTING DISTRICT DIRECTOR



October 17, 1952

District Director

Immigration and naturalization Service
N58 South Spring Street

Los Angeles 138 California.

Attn? Mr* J. W, Melson
Dear Sirs
He: Shlsho Hashiro - File 1610-2038 BP G

The Peruvian Government has not made a final deter-
mination as to whether or not it will permit the re-entry
of Shlsho Hashiro to his home iIn Peru. Our Ambassador
to Peru has made overtures to the Peruvian Foreign
Minister with a view to obtaining Peruvian authorization
for the return of Shlsho Hashiro and the other Peruvian
Japanese who are still within the United States®

Until such time as our Ambassador either directly
or through the State Department communicates the final
decision of the Peruvian Foreign Minister on the
question, 1t will not be known whether he will be
readmitted to Peru or not® In consequence, until
such time as our Ambassador or the State Department
communicates such a final decision, it Is requested
that the deportation of Shlsho Hashiro and similarly
situated Peruvian-Japanese be stayed.

Very truly yours,
>>F ]
P.S* The reason Mr® Collins -

did not apply sooner was
because of illness.



UNITED STATES DEPABTMENT-OINSTICE
IMMIGRATION ANO~NATURALIZATION SERVICE
458 SOUTH SPRING STREET N ) P

Iyligi*!SYOJ* L0S ANGELES 13, CALIFORNIA PLEASE REFER TO THIS FILE NUMBER

TRICT DI 1610-2038 BP G

REGISTERED MAIL
RET. REC. REQ.

Wayne M. Collins, Attorney at Law
220 Bush Street
San Francisco 4, Calif.

Re: SHISHO NASHIRO
Dear Sir:

Referring to your letter of October 17, 1952, you are
hereby informed that deportation of the above named alien from the
United States under the outstanding order and warrant in his case
will be stayed to January 22, 1953.

the event a further stay of deportation is
ten request for same should be made
the above date and should be suppo
ss being made in securing permissi
aliens similarly situated to enter P

Very truly yours,

TOR THE DISTRICT DIRECTOR



November 12* 1952

D, S, Immigration and
Naturalisation Service

458 South Spring Street

¢0s Angeles 13* California

CantlOmen:
In e Shlsho Nashiro* 16X0-2038 BF O

X am enclosing herewith a copy of the letter of
May 29* 1952 of our Ambassador to Peru at Lima concerning
thé prospect of the alien above-named being authorised
to return to his home in that country*

The Peruvian Government has not yet made a final
determination as to whether or not i1t will permit his
re-entry to Peru* Our Ambassador to Peru has made and
continues to make overtures to the Peruvian Foreign
Minister with a view to obtaining Peruvian authorization
for the return of the alien and similarly situated
Peruvian-Japanese who are still within the United States.

Until such time as our Ambassador either directly
or through the State Department communicates the final
decision of the Peruvian Foreign Minister on the question
it will not be known whether he will be readmitted or not.

In consequence* until such time as our Ambassador
or the State Department communicates such a final decision
It Is requested that the deportation of the alien above
named be stayed for a reasonable period of time at least»

Very truly yours*



SMP/co
TH1 FOREIGN SBWIGS

OF m
UNITED STA OF AMERICA

Address Official Communications to

American Embassy
Lima, May 29» 1952

Mr. Wayne M. Collins» Attorney at Law
Mills Tower» 220 Bush Street
San Francisco 4» California

Bear Mr* Collins:

I wish to acknowledge receipt of your letter of May 19»
1952» referring once more to the return to Peru of a number
of Peruvian-Japanese who were deported to the United States
in 1943 and 1944.

Correspondence continued between this Embassy and the
Peruvian Ministry of Foreign Affairs on the subject» but
there has so far been no official change in the Peruvian
position. When the matter was taken up orally with the
Foreign Ministry this week, however, there was some indication
that i1t intended to restudy the problem and to formulate a
set of conditions under which certain Peruvlan-Japanose
would be enabled to obtain an entry permit. That indicates
possible progress towards a solution of; the problem.

