


BIFORE THE BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS

BEFORE THE COMMISSIONER OF IMMIGRATION

In the Matter of

o/ o/

APPLICATION TO REOPEN CAUSE FOR A SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION

ifYoAfit i it hereby requests

that the deportation proceeding heretofore instituted against hit&

be reopened for the purpose of enabling [IIHll to apply for a sus-
pension of deportation under the provisions of Title 8 USCA, Sec. 115
(c) effective as at July 1, 1978, (Public Law No. 863), on the ground
that It# is and has been, for a period of time in excess of five
years, a person of good moral character and that &# 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 eligibility to apply for and to receive the benefits
afforded, by the provisions of Title 8 USCA, Sec. 155 (c), and régula
tions thereunder and for the grant of said application for suspension

of deportation*

1701 «Mills ¢Power
San Francisco 4, Calif

Attorney for Applicant



AFFIDAVIT OF MERITS
STATE OF CALIFORNIA, )
) Ss*

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO* )

J

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

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

tion na&ei; that he is infomed 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 deportation proceeding reopened to enable "
to apply for a suspension of deportation under the provisions of Title
8 USCA, Sec* 155 (c), by reason thereof, and is read® willing and able
to submit at such reopened, hearing oral and documentary evidence dem-

onstrating said eligibility to apply for and to be granted such

suspension of deportation.

San Francisco k, Calif.

Attorney for Applicant,

Subscribed and sworn to before me
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APPLICATION TO REOPEN CAUSE FOR A SUSPENSION OF DEPORTATION

— -LJX'/Jto 1H1GA : hereby requests

that the deportation proceeding heretofore instituted against ~

be reopened for the purpose of enabling to apply for a sus-
pension of deportation under the provisions of Title 8 USCA, Sec. 115
(c) effective as at July 1, 1978, (public Law No. 863); on the ground
that™rfl is and has been, for a period of time in excess of Ffive
years, a person of good moral character and that 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 eligibility to apply for and. to receive the benefits
afforded by the provisions of Title 8 USCA, Sec. 155 (c), and régula*l
tiona thereunder and. for the grant of said application for suspension

of deportation*

San Francisco k, Calif.

Attorney for Applicant



AFFIDAVIT OF MERITS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

CITY AND OOUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO. )

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

duly sworn, deposes and says: that he is the attorney for .

MAB/JCO BTUCIA , the applicant in the foregoing applica-
tion named!; 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 scr residing on July 1, 198, when Title
8, USCA, Sec. 155 (c), as amended, became effective; that applicant
desires to have 1i? deportation proceeding reopened to enable fogy
to apply for a suspension of deportation under the provisions of Title
8 USCA, Sec. 155 (c), by reason thereof, and. is reads willing and able
to submit at such reopened hearing oral and documentary evidence dem-

onstrating fo&F said eligibility to apply for and to be granted, such

suspension of deportation.

San Francisco Calif.

Attorney for Applicant.

Subscribed and sworn to before me

dav of Apuli - 19*11.

Shifornia.



WAYNE M. COLLINS
ATTORNEY AT LAW
1701 MILLS TOWER

San Francisco 4, Calif.

GARFIELD 1-121B

Wayne 1« Collins

Mill« Tower*

Ras,” Hffand wco 4| Calif$
Garfield 1~12XS
Attorney for Appellants
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In the Mattor ofi
foshisaaa Shiga File A6 XOl #Ae; L*A. 1600*4™M455
and
Mesake Takahashi Shiga
Mo wife* Fila A6 1él 49?T la* 1600-44456
{Consoliaat«0 Cases$

MppoHants

BR18F O» AFFEAL

These two causes heretofore worn reopened by order of this
Board on June 2* 1952* for the purpose of enabling the appellants
abovo™namod to apply for suspensions of deportation under the
provisions of Title # tISCA* Sec. 155(c)*

The appellant Tosblsada Shiga* age 4% years* and his wife*
the appellant JCasako T&kahaehl Shiga™* ag# 35,years, are natives
and nationals of Japan* who lawfully had been admitted to Peru
where they acquired a permanent residence=*

Th# husband wam i1sland in fern by local authorities iIn

4 and was delivered over to JP§$ .military authorities and
brought to this country on March 21* 1944# entering at Mew Orlean»!
La. He was interned here until August Id* 194&* when he was
released from the provisions of the Allen Enemy Act* Mis wife
likewise was brought to this country on March 21* 1944» %together

with their foster children* Shirauko Xwsueoto# nee Suamatsn#



10
11
12
13
14
15

16

18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
26
27
28
29
30
31

32

ANS
AW

ER
CALIF

filé Ae elé 503* 1600~4€45é* TorufcO Sakoi,” a«# Suwatsu,
Filé aé élé 502, L.A* 1600-4é45éf ani Mosayo&feA Suwat sa,

riic aé élé 501* 1*A* 1600~4é45¢é, «a *guasta* OF OGur Osarmi
10 uaé«ri8® KOIlunt&ry ilioruuwb™P fi© fik aofc t# b# soparatad iTom
Toshlwéa Sbig«, té« NMd 0f %M faiaily* £&6b ©f tham hac
rasliai bar« Oontiauously «v«r sia®«* All &ra «ad found
t© be porsona ©f good aorai eborootor* Saab ©Of »alé Obiliro»

il a nativa and alti«<*» 0f farti* -

To tata tha Poruvtaa OovomBont ha« miuomu to graat «ach
OF téo appallaaté and thoir «ali fbotor ohildra®© tha right to
rotura to Peru aiaply béoamso of thoir («panasi® Uaooge« Our
Stata CaiPNartmaitt* ©Our tobnoondor to Porti and touasol far
appoHauti itili Ottdoovw tO parsu&d« tho Foravi#® authorltloo
10 «ntborlso tbolr ropatrlatlon to thslr boato in Poni bui without
ouecooo a®© far* fot lottar fresi Stato Dopé&rtftout datai Fobruary
If, 1953, atta®hai barato mpportl&g thls ™t«tomai»« ,
A WollmIm boario* Hearing Qffieor Péli HMFiULtm by oréor
datad Ooeottbor 12, 1952* ni lofi Ami#lai, California, doniad tbolr
application« far suopausi©» of éoportftiion.tet ordoroi tbot «oli
b« glvan té© prlvlilogo.of voltaitary dapartura with tea provi«®
that if thay fallad t© iopart uba» «né «s rotuirod. tha privilogo
©f voluntar? doparturo- bo vitfcdratra and tho appannata bo JS
doportod ©n tha «borgo« statai In ubo MITMIN OF «rri»t#

mBoti®»« to Simpan Mé fot Mmmléot% tio», uith supportine
Affidavit«, «né Supploaaatal Folata and Authoritios, «aro daxiiad
by ©rdor of Phil Hwi ltoa* Spa®i«lyloqulry Officor, on March
16, 1953, «FFiroing tho Btormmié ordor» ©f Doooobor 12, 1952*
Thtraiip®» thasa «ppvé&ls «or© laltlatod n said casas*

Tbo donisi ©f suspension ©f doportotion oppooro to ho basai
upo» « confrtruction by tho hearing ©ffiear that Intarla DacialO»
AC~ 225, Mattar of t*# A590¢ 014, ootobliobod tho polley ©OF
doaying suspensi©® to aliona brougbt to thbls country undor
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oireann¥taii .ee8 beyond Pt d--sPutt aeouired
st years residence here by failing bd depart *f&u- given
opportunity #o ,Hdo*mmflg . ~ 1 _pie
yig suivit, bowevor,, that th® h™Lu™ * T T ™ m corstruetion
of said decision 1% erroneous* do or# informed that os Kay 6,
ITSt> 1t was dolt by the Acting Attorney SMraeml that disert*
tionary relief in the for» of »utpension of déportation» tmdtr .
title 1 1Ra, 3»e«]|15%(c)t *ay b~ authorised In the east of ta
alita brought to ta# bmibed Cbate# es an Intermee for war ,
connected restons swn if h% tas a© family tits la b&ie country
where the ftet» iIndicate deport&bion would; resuxt la undue
hardship, It appearing that the alita had been hero for seat
tea years sad was unable to return to the country where ht had
his lawful residence usa that ht had beta absent for * prolonged
period fro® the country of his origin and cifclseiiahip«\ 8ueh
was the actual:holding IN Matter of W*t lot# Ott* Ho* ,125*
A similar ruling involving members of the ftrtvitn™Jtptn*»*
group brought to this country in 1943 «nd 1944 appear# to. have
beta made is a number of similar ousts* Sot, for example, -]A
decision of this ioartf oalFeb. 24, 1953, in res faju 8&oike,
«5967239, 1*A* 1610~2043,1 so holding in the «»»t al 1 member
of the Ferttyianx»Japanese group, » aatleiiaA of Japan; also
decision of Feb* 13, 1953r in re: Oarles Eegoichi lato, et* ns.
et »l«, ¢»6Q97&97* 16139156, 1*6097Fifl*2, so holding in.like
oases; see also, natter of Juaken Kmiset©, end family, File
"16*139**146, to 16*139*151* 1*1* Hoe* 1600**46459, decided March
\]}95:3, by talii hoard relating to similar reruvlun-Japan«»»*
-mytha |slp$r appellants are natives end .eitisana of-For~"~"
have been Tefused readmission to their homeland* “Their appellant
parent# are mationals of dapan o lawfully were admitted -to |

Feru for permanent residence and there acquired both a residesic#

|U and a domicile but"have been deniedlthe right to"return to that

WAYNE M. COLLINS
ATTG RNEY AT LAW
1701 MILLS TOWER

San Francisco 4, Calif.

GARFIELD 1-121B



-2

\7

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
Q

“country* The circ»stances aurrouoding thsir uprooting in
.Peru* their transportation tO© this country ané thsi? prolonged
residence here i» a novation ©ocaslomsa by the United State» and
because ¢f90Mm pm£mm$|' chango in their circumstances» &;
occasioned» deportation would result in serious economic dstri-
ment to each, of them amé also would reault in exceptional and j
extremely unusual hardship M each of them* Thus®© facts would
—3$0#& to justify their suspension of deportation also under
faction 244(a) of the Immigration and Nationality let of 1952*

;B 1d submit that thee®© causes should hare heon reopened and
reconsidered on the merits of "respondentfe application for p
suspension of deportation» made under the provisions of Title
£ USOA, Bee* 155(c)» and regulations implementing said statute»
on the grounds the findings of fact ad® contlualme of law
contained In the aforesaid decision denying appellant#l applica-
tions for"suspension of deportationmnd ordering voluntary
departure or deportation thereafter if they .failed to depart»,
to the effect that the appellants are deportable and the conclu-
sion of law that they were not exempted from the presentation
of valid visas at the time of entry Into the United States are
erroneous and contrary to fact end to law* The" evidence demon-
strated that the U*$* Government Itself brought them to this
country with full knowledge they then were not In possession of
visas or passports and that the circumstance# of their entry
constituted a waiver by. the govermment of the possession, and,
presentation ofwisas and passports by them ad. that i1t exempted
them from the possession and presentation thereofe

Further» the legislative history of bh# relief statute»

Title $ USCA». Sec* 155(0), evidences the fact that Oonurses*
in enacting that legislation» contemplated that members of the
Peruvian dapuaes™® group forcibly brought .hero in 1944 and 1945

by the Government» contrary to their will and desire» would
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éal if.

