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O
F THE Japanese immigrants who settled in 
the Pacific Coastal areas of the United States 
from the last decade of the 1800’s until 1924, 
the year in which further immigration of Orientals 

was banned, the preponderant majority was 
Buddhist. Most of the immigrants, drawn from 
rural areas in Japan, subscribed to the simple 
Salvationist faith demanded by the Shin sect, one 
of the six main branches of contemporary Japanese 
Buddhism. Although in Japan the Buddhist 
sects are primarily concerned with mortuary 
customs and the ancestral cult, temple worship 
and philosophical Buddhism occupying a secondary 
place, the transplanted temple of the Japanese6 
American Buddhists became a social center, 
a focal point through which ties with the homeland 
could be preserved. As a religion of the home 
with its associated rituals surrounding the me�
morial feasts to ancestors, Buddhism continued 
to be active in the United States. The temple, 
on the other hand, served to effect group unification 
in the various Japanese6American communities. 
Ostensibly to keep the spirit of Buddhism alive 
among the Japanese immigrants, priests were 
sent from the headquarters of the various sects in 
Japan, particularly from the Shin (Hongwanji), 
and forms of public worship different from those 
in Japan arose. The result was a Buddhist 
reformation in America which occasioned the 
rise of congregational bodies analogous to those 
which appear in contemporary Christian, and 
particularly, Protestant churches.

The processes of acculturation, the noteworthy 
changes which took place with regard to church 
organization and ritual, individual belief, social 
attitudes, and the like, are implicit in any analysis 
of Japanese Buddhism in America. These proc�
esses, described in terms of the total picture of 
Japanese6American Buddhism, are advisedly left 
for fuller discussion elsewhere. In the present 
paper, a single congregation is considered from 
the point of view of its interest as a form of social 
organization in an essentially unassimilated 
minority.

In 1940, slightly more than half of the Japanese 
residents on the Pacific Coast were Buddhist,

some 55,000 being directly or indirectly connected 
with some Japanese Buddhist congregation.1 
In the course of immigration and settlement in 
the United States, a number of the newcomers 
was attracted to the various Christian bodies. 
In the earlier stages of settlement this was par�
ticularly true of the urban areas. Here, member�
ship in a Christian church came to offer the immi�
grant a number of distinct social advantages.2 
But, following the period of settlement, the rise of 
the American6born, so6called second generation 
or Nisei group swelled the Christian ranks. The 
desire of many Nisei to dissociate themselves 
from the foreign culture of their immigrant parents 
and to escape in this way the stigma of being 
assigned to what was regarded as an old6fashioned 
and somewhat reactionary group led them into 
various Christian churches. But, although a 
high percentage of the immigrants and their 
descendants have remained Buddhist, the Nisei, 
on the other hand, show a higher aggregate in the 
Christian congregations.3 The outbreak of the 
war with Japan was instrumental in disrupting 
Buddhist organization on the West Coast and in 
causing the loss of many church members, both 
Issei, the conventional term now used to designate 
the members of the immigrant generation, and 
Nisei. The fear that Buddhist affiliations might 
be considered synonymous with pro6Japanese 
sentiment or activity caused a fairly large number 
to repudiate any connection with a Buddhist 
congregation. In the relocation center phase of 
the Japanese6American minority development, 
a number of these returned to the fold, but many 
have continued to hold aloof from church member�
ship in the postwar period.

The problems which the Buddhist group in the

1 A. Freed, and K. Luomala, Buddhism in the United 
States, Community Analysis Section, Report # 9, War 
Relocation Authority (Washington, May 15, 1944).

2 S. F. Miyamoto, Social Solidarity among the Japa�
nese in Seattle, University of Washington Publications 
in the Social Sciences, 11 (Seattle, 1939), pp. 1006101.
3R. F. Spencer, Japanese Buddhism in the United 

States, 1940"1946 (Unpublished Ph.D. Dissertation, 
University of California, Berkeley, 1946), pp. 63664.
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Japanese6American minority faces in effecting 
religious reorganization in the postwar period 
and in perpetuating religious values are numerous. 
Not only is there concern with the maintenance 
and preservation of the ethnic church structure, 
but there is also the ever growing necessity of 
continuing intact in the body of the church an 
Americanized second and third generation whose 
interests in Buddhism are at best half6hearted. 
The conflict situations which have arisen between 
the American bom group and its immigrant 
parents typify the case of the foreign born minority 
and its descendants and may be understood in 
terms of cultural differences. Among the Bud�
dhists, the Issei find in the church a means of 
reestablishing social contacts and of perpetuating 
a sentimental tie with the homeland, while to the 
Nisei the social opportunities afforded by church 
membership emerge as more or less paramount. 
Despite such social differences, however, the 
Japanese6American Buddhists of the postwar 
years have been able to retain a fairly unified 
organization. It is noteworthy that group soli�
darity is dependent upon social and familial ties 
rather than upon ideological ones.

The Shin sect remains the largest Japanese 
Buddhist group in the United States at the present 
time. Its sixty6odd churches, now existent in 
most large cities of the Midwest and Eastern 
Seaboard areas as well as in the Pacific States, 
are unified as the Buddhist Churches of North 
America with a central headquarters in San 
Francisco. This is headed by a bishop whose 
function is largely that of coordinator. The 
individual congregations, organized as churches 
and in no way reminiscent of the temple structure 
of the Japanese homeland, are virtually autono�
mous. While there is considerable variation in 
organization, leadership, and congregational com�
position throughout the various churches, it is 
suggested that the forthcoming description of one 
of them may be indicative of the general social 
structure prevalent among a fairly solid sub6group 
in a well defined ethnic minority. The following 
is a description of a church belonging to the main 
Shin body in America, or more properly, to the 
so6called Nishi6Hongwanji branch of the Shin 
denomination.

The church in question is located in a university 
town in California. Despite its proximity to the 
campus of a large public university its membership 
is derived from the town rather than from the 
university itself. To be sure, students of Japanese

ancestry now and again attend services and may 
join in social gatherings. Some Nisei women 
students have taken rooms in houses owned by 
the church where their activities may be supervised 
by the minister and his wife. Such a situation, 
however, in no way renders the church in question 
atypical; a good many churches may rent rooms 
to persons who cannot live in their own family 
circles. The temple, or to indicate it more 
properly, the church, for such it is, bearing the
name of the town as X666666 Buddhist Church,
was instituted by Issei residents in the town 
whose daily work as gardeners, small shopkeepers, 
janitors, and the like, precluded any active con�
nection with the university.

The church follows the normal acculturated 
pattern which has come to be characteristic of 
Shin congregations in the United States. Semi6 
autonomous, incorporated as a church under 
California laws, the body elects its own officials 
who, with the minister, conduct both religious 
and secular affairs. Through donations and the 
maintenance of membership fees, the church in 
question has been able to purchase its own build�
ings: two adjacent and outmoded frame houses. 
Rooms in both are rented out to Nisei students 
and business people, while the entire main floor 
of one house serves as the church auditorium. 
The latter is a long bare room in which collapsible 
chairs are placed for congregational meetings 
but which also does duty as a social hall. In 
the rear, on the lot owned by the church, a former 
storage outbuilding has recently been converted 
into a residence for the minister and his family.

The Buddhist does not always share the views 
held by some of the Christian bodies that the 
church building is a sacred place. In the meeting 
hall, the sacred symbol is the +�	������ the Buddha 
shelf or closet, in itself the only feature which is 
suggestive of sanctity. Flanked with sliding 
screens and gilded hinged doors of the native 
Japanese style, the +�	�����, rather elaborately 
decorated within and containing a scroll rather 
than an image, is opened for church services or 
for any ritualistic observances. The church 
assumes the sacred character only when the 
+�	������ located at the far end of the assembly 
hall, is opened. Adjacent to this altar, or cabinet, 
is a lectern, a piano, an old6fashioned portable 
organ, and a chair on which the minister may sit 
during the singing of hymns. It may be 
mentioned parenthetically that the incorporation 
of a hymnology into Japanese6American Buddhism
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affords an excellent example of the acculturation 
process. Songs in both Japanese and English to 
the accompaniment of a piano form a definite 
part of church services. Also connected with 
the order of service is a table in front of the +�	" 
����� on which are placed vessels for the burning 
of incense.

It is clear that in the individual church the 
+�	����� is the sacred symbol. Religious ac�
tivities taking place in the church itself center 
around this object. But the church is much 
more than a purely religious resort. Analogous 
to the Christian churches in bringing its members 
together on the basis of a common ideology, it 
likewise shares with the Protestant groups social 
aspects which are effective in creating bonds 
other than religious. Church solidarity is further 
enhanced by the fact of its appeal to the members 
of the racial minority. The ethnic church struc�
ture serves to offer a set of symbols which are in 
part instrumental in perpetuating group solidarity 
in this well defined segment of the Japanese6 
American minority.4

Religious worship and the activities associated 
with it are entrusted to the priest. In all of the 
Shin congregations at present in existence in the 
United States, the priest has taken on a role 
quite comparable with that of the Protestant 
minister. In English, in fact, the designation 
“priest” is discarded in favor of “minister,” or, 
as appears in the English of Nisei Buddhists, the 
“reverend.” The Issei members of the various 
congregations, and also some Nisei, address the 
minister by the Japanese term ������� “teacher.” 
This dignitary preaches at the Sunday church 
services, visits the sick of the parish, and with 
his wife is expected to appear at church socials, 
club meetings, and banquets. Beyond the fact 
that most preaching is done in Japanese, the 
chief function of the “reverend” which suggests 
the Buddhist background is the conducting of 
memorial services for deceased members of the 
congregation or for any family which may request 
him to read a service for one of its departed 
members. Like the Christian minister, the priest 
may perform marriages and officiate at funerals.

The majority of Buddhist dignitaries in the 
United States are Japanese born. All, including 
the few Nisei priests, have received their Buddhist

4 W. L. Warner and L. Srole, ,�������������	������ 
���������*	�����1������ (New Haven: Yale University 
Press, 1945), Yankee City Series, III, chap. VII.

training in Japan, normally at the Buddhist center 
of Kyoto, and were sent by the Japanese church 
heads to the United States as missionaries. The
minister at X666666 Church is no exception. He
is, however, a Nisei, or more properly, a Kibei, 
one born in the United States (Hawaii) and edu�
cated in the homeland. Reverend Kato* is a 
personable man of about 45 years of age. He 
speaks little English but has attempted in recent 
years to preach English sermons in the hope of 
attracting a larger number of young people to 
his church. His efforts in this direction have 
met some success; since most “reverends” preach 
in Japanese to Issei and Nisei alike, Kato’s use of 
English is regarded as indicative of his liberal 
thinking. It should be mentioned in this con�
nection that most Nisei who have not visited 
Japan profess to be ignorant of Japanese. To a 
certain extent this is true; many have retained 
the vocabulary of infancy without materially 
adding to it.

The congregation, although small, is active 
in its support of Reverend Kato. In general, the 
Buddhists are quick to criticize their religious 
leaders. Like his Christian counterpart, the 
Buddhist minister is expected to lead a rather 
exemplary life. His actions must meet the ap�
proval of the immigrant generation and of its 
descendants. The minister is accordingly judged 
by separate standards. On the whole, Reverend 
Kato has been effective in placating both com�
ponents in his congregation. He returned to the 
church from the relocation center in the latter 
part of 1944 and has been successful in welding 
together a group in which dissensions are perhaps 
less marked than in some other Buddhist churches. 
Largely through his direction the mortgages which 
were raised against the church property before the 
war have now been lifted.

In keeping with the democratic procedures 
which have come to characterize the Buddhist 
churches in the United States at the present time, 
the X666666 Church has in effect its own congre�
gational constitution. This makes provision for a 
number of offices to be filled by members elected 
to them by the congregation. A president, 
executive secretary, and a treasurer form the 
governing body of X666666 Church. In the Bud�
dhist churches elsewhere the number of elected 
officials may vary. Larger churches may have a 
greater number of officers. Since the war, policy

* Pseudonym.
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in this respect has been subjected to some change. 
It was formerly customary to fill all officers from 
the ranks of Issei. Indeed, this was one means 
by which an individual of the immigrant generation 
might in the prewar period secure for himself a 
certain level of personal prestige in the ranks of his 
own group. During the war the Shin churches sev�
ered their connection with Japan. In so doing, they 
adopted the synodical name, Buddhist Churches 
of North America and attempted to place Nisei, 
i.e. American citizens, in central positions in 
the organization. In some churches all elected 
posts are held by Nisei and some bitter struggles
between the two generations have arisen. X666666
Church, however, has avoided this difficulty 
largely through Reverend Kato’s careful handling 
of both groups. Any dissensions here are on an 
individual rather than a group basis. Conse�
quently, the president, a titular office for the 
most part, is held by a member of the Issei group, 
while the treasurer is Nisei. The minister was 
asked to take over secretarial duties and with his 
Nisei wife has handled all business with which 
the church has been concerned. By the con�
stitution of X666666 Church, officials are elected
for one year terms at an annual congregational 
meeting.

It is through this somewhat formal framework 
that the church operates. The minister combines 
religious and secular duties and so becomes a 
central figure around which church activities 
revolve. So far as the formation of the group is 
concerned, the sacred symbols coupled on the 
one hand with the minister, on the other with 
congregational representation, serve to provide an 
entity with which individual, or more specifically, 
family identification becomes clearly defined.

For both the individual and the family group 
affiliation is rendered still more specific by the 
formal fact of membership. This is enforced by 
the constitutional requirement that the family 
pay annual membership fees to the church. Of 
interest in this respect is the survival of the Japa�
nese traits which place emphasis on the family 
rather than on the individual. To be sure, any 
person may pay membership dues but the Japa�
nese6American Buddhists continue to make the 
family tie a paramount consideration in church 
affiliation. Congregational membership is de�
termined by families rather than by individuals.
X666666 Church counts its membership as made
up to fifty6five families and does not consider 
as significant to the church itself the number of

individuals involved. The membership fee, an 
innovation which arises in American Buddhism, 
is thus combined with the cooperative familism 
of Japan.