Please be assured that the Embassy will continue to
devote attention to this matter and will bear in mind the
information contained in your letter.

Sincerely yours,

/s/ Harold H. Tlttmana



ntfvwtts H oouzm fjgftf
Attorney at

Mills Tower, 220 Bash Street

San fraaoiseo 4, California

November 14> 1952

Mr. Shisho Nashiro
124 North Fair-Oaks Avq ., Rex Hotel-Rm. 7
Pasadena, California

Dear Mr. Nashiro;

Enclosed find copy of appliootloa for extension
of tin# X have requested of the Immigration Service.

This 1s for your files*

X would thank you to inform me by latter immediately
as to what steps, i1f shy, you have taken to ascertain
whether the Peruvian Government will permit you to
return to Peru. That is to say, have you had any of
your relatives or friends la Peru request the Peruvian
Foreign Minister to authorise your return? Move you
requested a Peruvian consul or other Peruvian official .m
to authorise your return? Have you applied to a
Peruvian consul for any documents such as | visa to
enable you to return to Peru?

If you of any of your friends here or in Peru have
made such written requests to any Peruvian officer in
Peru or to a Peruvian consul -a-to the Peruvian Ambassador
here, X would thank you to let me know the date®© you
made such requests and the answers you have received
thereto. Xf you have a carbon dopy of any letters that
you sent making such requests and any answers thereto,
X would thank you to forward them to me forthwith so
that X can make copies thereof and present them to the
Immigration authorities. Please send your reply to me
immediately in the envelope which Is enclosed.

,\ moyv" /5 m "m" Very lamly yours,



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE

458 SOUTH SPRING STREET PLEASE REFER TO THIS FILE NUMBER
Firese. your, Feply- 1o, LOS ANGELES 13, CALIFORNIA
REGISTERED MAIL November 19, 1952 1610-2058 BP G

RET.

CGs

REC. REQ.

Wayne M. Collins, Atty. at Law
220 Bush St.
San Francisco 4, Calif.
Res SHISHO NASHIRG

Dear Sirs

Referring to your letter of November 12, 1952, you are
hereby informed that deportation of the above named alien from the United
States under the outstanding order and warrant in his case will be stayed

to March 1, 1955.

In the event a further stay of deportation in this case is
desired, a request for same should be made approximately 10 days prior to
the above date and should be supported by a statement of the progress being
made in securing permission for this alien to enter Peru.

Very truly yours,

VFOR THE ACTING DISTRICT DIRECTOR

Shisho Nashiro

184 N « Fair Oaks Ave.
Rex Hotel, Room 7
Pasadena, Calif.



8T

KElI UGHIMA
ATTORNEY AT LAW
124 Sooth San Pedro Street
Los Angeles 12, California
Room 208

November 19, 1952

Mr. Wayne M. Collins
Attorney at Law

Mills Tower, 220 Bush St
San Francisco 4, Calif.

Dear Sir: Be : Shisho Nashiro
1610-2038 STG

Your communication of November 14, 1952, was

received by Mr. Nashiro. You have asked whether or not he
has taken steps by himself or by his friends or relatives in
Peru regarding reentry to Peru. Mr. Nashiro has asked me

to write the following:

I have had nothing done in my behalf outside of yrmm»
nowledge, but about 4 or 5 years ago my family made an
pplication to the Peruvian State Department. 1 believe,—-
~ut | have no copy and to my knowledge there has been no answer.

Locally I have not applied for a visa at the Peruvian Consul
in Los Angeles, California.

With regard to my extension of stay here, |1 would like
your advice regarding the following.

Will it help my cause i1f 1 applied at the Los Ange]
office of the Peruvian Consul for a visa to reenter Peru oi
my own expense? IT there 1s no harm, 1 would like to try
get a visa from the Peruvian Consul to return to Peru.

