


Personal

Honorable Earl Warren
Governor of California
Sacramento, California

Dear Earl:

I presume upon my friendship with vou to write you regarding a matter over which
I am much concerned., I am convinced that we must deal fairly with the loval
Anericans of Japanese ancestry who have been evacuated from our state,

You have recently been quoted in the press as believing not only that these
people should not be returned to California during the war but that vou also
oppose the vlan of the Federal Government to relocate loyal persons in non-
military zones where they might aid in meeting the manpower shortage., The
July 5th issue of Life Magazine states that you oppose any release from the
Relocation Centers with the words "No one will be able to tell a saboteur

from any other Jap...,We den't want to have a sesond Pearl Harbor in California
eeee This isn't an appeal to race hatred."

Unfortunately there are already evidences that your words are being exploited
by vigilante-minded individuals. Some with whom I have talked believe that
vou have been misquoted. Some think that you were referring to the disloyal
persons who arc now confined in internment camps and that vou did not have
referonce to the many loval Americans of Japancse ancestry who are living in
the Relocation Centers,

The Committee on whose letterhead this is written and ‘of which I am an active
member, does not suggest that even loyal evacuees should be returned to the
West Coast at the present time. But it does strongly support the position
that Americans of Japanese ancestry who are found to be loyal should be per=-
mitted to find their places in industry and agriculture outside the military
areas., Our opinion is backed up bv authoritative testimonies by J. Edgar
Hoover, Colonel K, J, Fielder of Army Intelligence and others., I enclose
some of these supporting statements.

Frankly, Earl, I feel it would be sound for you to take a long view and a
nation-wide view of this question, which is so rlouded by war-time emotions
herc at home in California, with doubtless a considerable element of emotions
that have their root in economic jealousies, As far as I have becn able to
learn, people in the Kiddle West and East are more sensitive to the preserva-
tion of the liberties of American citizens including thosc so unfortunate as
to look like our present encmies., The fundamentals of the Bill of Rights
have weathered many an emotional storm in our Nation's history, and I feel sur:
you belicve as I do that it will weather this one, You have alrcady helped
it weather local attempts at embezzlement by domestic enemies of various
Caucasian ancestries; I am one of those who hope it may pleasc God 4o permit
vou to do 80 on a naticn-wide scalec,

So if you have been misquoted, will vou not take steps te set the matter righ::

With kindcst perscnal regards, I am

Sincerely yours,

Alfred J. Iundberg




STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Governor's Office
Sacramento

July 16, 1943

Mr. Alfred J, Lundberg
1106 Broadway
Dakland (4), California

Dear Al:

I have your letter of July 13 concerning the Japanese who have been evacuated from
our State and calling attention to my statements on the subject at the recent
Covernors' Conference. In it you say, "Unfortunately there are already evidences
that your words are being exploited by vigilante-minded individuals." If this is
the fact, I sincerely regret it because nothing is more destructive than vigilante
spirit and action, and I have consistently opposed both throughout my public careecr,

T am very happy to discuss the subjeot with you because I believe that both of us
speek thc same language and are motivated by the same interest. I have been inti-
mately acquainted. with your humanitarian instincts ever since we both joined with
others in Oakland to form the Religious Fellowship some fifteen years ago, However,
I cannot make any apology for the things that I said concerning the evacuation and
relocation of Japanese, because I believe them to be true and in the interest of
safoty of our State and Nation.