The individual church is free to decide on its 
own fees and budgets them in the attempt to avoid 
working a hardship on the poorer families. The 
economic disorganization which accompanied 
evacuation and resettlement has worked its 
hardships on not a few families. Membership
fees have spiraled upward nevertheless. X666666
Church now requires a membership fee of one 
dollar per month per family, a marked increase 
when it is considered that before the war three to 
five dollars annually were required of an individual 
family by most churches. The sums collected 
are used for the most part to pay the salary of the 
minister. The congregation pays the costs of 
building maintenance and repair, church debts, 
and contributes a variable amount to the San 
Francisco synodical headquarters. At the present 
time, the salary of the minister amounts to $55.00 
per month. His quarters and their utilities are 
provided by the congregation. This meagre 
income is supplemented somewhat uncertainly 
by services which the minister is able to perform 
for his group. Fees may be obtained by him 
for the performing of marriage ceremonies, of�
ficiating at funerals, and for such services as the 
reading of memorial ��	��� for the dead. Most 
of the Buddhist ministers in small churches today 
find their income inadequate and must supple�
ment what little their congregation is able to 
provide them by taking jobs outside of the church.
At X666666 Church, both Reverend Kato and his
wife took on outside janitorial work. More 
recently, however, he has been able to find full 
time employment in connection with the uni�
versity, alleviating the burdens of supporting 
his family of three infant children. Other minis�
ters, particularly the Issei, have been less fortunate 
than he, a fact which bodes ill for the future of 
Japanese Buddhism in America. The discontinu�
ing of the Japanese language schools to which 
most Nisei were sent as children and at which the 
“reverend” customarily taught has reduced the 
incomes of most Buddhist ministers. No such 
school existed at the X666666 Church, however.

The Buddhist churches in the United States 
have not adopted the Christian custom of the 
collection. A contribution box appears in every 
church, X666666 being no exception. The indi�
vidual member or family may make offerings of
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money from time to time and so add to the con�
gregational treasury. X666666 Church is finan�
cially sound at the present time. The three 
officials, the president, the treasurer, and the 
minister in his capacity as secretary of the con�
gregation, determine church financial policy. 
No attempt is made to enforce payment of mem�
bership fees or to solicit contributions. Church 
collections, thus consisting of the membership 
dues and the contributions to the alms box, 
average no more than between $60.00 and $100.00 
per month. This sum is augmented somewhat 
by the contributions which are made by secondary 
and auxiliary organizations within the congre�
gation.

The secondary social configurations which are
contained in X666666 Church are distinguishable
largely in terms of generation. Linguistic and 
cultural differences thus underlie the apparent 
divisions. For the reasons outlined above, the 
church itself, in the form of its membership and 
the symbols which are effective in binding the 
group together, becomes the primary unit. Sec�
ondary group formation arises in the social forms 
which surround the clearly divisible Issei and 
Nisei.

Of relatively slight importance are the differ�
ences which arise on the basis of social strata. 
The families who subscribe to membership in
X666666Church, or, indeed, in most of the churches
belonging to the united Shin body, may be as�
signed to the middle classes within the Japanese6 
American minority. As is mentioned above, a 
few members have small businesses while others 
are engaged in various subservient pursuits. 
Some of the Nisei, it is true, are employed in 
minor white collar jobs or are attempting, by 
virtue of higher education, to put previous training 
to advantage. With the exception of an archi�
tect, there are no professional people in attendance 
at church services or enrolled on the membership 
lists. Judged from the point of view of social 
classes in America, the group may be assigned 
to an upper lower bracket, while, so far as the 
Japanese6American minority is concerned, it 
may be placed in the middle section. The lower 
middle might be a more appropriate designation. 
The upper groups in the Japanese population 
in the United States do not, for the most part, 
frequent the Shin churches. The Salvationist 
Shin sect bears a somewhat provincial stigma. 
The upper classes of the minority have turned 
either to Christinaity or to the more esoteric

sects of Japanese Buddhism such as the con�
templative and philosophical Zen denomination.
In X666666 Church, distinctions of social position
based on wealth or family do not emerge.
The essential basis for group differentiation

within the X666666congregation is thus the simple
difference existing between those born in Japan 
and trained there and those born in the United 
States and desirous of emulating its prevailing 
social norms. In keeping with this difference, 
two separate services are held in nearly all the 
churches of the sect. X666666 Church is no ex�
ception. In keeping with the division made by
its sister congregations, X666666 Church permits
a service for the ������� the young Buddhists, 
or Nisei, and another for the older Issei people. 
The former in particular has organized as a chapter 
of the national Young Buddhist Association 
(YBA). In the church in question, the YBA 
service takes place on Sunday morning. The 
Issei members of the congregation lack the form�
alized organization of the second generation and 
are less faithful in their attendance at the Sunday 
evening services which are held for their benefit. 
A third group, one which for purposes of the 
present discussion may be linked with the YBA, 
is the Sunday School, a further innovation in 
Buddhist organization. For the most part, the 
attendance here is derived from the children of 
the older Nisei; the Issei generation has in the 
main passed the age of parenthood. Some of the 
members of the YBA are volunteer teachers in 
the Sunday School.

Since the war, the nuclear organization in most 
Buddhist churches is the Young Buddhist Asso�
ciation. It is with this group that the future of 
Buddhism in America, apart from its more eso�
teric side, rests. X666666 Church offers no ex�
ception to the common practice in the Shin 
churches of permitting a YBA organization which 
is separate from the congregational grouping. 
In the period since the war, most churches show 
considerable overlapping of organization. Where 
the Nisei have been elected to posts of congre�
gational responsibility, they may also hold mem�
bership and office in a YBA chapter. This 
question has given rise in some instances to virtual 
control of the church by the young people. In
X666666Church, this situation has not been carried
so far; the YBA exists as separate from the con�
gregation proper even though its members are 
included with their families in the congregational 
membership. The YBA is organized as a demo6
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era tic social group. In X666666Church it has its
own constitution separate from that of the con�
gregation proper and elects its own officers. This 
general pattern is the one followed by YBA 
chapters across the nation. Its officers range 
from president through vice president, secretary, 
treasurer, and the like. A religious chairman is 
also elected but it is to be emphasized that the 
interests of the group are social rather than re�
ligious. In this respect, a parallel to the motives 
underlying the growth of young people’s organi�
zations in a number of the Protestant Churches 
is suggested. While any broad generalizations 
are scarcely in order, it is apparent that most 
������ turn to the YBA as a social outlet com�
patible with the social class to which they belong. 
There is no doubt that some are ardent in their 
devotion to Buddhist doctrines but most profess 
ignorance of even the simplest religious precepts. 
Even when participating in group activities, the 
Nisei tend toward self6consciousness in matters 
religious. It is noteworthy perhaps that this 
general attitude is one which might be anticipated 
in a group which occupies a marginal position in 
the national cultural framework.

YBA interests are more clearly perceived when
the age composition of the group at X666666Church
is noted. Of the 85 persons making up the mem�
bership, 47 are boys, 38 girls. All are unmarried, 
the average age falling between 19 and 21. A 
few of the older boys have played a leading role 
both in church affairs and in the YBA but the 
group on the whole remains more or less inde�
pendent of the Issei members of the congregation. 
The YBA service in English, held, as noted above, 
on Sunday morning, involves the offering of 
incense by a boy and girl appointed for the. day 
by the religious chairman, the singing of English 
hymns before and after the short English sermon 
preached by Reverend Kato. Attempts to 
promote discussion groups following the service 
have not met with too much success. Reverend 
Kato and his wife have urged the group to discuss 
such topics as “The Life and Teachings of the 
Lord Buddha,” “St. Shinran” (founder of the 
Shin sect), “The Need for American Buddhism,” 
and the like. At these discussions most of the 
group listens in restive silence while the lead is 
taken by a few interested individuals. From 
time to time, socials are held following the service 
and any discussion group program. Such socials 
may involve a luncheon for the group which is 
prepared by a committee of girls under the di�

rection of the day’s social chairman. The after�
noon may then be devoted to social games of 
various kinds. Not all 85 members attend either 
services or socials regularly. It may be expected 
that services followed by a social gathering draw 
a higher attendance. The average number of 
young people attending an ordinary Sunday 
service is perhaps thirty. In6keeping with its role 
as a social club for the Nisei, the YBA sponsors 
social dances in the church from time to time 
and may assemble for outings of various kinds.

Of interest with respect to the YBA social 
activities is a fad which is currently sweeping 
the local chapters in California and which seems 
to have its origin in the somewhat more pro�
gressive chapters of the Midwest. This is the 
selection of a chapter “Queen,” a girl chosen by 
the group for her popularity, beauty, or the like. 
In California, a statewide “Queen” contest is 
contemplated in which a California YBA “Em�
press” will be chosen from among the candidates 
selected by the local groups. Such a contest 
provides a basis for inter6chapter rivalry and 
supports an extended round of social events both 
within the individual chapter and between YBA 
organizations in various churches.

On the whole, there is little contact between 
Issei and Nisei in any of the formal groupings 
which have developed in the ranks of the Japanese6 
American minority. Family organization is of 
course an exception; here the parent6child re�
lationship, particularly among the Buddhists, 
suggests the retention in part of Old World mores. 
As the second generation matures, its members 
are gradually being allowed to fill congregational 
posts and positions in other organizations which 
in the prewar period were held almost exclusively 
by Issei. The point raised above that in some 
of the Buddhist churches there was objection to 
Nisei leadership on the part of some of the older 
people suggests as well the opposition of Issei to 
Nisei social affairs centering around the church. 
It has been noted that Reverend Kato is a factor 
in preventing any congregational rift between 
the two generations on the basis of social interests. 
He has met with some success in persuading his 
Issei members that through the various social 
events the young people are kept in the church. 
At the same time, however, both he and his wife 
have expressed their disapproval of the “Queen” 
contests and of overmuch attention to socials. 
One Issei in the church made the following state�
ment:
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I want to see my kids go to church. They should 
know something about religion and the only way they’ll 
learn is in church. Still, I hate to see the church made 
into a dance hall; that’s kind of irreverent. But I 
guess it’s better if they come to church for that than not 
go at all.

In general, this is the consensus of the members 
of the first generation. Mrs. Kato summed up 
her objections by saying:

When they (the Nisei) think of Buddhism, to them it’s 
just a beauty contest.

At Reverend Kato’s suggestion, some further 
extended contact between the two generations has 
come about in the annual dinners given by the 
YBA for “Dads.” Here the Issei parents of the 
YBA members are invited to a banquet in their 
honor. Another such festival is the recently 
begun “Mother’s Day” dinner, held on the Amer�
ican holiday.

While the division on the basis of generation 
is the one which strikes the observer from the 
outside at once, a third group in most of the 
Japanese6American Buddhist churches is notable 
for its absence. This is the group of older Nisei 
who have married and are engaged in raising 
their own families. In the main, this group does 
not participate in church affairs. The primary 
reason for this is the failure of most of the churches 
to accommodate the married Nisei. Culturally, 
these couples are far removed from the Issei, 
while YBA activities are regarded by them as a 
bit juvenile. In most cases the children of such 
couples are sent to the Buddhist Sunday School 
but they themselves remain away from any active
religious or social participation At X666666Church
a group has been begun recently in which an 
attempt is made to attract such backsliders into 
the fold. The idea is a new one, arising apparently
in X666666Church and promises to spread to other
congregations. For sometime, about 28 couples 
have met for religious discussion. There is no 
formal service but in Reverend Kato’s opinion: the

fact that they come together to reverence the Buddha is 
good and worth any effort on my part.

This new group is well on the way to forming 
its own social club with contract bridge as a 
particular attraction. One the whole, the group 
shows a greater interest in matters religious than 
do the YBA members and is interested in seeing

Buddhism as a religious force preserved in the 
United States for itself and its children.

Issei services are held on Sunday evenings. 
Sermons and hymns are in Japanese. At such 
services attendance is small; rarely do more 
than 20 persons appear. This does not, however, 
imply a lack of interest either in Buddhism or 
the church itself on the part of the Issei congre�
gation. In Japan, religion is intimately tied 
in with the ancestral cult and the home. Bud�
dhism particularly is a family affair. In America, 
the Japanese immigrant may still carry on the 
household duties to the dead. When a death 
occurs in a Japanese6American family, oftentimes, 
even if the family profess Christianity, the head 
of the house summons the Buddhist priest for 
the reading of the proper memorial ritual. Church 
attendance is thus a matter of individual choice 
as long as the proper memorial services for the 
dead are carried on in the home. But the church 
may provide a social outlet for the Issei as well 
as for their children. Before the war, Issei 
attendance was more regular. Since evacuation 
and resettlement, however, the formal church 
has been dropped by many even though mem�
bership dues may still be paid and the services
of the priest enlisted from time to time. X666666
Church does sponsor a monthly memorial service 
at which most Issei whose interest in the church 
continues are in attendance. At this service 
all bring food, and a banquet is held after the 
service. This, the ���2��3���� is a service in 
which food is offered and the dead remembered. 
As many as eighty may attend at this time, a 
large group for so small a church. Through the 
service, the sacred symbols attract a group which 
reaffirms social ties.

In the church in question, few Kibei are en�
countered. These are those Nisei wh)o have been 
educated in Japan and are distinguishable largely 
in terms of language and attitude.6 Some of the 
so6called Kibei have joined the YBA and so may 
be identified with the Nisei. Others, since the 
war, finding neither the Issei nor the Nisei to 
their liking, have dropped from the church al�
together. In larger churches, the Kibei may be 
recognized as a group apart although nominally
on the fringe of the YBA. At666666 Church any
such socio6cultural differences have been overcome.

5 E. H. Spicer, ��������"����������*����	��� �� 
������ Community Analysis Section Report 4 8, War 
Relocation Authority (Washington, January 28, 1944).
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�� 1880 there were fewer than 200 alien Jap�
anese in the United States. Between 1885, when 
Japan legalized labor emigration, and 1924, when 
Oriental exclusion was incorporated in our Im�
migration Act, well over 200,000 Japanese aliens 
entered this country direct from Japan and thou�
sands of others came as secondary migrants from 
Hawaii. By 1940 cumulative admissions had 
probably exceeded 300,000, and the 47,000 aliens 
enumerated in the United States census of that 
year were a surprisingly slight residue for so large 
a volume of immigration in such a relatively short 
span of time. Nor did the increase in the Ameri6 
can6citizen group—the children and grandchildren 
of the Japanese immigrants— fulfill the prophecy 
of a contributor to the ������ of the American 
Academy in 1921 that “in ten years” there would 
be 150,000 American6born Japanese in California 
alone and that by 1949 they would “outnumber 
the white people.” 2 There were, in fact, fewer 
than 50,000 American6born Japanese in California 
in 1930, only about 60,000 in 1940, and possibly 
not more than 30,000 in 1949.