Please advise me as soon as possible. Also, 1 would
like to ask you whether or not i1t would help i1If you can get
in touch with the Peruvian Ambassador in Washington, D.C., to
inquire into my hardship case.

One further question: Do you think that 1t will hel
my case, if 1 had my friends and family to request the Peruvig
Foreign Minister or Consul to admit me to Peru?

Please advise me and thank you very much for your
continued efforts on my behalf.

Youra t.mlv

Kei Uchima



November 25, 1952

Mr. Shisho Nashiro
184 Ho Fair Oaks Ave.
Hex Hotel, Room 7
Pasadena, Calif*

Dear Mr* Nashiro:

On Nov* 17» 1952, 1in response to my
request, the District Director of the U,8
Immigration Servioe at Los Angeles exten®
your time to depart to Feb, 15, 1953*

Very truly yours,



January 9, 1953

Mr. Shlsho Nashiro .
18k H, Fair Oaks Ave,

Hex Hotel# Room 7

Fasadona, Callf.

Dear Mr. Ifashiroi

Inasmuch as you still are anxious to return
to Peru and be re-united with your family I
suggest that you apply to the Peruvian Consul
for a visa to return, If he refuses to issue
one to you | believe you than might make a request
of the Peruvian Ambassador in Washington# B*G.

It 1a my belief that your relatives and
friends in Peru could be of more help to you if
you would have them apply to the Minister of
Foreign Affairs at Lima,

I suggest# therefore, that you take the
above steps so soon as possible, Xou should save
copies of the letters you send or applications
you' make for permission to re-enter Peru and
also save the answering letters you receive and
send copies of youlTyett” ~
you receive to me so soon as possible to"help
i© In connection with your case.

Our Ambassador to Peru still is trying to
get the Peruvian Government to agree to your
return.

Very truly yours,



KEl UGHIMA
ATTORNEY AT LAW
124 Sooth San Pedro Street
Los Anoei.es 12, California
Room 208
MAdison 6-9746

January 24, 1953

Mr . Wayne M. Collins
Attorney at Lav?

Mills Tower, 220 Bush Street
San Francisco 4, Calif.

Dear (>Ir; Be : Shisho Nashiro
Peruvian Japanese

I_am writing on behalf of Mr. Nashiro who is desirous
of returning to Peru.

sYyour letter of Jan. 9, 1953 address d to Mr. I1Jashiro

suggesting that Mr. Nashiro apply with the Peruvian Consul
in Los Angelas for a visa to return to Peru has been received
by Mr. Nashiro.

On January 23, 1953, Mr. Nashiro went to see the Consul

of Peru in Los Angeles.  According to the Consul, he is unable
to Issue a visa without authorization from the home government
m Peru. He advised Mr. Nashiro to have his family or

relatives geu”™in touch with, the Immigration authorities under
the foreign Minister at Lima, Peru, to obtain such authorization.
As you suggest in your letter, i1t seems that it would be best
for Mr. Nashiro to have his friends in Peru see the Immigration
authorities. The Consul stated that i1f he has a letter or wire
from the home government then if Mr. Nashiro would present his
passport something could be done.

. Mr .“Nashiro has written to his family to have them help
him by getting in touch with the authorities in Peru. He will
send you a C%Py of any application or letter from the authorities
when received.

Enclosed is a copy of the letter sent by Mr. Nashiro to
the Peruvian Ambassador in Washington, D. C. Mr. Nashiro feels
that any attempt on his part to return to Peru may help his case.

ours truly,

) Nei Uchima
P I ease note - LKL ¢ KMIL LVy W-LJ-W

address is:
alt T&" E
/1 Ao Te/- JCOOM /P



Shisho Mashiro

124 N. Fair Oaks Ave.
Marine Hotel, Hoom 10
Pasadena, California

Ambassador from Peru
Washington, D.C*

Dear Sir: Re: Visa to re-enter Peru

I am writing this letter to you to see i1t something
can be done about my case by your office* In 1943
I was among the group of Japanese residing in Peru who
were sent to the United States from Peru and interned at
Santa Fef New Mexico.

