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!r. Saauel Ita® ¡salied to eaoh s»ab«r of the IitóLgration Se ction 
of the  Cmmmmalth Club copy of lettor fr cm S, H, Kixor, Chainam of 
the Washington Council on Oriental Relations to ths Califo rnia Joint 
laaigration Coraaitteo, dated February 6th. 

The tmsmr thereto of February 10th, of which Hr» Ita© did n ot 
advise you Is as per copy enclosed* It has not been giiren dis tribution 
by us, and this is one of six copies sent to individuals m m who it 
was thought would be interested. 

An inspection of this letter, or of its predecessor of Febr uary 
1st, to whloh Mr.  Buk » takes exception, will show that neither contains 
anything but an impersonai statement of facts with referenc e to the 
necessary proofs. 

V, S. MeClatohy* Exec. Secy. 
California Joint Isaaigration CoEsaitteo 
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Mr. Sam H. Coha, 
Deputy Supt• of Public Instruction, 
Sacramento, California. 

tear Mr» Colini 

Pursuant to promise there goes herewith 
carbon copy  of certain extracts from  Th»  Ooveraaaoe  of  Hawaii",  by  Robert M. 
C.  Littler, referred  to  in  correspondence and eomrernations between us, in which 
he offers the suggestion that the  Hawaiian  case  in  which the £» Supreme Court 
declared unconstitutional the territorial law for contro l of the  Japanese  lan-
guage schools need not finally dispose of th© attempt to con trol such schools« 
v-r*  louko, a  competent attorney, associated with our  committee, tells  me 
h© believes Littier's point well taken. I am wit lag for d etailed statement  from 
him and also from Attorney General Webb. 

'¿"here has been some correspondence between 
this office and J« W. stud,©baker, Commissioner of the Offi ce of Education, undar 
the tepartmeob of the Interior» concerning objectionab le p©©pa t :anda in public 
schools and in language schools* In his lat letter, April 20 th, he says? 

n I am not advised of any authority on the pare of the federal gov-
ernment to exclude certain teaching, culture, or propag anda from 
the public schools of the States or of the Territory of  Hawaii* 
It is presumed that the prerogative of the Legislature of Hawaii 
is similar to that of the Legislature of one of the States of t he 
Union with respect to subject matter taught in the public sc hools, 
and apparently it is within the prerogative of the State or Terri-
torial legislature to prevent the teaching of partisan matt er in 
public schools or the teachin- of doctrines which are subve rsive 
to the principles of their respective forms of governm ent.* 

You will be interested in his assumption 
that the state has certain rights in regard to excluding pr opaganda from the 
public schools and that in his opinion the territory has a s imilar right. At 
the same time he evidently doubts that the federal governm ent has any rigid; to 
intervene in the matter provided the state or territory fa iled in its manifest 
duty. The Commissi oner will undoubtedly be interested in th e point of vie// sug-
gested by Littler  in  regard to the Japanese language sohooli, ami I will acqua int 

/ him with it as soon as soon as I have obtained the necessar y information from 
I the Attorney General acid Mr* Fouke. 

Sincerely yours. 

V. S. McClatdhy 



Memorandum Retarding Japanese  Language  Johools. 

On February 21, 1927, the Supreme Court of the United 
State®, in the ease of Fsrrijigton, Governor, etil, vs. T» To kuahigi, 
etal (47 Supreme ourt Reporter 406, 273 U.S. 284) affirmed t he de-
cision of the United states District :ourt of Appenls, u pholding 
the motion of the trial court in enjoining the enforcement of  the 
Kawnii statute relating to the r e ^ ^ t i o n of Japanese iahguage 
schools. The case was ore^ented for aecision on certiorari  end 
-  • ••  .ill 3 ffK-íVl to fcfce r: re V < 
been filed in the o a s ^ W f f et r the trial court had proper ly 
exercised its discretion in granting a temporary injuncti on «res-
training territorial officers from enforcing the statute pendin g 
the trial of the car.'.. 

The respondents (representing language schools) con-
tended "that the enforce sent of the act would depríeve th em of their 
liberty and property without due procees of law, contrary t o the 
fiftfc amendment to the United states cor,stitutior." The t erritory 
officials cr  tit i  oners insisted "tint t> e e^ilrg act m c the re,-
ulstions adopted thereunder are valid. 

The Supreme Court held, with Justice McHeynolds deliv-
ering the opinion, .."that the trial court had not abused its d iscre-
tion in granting a temporary injunction restraining the e nforcement 
of the Hawaii at tut«." 

The decision refers to the fact thet the respondents 
are members of numerous associations conducting l«n&u-g e schools in 
Hawaii. These schools ere operated, mail tained 3x10 cond ucted b\ 
some 5,000 persons. these 163 foreign language schools, of fhich 
9 teuî ht '-'orean, 7 Chinese, and the remainder Japanese, were valued 
at approximately $25C,0CC, enrolling sane 30,000 pupils  and employ-
ing sone 500 teacherr. The number of pupil* inorensed fro m 132C 
in 1900 to 19, 354 in 1920. Out of  65,369  pupils of all races on 
December  ll t  1924, 30,467 were Japanese, 

The Hawaii statute, among other tfcinge. provided for 
the payment of on annual fee of -1.C0 for each pupil enrol led in 
these lan rueg-e schools. A pa m l t was required for both tea chers 
•»rid operators in conducting or teaching in the e schools . \ sworn 
list of pupils in attendance, as well as a patriotic pledg e were 
aso included i» this statue. In addition the department of ed uca-
tion was given the authority to set up new rtvui-ti. r.. .: from time to 
ti .e. Until new regulations were set up, ?rpvieior was . r.de th?t 
until September 1, 1928, every pupil seeking to enroll in  the lang-
uage schools must have first satisfactorily competed th e first 
grade in the American public schools or a course equivalen t thereto. 
After September 1, 19S3, first and second grades, cr cou rses equiv-
alent thereto «ere prerequisites for the attendance at an y language 
school. Tex books used in connection with the education of stud-



ents between the 3rd and 4th school year, were required to contain 
certain patriotic material. 

Under this statute, the Department of Education was 
given the right to prescribe, by regulations, subjects a nd courses 
of study, entrance and attendance prerequisites or qualif ications 
of education, age, school attainment, demonstrated menta l capacity, 
health or otherwise, as wel l as the text books used in any of t hese 
foreign language schools. Likewise, the operators of thes e schools 
were prohibited from conducting the same before the school session 
hours of public schools, or requiring attendance there-t for more 
than one hour each day, nor exceeding six hours in one wee k, thirty** 
eight weeks in a school year. The teaching of any subjects or cour-
ses not prescribed or permitted by the Department of Educa tion was 
prohibited. Further, provision was made for the appointme nt of in-
spectors to see that the provisions of the law were bfeigg complied 
with. Appropriate penalt ies were provided for violation o f the 
statute. 

Pursuant to this statute, the Department of Education 
on June 5, 1925, adopted regulations that limited pupils in these 
schools to those who regularly attended some other private or pub-
lic school or were over 14 years of age; also to~cLssign ;t e the text 
books which foreign language schools should use for t he primary 
grades. 

These provisions of the statute are set forth in 
the decision of the Supreme Court. 

In the light of the provisions of this statute and the state 
ments contained in the affidavit submitted and the bill  upon which the 

injunction proceedings are based, the court says that the " statement 
shows that the school act goes far beyond mere regulation of private-
ly supported schools! * * *« Further, the court states that if 
the act is enforced, the parents and pupils will be depriev ed of tl^^r 
rifht.3 and the^ripht? would be destroyed. 

Continuing, the court states further that the parent 
has the right to direct the education of his child without u nreason-
able restrict ions. However, the Court st-tes further th?t it "cannot 
undertake to consider the validity of each separate prov ision of the 
act and decide whether, disassociated from the others, it s enforcement 
would violate respondent's constitutional ri ( .hts+  +  **M 

"Here enactment has been defended as a whole. No efTort 
h : s been made to discuss the validity of the separate provi sions. In 
the trial court the cause proceeded on the theory that p etit ioners 
intended to enforce them all' 1. In support of the decision, cases 
are cited, upholding the 14th amendment, guaranteeing ri ghts to owners 
parents and children in respect of attendance upon schoo ls A c . s e s ^ ^ 1 ^ 
involving the fift)̂  amendment, relating to the deprivat ion of life, 
liberty and property without due process of law. 

Justice  .ic  Reynolds stated in conclusion, that "we 
appreciate the grave problem incident to the large alien p opulation 
of the Hawaiin Islands. 



"These should be given due consideration whenever 
the validity of any governmental regulations of private sc hools 
is under consideration; but the l imitations of the cons titution 
must not be transcended. 

"It seems proper to ft&d that when petit ioners present 
their answer, the issue stay become .-nore specific and perrsit the 
case to be dealt with in greater detail. 'Ve find no abuse of 
discretion lodged in the trirl court 

j ) / 5 o V  -  The above case cannot be considered as an authority 
for the posit ion that the state or territory is without r i< ht to 
exercise' any control over language schools. In fact, the  court 
implied recognizee the ri ht of the state or territory to prov ide 
for the ra£ul ci tion of the schools in question or p r i v t e l y supported 
schools bv' the statement t&*4'rthe under consideration 

that the "parent fees the ri-ht to direct the eduo-tior of the child 
without unre sona.ble restrict ion." 

Actually, all the court hss done in this case is to 
uphold the decision of the trial court, regognlzing that  within 
t; ? statafeitself is contained one or more provisions be lieved 
to be unco.n  e 111  uti  on a .1.  Which of these provisions the court had 
in mind are not stated. 

It is evident that the court felt that some of these 
regulations were desirable and constitutional in view of  the feet 
that reference Is made to the "grave problem incident incid ent 
to the large slien population of the  Hawaiin  Islands". Further, 
"that these problems •should bo given due consideration wh enever 
the val idity of any governments! regulations for private schools 
is under consideration This conclusion is aaply supporte d 
by the dictum of the court contained in the statement "it are na 
proper to add that when petit ioners present their answer  the 
Issues ifaay become more specific and peraitjfthe case t o be dealt 
with in greater detail.* 5 

It is important to ascertain what disposition has been 
made of this case and its present status in order to answer t he 
question whether the modified decision -could be obtain ed in this 
particular case and would 'prevent the teaching by text boo ks or 
oral instruction of principles antagonistic to the int erests of 
this government." In all probabil ity no further steps were taken 
in this case following the- above decision, and by operatio n of law 
the time within which til/ireopen the case has long since pas sed» 

Accordingly, in order to preaei t t!.i* natter to the 
Supreme Court ¡ffor consideration, it would be necessar y to present 
a. new test case presenting similar points If the Departme nt of d-
uoatioh of Hawaii could be induced to attempt to enforce th is 
statute the opportunity would bo afforded to again prese nt this 
matter to the court for f inal decision, at which time each of  the 
issue© involved could be specified and a decision obtaine d thereon. 



In the opinion of the writ  fir  the oavialin atotut« aid 
cont ain certain unconstitutional provisions. The reason the 
blanket temporary injunction enjoining- the enforcena nt of any part 
of the aet pending the trial of the mat  tor,  was beeause in the trirtl 
court, petitioners assumed the position that the entire act was 
valid and that it would be ©afore»* d in its entirety. 

Had the issue been specificsIX ' stated, it is likely 
ttiat the trial court would have enjoined  the  enforcement of only a 
tm  provisions of the statute. 

A state or territory has the right. to prescribe and 
enforce reasonable educstion.nl cueliflcatioie and regu lations to 
be compiled with on the m m basis by either a public or privat e 
schools. However, such rieht does not extend to the singling out 
of one type of schools and the imposition of regulations upo n that 
school of a oless and kind not imposed on the remaining grou ps of 
public or private schools. 

In the Instant case, the provisions against the lan&us 
schools conducting, school before the school session hou r a of the 
public school and the limltaiioas on the aaount of tin« duri ng whioia 
instruction could be furnished in the long u<-ige schoo l each day or 
by the week or school age,, is in my opinion mnrs rnn ted and d oes vio-
late the provisions of the United 3t»tes Sonstltution. 

Irrte<:c of  uin. .  linf out the 1 , u ••i;;; 
down prerequisites 0or that particluar class of school ha ve 
been proper to provide for certain subjects Le* the Japanes e fcangugge 
il-ali, rot be tvu.̂ fc \ny person» unuer cortt in ...a or until the; 
had taken oart«in other courses of study. This provision wo uld apply 
to all schools. 

Under the circumstances cf the ease under cor-aider  a  tion, 
it is appstrant that the singling cut of the  ; .c> schools and the 
imposition of qualifications more onorouj than those i po sed on other 
schools without s proper foundation e.e. as in the ease of m e d i c 1 
or law schools, oertBinly does constitute a violation of the 5th snd 
14th amendments to the United :.Vt*tes constitution' In rny opinion. 

In conclusion, it is the writ  or  oriri^n tr t ot- t-ste 
could be drafted capable of accomplishing the desired resu lts that 
would not violate any constitutional provisions if draf ted alon  ;  the 
lines indicated, assuming that in character the act was one of 
ragulPtlon rather than discrimination. 
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June 30, 1936 

Ediphoned at Lake Tahoe, June 24 
Transcribed at San Francisco, June 30 

Mr. R. H. Fouke 
Russ Bldg. 

San Francisco, Calif. 

Dear Mr. Fouke: 

Please note carefully the enclosures herewith in the 
matter of a drive inaugurated by Cali fornia Japanese to secu re 
removal of the bars against Asiatic immigration and natu rali-
zation. Outside of the letter to the Japanese American Ne ws 
published by it June 14th, no general publicity has been given 
to the subject, with the certainty that Congress, with ful l 
knowledge of the facts wi l l not consent to abandonment of the 
established national policy. 

I hope the Committee wil l have opportunity to discuss 
this situation carefully, and agree on a plan of action if t he 
Cali fornia Japanese, cit izen and al ien, continue to orga nize 
for reoeal of the law or modif ication which wi l l lead to 
naturalization. 

VSM.M 

3 ^ncs. #451 
#453 
Letter to Japanese American News 

Sincerely 
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CALIFORNIA JAPANESI URGE DROP IKG OF RACI-L BARS 

A number of articles have appeared recently la the Japane se vernacular 
press of California, urging adoption by Congress of vario us amendments to the 
present laws so as to make Japanese eligible for immigratio n and naturalization. 
In instances tnese articles were written by Nisei (Japa nese who claim American 
citizenship by birth) and by members of the Japanese Ameri can Citizens League, 
which was organized  as  indicated b its by-laws, for the purpose of fitting its 
members for faithful performance of their duties  as  American citizens* 

Among the specific measures thus urged by California Ja panese are the 
following (a) naturalization for alien Japanese now resi ding here (b) entrance 
<•» immigrants for relatives of Japanese residing here,  whether alier or isei 
(c) entra ce of alien Japanese women for wives of resident  Japanese (d) repeal 
of t^e state alien land 1 ws (e) repeal of the 1924 exclusion measure and 
grant of immigration quota to Japan (f) such change in our na turalizati n law 
as will remove all disabilities from the colored reces of Asia and automatically 
put in operation the Treasures above suggested. 

The line of argumei offered in support of the elaborate prog ram outlined 
is in effect as follows: since the Japa ese war veterans ha ve been granted 
naturalization, that privilege should not be withheld from other Japanese who 
have lived -ere many years and would make equally good citize ns; if such resi-
dent Japanese are granted citizenship they should not be r efused the privilege 
of bringing over their alien relatives from Jpan to share the ir good fortune, 
and a similar privilege should certainly be granted to th e Nisei now enjoying 
American citi ?eäshipi and as the adoption of the«® two plans will in effect 
nullify the objeotionable features of the act of 1924 and o f the century and a 
half old naturalization law, these measures may as well be r epealed now and save 
time and trouble. 

Interesting facts in connection arith the subject are pres ented in a 
statement of the California Joint Immigration Committee (Doc. 451) explaining 
the practical effect of the present system of dual citizens hip in Hawaii and 
in California, (in Hawaii tso-thirds of the Arnerican- born Japanese still retain 
their Japanese citizenship, with the obligations thereo f)} and in a letter of ths 
Joint Committee to the Japanese American Sews of San Franc isco, June 12, 1936, 
answering a defense of such dual citizenship. 

#453 
Ô-25-36 



A N T I -
P A R A D E S H E L D 

Farmers in Three Cities Demand 

Immediate Eviction of Nip-

ponese From Salt River Valley 

PHOENIX (Ariz.), Aug. 27.� 
(US)�Hundreds of American farm-
ers demonstrated in three cities 
this evening against the asserted 
influx of Japanese agriculturists 
into the Salt Biver Valley. 

Banners in the parades demanded 
the immediate eviction of the Jap-
anese from their newly-acquired 
farms and denounced Americans 
who lease lands to Orientals. Other 
placards and banners demanded an 
investigation by the State Bar of 
"attorneys who conspired to defeat 
an American principle." 
S I T U A T I ON T E N S E . 

Al though the demonstrations 
were orderly, the situation became 
more tense as indications increased 
that the public gradually is becom-
ing aroused and siding with the 
white farmers. 
C A R R I E R S H I R E D . 

The Japanese themselves are not 
marketing their crops, but are hir-
ing commercial carriers to bring 
their produce to market and retain-
ing Americans as their sales agents. 

A. R. Webster, a wholesaler leas-
ing land to M. Rahmatulla, a 
Hindu, and the latter were bound 
over to the Superior Court late to-
day in Justice Court. They are 
charged with conspiracy to defeat 
the Anti-Alien Land Act, a felony. 



5 /=• 
Way I 

WASHINGTON, March 7.� 
(AP)�R e p r e s e n tative Welch 
(R.), California, said today he 
and Senator Johnson would press 
for action this session on their 
bills to provide repatriation at 
Federal expense of unemployed 
Filipinos desiring to return to the 
islands. 

The bill would provide trans-
portation aboard army or navy 
transports or private ships, if 
transports were not available, 
from any point in the United 
States to Manila. 

D. W. MacCormack, Commis-
sioner of Immigration, submitted 
to Welch the following estimate 

of Filipino population in the 
United States: 

Filipinos residing in the United 
States, 65,000; residing in Cali-
fornia, 32,000. 