Some social aspects of the changing demography 
of the Japanese minority in the United States will 
be analyzed in terms (1) of the course of immigra�
tion and the concomitant changes in vital processes 
and in the structure and composition of the popula�
tion during the prewar years; (2) of the impact 
of the forced mass migration, following wartime 
exclusion from the Pacific Coast; and (3) of the 
nature, scope, and consequences of resifting and 
relocation during the war period.
1 Statistical series on which the charts are based, full 

documentation of many of the points raised, and a critical 
evaluation of sources and of methods of data collection 
and analysis will be available in ,������9���� to be pub�
lished by the University of California Press in 1951.
The issues discussed in Sections 12 and 13 of the present 

paper are given fuller treatment and documentation in an 
earlier volume, ,������������ by Dorothy S. Thomas and 
Richard Nishimoto (Berkeley, Univ. of Calif. Press, 
1946).
2 Chambers, J. S., The Japanese invasion, �����������: 

����:�-���	:��������:����:� 26, Jan. 1921.

1. IMMIGRATION

Year6by6year variations 3 in the course of migra�
tion between Japan and the United States are 
shown in chart 1 in the series of alien admissions 
which were recorded first in 189061891, and of 
alien departures, for which records are available 
only from the fiscal year, 1907—1908. Although 
Japan’s abandonment of a two6century long seclu�
sion policy in 1868 had eased restrictions on free 
movement from the country and an edict in 1885 
had removed barriers to labor emigration, the 
number of aliens entering American ports before 
the turn of the century oscillated only slightly 
around a slowly rising trend, from the low level 
of about 1,000 a year in the early nineties to not 
much more than 2,000 a year towards the end of 
the decade.

During the early period of emigration from 
Japan, Hawaii, rather than the mainland, was the 
destination sought by the migrants. The sharp 
rise in admissions to the mainland in 1900 is, in�
deed, attributable merely to the diversion to San 
Francisco of immigrants destined for Hawaii, 
whose ships were turned away because of an out�
break of bubonic plague in the Islands. Between 
1901 and 1907 the curve of admissions ebbed to a 
trough of about 4,000 and flowed to a crest of al�
most 10,000, in response to the slackening and 
quickening of the demand for labor on the West 
Coast. The extent of this relationship is sug6 
gusted by the covariation in curves of immigration 
and of business cycles.4 The short period of un�
impeded response to fluctuations in economic op�
portunities on the West Coast and elsewhere in

3 Numbers of alien admissions and departures, for fiscal 
years through 1931, were obtained from reports of the 
Commissioner6General of Immigration; from 1931 through 
1942, from manuscript tables made available by the De�
partment of Justice.
4 The index of business cycles used here for the calen�

dar years 190061906 is a composite prepared by W. F. 
Ogburn and D. S. Thomas. The influence of the business 
cycle on certain social conditions, ;���	:�-�+:�����:��	�	: 
���:� 327, Sept. 1922.

PROCEEDINGS OF THE AMERICAN PHILOSOPHICAL SOCIETY, VOL. 94, NO. 5, OCTOBER, 1950 
)�����	� -���	������<: S. �:



460 DOROTHY SWAINE THOMAS [PROC. AMER. PHIL. SOC.

���	��1. Japanese immigration to and emigration from continental United States, 189161942.

the United States was abruptly terminated by poli�
tical action. Pressures favoring action had been 
initiated in California, which had riot only received 
the bulk of the direct migrants from Japan but had 
become the destination of appreciable numbers of 
formerly6indentured Japanese laborers after ter�
ritorial government was established and contract 
labor abolished in Hawaii. Although the numbers 
involved were still comparatively small in the first 
few years of the twentieth century, the influx made 
itself felt, and urgent regional pressures for cessa�
tion of Japanese immigration developed. Boycotts 
and discriminatory measures were instituted in 
many localities, and in 1906 the San Francisco 
School Board passed a resolution requiring all 
Japanese then in the public schools to attend a 
segregated school for Orientals. The Japanese 
government protested vigorously to President The�
odore Roosevelt, who denounced the action as a 
“wicked absurdity” and “finally persuaded the 
School Board to rescind its resolution on the un�
derstanding that the President would bring Jap�
anese immigration to an end.” 5 In March 1907 
a Presidential proclamation prohibited Japanese 
laborers who had received passports to go to Mex�
ico, Canada, and Hawaii, from remigrating to the 
mainland, and, in the same year, the Japanese gov�
ernment agreed to undertake measures to bring 
direct immigration of Japanese laborers to the
5 Buell, R. L., Japanese immigration, World Peace 

Foundation Pamphlets 7 (566) : 287, 1924.

United States to an end. Under this, the “Gentle�
men’s Agreement,” Japan was to issue passports 
only to “such of its subjects as are non6laborers 
or are laborers who, in coming to the continent, 
seek to resume a formerly6acquired domicile, to 
join a parent, wife, or children residing therein, or 
to assume active control of an already possessed 
interest in a farming enterprise located in this 
country.” 6 Following enforcement of the Agree�
ment, admissions fell from an annual level of 10,6 
000 in 1907—1908 to about 2,500 in each of the two 
following years, while return6migrants to Japan 
numbered about 5,000 annually.

The renewed upswing that began in 1910 and 
culminated in 1920 reflected an unexpectedly en�
thusiastic response of Japanese settlers to the 
provision permitting entry of their relatives and 
the liberal interpretation immigration officials 
themselves made of this provision. Immigrants 
who had left their wives and children in Japan now 
sent for them, while bachelors made hurried trips 
to their native villages, married and brought their 
brides to America. Soon a more economical 
method of family6building became popular: rela�
tives and friends in the mother country helped find 
brides for Japanese living in the United States, 
photographs were exchanged, and, if the arrange�
ments proved mutually agreeable, marriage vows 
were taken by proxy. Bachelors were thus spared
6 Annual report of the Commissioner"General of Im�

migration for the fiscal year ended June 30, 1909, 121.
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the inconvenience and expense of trips to Japan, 
and their “picture brides” were permitted to enter 
this country alone.

As the influx of women gained momentum, the 
birth rate rose, and official investigations were 
made of what was felt to be an alarming increase 
in the Japanese6American population. Japan again 
voluntarily yielded to pressure, and in 1920 stopped 
granting passports to “picture brides.” Although 
the number of alien arrivals dropped sharply after 
1921, and return6migrants again exceeded immi�
grants, regional groups continued to press Con�
gress for complete cessation of Japanese immigra�
tion. “Finally, the Immigration Act of 1924 was 
passed (effective July 1, 1924), giving California 
what she wanted. . . . This act abrogated . . . the 
Gentlemen’s Agreement and provided for the exclu�
sion of all aliens ineligible to citizenship.”7 Among 
those ineligible on racial grounds were the Jap�
anese, and with the enforcement of the act, their 
immigration to the United States was effectively 
ended. After the short6lived rush to beat the 
deadline, arrivals declined sharply. Visas were 
now issued only to visitors, students, treaty mer�
chants and similar classes, and to returning resi�
dents. It was this last class which accounts in 
large measure for the slowly rising trend in ar�
rivals from 1925 to 1930, but the movement was 
too slight to stem the drainage of alien Japanese 
from this country.

2. SETTLEMENT
At no census year did Japanese immigrants and 

their descendents reach 3 per cent of the total popu�
lation of any one of the states. As of 1890, about 
one quarter of the total of 2,000 settlers had dis�
persed rather widely. Among these 500 were stu�
dents and merchants who had moved towards the 
eastern seaboard, but the bulk of the 1,500 others, 
predominantly laborers, had settled near the ports 
of entry in California and Washington. By the 
end of the next decade the movement to eastern 
states had failed to keep pace with the accelerated 
tempo of immigration. There was, however, a 
considerable amount of dispersion of the new ar�
rivals from the Pacific Coast into the intermountain 
states, which, in 1900, held one in five of the im�
migrant settlers, contrasted with one in twenty6five 
in the Middle West and East. After 1910 dis�
persal practically ceased, and settlement became 
more and more concentrated on the Pacific Coast;
7 Strong, E. K., Jr., ,���������"������	������������ 

���+���� 48, Stanford Univ. Press, 1934.

within the Pacific Coast area, in California; and, 
within California, in Los Angeles and vicinity. By 
1940, 89 per cent of the country’s alien Japanese 
and their American6citizen descendents were lo�
cated on the Pacific Coast: 74 per cent in Cali�
fornia, and almost 30 per cent within the bound�
aries of the county of Los Angeles.

3. REMIGRATION
Migration between Japan and the United States 

involved a great deal of waste motion. During 
the fiscal years 190861914, for example, 97 out of 
every 100 alien arrivals w'ere offset by alien de�
partures, while from 1915 to 1924, the ratio was 
86 departures to every 100 arrivals, and after 1924, 
when there was a consistent net migratory loss, 
departures per 100 arrivals numbered 146. The 
heavy return6migration to Japan included both “so�
journers” and “repeaters.” The former usually 
appeared in the statistical series twice: once as 
“alien arrivals,” then as “alien departures.” The 
latter were counted repeatedly, their trips to Japan 
being interspersed with arrivals in America, usually 
in the category of “returning residents.” Among 
the alien evacuees of 1942, no fewer than 40 per 
cent had returned to Japan and remigrated to 
America at least once, while about one in every 
ten had made three or more trips to Japan.8

Japanese immigrants were described by the Im�
migration Commission in 1911 as living in but as 
no integral part of the community.9 Their integra�
tion was retarded by many forces and circum�
stances : by ineligibility to American citizenship 
and the necessity of continuing in the status of 
nationals allegiant to a foreign power; by adher�
ence to an alien religion and failure to master the 
English language; by discriminatory practices, the 
most important of which were the anti6alien land 
laws; and by the overt hostility of the majority 
group on the West Coast. It is not surprising 
that they, perhaps more than any other immigrant 
group in America, regarded themselves as sojourn�
ers in this country, hoping to complete their educa�
tion or to make and save enough money to return, 
after a few years, and reestablish themselves favor�
ably in the homeland. The extensive return6mi�
gration was selective of those whose connections

8 Unted States, Department of the Interior, War Re�
location Authority, ,����9����	���������� 84, Washington, 
Govt. Pr. Off., 1946.
9 United States Immigration Commission, &�������	� 

��������	����>���������������	������������	����������	�� 
-�������%���	�����)��?������	�����	�	�� 23 : 166, Wash�
ington, Govt. Pr. Off., 1911.
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in America were most tenuous, and whose motiva�
tion to remain was weakest. Many of those who 
stayed had managed to obtain a foothold in agri�
culture or in urban trades and services; they 
had established families, and their children held 
American citizenship. Even though sojourner6

attitudes persisted, most of the immigrants who 
attained economic status and had American6born 
children became residents6in6fact if not settlers6by6 
intention, and by 1940 Japanese communities on 
the West Coast had assumed an aspect of perman�
ence and stability.
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4. THE GENERATIONS
Foreign6born Japanese residents reached their 

maximum population of 80,000 in 1920. Their 
decline was, for a few years, more than offset by 
increases in the number of their descendents. The 
second generation—the American6born—numbered 
fewer than 300 in 1900. Their increase of about 
4,000 in the next decade was only one6tenth as 
great as the corresponding increment of the for�
eign6born, but between 1910 and 1920 their ab�
solute growth was almost double that of the im�
migrants, and the ratio of American6born to 
foreign6born residents was approaching one to 
three by 1920. In 1930 the two generations were 
approximately equal at about 70,000 each, and by 
1940 the American born had outstripped the im�
migrant settlers and, totalling 80,000, were two6 
thirds again as numerous as the aliens. Among 
the American6born, a third generation was begin�
ning to assume importance: at the end of 1942, 88 
per cent of the American6born under 3 years of 
age were of native or mixed parentage, compared 
with 25 per cent of those aged 3619, and less than 
2 per cent of those 20 years of age or older.10

5. AGE6SEX STRUCTURES
Concomitant with shifts in the relative positions 

of the generations were far6reaching transforma6
10 Births to Japanese, by nativity and parentage, in the 

four western states, 1940642, were collated with data on 
parentage of American6born evacuees, by sex, for ages 
under and over 20, obtained from ,����9����	���������� 
89.

tions in the age6sex structures of the population,11 
as shown in chart 2. At no census, from 1900 to 
1940, did the age6sex structure of the Japanese6 
American population attain the form either of the 
classical, tapering pyramid, characteristic of the in�
creasing population of the mother6country or of 
the bulging pyramid with eroded foundation, char�
acteristic of the areas of settlement (see chart 3). 
They were always in a state of transition between 
the two. These irregularities and imbalances in 
age6sex structure recapitulate immigration history 
and at the same time suggest the extent and rapid�
ity of assimilation of Western population patterns.

The structure of 1900 consisted almost exclu�
sively of young males : it had no foundation of 
children, no apex of old people, and a barely dis�
cernable number of females. By 1910 the male 
lateral had increased enormously and was cover�
ing a greater age6range, the female lateral had 
begun to swell, and a narrow base of children was 
forming. The 1920 structure, with its wide base 
of children, its large segment of potential repro�
ducers, and its tapering apex implied future de�
velopment of the true pyramid towards which 
populations with high natural increase tend. By
11 Data on age6sex distributions were obtained from 

published volumes of the decennial census of the United 
States, except for 1930, for which manuscript tables of 
unpublished data were made available by the Census 
Bureau. Distributions for the four western states were 
estimated from that for the United States for 1900; and 
the distribution for Arizona had to be estimated from 
totals by sex and nativity for 1910 and 1920.
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1930, however, the development of the pyramid 
had been arrested: the apex had expanded and the 
foundation had contracted. By 1940 the age6sex 
structure consisted of a series of bulges and hol�
lows. The attenuation of the foundation had 
sharpened, and age6classes 064 through 15619 
now formed a “pyramid6in6reverse.” Ages 30—34 
were markedly deficient for males and females, 
alike, and there was another hollow class for males 
at ages 45649. Both laterals had primary modes 
within the age6group 15619. Secondary modes for 
adult males and females were apparent at ages 
50654 and 40644, respectively.