1-m il from th« r«litf providcd Thcir pnxmti
lo tkls eouatry tor ¢ p&riod. o£f mvm (?) y*&rs mé*r such
sirOMStanccs 1iras dw«ated by Congreso to in1* r«®l4#nti«l
re«us r«$._#mb thoroof and to r#nd«r ib” «llgible thsr«Ms*d«r for
th# r«li*f toerttfey proiiddcé*. 1M® tcc&toraAm$ mt s¥an to hav#
boca woighsd or considerad lo rta”~hiag a conclusiéon of bhelr
deportab¢llty or lo rsaching th« decision that thstr sppllcsttons
for suspension of deperbmtiea skould b* domied and tb&t bfeey be
graabed voluzitary 4ga*l»isrs and tfe«reaft«r b# dsported it th#y
fallad té JEillinn

m fhe fect of mtry and prmi of préseme« i» th# United &tstés
cn th# part of &fpallante for a psriéd lo «a#### of seven |I]
ymr& Im inmm&i&%e&nt with bhn conclusién of la« of moarésidonea
witais th« Bésala# of th# atatute* Th# conclusion that thoir
parioé of resldsnce here «as mot of a typ# contomalet«k by tw
statete asa heno# ms# aat rsiidwcc* but moarésidene# thareumder |
1® #rronott$y* Thet conclusion w&s drav» selely basrus# of &>
arbitrarasssugptlaft ttat Shair #ufOrc«d sahpy®dad actual
residemee boro aros® froa a form of iatemaeat &$SM»d$F la Che
abseact# of tvidoact# th#r##*1 héliig 1i1itreéueedor #iroa offarad
by th# golforimont at tka. hearirfic]* la tMs causo, to hsy# beea
Juatifiad as a wartin# %aatara HssisphSrie® steurity moaaura»
a fladiag basad upan a mora sssymption th&t th# app«U*nt* or
amy & tMm m tm |If «cactitutsd a real cauro« of dsager b# sueh
«acurity or to sur «eurlty 1# pur#ly srbltrary and woimsical™*
Tha thmrf tkmt a fom of yunialMiaot» auah as &oportmtlon, »ay
bt Infllotod iIn th« ab#«nco of womg by a 5 and tbe thaory
that ona aay ba pumieboé for an «so\m«d arong. of amothor, such
aa hora imposté an. fai&ily iI* , and % ic! aro unios« foms
of gsilt by aocaociatioOi violeta th# ahole conoopt of dmo proco«s
of la« and ar# ropopumt to tho du& proco«® gu&r&nty of th# 5th
Aaonduaiit* r

fhat conclusion, “besad apon sucb am srbltrsry assumption,

5*
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1701 MILLS TOWER

San Francisco 4, Calif.

GARFIELD 1-1218

was not supports« by any evidsncs whatever introduced In these
causes. laemueb, therefore, as tbs governnent did not sustain
its burden of proof on this issus tbs finding that appellants
were deport&ble MM erronee*# for fTeelag rawapperfced fey vidra«#
and for feeing contrary to the eviddiact* That® conclusion of I#w
rad th* ordar for their déportatira «od tfe# conclusion of law
that they were not entitled tom MM MM mt of deportation rad =
tfe# order denyiag- orafe application and ordering their irelratary
departure and- dapertatloa thereafter i T they do not depart are
illegal and void for being repugnhant to tbs due process guaranty
of the 5%h mmnim,m% *

Inaskuch as the appellants were brought here by oar Severn-
M.mt for -miMitio asserted to feat® feet-war connected racoon#
{an amfeiguou® reason to say the least} rad deportation would .,
result:!»-yméumf exceptlouail dM e#tre»«ly unusual hardship
to each of them It is urged that their application# for su#pe»~
eira .of deportation rader title { 95"@&* Sto# 195(e) rad also raderhrr
$#Ce 244(a) of the Immigration rad nationality Act of 1952#

shouldsfee granted>*

Eespectfelly submitted,

WEEE
“dywe N* Collii
Mills tower*

Sen Prenciboo 4, Calif.
1fP ii " Ssrfieid i-iait m -

1 Attorney for appellé&nts*



April 3, 1952

District Director

Immigration and” naturalisation Service
45S.South Spring Street

Los Angeles, Gallfomia

Pear Sirs

liel Yoshlsada Shiga -and”~Kaiaho Shiga
IHh1&ukoBona duyemtau, “ViotoxSa
Buyematmi and Francisco Masayoshi =
Suyematau*

Enclosed find copies of applications
to reopen cause and;to enable the applicanta
to apply for | suspension of deportation,
the originals of which were this date
forwarded to the Commissioner of Immigra-
tion, Washington, D* G,

lory truly yours,



April |] 1952

The Commissioner of Inmigration
Washingtoni1 B. C. m *

Bear; Sirs"

liss Xoehisada Shiga and H&ssko Shiga
Chizuke HocCa em&tsu, Victoria Suyematsu |
and, Franoisoo Masayoshi Suye&atsu

Enclosed find .three each of original application
forme to reopen cause for the purpose of enabling the
following i"orcy irm-Jlpan©8® to apply for"a suspension,
of deportation, together with accompanying affidavits
of merits and notice®© of appearances Xoshi©ada Shiga
and wife, Masako Shiga* and Shizuko Eoga Suyematsu
(Suematsu), Victoria Suyematsu and Francisco Masayoshi
Suyem&tsu. An original application form for each
is also being sent to the District Director, USI&KS,
Los Angeles, California, inasmuch as the above-named
persons reside at 128 E, 1st St.» Los Angeles, Calife
notices of appearance had been forwarded previously
to the Immigration Office at Los Angeles,

If the .matter la "ok now pending before you, X
would”linli]you] tomtransmit the enclosed applications
mfor @u#pensionvof deportation to the Hoard of Immigra-
tion Appeals: 1If the.ceu.se la pending/before that Board

Very truly, yours,

Copy to:
USX&K8, Los Angeles, Calife



File No. 1400«#4&

HEARING:
Date:
Presiding Inspector: bs*
Stenographer: XH3L

Respondent :MM*1® FaWl&AT*®!I®»

BY pRF.STDTWrr TMSFEGTUR TO AT,TEN:

A.

Q-

There is presented to you herewith original warrant of arrest No.1400*6631
issued at San Antonio, Texas, on the StitBl day ofHWPdI , 194®
the indorsement on which shows it was served on you on Vaiftll 30th, 194#

, and
which states that

who entered the United States on the Uj4a day of 19 ~
appears subject to be taken into custody and deported for the following
reasons to wit:

The Immigration Act of May 26, 19245 in that, at the time of entry, *he was
an immigrant not in possession of a valid immigration visa and not exempted
from the-presentation thereof by said Act or regulations made thereunder.

A visa is a document which must be secured from the Consular Service of the
United States for presentation at the time of entry, and you are charged
with not being in possession of this document at the time of your entry.

The Passport Act approved May 22, 1913, as amended, and the Act of February 5?
1917, 1in that, at the time of entry,# he did not present an une”gpired pass-
port or official document in the nature of a passport issued by the government
ofthe country to t chi he owes allegiance or other travel document showing
SV origin and identity, as reo.uired by Executive Order in.effect at time of
entry. This charge is urged against you as you did not present a passport

or other document issued by the government of the country to which you owe
allegiance, such document or passport showing your origin and identity.

Do you clearly understand the charges contained in this warrant of arrest?
Y«s#

You are advised that this proceeding is to allow you an opportunity to show
cause, if any, why you should not be deported from the United States on the
charges contained in the warrant of arrest. Do you understand?

Yes*



Q>

Q>

Q>

Q>

Q*

*
t]

Q’*

*

Q’*

Q*

Q*

Q.*

You aro advised that at this proceeding, you have the right to bo represented
by counsel of your own choice and at your expense, which counsel may bo an
attorney at law, or any person of good character* Do you wish to be
represented? A._Mo* Mr* Maseru Ben Akahori l« here «ad if there ie ffiytMag X
do not understand It will help at*

Do you solemnly swear/affirm that all the statements you are about to make in*
this proceeding will be the truth, the whole truth, and nothing but the truth,
so help you God? A*soft*

You are warned that if you willfully and knowingly give false testimony at
this proceeding regarding a material fact, you may be prosecuted for perjury,
the penalty for which is imprisonment for not more than five years and a fine
of not more than $2000* Do you understand? A. MBft*

You aro advised that a copy of warrant of arrest No* Xd0©*888X , which
has just been read and explained to you, will be attached to and made a part
of this hearing and will be identified as Government Exhibit 1* Do you have
any objections thereto? A*MB*

What 1is your true and correct name? A* Miftshft faJMhashl™-3hiM*

Have you ever been known by any other name or names? A* M8*

What is your age and occupation? A*% am Sl jeers Of »@0 H#4 ft housewife*

Where and” on what date were you born? A. % was horn la Ehiea*ken, Japan
May Hit# 1314*

What is your race and nationality? A. Japanese titftftand ft eitizsa OF Japan#

What is your father®s name and address? A* Mi8 MUM 1ft XIBSft ffthfthashi* Si
Me Tliving la ShiM-hro» japan when the war Began hut X don’t know whether he

ift still Xtftftg or not« —_ .
Wh Is your father's ?irt?pjace ’?nd nationality? A* |VEW6lft hOO')a |ft H ||| Ve"
Hpaﬁ»| 01 was ft eitlseft of Japan
What is your mother®s name and address? A* MVBIVUM 1ﬁ BUlee TStOheﬁhl* She

ms Hliving 1m Ehima-ken, Japan when the war Began But X ien*t knew whether Me
is still living or not* *

What is your mother®s birthplace and nationality? A. Me Mft Born In Ihl- <Ifttt

Japan, and waft ft eitiftM of Japan*

Have you or, to your knowledge, has either of your parents ever taken steps
to become a naturalized citizen of any other country? A* MB*



Qi (if married) State the name, place of birth, nationality, and present location
of your spouse? A. My hugbft&d*s 3t M# HF~O0ihlU~d Shiga. Hs WUS bQJ& iu Shima”kem,
jJapaa, ig a citizen of japan and 1« in tlia Internment Cgmp with ms at Crystal City»
Texas.

Q- Do you have any children? If so, state their names* dates and places of birth,
nationality, and present location? A. IE hSYFf BS children of ay own but I bare 3
children whom ay husband and % ara raising. Their names are* j&izato Suemabstt,
female, horn April 16« 1667 in lima, Peru« a citizen of Peru; Tsrute, female, bora
December 1«, 1928 la U M Pera« a citizen of Feral and Masayoshi Su®©satsu, naia,
bora la Juaja, Para January 13« 1138» a citizen of Pam« AU of thorn aro with mo
la the internment Camp bar# at Crystal City, Texas. They mere aerar legally adopted
by mo bat 1 took them to raise «baa their parents died«

i. When, "where**and how did you last enter the United States? A. % entered March 81«
2944 at Mem urleans, la* by ship*

(¢ By whom were you accompanied? _.iUnas accompanied by ay husband; Yoshisada Shiga,
ami ay 3 faster childrens Mizuho, Teruko and Masayoshi Saomatsa*

Q. Viere you inspected and admitted at the time of, your, last entrv?* A« M#JWPI1 iM*
spected by officers — maybe they «or# Immigration Officers, 1 don"t know.

Q. Were you questioned by an inspector or did you make any statement to him?
A. Mo» no questions mors ashed*

Q, Were you brought to the United States for internment? A. Yes.

NOTE crystal City fils Mo. 948/483 dhows that Masaha Tatohadhi-Shiga iras brought
to the United States and landed nt Mew Orleans, Xm* March 8l« 1944*
Internment statuas voluntarily interned.

At the time of your last entry into the United States, were you in possession

of an unexpired immigration visa? A. Mo, owing ta tha fact thaVsy TIBisband was
taken Into eustody by the officials to be sent to the mdteh State«, | hah to ooae

along because T hat no one to airport or take oare of ae In Pera.

Q. At the time of your last entry into the United States, did you present a valid
passport or other official document in the nature of a passport showing your
origin apd identity? A. Me.

Q. At the time of your last entry into the United States, were you able to read
in any language or dialect? A« % can read jUpUttCSS.

Q. Have you ever been excluded, deported, or allowed to voluntarily depart from
the United States in lieu of deportation proceedings being instituted against
you? A. MC.



Q*

Q>

Have you ever boon arrested, fined, or convicted for any criminal offense?

So.

What is the condition of your health? A.
for varicose veins and am still being tree"®IPI™ T 0 foctok« 81 “Poration

Have you ever been legally admitted to the United States for permanent
residence? A. SO

What previous residence have you had in the United States? A* _

Do you own any property in the United States? A*

? n i
Do you own any property elsewhere? A_~ M| | | J teT. furniture

Peru, and some money deposited in tbs bank there*

Are you a party to any lawsuit or claims or does anyone have any lawsuits
or claims pending against you?

Do,you owe any money in the United States or does anyone here owo you money?

mat was your last residence abroad? A. #uoo> rQ, ja> ,eru>

What are the names, addresses and citizenship of relatives you might havo
in the United States?

My husbands Yoobisbis Shigs» and 5 foster children* Shisuko, Seruko and

Masayoshi Saeaatsu are here In the Internment Camp at Crystal Pity, $»xaa
with ms*



Q.