Estimates of Filipinos wanting 
to return to the islands, 20,000; 
from California, 15,000. 



confidential 
to Members 

Cal i forni a Joint I migration  Committee 

38 Second St 
�an r ands-  o , - &Uf c r ni a* 

iiarch 16, 1957 

Members of the C a r e asked to ¿ive i&nediate and careful 
consideration to the matter of K* J« Resolution 101, passed by the House kiarch 2nd 
wider favorable recommendation by the house Conanittee o n XMaij ration,  f  «port 'o, 

Z W . It offer» American citisenship to an individual 5S3MJU* Hindu, "notwithstanding 
Uue racial limitations contained within t**s 2169 of the Ke vised tatetei 
The reason offered is in effect identical with that offe red before the Senate I «ni-
tration Coiaaittee in t--«ember, 1828, for confirmation  of the -me rloan citizenship 
of some SO high class Hindus, notwithstanding the provisi on® of the United states 
Statutes and the court decree in the case. The Senate Commi ttee unanimously refised 
to rant this special privilege after presentation of the fa cte by the C.J.I.C. 
and a statement in oonfkmtiom thereof bv the Senate Commit tee Chairman, %'iMM 
IXUft Eiraa Johnson. Mote statement of the facts in the *mnl o®ures, letter to 
Secretary oi the A* of U , *aroh 13th, and a memo*and»a, "Obj ections to  l  .J. 
Bos. 101% 

Our first  knowledge of  tin* mtter  was in the  shape of a  note and 
copy of the resolution received on ^roh 15th from the Secret ary of the American 
Coalition  at  ^ashln &fcoa»  Tour ecretary wrote at  once  air mail letters to enators 
Johnson and  MeAdoo,  'to  ̂ on^reosaon U a and welch and to  Congreeg ^^ r^ger^^gber^ 
of the house lamd&ration Committee, to Secretary Morriso n of the A* Fe of L^, sug-
esting, if my impression of the grafity of the situation w as confirmed on inquiry, 
an  effort be  made  to stop approval in  tke  Senate. 

It is sug&ested that a formal statement be sent in. the n aroe of our 
committee to the ¿enate Imigration (tonaltioe by air ra&il , calling attention to the 
danger of establishing suoh & precedent in view of the conti nued demand by Japan 
m d her African  ill ends  for siaiiar special exception to the existing lew« 

If member a of ocwAttee approve of that surest ion and will so 
intiic&ie b  /  i ^dTate telephone"'noeiioge i ;: eor»tary will prepare m d send lsao* 
Tlatolj ̂ h - n - ^ ^ t h , . t m Cc.mr?dtt«e, 

V. s. :r'cCiatohy, Ixeo« Secy. 



CBJI'OTIU* I-  • J«  ires« '101. 

In further explanation of the question raised by the Califo rnia 
Joint Immigration Cosmittee at to the advisability of pa ssing  b «E«J« 101,  confer-
ring upon  i>r.  1« Kellog,, uiicerjee the right to naturalisation 'notwith standing the 
racial limitations contained within See*  2169  of the ftevised ttatutes  U«S #

n , 
attention is called to the following paragraph offered in the favorable report, 
:io# 215, of the House Immigration Commit tee, as on® of th e reasons why suoh resolu-
tion/ should be passed» 

"The resolution does mrt^aaamd or ohan^e any permanent s tatute 
for uniform application to all allena,/1iliply, in effect, waives the racial limi-
tations of the basic uniform naturaliaat  ion  law for the benefit af an outstanding 
native ef India who iias demonstrated that, except for the« « limitations, a* has 
the ability and personality to 2MSM render him of «0» va lue as» a citizen**' 

That is»  in affect  the  plea  which was  ur&ed in  1926  before  the 
Senate  Commit.  tee  on  Immigration for permitting prominent Hindus to retain cit -
iaanship shleh had be*n illegally conferred upon them* Th e Senate ¿oraraittee was 
unanimous in deciding that such privilege should not be conf erred upon on© or 
raany  individuals, for the reason stated* The last paragraph o f the report 21i, 
citing various groups which have been granted a xov.ption  to the law, does not 
offer "justification for the  ^  rant to this individual or to many under similar 
conditions of the privilege, in the opinion  of  thi  California  Joint Immigra-
tion «omit tee« 



C H A R L E S M . G O E T H E 
J A M E S K . F I S K 

DEPT. ADJ. AMERICAN LESION 
(CHAIRMAN) California Joint Immigration Committee 

85 SECOND STREET 

PRES. IMMIGRATION STUDY COM'N 
(TREASURER) 

E D W A R D D. V A N D E L E U R 
SEC.-TREAS. STATE FED. OF LABOR 

H O N . U . S . W E B B 
STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

J O H N T . R E G A N 
GRAND SEC Y NATIVE SONS 

OF THE GOLDEN WEST 

PHONE GARPIELD 2697 

San Francisco, Cal. V . S . M c C L A T C H Y 
(EXECUTIVE SECRETARY) 

&aroh 13, 1937 

Mr. "rank Morrison, 8eey«, 
Amsriean  1  «deration of Labor, 

ashington, * C. 

Dear Mr« Morrison  i 

Your attention is directed to i;®s* 1)1 to permit ir. fU  •  ello i >; .̂ vcerjee to 
beceiae a citizen of th- United. Jtates, regardless of rac ial limitations Imposed 
by the united States stafeutea, which resolution was  p&ssed by the -ouse irch 
2nd under favorable report No» 216 February 10th 1m the Ho use Immigration Com-
mittee •  \ 

The precedent will eh will be established by the com erri ng of such special privi-
lege in violation of existing law is certain to be used in the interest  of  others 
similarly ineligible, and to induce demand for similar concessions to Japan« 

Please read carefully the proceedings before the Senate Im migration Coms&ttee, 
t *oember 15, 1826, on • . 128,  n *rovidin*. for the Ratification and Confirmation 
of the  -  aturalisation of Certain iersons of the Hindu  > »ee s .  Mote that ay such 
resolution attempt was made to secure reversal oi the  existing lav in fevr? of par-
ticular individuals« It w s proposed in that resolution t o confina some SO or 
more high caste and deserving Hindus in the retention of citizenship improperly con-
ferred uyoti them« The Senate Committee, not withstand in s* the position and character 
of the applic&itfa and the favorable recomraendation giv en by high authorities, was 
compelled to refuse approval of the measure  on  a a hewing of th« facts, because of 
the certainty It would serve as precedent and open the doo rs to other demands of 
similar character« 

fteftfl,at pages 43 to 47 of the hearing the statement of f acts presented by the 
California Joint  Ivtidp,  ration Committee in support of its protest against the c on-
templated action, and note that the /merioan  f  ederation of Labor, thru its rep-
resentative,  J / JT. Kdgar Wallace, formally endorsed that protest« The sons arguments 
Apply* it would seeay( to our committee, against the indor sement by Congress of 
l.J.r. 101« 

A copy of this ^?tter goes to the **on. niraJK « Johnson o f the Senate, who was in 
1^26 the chairman of the enat©  I:  mii ration Comdttee which took the action above 
referrec? to» A copy oes also to on« Clarence I". Lea,  ;  eem of  t  he California 
House relegation« 

sincerely yours, 

V« «  i! oClatohy, Eneo* üecy«, 
California Joint Immigration Committee 
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with *»â i» ^ «arfe «f this 
áo®® .aet ©are fc© n m «a wrtiaie m Ita* 
s^-s if «his * M d t * M oar® to proper® 

g i w  wmsmm of 

ft® » a «• I ^ H » «NrtäMT  ®r 

* w tfe»  yt&tib&tom m&t*mtâm*km 

t ri® w k g ^ i é k imite 
y--*-» 

rosita»» in tte ig&Ml statut* toy 44** 
imlgrattom Icgrs» ÄftiT si® infornai 

twùXmà of 
p-esftffê tala temi asá ?nee*at*d 

fas« Just fessa m t l r n ! te tfee Imsiit*i&© af Basifie H t là t lm tìmt 
et w a ? tabi* liecna*t<m  m  tfes  mh$mst  of  S U M * * ffcr Hawaii is to 
M Ü at FMlfi® leas»  m txmwm  Xslsoé  m  '.•êfesaâ̂ r emfelt» ^ r 

m m i m m ## the exasraittot w í ^ te toi« t* Is t*s éumasisa* 
11» !B«mt«»y «1X1 fe* P«*Cb£» aal it is hs$ed that «he r «M*»!* f sagr be tetmifeôd 



Dual status, sore spot o£ the 
Nisei, came iii for further de-
unuciation by the California 
Joint Immigration Committee 
in a letter addressed to the 
New World-Sun Daily today. 

The committee, a self ap-
pointed watchdog refutes the 
statement of the national ex-
ecutive Board oi the Japanese 
American Citizens League du-
ring thei»: recent session in 
San Francisco that the char-
ges of James Fisk, chairman 
oi the California Joint Immi-
gration Committee who claim-
ed that 60 per cent oi the Ni-
sei are retaining dual citizen-
ship status is exaggerated. Fisk 
in a personally signed letter 
claim ! that hi;; organization 
obtained the figures from sta-
tement taken from the New 
World-Sun oi May 30, 1930 is-
sue, 

The committee also call:; the 
attention to an article in the 
New World-Sun oi' July G, 1939, 
headed "46 Southland Nisei 
Drop Allegiance to Japanese 
N a t i o n by Expatriation," 
wherein is made the statement 
thai; "A1? children oi Japanese 
subject-; are recognized as sub-
jects of Japan regardless of 
their place of birth unless ap-
plications are filed for the 
remova! of this status." They 
point out this is an error by 
quoting Prof. Yamato Ichi-
hashi of Stanford University 
statement thai undei- the na-
tionality law of 1924, Japan no 
longer automatically claims as 
her subjects children born of 
Japanese parents in the Unit-
ed States and certain other 
countries which confer nation-
ality at birth if within four-
teen days after such birth the 
subject through its legal rep-
resentative declarer; it.; inten-
tion of retaining. Japanese na-
tionality. 

Accompanying the letter, 
was a mimeographed circular 
which attacks the dual citizen-
ship status of some of the Ni-
sei and the admittance of Ki-
bei in the JACL. The commit-
tee deplores the fact that Ki-
bei are permitted to join JA-
CL whom they consider not A-
merieans by training, even 

though they are by birth. 
Following is the reprint of 

part of the circular. 
That the majority of Ameri-

can citizens of Japanese descent 
are not canceling their Japanese 
citizenship is Droved by the fact, 
that in Hawaii in 1934 out oi' an 
estimated total of 103,948 Ame-
rican born Japanese, only 34,-
270 (about 33 per cent) had ex-
patriated from Japan. 

In other words, in spite of the 
fact they may divest themselves 
of Japanese citizenship by "sim-
ple notification," over 66 per cent 
of the American born Japanese 
of Hawaii, and even of those who 
are registered as voters, are, 
thru choice, citizens of Japan as 
well as of the United States. Ex-
patriation figures for California 
are not available, but it is as-
sumed that the proportion of 
those having dual citizenship 

HOW TO EXPATRIATE 

Any person born in the Un-
ited States of Japanese paren-
tage may apply for expatria-
tion by calling at the Japan-
ese Consulate at the Postal 
Telegraph building, 22 Battery 
Street. A copy of the birth cer-
tificate and a copy of the Ja-
panese family record (Koseki 
Tohon) is attached to the ap-
plication. Applicants under 
age will require the signature 
of the registered head of his 
family, usually the father, on 
the Parent's consent sheet of 
application. 

The charge is 20 cents for 
each application at the Con-
sulate. 

The usual time required for 
the application to reach Ja-
pan for review by the Home 
Ministry and its subsequent 
approval is normally 90 days, 
although the application« re-

| quire between six months to a 
year before notification rea-
ches the applicant. 

Must be about the same as in 
Hawaii; The 1930 Census gives 
California 48,979 American born 
Japanese. 

The Japanese American Citi-
zens League has recently inau-
gurated a campaign to have its 
members expatriate from Japan. 
No details thereof have been 
published so it is not known how 
¡successful it has been. 
1 There are in Japan today over 
50,000 American born Japanese 
, who are being educated there. 
These are being urged to return 
to America where they can use 
their American citizenship for 
the best interests of the Japan-
ese. They are, of course, prac-
j tically Japanese immigrants, ha-
ving been reared in a Japanese 
atmosphere. Trey are eligible al-
so to membership in the Japan-
ese American Citizen League. 

There is at present now law in 
the United States which forbids 
anyone born on the soil from 
possessing citizenship in anoth-
er country, as well as the Ameri-
can citizenship conferred at 
birth. This is, of course, a dan-
gerous weakness in our laws, 
which should be corrected at, 
once in view of the various na-
tionalistic trends of the day. 
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Previous to 1924 Japan claimed as her citizen any Japanese  born anywhere in the world 
But in that year the Japanese Government, heeding criticism against dual nationality 
in certain countries granting' citizenship by birth, ame nded her nationality lav/ sc. 
that ''a child bcrn of Japanese parents in the United State s, Canada and certain South 
American countries . . . is not claimed as a subject of the Ja panese Government unlc 
it declares, within fourteen days after birth, through i ts legal representative, its 
intention of retaining Japanese nationality. Moreover,  even if such a declaration of 
intention to retain Japanese nationality has been filed , the person may abandon it at 
any,  time by making simple notification. Furthermore, the law  is retroactive, provid-
ing that even those who were born prior to the adoption of th e law and who conse-
quently possess dual citizenship, .may at any time cancel th eir Japanese citizenship 
by a mere notification," * 

That the majority of American citizens of Japanese desce nt are not canceling their 
Japanese citizenship is proved by the fact that in Hawai i in  19  M  out of an estima-
ted total of 103,948 American born Japanese, only 34 ,£ 70 (ab< .it ??%) had expatriated 
from Japan, 

In other words, in spite of the fact that they may divest th emselves of Japanese cit-
izenship by "simple notification", over  66%  of the American born Japanese of Hawaii, 
and even of those who are registered as voters, are, thru ch oice, citizens of Jaoan 
as well as of the United States, Expatriate  oh)'!'or  California are not availabletut 
it is assumed that the proportion of those having dual oiti /enchip must be about the 
same as in Hawaii. The 1030 Census gives California 4 8,97) American born Japanese. 

The Japanese American Citizens League has recently in augurated a campaign to have its 
members expatriate from Japan. No details thereof have been published ro it is not 
knovrn how successful it has been. 

There are in Japan today over 50,000 American born Japa nese who are being educated 
there. These are being urged to return to America where they can use their American 
citizenship for the best interests of the Japanese. They a re, of course, practically 
Japanese immigrants, having been reared .in a Japanese  atmosphere. They are eligible 
also to membership' in toe Japanese American Citizens Leagu e. 

There is. at present no law in the United States which fo rbids anyone born on the soil 
from possessing citizenship in another country, as wel l as the American citizenship 
conferred at birth. This is, of course, a.dangerous wea kness in our 'laws, which 
should be corrected at once in view of the various national istic trend.- of the day. 

#527 5-11-39 

* Ichihashi -- "The Japan -se in the United 
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The letter below to the San Francisco News was not publis hed, 
is obvious. 

The reason 

For publication in 
Public Pulse. 

November 13, 1933. 

Editor News. Samuel J. Hume, speaking for the California Cou ncil on Oriental Rela-
tions, criticizes me for the statement that the terms of the Gentlemen's Agreement 
were not fulfilled by Japan and offers polite assurances of President Coolidge and 
Secretary of State Hughes to support his views. The follo wing facts of record furn-
ish complete answer. 

Japan was to secure under the Agreement, according to the published state-
ments of President Theodore Roosevelt, two results; (l) to prevent increase of Jap-
anese population in continental United States; (2) exclu de Japanese laborers as im-
migrants. The results for the period 1908 - 1923, under J apan's control of this 
immigration, were as follows:— (l) Japanese population in continental United States 
almost trebled. Japanese immigration for that period total ed; immigrants (arrivals) 
125,773; emigrants (departures) 41,781; net increase 83,9 92. (Report Secretary of 
Labor, 1923, p. 133,) Mr. Hume and others make the mista ke of mixing non-immigrant 
arrivals and departures with those of the immigrant class , and thereby occasionally 
prove to their own satisfaction that more Japanese have left the country than ever 
came in (See House Document #600, 68th Congress, Second Ses sion, p. 9). (2) That net 
increase of 83,992 in Japanese population, as certified by the Department, under the 
Gentlemen's Agreement, was composed in greater part of a dult male laborers, who came 
to labor and most of whom earned their living while her e by labor. That is known to 
every Californian. 

The official manifests show that 56,980 Japanese "laborers " entered the 
United States after July 1, 1908. Ichihashi quotes the fi gures in his "Japanese in 
the United States". Mr. Hume insists, however, that these 5 6,980 Japanese laborers 
had acquired residence in the United States, and when coun ted, were returning from a 
temporary visit to Japan, as permitted by the Agreement . Mr, Hume in that contention 
places himself in a curious dilemma, and may choose the par ticular horn thereof on 
which he prefers to be impaled. These 56,980 Japanese labo rers were composed either 
(l) entirely of alien Japanese who had acquired residen ce in continental United States 
prior to July 1, 1908, or  (2) partly of alien Japanese who entered first after the 
date named. The first supposition is eliminated by the fa ct that there were not in 
continental United States in 1908 that number of alien J apanese laborers, and that 
even of those here at that time a fraction only made the tr ip back to Japan and re-
turn, So that the 56,980 laborers must have been composed in large part of those 
who entered after July 1, 1908, And every Japanese labor er who so entered under 
Japan's passport furnishes proof of a direct violation of  the Gentlemen's Agreement. 

Mr. Hume asserts that 1 insinuate that Japan is responsible for present 
smuggling of Japanese immigrants. On the contrary, it is Con gressman Dickstein and 
Mr. Hume who make that insinuation when one says and the o ther suggests that "fewer 
Orientals would enter the United States under quota than do n ow under the 1924 law", 
I contend that quota to Asiatics will not in itself decr ease illegal entry, I have 
not said, and do not believe, that Japan is encouraging il legal entry as an object 
lesson to us, 

California Joint Immigration Committee 

#356 V. S. McClatchy, Exec. Secy. 
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Released 
INCREASE OF MEXICAN POPULATION 

Sacramento, Calif. June 20, 1933. At the recent State Con ference for Social̂  
Work held in this city, V. S. McClatchy, Executive Secreta ry of the California Join:, 
immigration Committee,presented data indicating rapid i ncrease of California's Mencen 
population, much of it of the Indian peon class, displaci ng net only white labor, 
skilled and unskilled, but also white population. 

The 1930 census credits California with a Mexican populat ion of 368,©00, of 
which about 45% is in one county, Los Angeles. During the p a*t two years many thou-
sands of indigent Mexicans have been transported to the bo rdei* at public expense to 
avoid supporting them permanently, but this loss has bee n offset to a large extent by 
a high birth rate and the drift to California from other state?. The Hoover visa re-
striction order, aided by the depression, greatly decrea sed Mohican immigration thru 
the open gates, but incidentally offers incentive for increased illegal entry. The 
$18 head tax and an easily waded Rio Grande offer further enc ouragement, while the 
small section of the 807 patrolmen who are called upon to guar«d 8,©00 miles of border 
and seacoast, can do little to prevent crossing of the Me xican border. The Mexicans 
UO.V leaving for their home country under county aid announce wi th unanimity the in-
tention of returning when conditions permit. 