The structures of 1900 and of 1910 show the 
immediate effects of age6selective immigration of 
laborers prior to the Gentlemen’s Agreement, while 
those of 1920 and of 1930 reveal the transforma�
tion that, followed the influx of picture brides. 
High and low frequencies move up the structure, 
at ten6year intervals, in succeeding censuses, but 
the bulges and hollows are damped by the effects 
of death and remigration. Heavily weighted as 
it was by aging aliens, return6migration to Japan 
kept the apexes of the pyramids far below the ex�
pansion that declining mortality would have made 
possible. Thus, males aged 50659 in 1930 and 
in 1940 were only about 75 per cent as numerous 
as they would have been without migratory loss; 
those aged 60 and over represented only 60 and 
65 per cent of the numbers expected as survivors, 
in 1930 and in 1940 respectively, of residents aged 
50 and over at the censuses ten years earlier. Di�
vergences between expectation and observation 
were, by 1940, only slightly less marked for females 
than for males.12

There was relatively little immigration of young 
children, even in the family6building era. And, 
since intermarriage outside the ethnic group was 
extremely rare on the West Coast, limits to base 
expansion were set by the age6structure of immi�
grant women. In the 1920 structure they were 
heavily concentrated at ages of maximum fecundity 
and almost all of them were married, but by 1940 
many were at low6fecundity ages or had passed
12 Expected survivors, at each census, of residents aged 

569 and over, at the preceding census, were estimated by 
applying 106year survival coefficients derived from life6 
tables constructed for the Japanese population as of 1920, 
1930, and 1940. The procedure used is essentially that 
described and evaluated by E. P. Hutchinson, The use 
of routine census and vital statistics data for the deter�
mination of migration by age and sex in the absence of 
continuous registration of migrants, in Thomas, D. S., 
)���������������������������	������������	����� 3876 
398, N. Y., Soc. Sci. Res. Coun., 1938.

out of the childbearing period completely, while 
relatively few of their American6born daughters 
had reached marriageable ages. These facts ac�
count, in part, for the expansion of the base of the 
age6sex structures in 1920 and its contraction in 
1930 and in 1940. But, as will be suggested in 
sections 6, 7, and 8, the structural bases were also 
greatly modified by declining mortality, controlled 
fertility, and migratory losses.

6. SURVIVAL
Even in 1920 the Japanese in America were 

superior to the Japanese in Japan in their ability 
to survive, their advantage, as measured by ex�
pectation of life at birth amounting to some eight 
years. They were, however, inferior to the whites 
on the Pacific Coast, their disadvantage at birth 
being five years for males and nine years for fe�
males; and although there were but slight in�
creases in the survival potentials of Japanese in 
Japan, the gaps between Japanese and whites on 
the Pacific Coast were completely closed by 1940. 
Transition to a high6survival pattern had pro�
ceeded so rapidly that the expectation of life at 
birth for Japanese6American males had reached 
63 years, for females the even more impressive 
figure of 67 years. With this increase, the Japa�
nese in America reached the level attained, at that 
time, by only the most advanced Western popu�
lation groups.13

7. REPRODUCTION
The decline in natality was, for Japanese Ameri�

cans, as for other Western population groups, more 
precipitous than the decline in mortality. Their 
crude birth rate had risen sharply after 1910, and 
in California reached a maximum of 68 per 1,000 
population in 1920—a rate four times as high as 
that of the whites. This rate was widely publicized, 
and popular concern over “invasion by immigra�
tion” gave way to concern over what many believed 
to be a racial tendency towards “phenomenal fecun�
dity.” Better6informed observers, noting the un�
usual concentration of females in the childbearing 
ages, took issue with the conclusions of the alarm�
ists. But, even with due allowance for peculiarities 
of age structure, the fertility of Japanese6Ameri�
cans was extraordinarily high in 1920. The gross 
reproduction rate (i.e., the average number of
13 Abridged life tables were prepared for Japanese 

Americans and for whites on a comparable basis, by use 
of the Reed6Merrell method, which automatically corrects 
for underenumeration of children under 5 years of age.
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daughters imputed to a woman passing through 
the childbearing period, on the assumption of a 
continuation of the then6current age6specific fertil�

ity schedule) was 3.4 or one6third again as high 
as that of Japan in 1925, three times that of West 
Coast whites in 1920. By 1940 the rates of white
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���	��4. Age6sex structures of Japanese6American evacuees in WRA projects, 1942.
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majority and of Japanese minority had converged 
at the level of about one daughter per woman.14 
This convergence—attributable to a radical decline 
in the fertility of Japanese6American women—is 
a striking demonstration of the extent to which 
this Oriental minority had assimilated the high 
value placed in the Western world on the small 
family.

8. AGE DISPARITIES

; By 1942, when the Japanese were evacuated 
from the Pacific Coast, bimodality had become the 
iriost striking characteristic of their age6sex struc�
ture. The modes differentiated the population 
sharply in terms of nativity and generation: ������ 
the first generation immigrants; ������ literally 
“second generation,” but including, by usage, all 
of the American6born except a marginal class, the 
������ who will be described later. Chart 4 shows 
how great this differentiation was, how slight the 
demographic overlapping.15

The significance of age disparities was vividly 
stated by a writer in the vernacular press around 
1920. Commenting on the birth6rate of this period, 
he says:

What invites our attention is the great discrepancy 
in age between the father and the babe. In many 
cases the father is a half6old man of fifty, while his 
children are only four or five years old. When the 
latter reach the age of twenty the former will be 
approaching the grave, if not actually in it. Time will 
come when our community will be made up of weak, 
half6dead old men and immature and reckless youths. 
Who will guide the young men and women of our 
community twenty years hence? There is no answer.

It is true that the “Gentlemen’s Agreement” per�
mits the parents in this country to send for their sons 
and daughters in Japan that are under age, and we 
see a small influx of boys and girls in their teens into 
our community. . . . Our community of twenty 
years hence will have to depend on these few young 
newcomers of today. These are a most precious hand�
ful. . . . They form the link between the decaying age 
and the immature youth, and twenty years hence they 
will have to serve as the bridge over an inevitable and 
dangerous gulf in our community.16

14 The Japanese6American gross reproduction rate for 
1920 was computed by indirect standardization. All others 
were computed, directly, by the usual method of summation 
of ; current age6specific fertility rates.

15 Data for chart 4 were derived by collating data from 
,����9����	���������� 86 and 87.
16 0�?�"����"����� San Francisco, undated. Cited by 

Park, R. E., ,�����������	������������	�����	���� 1636164, 
N. Y., Harper and Brothers, 1922.

The “inevitable gulf” was barely bridged. Age 
disparities were to persist and to be accentuated 
by cultural differences. Nor was the bridge 
strengthened by a practice, undertaken during the 
early stages of the family6building era, of sending 
preschool6aged children to Japan, there to be cared 
for by relatives and educated in Japanese schools. 
Just as the return to Japan of immigrants in the 
post6productive ages retarded the piling6up in the 
upper ranges, so the practice of sending children 
to Japan restricted the pyramidal base. So exten�
sive was this practice that, on the average, one out 
of four children born between 1910 and 19206, and 
one in five of those born in the next decade, were 
“lost” to the base of the age pyramids.17 An ap�
preciable part of the loss was permanent, the young 
migrants growing up and finding places for them�
selves in Japan. This was especially true of the 
female contingent, numbers of whom were able to 
marry advantageously in the Old World. Some, 
however, returned to America, and by 1942 they 
—the Kibei—formed an appreciable part of the 
older age6cohorts of the American6born group as 
a whole. At that time the median age of all Nisei 
was 17, of Issei males 55, and of Issei females 47. 
Kibei were divided about equally above and below 
26 years of age, with more than 80 per cent 
crowded into the narrow range of ages between 
20 and 35 years. Nor was the marginal status of 
Kibei limited to the demographic sphere.

9. NISEI AND KIBEI
The second generation held, by virtue of birth 

on American soil, citizenship that the first genera�
tion could not obtain by naturalization. This fact, 
in itself, provided a strong incentive for the Ameri�
canization of the Nisei. But the Issei settlers’ con�
tinuing ambivalence about permanent residence in 
America, their constant awareness of West Coast 
racial prejudice and its implications for their chil�
dren, their lack of information about opportunities 
elsewhere in America, and their nostalgia, led them 
to transfer their “sojourner” attitudes, to some 
extent, to plans for their children’s future, and to 
institute practices that would make American6born 
Japanese acceptable either as Japanese or as Amer�
icans. The most pervasive of the Japanizing prac6

17 The “expected” American6born population under 10 
years of age at each census was computed by applying 
appropriate survival coefficients to births for each year 
during the preceding decennium. The difference between 
the expected survivors of births and the enumerated popu�
lation gives an estimate of net migratory loss. See Hutch�
inson, ��:���	:� 3686386.
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tices'were the Kibei movement and the establish�
ment of Japanese language schools on the West 
Coast.

The practice of sending preschool6aged children 
to Japan for education and care was also motivated 
by economic convenience or necessity. Entrepre�
neurs formed a disproportionately large part of 
the foreign6born labor force: in California and 
Washington in 1940, half of all the Issei males 
employed in agriculture were farmers or farm 
managers, and almost a third of those in nonagri6 
cultural pursuits were proprietors or managers. 
Most of the enterprises were small, and were oper�
ated with little capital and few, if any, paid em�
ployees. Their success—in many cases, their very 
existence—depended upon the active participation 
of, the wife. Sending a child to relatives in Japan 
during his dependent years freed the mother for 
essential “unpaid” family labor, and was, in most 
instances, less expensive than rearing him in 
America.

Relatively few children were sent to Japan after 
1930, but the bulk of those who returned to Amer�
ica came back during the 193061940 decade. This 
is reflected in the facts that, whereas Kibei com�
prised 14 per cent of all of the American6born who 
were evacuated to WRA projects in 1942, they rep�
resented one in three of those over 25 years of age, 
and that their education in Japan had been quite 
prolonged. Over 80 per cent of them had at least 
six years’ and only 5 per cent as little as two years’ 
schooling in that country. On the average, they 
had had significantly more schooling in Japan and 
fewer years of residence in America than their Issei 
parents. About one in four, however, completed 
his education in American schools and one in ten 
was still attending school on the West Coast at the 
outbreak of war.18

While American schooling was a secondary fea�
ture in the training of most Kibei, Issei parents in�
sisted that Nisei children utilize American educa�
tional facilities to the fullest possible extent. This
18 By definition, Kibei are American6born Japanese who 

had had some education in Japan and then returned to 
America. Issei are defined simply as foreign6born Japa�
nese, almost 7 per cent of them having had no schooling 
at all in Japan. For those with any schooling in Japan, 
the median number of years of school attendance was 8.5 
for Issei compared with 7.4 for Kibei. If, however, 
Kibei are compared with ��� Issei, the percentage of the 
former having 10 or more years of schooling in Japan is 
33, compared with 28 for the latter, and 50 per cent of the 
Kibei had 669 years schooling in Japan, compared with 
48 per cent of the Issei. (Computed from data in ,�� 
�9����	���������� 87688.)

insistence, and the eager compliance of most of the 
children, had far6reaching consequences in the de�
velopment of American habits and attitudes, and 
in thus promoting rapid assimilation. By every 
available index, American6educated children of 
Japanese parentage were more thoroughly schooled 
than even the notably well6educated general popu�
lation (of comparable age and sex distribution) 
on the Pacific Coast. In level attained, they greatly 
surpassed any other identifiable minority, and ap�
proximated that of the whites. In comparison 
with other population groups, Nisei children 
started school earlier and remained in school longer 
through the adolescent period; they completed full 
curricula to a greater extent; they obtained better 
grades and ratings from teachers; and they re�
ceived a quite disproportionate number of honors.19

At the same time, most Issei insisted that their 
Nisei children attend, after school hours, privately6 
operated Japanese6language schools. The aim of 
these schools, in teaching “proper” Japanese was 
not only to facilitate communication and thus 
prevent alienation from the parents but also to

19 Age, sex, and region of residence should be held con�
stant in educational comparisons. Part of the superiority 
in schooling often attributed to Japanese Americans when 
compared with other population groups is due to their 
relative youth and to their location in areas of educational 
opportunity. Controlling these factors, however, still 
leaves an appreciably favorable differential, as shown by 
the following examples: (1) For the population over 25 
years of age in California in the 1940 census, after stan�
dardizing for age, the proportions of American6born 
Japanese who had completed high school but gone no 
further were 38 and 42 per cent, for males and for females, 
compared with 28 and 35 per cent, respectively, among 
whites. Those having some college education were ap�
proximately the same for Japanese and for white males, 
i.e., about 20 per cent but there were only 12 per cent 
of the Japanese females at the college level compared with 
19 per cent for whites. (2) Elimination of Kibei from 
the Japanese group—which was possible in a special analy�
sis of evacuees in the Poston Relocation project—and 
comparing those aged 20629 as of 1940 with California 
whites of the same ages, indicates that half again as many 
Nisei males and one6eighth again as many Nisei females 
in proportion to their population had attended or com�
pleted college.

Strong ��:���	� 1916198, analyzed a comprehensive study 
of marks given by teachers in the Los Angeles high schools 
in 1927628, which showed “strikingly higher grades” for 
the Japanese compared with the total school population. 
Robert W. O’Brien 5,�����������.����� 768, Palo Alto, 
Calif., Pacific Books, 1949), cites more recent data show�
ing, e.g., that, just before the war, there were, in some 
localities, two or three times the number of valedictorians 
and honor students among Nisei than would have been 
expected from their proportionate representation in the 
school populations.
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strengthen the social control of the Japanese com�
munity. In addition, they promoted the study of 
Japanese history and institutions and, in some in�
stances, the newer Japanese political ideologies.

Return of the Kibei to their American homes ag�
gravated cultural diversity within families, since 
it was usually only one or two of several siblings 
who had been sent to Japan. Most Issei fathers 
had grown up in the Japan of the late ninteenth 
and the very early twentieth century; and the resi�
dence in Japan of Issei mothers had terminated 
before America’s entrance into World War I. 
The Kibei child in most families had completed his 
education in the aggressively nationalistic Japan 
of the 1930’s, while the Nisei children had had no 
direct contact with the land of their parents.20 
Conflict, which might have occurred normally be�
tween the generations and among siblings, was in�
tensified by extreme environmental and temporal 
contrasts, and the situation was further compli�
cated when culture conflict became tinged with 
political implications. Behavior and attitudes of 
Issei and particularly of Kibei, which had been 
censured as “Japanesy” by the Nisei even when 
their own family relationships were characterized 
by warmth and mutual tolerance, were widely con�
demned as “pro6Japan” during the late 1930’s and 
particularly after 1940. Generational and sibling 
cleavages were sharpened by real or imagined di�
vergent national loyalities.