In 1946 1 was released and since then have been

working. As i1t has been almost 10 years since |1 left
Peru and my family 1 am anxious to return. According to
the Peruvian Consul, 1 cannot get a visa unless there

is authorization from the home government in Peru.

Please advise me as to the proper steps to take

in order to obtain a visa to enter Peru. My family and
relatives are all in Peru and 1 have four children born
in Peru. It 1s with the hope that we can be reunited after

some 10 years separation that 1 am making this request e

Your consideration of this matter as soon as
possible will be greatly appreciated.

Yours truly,

Shisho Nashiro



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE
SS your REPLY to LOS4/2?\‘ (S;OEULTESST;INSASEFFEOEEN IA PLEASE REFER TO THIS FILE NUMBER

rJCt director
March 6, 1953 1610-2038 BP G

Wayne M. Collins, Atty. at Law
220 Bush Street
San Francisco, Calif.
Re: SHISHO NASHIRO
Dear Sir:

Under date of November 19, 1952 we informed you that de-
portation of the subject alien from the United States would be stayed
to March 1, 1953. We have received no request for further stay. In
tile event you wish us to consider holding execution of the order in
this case in abeyance for a further period of time, your request should
be submitted promptly unless it has already been mailed prior to receipt
of this letter.

Very truly yours,

FOR THE DISTRICT DIRECTOR



March 7, 1953

Immigration and Naturalization Service
h$8 South Spring Street
Los Angeles 13f California

Attn: Mr* J. ¥ Nelson

Dear Sir:

He: Shisho Nashlro 1610-2038 BP o f

A request Is hereby made for an extension
of 90 days within which the alien above-named
may depart from the United States iIn accordance
with your order heretofore issued. Our State
Department is still attempting to obtain the
consent of the Peruvian Government to hie
return to Peru* A copy of the letter of S?
Feb* 18, 1953» from the State Department which 1

*"Is enclose3>demonstrates that our government
still attempting to secure authority for
his repatriation*

Very truly yours



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE
address your reply to 4S8 SOUTH SPRING STREET PLEASE REFER TO THIS FILE NUMBER
district director LOS ANGELES 13, CALIFORNIA
REGISTERED MAIL March 11, 1955 1610-2058 BP G
RET, REC. REQ.

Wayne M. Collins, Atty. at Law
220 Bush st*
San Francisco 4, Calif*
Re: SHISHO NASHIRO
Dear S ir:

Referring to your letter of March 7, 1955, you are hereby informed
that deportation of the above named alien from the United States under the out-
standing”™o"rdbr ~and warrant~iiTliis case will be stayed to June 1, 1955.

In the event a further stay of deportation is desired a request for
same should be made approximately 10 days prior to the above date.

Very truly yours,

e/for the district director
Shisho N ashiro
184 N . Fair Oaks Ave.
Rex Hotel, Room 7
Pasadena. Calif.



March 13, 1953

Mr* Shisho Nashiro
2310 Cotner Avenue
West Los Angeles 64, Calif*

Dear Mr. Nashiro;

My request for a postponement of your
voluntary departure has been granted by the
District Director of the Immigration Service
at Los Angeles to June 10, 1953#

In due course 1 shall ask for a reopening
of your case to renew your request for a
suspension of deportation.

Very truly yours,



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE
4l§§ §QL“|T| §PRIN@ STREET PLEASE REFER TO THIS FILE NUMBER
LOS ANGELES 13. CALIFORNIA

June 5, 1953 1610-2038 BP G

Wayne M. Collins, Atty. at Law
220 Lush St.

San Francisco 4, Calif.

He: SHISHO NASHIRO

Dear Sir:

On March 11, 1953 we informed you that deportation of the subject
alien would be stayed to June 1, 1953. No request for an additional
stay has been received. Please give this matter your prompt attention.