What relgtivos have you abrﬁad other than thosebyou might have previousl¥ln
ntioneda g X 3r W r Y ia. ra» X n i F: Kearny# #

%rofﬁeers‘l Tokio. and KV Bfoaff‘kﬁﬁaaﬁl “Who «ere”Tiving .is]nf’ﬁfblraa-T(aenﬁ Jé‘Ban

when the war started, hut' Xdoa t know Aether they are”liTing bow Or not

Q,* What 1s ycur religion? A* Buddhist»

0,«

Q,0

Where wore you baptized? A, Ho*
Whore 1is your birth registered? A. Xa l&tan«*IDia* Japan

Where have you attended school? A#"a Bhima-ken, Japan

In what places» other than those previously named, havo you resided?
Only in Bkiaa-kea* Japan and in Juaja* Peru«

Have you regjstered,  uynder the Alien Registration Act of 19407 A. *#e*
Sot#* Crystal City file »0% 0401468 shows alias registration receipt ears

Mo. 6161497.

Have you registered as an Enemy Alien as required by Presidential Proclama-

tion? A0 kes*

Sotes Crystal City file Ho* #40/468 shows «hat she was registered on July
18* 1948 at Crystal City, Peras alies: Internment Gamp*

Do you have any witnesses or documentary evidence to present which might
have a bearing on your immigration status? A# WO*

qrnHow long did you U to In Peru?

A»

Q-
A*

About 9 or 10 years*

When and ifeare did you eater Peru?

X donft know the date of s entry* 1t was on Deeenber 60 but X dOn#t remeaber
the year* Xt was about 1967 or 1688* The year on the Japanese calendar

Is Bhowa- 9th* X entered at the pert of Callao* Peru*

Wgre you admitted to Peru for permanent residence?
Tes™*

Crystal City file Ho* 940/488 eontains an application «aecutcd by Masako
fajasdiasM-Suiga, i1n vfcieh ¢he requests repatriation to Peru for herself*
her husbands Toshisada Bhlga* and 8 foster childrens Shizuko, Teruko end
Masayoshi Sueoatsu* 1Is that correct?

. Tes* -5-



%« Bit« y<m aagr fasthsr statuent you trisH ta mak* at thla time?
A* UF Ataira la lit:« husband*«. amt la all 1 wish tt say* X would lit» to ta
sent back to Para If possible* X don®"t vaut ta ba «cot to Japan. If | can’t
ta sent back to Para* X would like to ba peraitted to remain fM the United States*

Q- You are advised that a copy of the proposod findings of fact, conclusions of
law, and order will bo furnished you as soon as completed* You will bo
allowed twenty-four hours in which to file oxcoptions thereto in writing if
you so desire. Do you understand? A. T7#H«*

Q. I now advise you that under the Act of March 4, 1929» as amended, you will,
if ordered deported and thereafter enter or attempt to enter the United
States, be guilty of a felony, and upon conviction bo liable to imprisonment
for not more than two years or a fine of not more than $1,000 or both such
fine and imprisonment, unless you, following your departure from the United
States in pursuance of an order of deportation, receive permission from tho
Attorney General to apply for admission after one year from tho date of such
departure* Do you understand? A* [IP*#*

Q* Is it satisfactory with you that tho hearing bo closed? A. Tea*

HEARING CLOSED

DESCRIPTION: Height $ ft. 9 in.; weight, lift [lIbs*; complexion, yciJPto* b*»**
bair black » °yGS brown ; distinguishing marks, no mark*.
female*

I CERTIFY the foregoing to be a true and correct
transcript of my shorthand notes of the testimony

taken by mo in the above case*

*H*HE
Stenographer
flora*« *e Hill



U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
ADDRESS REPLY TO BOARD OF
BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS

IMMIGRATION APPEALS AND
REFER TO FILE NUMBER
WASHINGTON

AGIGI4A08 AGIGI 97
AGIGIHO1, A-6161502

June 2, 1952

Wayne M. Collins, Esquire
Mills Tower

220 Bush Street

San Francisco California

My dear Mr. Collines

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
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16-360a

(Rev. 11-21-51)

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service
1+58 South Spring Street
Los Angeles 13> California

Date : October 16, 1952

File No. 1600-46455 U®)

Mr. Yoshisada Shiga,
128 S. First Street,
Los Angeles, California.

Dear Sirs

Reference is made to the -warrant of arrest issued under the
provisions of Section 19 of the Immigration Act of 1917 (8 U.S.C.
155) and served upon you, charging that you have been found in
the United States in violation of the Immigration Laws,

You are requested to appear for a hearing to be held at 12s30 P.M.

on November 5, 1952, in Hoorn 140, 458 South Spring Street,
Los Angeles, California.

You have the right to be represented by counsel in these proceed-
ings, which counsel may be an attorney at law, representative of

a recognized social service agency or other person permitted to
practice pursuant to Part 95* Title 8, Code of Federal Regulations.
ITf you desire service of such a counsel, he should appear with you
at the time and place above designated. You may, however, waive
counsel if you wish.

The hearing will be conducted by a Hearing Officer in accordance

with Part 151, Title 8, Code of Federal Regulations. The purpose
of the hearing is to determine your right to be and remain in the
United States under Immigration Laws and particularly Section 19

of the Immigration Act of February 5> 1917> as amended.

Pltssd corapl®tOly fill out ths utt&chod Form I-25 A and bring
it to the hearing with you.

Yours very truly,

Enel* For the District Director

Mr. Wayne M. Collins,
Attorney aT Law,

Mills Tower,

220 Bush Street,

San Francisco 4, California*



16-360a
(Rev. 11-21-51)
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and. Naturalization Service
1+58 South Spring Street
Los Angeles 13; California

Date: October 16, 1952
File No. 1600-~56 (1)

Mrs. Maaako Shiga,
128 1. First Street,
Los Angeles, California*

Dear Madams

Reference is made to the warrant of arrest issued under the
provisions of Section 19 of the Immigration Act of 1917 (8 U.S.C.
155) and served upon you, charging that you have been found in
the United States in violation of the Immigration Laws.

You are requested to appear for a hearing to he held at X2t30 P.M*

on Hovembar 5, 1952, in Roora 1*0, *7N8 South Spring Street,
Los Angeles, California.

You have the right to be represented by counsel in these proceed-
ings, which counsel may be an attorney at law, representative of

a recognized social service agency or other person permitted to
practice pursuant to Part 95; Title 8, Code of Federal Regulations.
IT y?u desire service of such a counsel, he should appear with you
at the time and place above designated. You may, however, waive
counsel if you wish.

The hearing will be conducted by a Hearing Officer in accordance

with Part 151, Title 8, Code of Federal Regulations. The purpose
of the hearing is to determine your right to be and remain in the
United States under Immigration Laws and particularly Section 19

of the Immigration Act of February 5, 191?, as amended.

Please completely fill out the attached Form 1-256 A and bring it
to the hearing with you.

Yours very truly

Fcr the District Director
Fuel*

Mr* Wayne M. Collina,
Attorney'*ai Law,

Mills Tower, 220 Bush St.,
San Francisco A, California*
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October 27» 1952

Mr» Yoshisada Shiga
128 E. First Street
Los Angeles, California
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October 27, 1952

Mrso Masako Shiga
128 E. First Street
Los Angeles, California

Dear Mrs. Shiga:
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UNITED STATES DEPARB4ENT CF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service
Lob Angeles, California

REOPENED HEARING DATE CF HEARING; November 5, 1952
IN DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS PLACE CF HEARING: Los Angeles, California
IN THE CASE GF PERSONS PRESENT ;

Phil Hamilton, Hearing Officer
YOSHISADA SHIGA lip; Chiyoko Tayazaa, Japanese Interpreter
A6 1é1 498 (1600-46455) YCHIBABASHIGA  ;

MASAKO TAKAHASHI SRIG&
MASAKO TAKAHASHI SHIGA Respondents

A6 161 497~(1600-46456)
Record by dictaphone and conducted in the

Japanese language

HEARING OFFICER TO INTERPRETER

Q Bo you solemnly swear that you will truly and accurately interpret and translate

from English to Japanese and Hapanese to English the questions and answers given

I during the course of this hearing to the best of your knowledge so Help you God?
Ayl do. -A™;,, v -"/AA ~

HEARING OFFICER TO MALE RESPONDENT:

Q Did you receive a notice to appear at this office today in connection with
deportation proceedings® pending against you?

Al .Yes, I did. A ;oL A A
HEARING OFFICER TO THE FEMALE RESPONDENT:

Q Did you receive a notice to appear at this office today?
A  Yes, 1 did.

TO .BOTH ;HBSPQNDQBNXSi ($sMly Te

Q Will you both stand and be sworn. Do you solemnly »rear that you will tell
the truth, the whole truth and nothing but the truth, so help you God?

A P (by both) Yes, 1 do*

Q IF you wilfully and knowingly testify falsely in this proceeding you may be
prosecuted for perjury, the penalty for which is not more than five years
imprisonment or $2,000 fine, or both such fine and imprisonment. Do you
understand?

A , (by both) mYes, sirAm "y -1 A,

HEARING OFFICER TO MALE RESPONDENT:
Q What is your Ffull true name?

A YOSHISADA SHIGA. A~ WEWET # « @1

A6 161 498 (1600-46155)
A6 161 497 (1600-46456) —3b- 11-5-52



e mrrant of arrﬁs§0

Q - by tilat
Importation proceedings ms served at Crystal City, Texas cm Marc

A 1 do not reneaber clearly but 1 think 1 did receive such a notice.

HEARIKJ OFFICER TO FEMALE RESPONDENT:

Q What is your full, true name?

A NMAOTAATG] KX

saDe Person known by that name on whom a variant of arrest In
192 ~ Jrocee”ngs vas served at Crystal City, Texas on March 30;

TO BOTH RESPONDE

Q It has been ordered that your hearings be nw iAW . |
for suspension of deportation. Do yS*uSeSSST n ye' ey W
A (by both) vyei

BY HEARING OFFICER: Have the record show tViAt u<(<J «.j
Officer a lgtter signed by fiyd I~ coANAS: YrEEE & L teapgpiiss Heasing

M 5P ® Sl'Z:SﬁTPJ\ﬂ-_ Vi senPAgOuzlggnﬁtlanmragpear for h_earlng on Hovewber 5
Yo~ should

appear there promptly and bring with you
mentioned in that letter It WII B ~ tuau Aand other docu ?nts
e Hur; L not be necessary for me to be nersona

» KKK+ 1 r,
o f* sho™ d Mk the Hearing Officer to forwSd~"""~fcf the
decision he msJkes In your case

TO BOTH RESPONDENTS:

I sssartsT ts- —

A (by both) Yes.
A6 16l 4&<  (1600-46455)

a6 161 4&<  (1600-46456) _3h-
L 11-5-52



2 anfl Ta8B1GT parfCy¥edntorecobds « - § 1

SEw to Akfei ca « 8 EXHIBIT No,

isa execu ed in my presence will be marked

S htb? ?2_~ ~ 011 ?hlch Mrs- ?h
of the recor

3 and made a part
8] DQ BOTH RESPOI€)EMIS s

Do you undostand? SB »*li?leim
" (by both) *YOs|f

G ¥e under consideration the cases of the thrae fhn"«
» S * SHematBU and terakO s* SB- **J you legally
BY S d ~ I OimEOT:] 1 * leca” but they are just like ™~ own

Bl TOBUJO OFFICER: Bie record should show that these children have heretofore
been considered in conjunction With the respondents®eS F tp ~ Ye heretofore

S COvVered by File %@S
Amm - I\/Esagush is i%
Shizuke >'<S> oversd rile E [ma Eﬁ% and Teruko 1is c8 yflirwg H%

uyerea oy

BEAHTO OFFICER to BOTH RESPONDENTS:

1Q -f 1% sattsfeotory with you_if reference is made to the children’« <mi— S
~hat consideration may bé given to t¥>-I* - , idren a files* 2=z
in connection with yo” cafe« 04868 vhan «* deolBi™ *«

|I-A (by both),- yes.

pA* iJpij 1hose:three children living with yonfS

P s * S ? L S 1 * thB » *» * e* agnd Masayoshi is living with re

Q t0 BhOW m t yOU * » *«>*“ <* In

N *
!<k’\ pSW I ef BBBPSHD%OTV: f dnggtfhtaveS anythlng wutFerQel!;ergOda¥oy.‘lM P 1113

;-BY HEARING CFFICER TO BOTH HESPOKDENIB

« =

“ “« * « s2r t |, r 2
in the United

« »
iitpresent to show that you have resided

ar d you were so reS|d|n oR Julv I|A tw  “ & al excess of seven
A %%y So%hn) yyes g H I Bo you understa 8§
BY HEARING OFFICER: We will rfw im, c /N 1 ; |
“1¥100* °f Havember H m  which

to suhBit those af«d~Us*"to*"tt«r™~+hb5;
submit, and upon IsScelnilIS”™i ] other evidence which you care to
wiU be g;hrea

1. the next SS&utive numbers and made
BY BOTH EEBPOIDESTS16“Yes, X m JDIU record# Ju understand? |

M1 ti£00-k6kss

A6 (61 4-97 (1600-46456
‘Sf& 11-5-52



g Do you have any further statements to make or explanation to give to show
cause why you should not h e deported from the United States?
A (hy both) 1 have nothing to say today*

g if ypu are found to be subject to deportation and ordered deported, what country
do you wish to specify as the country to which you shall be deported?
A (by both) 1 would like to go to Peru*

Q That is if you are ordered deported?
A ] By both) Yes*

g It is the intention of the Hearing Officer to make a written decision in
your case, a copy of which will be furnished to your representative,
Mr. Wayne M. Collins, together with a letter of transmittal, which will
give him all necessary information and instructions. Do you understand?
A. m(by both)! Yes* 1

BY HEARING OFFICER: This hearing is closed.

