I. Purposes of investigation

A, Our purpose was to determine the motives underlying the
demand for the evacuation of the Japanese from the West
Coast,

Be To attain this purpose we made a gquantitative content
analysis of the reports of the Select Committee Investi-
gating National Defense Migration, which was sent to the
West Coast by the House of Representatives to hold hear-
ings regarding evacuastion., This Committee was under the
‘Chairmanship of Congressmen John H, Tolan of California.
The Tolan reports were used because they were belleved to
present a good cross-section of public opinion, They
afford an adequate sample of the attitudes towards evacu-
ation held on the West Coast, because the witnesses in-
cluded people from different geographical areas on the
Coast and from different positions in government and
business,.

II. Method of counting

A, We used a modified Lasswellian technigue of content
analysis, The unit of counting was the sentence, and
the sentences were classified according to the category
under which they fell, These categories were made up of
the twelve principal arguments in favor of evacuation and
of thetwelve principal arguments against evacuation., We
attempted to meke these arguments as mutually exclusive
aspossible,

B. We have used the term argument to mean & definite reason
for holding a certain viewpoint pro or con mass evacua-
tion, In determining which sentences were to fall under
the various categories or arguments, we adopted a rule
of selection which defferentiated the so-called declara=-
tion and presentatlion of each argument, The declaration
was defined as that paert of the argument which expressly
stated the po'nt of view of the witness, The presentation
included the substantiation or proof of the declaration
and also such Information as the witness himself seemed
to conslder important and relevant, In our classifica-
tion, we included all sentences which formed a part of
the declaration and/or the presentation, WYe also classi-
fied those sentences which were answers to guestions asked
by the members of the Tolan Committee, considering sueh
sentences as falling under the category suggested by the
question, although the questions and other remark#s of the
Comnittee members were not classified, Sentences giving
a forthrignt statement of a point of view, such as "I am
in favor of mass evacustion”, were e xcluded unless reasons
wereglven for the expressed attitude,

Ce The method outlined above was adopted because it was be=-
lieved to be the most suitable and accurate for our pur-
poses. e used the sentence as our unit of measurement be
cause the material was too lengthy for counting words, and
bhe sentence method was more accurate than counting lines
or paragraphs, ¥"e realize that this method hes disadvan-
tages, but in using thils perticular type of material for
our purpose 1t seemed most expedient to use the sentence




as the basic unit. The chief disadvantages are that
sentences may have differences in emphasis and also may
contain two or more arguments.

De In classifylng the arguments for and aginst evacuation,
we included only those testimonles which expressed a define
ite point of view, Witnesses who discussed purely admin-
istrative aspocts of the question were therefore omitted,
Also, all Japanese testimonies were excluded because they
were thought to be too blased, In the testimonies that
were classified, we numbered each sentence, and those which
belonged tc particular arguments were listed under the
proper categories. In case & sentence was a part of two
or more arguments, we welghted these perts equally. For
.example, & sentence containing three arguments would be
listed under three categories, heving & value of .33 in
each case, since the total value of each sentence was 1,00,




Project: @&n analys=ls of the arguments for and egainst the maess
évacuxtion of Japanese I'rom the West Coast ss contained
in the hesrings of the Select Committee of the House of
Representatives investigating Hational Defense Migretion,

I. The Tolanggommlitee hearlngs are good samples to use for analyz-
ing the ifguments.

A. Hec@iius ol the Tolan Commitiee show that they tried to get
wld?{preau representation, i.,e. farmers, buaLneasmPn, pro=-
fesslonal people, representatives of patriotic orgeniza-
tions and government officilals on the city, county, state
and federal level were interviewed,

The Tolan Committee tried to get both the pro and con of the
evacuatlion guestion, though they were largely unsuccessful
on the con side,

The Tolan Committee hesrings by bringing together arguments
of all shades from people of all gorta constitute the most
convenient method of analyzing the srguments,

fearings were held in Los Angelss, San Francisco, Portland
and Seattle, thus permitting a geographical cross-section
of opinion,

IT, Technigue of analysis.

A, A modified Laswellian technique of content analysis will
be used, Therefore the first task will be to-study the
literature ol Lasswell. and Laesswell's students.

Be Unllke most of the Lawswellian studles, which are inter-
ested 1n consent as such, our interest will be much more
restricted. "™et is, wes willl -be interested specifically
in the arguments in regard to evacuatition,

Cur tabulations will iall into the following tentative
categorleas:
1. The crudest ciassification 1s on e basls of who
testified.
2, Individuals speaking forf;ﬁemselvea
b. Spokesmen for patriotic oyganizations
¢. Spokesmen for business organlizations
d, Unlversity professors
e, Offleclals of local, eounty, state and federal
governments
f. Spokesmen for church organizations
£« Jepanese themselves
he Comments of Congressment themselves
2e Classiflicatlon by arguments for evacuation,
&, Reclal argument ageinst the Japanese
1) Impossibllity of dlstingulshing between loyal
and disloyal Japanese
Some Japanese &re loyal, but 1t is impossible
to deny that there are disloyal elements,
No Jepanese has ever given information about
other Japanese,
Military necessity argument
1) Existence of Tapanese in the danger zone would
facllitate attack,
2) Argument of concerted sabotage
) Japanese dispersed themsclves geographically
into strateglc areas on the coast.




4) Intent of Japansese consulate through language
schools to maintain Japanese loyalty.
£) Japznese knew about attack on Pearl Harbor in
advance,
Economic arguments
1) Jepenese are ecomomically unimportant,
2) Resentment ageinst cheep Japanese labor and
Japanese ownership of land,
Argument that everyone would feel safer wlith Japanese
evescuation,
Totaliterien democratic ergument: fight F
with Fasciam,
Religlous argument: that Buddhism end Shintoism are
nationalistic,
Es Evecuastion will be inconvenient but there will bé no
injustices.
H. Huaanitarian arguvment: Japanese themselves must be
protected,
1. The patriotic contribution of the Japenese 1s to
eccept evacuation due to the above arguments,
3+ Classification by asrguments against evacustion,
a2, No reason to meke race a distingulshing mark of
loyalty,
b, Evecuation is unconstitutionel,
¢, Fvecuation is non-Democratic and un-American: should
not fight Fascism with Fasciam,
d. Evecuation is un-Christian,
@y Bvacuction 1s belng urged by selfish economie and
petriotic pressure groups,
f« There is no military necessity
(g« There is s counter-srgument for almost every argue-
ment for evacuation,)
The maln problem 1s one of methodology; that is, according to
what unit of measurement should the argurents be classified,
Lagswell suggests several glternastive units of measurement
(square inches, lines, words, sentences, etec,) We will select
the most meaningful unit for our purposes after experimentation,
The classification of arguments, as outlined sbove, is tenta-
tive, The list 1s both incomrlete and faulty in regard to
the criteria of mutual exclusiveness, DBefore the tabulations
are made, the categories will be grestly refined,
By cross~tabulstion our studies will ghow?
l, The relative welght given to ve irious arguments by those
urg ;ing evaecustion,
The arguments that were used by various voecationel, proe-
fessional snd special intere:t groups,
The degree to which geographical location affected argu-
ments,
Other classifications will become apparent as the work
ProgEresases,
These facts will also become clear 1n regard to the argu-
ments against evacustion,

1

asclism

J
III, Integration with other sspects of the Evacuation-Resettlement
Study.
A+ By relating the results of our study to other analyses being
carried on, it will be possible to determine:
1, The relation of the quantitative data to a qualitative
evalustion of arguments,




2

The effects of various pressure group approaches on
various classes of people in various geographlical areas,
The effect, if any, of the arguments used at the Tolan
Committes Hearings on the subsequent action of Congress-
men and the subsequent activitlies of pressure groups.




The purpose of our study was to determine the relative
emphasis glven to various arguments in the public demand for the
mass evacuction of the Japanese from the West Coast. As a means
of atteining this purpose, & quantitative content analysis of the

reports of the Select Committee Investigating National Delense
Migration was mede, This Cormittee was sent to the West Coast by

of Representatives to hold hearings regarding evacua-
tion., It was under © Chairmanship of Congressman John H. Tolan
of California. The Tolan Committee reports were used for our
study because they were belleved to present a good sample of all the
arguments used to further evacuation. The records of the Commlttee

an effort was vet widespread representation;

businessmen, professional people, representatives of
otic orkdn17atwon~ and government officials on the eity,

2te and federal levels were interviewed., Hearings were
held «in Los.Angclcs, san Francisco, Portland and Seattle, thus
presenting 4geo;rabhica1 cross-section of opinion. An attempt was
also made to get both the pro and con of the evacuation gquestlon,

though the records show that the great majority of the witnesses

advocated evacuation.

aking our conten?t analvsis of the Tolsa uommlrt C)
Yo% Yue sorV “‘Z inated bus Radss \'\ &“&) hasswe ||
. 1

moaified techniqn was useds=— Unllke most
Lasswellian studies, which are interested in content as
such, we were interested specifically in the arguments in regard
to evacuation. The unit of counting w he sentence, and th
sentences were classified according to the category under which

they fell. These categories were made up of the twelve principal




arguments in favor of evacuation and of the twelve principal argu-
ments against evacuation. We attempted to make these arguments
as mutually exclusive as possible,

We have used the term "argument" to mean a definite reason
for holding a certain viewpoint pro or con mass evacuation, To
determine which sentences were to fall under the various categories
or arguments, we adopfed a rule of selection which d#fferentiated
the so-called contention and evidence of each argument. The con-
tention was defined as that part of the argument which expressly
stated the point of view of the witness. The evidence included the
substantiation or proof of the contention-and also such informa-
tion as the witness himself seemed to consider important and rele-
vant, The evidence could therefore consist of a series of declara-
tive statements, rhetorical questions, statistical charts or maps,
or any other material offered in support of.the contention. The

contention was in some cases found to stand alone, but more often

it preceded,succeeded, or was merged with the evidence. 1In such

cases, every sentence that included part of the contention or the

evidence was classified as part of the argument. Charts amd maps
were excluded, since they obviously were not sultable for a tabu-
lation on the bas f sentence-units. Letters, resolutions,

and sﬁcq exhibits which were offered as part of the evidence were
also excluded unless they were addressed specifically to the

Tolan Committee., Forthright recommendations or stgments pro or
con evacuation, such as "I am in favor of evacuation"”, were not
classified unless they were immediately accompanied by arguments

ons for the point of view expressed. As an example

the testimony of Attorney-General Earl Warren of




(B
offered. Mr., Warren presented maps as part

of the lence to prove his contention that the Japanese were
located i rateg areas in California and were therefore dan-
gerous to t lefense of the West Coast., His contention and

the part of the evidence given orally to the Tolan Committee

classified as an argument, but the maps were not classified.
b

The method outlined above was asdopted befause it wa e-

liewed to be the most suitaeble and accurate for our purposes.
/e used thessentence as our unit of measurement because the

material was too lengthy for counting words, and the sentsnce
accurate than counting lines or paragraphs,

has disadvantages, but in using this

purticuluﬂtype of material for our purpose it seemed most ex-

pedientko use the sentence as the basic unit., The chief dis-

acdvantages are thet sentences may have differences in emphasi

also may contain two mr more arguments.