From the Registrar of Vital Statistics of the State Board of Health were quoted 
the following figures, indicating for each county named , firsl», the Mexican percen-
tage of population, and second, the Mexican percentage  of birHhs in 1932; Ventura, 
25%, 47%> Imperial, 35 %, 57%;  Riverside, 22%, 58^; Orange, 15#,  55%;  San Diego, 11%, 
50%;  Santa Barbara,  15%, 56%;  San Bernardino,  14%, 55%;  Madera, 12%,  25%.  Individual 
towns furnish more startling results. Mexican births equ alled or exceeded white 
births in 1932 in Colton, Corona, San Fernando, Redondo and other toivns, while in 
Santa Paula and in Brawley they were respectively two time s acid five times as many. 
The most startling figures are quoted from the state's Mexi can Fact Finding Report of 
1930, giving the record for births less deaths over a perio d of seven years in the 
unincorporated districts of Los Angeles County as Mexic an, 4t>70; white, 241. 

Various school superintendents reported in May, 1933, i?he school registration 
for Mexicans and whites as follows: In Los Nitos there ar e 180 Mexican and 55 white 
children. In other towns Mexicans constitute the followi ng percentages of total 
school registration; Elsinore, Thermal, 73%, Calexico,  65%;  Brawley, 57%;̂  
Westmoreland, 53%, Calipatria,  44%;  Barstow,  40%,  Corona,  26%;  Upland, 22$, Chino, 
55%.  In Santa Paula the four grammar schools have 1511 Mexican p upils, 54% of the 
total registration, and an increase in Mexican attendan ce of  27%  over the preceding 
year. In counties containing populous cities the percent age of Mexican school regis-
tration is high. Los Angeles County registers 12^ , with an e stimated increase of 
1,500 Mexican pupils over the preceding year. In San Bernar dino County, 15% of the 
pupils are Mexican and in Riverside County, 23%; Ventura, 37 %. 

Attention was called to the social liability created by Mex ican immigration. 
Some years ago Los Angeles spent over a million dollars to eradicate the pneumonic^ 
plague introduced by Mexicans. In Orange County the death ra te from tuberculosis is 
9 times as great for Mexicans as for other races—355 per 10 0.000 as compared with 
42--and Mexicans, constituting 1*% of the population, fur nished 34% of clinical 
oases, occupied 34% of the total beds in the county hospit al, and 57% of the beds in 
the tubercular wards. Similar conditions are to be found i n other southern California 
Counties. 

#£16 
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JAPANESE IMMIGRATION - QUOTA OR EXCLUSION 

The California Joint Immigration Committee answers the t wo leading 
Proponents of Quota 

The following statement answers seriatim the 15 points o f a recent argu-
ment in favor of opening the immigration gates under quot a to Asiatics, sponsored 
jointly by the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce and the Ca lifornia Council on Ori-
ental Relations. This answer is made on behalf of the Cali fornia Joint Immigration 
Committee, representing the California Department Ame rican Legion, State Federation 
of Labor and the Native Sons of the Golden West. 

The references, "A", "B", "C", etc., indicate authoriti es and documents, 
listed on the last page hereof, which furnish corroborat ion and further explanation 
of averments herein. 

Each point made in behalf of quota by its sponsors is quoted below, 
either verbatim or briefed, followed by the answer thereto , with references. 

No. 1. EXCLUSION OR RESTRICTION? 

Argument "The rigid restriction of Asiatics is of vital imp ortance to 
the best interests of California." 

Answer---Not "rigid restriction", but "absolute exclus ion" of Asiatics in 
the future is vital to California. The Gentlemen's Ag reement, announced as a plan 
for rigid restriction of Japanese immigration, was to be car ried out by Japanese 
good faith instead of enforced by United States law. As ne gotiated, it was to cover 
only immigration to continental United States, but Ja pan voluntarily agreed it should 
apply also to Hawaii. Today over one-third of Hawaii's tot al population is Japan-
ese; over two-thirds is Asiatic. Hawaii, a United States Territory, is lost to the 
white race. Note later 'in this statement how the Gentle men's Agreement has failed 
to accomplish its agreed purpose in continental United St ates. The- only "rigid re-
striction" of Asiatic immigration which would be effecti ve under all possible future 
conditions is absolute exclusion for permanent settlers. ( See "A", pp. 3 to 51; "J"). 

No. 2. EXCLUDE POLITELY! 

Argument "Exclusion legislation should conform with re cognized prin-
ciples of international courtesy, making for mutual under standing, etc." 

Answer-—Efforts had been made continuously for nearly 20 years to secure 
Japanese exclusion under friendly arrangement with Japa n. The Gentlemen's Agree-
ment of 1907, which made Japan responsible for accompli shment of the purpose, was 
violated in that, while under it Japanese population in con tinental United States 
was not to increase, and Japanese laborers were to be absolut ely barred (see "A" 7^ 
p", 12 to 18; "D" p.411 to p. 414; "H", p. 104), such popu lation trebled between 
1907 and 1920. The report of the Secretary of Labor for 1923, p» 133, states that 
net gain in Japanese immigration over emigration in contin ental United States, ex-
cluding non-immigration elements, for the period 1908 - 19 23, was 83,992. The 
greater portion thereof consisted of adult Japanese aliens nearly all of whom were 
laborers, being even listed on the manifests as such, and th ey continuously earned 
their living in California and elsewhere by labor» The rec ords of the Immigration 
Bureau show that during the period named, 56,980 Japanese, classed officially as 
laboring men, entered. Only a small portion thereof enter ed under the provision 
which permitted laborers who had acquired residence in the United States prior to 
July, 1908, to visit Japan and return. (See "C", p. 316, foo tnote #14). 



After 1917, Japan was the only Asiatic country (except the P hilippines) 
which continued to send us unassimilable immigrants, e xclusion from all other 
countries of Asia, whose nationals are ineligible, bein g enforced by special laws'. 
President Theodore Roosevelt had an express understandin g with Japan that if she 
failed to secure the results called for by the Gentlemen's A greement the United States 
would enact a special Japanese exclusion law, similar to that which excludes Chinese. 
(See "A", p. 13, 14; "D"; and "H".) Instead' of enforcing t hat understanding, Con-
gress sought in 1924 to find a plan that would not thus hurt Japan's pride. Japan 
and her friends insisted on either a new agreement, a treat y, or a quota allowance. 
Each of such plans called either for surrender of national sovereignty, or sacrifice 
of Congressional control of immigration, or abandonment o f the principle of exclu-
sion of ineligible Asiatic immigration, or a combinatio n of two or all three thereof. 
(See "A", p. 28; "C", p. 314-316.) The plan adopted, gene ral exclusion of all inel-
igibles  ,  was the only one suggested that met the requirements of th e case. 

No. 3. IS THE ACT DISCRIMINATORY? 

Argument "The 1924 immigration act is discriminatory and casts a need-
less stigma on Asiatic peoples." 

Answer It is not discriminatory against Japan, certainly , because it 
bars as immigrants all aliens ineligible to citizenship, in which category is includ-
ed half the population of the world, the Japanese constit uting only T/-> of such half, 
it is admitted that Japanese are mentally, morally and ph ysically the equal of 
Caucasians, but racial differences and racial pride, an d social conditions and inel-
igibility to citizenship make thorn hopelessly unassimila ble. Even the second gener-
ation as demonstrated in California and even Hawaii, not withstanding individual mer-
it  ,  form a separate, unassimilated racial group. Exclusion of ineligibles casts no 
reflection on the mental, moral and physical fitness of th ose excluded. They are 
excluded because their unassimilability makes them a dan ger to the political health 
of the nation, as immigrants deficient physically would of fer danger to the physical 
health of its citizens. In neither case can the exclusion b e considered discrimin-
atory. (See "B", p. 1 to 4; "H", p. 42 to 46; "J": "C", p. 311, 312.) 

No. 4. NATURALIZATION AND LAND LAWS. 

Argument "Quota, if extended to Asiatics, affects neith er our natural-
ization laws nor our alien land laws." 

Answer Quota for Asiatics would defeat the intent of the natu ralization 
law because it would encourage making citizens, thru bir th on the soil, of units 
not racially fitted for such citizenship. It would affect th e intent of the alien 
land law by granting land ownership to those who, notwith standing citizenship by 
birth, are not assimilable into American citizenry. (See  No. 3 Answer.) The pres-
ent law is- a logical and necessary corollary of the 150 y ear old naturalization law. 

No. 5. ONLY 185 JAPANESE! 

Argument "Under quota only 185 Japanese and 105 Chinese wou ld be admit-
ted annually." 

An swer  The actual number of Japanese or Chinese who could be admi tted 
annually under grant of quota under the present law and cond itions is not the vital 
point involved. If that number were only 5 it would still be necessary to repeal 
the 1924 exclusion law and abandon thereby its basic princ iple. However, the Japan-
ese would be but a fraction df the number of ineligible Asi atics whom we would have 
to admit, since we could not well grant to the Japanese a p rivilege denied to other 
Asiatics, equally friendly. And even that large number of unassimilable entrants 
would be swelled greatly by minor changes in the law. For  instance, if Asiatics en-
joyed the quota, the plan of allotment in force from 1924 to 1928, the retention of 
which was advocated by President Hoover, would admit 2,0 00 Chinese per year. Under 
special non-quota allowance many Japanese could be admit ted. If Japanese were granted 
the right of immigration, Japan would perhaps demand in ti me the right to send in as 
many immigrants as any other first class power. Such a d emand would be strictly in 
line with others she is now making (See "C", p. 319-320; and ""E'T. 



No. 6. WHY" NOT ALSO FOR ASIA? 

Argument "Quota has for 9 years effectively and satisfac torily restric-
ted European immigration. Quota is the right way to do the r ight thing." 

Answer Even if it be assumed that quota has satisfactorily restricted 
immigration of those who are eligible to American citizen ship, and therefore assim-
ilable (it was reinforced during the past three years by t he order of President 
Hoover instructing American Consuls to refuse quota visas) that offers no logical 
argument, and certainly no proof, that the conceded danger o f admitting unassimil-
able immigration would disappear if such immigration cam e in under quota. 

No. 7. QUOTA AND LABORERS 

Argument "No laborers of any kind would be admitted under q uota, since 
U, S. Consuls in Japan and China would refuse Consular visa to anyone * * * likely 
in any way to compete with American labor." 

Answer That is a mistake. Quota, if granted to Asiatics, wou ld admit 
Asiatics under precisely the same terms as Europeans; and E uropean laborers aro not 
barred by the law. In this argument the quota proponents»d oubtless have in mind 
the executive order of President Hoover, authorizing U . S. Consuls to refuse the 
Consular visa and thus cut down quota from any country to say 10/i of the allowance. 
That order, while undoubtedly beneficial in result, was rea lly an invasion by the 
Executive of the Congressional prerogative to control imm igration. President Hoover 
himself recognized that fact in time, and a year before his r etirement called atten-
tion of Congress thereto, suggesting that his order be replaced by Congressional 
legislation to accomplish the same purpose. In any event, such an order could not 
be used in discrimination against Asiatics. 

No. 8. QUOTA CANNOT DECREASE ENTRANTS. 

Argument "Under quota it is believed fewer Orientals wou ld enter the 
United States than do now under the 1924 law." 

Answer That is an unfounded and illogical contention. With the same 
laws and conditions in force as now, the number of Orientals who would secure ad-
mission, if quota were granted, would be increased over the p resent number by exact-
ly the number admitted under quota. With the exception o f ministers and professors 
and their families, no such Asiatics come in legally now, s ave for temporary resi-
dence as merchants, students or visitors. Those who come in  illegally enter because 
Congress and the Administration fail to provide adequate means for enforcing the 
law. Such illegal entrants will not be diminished in numb er by grant of quota. 

No. 9. ASIATIC QUOTA FOR VffllTES? 

Argument "These negligible quotas, 185 and 105, would in gr eat part be 
filled by members of the white race * * * * no laborers woul d be admitted." 

Answer Both statements are inaccurate. Japan would use he r entire quota 
naturally, for her own nationals, and so would China. Any a ttempt by our Consular 
agents to force either nation to use her quota for resident a liens of the white 
race would cause international trouble. As for laborers, s ee answer to No. 7. 

No. 10. QUOTA IN THE BARRED ZONE 

Argument "Quota extended to countries in the barred zone ar ea would mean 
a minimum courtesy quota of 100 only to a few obscure countrie s, * * * open to mem-
bers of the white race and to natives of the business and pro fessional classes only. 

Answer That is a mistake. There is a present "courtesy quot a" of 100 
for the countries referred to, which can be used, not fo r their own nationals, but 
only for aliens resident in such countries and eligible to American citizenship, who 
do not find it convenient or practical to enter under quota o f their native land. 
Formal quota, if granted to Asiatics under the proposed pl an, would guarantee them 
the same rights in immigration as are conceded to the nati onals of any European 



country. Nothing less wo*ld satisfy Japan, even for the time being. (See answers to 
No. 7 and No. 9, above.) 

No. 11. STATISTICS vs FACTS. 

Argument "In the last 9 years 20,000 more Japanese have d eparted from 
the United States than have arrived. (Report of United Stat es Commissioner of 
Immigration.)" 

Answer The Report of the Secretary of Labor for 1923, p. 133 , declares 
that between 1908 and 1923 Japanese total immigration int o continental United States 
wos 125,773  ,  and emigration 41,781, a net gain of 83,992, during the period when the 
Gentlemen's Agreement guaranteed practical exclusion of Japanese immigration. (See 
"B", p. 9.) Regardless of feats of legerdemain that may be done with statistics of 
legal arrivals and departures, (usually by adding "non-i mmigration" figures) the 
Japanese population of continental United States, and p articularly California, has 
not decreased in the past 9 years, while such population i n Hawaii has materially in-
creased. Illegal entry may have had something to do therew ith. The number of Japan-
ese now in this country has no necessary connection with the q uestion, "Shall we 
formally open the immigration gates to ineligible Asiatics , now excluded under the 
law?" 

No. 12. PERCENTAGES vs PRINCIPLES. 

Argument "The Japanese in California represent l.^of th e total popula-
tion. They are constantly decreasing in proportion to th e total population of the 
state." 

Answer The Japanese in California decrease in proporti on because the 
white population of the state increases very rapidly. Th e Japanese do not decrease 
in number. They congregate in certain counties, where they  gradually secure more or 
less dominance. In Hawaii the ascendency secured by the As iatic population has dis-
couraged any material increase of Caucasian population t here. Hawaii may serve at 
least as a warning. 

No. 13. BASIC ISSUES INVOLVED? 

Argument "This is only a question of good manners. No basi c issue is at 
stake. Grant of quota sacrifices no material interest an d would remove the only 
source of friction to mar peaceful relations." 

Answer There is a basic issue at stake. Shall we abandon t he basic prin-
ciple of exclusion of aliens who are ineligible to American ci tizenship, and in con-
sequence unassimilable, and whose children, citizens by bi rth, have proved also un-
assimilable, a separate, undigested racial group? We cert ainly sacrifice a material 
interest if by repeal of the exclusion act we abandon the onl y plan suggested which 
will prevent an inflow of the unassimilable Asiatic races u nder all possible future 
conditions. 

And even in abandoning that safeguard we would not insure good will because 
the concession would only invite early demand for Japan's u ltimate announced goal, 
"racial equality", the some rights in all matters for her n ationals as are conceded 
to Europeans. (See "B", p. 23 & following; "C"  ,  p. 315,316.) It would in no case 
change Japan's already inaugurated plans for excluding t he United States and other 
nations from trade with Asia and for invading such nations an d supplanting their do-
mestic trade with her own goods produced with modern machi nery and a labor cost one 
third to one quarter that even of England. (See "G"). 

No. 14. AMERICANS SHOULD DECIDE. 

Argument "This is a question for Americans to decide withou t dictation 
from any other power." 

Answer True. But Japan seeks to dictate to us in this matter, and the 
urge in her behalf from various American groups, religious, commercial and other, 
for 18 years past has been made at the suggestion of Japan an d under covert threats 
of ill will and loss of trade if we fail to make the conces sion. (See "J".) 



Yes, it is a question for Americans to decide; but for such Americans as 
hold that national welfare should guido their decision, ra ther than the demands of 
foreign powers or the interests of groups, sections or c ults in our own country. 

No. 15. YIELD: AND SET A GOOD EXAMPLEI 

Argument "We can well afford to set an example in this ma tter by main-
taining justice and courtesy for all." 

Answer That is the plea which has been made for many years whe never the 
United States was called upon by foreign nations, or by se lfish American interests 
to sacrifice itself at the demand or for the benefit of others. We scrapped our 
Navy; we paid the war expenses of Europe, and now are aske d to pay for the outlay 
she has made since the war in monstrous new war preparatio ns; we have accepted for 
permanent settlement and citizenship during the past 30 ye ars many undesirable ele-
ments of European immigration; we opened the gates wid e to the entrance of two mil-
lion unassimilable Mexican peons at the demand of employ ers of cheap labor, and as 
a "friendly gesture to a neighbor". 

We have by such suicidal policy contributed to unemploym ent in the United 
States times greater than exists in any country we have thus m istakenly befriended. 
We have apparently earned in addition their contemptuous r egard as a weakling. We 
have made thereby immeasurably greater the task which Pr esident Franklin D. Roosevelt 
faces at home and abroad. And now we are asked to open our gate s to Asiatic immi-
gration to avoid the displeasure of Japan. 

Japan very wisely excludes Chinese immigration under Im perial Ordinance No. 
352, though in 1924 China made her seventh protest there at, calling attention to 
Japan's inconsistency in enforcing such exclusion whil e demanding entrance for Japan-
ese immigration into the United States.* Let us act in i mmigration and in all other 
matters with the same scrupulous care for the national welf are as do other nations. 

If. { Q Q Q "g" p 35 \ 
California Joint Immigration Committee, 

San Francisco, California, 
November 13, 1933. 
#343 

V. S. McClatchy, Executive Secretary, 
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Even college professors and men in public life, regardles s of position, 
ability or reputation, may err when, without intimate kn owledge of the 
law and the facts, they offer advice or venture opinion i n connection 
with the complicated subject of Asiatic iirmigration and  Japanese quota. 

Careful reading of C.J.I.C. Document #390, attached hereto , "Restriction 
of Asiatic Immigration Under Past and Present Exclusion L aws and Proposed 
Quota", briefed in 500 words, will correct some of the mis taken impressions 
most frequently entertained. 