HEARI1JG CLOSED

I certify that the foregoing | certify that, to the best of my knowledge
is a true and correct and belief, the foiegoing record is a true
transcript of the recording report of everything that was stated during
made of the testimony taken the course of the hearing, including oaths

adminltered, the warnings given to the alien
or the Witnesses, and the rulings on objections
except statements made off the record.

> M

A6 161 498 (1600-46455)
ABG 161 497 (1600-46456) 11-5-52



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OP JUSTICE
,sImmigration and Naturalization Service fij

Pile Nos, A6 161 498 - Dos Angeles (1600-46455)
A6 161 497 - Dos Angeles (1600-46456)

In re: YO6HISAM SHIGA, and wife MW > 1o 1o
AMASAKO TAKAHASHI sHica WL\ 91@® 1 if*952 ||

IN DEPORTATION PROCEEDINGS

IN BEHALF OP RESPONDEiHS: Wayne M. Collins, Attorney at Law
Mills Tower> 220 Bush Street, Ban Francisco, 4, Calif.

CHARGES A X both responde ts) “ Ji5 Ip

~errant - Act of 1924 - no iilamigration visa «pb*
Act |of 1918 8 no passport Pgili”~SB

Lodged; 11 None .
APPLICATION? Suspension of deportation - f years residence (both respondents)
DETEBTXOH STATUS: Released on conditional parole (both respondents)

DISCUSSION: This record relates to a 46-year-Old married male and a 35-year-old
married female, both natives and citizens of Japan, who both last entered the
United States at New Orleans, La,, on March 21, 1944, as United States Military
internees. Itfeither of the respondents had immigration visas at the time of
their entity, nor did they present any passport or documents of any nature at

the time OF their entry. As iIndicated above each respondent was brought to

the United States for internment purposes. Having not satisfied the immigration
requirements they are both now amenable to deportation on the warrant charges
under the Immigration Actsof 1924 and 1918*

IT found subject to deportation and ordered deported, respondents have elected
Peru as the country to which they shall be deported.

The respondents have three children who are ages 20, 22 and 23 years of age, but x
not their own blood children. They have cared for them for many years. Two of \
the children are married and the other one is a male residing with the respondents,y
All three of the children are under deportation proceedings having entered the
United States at the same time that the respondents entered. The male respondent
in this case is operating two hotels, from one he receives a net income of

$500.00 a month, and on the other hotel he realizes the sum of $400,00 a month*

His assets consist of $4,000 In the bank. The female respondent is unemployed,
Affidavits which the respondents submitted, together with numerous correspondence
in the government files, indicate thatthe respondents have resided in the

United States in excess of seven years and were so residing oh July 1, 1948,

It is established that they meet the residence requirements for suspension Of
deportation under Section 19(c)(2)(b) of the Immigration Act of 1917.



AS 161 498 | Los Angeles (1600-46455)
Aé Ifl 497. - Los Angeles (1600-46456)

As they are quota immigrants they could not readily obtain immigration visas.
Accordingly they could net adjust..their immigration status to that of lawful*
permanent residents through voluntary departure with the additional privilege
of preexamination,

wodld not be able to arrange a trip outside of the United States
to obtain an Imigmfcion visa. However, they give no explanation and the record
does not show any reason why they would not be able to return to Peru.

A check of the appropriate local and federal records has failed to reveal

an arrest or criminal record. The male respondent did not register under the
Selective Training and Service Act of 1940 and is not presenti required to
register under the Selective Service Act of 1948. Witnesses have been
produced to establish that the responden* have been persons of good moral
character for the preceding five or more years. On the record they have

e®t™ lished statutory eligibility for suspension of deportation. Since both
or the respondents are aliena and have no blood children residing in the United
States or any parents residing in this country, the maximum relief to be
granted is voluntary departure. On the record they have established their
statutory eligibility for voluntary departure.

FINDINGS FACT (AS TO BOTH RESPONDENTS) Upon the basis of all the evidence =
presented,lit is found: . ; &k MM no

(1) That the respondents are aliens, natives and citizens
Kl of Japanj 8 8

(2) That they last entered the United States Harch 21, 1944
at Sew Orleans, La., on a United States Army Transport as
iifiginternees|*yy1 SA

(3 That neither of the respondents had immigration visas at
the time of their entry;

(4) That the respondents were brought to the United States 1
-or an indefinite period of time; MIJSWFfe

(5) That neither of the respondents had passports or documents
of any nature at the time of their last entry.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW Upon the basis of the foregoing findings of fact, it is
concluded!



A6 161 498 - Los Angeles (1600-46455)
A6 161 497 - Los Angeles (1600-46456)

That, under Sections 13 and 14 of the Immigration Act of

1924, both respondents are subject to deportation
on the ground that at the time of their entry they 3ere
immigrants not in possession of valid immigration visas 18FI111]
and not exempted from the presenatation thereof by said
Act or regulations made thereunder;;®

@) That under Section 19 of the Immigration Act.of Feb. jaRBf
6p 6 1917# and the Passport Act approved Ma, 22, 1918 as
amended, both respondents are subject to deportation on
the ground that at the time of their entry they did not
present unexpired passports of official documents in thep
4 " nature of passports issued by the .Government of the
country to which they owe allegiance, or travel documents
" Showing their origin and identity"™ as required by;.Executive.
Order in effect at the time of entr,,. |

is ordered that an order of deportation not be entered at this time
and that the aliens be required to depart from the United States withoutljp”
expense to the Government within such period of time and Under such conditions
as the officer iIn charge of the district deems appropriate*

5LIS T ORDERED that if the aliens fail to depart when and as required
toe privilege of voluntary departure be withdrawn without further notice ori
proceedings and the aliens deported from the United States pursuant to law
on the charges stated in the warrant of arrest.

PHIL HAN&LTQH, Hearing Officer,

PH-kb



EXITED STATES DHMARTFESNT OP JUSTICE
(Rev. 6-4-52) Immigration and Naturalization Service y»>
~58 South Spring Street
Los Angeles 13, California

REGISTERED KAIL Date- DEC 12 1952

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED Pile No. i AG 161 KB (1B)
a6 161 kK97 @B

Wayne M. Collins, Attorney at Lav
Mills Tover, 220 Bush Street
San Francisco, 4, California

Dear Sir:

Reference is made to the hearing on November 5, 1952
in the deportation proceedings against Yoshisada Shiga, and vife, MASAKO TAKAHASHI
SHIGA.

Transmitted herewith is a copy of the Hearing Officers decision
in the case, furnished in accordance with 8 Q.F.R, 151,5(d).

You have the right to take exceptions to the Hearing Officer*s \Y;
decision only as provided on the reverse of the Forms 1-290 which are attachedX
Such exceptions, if taken, will constitute an appeal to the Board of Immigra- -
tion Anneals* You may also submit argument or brief for the consideration of
the Board of Immigration Anneals and, if you wish, a request for oral argument
before that Board. |If you desire to submit exceptions, you should execute
both sides of the enclosed Forms 1-290 in duplicate, which must then be filed,
together with any argument or brief in duplicate, in this office before the
expiration of five business days from receipt of this letter, ITf you do not
desire to submit executions, you may Ffile a written waiver of this right.

IT exceptions are not filed within the time allowed, or if a waiver

of exceptions is filed, the decision of the Hearing Officer will become final.

Yours very truly,

Ends.



December 14, 1952

The District Director

Immigration and Naturalization Service
South Spring Street

Los Angeles 13* California

Attns Mr. Phil Hamilton
Hearing Officer

Dear Sirs

Res Yoehleada Shiga
Ma,salto Takaheshi Shiga
A6 161 498 (IB)
Aé 161 497 (IB)

| am unable to prepare my brief on appeal
by reason of the fact that I have not a oopy
of the transcript of the evidence upon which
your order of Dec. 12th was made.

In consequence, 1 would thank you to
forward to me a copy of the transcript and
to give me a period of five days after
receipt of same within which to prepare my
exceptions and brief on appeal. 1 am enclosing
notices of appeal.

Very truly yours,



Form 16-168
Rev. 0-1-52
UNITED STATES DJSPAHTMKSIT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service
458 South Spring Street
Los Angeles 15, California

mmrm?* Do File No. i IB
i~efeigg ffi& im zm B )

Date
1”3

il 0bA&MS. ..
TERLOMETEN Olsiip
X£3 r* iat manset

Um Sm0Xemf ceufoamia
t e Sir and Medtol

Referring to deportation proceedings instituted against you, you are
informed that the final order iIn your ease directs that an order of
deportation be not entered at this time but that you be required to
depart from the United States without expense to the Government, to
any country of your choice, within such period of time and under such
conditions as the Officer in Charge of the District deems appropriate.
Pursuant to this order, you will be granted until Anfipil O« JLyS3

to effect your departure*

The order further provides that if you fail to depart when and as re-
quired, ide privilege of voluntary departure be withdrawn viithout
further notice or proceedings and you be deported from the United States.

IT you elect to depart as provided above, exact information as to the
date and port of your intended departure from the United States must
be furnished this office within 18 days of receipt of this letter
either by telephoning Mutual 1281, Extension W\ or by caliinO in
person, makin* reference to the Ffile number shown in the upper right
hand corner of this letter. At that time an appointment will be made
for you to appear personally for the purpose of securinw a letter of
identification to be presented at the office of this Service located
at the port of departure.

IT you fail to furnish departure information as above specified, the
privilege of voluntary departure will be withdrawn, you will be ordered
deported pursuant to law, and steps tanen to enforce your deoarture from
the United States.

Very truly yours,

/ For the District Director

0C $ Msp™ Ugsjfizd 31# ColXImi
AtfeQVIVjfr $4 )
lawr* Bnsh Otroei



UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE

AP RIC T BIREE TR 458 SOUTH SPRING STREET

LOS ANGELES 13, CALIFORNIA PLEASE REFER TO THIS FILE NUMBER

January 14, 1953 AG 161 BB (1B)
a6 161 497 (B)
A6 616 503 (IB)
A6 616 502 (B)
A6 616 501 (IB)

Mr. Wayne M. Collins
Attorney at Law

Mills Tower, Bush Street

San Francisco, California

Dear Sir:-

Reference is made to your communications of December 2k, 1952, 1in the
pending deportation cases of YogM saria fiTyipa~ Masako Takahashi Shiga,
Teruko Suematsu Sakai, Shizuko Suematsu! Iwamoto and Masayoshi Suematsu.

The record shows that decisions of the Hearing Officer in each of these
cases were transmitted to you on Dec”ber 12, 1972 and were received by
you or your agent on December 15, 1952 as evidenced by postal receipts.
The letter transmitting the decisions stated that exceptions, if taken,
would constitute an appeal, and that the exceptions must be filed in

this office before the expiration of five business days from receipt of
the decisions. Form 1-290, Notice of Anneal to the Board of Immigration
Appels, were submitted bv you, however, the appeal forms 1-290 were
received in" ITlas office on December 29. 1952, which date was beyond the
expiration of the period during which appeal could he taken. Appeal Forms
1-290 likewise did not show that any exceptions were taken to the decision

oil. the Hearing Officer. 1In accordance~wlth of
the™Dearong™flner""S"inai . B e~ ]
Copies of the hearings in these cases are attached. It is requested that

you sign the attached receipts, Form 16-260, and return the receipts
promptly to this office.