In classifyling the arguments for and against evacuation,
ﬁSPHClUdeG only those testimonies which expressed a definite
olnt of view., Witnesses who'discussed purely administrative
agpects of the question were therefore omitted. Also, all Jap-
anese testimonles were excluded,wees
teGepiaaad .. In the Testimonies that v
each sentence, and those which belonged to particular arguments
were listed under the proper categories. 1In case a sentence was
a part of two or more argumfnts; we welghted these parts equally.
For example, as sentence containing three arguments would bs

listed under three categories, having ahalue of .33 in each case,

since the total value of each sentence was 1,00. Afger careful




reading had revealed the contention of a certain passage or

part of one witness's testimony, we ordinarily classified the
contention and all the supporting evidence as part of the appro-
priate argument, In some cases where the evidence was used to
support two contentions, the sentences that made up the evidence
and contentions wers classified under the two arguments indicated
by bhe two contentions. In this case, each sentencs would have

a value of ,5 undesr each of the two categories, Very often the

evidence included one or more sentencescor parts of sentences that

appeared to belong to arguments 6éther thanhhe one indicated by

the evidence and contention &s a whole; in such instances, the

sentences in question were listed under all arguments sug

ven an equal valus anc




After a preliminary study of the reports of the Tolan Committee,
1f was found that the arguments used most widely could be divided
into twelve maln categorles., These Cegories were defined in

3

believed to make them as mutually exclusive
the brief outline that follows, , should be noted
eneral the first seven arguments are th%ones that most
vehemently urge evacusation., The remaining six arguments sre nore
In the nature of justifications for evacustion., This distinc-
tion 1s not absolute and is not wvalid in all cases, since there
were witnesses who presented one of the latter arguments a

their main contentlon. Howeve # jistinction was found to hold

true in most cases. It should®® also “%noruu hat the sixth

argument for evacuation that was based un the fear
colum sctivigies from a strictly military point of
was found to be indlstingulishable from the fifth categ
where the term "fifth colum" was more loosely used.
reason, all sent S peaking of fith columnactiivity
sixth esrgument
were tabulated, A ef outline

oL he & teen arguments and their 1l 18] s follows:

Argument. The belief t all Japanese must be

conaidered as a unit and that t is impossible to dis-
tinguish the yal from the 3loyal because of their

physiogomy (they all look alike and the mentality

"Oriental Mind"

ITI. Cultural Argument., The

tend to eling to

in unconsecious indoctrination wlith the




\hdm&

—>VIT A, The contention that no Ja

ldeology of Japan.,

i i 6 E@l;bg ate Indoctrination Ar»ument. __The belie

the Japanese Govermment, its agents in the Unit

or pro-Japanese elements in the United

agteély carried on a program of indoctrination, through
coercion and/or financial 1 to the cultural and other
nstitutions of the Japanese in Ameriea,

=V chation and Distribution in Americe

A, Location of the Japanese in stra

United States, brought about intentionally by

W La =y
Japanese government or its
B. Strategic distribution of the Japenese

unintentional but which nevertheless

to the defense of the Un

V. Actual or Potentlal Sabotag Espionage and Fifth

Column (loosely used). The fear that the disloyal Japan-

ese in American are saboteurs, spies, and fifth colum-

th colum argument. "Fifth column" is
being that an organiz

group will sp g up at the point of attack and help

those attacking or attempting an actual invasion.

of The belief

defihitely approve

©e
o

at least do not disapprove of the aggressive

ipanese has ever glven

information about another (subversive) Japanese, show-




ing that they approve of subversive ac
part of other Japanese in Americsa.
VIII. Economic arguments
thet sre in general based on the be-
that the Japansse are not essential to our econ-
omy, or even that they are detrimental bo it.
3, Evacuztion justified by the belief that the Japanese

employed in useful productive work where they

Humenitarian argusmshts.

A The b e 3 * e :
A, The belief i1.+ evacustion would be the most humane

policy towards the Japanese

to the likeliehood of vigilantism@race riotsg-aad-

B. Evacuation justified by the argument that the pro-

gram will be administered humanely.

Public Morale Argument. The fact that the people on the

that therefore morales

would be better 1f the nese were evacusted,

XI. Appeal to Patriotism. The arguments that are in the

of an appeal to the patriotism & the Japanese

in general that all patriotic

Japanese should want to evacuate to help the defense

(II. Necessity of Adopting Military or Totallitarian Methods

The arguments in this category assert the principle of

"fight Fascism with Paselsm", or in other words the

idea that a democracy should disregard legal barriers




if expedient in time of war,
XII1I. Miscellaneous argummhts

A. Appeal to authority. Fhat 1s, appeals bo the
authority and knowledge of General deWitt, law
enforcement officisls, ete., ussed to prove a
contention,

B, The theory that the sensitivity of the Amerilcans
to the danger of the Japanese in the United States

-

hes been dulled by pro-Jdapenese propaganda,

: re 4

Akl




Argument 1 - The Raclal Argument. The racisal
consisted of the belief that the citizen and alien Japane
shoudd be considered as & unit, since it is
tinguish between loyal and disloyal Japanese because of their

eculiar physiogomy and mentality. This STEUNENT HAS ) e —

iey—errre—mawe- Very often found in connection with the fifth

column or ssbotage argument. In many cases it eXpressed a defin-

ite 1'(3?:1"_1’1,._.‘ ol race T\I'f"jud'?c"\ towards the thhnpse. For t—__}xam}'\le
ok Heh\o _Pa_rL @a.(rFﬂ*vna.
I‘»l'. stuart R. u"!&.{I"O T T T T 1“1. “‘}_.r'v——# mc)

»

stated in comparing tt enese wlth the Chinese that the "Jap-
&nese are not now nor ever heve been liked, understood or
trusted.” He also sald that the reports he had received from
men who had dedlt with the Japanese over the years stated "that
there's no such thing as having a friendship with a Japanese after

h Cy atfrructe Yo ¥l
one ceased to be of use to the Japanese. Nr lard'scE=tmed that
3

Vapanese, in brsoon covras was _L FOTaslg Ars FiusT )56\9,,,  Me 3 Tase Bl Il he belioed
———— __iﬁﬁa—eaa}e—+rﬁ?+—4%ur+ﬁ~+P+pﬁd
b Ve dfa/?fl)fﬂfcm{/d,bf J 4// bu?7 =2 ﬁﬂé;n:nﬂn?&ﬁ SHers i e ) &ﬂ/

b’f”%ﬂ%‘{f@ /ﬁmb it e R minorities that they

should not try to defend the Japanese because the Japanese were

"oy all oaQSggwégﬂllf regarded as the most largely disloyal of
all our groups." Usually, however, the witnesses were willinéh___—___‘
to admit that the majority, or at least a great many, of the
épanese in thls country were loyal to Emerica, Such people
advoecated evacuation because it was impossible to tell the loyal
from the disloyal. Governor Olson of California stated that
"we would be naive indeed if we did not recognize that there is
also a large part.......... of the Japsnese poopulation who are

distinetly in sympathy with Japan", and later sdded that the
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nese should be considered as a group even though the Italiang

ahens : ;
and Germang ,were treated as individuals because of "the difficulty
@

of telling who is who among the Japanese," He said, "I belleve the

w:) a

FRI would have more difficulty ascertaining who was a saboteur

or fifth columnist among the Japanese population than they would

@

among the Italian or the German.' Mr., Earl Riley, Mayor of
Portland, Oregon, gave as his opinion that he—seds=bmét SOpercent -
or more of the second generation Japanese were loysl, but added, 3

"I do not think anyone is in a position to ferret out the fifty
@ ne @
percent", and thatghilsouldn't take a chance with one"., Mr.

iken, Mayor of Seattle, Washington, also stated that he

was "utterly impossible™ to separate the few disloyal

D

o ‘ N 4 X " 1o
from the majority who were loyal to the United otate§£;>//

o

sident of the Seatt . National
rne Smith, Chlef of * Alameda, Californisa,

the difficulty of understanding the Japanese.
=
M o
xamﬁle, stated that he had "found it exceedingly
"-.._______..'-
i

difficult to divine the Urienral”, adding that by this

that "apparently their mental processes may not be identical with

@

our own." This fact &nd thetfact that the Japanese preserved

e fgroup identity¥ as the Italians and Germans did not, were his
(Jf‘l”“'.r“ |

reasons for treating

\L_&nmw&@mwﬂr =L
Vernw Smith-
[N Yy
“Oor

grouno between ,+we minds,of alien Itallans and Germans,

: L8 o
"no particular common meeting gound for
n
; addad
the org&éntal and cidental mind", and,that he had found it

"practically impossible to obtain information, to. obtain trueb//

D

impressions of the Japanese."




Argument I,
i @O
This argument constituted 6.917% of the total arguments tabulated,
2

and was used by 17 of the 32 men testifying., Considering the total
arguments, therefore, it was not a major one, nor was it outstanding
in any of the 3 ates. It was relatively more important in
Washington, as there it accounted for 9.,566% of the arzuments, and was
only 7.83% of the Oregon arguments, and 5.57% of the California
argumentss

In general,

/ the racial argument appealed about equally to government officials

to witnesses having no connection with government. Of the total
arcument, the government officials contributad 44,49%, and the non-
govermment msn contributed slightly more (55,51%). However, of the
total argument of the government officials, the racial argument
constituted only 5.04%, whereas it accounted for 9,.84% of the total
arguments of others,

In further breakinzg down the argument by states, we found that
this argument was more important to the total arguments of government

@

SV ke e L© TR
officials in Washington (11.19%) and Oreg «34%), than to those in

: ®

California (3.04%)% However, to the non-g zovernment tnesses, this

argument had greater appeal in California (12 loJF)ta n in Washington

(?.Sjgyand Oregon (-

e

From the analysis of the argument in California, it is apparent
that it was more imppriant to the Northern California witnesses (for it

of their total arzument) than to those in Southern

(.7 Her: s racial

> it figured as only 1l.22%. argument

4

used only by government officials. ; al argument it
1 3 s .@
constituted l.425.
The non-government witne of Northern California contribu

greater part (60.537) of=%ieo-raciel Semmwmess U0 the total California

argument, while the ¥orthern California govVernment officials contributed




=
s 1ittle more than one-half that amount (or 34.527%). The remamnder

of the argument (4.93%) was contributed by the

¥ e govermment officials
of Southern Gnlifornia.gp(:)
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W,

II. Cultural argument, Several witnesses believed that be-
the Japanese in America tend to eling to Japanese customs,
they have been unconsciously indoctrinated with the ideology of
Japan., This cultural argument has several aspects. On the
guestion of religion, 1t was asserted that nogvnlr Shintoism
" - - = » - » Hr- ¥
but also Buddhism was nationalistic in character.A Ronald =,
Jones, Oregon State Senator, stated that the "Buddhist religion
a3
look1ed on a national Jepanese custom”, and that
the chlldren, ti - ] .al mixing hetween the Buddhlst
'or the Shintoists, Mr. R. E,/
mmigration Committee in San HFran-
cisco, stated that Japanese loyalty is justly questionale since the
Hmperor of Japan 1s gthe head of the Church , 5ee and "all Japanese

|

religion of which he is the leader naturally have
)
that particuler religious obligation'.q)The

Japanese language schools in ﬂme?icaﬂ was also smphasized by

several wl X thtornev-ﬂen@ral Earl Warren of

e, T ——

California . =% aaia e &5 stated that ke Japanese cul-
s - i - 1 a-.
ossible to understand the Japa.eﬂe’,
ted through #we lenguage schools, Hee

.nw)esmeciall;'hy means of the Kibeil

alis K 5 n 1. .
e 'EE_,i}_i Oﬁ-‘m 1

tn_nﬁmﬁdnc;tag_in,Japan)w&s-eondemned-by Seversd-ulinsses. as.one

of _the—ehief-canses—of—the dTIISTEITY 6f the Japanese, rHr—

g X
i o —tire-statemendg-—that "fhe children of
to Japan for their education, either
.

over there they are indoctrinated with

ialism, They receive their religlous
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instruction which ties up their religion with their Emperor, and
back here imbued with the ideas and policies of Imperial

that many Japanese born in the United

States "ecan hardly speak the English language' because they hadte

been educated in snd heve returned here "thoroughly Jap-

@

anese,”" The language hoolg and language newspag were also

o (/ /:,/ i

condemned as anti-American he maintenance of the Japanese
language 1 c911~&ﬁ——&ﬂ—vn1usﬁ'ut'% was thought to bs strong

1 A }.‘)(1,-4., ﬂ LTIV /"‘- J T' :Au...}/-:". ‘ ‘..-—-""/
1 siball sie P he danger of %1 lu 1 @itizenshlp held by many

Japanese-Aimericans vwas brought out by several witnesses, because \///

i1+ showed the adherence of these Japanese to Japanese nationalism,
Mr. Robert H. Fouke,of the Californis Joint Immigration Committee,

A o o :
called attention to this question #ad-eh aid,was "really thel/

R, R il S
basic problem we have now", He stated that only about one third
of the Japanese-Americans renounced thelr Japanese citizenship,

: ol et Qe S SR
the remalinder retaining & gal tie with Japan. Mr. Stuart
he believed "persons of Japanese ancestry
cannot safely be treated as American citizens untll at least three
generations have been reared in this countr; It tekes that long
tog et a group of nationals who believe in both emperor and

stor worship, and who are most rigidly bound down by family

really break loose and become Americans."




Argument II.