10. THE OCCUPATIONAL LADDER
There were strong contrasts in the socio6eco�

nomic goals sought by Issei, Nisei, and Kibei, and 
in the success each group had achieved at the out�
break of war.

Issei had obtained a pivotal place in the Western 
farm economy by accommodating themselves to 
the requirements of a mobile, seasonal labor force. 
Organizing first in gangs of single men, under 
“bosses,” they had taken over much of the onerous 
stoop labor required in intensive vegetable and 
berry cultivation, and, in the beginning, they had 
undercut on wages. Marrying and founding fami�
lies, many moved from the ranks of labor to tenancy 
and some to ownership, in spite of legislation aimed

20 Among the evacuees in War Relocation Authority 
projects in 1942, 63 per cent of the Issei males had im�
migrated to America before 1910, while 85 per cent of the 
Issei females arrived between 1910 and 1925. Of the 
Kibei, 65 per cent had returned to America after 1930. 
Of the Nisei, only 1 in 14 under 15 years of age, and 1 
in 5 of those aged 15629 had ever visited Japan. (Com�
puted from data in The evacuated people, 69, 83, 88.)

at restricting their vertical mobility. They had 
developed their farms as family enterprises; they 
had cleared and drained and brought raw land 
pnder cultivation; they had specialized and in�
tensified even beyond prevailing practices; they 
had paid high rents and accepted substandard hous�
ing. By 1941 they were producing 30635 per cent 
of California’s total truck crops.21

Most of the early Issei trade and service opera�
tions were designed to meet the needs of the ex�
panding ethnic group. When they attempted to 
broaden the base for a larger public, they met 
serious opposition from organized labor, especially 
in San Francisco, where their competition in laun�
dries, in restaurants, and in many other branches, 
was effectively restrained through boycotts. In 
Seattle, however, Japanese6operated restaurants 
held their own, and hotels and grocery stores ex�
panded far beyond the confines of the ethnic com�
munities.22 Their most notable success was in Los 
Angeles, particularly in enterprises concerned with 
the marketing of agricultural produce, where, just 
before the outbreak of war, they are said to have 
handled 60 per cent of the volume of wholesale 
business 23 and they had almost monopolized fruit6 
and6vegetable concessions in retail shops and mar�
kets. Their success in these fields was due, in 
large measure, to intensive application of labor, to 
meticulous attention to detail, and to constant care 
in eliminating wastage. To these ends, most en�
trepreneurs used family help to the maximum, re�
quired long hours of their other low6paid, unorgan�
ized helpers, and themselves gave unstintedly of 
their time.

Relatively few of the second generation attained 
entrepreneurial status. Over 40 per cent of the 
American6born males engaged in agriculture in 
California and Washington in 1940 were wage 
laborers, and almost 30 per cent were unpaid family 
workers, while 36 per cent of the females in non6 
agricultural pursuits were domestic servants. In 
San Francisco domestic service was a major oc�
cupation for second6generation males as well as for 
females, the proportions of the total labor force

21 As reported by Fisher, L. H., in U. S. Congress, 
House, Select Committee Investigating National Defense 
Migration. 77th Congress, 2nd Session, Hearings 31: 
11,815611,832, Washington, Govt. Pr. Off., 1942.
22 The economic history of the Japanese in America, up 

to World War I, is documented from Immigration6 
Commission reports in Millis, H. A., The Japanese prob�
lem in the United States. N. Y., Macmillan, 1915.
23 Statement by Sam Minami in U. S. Congress, House, 

op. cit., 31: 11,723.
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of each sex so employed being 23 and 58 per cent, 
respectively.24
Of Nisei working in trade and nondomestic serv�

ice enterprises before the war and later evacuated 
to relocation projects, 9 out of every 10 of those 
who came from San Francisco, 4 out of 5 of those 
from Los Angeles, and 3 out of 4 of those from 
Seattle held employee status as of 1940. Although 
failure to attain independent status was to some 
extent attributable to their youth, Nisei were gen�
erally reluctant to take over responsibility for the 
family enterprises which their fathers had founded. 
In many cases this would have meant assumption 
of an intolerable personal burden and perpetua�
tion of a way6of6life incompatible with American 
standards. Their economic goal was, rather, to 
break into the ranks of majority6group activities 
from which their parents had been excluded. Up 
to the time of evacuation, they had had little suc�
cess in reaching this goal. Close to half of the 
Nisei employees in trade and service enterprises 
in San Francisco and over half of those in Los 
Angeles were in a single type of firm: Oriental6 
art6goods stores in the former, fruit6and6vegetable 
markets in the latter. Not even one in ten Nisei 
employees in trade and nondomestic service, was 
working for a “Caucasian” firm in either San 
Francisco or Los Angeles, and only two in every 
ten were so employed in Seattle. Of these, a small 
number had obtained remunerative work in firms 
soliciting Japanese patronage. There was an oc�
casional opening for a Nisei typist or bookkeeper 
or mail6order6house salesman, but there were few 
opportunities for positions requiring face6to6face 
contact with the general public. Doctors, dentists, 
lawyers, and optometrists usually served the needs 
of other Japanese and in only rare instances had 
succeeded in obtaining white clientele or connec�
tions with Caucasian6operated institutions, either 
public or private. Journalists worked for vernacu6

24 Data on the labor force are from the 16th Census of 
the U. S., Population, Characteristics of the nonwhite 
population by race, Washington, Govt. Pr. Off., 1943.

Data on the status of Nisei and Kibei, compared with 
Issei, were obtained by analyzing a sample of employment 
histories from the WRA census of 1942. The sample was 
selected by location in camp, corresponding roughly to 
prewar address, with date of reference as April 1940. It 
was limited to persons born in 1921 or earlier, and ex�
cluded agricultural workers, gardeners, domestic servants, 
and persons not in the labor force. The total of 3216 
records analyzed were distributed as follows: San Fran�
cisco, 548 Issei, 263 Nisei, 126 Kibei; Los Angeles, 883i 
Issei, 476 Nisei, 201 Kibei; Seattle, 456 Issei, 215 Nisei, 
48 Kibei.

lar newspapers. Engineers, accountants, teachers, 
and social workers found it almost impossible to 
practice their skills in the wider community. Some 
technicians, e.g., biochemists and dieticians, ob�
tained positions for which they had been trained, 
and there was little discrimination against nurses. 
Civil service, State and Federal, offered opportuni�
ties to a few white6collar workers. But in the 
main, and in spite of superior educational and voca�
tional training, most Nisei were, at the putbreak 
of war, back where their parents had started.

Kibei were, again, in a marginal position. Some, 
whose education had been completed, or largely 
obtained, in America, were indistinguishable from 
Nisei in outlook, goals, accomplishments, and frus�
trations. A few, economically and socially ad�
vantaged, had achieved a superior integration of 
the two cultures and had obtained positions of 
responsibility in firms engaged in international 
trade, or in governmental agencies. But most of 
them were linguistically and culturally handicap�
ped. Their superiority in age over the Nisei had 
not greatly facilitated rise to the entrepreneurial 
level.25 The setting in which their parents had 
reached this goal had changed, and, unlike the 
Issei, Kibei had not been exposed to decades of ac�
commodation to minority status. An appreciably 
greater proportion of them than of Nisei was work�
ing for other Japanese; and compared with Nisei, 
they were disproportionately in agricultural rather 
than in urban pursuits, in manual rather than in 
cerebral activities.

11. CITIZENSHIP
Our Naturalization Act of 1790 had specified 

conditions for acquisition of citizenship by aliens 
who were “free white persons.” Following the 
Civil War, an act of 1870 extended the privilege 
of naturalization to “aliens of African nativity and 
persons of African descent.” Subsequent amend�
ments and revisions removed racial barriers for 
American Indians, for Filipinos, for Chinese, for 
“persons of races indigenous to India” and for 
“persons who possess, either singly or in combina�
tion, a preponderance of blood” of one or more of 
some of these classes or as much as one6half blood 
of these and “some additional blood” of others. 
Japanese, however, were declared by judicial in6

25 Of Kibei from San Francisco, 75 per cent held em�
ployee status, compared with 78 and 79 per cent in Los 
Angeles and Seattle. For the same three cities, in order, 
the proportions of Issei who were employees were 49 per 
cent, 53 per cent, and 56 per cent, while for Nisei, the 
proportions were 91 per cent, 83 per cent and 76 per cent.
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terpretations to be racially ineligible for naturali�
zation, and this interpretation was confirmed by 
the United States Supreme Court in 1923.26 For 
a short period—between 1935 and 1937—Con�
gress removed barriers to naturalization for cer�
tain Japanese aliens who had served in the armed 
forces of the United States during World War 
I. But up to 1950 there were few exceptions to 
the rule that persons of Japanese blood born on 
alien soil were ineligible to citizenship in the United 
States, however long and under whatever condi�
tions they had resided here.

“Ineligibility to American citizenship” was used 
as a political means of achieving discriminatory 
ends at local, state, national, and international 
levels. To Issei, it was a constant reminder of the 
racial intolerance of the majority group, and a 
constant threat to economic security. The threat 
was actualized in the land laws passed in California 
between 1913 and 1923, affirming rights of aliens 
who could become naturalized citizens and denying 
these same rights to aliens “ineligible to citizen�
ship.” And ineligibility to citizenship was the 
basis for Oriental exclusion in the Immigration 
Act of 1924.

Strict enforcement of the land laws, which not 
only forbade purchase of land but introduced suc�
cessive restrictions on terms of tenancy and even 
of sharecropping, and prohibited acquisition of in�
terests in corporations owning agricultural lands, 
would have driven the Japanese back to the status 
of laborers or out of agriculture altogether. It 
would have destroyed the économie foundation, 
not only of the half of the population directly de�
pendent upon agriculture for a livelihood, but also 
of the thousands in urban enterprises who were 
engaged in marketing farm produce and in services 
to the agricultural population. But the laws had 
many loopholes, and they were extensively, con�
tinuously, and collusively evaded. For example, 
some Issei who were ������	� owners and operators 
assumed guardianship of the interests of their 
minor American6born children who appeared, in 
the records, as ������� owners and operators, while 
others purchased or leased farms under names 
“borrowed” from older Nisei (often Hawaiians) 
or Caucasians. Resort to evasion and collusion 
became less necessary and less frequent during the 
1930’s, and by 1940, the coming6of6age of at least

26 For analysis of the development. and significance of 
our racial criteria for naturalization, see McGovney, D. O., 
The anti6Japanese land laws of California and ten other 
states, %����:�'�@�)�9: 35: 7660, March 1947.

one Nisei son or daughter in most Japanese6Ameri�
can families seemed to have restored the legal 
foundation for tenancy and ownership. Exercise 
of citizenship rights by a single member could now 
confidently be expected to afford legal protection 
for the whole family.

12. EVACUATION AND DETENTION
When the sudden attack on Pearl Harbor pre�

cipitated war between the United States and the 
Axis powers, Japanese, German, and Italian na�
tionals were, alike, declared to be “alien enemies” 
in Presidential proclamations of December 7 and 
8, 1941. Alien enemies were forbidden to possess 
contraband, their traveling was restricted, their 
bank accounts were frozen, and their business en�
terprises were closed. Some were apprehended, 
on suspicion and held in detention, by the FBI. 
It was announced that all alien enemies might be 
excluded from military zones.

Because large numbers of German and Italian 
immigrants had become naturalized, the incidence 
of the application of these early restrictions was 
greatest in the Japanese immigrant communities, 
and, for Issei, the dormant threat to their security 
of “ineligibility to citizenship” was again revived. 
Furthermore, there were disturbing indications 
that the status of Nisei as descendents of the Jap�
anese enemy might take precedence over their 
status as American citizens. Thus, restrictions on 
travel referred to “Japanese individuals” and were 
applied indiscriminately to alien enemies and to 
American citizens of Japanese ancestry. In some 
instances, similar interpretations were made in 
respect to assets. Citizens as well as aliens were 
stopped on the highways, summarily arrested, and 
held for questioning.

By the end of the second week of the war a num�
ber of the restrictions on alien enemies had been 
relaxed, and many of the misunderstandings re�
garding Nisei seemed to have been cleared up. In 
some cases, funds were released, business enter�
prises were allowed to reopen, and necessary travel 
was permitted. Federal and local officials, educa�
tors, clergymen, other prominent citizens, and most 
of the West Coast newspapers, pleaded for toler�
ance, for the protection of “loyal Japanese” and of 
“loyal alien enemies” generally, and they empha�
sized the citizenship rights of Nisei, their record 
of service in the armed forces, their participation in 
civilian defense.

Within Japanese6American families and com�
munities, there was extensive realignment of lead6
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ership and control, for the early FBI arrests had 
been highly selective of Issei business, religious, 
and community leaders. Included among those ap�
prehended were officers of the Japanese Associa�
tion, all Shinto and some Buddhist priests, many 
newspaper owners and editors, and most Japanese6 
language6school teachers. Although relatively few 
families 27 were directly affected by these arrests, 
the summary and secret nature of the procedures, 
delay in instituting hearings, local variations in the 
categories under suspicion, and vagueness about 
the nature of the categories themselves, aroused 
widespread fear, and stimulated the spread of ru�
mors. Convinced that they would be “next on the 
list,” many Issei packed their bags, waited to be 
picked up, and made hasty efforts to transfer their 
remaining liquid assests to citizen6children or 
friends. Although divisive forces within the Jap�
anese community precluded unanimity, a Nisei 
organization, the Japanese American Citizens 
League, assumed leadership and for some months 
acted as spokesman for the whole Japanese 
minority.

By the end of January 1942 our serious reverses 
in the Pacific area made the West Coast seem in�
creasingly vulnerable to attack or possible invasion. 
Reports (later shown to have no basis in fact) that 
Japanese residents had formed a fifth column in 
Hawaii, given aid and comfort to the enemy, and 
sabotaged the American defense of Pearl Harbor, 
were widely circulated.28 Fears of similar activi6

27 �����	����6 of the Western Defense Command and 
Fourth Army, 145, San Francisco, March 15, 1943, gives 
approximately 30,000 families as the number evacuated 
from the Pacific Coast, 28 per cent of them being “one6 
person families,” and, according to press releases of the 
Department of Justice of Dec. 8 and 13, 1941 and Feb. 
16, 1942, a total of 2,192 Japanese aliens were placed under 
arrest in the United States, 1,266 of them from the Pacific 
Coast. Thus, it would seem likely that not more than 1 
in every 15 or 20 families had had a primary member 
arrested during this period.