Very truly yours,

Ends »



/

~"eaeh of which motiop should be accompanied by the required/fee of

m )
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE/
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE

458 SOUTH SPRING STREET .
LOS ANGELES 13, CALIFORNIA bLease rereR o THis Fite nowee O 1L
January 26, 1953 See File Nos. below

Mr. Wayne M. Collins
Attorney at Law

Mills Tower, 220 Bush Street
San Francisco 4, California

Dear Sir:

Reference is made to your letter of January 15, 1953, concerning
the deportation cases of fourteen of your clients, as follows:

Yoshlsada Shiga a6 161 498 1B
Masako T. Shiga A6 161 k97 1B
Teruko S. Sakai A6 616 503 1B
Shizuko S. lIwamoto A6 616 502 1B
Masayoshi Suematsu A6 616 501 1B
Yako Nakamatsu A5 967 513
Kameyo Nakamatsu A5 153 134
Seiko Nakamatsu ab 153 131
Tokusei Nakamatsu A6 153 129
Seisun Nakamatsu A6 153 132
Masayoshi Nakamatsu A6 153 133
Sueko Nakamatsu A6 153 130
VAShizuo Nakamatsu A6 153 135
g&izuka Kikuchi 1600-45364 7

In each of these cases the Hearing Officer made a decision and order
inaccordance with 8 CFR 151*5 directing the deportation of the alien,
copies of which decisions and orders were served upon you by registered
mail. Under the regulations (8 CFR 151.5(F)) you were allowed five business
days from receipt of copy of the Hearing Officer*s written decision and
order within which to take exceptions to his order. Since timely exceptions
were not taken, the Hearing Officer*s order is therefore final under 8 CFR
151.5(e).-

If you wish to submit in these cases motions for reopening or recon”
sidération, such motions should be submitted to this office Inj~tpiTCate
in accordance with the provisions of 8 CFR 8, effective Décente* 2§, 1952)

/\00/\

In accordance with your request, a transcript of thereeofdsof hear-
ings in these cases will be furnished as soon as the records are transcribed.

\
X Yourj

H. >N
~strict director



WAYNE M. COLLINS
ATTORNEY AT LAW
MILL8 Tower, 220 Bush street
San Francisco 4, California
Telephone Garfield 1-1218

January 31* 1933

U. S. Immigration Service,
458 South Spring Street,
Los Angeles 13, Calif.

Attention: Alfred E. Edgar, Jr., Esq-:

In re: Yoshisada Shiga A6 161 498 1B
Masako T . Shiga A6 161 497 1IB
Teruko S . Sakai A6 616 503 1B
Shizuko S . lwamoto A6 616 502 1IB
Masayoshi Suematsu A6 616 501 1IB
Yako Nakamatsu A3 967 513
Kameyo Nakamatsu A5 153 134
Seiko Nakamatsu a6 133 131
Tokusei Nakamatsu A6 153 129
Seisun Nakamatsu A6 153 132
Masayoshi Nakamatsu A6 153 133
Sueko Nakamatsu A6 133 130
Shizuo Nakamatsu A6 153 135

Gentlemen:
Enclosed find Motions To Reopen And For Reconsider-
ation in the above-entitled cause, made 1in triplicate, together

with Affidavit In Support OFf Motions, 1in triplicate.

Very truly yours



BEFORE THE UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION SERVICE

In the Matter of

tomimm midA

MOTIONS TO REOPEN AND FOR RECONSIDERATION

1.

The respondent alien above-named moves and requests that
the above-entitled cause be reopened and that the finality of the
decision of the Hearing Officer denying respondents application for
suspension of deportation and ordering the respondent to depart volun-
tarily or thereafter be deported be set aside and that the time with-
in which respondent may take and file exceptions to the findings of
fact and conclusion of law and decision therein, to appeal therefrom
and to file a brief in support thereof, be extended for a period of
five business days from receipt of notice of such reopening, for
the reason that said decision became final by inadvertence, as
related in the affidavit of merits filed in support of this motion,
and that respondent be permitted to introduce oral and documentary
evidence in proof of the circumstances thereof, if such be required.

1.

The respondent also moves and requests that said cause be
reopened and reconsidered on the merits of respondents application
for a suspension of deportation, made under the provisions of Title
8 USCA, Sec. 155(c), and regulations implementing said statute, on
the grounds the findings of fact and conclusions of law, contained in

the aforesaid decision denying respondent’s application for suspension



of deportation and ordering voluntary departure or deportation there-
after i1f respondent does not depart, to the effect that respondent
is deportable and the conclusion of law that respondent was not
exempted from the presentation of a valid visa at the time of entry
into the United States are erroneous and contrary to fact and to law.
The evidence demonstrated that the U. S. Government itself brought
respondent to this country with full knowledge that respondent then
was not in possession of a visa and that the circumstances of that
entry constituted a waiver by the government of the possession and
presentation of a visa by the respondent and that it exempted the
respondent from the possession and presentation thereof.

Further, the legislative history of the relief statute,
Title 8 USCA, Sec. 155(c), evidences the fact that Congress, 1in
enacting that legislation, contemplated that members of the Peruvian
Japanese group forcibly brought here in 192 and 1975 by the Govern-
ment, contrary to their will and desire, would benefit from the
relief provided thereunder and that, iIn consequence, their presence
in this country for a period of seven (7) years under such circum-
stances was deemed by Congress to satisfy the residential requirement
thereof and to render them eligible thereunder for the relief thereby
provided. This matter does not seem to have been weighed or con-
sidered in reaching a conclusion that respondent is deportable or 1in
reaching the decision that respondent’s application for suspension
of deportation should be denied and that respondent be granted
voluntary departure and thereafter be deported if respondent does
not depart.

The fact of entry and proof of presence in the United
States on the part of respondent for a period in excess of seven (7)
years 1in inconsistent with the conclusion of law of nonresidence
within the meaning of the statute. The conclusion that respondent’s

period of residence here was not of a type contemplated by the



statute and hence was not residence but nonresidence thereunder Is
erroneous. That conclusion was drawn solely because of an arbitrary
assumption that respondents entry and actual residence here arose
from a form of internment assumed, in the absence of evidence thereon
being introduced or even offered by the government at the hearing

in this cause, to have been justified as a wartime Western Hemispheric
security measure. A finding based upon a mere assumption that the
respondent or a member or members of respondent’s family actually
constituted a real source of danger to such security or to our
security is purely arbitrary and whimsical. The theory that a form

of punishment, such as deportation, may be inflicted in the absence

of wrong by a person, and the theory that one may be punished for an
assumed wrong of another, such as here imposed on family members, which
is a unique form of guilt by association, violate the whole concept

of due process of law and are repugnant to the due process guaranty

of the 5th Amendment.

That conclusion, based upon such an arbitrary assumption,
was not supported by any evidence whatever introduced in this cause.
Inasmuch, therefore, as the government did not sustain its burden
of proof on this issue the finding that respondent was deportable
was erroneous TfTor being unsupported by evidence and for being contrary
to the evidence. That conclusion of law and the order for respondent’s
deportation and the conclusion of law that respondent was not entitled
to a suspension of deportation and the order denying such application
and ordering respondent’s voluntary departure and deportation there-
after If respondent does not depart are illegal and void for being

repugnant to the due process guaranty of the 5th Amendment.

San Francisco 4, Calif.
GArfield 1-1218

Attorney for Respondent Alien



BEFORE THE UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION SERVICE

In the Matter of

MOTIONS TO REOPEN AND FOR RECONSIDERATION

I.

The respondent alien above-named moves and requests that
the above-entitled cause be reopened and that the finality of the
decision of the Hearing Officer denying respondents application for
suspension of deportation and ordering the respondent to depart volun-
tarily or thereafter be deported be set aside and that the time with-
in which respondent may take and file exceptions to the findings of
fact and conclusion of law and decision therein, to appeal therefrom
and to file a brief in support thereof, be extended for a period of
five business days from receipt of notice of such reopening, for
the reason that said decision became final by inadvertence, as
related in the affidavit of merits fTiled in support of this motion,
and that respondent be permitted to introduce oral and documentary
evidence 1in proof of the circumstances thereof, if such be required.

1.

The respondent also moves and requests that said cause be
reopened and reconsidered on the merits of respondent®s application

for a suspension of deportation, made under the provisions of Title

8 USCA, Sec. 155(c), and regulations implementing said statute, on

the grounds the findings of fact and conclusions of law, contained in

the aforesaid decision denying respondent’s application for suspension



of deportation and ordering voluntary departure or deportation there-
after i1f respondent does not depart, to the effect that respondent
is deportable and the conclusion of law that respondent was not
exempted from the presentation of a valid visa at the time of entry
into the United States are erroneous and contrary to fact and to law.
The evidence demonstrated that the U. S. Government itself brought
respondent to this country with full knowledge that respondent then
was not in possession of a visa and that the circumstances of that
entry constituted a waiver by the government of the possession and
presentation of a visa by the respondent and that it exempted the
respondent from the possession and presentation thereof.

Further, the legislative history of the relief statute,
Title 8 USCA, Sec. 155(c), evidences the fact that Congress, in
enacting that legislation, contemplated that members of the Peruvian
Japanese group forcibly brought here in 1944 and 1945 by the Govern-
ment, contrary to their will and desire, would benefit from the
relief provided thereunder and that, 1in consequence, their presence
in this country for a period of seven (7) years under such circum-
stances was deemed by Congress to satisfy the residential requirement
thereof and to render them eligible thereunder for the relief thereby
provided. This matter does not seem to have been weighed or con-
sidered in reaching a conclusion that respondent is deportable or in
reaching the decision that respondent®s application for suspension
of deportation should be denied and that respondent be granted
voluntary departure and thereafter be deported if respondent does
not depart.

The fact of entry and proof of presence 1in the United
States on the part of respondent for a period iIn excess of seven (7)
years 1In inconsistent with the conclusion of law of nonresidence
within the meaning of the statute. The conclusion that respondent®s

period of residence here was not of a type contemplated by the



statute and hence was not residence but nonresidence thereunder is
erroneous. That conclusion was drawn solely because of an arbitrary
assumption that respondents entry and actual residence here arose
from a form of internment assumed, 1in the absence of evidence thereon
being introduced or even offered by the government at the hearing

in this cause, to have been justified as a wartime Western Hemispheric
security measure. A finding based upon a mere assumption that the
respondent or a member or members of respondents family actually
constituted a real source of danger to such security or to our
security 1is purely arbitrary and whimsical. The theory that a form

of punishment, such as deportation, may be inflicted in the absence

of wrong by a person, and the theory that one may be punished for an
assumed wrong of another, such as here imposed on family members, which
is a unique Fform of guilt by association, violate the whole concept

of due process of law and are repugnant to the due process guaranty

of the 5th Amendment.

That conclusion, based upon such an arbitrary assumption,
was not supported by any evidence whatever introduced 1in this cause.
Inasmuch, therefore, as the government did not sustain its burden
of proof on this issue the finding that respondent was deportable
was erroneous Ffor being unsupported by evidence and for being contrary
to the evidence. That conclusion of law and the order for respondent®s
deportation and the conclusion of law that respondent was not entitled
to a suspension of deportation and the order denying such application
and ordering respondent’s voluntary departure and deportation there-
after if respondent does not depart are illegal and void for being

repugnant to the due process guaranty of the 5th Amendment.

Respectfullv submitted

Wayné M. Collins

Milis Tower

San Francisco 4, Calif.
GArfield 1-1218

Attorney for Respondent Alien



BEFORE THE UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION SERVICE

In the Matter of

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTIONS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
SS -

~

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO )

Wayne M. Collins of said City and County and State being
first duly sworn, deposes and says: that he is the attorney of
record for the alien above-named; that he heretofore duly entered
his appearance as such in the above-entitled cause;

That on December 12, 1952, an adverse decision was ren-
dered in said cause by the Hearing Officer ordering a withholding
of a deportation order but requiring the alien to depart voluntarily
at a time to be determined by the Officer in Charge of the USI & NS,
Los Angeles, and ordering that if the alien failed to depart when
and as required that said alien be deported. A copy of said decision
and notice thereof were mailed to me on December 12, 1952.