The cultural srgument accounted for 2.62% of the total arguments,

and was used in five testimonies.” It was relatively more important in

=LY

California (where it was 3.88% of the total in that state) than in
Oregon (1.66%) or Washington (0.32%), although in in general it had

1Little ap‘peal.cD

of this argument, govermment officials gontributed by far the

e,

greater part (80.73%) Oqtheir total, however, the cultural argument

&

constituted only 3 47%.~ Non=-government witnesses used the argument

very little: it was only 1.29% of their total{'a Wo government officials

used the argument in Washington, and %o those in Californiea it was
relatively more important than to those in Oregon, for it constituted

4,44% of the ot\l arguments of Cwllfornla yovmlnwent officials, and only

o

5.55% of the totals of Oregon offic 15. of the total arguments of non-

in California, this argument was 2.,42%, while it

y 3
wes 0.56% in Washington, and was not used at all by non-govermment

men in Oregon.
in brezking down the argument as u ed in Czlifornia, we found

that it was not used in the southern part of the state, and that of

) @

the total Forthern California argument, it constituted 54 53%. . It
is interesting to note that of the total argument there, the government

of ficials contributed 82,68%, while the others contributed the
(2
remaining 17.32%.

Chart IL.
Chart XVI1.
Ch?.-l" AV II .
Table XXIV.
Table XXV,
Chart XVIII,
Chart XX.
Cha % oy A, @, 55 0
Chart XIX.
Table XXIII.




IITI. Deliberate Indoctrination Argument. Many witnesses
stated their belief that the Japanese Goveornment, through its agents
in the United States or through pro-Japanese elements 1n the
United ﬁtatea‘had carried on a program of deliberste indoctrin-

at of Japanese living in America. Thls indoctrination was
brought gbout through encouragement, coercion, and financial aid

to the cultural and other institutions of these Japanese, The

listed _ _ _ 7
cultural arguments fes=s under the second category fall under

this category if the indoctrination was dehiberate. The language

schood, language newspapers, religion, dual citizenship and other

cultural insfitutions of the Japanese thus may be ed insvru-
. Aidner
ments ol unconscious or deliberate indoctrination, depending
whether or not fhev were promoted with the aim of furthering the
Tyranmmk
interests of Junan.,\ﬁh Jap se Consuls were accused of func-

n

ag through which their

o
C

tioning as propaganda and espilo
T 1 1
home government could work in its attempt to maintain and increase

— -~ fa e d é)
Japan 4 Attorney-General Warren breushit—eoubt—the-feact

lerge number of Japanese orgenizations in Amer-
l
covering every branch of life. There are agricultural, commer-

educational, social, religi
every Japanese community, ! v ery panese 1n the 8tate
includ in one more of these organizations.™ The actions
individual Japanese have been in the past very largely controlled
My, (g vve

the organizations to which they belona.” FupEhermore, —-he

were &ii-a#sry closesly Integrated,

and that ;Ag—t;pe—eénerganizati@n“waswonévaéoh-uas ldeally adapted
! : (@
E mes sSa 23 o

He believed 1t was quite conceiv-

ef—the Mt JapeEnese orgentzations
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% -!'f
\\ifll into the wrong hands, some of them "could be utilized for

carrying onz progrem of sabotage and fifth-column activity".(::)

! | : [}
\Jrperee_)/ s aal i :
N”jz%fmﬁﬂtH"Tﬁ?“jHDEﬁESE‘ﬁE*SpEFGTS”SBGWA%H&%"“tﬂﬁfe‘naS been a

cles=—TeTotionsitp—betwesn—Japanese sssocisttens—inm—Ctatifornla
ape—parent orrgovernmentaluonguni“ations”in_Jau&n“. Mr, Warren

gave several examples ol these orgenizations, showing their inte-
g\ds

structure, He 3 i to various incidents where the

(B
associstions had sent financial or materisl support to Jepan, &and
stated thaﬂ@ney had engaged "in promoting loyalty to Japan and the
imperor in the hearts of all Japanese in Calirornia.‘(::>

Japaness Assoclation of America, at the top of the integrated

anizational sbructure in Northern California, sponsored the

(€3]
Kibei Shimin movement, according to Mr. Warren. It also sought

. e
to encourage American-born Japanese in Japan to return to AmericagED

Finencial aid was glven,and a successful publicity campai%g was
g » ()
carried out, Newspaper items were cited to prove this statement

.

Mr. Werren concluded this topic by stating that "the significance
of these integrated Japanese associations lies in the fact that

through them i1t is possible for those at the head to exercise

)

control over the conduct of other Japanese throughout the state",
et & S
/0

L L ‘I—,‘,‘e‘ a8 L
- S = ' * - . i N .
lir, Fouk/ alse spoke of "the Japanese indoctrinatio
' AL
born Japanese" in the Japsznese language-sc

.y
ing—3n Japanese Buddhist teabhers, and the Japanese 1n

were encouraged to foem "a little Japan" in the farming

where they had ”theirkwn language, schools, and churche

a(kdﬁﬁg Ou

P
—ﬁd)Er. Fred H, Lysons, & Seattle

\
Japarese law imPOStikJa5&n98d

declared that the Japanese in




Freeman, & Seattle Duhlisi;:;> ssented T StotemerrtwirhTIT e
RS

p! P = T axarmol.e i Hdeld 8.4 lndocterinatd i ] -
ls—san-excellant Soinlle o eliberate-lndoctrl OR——arPEu
Laus \HF,L_,/
ondemned the loyal Japgnese [ t closing +he language
gchools, "the sole functions of these b be to traln the
children up to owe their alleglance to Japan' < 3% not dis-
all alisn and
Freeman asserted
apaness organizations he United States had been actlve
. . : gl @ . _
in promoting aid and allegiance to Japan. H ¢ even declared that
the Japan Society "has had prominent officials
government. as directors and menbars; and that s 1 be
WS ) e - D
48 believed to be B firthi-column organization?
fﬂov,rqﬁpr Olson of California also accused the language-schools
>eching the Japanese students allegiance to Japan, and asserted
chat "through the consulaztes of the Japanes re have been fiifth-
column activitlies insisting that the entire Japanese population
really belonged to Japan.li He 'Telt that the "schools have
een conducted through the z2id and sbetment of the Japanese con-

. @3

ctes
lates .,

24
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Argument III,

3 - 5= 4
fHThits argument constituted 7.39%Z of the total arguments tabulated,v)

e
. and appeared in six te.stlmonles."'.D It was not used in Oregon, but was

of some pmportance in California, where it accounted for 9,53% of
the totals. The use of the argument in Washington was only 5.47 of
Washington tOtﬂlS.(:)

Of the total arguments based on deliberate indoctrination, the
greater part (79.25%) was contributed by govermment officia
and 20.75% by non-government witne ssessa Considering the total
arguments of govermment officials and nén-government men discretely,
it is apparent that this argum: was of more significance to the
former, as it constituted 9 % of their total arguments
2.93% of the total arguments of the others.c>

We found that the argument as used by govesrmment officials in
California constituted 12.92% of their total argument§?“WBile it
used at all b either of the other two
states.. On the other hand, while no non-government men in Oregon
us:d it, we found that this ed by the corresponding

Washington figured (relatively} most significantly in that
for it accounted for 9.43% of the total there, znd only
the California totals of this group.‘

Deliberate indoctrination was not argued in Southern Californ
However, it was imj!rt;nt to the Northern California witnesses, for,
as used by them, it constituted 13.59% of their total argumentss
this, the government officials contributed all but a fraction (9€
as against 1.447% contributed by others.)C)

€hart 11,

Chart XVI. 8. Chart XIX.

Chart b 51318 A 9. Table XXIII.
able XXIV,.

:f ble XXV,

Chart XVIII,
Chart XXI.




IV. Location and Distribution Argument.
stated before the Tolan Committee that they believed 1t necessary
to evacuate the Japanese from the strategic areas in which they
Some maintained that the Japanese had sattle@ in
desizn, and otherg, implying that bthis had happened
_a accident, only asserted that since they were in aresas
"hey could possibly cause damage, they should be evacuated.,
erentiate between the "intentional" and "unintentional
strateglc location arguments, two sub-categories were created for
Argument IV,
IVA. The intentional strategic location argument consists
of the belief that the location of the Japanese in strategic zreas
in the United States was brought about deliberately by the Japan-
ese government or 1ts agents for the purpose of aiding the aggressw
ive policies of Japan, In connection with this theory, the Jap-
were accused of fraudulent immigration, d ers internal
lgration to strategiec ar and of accepting financial aid from

Japanese government for these purposes.j Mr,ftiier Fresman,.

1 that "study will show that

Japanese government as & part of its ambitious progrem of colon-
ation of North and South America, and . preliminary to con-

gquest, planted 1ts immigrants in the United States by the com-

fraud, collusion, political and military force, and

intense and sustained opprosition of the v%iisus

the Pacific Coast and the Tertitory of Hawaii," Mr.

Freeman clted a passage from the book, #The Histor

y of the Hawadlan

People™ ' "essor W, D, Alexander, which adee accused the

Iraud and of evasion of the immigration
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He retraced the history of Japanese immigration to the
showing by what steps Japan "accom-
300,000 of
her people in this country, cuadruplidng 1t since the gentlemen's
agreement was entered into in 1907.,"  He asserted that we had been
"decelved twice into thinking Japanese immigration stopped -

B = e > 5
once in 1907 and agin 1n 1942", Mr. Freeman went-on to-reveal-£Lo
e ways in which the Japanese thus—se¥tded in America had aided
Japan, and asserted that the immigrants had been essisted by
1f1fth-column organizations, such as the Japan society.'(fflir.
Vonderi—&, Fravoli, ef—tme—futare—dounty—Gitinone—bommit Tﬁhﬂb&bﬁh(n;k
emphasized the dangers anticipated as & result of the location of

- g ®

the Japanese rather than thelr #Traudulent” immigration. Has

T spoke of the vitel power lines and facilities near which
the Japanese in Tulare County lived,eand of the ease with which

(o ‘

the lines could be demaged by these Japanese., He asserted tha
the Japanese had scquired more and more land in proximity to
these power lines, accusing them of recelving aid from Japan or
. A Q. - =1 .
its sgents for this purpose, He—sate, "During the hard times when

cood, hard-working white people went broke in the Orosi community
: I Th

i / () L}
the Japanes: did not®,—eme& "We gathered from that that they must
AN

aid from the outside., How else they could have made 1t
nobody in that community could figure out . 'The white people *=.'ent

broke and they didn't. They have acquired more land continuously.”

Attorney-General VWarren of Californis emphasiged this argument
more then any other witness. He presented maps of Californie
counties to the Committee, these maps "showing all lands owned,

occupied, or controlled by the Japanese, including American-born




@9

Japanese a8 well as Japasnesec aliens". His statement regarding
the maps was: "An inspection of thesc maps shows a distrubing
gsituation. It shows that slong the coast from Marin County to the
Mexican border virtually every important strategic location and

n has one or more Japanese in its immediate vicinity.'

admitted that in some cases this was undoubtedly mere
coincidence, hb added, "but it would seem equally beyond doubt
that the presfence of others is not coincidence.” As an example,
he described the situation in Santa BRgbara County, where the
entrance to Camp Cook was "flanked with Japanese property." He
said, "It is impossible to move a single man or a pliece of equip-
ment in or out of Cemp Cook without having it pass under the scrutiny
of numerous Japsnese. I have been informed that the destruction
of the bridges along the road to Cemp Cook would effectually
bottle up that establishment for an indefinite time, exit to the
south being impossible because of extremely high mountains and to
the north because of a number of washes with vertlcal banks 50

to 60 feet deep. There are numeeeus Japanese clo

bridqgs. Immediately hirgh of Camp Cook is a stretch of open

beach ideally suited for landing purposes, extendling for 15 or
20 miles, on which almost the only inhabitants are Japanese."
Mr, Warren gave other similar examples, showing the proximity of
the Japanese to utilitlies, alrfields, bridges, oll fields, and

em'u-\'n-\ These Racks wivn
power 1ines’ancdtne complete absence of them in areas,vsuch as

the Senta ¥Ynez Valley, which are agrioul;grally productive hut. y

which contaln no strateglec installations. ““. (,Uar"\f‘en later -sw.snmﬁ

joits  nefercnee %o fha €T thal afser oo Tain ?‘r b:z\zec cwoert

esTah\ishcd,,m‘Sa@aneec. besan oSform Near avd | L[nt_@czn

h @ ca o a gaekrabbit jspmc oc The aes (whew Y‘ﬂ-ey
resdme $p be ""‘"Q‘"& q cn(acw_ﬂ.-ans elsse O
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Argument IV A.

!

This argument was used by only three men, and constituted 7« 55%

@ .

of the total arguments, It was not used on Oregon, but was of
some importance to the total Washington arguments as it constituted

e 7 £ * ST T 2! el 3 @
11.57% of thege, ¥ sccounted for 7.13% of the Caliiornisa total.