According to Lind, rumors of sabotage were formally 
denied in the daily newspapers of Hawaii on Dec. 25, Jan. 
5, and Feb. 21, and “the state of high excitability and the 
accompanying susceptibility to rumors soon subsided in 
the larger Hawaiian community.” When the same, and 
other, rumors of sabotage and fifth6column activities in 
Hawaii led to official charges and investigations on the 
mainland, their basis was categorically denied by the 
Police Chief of Honolulu, by Secretary of War Stimson, 
and by J. Edgar Hoover of the FBI in March and April 
1942. In May, 1942, Colonel K. J. Fielder, Chief of 
Military Intelligence in Hawaii emphasized the repeated 
denials that had been made “by all authorities” and re�
stated the fact that “there have been no known acts of 
sabotage, espionage, or fifth column activities committed

ties among Japanese Americans on the West Coast 
began to find frequent public expression and cry�
stallized in the form of demands for evacuation 
and internment. Public fears, organized pressures, 
further reverses in the Pacific, and anticipated need 
for vigorous defense of the West Coast finally re�
sulted in national sanction of a plan for total evacu�
ation of the Japanese minority. On February 19 
President Roosevelt signed Executive Order 9066 
authorizing delimitation of Military areas “from 
which any or all persons [might] be excluded.” 
The Commanding General of the Western Defense 
Command, John L. DeWitt, who was made re�
sponsible for implementing the executive order, 
had already recommended “evacuation of Japanese 
and other subversive persons from the Pacific 
Coast, and had specified that “the word ‘ Japanese’ 
included alien Japanese and American citizens of 
Japanese ancestry.” 29 In later proclamations and 
directives, General DeWitt referred to Nisei, eu�
phemistically, as “American6born persons of Jap�
anese lineage,” or as “nonalien persons of Japanese 
ancestry,” 30 and in the Final Report of the West�
ern Defense Command “Nisei” was defined as 
“any person of Japanese ancestry not born in Ja�
pan, while the meaning of “Japanese ancestry” 
was clarified to cover “any person who has a Jap�
anese ancestor, regardless of degree.” 31

Verbal disregard for and devaluation of the 
American citizenship of Nisei had its counterpart 
in the actions initiated and carried through by the 
Western Defense Command. On March 2 General 
DeWitt designated the western third of Washing�
ton and Oregon, the western half of California, and 
the southern quarter of Arizona as Military Area 
No. 1, and on the following day announced that 
“subversive persons” were being “apprehended 
daily, ’ and that a gradual program of exclusion 
from the area would be applied to the following 
four classes, in order: Japanese aliens; American6 
born persons of Japanese lineage; German aliens; 
and Italian aliens. No mass action was ever taken 
against Germans and Italians.
The Western Defense Command planned to clear 

Military Area No. 1 of all “potential enemies.”

by the Japanese in Hawaii either on or subsequent to 
December 7, 1941.” (Quotations and citations from 
Lind, A. W., 0�@���A����������� 42646, Princeton Univ. 
Press, 1946.)
29 U. S. Army. Western Defense Command and Fourth 

Army. (����������	":�����������9����	���������	���29��	 
����	���� 6� 33638, Washington, Govt. Pr. Off., 1943.
30 See, for example, fig. 1.
31 U. S. Army, ��:���	:� 514.
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��(��)����*+��	�""�,��)�����-
All of San Diego County, California, south of a line extending in an easterly direction from the mouth of the San 

Dieguito River (northwest of Del Mar), along the north side of the San Dieguito River, Lake Hodges, and the San 
Pasqual River to the bridge over the San Pasqual River at or near San Pasqual; thence easterly along the southerly 
line of California State Highway No. 78 through Ramona and Julian to the eastern boundary line of San Diego County.

All Japanese persons, both alien and non6alien, will be evacuated from the above designated area by 12:00 o clock 
noon Wednesday, April 8,1942.
No Japanese person will be permitted to enter or leave the above described area after 8:00 a. m., Thursday, April 2, 

1942, without obtaining special permission from the Provost Marshal at the Civil Control Station located at:
1919 India Street 
San Diego, California

Tbe Civil Control Station is equipped to assist the Japanese population affected by this evacuation in the follow�
ing ways:

1. Give advice and instructions on the evacuation.
2. Provide services with respect to the management, leasing, sale, storage or other disposition of most kinds of 

property including: real estate, business and professional equipment, buildings, household goods, boats, automobiles, 
livestock, etc.
3. Provide temporary residence elsewhere for all Japanese in family groups.
4. Transport persons and a limited amount of clothing and equipment to their new residence, as specified below.

�",� 	�""�,��)� ���*�. *����� �.�*� ��� �/���(��-
1. A responsible member of each family, preferably the head of the family, or the person in whose name most of 

the property is held, and each individual living alone, will report to the Civil Control Station to receive further in�
structions. This must be done between 8:00 a. m. and 5:00 p. m„ Thursday, April 2,1942, or between 8:00 a. m. and 
5:00 p. m., Friday, April 3,1942.
2. Evacuees must carry with them on departure for the Reception Center, the following property:
(a) Bedding and linens (no mattress) for each member of the family;
(b) Toilet articles for each member of the family;
(c) Extra clothing for each member of the family;
(d) Sufficient knives, forks, spoons, plates, bowls and cups for each member of the family;
(e) Essential personal effects for each member of the family.
All items carried will be securely packaged, tied and plainly marked with the name of the owner and numbered 

in accordance with instructions received at the Civil Control Station.
The size and number of packages is limited to that which can be carried by the individual or family group.
No contraband items as described in paragraph 6, Public Proclamation No. 3, Headquarters Western Defense 

Command and Fourth Army, dated March 24,1942, will be carried.
3 The United States Government through its agencies will provide for the storage at the sole risk of the owner 

of the more substantial household items, such as iceboxes, washing machines, pianos and other heavy furniture. 
Cooking utensils and other small items will be accepted if crated, packed and plainly marked with the name and 
address of the owner. Only one name and address will be used by a given family.
4 Each family, and individual living alone, will be furnished transportation to the R̂ ption Center. Private 

means of transportation will not be utilized. All instructions pertaining to the movement will be obtained at the Civil 
Control Station.

��� ��� *+0� ��(�"� ���*��"� �*�*���� �*� $%$%� �������+��*!����������!���"�������!�/�*,����
�����1�21����� 3-44�#1��51!6�+.����7!��#��"� '1�$%&$!����/�*,����544��1�21�����
3-44�#121!� 	����7!��#��"� 3!�$%&'!�*���� �+����.�*+������*�. *����1

���  Dewrrr
lieutenant General, U. S. Army 

Commanding
sn ���������nauiiOM o*on �����

�������� Public notice accompanying Civilian Exclusion Order No. 4.
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Deadlines had to be met, but evacuation was to be 
accomplished voluntarily by the persons or groups 
covered by successive exclusion orders, with as�
sistance, where necessary, from a newly formed 
operating agency of the Command, the Wartime 
Civil Control Administration, and with free choice 
of destination outside the exclusion areas. By the 
middle of March, however, it became apparent that 
voluntary evacuation was not workable. Hostility 
developed in the eastern counties of California 
and in the intermountain states, to which a few 
thousand evacuees had moved. As explained in 
the Command’s �������� ��	� “This group, con�
sidered too dangerous to remain on the West Coast 
was similarly regarded by state and local authori�
ties, and by the population of the interior. The 
evacuees were not welcome. Incidents devel�
oped with increasing intensity.” 32 Plans for vol�
untary evacuation and free selection of destina�
tions were scrapped in favor of an ���!�� proce�
dure for controlled mass evacuation and detention. 
To implement this procedure, Public Proclamation 
No. 4, issued on March 27, forbade change of 
residence by persons of Japanese ancestry who 
were living in Military Area No. 1. On June 2 a 
similar regulation was issued, covering the eastern 
half of California—an area which was until then 
called the “free zone” and was the officially6 
sanctioned destination of about half of all those 
who had been able to accomplish voluntary evacu�
ation. By August 8, controlled evacuation of the 
whole of California, and of those parts of Wash�
ington, Oregon, and Arizona that lay within Mili�
tary Area No. 1, had been completed in a series of 
moves, each move being covered by a specific ex�
clusion order, and announced in posters displayed 
prominently throughout the area concerned (see 
fig. 1 for an example). Approximately 90,000 
persons entered assembly centers, which had been 
hastily constructed by the Army on nearby race 
tracks and fair grounds for a “transitory phase” 
of detention, preliminary to another controlled 
mass migration and further enforced detention. 
Surrounded by barbed wire, flanked by watch 
towers, and guarded by military police, the 16 
assembly centers were in operation from a mini�
mum of 27 to a maximum of 215 days. The 
largest center, at the Santa Anita race track, had 
the longest period of occupancy, and its popula�
tion reached a maximum of 18,000, with a daily 
average of 13,000. Here, as in other assembly 
centers, life in hastily constructed barracks and

converted horse stalls presented many difficulties, 
and as the �������� ��	 states : “For extended oc�
cupancy by men, women and children whose 
movements were necessarily restricted, the use of 
facilities of this character [was] not highly 
desirable.” 33
The second controlled migration of the assembly6 

centers’ population of 90,000 to relocation projects 
was completed by November 1942. There they 
joined some 20,000 other evacuees who had been 
moved directly from their homes to relocation pro�
jects during the summer.

The swiftness with which evacuation was ac�
complished rendered plans for the protection of 
evacuee property ineffective. Governmental re�
sponsibility was divided between the Farm Security 
Administration and the Federal Reserve Bank. 
The aims of the former were to insure continuation 
of farm production for the war effort and to pro�
tect the evacuated farmer from unfair and in�
equitable transfer. The two aims were frequently 
incompatible, and, under the circumstances, the 
former took precedence over the latter. Accord�
ing to the Tolan Congressional Committee, “the 
exhortations of the Wartime Civil Control Adminis�
tration to the evacuees to continue farming opera�
tions up to the time of evacuation as a demonstra�
tion of loyalty . . . [have] frequently worked to 
the economic disadvantage of the evacuees or 
[have] proved beyond their economic means to 
carry out,”34 and the Western Defense Command’s 
�������� ��	� pointed out that “landlords, credi�
tors, and prospective purchasers were ready to 
take advantage ... of the adverse bargaining posi�
tion of Japanese evacuees, even at the cost of 
serious loss of agricultural production.” 35 The 
Federal Reserve Bank, which had been given re�
sponsibility for safeguarding non6agricultural prop�
erty, undertook a policy of encouraging liquidation, 
accepted property for storage only “at the sole risk” 
of the owner, provided no insurance, and disclaimed 
liability “for any act or omission in connection with 
[the property’s] disposition.” Under these condi�
tions, virtually all evacuees suffered heavy losses 
of tangible assets, and for the many engaged in 
activities and enterprises which could not be trans�
ferred or sold, losses incurred through abandon6

33 &+��:� 152.
34 U. S. Congress, House, Select Committee Investigat�

ing National Defense Migration. 77th Congress, 2nd 
Session. (���	����	����������	� 15, Washington, Govt. 
Pr. Off. 1942.
35 U. S. Army, ��:���	:� 138.32 &+��:���=:
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ment of intangible assets may have been even 
greater.36

13. THE SPOILAGE

Evacuation was a policy proposed by the West�
ern Defense Command, accepted by the War De�
partment, and sanctioned by the President of the 
United States. Detention of the whole of the 
West6Coast racial minority in war6duration con�
centration camps was a policy proposed by no re�
sponsible agency, nor was any attempt made to 
justify it, officially, as a matter of “military neces�
sity”—the basis on which the Command had justi�
fied total evacuation.37 Detention was to be con�
sidered “protective custody,” which seemed, at 
the time, the only way out of the dilemma posed 
by total evacuation, when most of the persons 
ordered to evacuate were physically, emotionally, 
economically, culturally, and demographically in6

36 For a retrospective account of losses to evacuees in 
the Los Angeles area, and for a penetrating analysis of an 
evacuee claims bill (Public Law 886,) passed by the 80th 
Congress, see Bloom, L. and Riemer, R., Removal and 
return, Univ. of California Press, 1949. In regard to the 
claims bill, Bloom and Riemer point out that “claims are 
restricted ‘to damage to or loss of real or personal property 
[with an upper limit of $2500] . . . that is a reasonable 
and natural consequence of the evacuation ;. . .’ and must 
be filed within eighteen months of the date of enact�
ment. . . . [Among other exclusions are] damages on 
account of ‘death or personal injury, personal inconven�
ience, physical hardship, or mental suffering. . . .’ The 
most serious limitation is the exclusion of claims for ‘loss 
of anticipated profits or loss of anticipated earnings. . . .’ 
If narrowly interpreted, the law will . . . provide an ad�
ditional and fatal obstacle to the presentation of most 
claims, instead of facilitating their presentation and proces�
sing. A large proportion of the population can do no 
more than assert that they owned property that was lost, 
and are in no position to provide legally rigorous docu�
mentation” (1986199).
37 U. S. Army, op. cit., 7638. Among the justifications 

cited by the Commanding General in Feb. 1942 was “the 
very fact that no sabotage has taken place to date,” as 
being “a disturbing and confirming indication that such 
action will be taken” (ibid., 34). But, in Hawaii, although 
“the top6ranking military authorities were not unaware of 
the mainland precedent nor insensible to the logical argu�
ments and the pressures in support of wholesale evacua�
tion . . . the policy consistently followed . , . was to 
assume the essential loyalty of those whose lives had been 
largely spent under the influence of American institutions 
and culture.” There was no mass evacuation, and “despite 
the utmost diligence and application to duty by the con�
stituted authorities . . . the total number of Japanese 
actually held on suspicion during the entire period, of the 
war was only 1,440; and the number actually interned 
and sent to camps on the mainland was 981, or about 1 
per cent of the adult Japanese population of Hawaii” 
i'Lind. op. cit., 72"73).

capable of finding jobs and homes in other areas, 
and when the few thousand who had managed to ac�
complish voluntary evacuation were being met by 
hostility or suspicion in the receiving areas. De�
tention as a “transitory phase” between evacuation 
and resettlement was, under these circumstances, 
recommended or accepted by all agencies con�
cerned, including the socially6oriented Federal Se�
curity Agency and War Relocation Authority and 
the ethnocentric Japanese American Citizens 
League.