The copy of said decision and notice thereof apparently
were received in my office on December 15, 1952, and receipted for
by a girl typist | had employed temporarily because of the pressure
of work in my office. Due to her and my secretaryfs then preoccupa-
tion with the preparation and mailing of printed material to some
3,700 clients who had renounced U. S. citizenship and whose causes

I represent in proceedings pending in the U. S. District Court at



San Francisco, California, and to several hundred alien clients
requesting them to comply with the fingerprinting and registration
requirements of the new Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952

and the procuring and filing of Forms 1-53 required thereunder, she
evidently laid said decision and notice thereof aside, along with
several other like decisions and notices apparently received by

her at the same time, and forgot to deliver them to me or to call
my attention thereto.

The existence of said copy of said decision and notice
thereof was not brought to my attention until either the evening
of December 23> 1952, at office closing time, or early on the
morning of December 24, 1952, when my secretary found the said
bundle of decisions and notices containing the said copy of decision
and notice relating to the alien above named. Promptly thereafter,
on December 24, 1952, 1 wrote to your office requesting a copy of
the transcript of the hearing in this cause and in each of the causes
to which the aforesaid decisions related so that 1 could review the
testimony therein as a necessary condition precedent to enable me
to take the proper exceptions thereto and appeal therefrom and to
prepare a brief in support thereof. I recall insisting that my
secretary type the requests for said transcripts on that day even
though she had expressed to me her desire to be free from work early
that day because of the advent of Christmas Eve.

I recall also that 1 examined the Forms 1-290 that were
attached to the said copies of decision and notices thereof 1in
several or each of said causes. | may partially have filled out
or signed one or more of those forms although I am not certain on
this point. I do recall that 1 instructed my secretary not to mail
out the Forms 1-290 but to withhold them until 1 received the tran-
scripts. IT any Forms 1-290 were returned to the District Director,

USI & NS, Los Angeles, California, either with or without exceptions



or notice of appeal being indicated thereon the same were Tforwarded
by her in such manner through inadvertance and contrary to my
specific 1iInstructions. Those requests were typed up by her from a
copy of a prior similar request used in my office as a standard form
containing a concluding sentence that notice of appeal are enclosed.
In all likelihood 1 signed said letters without taking notice of
that concluding sentence and my secretary, therefore, must have
enclosed therewith the Forms 1-290 in an incomplete state for no
such Forms are in my files.

For the foregoing reasons It Is respectfully requested
that the cause be reopened and be reconsidered and that the finality
of said decision be set aside and that the time of the alien above-
named to take exceptions to said decision, to appeal therefrom and
to file a brief in support thereof be extended.

The alien above-named is a member of the Peruvian Japanese
group brought to the United States In 1973 and 1974, the male heads
of the family for Internment and the wives and children as voluntary
internees to accompany them. Our Secretary of State, our Ambassador
to Peru and affiant have endeavored and still are endeavoring to
persuade the Peruvian Government to permit the alien above-named
and the residue of said Peruvian-Japanese group to be repatriated
to Peru. Friends and relatives of the members of this group likewise
are continuing their efforts here and in Peru to have them returned
to Peru. To affiantls knowledge no conclusive decision has yet been
made by the Peruvian Foreign Minister as to whether the Peruvian
Government will authorize their return to Peru but he did, so I am
informed and believe, some time ago suggest that individual appli-
cations on their behalf for repatriation would be considered.

Affiant represents substantially all the members of said
Peruvian-Japanese group remaining in this country 1in proceedings

pending before various offices of the U. S. Immigration and



Naturalization Service and, anticipating that, some time 1in the
future, it might become necessary to institute litigation 1in our
federal district courts to obtain a final judicial determination on
the questions of their deportability, denial of the right to a sus-
pension of deportation or other relief, steadily has endeavored to
protect and exhaust their administrative rights and remedies as
conditions precedent to their right to institute and prosecute to
conclusion whatever judicial proceedings ultimately may become
necessary to preserve their rights in the event they are not finally
granted, 1in administrative proceedings or through legislation, a
suspension of deportation and permanent resident status in this
country. A Tfailure to exhaust the remedies of an administrative
consideration of exceptions and of an administrative review on
appeal, open to the alien above-named by statute and regulation,
from the aforesaid order for voluntary departure and for deportation
if the alien does not so depart, not only deprives said alien of the
administrative review provided in such case but also might seriously
impair the alien’s judicial rights and remedies.

On January 15* 1953* |1 received a letter dated January 14,
1952, from Alfred E. Edgar, Jr., acting for the District Director,
USI&NS, Los Angeles, California, notifying me that the decisions of
the Hearing OFfficer had been transmitted and been received at my
office on December 15* 1952, and that Forms 1-290 were received at
the USI1&NS office at Los Angeles on December 29, 1952, and did not
show that any exceptions were taken to the decision of the Hearing
Officer which had become final. Upon receipt thereof 1 telephoned
Mr. Edgar and explained the cause of my Tfailure earlier to make
requests for the transcripts in said cases and for extensions of
time thereon to file exceptions thereto, to appeal therefrom and to
file briefs 1in support thereof and asked if the time so to do could

be extended by oral or written request. He suggested that if 1



addressed a letter to him thereon setting forth the facts that he
would present it to the District Director, USI&NS, at Los Angeles
for determination. Accordingly 1 wrote and mailed such a letter
on January 15, 1953> and thereafter, on January 28, 1953, received
a reply from H. R. Landon, District Director, stating that if 1
wished I might submit motions for reopening or reconsideration of
this and said other like causes.

Affiant, as counsel for said alien, genuinely believes
that said alien, as a matter of law and of fact, 1is not deportable
under the Constitution and laws of the United States and also that
said alien, as a matter of law and of fact, is entitled adminis-
tratively to a suspension from deportation under the provisions of
Title 8 USCA, Sec. 155(c) as a person proved to be of good moral
character who, actually and within the meaning and intent of that
Act, has resided continuously in the United States for a period in
excess of seven years and so resided on the effective date of that
Act and that, in consequence, the order for voluntary departure
and for deportation in the event said alien does not so depart, in
affiant’s opinion, 1is contrary to law.

The alien wishes to except to the findings of fact and
conclusion of law contained in said decision that said alien is
deportable and also to the conclusion of law that said alien was not
exempted from the presentation of a valid visa at the time of entry
into the United States, and also to except to the order to depart
voluntarily or thereafter to be deported, on the ground that the
evidence introduced at said alien®s hearing conclusively demonstrated,
and it is a fact of which the Hearing Officer should have taken
administrative or judicial notice that the United States waived and
exempted said alien from the presentation of a visa at the time of

said alien"s entry into the United States, and by reason thereof,



said alien desires to appeal from said decision and

Board of Immigration Appeals.

Subscribed and sworn to before me

this JM L day of _ £, 1953

NOTARY PUBLIC
In and for the City and County of
San Francisco, State of California.

order

to the



BEFORE THE UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION SERVICE

In the Matter of

hasako t-lnatn]

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF MOTIONS

STATE OF CALIFORNIA )}

CITY AND COUNTY OF SAN FRANCISCO )

Wayne M. Collins of said City and County and State being
first duly sworn, deposes and saysi that he 1is the attorney of
record for the alien above-named; that he heretofore duly entered
his appearance as such in the above-entitled cause;

That on December 12, 1952, an adverse decision was ren-
dered in said cause by the Hearing Officer ordering a withholding
of a deportation order but requiring the alien to depart voluntarily
at a time to be determined by the Officer in Charge of the USI & NS,
Los Angeles, and ordering that if the alien failed to depart when
and as required that said alien be deported. A copy of said decision
and notice thereof were mailed to me on December 12, 1952.

The copy of said decision and notice thereof apparently
were received in my office on December 15* 1952, and receipted for
by a girl typist I had employed temporarily because of the pressure
of work in my office. Due to her and my secretaryTs then preoccupa-
tion with the preparation and mailing of printed material to some
3*700 clients who had renounced U. S. citizenship and whose causes

I represent in proceedings pending in the U. S. District Court at



San Francisco* California* and to several hundred alien clients
requesting them to comply with the fingerprinting and registration
requirements of the new Immigration and Nationality Act of 1952

and the procuring and filing of Forms 1-53 required thereunder* she
evidently laid said decision and notice thereof aside* along with
several other like decisions and notices apparently received by

her at the same time* and forgot to deliver them to me or to call
my attention thereto.

The existence of said copy of said decision and notice
thereof was not brought to my attention until either the evening
of December 23» 1952* at office closing time* or early on the
morning of December 24* 1952* when my secretary found the said
bundle of decisions and notices containing the said copy of decision
and notice relating to the alien above named. Promptly thereafter™*
on December 24, 1952* |1 wrote to your office requesting a copy of
the transcript of the hearing in this cause and in each of the causes
to which the aforesaid decisions related so that 1 could review the
testimony therein as a necessary condition precedent to enable me
to take the proper exceptions thereto and appeal therefrom and to
prepare a brief iri support thereof. I recall insisting that my
secretary type the requests for said transcripts on that day even
though she had expressed to me her desire to be free from work early
that day because of the advent of Christmas Eve.

I recall also that 1 examined the Forms 1-290 that were
attached to the said copies of decision and notices thereof in
several or each of said causes. |1 may partially have fTilled out
or signed one or more of those forms although I am not certain on
this point. I do recall that 1 instructed my secretary not to mail
out the Forms 1-290 but to withhold them until 1 received the tran-
scripts. IT any Forms 1-290 were returned to the District Director™*

US1 & NS* Los Angeles* California* either with or without exceptions



or notice of appeal being indicated thereon the same were TfTorwarded
by her in such manner through inadvertance and contrary to my
specific instructions. Those requests were typed up by her from a
copy of a prior similar request used in my office as a standard form
containing a concluding sentence that notice of appeal are enclosed.
In all likelihood 1 signed said letters without taking notice of
that concluding sentence and my secretary, therefore, must have
enclosed therewith the Forms 1-290 in an incomplete state for no
such Forms are in my Ffiles.

For the foregoing reasons it is respectfully requested
that the cause be reopened and be reconsidered and that the Tfinality
of said decision be set aside and that the time of the alien above-
named to take exceptions to said decision, to appeal therefrom and
to file a brief iIn support thereof be extended.

The alien above-named is a member of the Peruvian Japanese
group brought to the United States 1in 1943 and 1944, the male heads
of the family for internment and the wives and children as voluntary
internees to accompany them. Our Secretary of State, our Ambassador
to Peru and affiant have endeavored and still are endeavoring to
persuade the Peruvian Government to permit the alien above-named
and the residue of said Peruvian-Japanese group to be repatriated
to Peru. Friends and relatives of the members of this group likewise
are continuing their efforts here and In Peru to have them returned
to Peru. To affiantfs knowledge no conclusive decision has yet been
made by the Peruvian Foreign Minister as to whether the Peruvian
Government will authorize their return to Peru but he did, so | am
informed and believe, some time ago suggest that individual appli-
cations on their behalf for repatriation would be considered.

Affiant represents substantially all the members of said
Peruvian-Japanese group remaining In this country 1in proceedings

pending before various offices of the U. S. Immigration and



Naturalization Service and, anticipating that, some time 1in the
future, it might become necessary to institute litigation 1iIn our
federal district courts to obtain a final judicial determination on
the questions of their deportability, denial of the right to a sus-
pension of deportation or other relief, steadily has endeavored to
protect and exhaust their administrative rights and remedies as
conditions precedent to their right to institute and prosecute to
conclusion whatever judicial proceedings ultimately may become
necessary to preserve their rights in the event they are not finally
granted, 1in administrative proceedings or through legislation, a
suspension of deportation and permanent resident status 1in this
country. A failure to exhaust the remedies of an administrative
consideration of exceptions and of an administrative review on
appeal, open to the alien above-named by statute and regulation,
from the aforesaid order for voluntary departure and for deportation
if the alien does not so depart, not only deprives said alien of the
administrative review provided in such case but also might seriously
impair the alien*s judicial rights and remedies.