The argument appealed almost equally to govermment officials

T

and non-government witnesses, the former contributing 51.32% and

“
the latter, 48.68%. Of the total 2 suments of government officials,

&

the argument amounted to 6.355% but it was more important to the

total arguments of non-govermment - 7itnesses, as it accounted for

9443% of bsv(ga Nevertheless, in California, it had relativiely

sreater appeal to the government officials than to the others, for

it constituted 8.6% of the total = guments of the former, and only

3.30% of the totals of non-government witnesses. Yo govermment officials

r_;-

Washington used this argument, but it is ”orth§j

ses in that state used it%s 20.24% of their arguments.

onal strategic location was not argued in Southern
California, but of the total Northern California arguments, it

8.56&.@DContribubions to' this argument in California were
made by the government officialg of Northern California (87.15%),

and by Wendell Travoli (12.85%) who represented the Tulare County

Citizen's Committeec.

20
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4<:ZEE: The unintentional strategic location argument, stating

that the Japanese had ba accident settled down or acoulred land

in or near strategic areas, was used very rarely before the Tolan
Committee. Most of those who stressed the potential danger resulting
from strategic location accused the Japanese of deliberately

4 M edp o thoir TERF
settling in such areag Mr. Wetrter—#: Underwood &

by b U8 Uotg i X ¢ ¥ ( ~ A'slo o0 @ f fuS A /”S\
ria. Chamb. naeimCOmme-Qa Ln“‘ s~ yCalarmed —

LW Twa ” Wl LAARERY ) M Vel : (.0 .M

over the TocationYof the apeanese

desian. Mo, —Under=eceod—dectered—thed ¥ ere werec 27 Japanese there

orighhally, but that one had been picked up by the B, B . IJ

SV

: . : e . o :
He presented a map showlng thet the Japasnese Fermer:y—empIoy e=in

Astonia—aannenies were "within 1700 feet of the ships leaving
Astoria", adding that there were convoys going out of Astoria amd—

that—atenel—sysbems had been-observed.in the form of “blinking
@D Hu. Lo
11 ghte'whioh—lmove—from—time—to—time i « rprmed
Zhe .
Lnsfpe&ﬁfbé&éﬁy~%hathcity; CANNETTEs and docks could be burned
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Argument IV B.

argument played a
by only two men and constituted only 0.29% of
was not used in California, and accounted
for only 0.53% of the Oregon totals, and 0.85% of the Washington
tott-.ls.c9
Government officials accounted for four-fifths of the argume ntéD

In spbte of this, it is apparent that the significance of the
argument is almost negligible, since it accounted for only 0.3%%

arguments of govermment officials, and for only 0.15%

of non-government witnesses. Oregon government officials

.

1is argument, but it accounted for 1.99% of the
arguments govermment officials in Washin:tongg Non=-government
(vninTemfional)
witnesses in Washington did not arguemintentional sirateg 1c location,
)
but the corresponging zroup in Oregon used it as 0.9% of their totals,

Chart 2
Chart
Chart
Table 2
Table
Chart
Chart
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V. Actual or Potential Sabotage, BSpioﬁage, and Fifth Column
Argument. Into this catsgory fell all the arguments for evacua-
tion that consisted of the fear of s:botage, espionage, or fifth-
column activity. As was noted sbove, Argument VI, where the term
fifth column was used in the strictly military sense of an organ-
1zed group zady to ald invaders, was not found in any of the
Tolan reports * at any rate 1t was never expressed in a way that
mede it distinct from the definltion of the fifth category. For
this reason, any mention of "fifth column" was classified under
Argument V and Argument VI was dropped completely when the final

p L :
tabulations were msade, gturally, the fear of sabotage or rifth-
eolumnm activity was the fundamental cause of the clamor for
evecuation. Thus, every argument was ultimately based upon it,
sense¢ the other arguments may be regarded as secondary
However, very often the vitnésses did not speak of
or fifth column at all, or did not speak of it in connec-
tlon with the other arguments they advanced. Since our analysis
oi the Tolan Reports was quantif@yive in nature, we were justified
only in classifying those sentences under Argument V which speecifi-

cally dealt wlth sabotage, fifth column or espionage. Hence, our

. . . . : . N S
tabulation may appear to overlook the ;mportanqve of these factors

but if our method is considered, it will be seen that this was not
the case, eand g hat our analysis by its very nature was limited
a quantifjive tabulation of sentences ssé—=smdan used, and
Con 5122025 o~
not as such teke into,regessd any implicati
actual words spoken by the witnesses,

Arguméﬁy V has many different aspects and veriations. The

most widely used was that of the very general fear of sabotage to

’
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defense industries, public utilitdes, and vital war materials
which might occur if there were disloyal Japanese left on the

Coest. Attorney-General Werren, for example, spoke of the fact
] E L

the nation for such
belief the

e 5eogran cal position with relation to the enemy,

(&

ny war industries, the susceptilk ¥y to
Manager of Osgkland, -6elifeornia, and Mr. C. R. Sch”"nenber_(°3
Alsmeda, California, spoke of the danger of sabo-
/\
;lant; and the military and naval bases. They
. axr e
&greeﬁ that the local law-enforcement author-
4L ,
ities could not handle this—tremendeus problem in view ef-the
jhy / .
faet—that—tihere" Were—se-meny aliens Hwinsitn-Galifornictene
h ,

espeeé&liv'in strateglc locations where Laﬂv could do the most

fire sspbotage due
X a..
limete, forests, and building construction. Mr, J. F. Hassler

1 T - . )
harm. Mr. Wendell Travolil o€ TLlave_Cown'v was gl¢o a%Fmed at

I\

the possibility of ssbotage to the power lines in his county,

near which Japanese were loca Teé, \ni at the tremendous fire
' UWHES
hazard existing in Tulare County where there 48 "the most valuable
@
timber in thk whole world" The roeds leading to these trees

are never guarded, and Mr. Travoli sai
= ]

go up and down those roads &as they g ' =on eﬁé Wash-
(Aal R o b At Joogy A )
inﬁtagjto%p%her9' regevidentdis-a great-desl-efealerm-ever poten-

tial sabotage. Mr. Robe ‘ridges of the Vglley Protective
8ssociation, Auburn, Washington, spoke of the possible danger to
visal power lines and plants, water mains, defense industries,

Q)

railroads, and ] m] 1 Washingt Governor,




Langlie of Washington ai3so was worried over the cana

grl
(a

discussed the strategic wvalue of the Oregon timber and the disas-

cultural production, forests, and indsutrial plant

Mr. Palmer Hoyt, publisher of the Portland Oregonian,

AN
g . wpw! e S T o
trous ;Ixectttqat & firesaaégm have upon it. Mr, J,. E. Klahre of
Hood River, Oregon, spoke of the opportunities that Japanese
n the Hood EBivar Valley .
deft in the Hood River Vallaw would have,for committing acts of

()

sabotage All of these men, an other wltnesses,satse felt that

their particulmr state or the West Coasl as a whole could be free

from acts of sabotage only if all Japanesiﬂuera removed from the

doastal aresas, <§é:y usually elthsr implied or stated explicitly
e

that they believ it would be impossible to dlscover which of

the Japanese were disloyal, and that because this was impossible

or impracticable due to the heed for immediate action, they belleved

that all Japanese should be evacuated, citizens and aliens alike;:>

An important variation of the sart sge and fifth-column arg-

_ AL
ument was giverr by Attorﬁey-&envralrﬂarren w&es_ﬂv&iﬁ thesis was
[FAT T Il Et v A viNe { 4

thet of "concerted szbotage’ : Warren, &nﬁ~a}so 2 number of

other /ltnesses, beliecved that Hhengw -be g ganized wave of
o~ g W RN 5 T D f

mass sabotage el =tong—the sty which—wenle : when ordered

structure of Jap-
_ ¢

Warren sbteseod,
Y, reaching as 1t does into every
phage of Japaness life and éxercising real control over the actions

and conduct of most of the Japanese in the State, i1s a type of

. .

orgainzation that is ldeslly adapted to carrying out a plan for
@ fon & {2

mags sabotage.'! Seter; 16 s&id, ~—+e 1t 18 quite svident that

it would be extremely easy for those at the top to direct the¥

~ Jgpanese throurhout the State and whoreever located in a widespread




simultaneous campa?facﬂ'spbot=¢s that would C%PPV the most ser-

i ‘, [ . J g

ious conseguences. In conneection withhis- s#e#ements regéﬁdiﬁg‘
—as—the-most Tikely—target—forsebebege—sendFiidh-
“MA wave of organized sebotfige in Califor-
d or even by a prolonged
black-out could not only be more destructive to life and property
but could result in rding the 7! war effort of this Nation
the treacherous bombing of Pearl Harbor," His- — L1
tion of the fact that no sabotage had so far occurred was
the following: "Unfortunately, ho:*vér, many of our people and
some of our authorities and, I am afraid, many of our peorle in
other parts of the country are of the opinion that because we
have had no sabotzge and no fith¢ column activities in this State
since the beginning of the war, that means that none have been
planned for us., But I take the view that that 1s the most ominous
sign in our whole situation. It convinces me more than perhaps
any other factor that the sabotage that we are to get, the tifth
column actlvites that we are tﬁ get, are timed just like Pearl

Harbor was timed and Just 11 the invasion of France

(@

Denmerk, and of Norway, anc all ' those other countries." Later

and of

he added, "If there were sporadic sabotage &t th ime or if there
hauhjban Pfor the last two months, the people of Californiz or the

Federal putqoritie#would be on the alert to such an extent that
fgrh -
they could not DOS“‘}ly have any rcalftes column activities when
At 0
the M-day comes,"S3Mayor hillixen of gbbttler—ﬂaga+uion. agreed
o 2
with Mr, Warren, as—is—evident™ fv-nie-statement—that "®here nasn'tég)

been any sabotage because 1t I een ordered withheld by Tokyo

. - "G’G'Fv\x'.cgﬁ ) .
Mr, Stuart Ward,—ef %= # e Ar— A SSam sHated




v, { s 5 S

. - 7. P 1 . r * 1 - - L
pie viewpednl when he sald, "My own apprehension 1s that

£0ing to face on the Pacific coast another ¥Pearl Harbor D
I would anticipate there w d ses of Japanesec sabotage
until the proper time comes. At that time I would fear Japanese--
and Ameyicaa—JapaneSE-— residents alle== : t would be in-
strumental in ds action of our bridges, water systems, rail-
roads, miltar: ] &) and otherwise sndeavoring to weaken

our resistance against a Japanese air and/or naval attack.‘l do
not -- in fact, I cannot conscilentiously do otherwise -- than

anticipate that large numbers

be involved in traitorous
war goes on, and ir & major attack is made on California,l believe
acts of ssbotage would 'become innumerable all over the coast;

also that if and when a Japanese invading party took over Califor-

nia the resident Japanese, would, to say the least, not be incon-

P Sy

S

venienced," ~ |
of an attack on the continental United States similar
on Pearl Harbor, as 8 1 in Mpr. Ward's and Mr,
vas also gulte prevalent among other wit-
nesses., Pearl was often referred to as a proof of the
“treacherous : disloya ctivite i Japanese residents both
there and in the United States, and the, acts of saboteurs and
fifth-columnists there wer frequently mentioned. Mr. Ward, for
ple, spoke ' the arrowhead markds - in the sugar cane fileld
t Pearl Harbor, the trucks obstructing the highways, and the
Honolulu and Oregon State School rings found on dead Japanese
o
aviators, Mr. W. J. Johnson, Captain of Police in Berkeley,
California, also referred to Pearl Harbor as a good indication as

to what might happen here, saying that, a#in Pearl Harbor, any




(b

come coincioent with the attack.

W b & 0.4 _l: > ) 7 i £ i : r At (J &
H ) )
, 49&~+n999&es—t5 Be—Jan:her the alien or smepican-porn JapanPS°
HAG Ce [ o s 4 Al 4 é
werpe—mest cangerous—&e—+he squfst: ol 2 »otﬁ* 5 WErg

senersllyagpeel tha%#hhe non=a2liens wers the mowe-éislteyal,” Mr,

the Oregon Agricultural War Board, read

would

Robert Taylor,
hich contained

County Labor Committee

Ji%lrwoq 11ien than there

a1, who are trustwort!

most mil."
b A~ T (. Ul )
VA A Vi T ' o
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column activity when they
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lir, Freeman e outstanding
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probably would not hawve
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iiscussion of Argument V, it might prove ilnteresting to note
less common verilations of the maln ?“ﬁsis}>>
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Bowron of Los Angeles discussed at some length &ke-

gnese consul f#;et informaetion concerning
C

o)
ratem qf Los, Angeles He that after
T, | 'iL,L{ i : |

ade, several Japanes ’-1g & f?rec e orffices
government in departments where t could get all
information in rggard to the city vl and publice
alezg?)kr. Stuart Ward asserted that he had

reliable sources "that certain Japanese farmers
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w
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Argument V.