Once detention became a reality, however, it 
ceased to be viewed by the Army as a “transitory 
phase,” and the War Relocation Authority’s pro�
gram was soon perverted from resettling displaced 
people to planning a way6of6life for them within 
the confines of barbed wire. Even before most of 
the relocation projects were ready for occupancy, 
WRA had formulated tentative plans, designed to 
assure evacuees “for the duration of the war and 
as nearly as wartime exigencies permit, an equit�
able substitute for the life, work, and homes given 
up.” 38 And in June, 1942, the Director reported 
to President Roosevelt that “a genuinely satisfac�
tory relocation of the evacuees into American life” 
would have to wait until the end of the war “when 
the prevailing [popular] attitudes of increasing 
bitterness have been replaced by tolerance and un�
derstanding.” 39

During the spring and summer ten relocation 
projects had been selected: five in windswept areas 
on the California6Oregon border and in Idaho, 
Wyoming, Utah, and Colorado; three surrounded 
by the deserts of Arizona and southeastern Cali�
fornia ; two on the swamp6lands of Arkansas. The 
California and Arizona projects, which were in 
Military Area No. 1, were as thoroughly guarded 
and as tightly enclosed by barbed wire as had been 
the assembly centers. But at the other projects, 
although they, too were designated as military 
areas from which unauthorized departure could be 
penalized as prescribed in Public Law 503, the 
military paraphanalia of barbed wire, watch towers, 
and guards, were kept at a minimum and soon had 
only a symbolic significance.

Each project had communal mess halls and 
utility building, canteens organized as consumers’ 
cooperatives, and schoolrooms. Living quarters 
were in barracks, arranged in blocks around wide

38 War Relocation Authority, Tentative policy state�
ment (mimeo.), May 29, 1942.
39 Eisenhower, M. S., to President Roosevelt (letter), 

June 18, 1942.
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firebreaks. Families or groups of unrelated in�
dividuals were assigned apartments, consisting 
usually of a single room, 20 X 25 or 16 X 20 feet 
in dimension, “with bare boards, knotholes through 
the floor and into the next apartment, heaps of 
dust, and for each person an army cot, a blanket 
and a sack which [could be] filled with straw to 
make a mattress. There [was] nothing else. No 
shelves, closets, chairs, tables or screens. In this 
space, 5 to 7 people, and, in a few cases, 8 men, 
women, and their children [were] to live indef�
initely.” 40

In spite of physical hardships, the evacuees 
were, in the beginning, almost uniformly coopera�
tive and helpful, and seemed to share the belief 
prevalent among WRA officials and employees that 
a “good life” could be built up in these isolated, 
war6duration communities. But, before many 
weeks passed, latent anti6administration and inter�
group hostilities flared into the open. Faith in the 
good intentions of the administration declined when 
procurement difficulties arose and shortages of 
food, of hospital supplies, and of other essentials 
developed; when promises of producers’ coopera�
tives, under which cash advances on profits were 
to be distributed to the participating evacuees, 
were abandoned in favor of “miserably low”41 
remuneration of $12, $16, and $19 per month for 
jobs ranging from farm labor, cooking, and dish�
washing to those of teacher, attorney, and doctor ; 
when payment of even these wages was delayed; 
when, during the prolonged period of nonpayment, 
timekeeping systems were introduced by efficiency 
experts; and when a plan for limited selfgovern�
ment was imposed, which, while enfranchising 
Issei, made them ineligible for office6holding.

Regional and generational fissures, temporarily 
closed during the stress of evacuation, were re�
opened. Rumors of FBI inquiries and arrests 
aroused suspicions that fellow6evacuees were in�
forming the administration about such “harmless,” 
misdemeanors as listening to shortwave radios, 
gambling, or promoting “nationalistic” forms of 
Japanese entertainment. Cooperation with the ad�
ministration was soon branded as “collaboration.” 
Every faction found its convenient scapegoat. In 
Tule Lake, a project on the California6Oregon 
border, evacuees from California blamed the more 
accommodated evacuees from the Pacific North6

40 Leighton, A. H., ,�����9�������������� 65666, Prince�
ton Univ. Press, 1945.
41 Eisenhower, M. S. to Budget Director Smith (letter), 

May 11, 1942.

west. In all projects, leaders and active members 
of the Japanese American Citizens League, which 
had been officially accepted by governmental agen�
cies as a liaison group during evacuation and 
assembly6center days, were accused now of having 
betrayed the whole Japanese minority. They, in 
turn, often showed marked readiness to denounce 
“hotheaded Kibei” or “Issei agitators” as the 
source of all trouble. Mainland Nisei, in some 
instances, cast doubt upon the loyalty of Hawaiian 
Nisei. Christians were suspicious of Buddhists. 
Suspected informers, called ��� (literally “dogs”), 
were ostracized, threatened, and even beaten by 
their fellow6evacuees. Revolt against the adminis�
tration took the form of major strikes or minor 
work6stoppages during the fall of 1942. In two 
projects, Poston and • Manzanar, revolt assumed 
the proportions of riots. In the latter martial law 
was declared, and a machine6gunner fired upon the 
evacuees, killing one and wounding several others. 
Alleged agitators were removed to jail or isolation 
camps, and a number of JACL leaders and other 
“collaborators” were hastily withdrawn from the 
project and resettled in the Middle West.

Meantime, the War Relocation Authority, under 
a new director, had been pressing the Justice and 
War Departments for sanction to reinstitute the 
program its name implied. By the end of July, 
1942, a cautious program of highly, selective re�
settlement had been approved, and through cooper�
ation of the Friends Service Committee, had 
achieved a considerable degree of success against 
great odds, in relocating students in eastern and 
midwestern colleges and universities. But for 
other classes the procedures in obtaining “leave 
clearance” for release from detention were so un6 
wieldly that not even a moderate number of evac�
uees had been relocated by the end of 1942 (see 
chart 5). Among the necessary prerequisites to 
clearance were formal investigations of “loyalty,” 
detailed reports of behavior and attitudes in re�
location projects, unequivocal evidence of a valid 
job offer and of provision for care of dependents 
remaining in camp, evidence of acceptibility in the 
proposed community of destination, and, for a 
time, even investigations of each prospective em�
ployer.

Determined to liberalize relocation policy, WRA 
officials agreed to, and indeed promoted, a plan for 
obtaining mass clearance, following a decision of 
the War Department to reopen the Army to loyal 
Japanese6American volunteers. In accordance 
with this plan, representatives of the War Depart6



 #� DOROTHY SWAINE THOMAS [PROC. AMER. PHIL. SOC.

���	��5. Outmigration from WRA projects, 194261946.

ment were to “process” male citizens, while WRA 
employees would “process” the remainder of the 
adult population. In both cases, processing in�
volved registration and the execution of a lengthy 
questionnaire, including among some thirty items, 
two thought to bear directly on “loyalty.” For 
male citizens, the first of these was:
Are you willing to serve in the armed forces of the 
United States on combat duty, wherever ordered?

and the second:
Will you swear unqualified allegiance to the United 
States of America and faithfully defend the United 
States from any or all attack by foreign or domestic 
forces, and forswear any form of allegiance or 
obedience to the Japanese emperor, or any other for�
eign government, power, or organization?

For female citizens, the first was modified to ask 
whether they would be willing to volunteer for the 
Army Nurse Corps or the WAAC, if found quali�
fied, and the second omitted reference to defense 
against armed attack. The form for female citizens 
was used initially for aliens of both sexes, without 
further modification, except that it was headed 
“Application for Leave Clearance.”

The impropriety of asking aliens who were in�
eligible to American citizenship to forswear al�
legiance to the only country in which they could 
hold citizenship was recognized belatedly. In

most projects aliens were permitted to substitute 
for the second of the above questions an oath that 
they would “abide by the laws of the United 
States” and “take no action which would in any 
way interfere with the war effort of the United 
States.” But American citizens, the bulk of whom 
were Nisei who had had no direct contact with 
Japan, were still required to forswear allegiance 
to the Japanese emperor.

Registration was postulated on the assumption 
that evacuees would define eligibility to serve in 
the armed service or to leave camps for the freedom 
of the “outside world” as just rewards for loyalty. 
Contrary to expectation, an appreciable propor�
tion of the evacuees defined these situations as 
penalties rather than as rewards. A strong pro�
test movement developed among Nisei and Kibei, 
who, having had so many of their rights as citizens 
abrogated through evacuation and detention, ques�
tioned the justice of the restoration of the single 
right of serving in the armed forces. Numbers of 
Issei, having lost most of their other possessions, 
used every means to hold their families intact, and 
to prevent the possible induction of their sons. 
Others, having acceded to a forced migration from 
home to camp, were now determined to avoid a 
further move to an outside world that they had 
many reasons to believe would continue to regard 
them with hostility.

Doubt, fear, and anger accompanied registration 
in all ten projects, and these reactions were ag�
gravated by inadequate preparation of the teams 
conducting registration; by sudden, unexplained, 
or incompletely understood, changes in administra�
tive procedures and definitions; and in Tule Lake 
by the use of force. In all projects except Tule 
Lake the average proportion of the adult popula�
tion refusing to register, or registering as “dis�
loyal” was 10 per cent, but in Tule Lake the un�
registered and the verbally disloyal, together, com�
prised 42 per cent of all persons '( years of age 
or older. The persistence of a collective movement 
of noncooperation at Tule Lake was widely publi�
cized and its residents were stigmatized, in the 
press and on the radio, as politically disloyal. In 
July, 1943 the Senate passed a resolution asking 
WRA to segregate “persons of Japanese ancestry 
in relocation centers whose loyalty to the United 
States is questionable or who are known to be 
disloyal.” WRA yielded and designated Tule 
Lake as a segregation center in which evacuees 
whose loyalties were thought to lie with Japan 
would be confined for the duration of the war.
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During the late summer Tule Lake was trans�
formed, physically, from a relocation project to a 
segregation center. A double “manproof” fence, 
eight feet high, was constructed around the whole 
area; the external guard was increased from a 
couple of hundred soldiers to full batallion 
strength; and a half dozen tanks, obsolete but 
impressive, were lined up in full view of the resi�
dents. At the same time renewed efforts were 
made to screen the disloyal from the loyal in all 
projects. The criteria for segregation, as finally 
accepted, were the following: applicants for re�
patriation or expatriation to Japan; persons per�
sisting in holding to negative answers given at 
time of registration or still refusing to register ; 
persons about whom there was “other informa�
tion . . . indicating loyalty to Japan” ;42 and per�
sons who, falling in none of these categories, wished 
to be segregated along with a “disloyal” member of 
the immediate family.

Official pronouncements emphasized that “dis�
loyalty” was not culpable; and that segregation 
was not being undertaken in any sense as a measure 
of punishment or penalty.”43 The privilege of 
leave6clearance would be denied, but otherwise the 
center would be run in much the same way as the 
relocation projects to which the evacuees had be�
come accustomed. Having, however, “indicated 
their desire to follow the Japanese way of life,” 
evacuees would not be required to send their chil�
dren to the American schools in the center, and 
they were to be permitted to establish, at their own 
expense, Japanese6language schools. In other 
spheres, too, bans on “Japanese” activities were 
to be removed or restrictions moderated.

Beginning in September, trainloads of “disloyal” 
evacuees were moved from the nine other projects 
to Tule Lake, while over 6,000 “loyal” Tuleans 
left for other projects. When the movement was 
completed, in May, 1944, Tule Lake had a popula�
tion of over 18,000, of whom 34 per cent were “Old 
Tuleans.” Among these were over 1,000 persons, 
themselves “disloyal” by none of the criteria set up 
by WRA, and having no close relative who was 
“disloyal,” but who simply refused to move. 
Among the transferees were hundreds of the tech�
nically “loyal” who had come to Tule Lake and 
among the Old Tuleans were other hundreds who
42 War Relocation Authority, �������	��	�9�����	���	��� 
.�:��!!� July 15, 1943.
43 War Relocation Authority, �������	�������������� 
��� ��������� �����	��� ��� ,���� '�?�� ������	���� ���	�� 
(pamphlet), August 1943.

had remained to avoid family separation, or who 
were too young to make decisions. And among 
the “disloyal” in both groups were many individ�
uals who had so declared themselves in order to 
achieve war6duration security for their families.

The conflicts and tensions in Tuie Lake after 
segregation and the course of interaction between 
“disloyal” and “loyal,” between groups of evacuees 
and administrative agencies, and among the various 
agencies themselves, are traced in the Thomas6 
Nishimoto volume, )!��* ������+ There was al�
most immediate revolt, led by disaffected trans�
ferees ; an outbreak of violence, following a labor 
dispute, and two serious accidents ; administrative 
suppression, involving the importation of “loyal” 
harvesters from other projects as strikebreakers, 
the institution of martial law for two months, and 
the establishment of a “stockade” in which alleged 
agitators were confined for periods up to eight 
months “without the filing of charges or the grant�
ing of a hearing or trial of any kind.” 44 During 
the period of martial law evacuees maintained a 
general strike, which they called “status quo.” 
Abandonment of �	�	���,�� was accomplished when 
a group, led by Old Tuleans, prominent in the 
cooperative6enterprises, acted as liaison between 
evacuees and administration. By the spring of 
1944 an underground pressure group, in which 
Kibei were prominently represented, had come 
out into the open. Determined to pursue to the 
limit the Japanese way6of6life sanctioned in official 
pronouncements, they accused the administration 
of failure to “clarify the distinctions between the 
loyals and the disloyals” and insisted on a resegre�
gation of the “truly disloyal” (i.e., themselves), 
from the “loyal Americans” still in the center, 
whom they estimated at several thousand. Fac�
tionalism bred suspicion, persons thought to be in�
formers were terrorized, there were numerous 
beatings, and the manager of the cooperative enter�
prises was murdered during a wave of ww6hatred. 
In July, 1944, the Nationality Act of 1940 was 
amended to permit the renunciation of citizenship, 
during wartime, by American citizens on Ameri�
can soil. Renunciation then became the keynote 
of the resegregationist campaign, and two adminis�
trative decisions, announced simultaneously on 
December 17, 1944, transformed general reluctance 
to accept the resegregationist program to popular 
support of its main issue. These were (1) recis6 
sion of orders by the Western Defense Command
44 ���������%�9���'�+��	���������".�@�� San Francisco, 

August 1944.
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excluding Japanese Americans from the West 
Coast, and (2) announcement by the War Reloca�
tion Authority that all projects under their super�
vision would be liquidated within a year. These 
decisions, taken together, imperilled the security of 
the “disloyal” who believed that they had attained 
a war6duration refuge. For all segregants forced 
resettlement, and, for the young men of draft age 
induction into the armed forces, loomed as dis�
turbingly high probabilities. By March, 1945, 
seven out of every ten citizens old enough to be 
eligible to renounce their American citizenship had 
done so, and in so doing had, it was believed, af�
forded “protection” from forced resettlement to 
over 3,000 families. One out of five of the male 
renunciants and one in four of the females were 
under 21 years of age at the time of renunciation. 
Family security had been achieved in 1945 by the 
action of children who had been between 14 and 18 
years of age when they were removed from the 
“outside world” in 1942.