Very truly yours,

FOR THE DISTRICT DIRECTOR



June 9* 1953

Immigration and Naturalization Service
k$8 South Spring Street
Los Angeles 13* California

Attn; Mr. J. W. Nelson

Dear Sir:
He; Shisho Nashiro 1610-2038 BP G

A request is hereby made for an extension
of 90 days within which the alien above-named
may depart from the United States in accordance
with your order heretofore issued. Our State
Department is still attempting to obtain the
consent of the Peruvian Government to his
return to Peru, A copy of the letter of
Feb. 18, 1953s from the State Department which
I sent to you on March*3* 1953» demonstrates
that our government is still attempting to
secure authority for his repatriation.

Very tpuly yours,



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE
Pi%ﬁ% 458 SOUTH SPRING STREET
~ 'OUX reply to LOS ANGELES 13. CALIFORNIA PLEASE REFER TO THIS FILE NUMBER
Y zctor :
June 15, 1955 1610-2058 BP G

Wayne M. Collins, Atty. at Law
220 Bush Street

SanS*aneisco 4, Calif.

Re: SHISHO NASHIRO
Dear Sir:

Referring to your letter of June 9, 1955 you are informed that

deportation of the subject alien from the United States will be further
stayed to September 1, 1955.

Very truly yours,

FOR THE DISTRICT DIRECTOR
CC: Shisho Nashiro

184 N . Fair Oaks Ave.
Rex Hotel, Rm 7
Pasadena, Calif.



July 30, 1953

Mr. Shisho Nashiro
2310 Cotner Avenue
West Los Angeles, .Calif".

Dear Mr. Nashiro;

Enclosed find a copy of the motion to reopen
and for reconsideration of your case which: 1 have
forwarded to the Board of immigration Appeals*

It 1s my expectation that the Board will
reconsider your case and probably order that you
be given a suspension of deportation. |If the
Board and also Congress finally grant you a
suspension of deportation you will be given a
permanent resident status iIn the United States.

Very truly yours,



July 29, 1953

District Director

U. S . I--"IffImigratiom™Service m
45# South Spring Street
Los Angeles 13» California

:Dear Sir: 1]

In re: Shisho Nashiro
File No. A-5967502, §||| 1(1610-2034)

Enclosed find triplicate originals of "Motion
To Reopen And For Reconsideration Of Cause And For
Stay Of Deportation Pending Determination Of Cause
On Its Merits” in the above-entitled matter which
I would thank you to forward to the Board of Immi-
gration- Appeals*

My check in the sum of $5.00 covering the
necessary:; filihg fee also mis enclosed

Very truly yours,
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10 SSMISMO NASMXRO “mv " "m mm)  A-5907502

11 mRespondent. i 1. A. (1610-203%)

12 jJitAj"l1l1 _Jd

13

14 MOT 101l TO REOPEN AND FOE RECONSIDERATION OF CAUSE n
15 AND FOR STAY OF DEEXS;@T;gngENaég?TgETERMINATION OP
16

17

18 Shis&o Nashlro, the respondent above-namedy moves and

19 requests that the above-entitled cause be reopened and that the
20 order of this Board dated duly 9, 1952,1dismissing his appeal

21  fee set aside and that his application for suspension of deporta-
22 tion heretofore made in the cause, under the provision® of

23 Title B USCA, See. 155 (c), be reconsidered and be granted and
24

that, pendlag | final determination on the merits of these

25  motions and on his application for suspension of deportation, a

26 stay of deportation be granted hi®.
27 The respondent is a 60 year old Japanese national who was
28

admitted to Peru for permanent resident purposes* lie wife Is a
29 resident of Peru. He is the father of four (4) children, who

30  are citizens and residents of Peru.