Tum as been pointed out as essentially buﬂ
8 surprising that it should constitute such
a large percentage of the total argumen s (19.36; Furthermore,
the danger of sabotage and fifth column activity
voiced by twenty-four of the thirty-two witnesses
was relatively far more important in consi
arcument (of which it constituted 41.347%) than
California and Washington.. However, it is of
these latter, for it accounts for 15.18%0f the
and 20.2% of Washington tote:.ls.(3
The contributions of government officials
this argument was almost equal,
contributed 49.047 = e latter, 5O.V:ﬂfa'“o
relatively more significant to the non-government witnesses
(for it accounted for 25.3% of their total arguments), than to the
govermment officials, who used it as 15.57% of their tot?,ls.c5
Nevertheless, the argument.is obviously important for both of
these groups.
In further analyzing the argument, we found that it was more

important to the govermment officials in Washington (constituting

of their totalsg? than to those in Oregon (15.35;F? or in

However, in considering the total arguments
witnesses in each state, we found that the argument
more predominant in Oregon (59.0ljf)than in
04% ﬂ? or Washington (1~.7QJ?? Its share in the total
arguments of government officials in Oregon is smaller than it
rather overwhelming percentage of th als of non-government

@

men in that state (59.01%Y, but is still significant (16.35%)<

Also the California non-government witnesses seemed to consider




V.

(> ]

it far more important (24.04%) ta their total arguments than did

hece = @D

govetnment officials, of whose totals the argument constituted 11.777%.

However, the relative importance of the argument reverses its position

founc . ¢ in the total arguments of

itnesses
totals, howsver, the argument plays
breaking down the argument as used &n California
total Northern California arguments,
and 8.5% of the Southern California totals.

Californiz witnesszs who used the argument were government officials.
Of their totals, the argument accounted for 9.91%. Worthern California

government officials contributed ‘he largest share (43.36%) of the
total szbotage argument in California, wi the testimony of

Wendell Travoli of the Tulare County Citizen's Committee also

furnishing a large percentage (ZO.IFJ). t,

contributions were made by the nén-government witnessses in Northern

California (13.78%), and covermment officials in Southern
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Chart
Chart
Table
Table
Chart
Chart 3
Chart XVIII,
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Many wo."‘V'\-ct ses L)SQD
<::£;1. Approval of Japanese aggression argument. h{%e arguemfin) that the

Japanese in America either definitely approve of and aid or—else—do-not dis-
or L\se do not disapprove %"h“""
spprove—ef- the aggressive policises of JapagApas—ueed—by—maay—eﬁ—tha_miinassaau

This argumeﬁuﬂ is closely connected with arguenfly) V, since it is obvious that
aid té the policies of Japan by Japanese in America would in most cases take
the form of sabotage, fifth column and espionags activities. Several people
believed that the Japanese organizations in the United States carried on or
were ready to commit such disloyal acts. The languags schools, religion, dual-~
citizenship, and Japaness language newspapers were also presented as evidence
of the fact that the sympathies of Japanese it America lay with their mother
country. Argumd®p VII was made up very largely of statements dealing with the
approval of andiiid to the Japanese war lords, and the fact that the Japanesse
here knew about Pearl Harbor in advance. A different aspect of this category
was given by those witnesses who claimed that the impossibility of obtaining
information from Japanese mer about the subversive activities of other Japanese
was a proof that they sympathized with the policies of Japan. To distinguish-
this particular variation of the gneral Argument VII, category ViiA was
creatsd. _

Examples of Argument UL} are easily found,/fMayor Bowron - ef-hos—Angelss
spoka—of—his4be&iefgthatfthc—J&@anesBfth—the4Hniéeé;Sﬁaﬁeﬂ_kneahabeut*?eur1
Hapber&inyadxansov——in—th;;lr;gi;éi;éz-ééid, "s% I look back on some events
after the Tth of Decdmber, I am quite convinced that there was a large numbsr
of the Japanese population here locally who ¥new what was coming. They werse
setting themselves, adjusting the scene for the outbreak of war betw?égigyis

country and Japan. I think that they somewhat over=-played their hand.ff—tn-

& ——
spaakéng—o£—%he~&apanwse'UTgKnTzzttUﬂsT“he"a&deEf"%or approximately a year
[Japawe - Amsecom]
before %he December 7 last, representatives of various\organizations were very
/

\ much in evidence. They apparently wen aqﬂ:of their way to demonstrate their
~~ American patriotism in numerous ways."—Hs i
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8(9 q:] Ch Mapmeper Sthwanwinmders WIS Ym wS (Ld) e

J [ J : 'ciet'min golf cou : —
: Sunday golf p?:;se 1 California where th

d
- ey make r
ho equent L9 Teservatio
. : ]mldf 5 for eg ry ¢d by a large number of J. el
~ ¥apanese, of ery Sunday morni apanese

-l ] s . morn e 1€ t least y orning.  Some of {}
: g? A i écember 7 ih sl American Citizens. 1880
¢ i y » uipar Vr. Miller Freeman of Seattle condemned the® o VN ' ; Tvati ' by 4
% E o 4 '
i ] . : : =y

L
American born Japanese who, though supposedly "gtrongly organized for proclaimed

patriotic purposes", had "taken no stand against the aggressions of Japan in the
Orient over the past ten years." Mr. Freeman =¥sd described at some length the
activities of the Japan Society which "by eccrcnin and political pressure” had-
been " of powerful help to Japan".GﬂHa said, "Only two years ago Japan under=
took a drive to prevent abrogation of our trade treaty, which automatically
stopped shipments of war materials to that country. This campaign was conducted
throuzh the Japanese Embassy and local Japanese consuls. They lined up the people
with whom they %%d business or other connsctions and got them to oppose such

(6

abrogation. 'H "The drive was undertaken hewe, and it was through
. (Hitsubishi

the office of the Japanese consul and I-é-itsubishi!'and Co., and supported by

gome of our more representative citizens who have business relations with them."

Ry
with-appreval—of—dapmmerr—poticiesr—He spoke of 2 radio program which he had

;
condueted on the subject "How b,_oyal are our Japanese-American éitizens", sa¥INg

[

'ﬁ}"_.«k,f" o Do \AnLEK
/that he amd various listeners)felt that &t this time "there was hardly a_ trace

/=

or convincing patriotism or loyalty in anything my five guests said", The guests
B /M,

were, according to Mr. Ward, the five leading Japanese-American citizens. des -

Ward continued)wi#h.thﬁ—aéeﬁemontf-"I do not know of any Japanese who has made

forthrizht criticism of the course of Japan in China, right up to the minute

war was declared, until they felt their own personal safety was threatensd.®

My own impression is that they heartidy approve of if and are secretly happy

Ol oh ke V0lectthgph Woa, My Word
about the whole situatio;s."CﬁAs an example, $e described the case of a Japanese

afloe
woman who was in a Palo Alto hospital\hcwing a baby shortly before Pearl Harbor

i\
was attacked. The nursc hed said that %:his woman lay in bed with her heavy

glasses reading the newspapers and chuckling and laughing out loud to herself
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- - 3 \' y . .
as unguarded as this woman, my own impression, frankly based‘onn intangibles,

ese birth, as well as our so-call=d Japanese American citizens. ¥y, C. R,

\
is that this reflects pretty well the fedling of most of our rﬁ}i ts pf Japan~-
Schwanenberg of Alameda, California, gave an interesting example of Japanese
disloyalty when he spoke of a certain C,lifornia goli{course where many Japanese,
some of them American citizens, hold reservations for every Sunday moring. Mr.
Schwanenberg stated, "On the morning of %h# December 7 there wasn't a Japanese

that showed up on that golf course to claim his reservation and play golf that

morning."




Argument VIiI.

This argument

peared iq@ight testimonies and constituted

ap

(&)
total units classified. It was also a minor
als

ota of the three states, as it was 5.96% of

California tatals, and only 3,69% of Oregon arguments, and

6% of Washington arguments.@D

The contribution of government officials to this argument

wE

twice that of non-government witnesses, as the former accounted

for 66.22% and the latter, 55.78%46 However, the argument had an

in the total arzuments of these Two groups, and

very significa : was D.38% the totals

jials, and non-sovern=

Considering state, it

e ek R
ant o

constituted 8.927% of

yL

It wa d at = by government officials

in Washington. The argument almost equally in the totals of

Washington(5.52%)

=3

non=-government men in California (4.797%

but in Oregon.

than to those

gl
he total, It was almos

argumen and non-government

in Southern Californi as it constituted 3.775 0O

the former, ant he latter's totals

vwo .

Chart LTiiI.
Chart XXt
Chart XIX.
Chart XXIl.

Chart
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Argumetn Vii A. ThercoWere also a large number of.oﬂamphﬂr1ﬁ¥mitnesses who
felt that the lack of information concerning subversive activities ‘given by

Japanese residents im the United States was proof of their disloyalty.} Atborney
T
y yeére w1

Gensral Tarreg;siaieé éhat he had discﬁgsed the alien problem with about 40
o
district attorneys and about 40 sheriffs of California and tha#)when asked if

they had ever lnown of any Japanese citizen or alien giving information on

subversive activities, their answer was "Hinanimously that no such information
£ ad @alfornv«,
had Bver bcen given to them." lir. Verne Smi%h, Chisf of Police of Alameda, and

h G(ﬁl‘{ﬂl‘v\fQ.
Mr. We J. Johnson, Captain of Police of Berkeley, also said that this was the

{ &

b \ 120,
case, . lir, Stuart R. Ward,&?eke'ef lMr. Saburo Kido, president of the Japanese-
o Tie &44 f / i
American citizens League, %#mrﬂid*safﬁ that ®™he did not know of one instance
where a Japanese-American citizen has given any information to our counter-
espionage services on disloyal activities on the part of any members of the
& My, Wark
Jopanese Comrunity." He—leker added that he was sure the F. B. I. had
found itself "partially baffled by the noncooperative attitude of both Japaness
=ed Hi altrente,
and Japsnese-Americans on this coast. Mr}\Lysons ot Seattlgﬂalso stated,
- D
"Abundantly confirming the disloyalty of the native-born Japanese is that neither

at Pearl Hasbor nor at any place within the mainland have they disclosed infor-

mation (necessarily within their lmowledge) of such activities." ‘—;1
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VIII. Economic Argument. The economic/arguments fall into
= /
two classes, and consequently two subcategopies were created for
Argument VIII. Category VIIIA consists of those

economic arguments

based upon the belief that the Japranese arg not essential to our
an}’

enomy, or that they are detrimental to itp Category VIIIB deals

ith the fact that the Japanese

can be employed in useful productive

WOk ir‘%ﬂev are evacusated, and that jay evacuation will
~not be a complete financial and economic loss to the nation and to
the.;emancs of our defense effort. Both classes of economic arguments
ations of evacnation, unless, as was seldom
1e case, the Japanese were accused gf being sctually

economy oi the

NITIA, general economic argument consi g of the belief
that the Jspanese are not ess
aspects. Som i #hesse

loss

ential/ to our gobnomy has many different :
8 declared that therehould be absolutely no
in production o

supply if the Japanese were evacuated;

a ciertain amount of loss of produc-
tlon,; shor ly, orf lack of foodstuffs ordipa
produced by the that aftera bDriei sitional nerioq‘
the situation would be adjusted and back to normal, others
hat the loss of production possibly could not be ent

irely

that

the Jdapanese

the con for white

o » the white men to be
Tl Gk nain

success-
Some

les of Argument VIITA eare







or "stoop labor", neeessary

hite people will not do _stis kind of work,

“ a ax £ '/A' ) P Y
would be diffietlty in this connection.

coufge of time.

