
I. Purooses of investigation 
A. Our purpose was to determine the motives underlying t he 

demand for the evacuation of the Japanese from the West 
Coast. 

B. To attain this purpose we made a quantitative content 
analysis of the reports of the Select Committee Investi-
gating National Defense Migration, which was sent to the 

est Coast by the House of Representatives to hold hear-
ings regarding evacuation. This Committee was under the 
Chairmanship of Congressman John H. Tolan of California . 
The Tolan reports were used because they were believed t o 
present a good cross-section of public opinion. They 
afford an adequate sample of the attitudes towards evacu -
ation held on the Vest 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 technique of content 

analysis. The unit of counting was the sentence, and 
the sentences »rare classified according to the catego ry 
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. e 
attempted to make these arguments as mutually exclusive 
aspossible. 

B. /e have used the term argument to mean a definite reaso n 
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 presentation of each argument. The declaration 
was defined as that part 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 consider important and relevant. In our classifica-
tion, we included all sentences which formed a part of 
the declaration and/or the presentation. e also classi-
fied those sentences which were answers to questions aske d 
by the members of the Tolan Committee, considering such 
sentences as falling under the category suggested by the 
question, although the question-; and other remark«s o f the 
Committee members were not classified. Sentences givi ng 
a forthright statement of a point of view, such as "I am 
in favor of mass evacuation", were xcluded unless reason s 

eregiven for the expressed attitude. 

C. Tiie method outlined above was adopted because It was b e-
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 
Ibhe sentence method was more accurate than counting lines 
or paragraphs.  '  e realize that this method hes disadvan-
tages, but in using this particular type of material for 
our purpose it seemed most expedient to use the sentence 
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as the basic unit. The chief disadvantages are that 
sentences may have differences in emphasis and also may 
contain two or more arguments. 

D. In classifying the arguments for and aginst evacuation , 
we included only those testimonies which expressed a defi n-
ite point of view. Itnesses who discussed purely admin -
istrative aspocts of the question were therefore omitt e&. 
Also, all Japanese testimonies were excluded because they 
were thought to be too biased. In the testimonies that 
were classified, we numbered each sentence, and those wh ich 
belonged to particular arguments were listed under the 
proper categories. In case a sentence was a part of two 
or more arguments, we weighted these parts equally. For 
example, a sentence containing three arguments would bo 
listed under three categories, having a value of .33 in 
each case, since the total value of each sentence vras 1. 00. 



Project: An analysis of the arguments for &nd against the  mass 
evacuation 01 Japanese from the West Coast as contained 
in the h wrings of the ¿elect Committee of the House of 
Representatives investigating Katlonal Defense  i  igration. 

I. The TolanljGommittee hearings are good samples to us e for analys-
ing the (Mguments. 

A. Rec tus of the Tolan Com ilti-ee show that they tried to get 
widespread representation, i.e. fanners, businessmen, pro-
fessional people, representatives of patriotic organiza-
tions and government officials on She city, county, stat e 
and federal level were interviewed, 

B. The Tolan Committee tried to get both the pro and con of t he 
evacuation question, thou^a they were largely unsuccessf ul 
on the con side. 

C. The Tolan Committee he^rin^s by b r i b i n g together argumen ts 
of all shades from people of all sorts constitute the most 
convenient method of analyzing the arguments. 

D. Hearings were held in Los Angeles, San Francisco, Portl and 
and oeattle, thus permitting a ^eo&rap- ical cross-sectio n 
of opinion. 

II. Technique of analysis. 
A. A modified Laswellian teconique of content analysis w ill 

be used. Therefore the first task will be to study the 
literature oi Lasswell and Lasawe11's students. 

B. Unlike most of the Lasyswellian studies, which are inter -
ested in content as sucn, our Interest will be much more 
restricted. 'net  5 3,  we will be interested specifically 
in the arguments in re Lard to evacuation. 

C. Our tabulations will fall into the following tentati ve 
categories: 

1. The crudest classification is on ttae basis of who 
testified. ) 

a. Individuals 3peakin& for themselves 
b. Spokesmen for patriotic organizations 
c. Spokesmen for business org anizations 
d. University professors 
e. Officials of local, county, state and federal 

governments 
f. Spokesmen for church organizations 

Japanese themselves 
h. Comments of Con, res¿ment themselves 

Classification by arguments for evacuation. 
a. \acial argument against the Japanese 

1) Impossibility of distinguishing between loyal 
and disloyal Japanese 

2)  Some Japanese are loyal, but it is impossible 
to deny that there are disloyal elements. 

3) i:o Japanese has ever  fe iven Information about 
other Japanese. 

b.  :  ilitary necessity a ^ u  i&at 
1) .-xlabence of Japanese in the danger zone would 

facilitate attack. 
2) Argument of concerted sabotage 
3) Japanese dispersed themselves geographically 

into strategic areas on the coast. 