Extra copies of the document may be had by addressing the C alifornia Joint 
Immigration Committee, 85 Second Street, San Francisco, and references 
supporting any questioned point will be furnished on re quest. 

#393 
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p.** 0 RESTRICTION OF ASIATIC IMMIGRATION 
Under Past and Present Exclusion Laws and Proposed Quota 

When Congress took up consideration of the immigration q uestion in 1924, immigra-
tion from Asia was restricted as follows:—(l) by the C hinese Exclusion Act which, 
with modifications, had excluded the Chinese since 1882 ; (2) by the Act of 1917 ex-
cluding indigenous or colored races of the '"'Barred Zo ne11, including India, Malaysia, 
the Dutch East Indies, Siam and certain sections of the As iatic continent; (3) by the 
Gentlemen's Agreement to exclude Japanese, which became  operative July 1, 19©8. The 
first two had accomplished their declared purpose. The t hird failed, its two-fold pur-
pose of excluding laborers and preventing increase of Jap anese population in continen-
tal United States (as outlined by President Theodore Roose velt) being defeated thru 
violations which the immigration officers could not preven t. The courts in many 
habeas corpus proceedings declared that the Agreement, being neither law nor treaty, 
could not be enforced or violations punished thru court a ction. 

WHAT EXCLUSION OF INELIGIBLE ACCOMPLISHED 
To remedy that situation the exclusion of all aliens ineli gible to citizenship was 

demanded under a uniform law by various organizations a nd interests. Sec. 13 (c; of 
the 1924 Act was framed to cerry out that plan. It autom atically abrogated the Gen-
tlemen's Agreement and nullified treaties and laws so f ar as in conflict. Congress, 
however, failed to repeal the two exclusion laws covering China and the Barred Zone 
respectively, declaring instead (Sec. 25) that the provis ions of the Act are in addi-
tion to and not in substitution for the provisions of the im migration laws already in 
force; and that no alien may be admitted as an immigrant i f he be barred either by 
the Act of 1924, or by immigration laws then in force. In  consequence, since 1924, 
immigration from Japan has been regulated solely by the 1924 Act, while that from 
certain other portions of Asia has been regulated partly  by that act and partly by 
the laws already in force. 

PRESENT IMMIGRATION FROM JAPAN 
The 1924 Act recognizes two classes of immigrants,, "quo ta" and "non-quota". Jap-

an at present is not entitled to any "quota" immigrants f or its natives of Japanese 
race. It has a courtesy quota of 100 for natives of rac es eligible to our citizen-
ship. Japan's "non-quota" immigrants are restricted un der Sec. 13 (c) to:—(1) a 
former immigrant returning from a temporary visit abroad;  (2) a minister of any denom-
ination or college professor with wife and minor unmarried children; (3) a student 
coming for temporary stay. As the lav; is rigidly enforc ed, the average of 632 Japan-
ese immigrants admitted annually since 1924, according to the Immigration Bureau re-
ports, must have been confined to the three classes named . A number of other Japanese 
were admitted for temporary residence and not classe d as immigrants under Sec. 3, in-
cluding government officials with servants and employe es, tourists and visitors, sea-
men awaiting trans-shipment, merchants carrying on trad e under existing treaties. 

WHAT GRANT OF QUOTA WOULD DO 
It has been asserted that grant of formal quota to Japan woul d reduce the average 

Japanese annual immigration from 632 to exactly 185. That is a mistake. Japan would 
be entitled thereby to 185 "quota" immigrants, but also to such "non-quota" immigrants, 
whether 632, or more or less, as could enter under Sec.  4,  (b) , (d) ,  (e). In addition, 
the attendant cancellation of Sec. 13 (c) would open the ga tes to many other non-quota 
immigrants under Sec. 4 (a) and (c), including alien Japan ese wives (threatening an-
other picture bride flood) and all Japanese born in free states of the Western Hemis-
phere, whether coming from Japan or any other country . Japanese natives of all quota 
countries could also qualify for admission under the respe ctive quota limitations of 
such countries. The present annual Japanese immigratio n would be swelled probably to 
a few thousand. Illegal entry will continue regardless of  quota, if the administration 
is tolerant and Congress fails to provide adequate appro priation and machinery for 
apprehension and deportation. 

In repealing Sec. 13 (c), as would be necessary even if quota were granted to Japan 
alone, complications would ensue as to immigration from o ther parts of Asia. For in-
stance, admission would be granted to any member of th e colored races in the Barred 
Zone now barred by Sec. 13 (c) excepting Chinese reside nt in the Zone who ivould still 
be subject to the Chinese exclusion law. 

If quota were granted to other Asiatic races as well as t o the Japanese, it is 
probable that both the Chinese exclusion act and the Ba rred Zone provisions of the 
1917 Act would be repealed, in which event we would be s ubject to a flood of immi-
grants from all the colored races of Asia similar to the fl ood of Japanese which we 
would face, as explained above. 

#390 - 3/27/34 
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JAPANESE IMMIGRATION - PRESENT AND POSSIBLE 

Prof. E. K. Strong, Jr., of Stanford University, in a recen tly 
published article, calls attention to the fact that an av erage of 632 
Japanese immigrants have entered annually during the eig ht years  ,  1925 
to 1932, and declares that "quota will restrict this numbe r to 185 a 
year" . 

The California Joint Immigration Committee, however, ex plains 
that the 632 immigrants referred to entered "non-quota", either as for-
mer immigrants, returning from a temporary visit abroad , or ministers 
and college professors with families, students coming fo r temporary 
stay, all under special exception as called for by Sec. 13 (c ) of the 
Act of 1924; and that similar exceptions are allowed to all countries, 
whether entitled to quota or not. 

It appears that Japan, if entitled to quota since 1924, could 
have sent in as immigrants not only the "quota" allotme nt of 185, but 
also the 632 "non-quota"; and in addition other "non-qu ota" immigrants 
under Sec. 4 (a) and (c), including an unlimited number of a lien Japan-
ese wives for American citizens of Japanese ancestry, and  any Japanese 
born in a free state of the Western Hemisphere. Japanese imm igration 
could then have run into thousands coming annually for p ermanent settle 
ment instead of the 632 referred to, s*me of whom were immigr ants pre-
viously accepted and returning from a visit abroad, and o thers coming 
for a limited stay. 
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Released May 22, 1934 

JAPANESE-AMERICAN CITIZENS LEAGUE 

Ukiah, May 22, 1934. 

In a report of the California Joint Immigration Committe e, 
considered at the State Convention of the Native Sons of the Golden 
West reference was mode to the growth of the Japanese-Amer ican Citi-
zens League organized five years ago by "Nisei", (second generation 
Japanese) for promotion of the interests of Japanese- American citizens. 
It has twenty-one bodies in the three Pacific Coast States  ,  another is 
being formed in Idaho and affiliation with similar bodi es in Hawaii is 
contemplated. It is stated that in California there ar e already 5,000 
Japanese-American voters, 3,000 of whom are in Los Angel es County. At 
the biennial convention in 1932 a demand for entrance o f alien Japanese 
wives for Nisei men was approved. Recently the Los Ang eles District 
Conference endorsed a demand for open gates for Japanes e immigration 
under quota and will submit the matter for action to the biennial con-
vention at San Francisco in August. 

The report points out that entrance of alien Japanese wi ves 
as urged would encourage renewed importation of picture a nd kankodan 
brides which under the Gentlemen's Agreement increased ann ual Japanese 
births in California from 455 in 1908 to 5275 in 1921. Under  the 1924 
exclusion provision the births decreased to less than 170 C in 1933. 
The report points out that the Nisei are individually fin e young men 
and women, mentally, morally and physically, a credit to t heir race 
and to California, but that the activities of the League indicate an 
inclination to develop an unassimilated hyphenated gro up subordinating 
national interest to racial ambitions. 

#400 
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BRAZIL'S OFFER OF QUOTA DISPLEASES JAPAN 

For years Brazil has maintained a liberal policy in admit ting Jap-
anese immigrants on the theory that they would aid materiall y in 
developing her resources. Her Japanese population now ex ceeds 
150,000 and under present arrangements is being augmented  by 25,000 
or more annually. In consequence, Japan has regarded Brazi l as her 
most promising field for colonization on the "Western Hemis phere. A 
question has arisen, however, as to the assimilability of t he Japan-
ese with the Brazilian population, and efforts are being made to 
restrict that immigration to a minimum. A proposed amendme nt to 
the Constitution has been formally endorsed by 130 out of  the 254 
Deputies of the National Assembly, under which the annual i mmigra-
tion from Japan would be limited hereafter to 2% of the numb er of 
Japanese in Brazil, say about 3,500 per year. 

Foreign Minister Hirota of Japan stated to the Japanese Di et that 
such action would "leave a blot on the history of cordial r elations 
between our two countries", and that "to forestall such a n unfortu-
nate development" the Japanese Ambassador at Rio de Janeir o had been 
instructed "to deal with the matter in an appropriate manne r". That 
included, the tender of a formal protest in which is contai ned the 
significant declaration that the proposed action "will hav e a seri-
ous bearing and at the same time cast a dark shadow upon t he 
friendly relations between Brazil and Japan", and that "th e Japan-
ese Government * * * * cannot but desire that the Brazilian Go vern-
ment will cope with the situation in order to clear away suc h appre-
hension of Japan". 

In addition, Brazil has definitely repudiated an arrangem ent made 
by the L e a g u e 0 f Nations under which 14,000 Assyrians were to have 
colonized in Brazil, the belief being that such an element of immi-
gration would not be of benefit. 

#392 
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June 1, 1934. COPY 

Mr. Samuel J. Hume, Editor, 
"Quota" 

Berkeley, California 

Dear Sir: 

Your attention is called to certain misleading statements m ade in the April-
May number of "Quota", published by the California Coun cil on Oriental Relations. 

The California Joint Immigration Committee,. in offering for public information 
a carefully verified 500 word brief on the subject, said th at "Even college professors 
and men in public life, regardless of position, ability or reputation, may err, when, 
without intimate knowledge of the law and the facts, the y offer advice or venture 
opinion in connection with the complicated subject of Asiatic immigration and Japanese 
quota". 

"Quota" derides that suggestion as a reflection on resp onsible advocates of 
quota, and then naively furnishes corroboration of its merit by commendatory reference 
to an earlier statement of Professor E. K. Strong, Jr. , of Stanford University, that 
an average of 632 Japanese immigrants entered this cou ntry annually between 1925 and 
1932 and that "quota will restrict this number to 185 a y ear". 

The public now knows that the group of 632 was composed  entirely of former 
residents returning from a temporary visit abroad, of min isters and college professors 
with their families  ,  and of students coming for temporary stay--all class ed as "non-
quota" entrants; and that they would have entered, in add ition to 185 quota immi-
grants, had Japan been entitled to quota." (See C.J.I.C. D oc.  j?39l,  Apr. 3, and let-
ter of Commr. Gen. of Immigration, D. W. MacCormack, Mar. 15 ). You yourself made a 
similar mistake in confusing "immigrantand "non-immig rant" entrants in your letter 
to the S. F. News in November, 1933. (See C.J.I.C. Doc.  #356, my unpublished answer 
of Nov. 13) 

Professor Strong, like others equally sincere and equally able, erred because 
he made a statement and "ventured an opinion without inti mate knowledge of the law and 
the facts". When he learned of the error he ceased to repe at it. "Quota" and other 
advocates of open gates for Asia have done Professor Stron g no kindness and themselves 
no credit by giving his original statement continued public ity notwithstanding their 
knowledge of the error. 

"Quota" in the same issue lays itself open to further c riticism in re-publish-
ing a statement made in March to the effect that "Secret ary of State Hull *** finds 
that if the Japanese Exclusion Act were cancelled it woul d not affect the United 
States. Not a single additional Japanese would land in Ca lifornia". Secretary Hull 
formally disclaimed making such a statement in a Departm ent letter, April IQbh, as 
covered in C.J.I.C. Doc. #394, issued April 23rd, which r eceived newspaper publica-
tion and general distribution. 

Certainly few—we believe none—of the members of the Cal ifornia Council on 
Oriental Relations whose names are published in "Quota" w ill countenance that sort of 
publicity. While it may mislead some of the public tempo rarily it will discredit the 
organization at once with those who know the facts and ult imately with all who learn 
of them, 

"Quota" carries an excellent maxim at its mast head. "Pr ejudice in the back-
ground of the human mind prevents the intake of truth". It mu st have been temporarily 
lost sight of in issuing the April-May issue. 

J U H 

Truly yours, 

California Joint Immigration Committee 

#4*»4 V. S. McClatchy, Exec. Secy, James K, Fisk, Chairman 
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OFFICIAL STORY OF THE PICTURE BRIDES 
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The recent inside story from Washington referring to Jap an's diplomatic sacrifice 
of its "picture brides" as a maneuver to end agitation fo r exclusion of Japanese labor-
ers, gathered from the 1919 correspondence of the State D epartment, does not disclose 
the most interesting phases of the picture bride story. Th at at leas£"is the state-
ment made by V. S. McClatchy, Executive Secretary of t he California Joint Immigration 
Committee, who supplies the missing phases from records in possession of the Joint 
Committee as follows: 

The Gentlemen's Agreement, amass of secret correspondenc e conducted 
under President Theodore- Roosevelt's direction during t he fiscal year 
1907, became operative at Japan's request in July, 1908. Ro osevelt 

stated its two-fold agreed purpose as (l) the exclusion of Japanese laborers from con-
tinental United States, and (2) prevention of increase of Japanese population in con-
tinental United States, The United States agreed to admi t for residence without ques-
tion any Japanese bearing Japan's visa, and Japan agr eed to so guard the issue of 
visas as to insure accomplishment of the Agreement's two- fold object. If the plan 
proved unsuccessful the United States was to enact a Japa nese exclusion law similar to 
that excluding Chinese. *(a) 

THE GENTLEMEN'S 
AGREEMENT 

THE 1911 
TREATY 

JAPAN'S 
OPERATION 

PICTURE 
BRIDES 

The plan worked well during the remainder of Roosevelt's te rm of 
office (less than a year) but not thereafter. In 1911, und er Presi-
dent Taft, a new Treaty of Commerce was made with Japan, which 

Roosevelt declared would destroy the safeguards against Ja panese immigration provided 
in his Gentlemen'"s Agreement. In consequence, the Senate declined to approve the 
Treaty until the Japanese Ambassador had signed a footnote thereto in which he declared, 
with full authority, that his government would faithfull y observe the intent of the 
Gentlemen's Agreement as to non-admission of laborers, as it had in the preceding 
three years. *(b) 

Notwithstanding that guarantee, Japan sent over during th e following 
nine years many thousands of laborers, as shown by the Immig ration 
Bureau reports. They were detained at the ports of entry, but 

ordered released from Washington, or by the Courts unde r habeas corpus for lack of 
jurisdiction, the Gentlemen's Agreement being neither l aw nor treaty. So far as known, 
the Washington Administration did nothing to force Japa n to comply with her obligations 
under the Agreement, nor to denounce the Agreement becau se of non-compliance. *(c) 

The picture bride plan was adopted to furnish wives for tho se labor-
ers who had entered in violation of the Gentlemen's Agreemen t, with 
the result that by 1920 the Japanese population in contine ntal United 

States had nearly trebled, while the annual Japanese birth s in California increased 
from 455 in 1908 to over 5,000. Because of unfavorable publ ic comment, and at the sug-
gestion of the Federal Council of the Churches of Christ in A merica, which had since 
1915 sought to secure immigration and naturalization pr ivileges for the Japanese, 
Japan, in August, 1920, ceased to ship picture brides. The y were immediately replaced, 
however, with "kankodan" (excursion) brides, who entere d during the next few years in 
even greater number than had the picture brides. Under the kankodan plan, a Japanese 
resident of the United States could go to Japan and, if see king a bride, remain for 
three months without performing military duty and return with his bride  ,  at a total 
expense approximating that which would have been incur red in securing a picture bride. 
*(d) 

The act of 1924 excluded all aliens ineligible to American citizen-
ship, and barred therefore Japanese laborers and brides. In conse-
quence  ,  Japanese population in continental United States (asid e from 

illegal entries) has remained nearly at a standstill since , while annual births in 
California have dropped from a peak of 5,725, to less tha n 1,700. 

The barring of brides, however, has imposed no hardship on the Nisei 
(American citizens of Japanese ancestry), since among t hem the sexes are equally divi-
ded. If, however, a Nisei young man prefers a bride thor oughly Japanese in thought, 
training and standards, he is at liberty to select one from the thousands of Japanese 
maidens, born American citizens, but educated since early childhood in Japan, and 
still residing there. That is the present adaptation of the  "kankodan" bride plan. 

RESULT OF 
THE 1924 LAW 
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Released  JAPANESE PROPAGANDA IN AMERICAN PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Japan is adding to her elaborate and frank system of propaga nda in the 
United States a plan thru which pupils in the high schools t hroughout this country are 
to use text books prepared in Japan and giving the Japanese point of view on matters 
national and international. 

Protest was made to the Territorial School Commissioners o f Hawaii by the 
Sino-Korean Peoples League of Honolulu, in a letter, Dec ember 11, 1934, against coun-
tenancing such a plan. In that letter it is stated that t he plan was approved at a 
Departmental Conference of the Japanese Government at Tuk yo  ,  November 21, 1934; that 
there were present thereat the Department heads for Forei gn Office, Education Depart-
ment, Cultural Bureau, Overseas Education Institution, Promotion of International Cul-
tural Relations Society, and Prince Fushimi, Chief of the J apanese Naval Supreme War 
Council, the founder of Hawaii's Prince Fushimi Scholars hip Association, incorporated 
in 1924. 

Setsuechi Aoki, General Secretary of the Promotion of Inter national Cul-
tural Society, said, "For several years the school heads of Hawaii and America with the 
aid of many more influential educators and missionaries m ade a thorough survey of 
American text books for the Japanese Society. The survey r evealed that if proper prop-
aganda is systematically carried out in the schools the Ame rican children will become 
strong friends of Japan*" 

Concerning the proposed free distribution of Japanese te xt books in our 
public schools, Mr. Okada, the head of the Cultural Bureau and former Consul General 
of Hawaii, stated "that all the necessary arrangements hav e been made with the Public 
Instruction, also with the various religious and social le aders in Hawaii". 

The plan includes also distribution among all the Japanese language school 
in Hawaii and America of "educational material concernin g the vital national defense 
policy of Japan", and also the distribution free of char ge to the teachers of all pub-
lic schools in Hawaii of "reading material, portfolios co ntaining Japanese pictorials 
and other graphic materials for school room use, etc." 