31 He was brought involuntarily to the United States, along

32 with other like Japanese male heads of Peruvian-Japanese families,
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on February 6, 1943, and Interned under the provision© of the
Alien fgrefly Act. At the time of .his entry he possessed neither
a visa* passport nor travel document© in the nature thereof*

On August 16, 1946, he was released from the provisions of said
Alien Enemy Act»Wwi/m0 < :

This Board oh May 26, 1950,ordered his cause reopened for thel
reception of.an application for suspension of deportation under
the provisions of Title $ U8CA, Sec* 155(c)* On January 29,

1951, the hearing- officer recommended that ¢is application for,
suspension of deportation be-denied and‘that he be deported*- on !
mApril 23, 1951* the Assistant Comqjﬁsioner, Adjudications Division{
ordered that his application for suspension of deportation be
denied, but that he be.granted, voluntary departure and this Board. 1
dismissed hi© appeal therefrom on June 3, 1951* The said adverse
decisions rested chiefly on the grounds that he was an alien
ineligible to citizenship, without fﬂﬂiﬁ¥|ﬁi3ﬂ Rfrgu?ﬂglthat 11\‘{
he had not]resided in the United States for the seven year

period prescribed by the statute because | portion of the time

of his residence here had.been spent as an. internee and that,,

In consequence, such period did not apply iIn partial satisfaction
of the residential requiramentief said statuteM,; Thereafter, on
April 4, 1952, the Assistant Commissioner, Adjudications Division,
ordered him deported for failing to depart,.! Thereafter, this

Board, by its order S <«July 9, 1952, dismissed his appeal from

the adverse decision against him, apparently for like reasons as
above ._stated*

The Peruvian Government to date has refused to permit the
respondent to re-enter Peru and there be joined with his family,
nevertheless, our State Department continues it© efforts to
prevail upon the Peruvian Foreign Minister to authorise his
repatriation and that of similarly situated members of the

Peruvian-Japanese group. See copy of letter from the State
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Department dated February 18, 1953, attached hereto*

the respondent Is a person of good moral character and now
has resided in the United States for a period iIn excess of ten
{10} years* Prior to being brought to the United States he had
resided In Peru from the time he was a young man* He has not
resided in Japan for over 20 years*

The respondent presently resides at 2310 Cotner Avenue,
West Los Angeles, GulLiornis. and gainfully employed»

By reason of the provisions of Sec* 311 gg||the Immigration
and Nationality Act of 1952 the respondent no longer 1is
ineligible to citizenship* By reason of the want of family ties
in this country he i1s not eligible to Yeceive-h;.,,honquota &/,
Immigrant status .and hence a visa to. enter the .United 3tates
as nonquota Immigrant«". The Peruvian Government has refused to
authorize his repatriation to Peru*

Since the denial of his appeal by this Board on July 9,
1952, 1t appears to have become the policy of this Board, fol-
lowing the policy determination by the Acting Attorney General,
that aliens in like predicament and circumstances as the
respondent should be granted a suspension of deportation because
deportation would work undue hardship upon them* See for example,
the decision of this Board dated July 6, 1952, iIn the case of
Yko N&kam&tsu, et fam», Files (**5967513 and A-6153120 to
,**6153135, and that of May 27, 1953» 1» re Chika Yamasaki,
$-5977644 (Chicago 0900/56013)*

¥e believe, therefore, that the respondent should be
granted a suspension of deportation under the provisions of
Title 8 USCA, Sec. 155(c), or under the ¢provisions of:S«e= 24418}
of the Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952»

=In.."Conclusion, we.urgefr (1] "that the saidjjcauie be ¢reopenedf
and be reconsidered on the merits of his application for a

suspension of deportation under the provisions of said statute®!
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i2) that said order of this Board of July 9, 1952» denying his
application for suspension and dismissing his appeal be set aside
and that the order for his deportation be set aside and (3) that
upon reconsideration of the cause his said application for
suspension of deportation be granted* In addition» in the
meantime and until a final decision he had herein on the merits
of these motions and upon respondent fs application for suspension
of deportation» herein renewed» that an order issue, directed
to the District Director of the D«S* Immigration and Maturaliza«
tion Service at Los Angeles, staying his deportation*