On January 15* 19532 | received a letter dated January 14,
1952, from Alfred E. Edgar, Jr., acting for the District Director,
USI&NS, Los Angeles, California, notifying me that the decisions of
the Hearing Officer had been transmitted and been received at my
office on December 15* 1952, and that Forms 1-290 were received at
the USI&NS office at Los Angeles on December 29* 1952, and did not
show that any exceptions were taken to the decision of the Hearing
Officer which had become final. Upon receipt thereof 1 telephoned
Mr. Edgar and explained the cause of my failure earlier to make
requests TfTor the transcripts in said cases and for extensions of
time thereon to file exceptions thereto, to appeal therefrom and to
file briefs in support thereof and asked if the time so to do could

be extended by oral or written request. He suggested that if |1



addressed a letter to him thereon setting forth the facts that he
would present it to the District Director, USI&NS, at Los Angeles
for determination. Accordingly 1 wrote and mailed such a letter
on January 15, 1953.» and thereafter, on January 28, 1955, received
a reply from H. H. Landon, District Director, stating that if 1
wished 1 might submit motions for reopening or reconsideration of
this and said other like causes.

Affiant, as counsel for said alien, genuinely believes
that said alien, as a matter of law and of fact, 1is not deportable
under the Constitution and laws of the United States and also that
said alien, as a matter of law and of fact, 1is entitled adminis-
tratively to a suspension from deportation under the provisions of
Title 8 USCA, Sec. 155(c) as a person proved to be of good moral
character who, actually and within the meaning and intent of that
Act, has resided continuously in the United States for a period 1in
excess of seven years and so resided on the effective date of that
Act and that, 1in consequence, the order for voluntary departure
and for deportation in the event said alien does not so depart, 1in
affiant®s opinion, 1is contrary to law.

The alien wishes to except to the findings of fact and
conclusion of law contained in said decision that said alien 1is
deportable and also to the conclusion of law that said alien was not
exempted from the presentation of a valid visa at the time of entry
into the United States, and also to except to the order to depart
voluntarily or thereafter to be deported, on the ground that the
evidence introduced at said alien®s hearing conclusively demonstrated,
and it is a fact of which the Hearing Officer should have taken
administrative or judicial notice that the United States waived and
exempted said alien from the presentation of a visa at the time of

said alien"s entry into the United States, and by reason thereof,



said alien desires to appeal from said decision and order

Board of Immigration Appeals.

Subscribed and sworn to before me

this day of 1953

NOTARY PUBLIC
In and for the City and County of
San Francisco, State of California.

to the



ALIEN ADDRESS REPORT--NOTICE

Who?

The law re%urrfs that everyétlren who s in the United States on January. 1,
of each year regort his a dress during the month of January. Any alien
1S tem‘porarr sent on January 1 h [l report his address within ten

10 days after his return to the United States

How?

1. In January, go fo any United States Post Office or any Immigration
and Naturalization Office to obtain the Alien Address’Report Card,

Form 1-53

2. Read the instructions on the back of the card before you fill in the
answers on the front anad srgn the card. ou do not understand the

rnstructronf ostal Tlerk or an em oyee % the mmrgratron
and Natura |zat|on Se vice for help in completing the card

3. When Ir/]ou have completed the card hand it to a clerk in any Post Office,
or Immigration and Naturalization Office.

When?

You must hand in %our Alien Address Report, Form 1-53, durrng January,
You will assist the Immigration and Naturalization Service if you do so as

early as possible in anuary

PENALTIES
An alien or his Parent or legal guardran in the United States who willfully
or inexcusably fails to report s liable to pe ta en into custod deported.
Furthermore, imprisonment or fine may be levied before derYortatron

TO UNITED STATES CITIZENS

If you are a citizen of the United States this notice does not appIy to
¥ou However you will be assisting your Government, and any of your
riends or acquarntances who are not’United States citizens, if you ' will
remind them of their responsibilities concerning the Address Report.

%Ie R. MackR/
Commrssroner of Tmmigration and Natyralization
United States De artment of Justice
Washington,

GPO. 83-429 30



ISSUED TO

I/?.S *VVK) SM U m. FILE NO. PLEASE QUOTE THIS NO.
b
Mall* Seeh. st OR APPLICATION.
»S» »»siKilgaa, 4t | 493
payment for DATE RECEIVED AMOUNT RECEIVED
9

MQT1Q".?2C-3gQPB*

l;si« Chee 5'.9130

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA

RECEIPT

RECEIPT IS ACKNOWLEDGED OF YOUR REMITTANCE
IN THE AMOUNT AND FOR THE PURPOSE AS STATED ABOVE.

FORM SRESCRIBED B
No. 1600 48362 COMPTROLLER GENERAL, U. S.
APRIL 16. 1045



ISSUED TO

FILE NO. PLEASE QUOTE THIS NO,
MASAIO f.  SifXdA A 1IN CORRESPONDENCE REL-
f/_9 OoUlsi _ ATIVE TO THIS PAYMENT
Sill# fows* 33Q M il Stuy A ORL 40 OR APPLICATION.
ougoteu DATE RECEIVED AMOUNT RECEIVED
9
.o M SSM 3»3~B8 5.00
IMte Aaerlea
i». 143

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
IMMIGRATION AND NATURALIZATION SERVICE

LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA
RECEIPT

RECEIPT IS ACKNOWLEDGED OF YOUR REMITTANCE
IN THE AMOUNT AND FOR THE PURPOSE AS STATED ABOVE.

FORM PRESCRIBED 6
ro.160 48363 COMPTROLLER GENERAL. U. 5



WAYNE M. COLLINS
ATTORNEY AT LAW

mills Tower, 220 Bush Street

San Francisco 4, California

Telephone Garfield 1-1218

February 3, 1953

U.S. Immigration Service,
458 South Spring Street,
Los Angeles 13, Calif.

Attention: Alfred E. Edgar, Jr ., Esgq.

In re: Yoshisada Shiga A6 161 498 1B
Masako T. Shiga A6 161 497 1B
Teruko S. Sakai A6 616 503 1B

Shizuko S . lwamoto A6 616 502 1B
Masayoshi Suematsu A6 616 501 1B

Yako Nakamatsu A5 967 513
Kameyo Nakamatsu A5 153 134
Seiko Nakamatsu A6 153 131
Tokusei Nakamatsu A6 153 129
Seisun Nakamatsu A6 133 132
Masayoshi Nakamatsu A6 153 133
Sueko Nakamatsu A6 153 130
Shizuo Nakamatsu A6 153 135

Gentlemen:

Enclosed find "Supplemental Points and Authorities
In Support OF Motions To Reopen And For Reconsideration”

in the above-entitled cause.

Very truly yours,
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Wayne M. Collins

Mills Tower

San Francisco 4, Calif.
GArfield 1-1218

Attorney for Respondent

BEFORE THE UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION SERVICE

In the Matter of

Toshlsada Shiga A 161 498 1B

SUPPLEMENTAL POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF
MOTIONS TO REOPEN AND FOR RECONSIDERATION

Oon May 6, 1952, it was held by the Acting Attorney
General that discretionary relief in the form of suspension of
deportation, under Title 8 USCA, Sec. 155(c), may be authorized
in the case of an alien who was brought to the United States as
an internee, for war connected reasons, even if he has no Ffamily
ties in this country, when the facts of the case indicate deporta-
tion would result in undue hardship, it appearing that the alien
had been here for some ten years and was unable to return to the
country where he had his lawful residence and that he had been
absent for a prolonged period from the country of his origin
and citizenship. See, Matter of W., Int. Dec. No. 225- See
also, decision of Jerome T. McGowan, Special Inquiry Officer,
US1&NS, Chicago, 111., of Jan. 26, 1953* In the case of Keilichiro
Takamura (a Peruvian-Japanese), File A5967444, Chicago 0900-47467»

certified to the Assistant Commissioner, Inspections and
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Examinations Division, for review.

Inasmuch as the respondent was brought here by the
United States Government for what 1is claimed to have been war
connected reasons and deportation would result in undue hardship,
it appearing that respondent has been here for a period of time
in excess of seven years and 1is unable to return to Peru where
respondent has lawful residence because the Peruvian Government
has not authorized respondents return to that country it is
urged that respondents application for suspension of deportation

under Title 8 USCA, Sec. 155(c), should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

San Francisco 4, Calif.
GArfield 1-1218

Attorney for Respondent
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Wayne M. Collins

Mills Tower

San Francisco 4, Calif,
GArfield 1-1218

Attorney for Respondent

BEFORE THE UNITED STATES IMMIGRATION SERVICE

In the Matter of )

Maaafco *. ©Ohlga \ A6 161 697 XB

SUPPLEMENTAL POINTS AND AUTHORITIES IN SUPPORT OF
MOTIONS TO REOPEN Anf> FOR RECONSIDERATION

on May 6, 1952, It was held by the Acting Attorney
General that discretionaryrelief in the form of suspension of
deportation, under Title 8USCA, Sec. 155(c), may be authorized
In the case of an alien who was brought to the United States as
an internee, for war connected reasons, even if he has no family
ties in this country, when the facts of the case indicate deporta-
tion would result In undue hardship, it appearing that the alien
had been here for some ten years and was unable to return to the
country where he had his lawful residence and that he had been
absent for a prolonged period from the country of his origin
and citizenship. See, Matter of W., Int. Bee. No. 225. See
also, decision of Jerome T. McGowan, Special Inquiry Officer,
USI&NS, Chicago, 111., of Jan. 26, 1953> in the case of Keiichiro
Takamura (a Peruvian-Japanese), File A5967444, Chicago 0900-47467,

certified to the Assistant Commissioner, Inspections and
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Examinations Division, for review.

Inasmuch as the respondent was brought here by the
United States Government for what is claimed to have been war
connected reasons and deportation would result in undue hardship,
it appearing that respondent has been here for a period of time
in excess of seven years and 1is unable to return to Peru where
respondent has lawful residence because the Peruvian Government
has not authorized respondents return to that country it is
urged that respondents application for suspension of deportation

under Title 8 USCA, Sec. 155(c), should be granted.

Respectfully submitted,

Attorney for Respondent



orm i-290 jr
(145 UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE i 1
Immigration and Naturalization Servic sl. J
458 South Spring Street Please address reply to

Los Angeles -13, California District Director
and refer to this
16 1953 File No. A6 161 498 (IB)

A6 161 497 *

Wayne M. Collins, Attorney at Law
Mills Tower
San Francisco 4, California

Dear Sir:

The attached is a copy of the decision and order of the Special TitUITy

Officer . s in the case of
YQSHTRADA RFTAA and MASAKO TAKAHASHT BHTFtA -

This order is final unless an appeal is taken to the Board of Immigration
mAppeals in Washington, D. C. and notice of appeal is filed within ten
days (not including Sundays and holidays) after receipt of this notice.

If an appeal is desired, the Notice of Appeal op Ptorm 1-290A, copies
of which are enclosed, should be executed in tri*"~"f~AMAnd filed with
this office. A brief or other written statement iIn support of your appeal
may be submitted with the Notice of Appeal.

You may also request oral argument before the Board of Immigration
Appeals. However, an alien who is in detention or who has been denied
admission at the Canadian or Mexican border will not be released from
detention nor permitted to enter the country to present oral argument to
the Board. Such an alien desiring representation must arrange to have
someone appear on his behalf before the Board. Unless the name and address
of the representative is forwarded with the Notice of Appeal, the Board
of Immigration Appeals will not calendar the case for argument.

Any question which you may have will be answered by the local
immigration office nearest your residence or at the address shown iIn the
heading of this letter.