The letter of the Sino-Korean Peoples League concludes as fo llows: 
"Undoubtedly you are aware of the significance of such .pro jects in Hawaii. We are very 
deeply touched and concerned with the action of the Pub lic Instruction taking a hand 
aiding in spreading Japanese propaganda in Hawaii. We belie ve the result will be dis-
astrous to Americanization of the American citizens of Jap anese ancestry. God knows 
they have enough contact with the things of Japan and the Ya mato and Bushido Spirit in 
their homes and in the language schools. Why let the Japa nese Government promote Jap-
anism even in the public schools?" 

Confirmation of these statements is found in a news item pub lished Decem-
ber 3, 1934, in the "Japan Times and Mail" of Tokyo, a newspap er maintained by the Jap-
anese Government for the purpose of presenting to readers of the English language the 
Japanese Government point of view on current matters. The article is headed, "High 
School Students in U. S. To Be Given Books With Correct Info rmation on Japan", and 
states: "The Society of International Cultural Relation s at its meeting Monday after-
noon decided on a plan to be followed for the compilation of  school text-books to be 
used for diffusing correct information on Japan. * * * * Mate rial of instruction will 
cover almost every phase of modern Japan, embracing topics o n the government, economic 
and social conditions, art, etc., which will be presente d in a way that will appeal to 
the average high school student in America." 

Japan's"International Cultural Bureau" is allowed 2,500 ,000 Yen in the 
Foreign Office Budget for 1935, while the recently creat ed "Society for International 
Cultural Relations" is supported by liberal contributio ns from Mitsui and Mitsubishi. 

#407 2-5-35 
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JAPAN'S PSYCHOLOGY AND AMERICAN INTERESTS 

The Japanese people believe, their leaders including the f rank and forceful 
Matsuoka, proclaim, and their school children are taught th at Japan, as the only^ 
nation whose ruler is Heaven-descended, is destined to ru le the world. That belief 
dictates the policy and acts of Japan and of the Japanese. 

That policy received formal declaration at the ceremonial n aming of the new 
Heir to the Japanese throne when the Court Scholar, Dr.  Ichimura, quoted from the 
ancient classics this language: "The essence of ruling the people lies in the enlight-
ening of them. * * * If there are persons not yet properly go verned, it is because 
they'have not yet benefitted by the Imperial rule. * * *  If those who have not yet re-
ceived enlightenment under the Imperial rule are found th ey are to be subjugated." 

A knowledge of Japanese psychology in such matters makes un derstandable the 
calm ruthlessness with which Japan during the present cen tury has defied protests and 
ignored or violated agreements and treaties, and conquere d and annexed adjacent terri-
tory and held it under commercial or military control in f urtherance of her varied 
interests; it will explain to some extent the air of placi d superiority with which she 
suggests that certain acts of other nations displease her sensitive people and should 
cease--for instance the inexcusable act of the United State s in floating its Navy on 
the Pacific Ocean, and our recently announced intention to construct the Nicaragua 
Canal, which prompted Japan to prefer a request to Nicarag ua that she be granted 
equal rights in construction and control of such Canal; it will explain why Japan 
accepts compliance with demands of this character as recogn ition of the position to 
which the Gods have assigned her and entertains corresp onding contempt for the nations 
which, as she assumes, thru weakness or fear, comply wit h the demands; it will explain 
the calm assurance with which she openly propagandizes i n this country for accomplish-
ment of her purposes and asks and secures the aid of American citizens and interests 

in furtherance thereof. 
It may even enable us to appreciate the humor in her latest m ove--a well de*-

fined plan announced in the Japan Times of Tokyo, English l anguage spokesman for 
the Foreign Office, December 4, 1934, to introduce into o ur public school curriculum 
a system of text books to be prepared in Japan with friendly counsel from a represen-
tative of the Institute of Pacific Relations, and designed  to cover all matters on 
which Japan wishes this country to be "properly informed" . 

In connection w}.th that plan the General Secretary of th e Society for Interna-
tional Cultural Relations reported that a thorough surv ey made for it by "the school 
heads of Hawaii and America with the aid of many more influent ial educators and mis-
sionaries * * * revealed that if proper propaganda is sys tematically carried out in 
the schools American children will become strong friends of Japan." 

The Sino-Korean Peoples League of Hawaii made, in Decemb er» a strong protest to 
the Territorial Commissioners of Education against the in troduction of such text books, 
declaring that the result "will be disastrous to Americani zation of the American cit-
izens of Japanese ancestry"; that "they have enough co ntact with the things of Japan 
in their homes and in the Japanese language schools, and why promote Japanism in the 
public schools." 

Imagine the reaction in Japan if the United States announ oed preparation by it 
of text books for use in Japan's public schools to "prop erly inform" Japanese pupils 
on subjects of concern to us  I 

* C.J.I.C. Release #407, which will be mailed on request . 

#408 2-6-35 
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* Copy of Item in Japan Times, Tokyo, Japan, 
December 4, 1934. 
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HIGH SCHOOL STUDENTS IN U.S. TO BE GIVEN 

BOOKS WITH CORRECT INFORMATION ON JAPAN. 

The Society of International Cultural Relations at i ts meeting Monday 

afternoon decided on a plan to be followed for the compilati on of school text-

books to be used at high schools in the United States for di ffusing correct 

information on Japan. 

According to the plan, the collecting and provisional com pilation of 

Material on Japan will be undertaken by a committee in t his country, while 

final compilation will be done by a joint committee includi ng both American and 

Japanese members. It was also decided at the meeting to pre sent the draft by 

the Japanese committee to Mr. Lasker, chairman on the cultur al relations of the 

I. ?. R.**for his suggestions before sending it to the join t Japanese-American 

committee for final compilation. 

Material of instruction on Japan will cover almost every pha se of modern 

Japan, embracing topics on the government, economic and s ocial conditions, art, 

etc., which will be presented in a way that will appeal to the average high 

school student in America. 

* The "Japan Times and Mail" published at Tokyo under directi on of the Foreign 
Office. 

** I. P. R. - The Institute of Pacific Relations, whos e members in recent bi-
ennial sessions - notably at Banff, Canada, in 1933, were u rged by the 
Japanese delegation thereto to proselyte for immigrati on quota for Japan. 

For further information in regard to this subject see C.J.I .C. Releases #407 - #408. 
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Released 
JAPAN PROPOSES TO INSTRUCT OUR PUBLIC SCHOOL STUDENTS 

The Japan Times and Mail, English language voice of the For eign Office of Japan., 
in its issue of December 4th last, published an interest ing item headed, "High School 
Students In U.S. To Be Given Books With Correct Informati on on Japan". The article 
states that the Society of International Cultural Relat ions has adopted a plan for com-
pilation of text books for the purpose indicated, to be prepared in Japan by a special 
committee with suggestions from a representative of the Institute of Pacific Relations. 
The books will cover, it is stated, "almost every phase of mod ern Japan . . . in a way 
that will appeal to the average high school student in Americ a". 

The Society of International Cultural Relations is an org anization supported by 
such powerful commercial interests as Mitsui, Mitsubishi, etc. It acts under direction 
of the Government Bureau of Cultural Relations, which has been allowed an appropriation 
of 2,500,000 Yen in the 1930 budget. "Cultivating cultura l relations", is Japanese for 
"inviting foreign approval of Japan's point of view". The J apanese delegates to the 
Institute of Pacific Relations, at its recent bi-enn ial sessions--and particularly at 
that held at Banff, Canada, in 1933  >  as shown by news reports—sought to secure the co-
operation of American delegates thereto to obtain from t he United States an immigration 
quota for Japan. 

USE OF THE BOOKS PROTESTED IN HAWAII 

Further information as to the text book plan is found in a let ter of protest 
addressed by the Sino-Korean Peoples League of Honolulu t o the Territorial School Com-
missioners of Hawaii, December 11, 1934. Therein it is dec lared that the plan was 
approved at a meeting of departmental heads of the Japanese g overnment, including the 
Foreign Office, at Tokyo, November 21, 1934. At that meet ing, Mr. Okada, head of the 
Bureau of Cultural Relations and former Consul General of H awaii, is quoted as saying, 
concerning the proposed free distribution of Japanese ts xt books, that "all the neces-
sary arrangements have been made with the Public Instructio n and also with the various 
religious and social leaders of Hawaii". 

Setuechi. Aoki  ,  General Secretary of the Society of International Cultu ral Rela-
tions  ,  is quoted as stating that "for several years the school  heads of Hawaii and 
America, with the aid of many more influential educators and missionaries, made a tho-
rough survey of American text books for the Japanese society . The survey revealed that 
if proper propaganda is systematically carried out in the schools the American children 
will become strong friends of Japan". 

The plan includes also distribution among all the Japanes e language schools m 
Hawaii and America of"educational material concerning th e vital national defense policy 
of Japan 11. 

The letter of the Sino-Korean Peoples League protests agai nst such proposed use 
of the public schools "in spreading Japanese propaganda i n Hawaii" and declares that 
"the result will be disastrous to Americanization of the American citizens of Japanese 
ancestry". * 

* Details in C.J.I.C. Releases#407-8-9. 

#410 2-13-35 

Suggestion: Imagine the reaction in Japan if the United St ates were to publicly 
"" announce its intention to introduce into the public scho ol system of 

Japan text books prepared under its direction furnishing  "correct information"concern-

ing the United States and its policy and views. 
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WILL HAWAII SUPPRESS INVESTIGATION OF 
JAPANESE PROPAGANDA IN PUBLIC SCHOOLS 

Honolulu, April 19, 1935. 

On March 27, 1935, a petition was presented to the Hawaiia n Legislature by W. K. 
Lyhan on behalf of the Sino-Korean Peoples League, aski ng for investigation of charges 
as to Japanese propaganda activities in Hawaii, includi ng the introduction into the 
oublic schools of text books covering Japan and her place in the sun, prepared under 
Japanese direction. The petition was referred to the C ommittee on Education, where, 
according to news reports sent to the mainland, it will pro bably be pigeonholed. On 
December 11, 1934, the same organization filed a protest against use of such school 
text books with the Commissioners of Public Instruction  of the Territory, but it re-
ceived no publicity. 

Lyhan states that demand has been made upon him by certai n interests concerned in 
the text book plan and by others (fearful lest agitation of the subject should preju-
dice Hawaii's chance for statehood) for withdrawal of th e petition made to the Legis-
lature; and that he has been threatened with deportation a s an undesirable alien if he 
continues his activities in connection therewith. He h as refused to comply with 
these demands, declaring that the charges are substanti ated by documentary proof, 
that citizens of Hawaii and of the mainland as well are conc erned with learning whe-
ther such charges be true or false, and that he is prepare d to defend his action and 
his status os a legal resident of Hawaii. 

The following outline of the case is gathered from stateme nts, not yet contradic-
ted, which appeared in the petition to the Legislature;  in the protest to the Commis-
sioners of Education, covering report of a meeting of ce rtain departmental heads of 
Japan, held November 21, 1934; in an item published Decem ber 4, 1934, in the Japan 
Times and Mail, English language voice of Japan's Foreign Of fice; in an official re-
port of the Superintendent of Public Instruction of Hawa ii, Oren E. Long, February 20, 
1935, and in comment thereon by Lynan in a letter of March 5 , 1935,* 

The Department of Cultural Relations, Japan's instrument f or foreign propaganda, 
after careful survey and encouragement received from e ducational and church authori-
ties in the United States, decided that "if proper propaga nda is systematically car-
ried out in the schools American children will become stron g friends 'of Japan". Arran-
gements were made for use of such text books in the Hawai ian public schools, and the 
initial volume is now ready for printing in Honolulu. The  material therefor was 
gathered in Japan under the direction of Okada, head of t he Bureau of Cultural Rela-
tions, formerly Consul General at Honolulu, and with assistance from Bruno Lasker of 
the Institute of Pacific Relations. The book was compiled at  Honolulu by Dr. Nisamichi 
Royama of the Imperial University at Tokyo (who had thr ee months leave for the purpose) 
assisted by Miss Helen Gay Pratt "of the Institute of Pacif ic Relations and the Depart-
ment of Public Instruction", 

It is charged that the plan also prrvides specifically fo r distribution in the 
Japanese language schools of Hawaii of "educational ma terial concerning the vital 
national defense policy of Japan". Those language schools are attended by over 50,000 
young Japanese, nearly all of them American citizens. Th e protest declares that use 
of such propaganda in the schools will tend to further Japa nization of Hawaii and 
"will be disastrous to Americanization of American citizen s of Japanese descent". 

#420-A 

*Copies of these documents are in the office of the Califor nia Joint Immigration 
Committee. * * * C.J.I.C. Docs. //407-8-9-10 contain det ails of the matter. 
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THAT TEXT BOOK ON JAPAN 

It Will Be Rewritten, but Under the Same Auspices 

The New York Times, July 14th, contains an interview 
with Helen Gay Pratt, of the General Office of the Instit ute of 
Pacific Relations at Honolulu, but now in New York, in wh ich she 
answers certain charges concerning the text book on Japa n of which 
she is co-author. The book has been used experimentally in  Hono-
lulu high schools and is being studied at Columbia Univer sity for 
general use in mainland high schools. 

The charges are that the book is a piece of Japanese 
propaganda, prepared under auspices of the "Society fo r Cultural 
Relations of Japan", with aid of the Institute of Pacific  Relations 
and approval of the Hawaiian Commissioners of Education , and that 
it conceals or grossly misrepresents important facts. Tho se char-
ges were made to the Hawaiian Commissioners of Education D ecember 
11, 1934, to the Hawaiian Legislature March 27, 1935, an d to the 
California State Superintendent of Public Instruction J une 21, 1935. 
The co-authors of the book are Professor M. Royama, of th e Imper-
ial University of Tokyo, and Professor G. M. Sinclair of Honolulu, 
formerly an instructor in Japan. 

Miss Pratt stated in her interview that she is "not an 
expert on Japan, but is primarily interested in how books sh all be 
written to be of effective school use", and that her collab orators 
"assisted her only with the research". Concerning the c harge of 
gross misrepresentation of facts in connection Y/ith th e immigration 
question she said that she "would be glad to correct any er rors of 
fact though she still felt that the Japanese Exclusion Act was a 
disgrace to the United States". She said that in the bo ok on Japan 
she had not fully explained matters in Manchuria beca use a previous 
book on China had done so; and that the books on both Japa n and 
China will be entirely rewritten so as to "avoid troub ling high 
school students with questions which international state smen could 
not solve". 

Apparently, however, the book on Japan is to be re-
written under the same auspices and with the same or simil ar assis-
tance in research. 

#424 
7-23-35 
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WOULD ADMIT 100,000 INELIGIBLE ASIATICS 
A Feature of Hawaiian Statehood 

Statehood for Hawaii, now under consideration by Congres s, is urged by certain 
elements in the Territory because Hawaii's influence i n Congress would be greatly in-
creased if it had two Senators and a Representative with v otes, instead of a single 
Delegate without vote. Governor Judd, in 1931, in veto ing a legislative resolution 
therefor, declared that Hawaii weuld be unwise to accept statehood until experience 
had shown how the Asiatic majority would use the franch ise. (Kef. a) 

Among organizations which oppose statehood for clearl y defined reasons are the 
Veterans of Foreign Wars, American Federation of Labor , State Grange of California 
and Native Sons of the Golden West. In 1925 the American Legi on in National Conven-
tion strongly opposed statehood. (Ref. b) 

There are in Hawaii today over 100,000 inéligibles, now ba rred from migration 
to the mainland (Filipinos and alien first generation Ja panese and Chinese) who would 
be free to settle in any one of the mainland states if a nd when Hawaii were granted 
statehood. 

It is asserted that Hawaii, as the nation's western outpost , remote from the 
mainland, should be safeguarded against possibility of d isaffection. Its population 
is 68/i Asiatic and 38^ Japanese. Japanese now hold the balance of political power. 
They will in a comparatively short time control absol utely. While American born 
Japanese who have renounced Japanese citizenship may de sire to be loyal Amerioans, 
not many could oppose the interests of Japan if there be t rouble with that nation. 

Under Japan's now nationality law all Japanese born in Hawa ii after December 1, 
1924, lose Japanese citizenship automatically at birth; b ut 45% of that number have 
been reinstated as Japanese citizens by registration at the Japanese Consulate. Of 
those born prior to the date named only a small minority have availed themselves of 
the right to divest themselves of Japanese nationality. Th e remainder, of their own 
volition, are subject to Japan's orders in peace and in war . (Ref. d) 

Over  90f 0 of the young Japanese who are American citizens are compel led to 
attend the Japanese language schools where they arc, ta ught loyalty to the Mikado by 
Japanese teachers, two-thirds of whom" are alien Japanes e Shintoists, while the re-
mainder are Japanese of American birth who were instru cted by those Shintoists. 
(Ref. e) It has been publicly charged and not yet denied th at Departments of the 
Japanese Government have announced a plan to distribute in Hawaii's Japanese language 
schools propaganda concerning "Japan's national defen se policy" (Ref. f) and have 
succeeded in introducing into Hawaiian public schools  ,  wjth the aid of the Institute 
of Pacific Relations and endorsement of the Territorial Ed ucation Commissioners, a 
text book on Japan concealing or misstating "the facts "which American citizens should 
k n o w . — See charges filed with the Commissioners of Educat ion of Hawaii, December 
11, 1934, (suppressed); request to Hawaiian Legislatu re, March 27, 1935, for investi-
gation, (pigeonholed); and statement, with exhibits, fil ed with the California State 
Superintendent of Public Instruction, June 21, 1935, (o pen to inspection). (Réf. g) 

REFERENCES: (a) C.J.I.C. #270; (b) Hearing, Sen. Com. Immig., March, 1924, p. 139; 
(c) C.J.I.C. #423; (d) Honolulu Advertiser, October 13, 19 35; (e) C.J.I.C. #425; 
(f) C.J.I.C. #414; (g) Sacramento Bee, June 21, 1935; C.J.I .C. #426. 

#432 - 12-9-35 
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MEXICAN INDIANS DENIED' NATURALIZATION 

A Bar to Further Immigration 

The U. S. Federal Court at Buffalo, N.Y., John Knight, Ju dge, 
has declared Mexican Indians ineligible to American natu ralization and there-
fore inadmissible as immigrants. It held, in a decision r endered December 11, 
1935, that they are not included in any of the three cate gories fixed by the 
naturalization law,tc-wit:—"Aliens being free white per sons, and aliens of 
African nativity, and persons of African descent". The co urt also held that 
the Rodriguez decision rendered in Texas in 1897, that M exicans are white and 
eligible to citizenship, "was not consistent with later d ecisions of the U.S. 
Supreme Court", 

The decision of the Buffalo Federal Court is an important one 
because of its effect on our existing relations with Mexi co, 40% or more of 
whose population is Indian. The Immigration Restrictio n Act of 1924 permitted 
the entrance as immigrants without quota of all citizens of countries of the 
Western Hemisphere not otherwise ineligible. Under tha t provision for several 
yeers between 100,000 and 200,000 Mexican immigrants entered the United States 
annually, legally and illegally. Indians were admitted by the immigration 
authorities without question because of the order of S ecretary of Labor J, J. 
Davis declaring all Mexicans, regardless of race, eligib le to American natural-
ization. 