I believe these views are not colored by race hatred or by "war time emotions here
st home in California with doubtless a considerable element of emotions that have
their root in economic jealousies," stated by you to be prevalent. "It is my

opinion that the Japanese, whether born in Japan or in this ecountry, were rightfully
evacuated from this area and placed in Relocation Centers under the authority cone
ferred by Congressional Act, signed by the Pres ident and acted under by the Com=-
manding General charged with the militery safety of this section of our country. At
that time everyone from the President down acquicsced in the procedure. I heard of
no objection being raised by governmental agencies or eitizen groups, although they
had ample time to do so, I am persuaded that the rcason there was no such objection
was that the publie feared the activities of these people, as did the Comnanding
General. At that time the affair at Pearl Harbor was still ringing in our ecars.
Now that the details of that ineident have been somewhat dimmed by passing of time,
there is a movement to undo that which was then done in the interest of safety.
Porsonally, I am of the opinion that little has heppened since Pearl Harbor to
justify us in abandoning protective measurecs. Certainly our victories do not add up
to any such total,

On the other hand, I am of the opinion that if the European War should be terminated
sucecessfully in a reasonably short time we will still heve a terrific war on our
hands with the Japanese and that it will take the lives of hundreds of thousands of
our boys to win it. In short, I belicve tht the same smugness that brought about
the laxity ending in the disaster at Pearl Harbor is beginning to permeate our
sountry again, and that unless we do keep upperrost in our minds the formidable
military cstablishment of Japan, the degrec of her preparation, and the imperial

des igns, we may have another Pearl Harbor, I pray that it may not be so, but that
if it should be, California, through an appreciation of the dangers involved, may
have protected herself against the blow falling here.

I cannot help believing that you and your committee share this belief with me:
otherwise you would not have said in your letter "The Committee on whose letterhead
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this is written, and of which I am an active member, does not suggest that even
loyal evacuees should be returned to the West Coast at the present time, but it does
strongly support the position that Americans of Japanese ancestry who are found to
be loyal should be permitted to find their places in industry and agriculture out-
side the military areas," That statement indicates to me that you believe exactly
as I do; that regardless of the place of their birth they cannot, under existing
war conditions, be trusted in this vital war area. The only difference, apparently,
in our thinking is that you are of the opinion that they can safely be released
from sequestration in other parts of the country, while I am of the opinion that
under our way of life a potential saboteur is a menace to our war effort, regardless
of where he may be released,

In this country of ours where people are free to come and go as they please without
any system of espionage, there is no limit to the dangers involved in setting a
potential sabotour loose in any part of the country. The destruction of an acro-
plane factory in Kansas City is just as much a disaster as the destruction of one
at Burbank, California. The destruction of bridges and tunnels in the Rocky HMoun-
tains would be just as great a disaster as similar sabotage in the Sierra Nevadas.
The destructicn of Boulder Damf, which is outside the nombat area but which furnishes
a major portion of the water and power for war industry in Southern California,
would be just as seriocus as the destruction of the Pitt River Dam and others in the
combat area serving war industry in northern California, It is on this theory

I believe that if the evacueces cannot safely be returned to California they cannot
safely be recleased anywhere.

As I view the situation, your position, giving full eredit for the humanitarian
motives prompting it, is not cne based upon prineiples but upon exnedicneoy for the
safety of our country, as is mine. If it were otherwise, and ycur sonclusion was

based upon the Bill of Rights which was referred to in vour letter you would econ~
tend that every perscn born in this country of Japanese parentage would, under
present conditions, be entitled to every richt of sitizenship; that is, the right
to come and go and assemble, not in some parts of the nountry, but in every part of
the scountry, ineluding this combat zone where you and I and others have the same
privileges For obvious reasons you and your committee dc¢ not rely upon this prin-
ciple in arriving at your sonoclusion.

There is an 0ld saying that one ecannot eat his cake and keep it, and it scems that
that is the situation in which we find ourselves now. Either we take the protective
neasures that we know in cur hearts are neccessary to insure safety of our country
or we abandon them as being in eonflict with some prineciple of law. We cannot do
both in this situation, and our Supreme Court unanimously reccenized this faet
recently in sustaining the curfew regulaticns on those of Japanese ancestry. It
arrived at its conclusion reluctantly, as we all do in sush situations. Neverthe-
less it was firm and unanimous in its conclusion that beeause of the peculiar situ-
ation of those of Japanese extraction, a distinetion could, under the Constitution,
be made. How far they will go in sustaining these procedures I do not profess to
know, but I am of the opinion thet it will go as far as it believes the necessities
of the situation justify.