Writing in April 1946, Thomas and Nishimoto 
evaluated the situation as follows :

With mass renunciation of citizenship by Nisei and 
Kibei, the cycle which began with evacuation was 
complete. Their parents had lost their hard6won 
foothold in the economic structure of America. They, 
themselves, had been deprived of rights which in�
doctrination in American schools had led them to 
believe inviolable. Charged with no offense, but 
victims of a military misconception, they had suffered 
confinement behind barbed wire. They had been stig�
matized as disloyal on grounds often far removed 
from any criterion of political allegiance. They had 
been at the mercy of administrative agencies working 
at cross6purposes. They had yielded to parental com�
pulsion in order to hold the family intact. They had 
been intimidated by the ruthless tactics of pressure 
groups in camp. They had become terrified by reports 
of the continuing hostility of the American public, 
and they had finally renounced their irreparably de�
preciated American citizenship.

Many of them have since left the country, voluntarily, 
to take up life in defeated Japan. Others will remain 
in America, in the unprecedented and ambiguous 
status of citizens who became aliens ineligible for 
citizenship in the land of their birth.45

From the standpoint of 1946, and perhaps also 
in the long run, this was the spoilage. On August 
26, 1949, however, the legal basis for the restitution 
of status for those “citizens who became aliens 
ineligible for citizenship in the land of their birth” 
was established through a decision in the United
45 $�:���	:� 361.

States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. 
This confirmed a decision made in the District 
Court of Los Angeles which had held, in regard 
to three Nisei plaintiffs, that “. . . the benefits of 
citizenship can be renounced or waived only as a 
result of free and intelligent choice. Since the 
purported renunciation of the plaintiffs . . . was 
not as a result of their free and intelligent choice 
but rather because of mental fear, intimidation, and 
coercions depriving them of the free exercise of 
their will, said purported renunciations are void 
and of no force or effect.” 46 And, in a press re�
lease on October 26, 1949, it was announced that 
the Attorney General of the United State would 
not ask the Surpeme Court to review the order 
of the Court of Appeals and that this decision 
would be accepted and applied in all future cases 
of this kind. It was further reported that some 
4,000 Nisei and Kibei renunciants were then seek�
ing restoration of their American citizenship.47

14. THE SALVAGE

Evacuation and detention aggravated culture 
conflict within the already culturally6divided Jap�
anese6American population group, and forced dis�
sident elements to redefine their status in America, 
or to have it defined for them.

As described at length in the preceding section, 
some revolted, and many were led towards verbal 
disloyalty and renunciation of American citizen�
ship. Together, these classes and their dependents 
represented about one in six of the evacuees in 
War Relocation projects.

Almost half of the evacuees took the way of 
least resistance, and simply sat out the war years, 
behind barbed wire, in the camps provided by the 
government of the United States. There they lived 
on what were essentially culture6islands until, with 
recission of exclusion orders and forced closure 
of camps, they faced the necessity of evacuation6in6 
reverse. The majority of them returned to Pacific6 
Coast communities.

More than one in three of the total deliberately 
chose the difficult path of resettlement in the Mid�
dle West or East while the war was still in pro�
gress. In so doing they embarked upon a life that,

46 This opinion was written by Judge William C. 
Mathes on Aug. 27, 1948, in the United States District 
Court of Los Angeles. The decision in the Court of Ap�
peals was written by Judge William Denman, and in�
cluded a scathing denunciation of “General DeWitt’s doc�
trine of enemy racism inherited by blood strains.”
47 .�@�C��?�,����� October 27, 1949.
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they had been assured, would not be without hard�
ships but that would involve “the same hardships 
. . . being experienced by other American fami�
lies” 48 and, at the same time, they knowingly ac�
cepted the special risks and uncertainties to be in�
curred because of their close physical resemblance 
to the Japanese enemy. Many of them served with 
great distinction in the armed forces; others were 
active in war industries and agencies. Numbers 
of them moved into the ranks of skilled labor, and 
into clerical, sales, and professional occupations. 
Some became disorganized and failed to make 
adequate vocational, personal, or social adjust�
ments. But, whether narrowly defined as “succes�
ses” or as “failures,” these were the salvage of the 
war, to the extent that resettlement broke their 
isolation, promoted their acceptance by the major�
ity group, and integrated their activities into those 
of the larger American community.

Demographically, the salvage was highly selec�
tive. Seven out of every ten of the persons in6
48 So described in a skillfully6worded document, read 

to the evacuees in each camp by a member of the team 
conducting military registration during 1943. See, ,�� 
��������� 59660.

volved in the two waves of outmigration from 
camps, between military registration in March 
1943 and recission of the exclusion orders in De�
cember 1944 (chart 5), were young people be�
tween the ages 15 and 35 (chart 6). Their age6 
structure closely resembled that of the immigrant 
settlers of 1900 (chart 2), but the balance of the 
sexes was quite different. Young men were the 
pioneers in the migration from Japan to America, 
but appreciable proportions of young women mi�
grated, alone or with their husbands and their 
brothers, from camps to the “outside world.” 49 
Correspondingly the age6sex structure of the sal�
vage differed strikingly from that of the spoilage 
(the “disloyal” who were segregated in Tule 
Lake) and the residue (those who sat out the war 
in relocation projects for the “loyal”). Although 
salvage comprised, on the average, twice as many
49 Among the American6born, who comprised four6fifths 

of the salvage, 82 per cent were between 15 and 35 years 
of age; while 83 per cent of the population in 1900 were 
in this age range. But the sex ratio of the American6born 
salvage of these ages was only 135 males per 100 females, 
compared with almost 2,300 males per 100 females in the 
immigrant settler population of 1900.
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persons as did spoilage, the very young and the 
middle6aged or older were approximately equal 
in the two groups. And although the residual 
population was almost twice as large as the sal�
vage, children and older people were four times 
as numerous while young adults were only two6 
thirds as great in number.

More significant, from the standpoint of assimil�
ation and integration, was the strength of cultural 
selection.50 So highly selective of “generational”
50 Generalizations in the concluding paragraph are 

based on analysis of 23,466 individual records, covering 
the total population aged 17 and over in 3 WRA camps: 
Tule Lake, Poston (I), and Minidoka. Because of ex�
treme variations in administrative procedure in regard to 
registration and relocation, all comparisons are on an 
intracamp basis, with multiple classification by sex, genera�
tion, religion, and occupation; for Tuleans, also by origin 
in California or the Northwest; for Nisei in Poston and 
Minidoka, also by education and year of birth. The fol�
lowing examplê, limited to males, are merely illustrative 
of the pattern of differentials.

In all camps, spoilage was proportionately highest for 
Kibei Buddhists formerly employed in agriculture, lowest 
for Nisei who were Christians or had no religion and who 
had been engaged in nonagricultural pursuits. Issei held 
intermediate positions. Highs and lows for spoilage (per 
cent “disloyal”) were, for Californians in Tule Lake, 79 
and 14; for Northwesterners in the same camp, 46 and 6; 
for Postonians, 43 and 1; for Minidokans, 24 and 0. 
Early salvage (outmigrants, March—Sept. 1943, as per�
centage of specified population in March) ranged from 
high proportions for areligious and Christian nonagri�
cultural Nisei to low for Issei or for Kibei agricultural 
Buddhists, as follows, for the camps in the order given 
above: 46 and 2; 45 and 4; 40 and 2; 51 and 3. Most Nisei 
college graduates were concentrated in the Christian6areli6 
gious nonagricultural class, and were born in 1920 or earlier. 
For this class, in Minidoka, for example, 84 per cent of 
the college graduates were early salvage, compared with 
52 per cent of those who had had incomplete college educa�
tion, and 43 per cent of those with no more than high 
school education. In general, late salvage followed the

classes was the incidence of segregation, of sedenta6 
tion, and of outmigration, that these alternative 
resolutions of conflict may, without undue exag�
geration, be called the Kibei way, the Issei way, 
and the Nisei way. Within each generational 
group, prewar residence, occupation, religion, and 
education, to a large extent, determined the course 
taken. Japanese Americans who had lived in the 
more tolerant Pacific Northwest were more fre�
quently found in the salvage, those from the more 
prejudiced California were disproportionately 
among the spoilage. Occupation, differentiating 
as it did the more isolated farming folk from those 
following urban pursuits where contact with the 
majority group was closer, stimulated salvage 
among the latter and retarded it among the former. 
Religion was perhaps the most clear6cut of the 
statistical indices that could be used to differentiate 
cultural groups; the Japan6polarized Buddhists 
and Shintoists from the America6oriented who, 
like the white majority, either professed Christian�
ity or accepted no formal religion. Segregation 
and sedentation were the ways taken by the 
former; outmigration was the path of Christians 
and the areligious. Finally, those who were most 
highly educated in American colleges and uni�
versities were—quite out of proportion to their 
numbers—the salvage.
same pattern as early salvage, but differentials between 
Nisei and Kibei were reduced, and Issei consistently held 
low positions. With Kibei drawn off so heavily in the 
spoilage, and Nisei in the salvage, the residue was, of6 
course, heavily weighted with Issei. In Poston, for ex�
ample, 94 per cent and 91 per cent of the Issei Buddhists 
in farming and in urban occupations, respectively, and 89 
per cent and 82 per cent of the corresponding Christian6 
areligious classes were in the residue, while the highest 
proportion for any class of Kibei was 76 per cent, for any 
class of Nisei, 47 per cent.
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BEN: When my grandfather had it, it was Japanese, no1? I ’ve got it.

No1? it’s Nebraska, U. S.A.

BATES; Japa..,.Are you kidding?

BEN: No. If you want me to move to another room, just say so, it’s
okay,

BATES; What’d you get the DEC for?

BEN; Twenty�five combat missions,

BATES; And the Cluster?

BEN; Ploesti,

BATES; And you*re asking me if I want to kick you out of the room?
Are you kidding?

MUSIC:________A BAR AND THEN CARRY UNDER

NARRATOR: A couple of tail gunners sharing a room in an Air Force Re�
distribution Center, Ed Bates of the Fifteenth Air Force, and�
Ben Kuroki of the Eighth, Just two more GIs back from the war�
to rest for a while, it happens every day. I wouldn’t even�
mention it except for a man in Arizona, The man owns a barber�
shop and there’s a sign on the door; Japs Keep Out You* Rats.
And he doesn’t mean the Emperor of Japen, or the Emperor’s�
soldiers, or the Emperor’s people, He means the boy from Nebraska.

MUSIC:________UP AND OUT ON A LONG FADING NOTE

BEN;

DOC:

BEN:

DOC:

BEN:

Inhale,.,(BIZ TAPPING ON CHEST) Exhale, Inhale. (BIZ AGAIN)�
Okay.

(LETS OUT HIS BREATH) I ’m still okay for flying, huh?

Depends on what you call okay, Kuroki, Sure, you can fly. You�
can also lay around and take it easy for a while, Jt won’t hurt�
you a bit. Nobody goes to the targets you went to without need�
ing a rest.

But there’s nothing wrong? I’m okay for flying?

Look, don’t you think I know what’s on your mind? You’re fed up�
with the suspicions and the fishy looks and the drunks who want�
to pick a fight. All right, there’s your answer. You went and�
fought your heart out and came back with enough medals to choke�
a horse. Isn’t that enough?

(QUIETLY) ���� Not for some people. Are you putting down that�
I ’m okay for flying?

DOC: Yeah. Yeah, you’re okay,

MUSIC;________A BAR TO ESTABLISH, THEN CARRY UNDER
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NARRATOR; Do you hear the story of the hoy from Nebraska? Do you listen�
closely and understand that he could have been from Seattle or�
Staten Island, or Sandusky, Ohio*» And for Kuroki, read' Canelli,�
read Kantrowitz, read Kerchuski, Any name that comes hard to�
the tongue, a different slant to the eye, the shape of a nose,�
They are riding the tail turrets from Hell to Burma, They are�
spelling it out slowly in fifty calibre bullets that it isn’t�
race or religion that makes free men. They are writing it across�
the sky in demolition bombs that freedom isn’t color, but a way�
of life. And all men are created equal until they prove other�
wise. That's an old idea they have in Hershey, Nebraska, just�
down the highway from Cozad which is near North Platte,

MUSIC; BROADENS TO FINALE.

EBERWEIN; This is lieutenant Bruce Eberwein, Over in Italy I flew with�
jokers that were every name in the book, Chinese and Czech�
and Choctaw Indians, Those boys finish their first tour overseas�
and come home, and the Personnel Distribution Command knows what�
they need. Rest and medical care and careful reassignment to a�
new army job. And beyond that they need understanding and dignity�
and the feeling they fought for something and they got it, and�
they're going back to keep fighting for it, %il, the Army’ll�
make sure they get that rest and reassignment, And you take it�
from there,

MUSIC; "MY HEART STOOD STILL" , . . UNDER .

NARRATOR; You’re back in the States now ... you’re waiting for her in the�
train station, and she comes at last, you can tell from the tilt�
of her head, the way she walks. You just say hello very quietly�
and kiss her, and then you’re really home*

MUSIC; up INTO , , . »MY HEART STOOD STILL”

NARRATOR; After the furlough, after the fresh milk and the sleep it’s
back to the Army, to whatever new job you can do now to help�
the guys who are still back there ,,, the Air Force boys in�
China, the doughfeet up along the Rhine, the Russians moving�
in across Eurowe, moving in from the East

MUSIC;__________RED CAV¿DRY MARCH

MUSIC;__________THEME

NARRATOR: And so, it’s so long from our men wherever they are* From the
men in England, cheerio; from the boys in China, wah mun dzo�bah;�
from the boys in Russia, dos vhidanis. As they come back home�
from their next assignments we’ll be telling their story�

MUSIC: r BOARD FADR THEME

ANNOUNCER; kas' presented ”BQY FROM NEBRASKA” written by
Sergeant Millard Dampell̂  with '_________ as Narrator,
Music conducted by . The program was directed by