That order was protested by the California Joint Immigrat ion 
Committee to Secretary Davis and to his successor Secre tary Doak as in conflict 
with the rule laid down by the U. S. Supreme Court in the ca ses of Ozawa 
(Japanese), 1922, end Thind (high class Hindu), 1923, to the effect that mem-
bers of the yellow and brown races are not "white persons" within t he meaning 
of the law. That rule, it was claimed, indicated clearly a similar classifi-
cation for members of the Indian or red race. The protest w as supported by a 
clear cut opinion from State Attorney General U. S. Webb of C alifornia. A 
request for a test case in the matter was denied by both Secretaries. 

The Joint Committee protest and Attorney General Web b's 
opinion were made part of the record in the Buffalo case . The census of 1930 
showed over 360,000 Mexican population in California, m ost of which had been 
admitted since 1924 and under the Davis order. 

#434 
12-24-35 
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In June, 1935, Vierling Kersey, Supt. of Public Instructio n of California, made 
public facts concerning a text book on Japan, then in us e in the public schools of 
Honolulu and which was'under consideration by the Lincol n Teachers College, Columbia 
University for use in high schools of continental Unite d States (a). It was charged 
before the Legislature of Hawaii that the""book was an ins trument of Japanese propagan-
da compiled and published under joint auspices of the Soci ety of Cultural Relations of 
Japan, the Institute of Pacific Relations, and'the Depar tment of Education of the Ter-
ritory, in the belief that "if proper' propaganda is syst ematically carried out in the 
schools the American children will become strong friends " of Japan"  (b) .  * * * Despite 
authoritative statements in July that the 'book would be e ntirely rewritten and mistakes 
if any, corrected, new protests made in Hawaii in December declare that use of the book 
has increased (c). 

Supt. Kersey has received from the California Joint Immig ration Committee an anal-
ysis of certain portions of the book substantiating th e charges made (d). It is poin-
ted out therein that Chapter V, purporting to give in b rief a reliable sketch of the 
policies, activities and international relations of Jap an during the present century is 
evasive or misleading as to most of the important occurre nces. * * * The conquest of 
Manchuria, creation of the puppet state of Manchukuo, sieg e of Shanghai and occupation 
of various districts of Northern China are supposed to b e sufficiently covered for the 
information of inquiring American students by the foll owing  paragraph:- - " D u r i n g the 
World War and afterwards Japan played a part in China utte rly different than anything 
previously known. Japan entered actively into the inte rnal affairs of that great and 
disorganized country, imposing the 21 demands in 1915, a nd beginning an economic pene-
tration of the country by lending money and establishing f actories." * * * Korea, 
which was annexed in violation of treaty obligations, re ceives only two brief mentions, 
one in connection with the request for two new Army Divi sions "to maintain order in 
Korea"  ,  and another in regard to "the cost of maintaining order i n a hostile dependency 
such as Korea". * * * The Nine Power Treaty is dismissed wi th the statement that "this 
treaty dealt with maintaining the territorial integri ty of China and Open Door trade 
relations with China". * * * The Chapter closes with the s tatement that "this brief 
survey . . . may serve to indicate the growing complexit y of the problems of contempo-
rary Japan and their international significance". 

In Chapter V, and also at pp. 129 and 150, are statements co ncerning Japanese immi-
ion to the United States and the "Gentlemen's Agreeme nt", which the Joint Committer 

declares "are so much at variance with the records of the facts, accessible to anyone» 
as to disoredit the entire book". The text book states that the Gentlemen's Agreement 
provided for entrance of 200 Japanese annually; that the A greement was scrupulously^kep 
by Japan; and that the law of 1924, excluding all aliens ine ligible to citizenship,"was 
one of the most unjustifiable and unfortunate pieces o f legislation imaginable". In 
refutation of those statements it is pointed out on the p ublished authority of Pres. 
Theodore Roosevelt, under whose direction the Gentle men's Agreement was made, that (l) 
the Agreement did not permit the entrance of any number o f Japanese immigrants per year 
(2) that it was made for the agreed purpose of excludin g Japanese immigration; (3) tha-
to save Japan's "face", instead of cassing an exclusion  act, as in the case of Chinese 
immigration, the object was to be secured by Japan so limi ting her passports as to ex-
clude all Japanese laborers and to prevent increase of  Japanese population in continen-
tal United States; (4) that if the plan failed to accom plish those purposes it was to b 
replaced by an exclusion act (e). 

Official records show that the terms of the Agreement we re not complied with. Thou-
sands of male laborers were sent over with passports; they were detained at ports of 
entry, but released under habeas corpus by Federal Courts,  which disclaimed jurisdictioi 
the Agreement being neither lav/ nor treaty; the male la borers were followed by thousand; 
of picture and kankodan brides, nearly all of whom cam e to labor in the fields and inci-
dentally to increase the population by births. California 's protests were unheeded un-
til 1924, when under a nationwide demand, Congress was for ced to substitute for the 
Agreement a general lav/ excluding all aliens ineligib le to citizenship--the only one of 
five plans proposed which would accomplish, without di scrimination, the agreed purpose 

of'the Agreement (f) . 

References: (a) Sacramento Bee, 6 - 2 1 - 5 ( b ) Japan Times &  Mail of Tokyo, 12-4-3  4; 

Protest to Comnrs.. of Education, 12-11-34; C.J.I.C. #41 4, #432. (d) Letter C.J.I.C., 
1-1V-3G. (e) T. Roosevelt's Autobiog. ,pp. 411-414; h is telegram to Calif. Legisl., 
2-9-09; Hearing Mar. 1924, Senate Irnmig. Com.; House Doc . #600, Feb. 1925; House Imgn. 
Com. Rept. 3-24-24. (c) Interview R.G. Pratt, N.Y. Times 7-14-35; Supt. Oren Long let-
ter to  C . J. I.C .,  7-12-35  .  •  (#438 - 1-20-36) 
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Released  4 /13/37 
JAPANESE RESIDENTS OPPOSE "ANTI-ALIENISM" 

A large portion of the Japanese population of Califor nia, including both 
aliens and American born citizens, is united in open oppo sition to bills now under 
consideration by the State Legislature, which it terms " anti-alien bills". That 
condition is evidenced by official declaration and action of the Japanese American 
Citizens League, which includes perhaps a majority of the  American born Japanese 
on the Coast (nisei) who are of age, and which is maintain ed for the declared pur-
pose of fitting its membership for fulfillment of duti es as American citizens. 
The condition is further evidenced by comment in the ver nacular press which is 
owned and controlled, as a rule, by the issei (alien Japane se residents). 

In "The Pacific Citizen" (official organ of the J.A.C.L .) for March, 1937, 
and also in the Japanese newspapers, is recorded the act ion of the Southern Cali-
fornia District J.A.C.L. at a meeting March 13th, in lau nching a campaign to raise 
$2,000, to be used in conjunction with funds raised i n other portions of the state, 
to defeat the bills objected to. Included in that category are measures to put a 
stop to further violation of the alien land law; to licen se foreign language 
schools and prevent teaching therein of loyalty to for eign countries or disloyalty 
to the United States; to forbid commercial sea fishing by aliens, as has been the 
law for 12 or 15 years in Oregon and Washington, 

In an editorial in the same March issue "The Pacific C itizen" explains that 
the opposition of the American citizens of Japanese pare ntage to what it terms 
"anti-alienism" is based on the fact that the average a ge of the nisei in. Cali-
fornia is 15 years, that they are dependent on their alien el ders for support, and 
that laws now in force or proposed "which would limit the economic activities" of 
those elders would "impair the welfare of the young". It concludes that "one can-
not remain indifferent under such realities." 

One Japanese who signs himself "A puzzled Nisei of Berke ley," calls atten-
tion in a published letter, to the inconsistency of seco nd generation Japanese, 
claiming and enjoying the rights of American citizensh ip, and of an organization 
pledged to train its members for performance of the du ties of that citizenship, in 
demanding from a State Legislature that the laws be so dr awn or so changed as to 
further the interests of resident aliens rather than the needs and welfare of the 
nation. He had in mind apparently what would happen in Ja pan if resident Americans 
there were to make similar demands on the Japanese Diet and to publicly solicit 
funds to accomplish the purpose. 

#486 



Chas. M. Goethe 
Imm. Study Com. 

James K. Fisk (Ch.) 
American Legion 

CALIFORNIA JOINT IMMIGRATION COMMITTEE 
Edw. D. Vandeleur 
State Fed. of Labor 

85 Second Street 
San Francisco, Calif. 

GArfield 2697 

Hon. U. S. Webb 
State Atty. Gen 

John T. Regan 
N. S. G. W. 

V. S. McClatchy 
(Exec. Secy.) 

Released 
4-15-37 JAPAN WILL FORGIVE US IF QUOTA BE GRANTED 

Official acts and public announcements indicate that Jap an has already inaugu-
rated a general campaign to force the United States to admi t alien Japanese as 
immigrants by grant of quota. 

Dome i (the Japanese news association) reports in the vern acular Japanese news-
papers that in the Japanese House of Representatives on  March 23rd, Nakamura, a 
member thereof, who has made a study of the immigration q uestion on several occa-
sions when in the United States, asked if the government  intends to do anything 
about the "humiliating" exclusion act which still rem ains on the statute books of 
the United States. He said, "Does the government intend to open negotiations for 
the repeal of the exclusion act?" Foreign Minister Naot ake Sato avoided direct 
commitment in his reply, but stated that he understands American opinion is growing 
in favor of settlement of the question and that the matter is now before the Amer-
ican Congress, but that Japan "has no definite intention to open the issue at the 
moment, however, pending a more auspicious time". 

That the "auspicious time" is already here is clearly ind icated by the arrival 
in San Francisco on March 25th of Ken Sato, internationa l editor of the Osaka 
Mainichi and the Tokyo Nichi Nichi, the two leading newsp apers of Japan, on an 
important mission which will consume three or four month s. Mr. Sato, in an inter-
view in the Honolulu Advertiser, March 10th, stated th at his mission is to explain 
to "American editors, Congressmen and the President. . . the injustice of the law 
[the immigration restriction measure of 1924 excluding aliens ineligible to citi-
zenship]  ,  the humiliation it heaps upon us ¡the Japanese nation] , the international 
ill will it has created". He said further, "All we ask is  that the United States 
nullify this obnoxious law. . . the one great barrier to per fect harmony between 
the two nations and undisturbed peace in the Pacific thru time eternal". He prom-
ised that "when the law is repealed and Japan is placed  on an equality with other 
peoples all will be forgiven and we will forever regar d America as our friend". 

Japan's representative at the recent meeting of the "raw materials" committee 
of the League of Nations at Geneva made formal demand for t he right of colonization 
for Japan's crowded population in countries of less dense  population and rich in 
natural resources. Several American organizations and groups are cooperating with 
Japan in her present demand, among them the Federal Co uncil of the Churches of 
Christ in America thru affiliated organizations, and the National Council for the 
Prevention of War. 

In California the Japanese, both alien and American bo rn, are urging opening 
of the gates to alien relatives and naturalization of J apanese aliens already here, 
and announce the raising of a fund to defeat Legislative b ills designed to prevent 
further violation of the state's alien land laws. 

A similar campaign, inaugurated in 1930, and marked by the determined fight of 
the California Council on Oriental Relations to reverse pu blic opinion in Cali-
fornia, culminated in 1933 in a plea to the President's  Cabinet Committee on Revi-
sion of the Nationality Laws to recommend to Congress the g rant of quota to Japan. 
The report of that Committee, ready in early 1936, though not then presented, con-
tained no mention of the subject; the entire Congressiona l Delegations of Califor-
nia, Washington and Oregon, some months before the 1934 e lection, in a letter to 
President Roosevelt, declared themselves "vigorously opposed" to any modification 
of the exclusion law; and, in consequence, there was no me ntion of the subject, in 
committee or on the floor in either House of Congress d uring the sessions of 1934, 
1935 and 1936; while proponents of quota found it useles s to suggest to the Cali-
fornia Legislature in 193land 1933reconsideration of the resolution unanimously 
adopted by that body in opposition to repeal or modifi cation of the exclusion act. 

#487 



Even college professors and men in public life, regardles s of position, 
ability or reputation, may err when, without intimate kno wledge of the 
law and the facts  ,  they offer advice or venture opinion in connection 
with the complicated subject of Asiatic immigration and Ja panese quota. 

Careful reading of C.J.I.C. Document #390, attached heret o, "Restriction 
of Asiatic Immigration Under Past and Present Exclusion La ws and Proposed 
Quota", briefed in 500 words, will correct some of the mist aken impressions 
most frequently entertained. 

Extra copies of the document may be had by addressing the  California Joint 
Immigration Committee, 85 Second Street, San Francisco, and references 
supporting any questioned point will be furnished on re quest. 

#393 
4-23-34 



m J A M E S K . F I S K 

D E P T . A D J . A M E R I C A N L E G I O N 

( C H A I R M A N ) 

P A U L S C H A R R E N B E R G 

SEC..TREAS. STATE FED. OF LABOR 

J O H N T . R E G A N 

GRAND SECY NATIVE SONS 
OF THE GOLDEN WEST 

California Joint Immigration Committee 
85 SECOND STREET 

PHONB GARPIELD 2697 

San Francisco, Cal. 

C H A R L E S M . G O E T H E 

P R E S . I M M I G R A T I O N S T U D Y C O M ' 

( T R E A S U R E R ) 

H O N . U . S . W E B B 

STATE ATTORNEY GENERAL 

V . S . M c C L A T C H Y 

(EXECUTIVE SECRETARY) 

RESTRICTION OF ASIATIC IMMIGRATION 
Under Past and Present Exclusion Laws and Proposed Quota 

When Congress took up consideration of the immigration question in 1924, immigra-
tion from Asia was restricted as follows:--(1) by the Chine se Exclusion Act which, 
vith modifications, had excluded the Chinese since 1882;  (2) by the Act of 1917 ex-
cluding indigenous or colored races of the "Barred Z one", including India, Malaysia, 
the Dutch East Indies; Siam and certain sections of the As iatic continent; (3) by the 
Gentlemen's Agreement to exclude Japanese, which became o perative July 1, 1908. The 
first two had accomplished their declared purpose. The third failed, its two-fold pur-
pose of excluding laborers and presenting increase of Ja panese population in continen-
tal United States (as outlined by President Theodore Roo sevelt) being defeated thru 
violations which the immigration officers could not prev ent. The courts in many 
habeas corpus proceedings declared that the Agreement, be ing neither law nor treaty, 
could not be enforced or violations punished thru court acti on. 

WHAT. EXCLUSION OF INELIGIBLES ACCOMPLISHED 
To remedy that situation the exclusion of all aliens inelig ible to citizenship was 

demanded under a uniform law by various organizations and i nterests. Sec. 13 (c) of 
the 1924 Act was framed to carry out that plan. It automatic ally abrogated the Gen-
tlemen's Agreement and nullified treaties and laws so  far as in conflict. Congress, 
however, failed to repeal the two exclusion laws coverin g China and the Barred Zone 
respectively, declaring instead (Sec. 25) that the provis ions of the Act are in addi-
tion to and not in substitution for the provisions of th e immigration laws already in 
force; and that no alien may be admitted as an immigrant if he be barred either by 
the Act of 1924, or by immigration laws then in force. I n consequence, since 1924, 
immigration from Japan has been regulated solely by the 1924 Act, while that from 
certain other  port ions  of Asia has been regulated partly by that act and pa rtly by 
the laws already in force. 

PRESENT IMMIGRATION FROM JAPAN 
The 1924 Act recognizes two classes of immigrants, "quota " and "non-quota". Jap-

an at present is not entitled to any "quota" immigrants f or its natives of Japanese 
race. It has a courtesy quota of 100 for natives of races e ligible to our citizen-
ship, Japan's "non-quota" immigrants are restricted u nder Sec. 13 (c) to:--(l) a 
former immigrant returning from a temporary visit abroad;  (2) a minister of any denom-
ination or college professor with wife and minor unmarri ed children; (3) a student 
coming for temporary stay. As the law is rigidly enforc ed, the average of 632 Japan-
ese immigrants admitted annually since 1924, accordin g to the Immigration Bureau re-
ports, must have been confined to the three classes name d. A number of other Japanese 
were admitted for temporary re9idence and not classe d as immigrants under Sec. 3, in-
cluding government officials with servants and employee s, tourists and visitors, sea-
men awaiting trans-shipment, merchants carrying on trade under existing treaties. 

WHAT GRANT OF QUOTA WOULD DO 
It has been asserted that grant of formal quota to Japan would reduce the average 

Japanese annual immigration from 632 to exactly 185. That  is a mistake. Japan would 
be entitled thereby to 185 "quota" immigrants, but also t o such "non-quota" immigrants, 
whether 632, or more or less, as could enter under Sec. 4,  (b),  (d) ,  (e). In addition, 
the attendant cancellation of Sec. 13 (c) would open the gat es to many other non-quota 
immigrants under Sec. 4 (a) and (c), including alien Jap anese wives (threatening an-
other picture bride flood) and all Japanese born in free st ates of the Western Hemis-
phere, whether coming from Japan or any other country. Jap anese natives of all quota 
countries could also qualify for admission under the re spective quota limitations of 
such countries. The present annual Japanese immigration  would be swelled probably to 
a few thousand. Illegal entry will continue regardless o f quota, if the administration 
is tolerant and Congress fails to provide adequate appr opriation and machinery for 
apprehension and deportation. 

In repealing Sec. 13 (c), as would be necessary even if quota were granted to Japan 
alone, complications would ensue as to immigration fro m other parts of Asia. For in-
stance, admission would be granted to any member of the c olored races in the Barred 
.'one now barred by Sec. 13 (c) excepting Chinese resident in the Zone who would still 
Le subject to the Chinese exclusion law. 

If quota were granted to other Asiatic races as well as t o the Japanese, it is 
probable that both the Chinese exclusion act and the Bar red Zone provisions, of the 
.¡917 Act would be repealed, in which event we would be subject to a flood of immi-
grants from all the colored races of Asia similar to the f lood of Japanese which we 
irould face, as explained above. 
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WHY DENY IMMIGRATION QUOTA TO JAPAN? 