Lieutenant General DeWitt, the Commanding CGeneral of this area, has expressed the
firm belief that in order to insure the safety of the area none of the evacuccs
should be returned. Inasmuch as the criginal evacuation was made under his direc-
tion, I see no reason why we should deubt the wisdom of his present opinion on the
subject.
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Reduced to simplest terms, our difference of opinion on the subject, if we are in
disagreement, would seem to depend upon whose judgment we are going to accept as

to the action required to proteot us against fifth-column activities, which are

part and parcel of Axis warfare. I personally choose to take the opinion of the
Commanding General who is charged with our safety, rather than the views of expori-
menters who sometimes fall into the error of supporting their thcories to the extent
~f disregarding very obvious precautions that should be taken against the dangers

of modern warfare. I think there ocan be no doubt that the evidence which has
reoently come to light in some of the Relocation Centers shows a shocking indiffor-
ence to the safety factor, I suppose you are aware that for a long time there have
been thousands of people in California inecluding army, navy, coast guard, local law
enforeerent and civilian patrols, guarding our coast line against possible landings
of Japanese saboteurs frcm submarines., We have been warned by the government time
after time of the probability of attempted landings. Should the evacuees be return-
sd to California and given the right of unrestricted travel, who, I ask you, cculd
tell the difference between a loyal Japanese on cur coast line and a saboteur?

Some months ago the country was in a turmoil over the seecret landing of six Gernans
who had been trained in the techniques of sabotage in Germany and sent to this
country with that knowledge and the necessary funds to disrupt our war effort.
Fortunately they were apprehended by the F.B.I. They were promptly and properly
tried, convicted, and executed, and those who assisted then were likewise punished,
It was a serious situation, but compared with the potentialities involved in
releasing all those whom the soeial workers in Japanese Relosation Centers put the
stamp of loyalty upon, it is but a drop in the bucket, We know how Japanese,
wherever born, are indcetrinated with the ambitions of the Japanese Enpire and of
their efforts to achieve then,

As a matter of plain, simple fact, Al, it seems to me that we could not exvect the
average Japanese born in this country tc give his loyalty to Ameriea in this war
of survival, Again I hope that in saying this I am nct giving vent to any feeling
of race prejudice or hatred but rather to a recognition of loyalties that are born
of home, family, race and religion. I would expeet to be so judged if I were in
Japan, Suppose that as young men, you and I had gone to Japan to live; that we
had brought our American wives with us and had there brought our e¢hildren into the
world, Suppose, further, that they had lived in our American homes, rwore or less
isolated from the Japanese society and culture, prohibited from acquiring citizen=-
ship or land, and verhamns never even learning the Japanese language. Suppose they
had never known any other environment prior to the outbresk of this present war,
where do you believe their sentiments would now be? Would they be for Japan or
would they be for the United States of America; and given the opportunity to help
one or the other, which doyou believe they would help? I believe I know what
both your children and mire would do under the circumstances; and I believe that
Japanese, so born and reared, would react even more strongly because their govern-
ment is their religion as well, and their Emperor is their God.

I have no doubt that there are many Japanese who ecame to this country because they
would rather live here than live their lives under conditions as they are in Japan.
I am also certain that there are many of their children born in this country who
would have the same loyal sentiments that you and I have, For them this is a
tragedy. War is a tragedy to millions of people. If there were any reascnable way
of determining the loyalty of these individuals, I wculd be the first t¢ insist upon
their having the right to all the frecdoms that we have. Unfortunately, I believe
there is no way of determining this faet, or if there is, it has not been tricd.
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Frankly, as a citizen and publis officinl I am not willing to adopt the theories or
the practices indulged in by the Reloecation Authcrities to determine this fact. If,
on the other hand, General DeWitt whc is charged with the military security of the
area and who has been intimately sonneeted with the situaticn sinece before Pearl
Harbeor, or Direetor J. Edgar Hoower of the F.B.I., were to pass favorably upon the
release of any of these individuals, I would accept the deeision cheerfully and
without question,