(For the reason that these motions raise pure questions
of law rather than facts which already have been decided In
this and similar Peruvian«Japanese cases the motions are not
supported by affidavit*)

Respectfully submitted»

Wayne M. Collins
Mills tower
220 Bush.,Street ,

San'"'Francisco 4# Calif*
Oariieid,l-121£™"

Attomey,, for _Respondent*

4*
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|»1 ",F :\"A~LEa~"~af Washington MHIWEEmMP

Faferuary 10» 1953

My dear Mrl

t"fc- 1 refer to your letter efSjiinuary 12» 1953, to the
Commissioner of Immigration concerning the Peruvian "~«f|-]® 0
.Japanese i1n-the United States and your hope that-: the
ePeruvian®Government mightybe induced io accept™'the
return of these former Japanese residents through
diplomatic approaches between Japan and-Peru» The "H$
Commissioner has referred your letter to the Department
of State*

| 1 appreciate]your interest in the Mattér|é”: the
former Japanese residents Of Peru who have been living in
the United States since 1943 and 1944~ Let me assure you
of the sympathetic concern of the Department of State
toward these unfortunate persons and of our continuing efforts
tO persuade the Peruvian Government to accept their return*

. Iim Sincerely yours,

13/ Robert J* C* McClurkin
Acting Director
Office of Northeast Asian Affairs

Mr* Wayne M. Collins
Attorney at Law,

Mills-fewer, 220" Bush-Street
San Francisco 4, California.



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE
458 SOUTH SPRING STREET
PLEASE REFER TO THIS FILE NUMBER
LOS ANGELES 13, CALIFORNIA

August 18, 1953 A-5 967 502 BP G

Wayne M . Collins, Atty* at Law
220Bush st*
San Francisco 4, Calif.
Ee: SHISHO NASHIRO
Dear Sir:

Your motion to reopen and reconsider the above case has been forwarded
to the Board of immigration Appeals* Execution of the outstanding order in
this case will be held in abeyance pending decision on the motion.

Very truly yours,

cC5 Shisho Nashiro
184 N e F air 0 aks Ave.
Rex Hotel, Em. 7
Pasadena, Calif.



March 17, 1954

Mr* Shisho Nashlro
124 My Pair Oaks Avenue
Pasadena, California

Dear Mr* Nashlroj

The Board of Immigration Appeals has
approved your application for suspension of
deportation.

In consequence, If Congress likewise
approves the suspension you will be given
permanent residence status in this country.
In due course of time the Immigration Service
will inform you whether or not Congress grant
your suspension*

Very truly yours,



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
ADDRESS REPLY TO WARD Of

BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS IMMIGRATION APPEALS AND
REFER TO FILE NUMBER
WASHINGTON R
A-5967502
Nashiro

March 11, 1952

Wayne M. Collins, Esquire
Mills Tower

220 lush Street

San Francisco, California

Reference is made to your interest in the above case”®
For your information, there is enclosed herewith copy of

decision and order of the Board of Immigration Appeals.

Sincerely yours,

Thos. Gr Finucane
Chairman
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April 7, 1954

Mr. Shlsho Nashiro
184 N. Pair Oaks Ave.

Hex Hotel, Room 7
Pasadena, California

Dear Mr. Nashirol

The District Director*™ office of the
U.S. Immigration and Naturalization Service
at Los Angeles has approved your application
for suspension of deportation.

In consequence, i1f Congress likewise approves
the suspension you will be given permanent residence
status in this country. In due course of time the
Immigration Service will Inform you whether or
not Congress grants your suspension.

Very truly yours,
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalisation Service
Ui?8 South Spring Street
Los Angeles 13, California

Date: March 26, 195"
File Number: A5 97 5P IB

Mr* Shisho Bashir*
18~ B* Failr oaks Arc*

Bax Hotel, Hook ?