In order to avoid recurrence of the serious conditions exis ting in California 
orior to the enactment of Section 13 (c) of the 1924 immigr ation restriction act 
excluding aliens ineligible to citizenship as permanent i mmigrants to the Unitea 
States it is imperative that the young men and women of th is state, unfamiliar with 
conditions then existing, fully inform themselves as to th e actual facts upon which 
passage of that law was based. 

Many individuals and organizations interested in evengeli zation, trade, world 
peace, etc., are attempting to obtain Japan's good will by  seconding her efforts to 
effect repeal of the exclusion provision. Propaganda desi gned to develop a friendly 
attitude toward Japan, misleading in character when not di storting the truth, has 
been disseminated thru the public press, in a text book use d in the schools oi Hawaii 
and otherwise, by those agencies. An attempt is now being made to introduce courses 
in Pacific Relations and Japanese Culture into public sch ools of California under a 
plan formulated in Japan (C.J.I.C. Doc. #414), and the Ca lifornia Joint Immigration 
Committee has sent two formal protests to the California Superintendent of Public 
Education concerning text books containing misleading Jap anese propaganda. 

In order to obtain a knowledge of the facts and conditions t hat resulted in en-
aotment of the exclusion measure, as well as of development s since its adoption in 
1924, it is suggested that reference be had to numerous a vailable records, including 
the hearings of the two Immigration Committees of Congres s, 1919 to 1924; "Californ:, 
and the Oriental", report of the State Board of Control of  California, 1920; 
"Japanese Exclusion - A Study of the Policy and the Law", J. B. Trevor, House Doc. 
#600, 1925; documents and records of the California Join t Immigration Committee;^ana 
"Quota or Exclusion for Japanese Immigrants?"—the report o f a year's investigation 
made in 1932 by the Commonwealth Club of California at San Fr ancisco, and covering 
fully both sides of the question. 

Exclusion of Asiatics is in conformity with the princip les enunciated by the 
founders of this nation who sought to establish a homogene ous citizenry. Under the 
naturalization law of 1790 only "free white persons" were e ligible to become natural-
ized; and later one exception was made, namely grant of citizenship to persons of 
African nativity and descent. Chinese were excluded in 188 2; Hindus and other spe-
cified Asiatics were excluded under the Barred Zone Act o f 1917. These measures 
were successful in excluding those proscribed by it. The Gen tlemen's Agreement of̂  
1908 was made for the express purpose of checking increase o f Japanese population in 
continental United States. Following the failure of the Ag reement and adoption of 
the 1911 Treaty of Navigation and Commerce with Japan, it w as found necessary to 
enact the much controverted Asiatic exclusion provisio n of the immigration act of 
1924. Five plans were under consideration at that time, but the law adopted was the 
only one which safeguarded the interests of this country wh ile giving least cause 
for offense. That the Gentlemen's Agreement failed in its pu rpose is indicated by 
the faot that Japanese population in continental United S tates increased from approx-
imately 50,000 in 1906 to 150,000 in 1920; and of that nu mber approximately two-
thirds resided in California. 



Conditions of race, language, culture, devotion to the Mikado as head of Japan-
ese religion, dual loyalty, lower standards of living, acqu isition of a large por-
tion of desirable farming l̂ nds in California's agricult ural counties, Japanese 
language schools, and similar conditions led to many racial  controversies: enactment 
of the California alien land act of 1913 provoked diploma tic controversies between 
the United States and Japan* 

Today of over 100,000 Japanese born in Hawaii, two-thir ds retain dual citizen-
ship. Of" 15,317 registered Japanese voters., all but 5 ,76 8 voluntarily remain sub-
ject to Japan's orders in peace and in war. Similar conditi ons no doubt exist in 
California, but statistics are not available. Efforts ar a being made by the Japanese 
community here to brin^ back to this country American-bo rn Japanese sent to Japan 
in early" childhood for education there, known as the Ki bei Snimin, estimated to 
approximate 50,000 in n.imber  .  Members of this group are aliens in  every  particular 
except in the right to American citizenship. Those who are p romoting this movement 
desire that these Kibei Shimin help in retaining control o f the fruit and vegetable 
growing and marketing established by the Japanese in this st ate, particularly in the 
southern portion thereof. 

Contrary to statements made by advocates of quota that fewe r Japanese would come 
in under quota than come at present, the fact is that more wou ld enter. Today prac-
tically all Asiatics with the exception of "laborers" m ay enter this country and 
remain for stated periods, including visitors, students, m embers of' professions, min-
isters, members of the diplomatic corps with their servants and families, all being 
non-quota immigrants. If quota were granted,each Asiati c country would have a mini-
mum annual quota of  LOO,  the total of which would, be a considerable  n u m b e r .  (Each 
Asiatic country now has a minimum quota of 100 for members o f eligible races who 
are resident there.) Every American-born Asiatic could import a wife born in Asia, 
who would rear her family to Oriental numbers and standard s, ¿nd the non-quota 
immigrants would continue to come in, as at present. 

Significant indeed is the fact that while advocates of a quo ta for Asiatics are 
insisting that this country let down the only effective per manent barrier against an 
influx of Asiatic immigration, Japan, under Imperial Ordin ance 352 excludes not only 
her own Korean subjects, but also Chinese laborers, and fo r one of the major reasons 
that this country has seen fit to exclude unassimilable a liens ineligible to citizen-
ship, namely inability to compete with those having lowe r standards of living and 
willing to work long hours and under adverse conditio ns. 

Brazil, with a population composed approximately of 80^ c olored persons, has 
found it necessary to limit immigration of Japanese by ad option of a  2% quota law. 
Even this has not proven satisfactory, many more Japane se coming in than called, for 
under quota, and other restrictive measures are being so ught. New Zealand, Australia 
and. Canada have taken measures to protect themselves against Oriental peaceful pen-
etration and have been so firm about enforcing those measur es that Japan no longer 
protests "hurt feelings". 

It is well to consider our neighbor, but it is of prime import ance that consider-
ation be given to the welfare of our own state and nation . Japan repeatedly demands 
racial equality and the right of migration of her subjects t o sparsely settled 
nations, but the welfare of "che people of the United State s will not be enhanced by 
development in this country of alien, unassimilable grou ps, whose language, culture 
and aspirations are so at variance with our own. 

#465 
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HAWAIIAN STATEHOOD 
and 

DUAL CITIZENSHIP 

At the general election on November 5th, the citizens of th e 
Territory of Hawaii indicated by a two to one vote that the y desire statehood. 
This does not mean that Congress will grant statehood—i t only means that the 
citizens themselves, a majority of whom are of Oriental ex traction, believe 
that Hawaii should be a state, with the right to elect thos e who govern it. 

A most interesting phase of that election was the approval b y 
the electorate of the Republican candidate for the Terri torial Senate", Sanji 
Abe. During the entire campaign and up to November 2nd, Abe w as a citizen of 
both the United States and  Japan 1  He v/as only expatriatecTthree days before 
election, when his papers wero "rushed from Tokyo  I 

When the Territory of Hawaii will elect to its highest legi sla-
tive body a man who had the temerity bo seek and accept the no mination 
for office while still owing allegiance to Japan, the que stion may well be 
asked, "Is Hawaii ready for the responsibilities of Stateho od?". 

Hawaii is this country*s most important fortification. Ov er 
one-third of its voters are of Japanese ancestry, and cf th ese about  60%  have 
dual citizenship—are citizens of Japan as well as of the Unit ed States, end 
are subject to militcry duty in Japan. The safety and wel fare of the one hun-
dred and thirty million Americans in the whole nation must not be jeopardized 
by turning over the government of its most important mili tary outpost'to a 
majority of Asiatic descent whose allegiance is largely d ivided. 

042 

November 14, 1940 
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HAWAIIAN TROUBLES COME TO MAINLAND 

Propaganda in Public Schools 

In the office of Vierling Kersey, State Superintendent of Public Instruc-
tion, at Sacramento, is a copy of a text book on Japan now  in use in the public 
schools of Honolulu and urged by its authors for use in  the public schools of Cali-
fornia and other mainland states. Accompanying the boo k is a statement with exhi-
bits from the California Joint Immigration Committee in su pport of the charge origi-
nally made before the Hawaiian Legislature, that the  book misrepresents, in the inter-
est of Japan, certain historical facts and available offic ial records in matters of 
material concern to the United States. The book was prep ared and issued under joint 
sponsorship of the Society of Cultural Relations of Jap an, the Institute of Pacific 
Relations and 'the Hawaiian Commissioners of Education. 

Superintendent Kersey called attention of local school  authorities in Cali-
fornia to the matter. As a result he has been asked to inv estigate special school 
courses in two California cities which, it is charged, may b e used to similarly de-
ceive the American students. 

The Hawaiian book makes various statements as to the "Gen tlemen*s Agreement", 
its purpose and operation, including the claim that it a uthorized the entrance of 200 
Japanese immigrants annually, which are criticized as  at rariance with the records. 
The Joint Committee's document offers also the followin g analysis of Chapter V of the 
book: 

In Chapter V, which purports to present a brief sketch of the policies, 
activities and international relations of Japan during the present century, the 
conquest of Manchuria, creation of the puppet state of Ma nchukuo, siege of 
Shanghai and occupation of various districts of Norther n China are supposed to 
be sufficiently covered for the information of inquirin g American students by 
the following paragraph:--"During the World War and after wards Japan played a 
part in China utterly different than anything previousl y known. Japan entered 
actively into the internal affairs of that great and diso rganized country, impos-
ing the 21 demands in 1915, and beginning an economic pen etration of the country 
by lending money and establishing factories." Korea, w hich was annexed in vio-
lation of treaty obligations, receives only two brief men tions, one in connec-
tion with the request for two new Army Divisions "to ma intain order in Korea", 
and another in regard to "the cost of maintaining order in a hostile dependency 
such as Korea". Japan's action under the Nine Power Treaty  is dismissed with 
the statement that "this treaty dealt with maintaining  the territorial integrity 
of China arid Open Door trade relations with China". The C hapter closes with the 

.  statement that "this brief survey . . . may serve to indi cate the growing com-
plexity of the problems of contemporary Japan and their i nternational significant. 
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"may be widely available to American schools". Evidence of t hat policy has already 
been noted in certain California cities. 

The California Joint Immigration Committee, when it learn ed that the 
promoters planned to introduce the book into schools of Ca lifornia and other states , 
called attention to the established facts as contrasted w ith the authors' version in 
•Jertain important matters, suggesting that the showing ju stifies doubt as to the 
-uthors* reliability in other matters. The position of the Joint Committee is indi-
cated in its statement, June 21st, as follows: 

None will criticize the claim made that knowledge on the par t of 
each nation facing the Pacific of the character, condition s, and aspira-
tions of other nations thereon is a necessary foundatio n for mutual under-
standing and the promotion of permanent peace on the Pacific . It is our 
contention, however, that textbooks used in the public sch ools and relied 
upon for such information should not be prepared by, or und er direction of, 
foreign propagandists, even with the aid or approval of Am erican interests, 
organizations or individuals; and further, that such book s, no matter by 
whom prepared, should so present authenticated facts as to assist an intel-
ligent reader in reaching fair conclusions. 

Mr. Long, in a letter to the Joint Committee, July 21, 1935, quoted 
the paragraph above and said: "I am certain I can speak fo r the Commissioners of 
Public Instruction when I state that the above paragraph states the viewpoint of 
this department, * * * * To be effective, however, any inst ruction in this field 
must be entirely free from propaganda," The continued use of the text book in 
Hawaii throughout the year 1935 does not accord with the principle thus enunciated. 

If the facts are as shown by documentary evidence, the inter ests of 
state and nation, the Joint Committee believes, forbid th e use of this book in 
public school curricula. Nor should any necessary revi sion thereof or preparation 
of other similar text books be entrusted to agencies respons ible for introduction of 
the present book, nor to the authors who, after disproof o f the statements therein, 
reiterate conclusions and criticism which have no foundat ion save such misstatements. 
(See interview Helen Gay Pratt, New York Times, July 14, 19 35.) 

Hawaiian public opinion apparently supported the authorit ies of the 
Territory in the policy of continuing use of this book th rough 1935, notwithstanding 
protests and evidence submitted therewith and the abs ence of answer or denial. That 
may have been due to lack of knowledge of the facts or to  racial conditions and influ-
ences v/hich exist in the Territory. But, regardless of othe r agencies involved, 
responsibility for the situation created rests with Haw aii, her constituted authori-
ties and her citizens. California and other states shoul d not be expected to acqui-
esce, even to.citly, in policy and acts so manifestly in jurious to the interests of 
state and nation. 

I feel sure no issue will be raised between us on the points thus 
outlined in friendly spirit» 

With personal regards, 

Sincerely, 

V. S. McClatchy, Exec. Secy. 
California Joint Immigration Committee 

VSM.FP 
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March 14, 1936 

Commander Walter F. Lafrenz, U.S.N., Chairman, 
Sub-section on Asia House, International Relations Sec tion, 
Commonwealth Club of California, 
San Francisco, California, 

Dear Sir: 

It is noted that at the meeting of the Sub-section, Februa ry 19, Edward C. 
Carter, Secretary General, Institute of Pacific Relation s, and Frederick F. Field, 
Secretary, American Council of the same organization , e xplained the plans of the 
Institute for introducing into 152 high schools of Cal ifornia and into the public 
schools of other states certain courses on Pacific Relat ions and Japanese Culture. 

Because of the importance of the subject, there are of fered herewith for 
information of the Sub-section, in the shape of documents and references, certain 
necessary details, which, it is inferred, the speakers did not cover. The plan is 
undertaken jointly under mutual understanding betwee n the I.P.R. and the Society of 
International Cultural Relations of Japan, and assumes c ooperation of educational 
authorities in the United States. In the Japan Times and M ail, January 1, 1936, 
Count Kabayama, Chairman of the Board of Directors of t he Society named, explains 
Japan's desires in the matter, and stresses the import ance of receiving favorable con-
sideration therefor in our institutions of learning whi ch he regards as the real cen-
ters of American culture. 

The general plan of collaboration is indicated in an ite m in the December 4, 
1934, issue of the Japan Times and Mail of Tokyo ("Engli sh language voice of the 
Foreign Office of Japan"), reproduced in C.J.I.C. Doc. # 409 attached. It is covered 
more fully in report of a meeting of departmental heads o f the Japanese Government 
held on November 21, 1934, as stated in a protest to the Ha waiian Commissioners of 
Education, December 11, 1934, (C.J.I.C. Doc, #414 attac hed). 

A practical demonstration of what is intended to be taught Am erican students 
under the plan is found in the text book on Japan which w as in use, notwithstanding 
repeated protests, in certain public schools of Hawaii thro ughout the year 1935, and 
which was personally urged by its co-author for general  use in public schools of the 
mainland. A general idea thereof may be had by reading the at tached copy of a letter 
to the Editor of the Honolulu Star Bulletin, March 11, 19 36, and C.J.I.C, Does, #438 
and #443. Copy of #438 was mailed recently to more than 20 0 members of the American 
Council, I.P.R.. 

Copy of the book itself, together with statements and exh ibits explaining 
fully the charges made were deposited with Vierling Kerse y, Superintendent of Public 
Instruction of California at Sacramento, on June 21, 19 35, and January 15 and 31, 
1936, and duplicates thereof are in the office of the Ba y region Group, I.P.R. at San 
Francisco. 

Respectfully, 

California Joint Immigration Committee 
VSM.FP 
cc Members Sub-Section 
cc Governos C.C.C, 

V, S. McClatchy, Exec. £©cy 
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Exh. B 

M n  ,, „  T T .  Honolulu, Oahu, T. H. Mr. George M. Collins, 
Chairman, School Commissioners, December 11, 19o4. 

2862 Kahawai St., 

Honolulu, T. H. (COPY) 

Dear Mr. Collins: 
We have been informed that the Departmental Conference o f the Japanese Government on 
the 21st of November last, have approved number of impo rtant projects concerning the 
promotion of Japanization of the Japanese and the America n public schools in Hawaii, 

The following department heads were present: 
1. Foreign Office 6. Promotion of International Cultural 
2. Education Department Relations Society 
3. Commerce Department 7. Prince Fushimi, Chief of the Ja panese 
4. Cultural Bureau Naval Supreme War Council; the 
5. Overseas Education Institution Founder of Hawaii's Prince Fishimi 

Scholarship Assn., incorporated in 
1924. 

I wish to call your attention to two projects which direc tly concerns with Hawaii's 
public school and the Japanese Language Schools. 

First: The Overseas Education Institution to publish educa tion material concern-
ing the vital national defense policy of Japan and tc distri bute the 
same to all Japanese schools in Hawaii and America. 

Second: Supply (free of charge) all the public schools of H awaii with reference 
books for teachers, reading material, portfolios conta ining Japanese 
pictorial and other graphic materials for schoolroom use a nd etc. 

In connection with the free distribution of Japanese text books and etc., Mr. Okada, 
the head of the Cultural Bureau and former Consul General o f Hawaii, stated "that all 
the necessary arrangements have been made with the Public In struction, also with the 
jarious Religious and Social leaders in Hawaii". 

1:1 r. Setsuechi Aoki, General Secretary of the Promotio n of International Cultural Rela-
tions Society, said, "For several years the school heads of  Hawaii and America with 
the aid of many more influential educators and missionar ies made a thorough survey of 
American textbooks for the Japanese Society. The survey r evealed that if proper prop-
aganda is ¡systematically carried out in the schools the Am erican children will become 
strong friends of Japan". 

Undoubtedly you are aware of the significance of such proj ects in Hawaii. "We are very 
î eply touched and concerned with the action of the Public I nstruction taking a hand 
aiding in spreading Japanese propaganda in Hawaii. We beli eve the resi;lt will be dis-
astrous to Americanization of the American citizens of Japa nese ancestry. 

nod knows they have enough contact with the things of Japan a nd the Yamato and Bushido 
Spirit in their homes and in the language schools. Why l et the Japanese government 
promote Japanism even in the Public Schools? 

I've are writing this letter with the spirit of cooperation and Al^ha and with the hope 
that you will call the attention of your fellow Commiss ioners. 

Yours to serve 

#414 We K. Lyhan 
C.J cI.C # Confidential Representative of 

The Sine-Korean People's League 



Mr, Samuel J. Hume, Executive Secretary of the Californi a 
Council on Oriental Relations, sent, under date of Februa ry 
27, 1934, to members of the Council and to others, copy of 
a letter, February 6th from B. H. Kizer, Chairman of the 
Washington Council on Oriental Relations to the Califor nia 
Joint Immigration Committee, He failed to accompany it wit h 
a copy of the reply thereto of February 16th. The omission 
is remedied in the attached copy, 

California Joint Immigration Committee 
3-9-34 
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Mr. B. H. Kizer, Chairman, 
Washington Council on Oriental Relations, 
Spokane, Washington, 

Dear Sir: 

Referring to your letter of February 6th: You evidently r esent on behalf of the 
Washington Council on Oriental Relations and its sponsor , the Spokane Chamber of 
Commerce, the tender by us of documents bearing on the propo sed admission of Asiatic 
immigration under quota at request of Japan; and our sugges tion that careful study 
thereof be made before committing the two organization s further in support of the 
quota cause. There is no occasion for that feeling. 