In conclusion let me say again that I appreciate the humanitarian sentiments which
impelled you to write--the sentiments that have brought your committee together,
Also that fundamentally there is no real difference of opinion between us and that
we are both guided by a desire to do for these people those things which are con-
sistont with the security of our nation., The only difference between us, as I view
the situation, is that you do not believe the elements of danger in this group are
as serious as I do, and that you base your opinion, as to the danger involved, upon
the opinions of the workers in the War Relocation Authority. While I base mine upon
army and navy officials and the members of the F.B.I. and other law enforcement
officers as well as upon the opinion of the Commanding General for this area.

You may be sure that so far as is consistent with this belief on my part, I will do
everything possible to protect the lives and property of these people as I would all
other ecitizens of our country, It was in this spirit that I said at Columbus, Ohio,
that I was not making an appeal to race hatred, bub rather an appeal for national
seourity.

Trusting that you will convey these views to the members of your Committee; and with
best wishes, I am

Sincerely,

(signed) Earl Warren
































































EXHIBIT [:D(o)

July 13, 1943

Personal

Honorable Earl Warren
Governor of California
Sacramento, Calfornia

Dear Earl:

I presume upon my friendship with vou to write you regarding a matter over which
I am much concerned. I am convineced that we must deal fairly with the loyal
Americans of Japanese ancestry who have been evacuated from our state.

You have recently been quoted in the press as believing not only that these
people should not be returned to California during the war but that vou also
oppose the vlan of the Federal Government to relosate loyal persons in non-
military zones where they might aid in meeting the manpower shortage. The
July 5th issue of Life lMagazine states that you oppose any releasc from the
Relocation Centers with the words "No one will be able to tell a saboteur
from any other Jap...We d m't want to have a sesond Pearl Harbor in California
+veo This isn't an appeal to race hatred,"

Unfortunately there are already cvidonces that your words are being exploited
by vigilante-minded individuals. Some with whom I have talked beliove that
vou have been misquoted, Some think that vou were referring to the disloyal
persons who are now confined in internment camps and thst vou did not have
rcference to the many lovel Americans of Japanese ancestry who are living in
the Relocation Centers.

The Committee on whose letterhead this is written and of which I am an active
member, does not suggest that even loyal evasuees should be returned to the
West Coast at the present time. But it does strongly support the position
that Americans of Japanese ancestry who are found to be loyal should be per-
mitted to find their places in industry and agriculture outside the military
areas, Our opinion is backed up bv authoritative testimonies by J. Edgar
Hoover, Colonel K, J. Fielder of Army Intelligence and others. I enclose
some of these supporting statements, )

Frankly, Earl, I feel it would be sound for you to take a long view and a
nation-wide view of this question, which is so slouded by war-time cmotions
here at hcme in California, with doubtless a considerable element of emotions
that have their root in economic jealousies., As far as I have becn able to
learn, peoplec in the Kiddle West and East are more sensitive to the preserva-
tion of the liberties of American citizens including thosc so unfortunate as
to look likec our present encmies. The fundamentals of the Bill of Rights
have weathered many an emotional storm in our Nation's history, and I feel surc
yvou belicve as I do that it will weather this one., You have alrcady helped
it weather local attempts at embezzlement by domestic enemies of various
Caucasian ancestries; I am one of those who hope it may pleasec God to permit
vou to do 80 on a naticne-wide secale,

So if you have been misquoted, will vou not take steps to set the matter righ.:

With kindcst perscnal regards, I am

Sincerely ycurs,

AJL s iFS Alfred J. Iundberg




STATE OF CALIFORNIA
Governor's Office
Sacramento

July 16, 1943

Mr. Alfred J., Lundberg
1106 Broadway
fakland (4), California

Dear Al:

T have your letter of July 13 concerning the Japanese who have been evacuated from
our State and calling attention to my statements on the subject at the recent
Covernors! Conference. In it you say, "Unfortunately there are already evidences
that your words are being exploited by vigllante-minded individuals," If this is
the fact, I sincerely regret it because nothing is more destructive than vigilante
spirit and action, and I have consistently opposed both throughout my public career,

T am very happy to discuss the subject with you because I believe that both of us
speek the same language and are motivated by the same interest. I have been inti-
mately acquainted with your humanitarian instincts ever since we both joined with
others in Oakland to form the Religious Fellowship some fifteen years ago. However,
I cennot make any apology for the things that I said concerning the evacuation and
relocation of Japanese, because I believe them to be true and in the interest of
safcty of our State and Nation.

I believe these views are not colored by race hatred or by "war time emotions here
st home in California with doubtless a considerable element of emotions that have
their root in economic jealousies," stated by you to be prevalent. "It is my

opinion that the Japanese, whether born in Japan or in this country, were rightfully
evacuated from this area and placed in Relocation Centers under the authority con-
ferred by Congressional Act, signed by the President and acted under by the Com-
manding General charged with the military safety of this section of our country. At
that time everyone from the President down acquicsced in the procedure. I heard of
no objection being raised by governmental agencies or citizen groups, although they
had ample time to do so, I am persuaded that the rcason there was no such objection
was that the publie feared the activities of these people, as did the Commanding
General. At that time the affair at Pearl Harbor was still ringing in our ears.
Now that the details of that insident have been somewhat dimmed by passing of time,
there is a movement to undo that which was then done in the interest of safety.
Personally, I am of the opinion that little has happened since Pearl Harbor to
justify us in abandoning protective measures, Certainly our victories do not add up

to any such total.

On the other hand, I am of the opinion that if the European War should be terminated
successfully in a reasonably short time we will still have a terrific war on our
hands with the Japanese and that it will take the lives of hundreds of thousands of
our boys to win it. In short, I belicve th?t the same smugness that brought about
the laxity ending in the disaster at Pearl Harbor is beginning to permeate our
nountry again, and that unless we do keep uppermost in our minds the formidable
military establishment of Japan, the degrec of her precparation, and the imperial

des igns, we may have another Pearl Harbor, I pray that it may not be so, but that
if it should be, California, through an appreciation of the dangers involved, may
have protected herself against the blow falling here.

I cammot help believing that you and your committee share this belief with me:
otherwise you would not have said in your letter "The Committee on whose lettcrhead
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this is written, and of which I am an aoctive member, does not suggest that even
loyal evacuees should be returned to the West Coast at the present time, but it does
etrongly support the position that Ameriecans of Japanese ancestry who are found to
te loyal should be permitted to find their places in industry and agriculture out-
side the military areas," That statement indicates to me that you believe exactly
2¢ I doj that regardless of the place of their birth they cannot, under existing
wna2r conditions, be trusted in this vital war area. The only difference, apparently,
in our thinking is that you are of the opinion that they can safely be released
fvom sequestration in other parts of the country, while I am of the opinion that
andey our way of life a potential saboteur is a menace to our war effort, regardless
of where he may be released,

In this country of ours where people are free to come and go as they please without
any system of espionage, there is no limit to the dangers involved in setting a
potential sabotour loose in any part of the country. The destruection of an aero-
plane factory in Kansas City is just as much a disaster as the destruction of one
at Burbank, California, The destruction of bridges and tunnels in the Rocky Moun=-
tains would be just as great a disaster as similar sabotage in the Sierra Nevadas.
The destruction of Boulder Dam, which is outside the sombat area but which furnishes
a major portion of the water and power for war industry in Southern California,
would be just as serious as the destruction of the Pitt River Dam and others in the
combat area serving war industry in northern California, It is on this theory

I believe that if the evacueces cannot safely be returned to California they cannot
safely be released anywhere.