Sincerely yours,

REGISTERED MAIL - RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Enclosures

GPO-63« 42376



touted states W pm Ztm Or justice
Tessigratina ia& Haturaliaaiion Service

o MRI16 193

File»i Ad X6l k8D k Lae Angeles f1600~A6A55)
A6 211 KM - (1600-47)

In res YQSBISABA SHIGA (Husband)
MASAKO TAJCAHASHI SHIGA (Wife)

IX DEPORTATI«! J-TOCEEDIHCS
M BEHALF OF RESPCHDKHTSi MW Comas, Attorney at L«r

Mills Tower, 220 Bush Street
Sen Francisco, California

CHARGES! (Both respondents)
Warrant! Act of 192A * Bo iwaigration visa
Act of 191$% * Bo passport
appLicaTion  Motion to Reopen and For Reconsideration
peturTios status~  Released d®conditional parole
warrapTe cp ARREST SOTTED!  March 30 15*g
DISCUSSICI! Hearing undger deportation oce din ove-entitled eae* «as
close dat Dosﬁe gles atﬁ? rnia, o er %ﬁ un e ort%
Ses onde swass dw acop% ecrs Jerg ere ar‘ q
uarx 1 53, chp f]ons ere raergranting voluntary
departdre to the aliens, within tbs trns a Iotte
OnFebrua a)i 2. 1953 Counsel fo ond(ent[s submrtted o the Immiqration
|rnaur réétr nServrc f rnr &ron} WF en and
% i«Cons| era 10N t%g herwrh L% ernen ornéan orities’ in
upport of Motions To Reopen and For econsrderatron
nsel*# actio not.present persuasive reason far reopening.
o AT PR B L R B0
authorities cited,
CRER It is ordered that the Motion to Reopen be denied,

IT IS RRTHR (ROERED that the Hearing O fficer's Order of December 12, 1952

be affirmed.

m I Hamilton - Speclai Inquiry Officer

Ad Idi *9%,-*97 »l«



mtm n*collius
| Attorney at Law JBI
Mills fower, 220 Bush Street
S&a Francisco 4, California

March 17, 1953

Mr* Toshisada Shiga,

Mrs« M&a&kc fmkah&shi Shiga#
Mr« Masayoshl Suassatsu*
Mrs » Tsruko Sue&atsu Sakai ,
Mrs# Shisukfi Suem&tsu Iw&aoto «
12# Hast First $t*|

Los Angeles, California

Gentlemens

fhé Immigration terrice hearlng ©fficer at Los Angeles on
XHeember 12, 1952« ordered that the application for suspension
or déportation filed by Toshisada Bhiga» Xatoako Takahashi Saiga
—-* — 0 3uettutsu Sakei and Shlsuko Suestaba»
Ilwamot®©, bs afthibut that you be gr&nted the right to départ
roluntarliy IIlM the Lnited States Md thab if you fail to
départ- yfein and asordered Chat e&eh of you b® déporttd*

Hpon behalf ©F oaeh ©f you 1 flled »étions to reopen and
to haro your case® reeoaeldered« Tfcsreafter, on Marsh 1é. 19
the Spécial Incruiry Ufftcer denied »y motionmand afflrtsed the
ordsr of Lecei&ber 12. 1952«

In ©oneeouenc®, It now boches “aeoessary for appéals b®
be tadksn la sach of your caste direct to the Boarcl of Immigration
Appe&ls uharo your 40portability may b® reeeneidered and wé&re
your rlght to S suspension of déportation fin&lly is to be
decided# thosa "appoals «nist be flled by me on or by the 27th
day OF March, 1953*

c bnder the new régulat}orlls gsta%!ish\fmd_bg ?]he Attorn(eayét i

enera of Immigration which hecame i

as at L@@#J m%%%f Irrmigragion, Servi@© charges for @k

notion to rtoptn or to recaasider and a #25 fat for aach apptal*
rftfore» 1 h as 1 h&v/O adv and m adv&neing thtst

The
fets 1 would iU tach of you to 1 a# a remlttance In tht
su» of 130 to rcimburat ma Tor adrancing bhese*

ftry truly yours.



Maroh 2kt]953

Mr* Xoehis&da Shiga
128 E« 1st Street
Los Angeles* California

Pear Mr, Shiga: v “

Enclosed find copy of Brief 1 hare filed
in your appeal and. that .of Mrs« Shiga with the
Board of Immigration Appeals*™ It cannot he
predicted what the final outcome of your
application for suspension of deportation may
he* Jutan A

Congress hag Approved™" some applications
for® suspension and has refused to approve

others* 1 &m MY Tm: i

Very truly yours*



March 2k, X9«Q

District Director,
fr*8* immigration "~y W 2" W AWip»8lilfcvArrrMJyi
Naturalization Service
"South Spring"Street.
Los Angelos 13» Oalif,

Oentlemen:

I In res Xoshifted* 3hlg% File A] 161 493" |
|| A~ ] 160G~46455:

|
_ _ =8 _P 1Sy B rJffVi IS
Magako Takahashi Shiga, File 46 161 497
L.A* 1600~46456

Enclosed find duplicate notices of appeal
in each of the shove mentioned oases containing
exceptions noted]i]i the reverse sides thereof
1”11 duplicate briefs in support of each of the
appellants in said cases™*

% cheek in ths etna of #50.00 is enclosed
covering the fee "required |Jin each oil said 1

appeals*.

Very truxXyTyoura,
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U. S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE

adorers reply 10 soaro op

BOARD OF IMMIGRATION APPEALS RACRATION AFEALS D
WASHINGTON FOCRTORILE NVRCR
A-616179?,8
Shiga
July 7, 1953

Wayne M. Collins, Esquire
1701 Mills Tower
San Francisco California

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,

Mau
Thos. G*.Finucan
05 C%lrmalrjlca ¢



July 13, 1953

Mr. Yoshisada Shiga

and Mrs. Masako Takahashi Shiga
128 E. First St.

Los Angeles, California

Dear Mr. and Mrs. Shiga:

I wish to inform you that 1 have received a
notice from the Board of Immigration Appeals dated
July 7, 1953, and a copy of its decision of July 6,
1953, informing me that the appeals 1 took on your
behalf have been sustained. This means that the
unfavorable decision heretofore rendered against
you has been set aside.

As a result of the favorable decision of the
Board of Immigration Appeals, your cases will be
referred to Congress for its approval. IT Congress
approves your applications for suspension of deporta-
tion, you will be granted permanent residence status
in the United States. The Immigration Service in
due course will notify you if Congress approves
your applications for suspension of deportation.

IT it refuses them, other action will have to be
taken on your behalf.

Very truly yours,



July 20, 1953

REGISTERED MAIL

Mrs.mMas&ko Takahaehi Shiga
128 East First Street
LOS Angeles, California

Dear Mrs. Shiga;

Enclosed find two letters bearing postmark of
July 16, 195"3i fro® the U. |]] Treasury Department
at Los Angeles. These letters apparently contain
a refund of the excessive fees charged by the
Immigration and Naturalization Service at Loe Angel
in connection with the motions to reopen your case

and the appeals 1 took therefrom which have been
successful .

Very truly yours,



16-70
Rev. 2-1fc-$0

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalisation Service
il58 South Spring Street
Los Angelos 13, California

Date: 87 x953
File Number: 1600-i756
(A6 161 %?) 1B

Mrs. MASAKO SHIGA
126 S. First St.,
Los Angeles, Calif.

Lear Midam:

Deportation has been suspended in your case, which action
will be reported to Congress pursuant to Section 19(c)(2)
of the Immigration Act of February 5, 1917, as amended.

If 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,

For the District Director
Copy to

-tskvne M. Collins, Atty~*,

San Francisco U, Calif.

nv



J 16-70

v Rev. 2-11t-"0*

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalisation Service
h$8 South Spring Street
Los Angelos 13* California

Date: Sept. 8, 1953

File Number: 1600-46455
( A6 161 498 ) IB

Mr. 706HISABA SHIGA*
128 £ First St.*
Los Angeles* Calif.

Deer Sirs

Deportation has been suspended in your case, which action
will be reported to Congress pursuant to Section 19(c)(2)
of the Immigration Act of February 5, 191?, as amended*

If 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 1t 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,

For the District Director

Copy to
M. Collin®* Atty™,
N 220 Bush St*

san FIANEIAE0 4, carie

wr
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Mrs. Masako Shiga
12# E. First St.,
Los Angeles, Calif.

.Bear Mrs. Shiga; ff\r e vI

tfeo immmk1 has apprété feu* oppll-
outlo» for a ooopoaoioo of aOjN*rt4hio&*
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la to® toitod HtuStOr Tfeorﬁmp}m t&o Iwifratioti ’
offloo at Loo 10™olto will you a aotice tolp
fjff tg“tht é~«ii®i#aiir of taiigratioa tfe« otaeof
9*8*00 to aa&ohlloit H pHoor<jl #f yomr omtry#
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Form 16-164
Form S JUN 18 1954

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service
458 South Spring Street
Los Angeles 13/ California

i
Bate: June 17, 1954

File Number: 1600-46455 IB

3R#: 61-15

Mr. Toshiba Shiga
1038 South lope Street
Los Aagele« 15, Calif«

Dear Sir:

This is to inform you that a Concurrent Resolution lias
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 fee. 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. If 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,

For the District Director
Copy tol &r< Wayae K. Collins, Attorney at lair, 220 Bush St.,
Mills Tower, San Francisco 4, Calif.

PLEASE RETURN THIS NOTICE WITH YOUR REMITTANCE



Form l16-164 RECElVED

1-10-45 JUN 18 1954

UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE
Immigration and Naturalization Service
458 South Spring Street
Loa Angeles 13, california

Bate: Jtone XT, 1954
File Number: 1600-46456 1B

«R #: 61-15

Mrs. Masako Takahashi Shiga, (,
1028 So. Hope Street A SS || | M 0
Los Angeles 15, §&lIIf. dTL.

Bear Madams

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 fee. 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 Iraroigration 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. |If 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

ég?)(y tos Mr.. tfayne M CO”TEE,t/&itgfﬁgyé;il’?((ﬁczgg Bush St.,

|”S Tower, San francisco

PLEASE RETURN THIS NOTICE WITH YOUR REMITTANCE



WAYNE M. COLLINS
Attorney at Law
Mills lower, 220 Bush Street
San Francisco if, California
GArfield 1-1218

June 18, 19514-

Mrs® Masako Takahashi Shiga
1028 So. Hope Street
Los Angeles 15* California

Dear Mrs. Shigal
Congress has approved a suspension of deportation

for you and. has granted you permanent residence in the
United States.

You must pay, therefore, the sum of 418.00 to the

U.S. Immigration Service at 45® South Spring Street,
Los Angeles, to create a record of your lawful entry
into the United States. You should make that payment

promptly in:the form of a U.S. Postal Money Order made
payable .to the ~"COMMISSIONER. OP- IMMIGRATION AND NATU-
RALIZATION. u

When you have paid that fee please notify me.
After that has been paid you will be eligible to apply
for naturalization, that is, to become a U.S* citizen.

When you have become a U.S. citizen it is likely
that you will be able to visit Peru if you wish simply
by obtaining a U.S. passport from an office of the U.S.
State Department and a visa from the Peruvian Consulate.

In any event you should not leave the United States
and go to Mexico or Canada or any foreignh country while
you still are an alien unless you first obtain a re-entry
permit from the Immigration Service and a passport from
the country of which you are a national. When and if you
become a U.S. citizen you should first obtain a passport
from the U.S. State Department before you visit any foreign
country.

Very truly yours,
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H® 18, 195
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Mr, I1fo™hijsada Shiéa,

103® Sout?h Hope Street

Los $hgefes 151 California

Mr.; Shigas

i j Congress has approved a suspension of deportation
jffe you and hat grantad you permanent residence in the

Bt eh SRS Fegd NS STTTGER - wowa jine i
1 You must pay* thereforee the sum of #18*00 to the
Uu* Immigration: aervle* at 450 South Spring Street,

Los Angel*#* to create a record of your lawful entry
Into the United States* You should, make that payment
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When you have paid that fee please notify me*
After that has bean paid, you will bo eligible to apply
for naturalisation* “that 1s* to become a u*B* altitan*

When you have become a U*&* cltisen i1t is likely
that you will be able to visit fern if you wish simply
by obtaining a 0#%* passport from an office of the ll*
State Department and a visa from the Peruvian Consulate*

In any event you should not leave the United State#
and® go to Mexico or® Canada or any foreign country while
you still are an. alien unless you first obtain a re-entry
permit from the Immigration Service and aipassport from
the country of which you are a national* When and. IT you
become a U*S* eltleen you should first obtain a passport
from the U*S* State department before you visit any foreign
country* “m

very truly yours*



Yoshisada Shiga and family

1028 South Hope Street

Los Angeles 15» California
June 30, 195-1-

Mr. Wayne -M* Collins
Attorney at Law

220 Bush Street

San Francisco If, California

Dear Mr. Collins:

My family - my wife Masako Shiga who passed away last
August, my daughters Shizuko Suematsu Iwamoto and Teruko
Suematsu Sakai, and my son Masayoshi Suematsu - and 1 re-

ceived your letter concerning Congress” approval of a sus-
pension of deportation for us and the permission for each
of us to become a permanent resident of the United States,

Each of us has payed the fee of $18.00 to the U. S.
Immigration Service at If58 South Spring Street, Los Angeles
in the form of a U. S* Postal Money Order on June 18, 1952*

We would like to thank you very much, for we are very
grateful for everything you have done to make this possible

Very truly yours,
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