Pasadena, Calif*
Dear Sirs

Deportation has been suspended in your case, which action

will be reported to Congress pursuant lo Suction 19(c) (@)

of the Immigration Act of February $, 1917, as amended,

The cmtttaniding order and warrant of deportation are withdrawn«
IT during the session of the Congress at which your case is
reported, or prior to the close of the session of the Congress
next following the session at which this case is reported, the
Congress passes a Concurrent Resolution stating in substance
that it favors the suspension of such deportation, you will be
so notified .Later and will at that time be requested to submit
the fee required for creation of a record of lawful entry.

Very truly yours,

SB& For the District Director

Copy to Bayne M* Collins, Attorney at low, 220 Bash St,
1?01 Mills ~ower. Son Francisco OaUf.
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UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service
h$8 South Spring Street
Eoa Angeles 13fF california

Date? April 22, 1955
Mr* Shiaho Nashiro File Number: A5 96?7 502
*T. Pa.it* Oaks Ave
Ber Betel, Room 7/ *R #] CH-92 - 3

Pasadena, California

Dear Siri

This is to inform you that a Concurrent Resolution has
been passed by Congress upon the Order approved by the
Attorney General, suspending deportation in your case,

A record of your lawful entry for permanent residence may
therefore be created by this Service, conditioned upon
payment of the required $18,00 feeT The fee should be sub-
mitted by you to this office at the address shown above;

in the form of a U, S, Postal Money Order payable to the
Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalization, Los Angeles,
California. -

As it is to your interest that your case be concluded with-
out unnecessary delay, you should submit the fee to this
office within ten days of this notification, IT for any
reason you are unable to submit the fee within the time
specified, please so inform this office immediately, giving
the reasons therefor.

Very truly yours

PLEASE RETURN THIS NOTICE WITH YOUR REMITTANCE

CCi Wayne M. Collins, Attorney-*t-law, 220 Bush St., /
1701 Mills Tower, San Francisco h, California hy

B



April 26, 1955

Mr. Shisho Nashiro

184 N. Pair Oaks Avenue
Box Hotel, Room 7
Pasadena, California

Dear Mr. Nashiro:

Hour application for suspension of deportation has been sp~
proved by Congress* therefore you are entitled to the status of
an alien who has permanent residence status in the United states*

However, it 1s necessary for you Immediately to send to the
District Director of the Immigration and Naturalisation Service,
43d South Spring Street, Dos Angeles 13, California, along with
its letter to you of April 22, 1955, the sum of $18*00 to create
a record of your permanent residence* the remittance In the sum
of $18*00 should be in the form of a U*S* Postal Money Order made
Bayable to the Commissioner of Immigration and Naturalisation,

os Angeles, California*

As soon as you have sent the $18*00 to the District Director
of the U*S* Immigration and Naturalisation ¢Service, kindly send
me a post card or letter informing me that you have paid It*

after you have paid that sum to the Immigration Service,
that office will issue to you in a month or two your permanent
Alien.Hjgistratlogi Card* you salt not go to a foreign country,
whether i1t be Canada, Mexico, Cuba, Japan or any other foreign
country, unless you first obtain from the Immigration Service,
Upon an application being made therefor, a re-entry permit* |IFf
you do leave the II’S* at any time without Ffirst obtaining.lsuch a
re-entry permit you will be denied the right to enter the C.S#
because you will then become an alien who has lost permanent
residence status*

Nhen your permanent Allen Registration Card is issued to
you by the 0*8* Xmmlgratlon and Naturallnation Service, you will
become eligible for naturalisation as a United States cltlsen*
therefore, when that card Issues to you, you should go to the
Immigration Service office nearest you and apply to become a
naturalised C*s* cltlsen as soon as possible*

Very truly yours,



Attorney at Law
Mills Tower, 220 Bush Street
San Francisco L], California

Dear Mr. Collins:

This is to inform you that | have submitted
my $18.00 to the Immigration and Naturalization
Service and wish td thank you for your services you
have rendered me.

Sincerely yours,