As I view the situation, your position, giving full sredit for the humanitarian
mctives prompting it, is not one based upon prineiples but upon exnedicney for the
safety of our country, as is mine, If it were otherwise, and ycur conclusion was
based upon the Bill of Rights whieh was referred to in your letter you would con=-
tend that every perscn born in this country of Japanese parentage would, under
present conditions, be entitled to every richt of eitizenship; that is, the right
to come and go and assemble, not in scume. parts of the rountry, but in every part of
the country, ineluding this sombat zcne where you and I and others have the same
privilege. For obvious reasons you and yocur committee do¢ not rely upon this prine-
ciple in arriving at your conclusion,

There is an 0ld saying that one cannot eat his cake and keep it, and it scems that
that is the situation in which we find ourselves now. Either we take the proteective
measures that we know in our hearts are necessary to insure safety of our country
or we abandon them as being in confliet with some prineiple of law., We cannot do
both in this situation, and our Supreme Court unanimously recognized this faet
recently in sustaining the ourfew regulaticns on those of Japanese ancestry. It
arrived at its conclusion reluctantly, as we all do in suech situations. Neverthe-
less it was firm and unanimous in its conclusion that because of the peculiar situ-
ation of those of Japanese extraction, a distinction sould, under the Constitution,
be made, How far they will go in sustaining these procedures I do not profess to
know, but I am of the opinion that it will go as far as it believes the necessities
of the situation justify.

Lieutenant General DeWitt, the Commanding General of this area, has expressed the
firm belief that in order to insure the safety of the area none of the evacuccs
should be returned. Inasmuch as the original evacuation was made under his direc-
tion, I seec no reason why we should doubt the wisdom of his present opinion on the
sub jeet.
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Reduced to simplest terms, our difference of opinion on the subjeect, if we are in
disagreement, would seem to depend upon whosc judgment we are going to accept as

to the action required to protect us against fifthecolumn activities, which are

part and parcel of Axis warfarc. I personally choose to take the opinion of the
Comanding General who is charged with our safety, rather than the views of experi-
menters who sometimes fall into the error of supporting their thcories to the extent
~f disregarding very obvious precautions that should be taken against the dangers

of modern warfare. I think there can be no doubt that the evidence which has
recently come to light in some of the Relocation Centers shows a shocking indiffor-
ence to the safety fasctor. I suppose you are aware that for a long time there have
been thousands of people in Califernia ineluding army, navy, coast guard, local law
enforcement and civilian patrols, guarding our coast line against possible landings
of Japanese saboteurs frcm submarines. We have been warned by the government time
after time of the probability of attempted landings. Should the evacuees be return-
ed to California and given the right of unrestriocted travel, who, I ask you, sculd
tell the difference between a loyal Japanese on cur coast line and a saboteur?

Some months ago the country was in a turmoil over the sesret landing of six Gernans
who had been trained in the techniques of sabotage in Germany and sent to this
country with that knowledge and the necessary funds to disrupt our war effort.,
Fortunately they were apprehended by the F.B.I. They were promptly and properly
tried, convicted, and executed, and those who assisted thon were likewise punished.
It was a serious situation, but compared with the potentialities involved in
releasing all those whom the sosial workers in Japanecse Relocation Centers put the
stamp of loyalty upon, it is but a drop in the busket, We know how Japanese,
wherever born, are indoectrinated with the ambitions of the Japanese Empire and of
their efforts to achieve themn,