Attornsy G Warren

pernaps
presented as thibits pies of & number—of letters from j &

tions and orga
inion that theTemoval of the Japsnese from California would
a serious e€fifect on Calirornis dgricul-

el6s sdmitted that around the city
}/' : -
28t deal of f;nck gerdening, and that evacuation would

n o : P He
=~

seriously affect that vegetable supply" for t gre JHe

plans were belng made to get experiep@ed people

ns and continue production. Mp. Robert Llaylor,

cultural War bLoard,
statement from
.1i;v.a he f* the Japanese
ould be placed on

production could

roaching and the Japanese

because of thse uncertain future.—Governor Lang-

ned cuite certabd# that there would be a drop
-~

-

]
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duction, but he expregsed the hope that lsbor would be

and that the Vick6ry Garden campaign *Pulw contribute
Aegxeaséf a i
would not be too great. M W. Spangler,

A

noke iﬁ two fields in which the

exp é . In the first, the
s
was sure that they@ would be n Fwnblem sinec
.'/
workers needed rooms and siﬁce nonforeign operators could
over the hotels IOWEVE . T agriculture,
slderable loss
to become of
ce immediztely so fhat others
thought that it/ would not be difficult
:nd unless the evacuatic 788 poorly managed.
number of witn spoke at n& Iength sbout the sources of
agricultural lab which w d be avallable even il the Japanese
were evacuated, Some " the admitted fg@tftheie would probably
':
a8 minor shortage taln foodsgtu gé; but they were confident

that labor could be found &nd that thgss shortiges would not creste
g,
&

any major hardships. Others seemed/ to think that the importance of

the problem had been exagg rfataa,/;u that a sntif labor supnly

obtained so that ther@fwoul be hortages Attorney
larren of California étﬁrosseu this oW 1t wi he said

of evacustion: "There has befn & lot of tall of how it would dis-

turb the agricultural situgtion in the #ate to move the Japanese.
I think that i1s & very debatable guestion and I thinkthat the records
of the Department of Agriculture of the Government will

is not aﬁFre“t a problem as it is generally supposed to be. e have

seen some very fantastlc figures as to what part Japanese labor




plays in California agriculture." M id that there were

=

many large saeale Japanese operatorsAn the .,: 1d th they em-
who would be &ble
as well for whig rmer M lfengell Travoli of
Tulare County alsc felt that the
ggerated, saying, "It 1s not nearly g« critical as some people

believe 1t iSE;>

S, Mr, Travoli spgke of the supply of Mexlcan

make
1t was avéilable, saying fhat many of them had been working

he Japanese. Hgs Iitalip{ggeotion conceming the labor situation

. W 4 . e
was: "The California lasbor Ai
can be helped by loyal Méxicans.'

Washington, asserted that he didn't belig there would be a shortage

because they had alwsys had surpluses in th? past and a lg¥ of the

! e Sy e, et :
agricultural products had had to rlowed undmr.T Mr. Brfdges believed
et /‘ -
that "There arc many white growers who would take Hold - some of whom

3

own that land now - and operate the farms &f thé Japanese were not
there." Mr. Fred Fueker, representing the American Leg
tioned the C.C.C., certuinbeonle on reliéf, and the Filipinos

possible sources of labor, suggesting/the establishment of an

/
/

cultural institution organized in ?"way similar to the C.C.C.

Los Angeles County Commissioner of Agriculture, admitted
Wi ;
the Japanese operated lanﬂhcould not be profitably
/
farmed by white peorle, but_said, "I wotildn't say that 1t is true
> .
that a grect|d eal cannot be." X Rygn spoke of

|
is unquestionably a large soupce of |agricultural labor supply here

that hasn' t been tapped yet", which he sz2id was made up of school

children,women,and certain other peor! . He believd that there




were a number of Okies who would be "“competent to go into farming

on their own", and also suggested the fermation 68 Boy Scout and

other groups of child rlen for agricultural labor, Hls office had
s : & :

had offers from ceptain WJomen's groups "offering to organize labor

— = B

Hosecrans,

battalions of women" too. The testimonies I M Ve ©
G L O e O

and Mr., H. b.;iillef"ﬁféught in the anticipation of some shortages
in specialty crops but not in staple foodstuffs, DMr. Miller, Manager
of the Agriucltural Department of the Los Angeles Tglllg Chamber of
Commerce, sald that "thes effect, as near as can be estimated, will
probably be a shortage of what you might cell certain relish crops,
eeeee.. Sk such as green onions and table beets and parsley.....
..+« Theessefntidl supplies of the more important vegetable crona
such as lettuce, tomatoes, cauliflower and cabbage, will not be
appreciably shorted iﬂsofar aTs this market is concerned xvvs...
Mlller also added that Los Angeles depended not only upon the
local afaa, but shipped 1n produce from other sreas where 1t was

ED

grown by American farmers. WMr. Rosscrans, Agricultural Co-ordinator

2

df the Los “n.eles County Defense Council, felt as Mr, Miller did
about the shortage of staple ) "T think we are apt to

of
have a pretty good Supﬁlﬁo ncrhﬁpsﬁpoﬂevervthing the housewiie wants,
but a pretty good variety of things raised.” Mr. Rosecrans also said
thatithe anticipated shortage would come at a time when there would
be large supplies of vegetables in other parts of the country, and
that these could be imported to California, Mr. Hosecrans belleved
that although there would probably be a short
there were a number of sources of labor that w 1 be available,
{?; mentioned the unemployed , the Mexicans, and the Neg¥ms, who

*

might require some training but who would be obtainable., He was

sure that there were & lot of people who had the necessary know-




2 X

ledge, however, IMor example, he sald that there were many nonresi-

dent owners who ususlly rented to the Japanese and who had "consider-

able knowledge of what should be done." MNr, G. M. McDonough, Super-

visor in Los Angeles County, spoke of the WPA project which had

$¢rained people in agriculture who were avallable for work at pre-

sent, and of the Negro population of Los Angeles County, which had

offered to replace the dJapanese. Mr. McDonough said, "I don't think
we would be very much short of labor', but he admitted that in many

cases some sprt of a training program would bé nccessary. Uaptain
M. Cunningham, of the Uniteé,states Employment =ervice, gave ti

o

igure on the amount of Japanese norkin% in industry and agriculturef(”

sald that 1t was the crop of "radishes and small vegetables®
ould be affected &nd that would be hard to replace because 1t

ed stoop labor. With regard to mass crops, he sald, "I see no

serious labor shortage due to-the evacuation of the Japanese or the
|\ ow

other aliens." He added ‘that there was "no reason in the workd"
why the lMexicans and F111tnos gho did "the bulk ofthe work" even

in the stoop labor/Tield could not work fowr white operators as well
/ \o\ ‘I
as for the Japgrese. Mr, H. L. Strobel, a Monterey County farmer,

derinitely felt that the extent of the antlcipated shortage had
fto= .

been gretly exaggerated. Mr. Strobel's statlement was: "I believe
the American farmers, or the farmers of California, ¢ entirely
capable, and with the land now ocecupied by th ananese,fwill pro-
duce in just as large a quentity the vegetables that have been for-

i1

merly produced by the Japanese 1ln our farming &areas,
Mr. Sirobel, as several other witnesses, brought in the fact

that the Filipinos would no longer work for the Japanese, but that

they would, of course, work for white operators. Mr, Strobel sald

orgenizations have gone oOn record that
- = -

that "some of these filipino

] apa = rolled
they will no longer or unq_Jap“nese contro
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statement when he

wouldn't be a drop

which makes it almost

the economic
0 be

military necessity €he Japa

"nzeles

sald,
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8 1

impossible for some heses Japanese

production of
Clon)

occupy."

cupation and the

~ 4
L

and that they now Attorney General War-

a

so sald that,

hew

11T

wilill not

ber of Commerce,

efused to

the lumber camps could not

the lzborers there wouldwt

concluded by saying, "They are public charges.

1

theyi would like to be removed

ey¥ themselues,

they can safely find employment and & earn a

they stay here in these bunkhouses the more

become fifth columntg&ts.”

arguments all justifications of

are

expegted that some wollld say that

DE

shonld 1 cuated
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nparatively minor J"Pﬂshlﬁg\ﬂpéﬁ“‘
id Awth regard

people

ev:

cause, Mayor
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"I think our
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itions."

getables,

wartime cond Nendell

typical "military necessity should
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bucket compared to @ disastrous fire
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through our foothills

ideda in similer

The people who

and detrimental to

serve mention,

arguments that weren

our

particularly

lhere wew other witnesses who expressed this

(=0 )

accused the Japanese of being unfair competitors

economy were relatively few, but they do de-

m-

since they presented the only economil

't pure fustifications. r. Bobert Taywlor,




Chairman of the Oregon Agricultural War Poard, read the following
statement from the Multnomah County Labor Committee: "Our commercial

vegetable production and marketing was developed by white growers,

who were later forced out of business by the Japanese growers oper-

eting on a lower standard of livir@;"’hanr of these growers are still
in the community and can produce vegetables when Japanese competidlion

Qo®)
pemoved. " VM%. F, H. Lysons, Seattle Lawyer, was the mést bitter

)

the Hapanese apricultugisfs. He sald with regard to the

. ' , . \ M ;
of truck garderners ##d® due to evacuation: We had such

gareenerﬂf belore the Japanese came, which Japanese standards of

working gondl tions - long day and night hours by families
and childrén - eliminated thls competition. This has
Srought an unhealthy economic conddition. No gresater service can
be rendered the country than to restore this former condition.
condition 1s one wedge of Japan's program
abroad toc acquire monopoly control of
occupadlons. With the accomplishment of
N .
and our labor, including agriculture, will be reduced to choice
between unemployment and degradation bb dsiatic standards of living

- 104
and worklng condlitliong.”
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VI1iB, The faect that -the Japanese could be emiloyed in useful
;n ve\ocalion areas

prdaductive work o-—thes A , bl was given

as a further justification for their removal from the West Coast.
All of the witne 3 #Wie¥ who used this argument stated it in

essentially the same way. A few examples mey be mentioned. Governor

Olson of California said ' Ehe 'fort wlll be made to pl
them in varlous parts of  the United “sftes, or

and Central S&ates, where they cam be employed in useful productive
Loy .

work." He later added, "I certéinly would oppose, unless ast
resort and an absolute military necessity,a concentratidhﬂann idle-
ness bl these people &t public expense as

Robert Taylor, of tnéforegon Agricultural #r DBoard 1id that they

should be moved into an area "where tR€y can i tinue their pro-
(\\'-\-\

duction." His attitude w "I1f #hey can help us win this war, so
much the better; we ed € production.," Mr. J. K. Carson, of
the American Legion reg ted that this orgahization's view-

point was that the panese shoudd be placed in custody wher:

(\13)

could be provided in which they might work. Mayor Riley of Port-
land also Telt that "they shoudd@ be put to productive labor of some

character, and be properly remunerated for it, so that they would

lm

- - = e (\ll : - .

be making a contribution to our defense problem,"” Lr.;ﬂ%’L. Strobel,
a farmer of lMonterey County, California, thought that if there

areas within the “&ate of California acceptfable to the military

tert T e Q&)
to which they could be evacuated, this 1 be dorie

"if these people were maint#mned in these particular

their services could-be utilized under proper supervision,"

imous opifnigr of all those who offered their view-

polnts er who were askedfhuestions by Coomittee members as to what

to be donevw jith the J& oan se alter they we evacuated,
/

should be employed in ussful productive work if possible.




nstituted only 2.38% of the tota

LV Rt 7]
It did not appear in

ores

of the total arguments) than

Bad of the hobals .