We do not criticize the action of the Spokane Chamber some ye ars ago in approving 
the quota plan, nor its recent action in organizing the Washington Council under 
urge of and representations made on behalf of the Californi a Council on Oriental 
Relations, 

Mr. Samuel Hume is a salaried advocate employed by the Cal ifornia Council for a 
specific purpose, and like other advocates generally, he selects his facts and 
dresses them so as to best serve the purpose. He is plausibl e and forceful in pre-
sentation, and is more or less successful in favorably im pressing those not intim-
ately familiar with the facts, and those who have forgott en what they learned ten 
years ago. He has been generally unsuccessful in securing approval before an un-
prejudiced jury in the face of competent opposition. 

Organizations no less intelligent and no less earnest than the Washington Council on 
Oriental Relations and the Spokane Chamber of Commerce have  endorsed Japanese quota 
in perfect good faith within the past few years, or have been f avorably impressed by 
Mr. Hume 1s address. Many of them, with later opportunity for study o f the facts, 
have withdrawn their support of quota and some have insist ed that the exclusion 
measure should not be repealed or modified. In our letter t o you of February 1st 
some of those organizations were mentioned. None of the m has resented the proffer 
by us of documents which would give them important infor mation not supplied by Mr. 
Hume. 

iou say Mr. Hume paid the members of the Spokane Chamber o f Commerce the compliment 
of supposing they have average intelligence and moderate acquaintance with the sub-
ject. We have paid them the greater compliment of assuming that they are not only 
intelligent and moderately familiar with the subject, but t hat they are sincerely 
desirous of knowing all the truth that they may base thereo n such decision and 
aotion as will best serve the interest of state and nation ; and that they are not 
afraid of facing any fact, whether offered by ally or op ponent, lest they be forced 
to recede from a decision already taken. 

The California Joint Immigration Committee has represente d for ten years past cer-
tain organizations in the interest of exclusion of alien s ineligible to citizenship. 
The committee presented the facts to Congress in 1924, and since passage of the law 
has been maintained as a source of information and to defe nd the law against attack. 
The committee welcomes criticism and suggestion; and it ha s carefully sifted and 
promptly answered any statement of facts or argument off ered in support of an open-
ing of the gates to Asiatics. 

Unless proof is offered to the contrary, this committee wil l assume that the Spokane 
Chamber of Commerce is equally desirous of knowing the tr uth; and that it will give 
careful consideration to statements, supported by refere nces and records, offered 
on behalf of responsible state and national organizatio ns, showing that the Chamber 
has been misinformed in the matter under consideration . 

Respectfully, 

California Joint Immigration Committee 

V. S. McClatchy, Exec. Secy. James K. Fiek, CJfairman 
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JAPANESE IMMIGRATION - QUOTA OR EXCLUSION 

The California Joint Immigration Committee answers the two leading 
Proponents of Quota 

The following statement answers seriatim the 15 points of a recent argu-
ment in favor of opening the immigration gates under quot a to Asiatics, sponsored 
jointly by the San Francisco Chamber of Commerce and the C alifornia Council on Ori-
ental Relations. This answer is made on behalf of the Califor nia Joint Immigration 
Committee, representing the California Department Americ an Legion, State Federation 
of Labor and the Native Sons of the Golden West, 

The references, "A", "B", "C", etc., indicate authoriti es and documents, 
listed on the last page hereof, which furnish corroborati on and further explanation 
of averments herein. 

Each point made in behalf of quota by its sponsors is quoted below, 
either verbatim or briefed, followed by the answer thereto, with references. 

No. 1. EXCLUSION OR RESTRICTION? 

Argument "The rigid restriction of Asiatics is of vital i mportance to 
the best interests of California." 

Answer-—Not "rigid restriction", but "absolute exclusi on" of Asiatics in 
the future is vital to California. The Gentlemen's Agree ment, announced as a plan 
for rigid restriction of Japanese immigration, was to be ca rried out by Japanese 
good faith instead of enforced by United States law. As n egotiated, it was to cover 
only immigration to continental United States, but Japan v oluntarily agreed it should 
apply also to Hawaii. Today over one-third of Hawaii's t otal population is Japan-
ese; over two-thirds is Asiatic. Hawaii, a United States Territory, is lost to the 
white race. Note later in this statement how the Gentl emen's Agreement has failed 
to accomplish its agreed purpose in continental United St ates. The only "rigid re-
striction" of Asiatic immigration which would be effectiv e under all possible future 
conditions is absolute exclusion for permanent settlers. (.See "A", pp. 3 to 51; "J"). 

No. 2. EXCLUDE POLITELY! 

Argument "Exclusion legislation should conform with reco gnized prin-
ciples of international courtesy, making for mutual unders tanding, etc." 

Answer Efforts had been made continuously for nearly 20 y ears to secure 
Japanese exclusion under friendly arrangement with Jap an. The Gentlemen's Agree-
ment of 1907, which made Japan responsible for accomplis hment of the purpose, was 
violated in that, while under it Japanese population in c ontinental United States 
v/as not to increase, and Japanese laborers were to be abso lutely barred (see "A", 
p. 12 to 18; "D" p.411 to p. 414; "H", p. 104), such popul ation trebled between 
1907 and 1920. The report of the Secretary of Labor for 1923 , p. 133, states that 
net gain in Japanese immigration over emigration in conti nental United States, ex-
cluding non-immigration elements, for the period 1908 - 1 923, was 83,992. The 
greater portion thereof consisted of adult Japanese alien s nearly all of whom were 
laborers, being even listed on the manifests as such, and t hey continuously earned 
their living in California and elsewhere by labor. The recor ds of the Immigration 
Bureau show that during the period named, 56,980 Japanes e, cl&ssed officially as 
laboring men, entered. Only a small portion thereof ente red under the provision 
which permitted laborers who had acquired residence in th e United States prior to 
July, 1908, to visit Japan and return. (See "C", p. 316, foo tnote #14), 
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After 1917, Japan was the only Asiatic country (except the  Philippines) 
which continued to send us unassimilable immigrants, e xclusion from all other 
countries of Asia, whose nationals are ineligible, being enforced by special laws'. 
President Theodore Roosevelt had an express understandi ng with Japan that if she 
failed to secure the results called for by the Gentlemen' s Agreement the United States 
would enact a special Japanese exclusion law, similar to tha t which excludes Chinese. 
(See "A", p. 13, 14; "D"j and "H".) Instead of enforcing t hat understanding, Con-
gress sought in 1924 to find a plan that would not thus hurt J apan's pride. Japan 
and her friends insisted on either a new agreement, a trea ty, or a quota allowance. 
Each of such plans called either for surrender of national sovereignty, or sacrifice 
of Congressional control of immigration, or abandonment of the principle of exclu-
sion of ineligible Asiatic immigration, or a combinatio n of two or all three thereof. 
(See "A", p. 28; "C", p. 314-316.) The plan adopted, genera l exclusion of all inel-
igibles, was the only one suggested that met the requireme nts of the case. 

No. 3. IS THE ACT DISCRIMINATORY? 

Argument "The 1924 immigration act is discriminatory and casts a need-
less stigma on Asiatic peoples." 

Answer It is not discriminatory against Japan, certainly, because it 
bars as immigrants all aliens ineligible to citizenship, in which category is includ-
ed half the population of the world, the Japanese consti tuting only 1% of such half. 
It is admitted that Japanese are mentally, morally and phy sically the equal of 
Caucasians, but racial differences and racial pride, and social conditions and inel-
igibility to citizenship make thorn hopelessly unassimil able. Even the second gener-
ation as demonstrated in California and even Hawaii, not withstanding individual mer-
it  ,  form a separate, unassimilated racial group. Exclusi on of ineligibles casts no 
reflection on the mental, moral and physical fitness of  those excluded. They are 
excluded because their unassimilability makes them a dang er to the political health 
of the nation, as immigrants deficient physically would offer danger to the physical 
health of its citizens. In neither case can the exclusi on be considered discrimin-
atory. (See "B", p. 1 to 4; "H", p. 42 to 46; "J": "C", p. 3 11, 312.) 

No. 4. NATURALIZATION AND LAND LAWS. 

Argument "Quota, if extended to Asiatics, affects neithe r our natural-
ization laws nor our alien land laws." 

Answer Quota for Asiatics would defeat the intent of the na turalization 
law because it would encourage making citizens, thru bir th on the soil, of units 
not racially fitted for such citizenship. It would affect t he intent of the alien 
land law by granting land ownership to those who, notwithst anding citizenship by 
birth, are not assimilable into American citizenry. (Se e No. 3 Answer.) The pres-
ent law is a logical and necessary corollary of the 150 ye ar old naturalization law. 

No. 5. ONLY 185 JAPANESE! 

Argument "Under quota only 185 Japanese and 105 Chinese w ould be admit-
ted annually." 

Answer The actual number of Japanese or Chinese who could be admitted 
annually under grant of quota under the present law and con ditions is not the vital 
point involved. If that number were only 5 it would still be n ecessary to repeal 
the 1924 exclusion law and abandon thereby its basic prin ciple. However, the Japan-
ese would be but a fraction df the number of ineligible Asiati cs whom we would have 
to admit, since we could not well grant to the Japanese a p rivilege denied to other 
Asiatics, equally friendly. And even that large number of unassimilable entrants 
would be swelled greatly by minor changes in the law. For i nstance, if Asiatics en-
joyed the quota, the plan of allotment in force from 1924 to 1 928, the retention of 
which was advocated by President Hoover, would admit 2,00 0 Chinese per year. Under 
special non-quota allowance many Japanese could be admitte d. If Japanese were granted 
the right of immigration, Japan would perhaps demand in time the right to send in as 
many immigrants as any other first class power. Such a dem and would be strictly in 
line with others she is now making, (.See "C", p. 319-320; and ~"¥"). 



No. 6. WHY NOT ALSO FOR ASIA? 

Argument "Quota has for 9 years effectively and satisfacto rily restric-
ted European immigration. Quota is the right way to do the r ight thing." 

Answer Even if it be assumed that quota has satisfactorily r estricted 
immigration cf those who are eligible to American citize nship, and therefore assim-
ilable (it was reinforced during the past three years by the  order of President 
Hoover instructing American Consuls to refuse quota visa s) that offers no logical 
argument, and certainly no proof, that the conceded dange r of admitting unassimi1-
able immigration would disappear if such immigration cam e in under quota. 

No. 7. QUOTA AND LABORERS 

Argument "No laborers of any kind would be admitted under q uota, since 
U. S. Consuls in Japan and China would refuse Consular visa t o anyone * * * likely 
in any way to compete with American labor." 

Answer That is a mistake. Quota, if granted to Asiatics, wo uld admit 
Asiatics under precisely the same terms as Europeans; an d European laborers aro not 
barred by the law. In this argument the quota proponents - doubtless have in mind 
the executive order of President Hoover, authorizing U. S . Consuls to refuse the 
Consular visa and thus cut down quota from any country to say 10^ of the allowance. 
That order, while undoubtedly beneficial in result, was r eally an invasion by the 
Executive of the Congressional prerogative to control im migration. President Hoover 
himself recognized that fact in time, and a year before his r etirement called atten-
tion of Congress thereto, suggesting that his order be re placed by Congressional 
legislation to accomplish the same purpose. In any event, such an order could not 
be used in discrimination against Asiatics. 

No. R. QUOTA CANNOT DECREASE ENTRANTS. 

Argument "Under quota it is believed fewer Orientals woul d enter the 
United States than do now under the 1924 law." 

Answer That is an unfounded and illogical contention. Wit h the same 
laws and conditions in force as now, the number of Oriental s who would secure ad-
mission, if quota were granted, would be increased over th e present number by exact-
ly the number admitted under quota. With the exception of m inisters and professors 
and their families, no such Asiatics come in legally now , save for temporary resi-
dence as merchants, students or visitors. Those who come in illegal^enter because 
Congress and the Administration fail to provide adequate means for enforcing the 
law. Such illegal entrants will not be diminished in num ber by grant of quota. 

No. 9. ASIATIC QUOTA FOR WHITES? 

Argument "These negligible quotas, 1R5 and 105, would in great part be 
filled by members of the white race * * * * no laborers wou ld be admitted." 

Answer Both statements are inaccurate. Japan would use her entire quota, 
naturally, for her own nationals, and so would China. Any attempt by our Consular 
agents to force either nation to use her quota for residen t aliens of the white 
race would cause international trouble. As for laborers, see answer to No. 7. 

, No. 10. QUOTA IN THE BARRED ZONE 

Argument "Quota extended to countries in the barred zone a rea would mean 
a minimum courtesy quota of 100 only to a few obscure countrie s, * * * open to mem-
bers of the white race and to natives of the business and p rofessional classes only." 

Answer That is a mistake. There is a present "courtesy quot a" of 100 
for the countries referred to, which can be used, not f or their own nationals, but 
only for aliens resident in such countries and eligible to American citizenship, who 
do not find it convenient or practical to enter under quot a of their native lend. 
Formal quota, if granted to Asiatics under the proposed pl an, would guarantee them 
the same rights in immigration as are conceded to the nat ionals of any European 



country, Nothing less wowld satisfy Japan, even for the t ime being. (See answers to 
No. 7 and No. 9, above.) 

No. 11. STATISTICS vs FACTS. 

Argument "In the last 9 years 20,000 more Japanese have de parted from 
the United States than have arrived. (Report of United St ates Commissioner of 
Immigration.)" 

Answer The Report of the Secretary of Labor for 1923, p. 133, declares 
that between 1908 and 1923 Japanese total immigration i nto continental United States 
was 125,773, and emigration 41,781, a net gain of 83,992, d uring the period when the 
Gentlemen's Agreement guaranteed practical exclusion o f Japanese immigration. (See 
"B", p. 9.) Regardless of feats of legerdemain that may be d one with statistics of 
legal arrivals and departures, (usually by adding "non -immigration" figures) the 
Japanese population of continental United States, and pa rticularly California, has 
not decreased in the past 9 years, while such populati on in Hawaii has materially in-
creased. Illegal entry may have had something to do therewi th. The number of Japan-
ese now in this country has no necessary connection with th e question, "Shall we 
formally open the immigration gates to ineligible Asiat ics, now excluded under the 
law?" 

No. 12. PERCENTAGES vs PRINCIPLES. 

Argument "The Japanese in California represent l.^of the total popula-
tion. They are constantly decreasing in proportion to the t otal population of the 
state." 

Answer The Japanese in California decrease in proportion b ecause the 
white population of the state increases very rapidly. The J apanese do not decrease 
in number. They congregate in certain counties, where they gradually secure more or 
less dominance. In Hawaii the ascendency secured by the Asi atic population has dis-
couraged any material increase of Caucasian population there. Hawaii may serve at 
least as a warning. 

No. 13. BASIC ISSUES INVOLVED? 

Argument "This is only a question of good manners. No basic i ssue is at 
stake. Grant of quota sacrifices no material interest and w ould remove the only 
source of friction to mar peaceful relations." 

Answer There is a basic issue at stake. Shall we abandon the ba sic prin-
ciple of exclusion of aliens who are ineligible to .Amer ican citizenship, and in con-
sequence unassimilable, and whose children, citizens by bi rth, have proved also un-
assimilable, a separate, undigested racial group? We cert ainly sacrifice a material 
interest if by repeal of the exclusion act we abandon the onl y plan suggested which 
will prevent an inflow of the unassimilable Asiatic races u nder all possible future 
conditions . 

And even in abandoning that safeguard we would not insur e good will because 
the concession would only - invite early demand for Japan's ultimate announced goal , 
"racial equality", the same rights in all matters for her n ationals as are conceded 
to Europeans. (See "B", p. 23 & following; "C", p. 315,31 6.) It would in no case 
change Japan's already inaugurated plans for excluding th e United States and other 
nations from trade with Asia and for invading such nations and supplanting their do-
mestic trade with her own goods produced with modern mac hinery and a labor cost one 
third to one quarter that even of England. (See "G"). 

No. 14. AMERICANS SHOULD DECIDE. 

Argument "This is a question for Americans to decide withou t dictation 
from any other power." 

Answer True. But Japan seeks to dictate to us in this matter, and the 
urge in her behalf from various American groups, religi ous, commercial and other, 
for 18 years past has been made at the suggestion of Japan and under covert threats 
of ill will and loss of trade if we fail to make the conces sion. (See "J".) 



Yes, it is a question for Americans to decide; but for guc h Americans as 
hold that national welfare should guide their decision, r atter than the demands of 
foreign powers or the interests of groups, soctions"or cu lts in our own country. 

No. 15. YIELD: A2JD SET A GOOD EXAMPLEI 

Argument "We can well afford to set an example in this mat ter by main-
taining justice and courtesy for all." 

Answer That is the plea which has been made for many years whe never the 
United States was called upon by foreign nations, or by s elfish American interests 
to sacrifice itself at the demand or for the benefit of others* We scrapped our 
Navy; we paid, the war expenses of Eurfcpe, and now are aske d to pay for the outlay 
she has made since the war in monstrous new war preparati ons; we have accepted for 
permanent settlement and citizenship during the past 30 ye ars many undesirable ele-
ments of European immigration; we opened the gates wide t o the entrance of two mil-
lion unassimilable Mexican peons at the demand of empl oyers of cheap labor, and as 
a "friendly gesture to a neighbor". 

We have by such suicidal pblicy contributed to unemploym ent in the United 
States times greater than exists in any country we have th us mistakenly befriended. 
We have apparently earned in addition their contemptuous regard as a weakling. We 
have made thereby immeasurably greater the task which Pr esident Franklin D. Roosevelt 
faces at home and abroad. And now we are asked to open our ga tes to Asiatic immi-
gration to avoid the displeasure of Japan. 

Japan very wisely excludes Chinese immigration under Im perial Ordinance No. 
352, though in 1924 China made her seventh protest thereat, calling attention to 
Japan's inconsistency in enforcing such exclusion whil e demanding entrance for Japan-
ese immigration into the United States.* Let us act in imm igration and in all other 
matters with the same scrupulous care for the national we lfare as do other nations. 

*(See "B", p. 35.) California Joint Immigration Committee, 

V. S. McClatchy, Executive Secretary. 
San Francisco, California, 
November 13, 1933. 
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