As a matter of plain, simple fact, Al, it seems to me that we ecould not exvect the
average Japanese born in this country tc give his loyalty to Amerieca in this war
of survival, Again I hope that in saying this I am not giving vent to any feeling
of race prejudice or hatred but rather to a recognition of lovalties that are born
of home, fanily, race and religion. I would expeect t¢ be so judged if I were in
Japan, Suppose that as young men, you and I had gone to Japan to live; that we
had brought cur American wives with us and had there brought our children into the
world, Suppose, further, that they had lived in our Ameriean homes, nore or less
isolated from the Japanese society and culture, prohibited from acquiring citizen-
ship or land, and verhans never even learning the Japanese language. Suppose they
had never known any other environment priocr to the outbreak of this present war,
where do you believe their sentiments would now be? Would they be for Japan or
would they be for the United States of America; and given the opportunity tc help
one or the other, which doyou believe they would help? I beliceve I know what
both your children and mine would do under the circumstances; and I believe that
Japanese, so born and reared, would react even more strongly because their govern-
ment is their religion as well, and their Emperor is their God.

I have no doubt that there are many Japanese who ecame to this country because they
would rather live here than live their lives under conditions as they arc in Japan.
I am also certain that there are many of their children born in this country who
would have the same loyal sentiments that you and I have, For them this is a
tragedy. War is a tragedy to millions of people. If there were any reascnable way
of determining the loyalty of these individuals, I would be the first t¢ insist upon
their having the right to all the freedoms that we have, Unfortunately, I believe
there is no way of determining this faet, or if there is, it has not been tricd.
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Frankly, as a citizen and publie ¢fficial I nm not willing to adopt the theories or
the praotices indulged in by the Reloeation Authcrities to determine this fact. If,
on the other hand, General DeWitt whc is eharged with the military security of the
area and who has been intimately ccnneected with the situaticn sinee before Pearl
Harbor, or Director J., Edgar Hoover of the F.B.I., were to pass favorably upon the
release of any of these individuals, I would accept the decision cheerfully and
without question,

In conclusion let me say again that I appreciate the humanitarian sentiments which
impelled you to write--the sentiments that have brought your committee together,
Also that fundamentally there is no real difference of opinion between us and that
we are both guided by a desire to do for these people those things which are con-
sistent with the sccurity of our nation, The only difference between us, as I view
the situation, is that you do not believe the elements of danger in this group are
as serious as I do, and that you base your opinion, as to the danger involved, upon
the opinions of the workers in the War Relocation Authority. While I base mine upon
army and navy offiecials and the members of the F.B.I. and other law enforcement
officers as well as upon the opinion of the Commanding General for this area.

You may be sure that so far as is consistent with this belief on my part, I will do
evervthing possible to protect the lives and property of these people as I would all
other ecitizens of our country, It was in this spirit that I said at Columbus, Ohio,
that I was not making an appeal to race hatred, bub rather an appeal for national
security.

Trusting that you will convey these views to the members of your Cormittee; and with
best wishes, I am

Sincerely,

(signed) Earl Warren
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Confidential

Comments on July 16 letter

(e

Para, 3 which begins "I believe these views...”
Objections to the procedure were voiced in the same forum in which
Mr, W. expressed his views, viz. the Tolan Committee of the House of
Representatives. They were published in the same series of Hearings.
Among notable objectors see representatives of National Security and
Fair Play Committee and Congress of Industrial Organizations. See
especially pages 11183 ff.,, 11199, 11240 et al.

Some of*the @etails"™ of Pearl Harbor have been "dimmed by the passing
of time." Others have been clarified, even reversed campletely as to
our notions of significant fact., These have .been published in official
staetements, and carried in national megazines. The report on the Naval
Intelligence Officer in Harpers last October, and the experience of
the Amy in Hawaii seem worth review.

Para., which begins "On the other hand..."
Not clear what "the same smugness that brought about the laxity
ending in the disaster at Pearl Harbor™ has to do, logically, with
the conclusion of this paragraph. Did the American-born J apanese
take advantage of "smugness" to bring about Pearl Harbor? Of course
no one wants to change a Pearl Harbor here, but the argument seems to
have substantial elements of irrelevance.

Para. 4 which begins "I cannot help believéing..."
Mr. W. needs some clarification of the position of the Conmittee, evidently.