/

contributions of government officials and

this argumenat are almost equal, for government

# &5 q ~'@
officials accounted for 48.01%, while the others contributed 51.99%.

con i

Tt was relatively more important to the total arguments of non-government

totals of govermment officials g7 4% “”'\é’

J »
1.01% of the totals of government officials
and 15.29% of the totals of the corresponding group in

Oregon., argument to thest

two groups was not used by

government i | 22 he argume; has relatively

in California and

total, than

~f

was only l.22%

?
of the totalsg) 1

a5 usad in Southern California, it is significant that it

constituted as much as 32,38% of the total arg nents of non-government

witne

there @

ses, while it was only 1l.42/cC the totals of government officials
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The humenitarian argument has
several variations which fa into two main categories. For this
reason, sub-arguments IXA and IXB were created under argument X

s

The aspects of the question included in Argument IXA are those
deal with the probable danger to
gre allowed to remain on the Coast

would arise out of vigilsntism on the part of the other residents

areas, who might take the law int he: vn hands

arose, , +he Cang-nd - T ——————--

IR -RalaloWaNaE o L0 o s e ,Jtnwru ehﬂ —&Hw—+ﬂ9—'ﬂfh Soe Argu-

L.‘!!
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finitely in the nature

IXA. The humanitarian argument, as stated above, grow
( s /

y

. - - - . ( 13 :
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that he |

‘ueker , represent-—

:'?::-;&, "It would

in case there shoudd be any token air railds or shellings ol

thi coast, hich 1 all probabllity, there will be, Iro that hes
one before. s feel that those people will be endangered in belng

here, and it is for their own public safety because of similar in-
(nay Ov+ g f-'v't),a,i Pnaid G Y e Lo
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movement migh

,ome‘tremencows disaster or loss to our armed
or on the part of some ol
lists were to be publishec
few of the sons of people of our Ste

d, Feeling might run higher than

- -.'-’ O -:.‘
12
an outbresk of violenci;E:{EEL . |pangler
~ bl 0 7V

e ueattle&EiPEf National Bank,2W8lso fear-d "group or mob

»

s e bhe Sherlcanax ) are somewhat emoti

i

ceivakle that under the s tress end strain of
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ction might not always be controlled.,”

wilitnesses who SXpressed—siuiler—sentl
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ficials

(C]

govern-
gthers, ¥
and 4,66% of the latter., . was of 1little importance
of the government official

@

tituted 2.22% and 3.19% respectively, but had cons

total arguments of Washington government
tot®d arguments of non-government wit-
found that the humanitarian argumeht had
: oA Gy : o’ ! A 5 (2
1all shere(0.11%) in fn%fotals of this group tn California;
it constituted T.e?f@gr the Washington totals, and 10.36
- ) - AT )
the Oregon totals., The most eniwicant differsnces here are
between the rslative welghts of this
goverrment offi
Oregon and Washingt f the totals of Orsgon government offl
13 we have polnted out al . F argument accountedfor 3.1¢

while ita had greater weig (8 ,56%] 1 the totals of fthe non-

=

government group in that state, The PBVCPS’fmskrue of Washington,

where the argument was 17.c06% of the totals of government officials

o

there, and only 7.45% of the arguments of the non-government group

L]
The share of this argument ¢n the totals oqhotw Northern and

Sonthern California arguments was small, being 2.26% and 0.2% respec -~




non-govesrnment wltnesses 1in | Chern California used

theis argument, and of the totals of the Southern Calffornia

N mieok ’ 19
govermment officlals, the gument accounted for only Q,"'!(:D

= M

S

Chart XVI.
Chart. 1T,
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S8es 3d it in a slightly different manner,
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it Sy ks i R b

: Some ef +Hpm &lso h911 ved—that- i 2 would be possible—to set
Lo ugl b 1oy Mobledu_ oo (d b Moo 4F—
!~_ﬁﬂme—m@%ﬂ6ﬂ~9L-*P"P8*7g ting the dapanese—who were—interned—and

™ .’x, -.L/'_ /l Z-k. T

of prlgaqnn__iag ones-whose levelty was proved., In this W&y, they

thought that any 'njﬁq -iee-done-to-leyal Japanesr-émerigan c¥ttzens

\
coulé—be-reetifled., Mr., J, F, Hassler, 'y Manager of Oakland,
L : = T By b RS
California, expressed W attitude in

rtainly when they have left the area each case could be

decided on 1ts meri

return, to their home Yhr. Smith Troy, Attorney Gernal of Washington,

moving the alien or our protection

=

close scrutiny and inwestigation, those

tizen Japsnese could be, through some licens

1

]"'\—.
or some other method, brought back into the terrifory here
\24
. where we could use them."




Argument IX B.

witnesses,
T+ was relalbi
(for here

arqu menis
in Washington

this argument was contributed by
government officials, while other wlitnesse rccounted for the re-
maining ;7.73'.6905 the totzl

the mrgument accounted ior

of Hion-government

iy o R
almost

’b)
reapectivelw, This share in the

ornia was considerably grmpterﬁhan thet in the totals of these two
groups, res*ectivelﬁ, ih both Washington and Oregon. The diserep-
anclies between the percentages in these two states 1is slight: the
onlv noteworthy difiference being that the a gument was relatively a
1ittle more important to government officials in Washington (where

i1t sccounted for 2.74% of the totals)than to other wltnesses 1n

.tdat state, who usedthe argument as only 0.31% of their total%

This difference was reversed in Oregon, whewm the government of ficials
used the amgument as only lfﬁbﬁ of theilr total, and other wltnesses
used it as 2.7% of their total.

= Wie found that this argument was relatively wore%wn rtant to

Southern California witnesses (who used itf as 13.49% of their total)

Further analvsis showed that in SBouthern California the argument

fhan to those in Northern California where it figured as

constituted 14.15% of the total arguments of government officials




the totals of non-

XVII,
XXIV.
XXV
XVIII.

Chart

Chart

Chert X1X.
16. Chart XXII.




Xy PublticMorale argument. This argument consists of the
belief that the peonle on the West Coast would feel safer if the
Japenese were evacuated, and that therefore thelr morale would be
improved. It was used the least of any ¢f the twelve pro-evacua-
tion arguments, having as it did a total count of only three unlts
the final tabulstion was taken. Perhaps the reason that it
appeared so seldom was that it was so obvious a conclusion £o make
evacuation. Hvery witness who discussed the danger of
fifth column asctivity or sabotage urged evacuation b-cause he
felt that it would remove this danger, and such witnesses undoubtedly

felt that the peorle on the Coast would feel safer and hence that

thelr morale would be better when evacuation took place. How&ver,

since the great majority did not actuaﬁlly say this, the public

morale argument appears very seldom. Governor Olson of California
uged . with regard to his suggestion of evacuating the Japanese

of California, saying "...... 1f thet were done, everyone would
135

feel much safer about the alien and the Japanese population.....".

Mr, Warren also brought up 'the gquestion of morale

of vigilantism, He believec that 1if the

peo le expected - ths s, evacuated the

no public alarm, disorder, or vigilemtism, becsuse the
ppople would feel secure and would not think it necessary to take

. V36
ne law into their own hands.




Argument X.

We found thet this argument played a Wwery minor role in our
classificetion, for it constituted only 0.27% of the total irguﬁSRtSUD
and was used by only three witnesses. It was not used at all in
Washington, and of the total California arguments it accounted for
only 0.18% of the totals, while in Bregon it accounted for 0.53%

@

Government officis contributed two-thirds of the argument ,ef

of the totals@p

Of the total argum this group, this argumént constituted only

0.19%, and was at v equel in importance to the other grou

®

whose totsls the argument accounted for 0.15%. The very small share
of this argument is further exhibited by the fact that it constitubed

only 0.25% of the total arguments of government officials in Calif-
ornla,”and that it accounted for only 0.9% of the totals of non-

@
in Oregonl It was not used by government

egon or Washington, nor by non-government men 1n
Washington. It sccounted fon & mere 0,26% of the tota\
Northern California arguments, and was not used

alifornia testinmnies.C)

Chart II,
Chart XVI,
Chart XVII.
Table
Table
Chart

« Chart
Chart XIX.
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Argument XI. Appeal to Patriotism. The arguments in the nature
of an appeal to the patriotism ofa panese people fall into this
category. 1In general,.they state ‘hat the Japanese, 1if they are
loyal Americans, shouﬂ; accept evacus n gs thelr patriotic duty

to the United “tates. The testimony of}H Robert

Joiht Immigration Committee, mey—be

Fomkee said, "But in connection with thls whole program,

we must recognize and remember we are ab wak; that the wel-

¥ation 1s paramoun and that people who are loyal,
including Japanese or Italidhs or Germans, as: the case might be,
show their loyalty by acquiescing and assisting in carrying

to minimize the suspielon or the sssertions

in that

nia, expressed
"..... I feel that the loyal Japanese and the loyal aliens could

etter show thef§r lovﬂltF to this counfry by leaving the arez at

(2”0 104
request of the Ledarnl uov—‘hw'nﬁ ﬁf.r. C. f. Schwanenberg,
d‘,/“ LA./

2gded—i - T R 5 - T - T
okl Fpaines &}/
1 he glad to do E%VOV'“POP 0lson

were ready to accept evacugz ;
Yot |, (U
any T uggested -

B
gaid iece: v, following a c 2r'e C DEWitt on the

subject, and Mr. Clark P the Department of Just I called into
the Governor's office prosentatives of the Japanese-American Foéu—
lation, profession: 1en, businessmen, farmers, end publishers, and

as we are talking of it now.

I think practically all of those spreasentatives




whatever program is decided upon with¥ gard to
the entire Japanese population from any areaﬁn Cali-
they would follow. In fact, they were
ssked them if they woudidn't be willing to take a leader-
to show it was participated in by the Japan ese-American
for their own protection as well as proof ol
gram which would be very helpful in the
and defense situation. They all stated that they

leadership in
programs for removal, and many submitted wvarious pro-

of suggestion, of voluntary evacuation for al] of the

i 1-:?1.
ese population i“ the ﬂ*llt rv arﬂf (/f“k Cgrn

C{[/\.‘/\,C,FQ- s MW v D_)()/-v..a‘cir—- BA'J @ert
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was used by seWen witnesses, and constituted only

units classifieds™ Its share in the total argu-

’

ments of h state was also very minor: constituting 1.28%

of
Californis als, 0.26% of Oregon totals, and 0.43% of Washington
tots‘els.-(-"D
Government officials contributed 84,85% of the total units of
ntributedthe remsining 15.15%.
our classifi€ation
accounted for only 1.31% of the total
and was only 0.37% of thdtotals of
No government officials Bregon or Washington
argument, but of thekotals of this group in Cal

oty

8%. On the other hand, it constituted 0.45%
L ]

non-government witnesses in Oregon, and 0,75

his group in Taehihgtongb%nt was not used by any

[F}

*California witnesses outside the government sphere.

Chart
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XITI. The necessity -of adonding military or totalitarian methods.
The arguments in this category assert the principle of "fight Fas-
cism with Fascism", or in other|words the idea that a democracy
shoudld disregard legal barriers/ if expedient in time of war. Sever-
2]l witnesses sald that the civil authobities were not adequate to
cope with the situation, or thét there was not enough time for them
to agt. Thé? therefore edvocated immedlate
authorities. Ti argument was us
ent aspects of it are listed below.
\ttorney General Warren of California used Argument KIf far more
5 and passsges.frOﬂ his testimony will there-

exampled of it. Mr. Warren believed that the
B S

problem was both a Federal and a military problem, He said, "W

We
of the decisions in that regard must be made by the
military command that 1s charged with the securlty of this area., I
am convinced that the fifth-column activites of our enemy call for
the participation of people who are in fact American citizens, and
that if we are to deal realisgtically with the problem we must realize
that we will be obliged in time of stress to deal with subversive
elements of our own citizenry. " He went on to say, "If that be
creates almost an impossible sitvation for the civil author-
because the civil authorities cannot take protective measures
st people of that character. We may suspect their loyalty.
le may even have some evidencey or, perheps, substantial dence of
helr iisioyalty. But until we have the whole pattern of the enemy

.
i

plan, until we are sble to go |{into court and beyond the exclusion

of a reasonable doubt establish the gullt of those elements among

\
out American ciltlzens, there 1% no way that civil government cen cope

with the situstion." Since thel procedures of civil government were
|




too slow, Mr. Warren advo sd immed e military measures, feeling

that "any deley in the a ytiorn necessary protective measures
B0

4]
aster,

+H“t t‘“ civil authorities

activitiesgnd thercefore, wing gbout them,
were not in a nosition to take the respon ility With refer-
to the question of civil right/s, Mr. Wareen sald, "I believe,1ﬁv3
gy that in time of war every citizen must give up some of his

mormal rights. I believe that fho good citigen should object to it.
2 Ao g J

/
/

I do believe, however, that it should be done by proper authori

!

not by sporadic action on the part of agencies that do not function

/
according to the law, Ih@% is the reason that I belleve that this is

/ W us
ilitery problem and n&i a problem in civil overnment., "

: Heu\o Park, Col (€ornt :
Stuart Ward, of b Judounn~a¢u\ ?1;‘ r Sen—Hpanciges, ©X-
/

/

Mr.,

viewpoint with hewhat more feelihg than

"liuch though I would like to feel

otherwise, I believe Japan and Jaj ¢-America alike shou@lL

immediately be placed in concentration c# Qs and without a moment's

warning. I do not belleve moving them h;cb from the coast would

be adequate. I reslize this 'n"ﬂc‘heevv cost and injustice to a con-

number of the 140,000 such regidents in the United tates.

other hand, think the f Pearl Harbor, the inform-

ation I believe to be in the hands jur couriter-

and the (feneral public

that what i1s likely to be a life-anc

or ¥h& Pacific coast seaboard would jus*if7 such

of the wer. (I am one of those who considers an

\ _
Japanese coastal invasion entlrely pos: f}lv., If anyone knows how
to separate the sheep from the goats onlthis deal I have never talkd

llone of our three counter-esplonage &g¢ clies has




recently at least) been give fficient funds or personnel to do
1yl

anything like an adequate job. Cow, thére isn't time." ﬁr R.