Para. 5. @fxzsxxzm which begins "In this country..."
Of course damage by a potential sabateur to an areoplane factory in
Kansas City is as destructive and as "great a disaster as similar sabotage”
in Burbank. But what supports the conclusion of the,sentence in the
\Eigg&fﬁﬁragraph? Doesn't this paragraph beg the gquestion?

Para. 6 which begins "As I view the situation..."
This parsgraph contains a conclusion arrived at by Mr. W. concerning the
position of the Conmittee on AP, & F.P. that is based on a complete
non sequitur fallacy.

Para, 7 which begins "There is an old saying..."
The failure of analogy between the saying about the cake and "™the situation
in which we find ourselves now" seems clear enough., The issue is stated as
one of black and white, of "safety of our country" vs. "principle of law.”
Does the Supreme Court so view it? IsN8t i$ more likely that the Court
sees the issue as a balAnce betwmen the rights df citizenship to protection
fran interference, and the right of the community to interfere in proportion
to the jeopardy of the "safety of the country?™ From which it seems
to follow, and press acounts of the Supreme Court decision suggest this,
that the balance between the safety of the country and the rights of
citizenship frm to freedom from interference is one to be reassessed on
the basis of new knowledge and changing s ituations, frequently if not
continually. I am not a lewyer and mey have misinterpreted, but I doubt it.
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Para., 8, which begins "Lieutenant General DeWitt...™
There is not the slightest criticiam ¢f General DeWitt in pointing
out thet Mr. W's conclusion is completely unsupported by his premise,
and his argument is what is known as a non sequitur.

Para, 9 which begins "Reduced to simplest terms..."

Why should not Mr. W. have asked, at conclusion of his paragraph,

"Who, I ask you, could tell the difference between a loyal German-
American (Italien-American, Chinese Americam, et al.jot forgetting
British if recent newspaper reports are to be believed) on our
coast line and a sabateur?" Mr. W's argument seems to prove too much.

Para. 10. which begins "Some months ago..."
There seems to be a convenient slurring of some facts here, and ignoring
of some others, as well as the slurring of a profession.

Para. 11 which begins "As a matter of plain, simple fact..."
This argument is based upon introspection. That method of arriving
at conclusions is not without value, but wouldn't it be safer to
use more objective methods of arriving at them? The Naval Intelligence
Officer who made the study published in Harpers used observation,
and arrived at a differemt conclusion from the one Mr. W. arrives at
by use of introspection.

Para 12 which begins "In conelusion let me say..."
Of course there is a real difference of opinion between the Committee

and Mr. W., and the opinion of the Committee has been incorrectly
perceived and stated by Mr. W. Furthermore Mr. W's alignment of
authorities on one side and the other contains some elements that
to say the leaat are of doubtful validity. Is Mr. W. really well-
informed on this subject?

Para. 13, which begins "You may be sure...”
Without altering Mr. W's position as quoted, it might be pointed out
to him that he could give force to the assertion in the first sentence
of his paragraph if he would state publicly, for example, that
ufpon conclusion of hostilities he will "do everything possible to
rotect the lives and property of these people"” within the jurisdiction
of his authority in California.

NB Error mede in numbering of paragraphs above. 12 & 13 above should be
14 & 15

Para. 12 corrected, which begins "I have no doubt..."
Before the Todan Committee religious persms expressed confidence
that they could "tell who are loyal and who are disloyal in many
cases; most casea, I believe." p. 11210. The Department of Justice
has regular procedures for doing this very thing, for Japanese as
well as others, and has acted upon hundreds, perhaps thousands of
cases., The Army seems able to make this distinctiom, also. The
last sentence of Mr. W's paragragh seems plainjynd in accord with
well=-known facts.

Para. 3 which begins "Frankly, as a citizen..."
Of course Mr. W. must choose his position. Irrespective of its wisdom
or unwisdom, it is interesting to note that he is willing to
accept "cheerfully and without question™ the decision of the
Commanding General or the F.B.I. Well, too many things might be
said in comment on that to set them down here.
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