Celifornis Joint T”wf cration Committee in San

that he believed themilitary suthorities should be entrusted

with suthority to establiyéh combat areas where "no per S@%, g**zehs

or aliens, would be permitted unless it has been first established
/":

their i Pue%gé there was desirable or _mot ini mical to the wel-
of the cowfitry. K Mr. ( Schwgrenberg, City Manager of
California, X chy wl 7 situatic s very vulnerable,
steps should be taken T : immediately all enemy aliens
any way be guestioned,

L ug

any chances."

said that

upon our own

Qrﬁzt

wnen

war success cg

Pr(.'
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Argument XIT.

We found that sixteen witnesses advocated militasry control
0]
and the use of totalitarian mothods, and that this argument accounted

(11-20% ) o]

for = r!&ffwwlag" large part,of the totdl units classified. In

comparing the relative weights of the argument
roughly twice as important in
of the total arguments
mere it accounted for 6.82%
ccounted for 6.59% of
It 1s significant that 1 vas the ernmer fficlals who
contributed the grea
other witnesses accounted for the remaining
that ti rgument constituted 13,09% of the total arguments of
t was of less importance to theother
&

of whose total argument it accountedfor &.41%. In

the relative importance of this argument to the tofals

of government officials and non-government wltnesses, respectively,
in each state, . appeared that the argument had almost equal waight
in the total argument government officials in Wsshington and

-f

ifornia (14.93% = 3.49% respectively). It accounted for
of the totals ¥ group in Orego On the other
the arguments of non-government
of thetotals of the corresponding group
he totals of thils group in Washington.
above show that in Califlornia this argument
lative importance to both government officials
vhile Oregon government government officials
approximately one-half the interest in thls argument that

was indicated by non-government witnesses in that state. The

iscrepancy in the relstive imnortance of the argument
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iashington is striking,

groups

more emphasized by government

ment is

reverse was true in Oregon), but also

totals of nbn-government

%

he totaels of government offi

ing down the argument

el

of the Northern

the totals of Southern

that the argument was relatively far
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of whose
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there (for it copstituted 1.65% of their totals)

the

Nse W here

argu-

than by others (the

]
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witnesses. We also noted

impprtant to govermment

than

to

totals this arsument sccounted




XIII. Miscellaneous Argu

uander the miscellaneous category.
KIITA. Appeal to authority.

an argument, since the sentences falling under it were used as fur- TVVE

ther evidence iqfuhhorf of various contentlo They consisted fsw~

T\--lrroqe./

to suthorlity

the 1lolan

These
ention that there was

and fifth-column activity

their removal at once from the
-3 and areas 13 imperative in order

Warren also presented letters from

tural organizations in the State which supported his opinion
removal of the Japanese from Californiz would have an

e I
scisgble but not a serious effect upon Caelifornia agriculture.

"

He brought in sppeals to asuthoriyy in connection with Argument VIIA
'S G
also., Attorney £ sral Smith Troy of Washington appealed to the
shington counties
Governor 0Olson of

that the

could




Argument XIII
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covernment officials, it consjtituted
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1LTnes st

totals of non-government

The argum

18 shown 31 the

Oregon or Washl
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alysis of the Totdn Committee Reports produced some out-
As was to be expected. tlie fifth-colum and sabo-
tage argument ranked very high in importance relatlve to the other
argnments[‘ It 1s significant to 7 however, that the economle
(S Iy

argument gppeasred even more, and was, in fact, the mosinpslssr used

of all. The relatlve importance I y two arguments to the total

arguments and to each other may be explained, Argument V, the
' expressed
fifth-column argument, as has heen sjgad befor e, /w## the fundamental

2

motive lying behind the general clamor for evacuat
nese was of course based upon the probability that they, or
some of them,were disloyal, and that therefore they would be
act as saboteurs, espionage agents, and fifth-columnlsts.

general argument had many variations, and was closely connected

their espproval of the aggressive

Japan were closely related

Since we formed s ﬂratr categories T

of the problem many sentences were classified under
than Argument V, though they Wwere in fact based upon 1t
ence, our tabulation may ap

the ssbotage and

actually the 7 Ild be noted that Argument

ith intentional location of the Japanese in strategic
were
even nore closely connected with
ménts. It was used a

tentional distribution of the Japanese was emphasized far more than

their unintentional location' in important areas,




The explanation for the wide use of Argument VIITA lies in the
+that the witnesses seemed to believe that the strongest argu-
against evafuation was the possibility that the removal of the
srupt the economy of the Western States.
who advocated evacuation thereforne. spoke at great
this argument, saying that the Japsnese were not

b

essential to our economy. Their testimonies may be regarded as
secondary uments, or as justifications for evacuation. Only when
the Japanese were accused of being detrimental to the Western econ-
omy did the economic argument form a true motive for evacuation, and
this was done comparatively few times. Another reason that the
economic argument formed such a lar [ age of the total argu-
ments was that the Tolan Committee evidently considered the econ-
omic situstion to be the chief objection to evacuagion also. MNany
witnesses were people whose field was sgriculture, elther
from the production or the governmental side, and these wiltnesses
naturslly discussed th: mic quest , great lenght. MNore-
over, a great number of tl : agsked by the Committee members
dealt with the agricultural aspect of evacuation, and the state-
ments prompted by these questions fell into the VIIIA argument.

Argument XII, urging milisary or totallitarian action, was found

to be third in relative importance when the percentages of each

gument were 1 The reason for this may lie in the fact
the
witnesses thought that the legality of/evacustion of

-
Japanese-American citizens would be cuestioned, Argument X IT

ally consisted of statements to the effect that in wa rtime drastic
measurss were necessary, I that vil procedures were lnadequate
and were also too slow, The dange fifth-eoluvmn activity or

sabotage undoubtedly led




the most expedient thing to do.

control of the tion was

A

Argument XII is also secondary argument or s

wa to refute

evacuation since it was used

aspects of evacuation should be a determining

A number of the arguments consisted of statement

6f the disloyalty of the Japanese. Arguments I,
were of this emphasized a feeling

rather than actual subversive activity in the phys

the racial argument, included

were more loyal than to the

their racial background. Arguments YI

the cultursal that elther the tendency

customs of their mother country or

symapthey with its policies.

that the general oguestion

3 A

of loyalty indlcated when

arguments are considered separately.

IXA and IXB, whils® they both deal

i bl
of evacuati-n, are really very
Argument IXA consiasts of the fear that the
victims of vigilante action, and as such an interpreted

contention or argument for evacuatlion, or

argument used to supposrt another one thoughtto be more

by the witness using it. Before the Tolan Committee all

used it in connection with other argu-
since IXB

very distinet from Argument IXA,




with treatment of the Japanese

acuated., 1%t

almost purely an administrative

evacuation problem

nstificati




he arguments more extensively,

» clésaification by 8tes and by witnesses., If the

£\Nenumber o:
noted at once that/4ke wit-
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ars consldered separat
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sument (VIIIA), the sabotage and fifth column argument,
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Gi) (9)
militeary seeessiis argument, Of

these, the economic argu-

most g, and the other & were of sbout egual

ilmportance.

than in

le found thst

reason-

the predominance of
emphasis by this oup. As shown in
economic argument, we found that the greatest respo

gument actually 1
®

8. For Northern

gt hod the
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comparatively even more important in
Nashington than in 1 nia, Another difference between the

relative significance of the arguments in the two state

=

:een in the faet that while the fifth-column

o et 2 s s L
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the humanitarian argument (IKA)AJVLQ“
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fif'th colugmn activity more thaj
constitutes a far greater share
do the major arguments (VIIIA) in
ondtwie
A drgument VEEEA hce

that state.

importance of each argument to

ment officla

ments of Californis witnesse Here, the economic
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&
large share8of the
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indoctrination holding fo
\
overnment
and espionage,

apgiitddtd the raclal arg

group, but they
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testimonies, the e 'ficials used




argument the most, with the military, deliberate indoc-

fifth column argument,constituting significant shares

However, the non-government witnesses
fifth column category of prime importanceé.
omic argument was secondary here, with the racisl and milite
ments also of some significance to thils group. Fesasadeaipis
% In snalyzing the tot T government officials
ional men in Southern California e found, as has
the economic argument was ' greet Importance to the government
officelals, It was also tt or argument of the non-government
GHRFEskalscE* witnesses in thet area, but it was relatively only
about one half as important to them as 1t was to the other goup.

Argument VIIIB, the economic argument justifying

evacuation,

almost &s significan to the non-government witnesses as the

economic argument, VIIIA,
The analysis of the arguments as used by government officials
professional men in 200 ows thaet to the latter group.the
fifth column argument wa f outstanding importance.

i1ts predominance in th« cdh egon testimonies

8 were only of minnr s ificaence to the non-government

To the government officials, the economic argument had
atest appeal, although its predominance 1s far less that
the fifth colupn argument in the other group.

umpn
nority argument was glmost equally
1fth eolumn and economic justification arguments
slightly less importance.

Wit tonprofessionadmmmianntbitad g dapar

In Washington, the econcomie argument (VIITA) was relatively

more important #iieddtiwds to the non-government




was to the corresponding groups in the other two stazges.

sitnessés totals also fell under the category
location., ihile the government officiels

had srgued economic stability (VITIIA)

) : ; s 38 i
the corresponding group 1n Was

hington

sreatest emphadis to the Iea: f botage and fifth column

Somawhat less important to them, while yvet constituting
awal

shares of the totals, were the economic (VIIIh)h\human-

XA) arguments . gue and the arpument of military necessit]

considered the racial \tegory as of some importance.
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OUR TOTAL SANMPLE INCLUDEHD THE FOLLOWING WITNESSES :

Bowron, Hon. Fletcher, mayor of the city of Los Angeles, Los

Angles, Celifornia - vol., 31, p. 11640

ges, Robert, representative, Valley Protective Assoclation,

Washington - ¥ol. 30,.p. 11520
Carson, Josepl state commander, Oregon Depertment of

American Legion, 1010 Bedell Building, Portland, Oregon -

representing the .John Dewey Forum, 214 South Hill
Street, Los Angeles, California - vol. 31, p. 11E11
Cunningham, Capt. W, N., Industrial Depasrtment, United otates
Employment Service, Los Angele i fa. < ¥Wol. 31; p. 11759

=

Freeman, Miller, publisher, Seattle, Washington - vol. 30, p. 11536
Fueker, Fred M State adjutant of the American Leglon, Seattle,
- )
Vashingtor ) 50, p. 11434
Fouke, Robert H., sttorney representing the California Joint
Immigration Committee, Russ Buillding, San Francisco, Califor-
. RPy Pey I G63

city manager, Oakla California - vol. 29,
Portland Oregonian, Prtland, Oregon -

fornia
n
D
Jones, Hon, Ronald

Tae 11812

Klahre, J. E., Hood River, Oregon - vol. 30, p. 11329




T

Langlie, Hon. Arthur B., Governor, State of Washington, Olympia,
Washington - vol, 30, p. 11397

Lysong,Fred H., lawyer, Seattle, Washington
McDonough, Gordon M., supervisor, county of
‘ornia - vol. 31, p. 11678

ger, agricultural department, Los Angeles

Los Angeles, Californies vol, 31,

Earl, mayor, Seattle, Washington
Hone Culbert L., of California,
Sacrsmento, Cglifornia - vol. 31,
Hon. Ea mayor, city of Portland, Portland, Oregon -

11301

agricultural coordinator, Los Angeles County

Defense Council, Los Angeles, California - vol., 31, p. 11678

rold J.,, commissioner of agriculture of Los Angeles
524 North Spring Street, Los Angeles, Californla
FOk« Sy Peud ISR
Schwanenberg, C. R., city manager, Alameda,
P. 1107

Smith, Verne, chief of police, Alameda, California -

Pl aas
J

Spangler, J, W., vice president, Seattle First National Bank,
Seatile, W 30, P 13417
Strobel, H. L,, farmer, County, California
D TLORY
Robert, chariman, Oregon agricultural war board, Oregon

3tate College, Corvallis, Oregon - vol. 30, p. 11380




representing the Tulare County Citizens

Tulare County, Orosi, Qalifornia - vol, 29,

attorney general, State of Washington - vol., 30,

Underwood, Walter W,, secretary, Astoria Chamber of Commerce,
Astoria, Oregon - vol. 30, p. 11316
Ward, Stuert R,.,, 1035 Tehema Avenue, Menlo Park, Calil
vpl. 29, p. 11260
:

Narren, Earl, attorney general of the State of Calliforni

ancis California - vol. 29, p. 109%7
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