4) Intent  of  Japanese consulate tiirough language 
schools to maintain Japanese loyalty« 

f) Japanese  knev  about attack on Pearl Harbor in 
advance» 

c. Economic arguments 
1) Japanese are economically unimportant» 
2) Resentment against cheap Japanese labor and 

Japanese ownership of land, 
d. Argument that everyone would feel safer with Japanese 

evacuation. 
e. Totalitarian democratic arifument: fight i-'ascism 

with Fascism» 
f. Religious argument! that Buddhism end Shintoism are 

nationalistic. 
g. Evacuation will be inconvenient but there will be* no 

injustices. 
g. Humanitarian argument« Japanese themselves must be 

protected• 
i. The patriotic contriVution of the Japanese is to 

accept evacimtion due to the above arguments, 
3. Classification by arguments against evacuation. 

a. No res son to make race a distin uishing mark of 
loyalty• 

b. vacuation is unconstitutional, 
c. vacuation is non-Democratic and un- -merican: should 

not  fi  ght Fasc  1  stn wi th Pasci sm . 
d. Evacuation is un-Chriatian. 
e.  Evacuation is being urg-ed by selfish economic and 

patriotic pressure groups. 
f. There i3 no military necessity. 
(g.  rv here is a counter-argument for almost ev^ry argu-

ment for evacuation,) 
D. The main problem is one of methodology; that is, according  to 

what unit of measurement should the arguments be classif ied. 
Lssswell suggests several alternative units of measureme nt 
(square  inches, lines, words, sentences, etc.) 'e will select 
the most  ieaninj  ful unit for our purposes after experimentation. 
The classification of arguments, as outlined above, is te nta-
tive. The list is both incom lete and faulty in regard to 
the criteria of mutual exclusiveness. Before fhe tabula tions 
are made, the categories v/ill be greatly refined, 

F. By cross-tabulation our studies will show: 

1. The relative weight ;iven to v? riou3 arguments by tri ose 
urging evacuation. 

2. Hie arguments that were used by various vocational, pro-
fessional and special intere t groups» 
The degree to which geographical location affected argu-
ments . 

4. Other classifications will become apparent as the work 
pro, resse3. 
rr hese facts will also become clear in regard to the argu-
ments a ainst evacuation. 

Ill, Integration with other aspects of the Evacuation-Res ettlement 
Study. 

A, y relating the results of our study to other analyses being 
carried on, it. will be nossible to determine: 

1, The relation of the quantitative data to a qualitative 
evaluation of arguments. 



2• The effects of various pressure group approaches on 
various classes of people in various geographical areas • 

3. The effect, if any, of the arguments used at the Tolan 
Committee Hearings on the subsequent action of Congress -
men and the subsequent activities of pressure groups. 



The purpose of our study was to determine the relative 

emphasis given to various arguments in the public dem and for the 

mass evacuation of the Japanese from the West Coast. As a  means 

of attaining this purpose, a quantitative content analy sis of the 

reports of the Select Committee Investigating National Defense 

Migration was made. This Committee was sent to the /est Co ast by 

the House of Representatives to hold hearings regarding evacua-

tion. It was under the Chairmanship of Congressman Jo hn K. Tolan 

of California. The Tolan Committee reports were used for our 

study because they were believed to present a good sample of all the 

arguments used to further evacuation. The records of the Co mmittee 

show that an effort was made to get widespread representati on; 

farmers, businessmen, professional people, representat ives of 

patriotic organizations and government officials on the city, 

county, state and federal levels were interviewed. Hear ings were 

held in Los' Angeles, San Francisco, Portland and Seat tle, thus 

presenting ijgeographical cross-section of opinion. An attemnt was 

also made to get both the pro and con of the evacuation questi on, 

though the records show that the great majority of the v/ itnesses 

advocated evacuation. 

In making our content analysis of the Tolan Committee 
O* ScPrV \ W c r t ^ T * .  k a S ^ e  It 

reports,  a^modii  ied'  j.i  • in  1 (Li  techniqu^was u s e d U n l i k e most 

of the Lasswellian studies, which are interested in conte nt as 

such, we were interested specifically in the arguments i n regard 

to evacuation. The unit of counting was the sentence, and  the 

sentences were classified according to the category unde r which 

they fell. These categories were made up of the twelve pr incipal 



arguments in favor of evacuation and of the twelve princip al argu-

ments against evacuation. We attempted to make these a rguments 

as mutually exclusive as possible. 

We have used the term 'argument" to mean a definite reas on 

for holding a certain viewpoint pro or con mass evacua tion. To 

determine which sentences were to fall under the various categories 

or arguments, we adopted a rule of selection which differe ntiated 

the so-called contention and evidence of each argument. T he con-

tention was defined as that part of the argument which exp ressly 

stated the point of view of the witness. The evidence i ncluded the 

substantiation or proof of the contention and also such i nforma-

tion as the witness himself seemed to consider importan t and rele-

vant. The evidence could therefore consist of a series o f declara-

tive statements, rhetorical questions, statistical cha rts or maps, 

or any other material offered in support of. the contention . T'fte 

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

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

cases, every sentence that included part of the conten tion or the 

evidence was classified as part of the argument. Charts and maps 

wer:. excluded, since they obviously were not suitable f or a tabu-

lation on the basis of sentence-units. Letters, reso lutions, 

and such exhibits which were offered as part of the ev idence were 

also excluded unless they were addressed specifically t o the 

Tolan Committee. Forthright recommendations or stament s pro or 

con evacuation, such as "I am in favor of evacuation"', were not 

classified unless they were immediately accom anied by ar guments 

giving the reasons for the point of view expressed. As an e xample 

of our method, the testimony of Attorney-General Sari V /arren of 
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California may be offered. Mr. Warren presented, maps as part 

of the evidence to prove his contention that the Japan ese were 

located in strategic areas in California and were theref ore dan-

gerous to the defense of the Vest Coast. His contention and 

the part of the evidence given orally to the Tolan Comm ittee were 

classified as an argument, but the maps were not classifi ed. 

The method outlined above was adopted because it was be-

lieved to be the most suitable and accurate for our purpos es. 

Ve used the sentence as our unit of measurement because the 

material was too lengthy for counting words, and the sent  nee 

method v/as more accurate than counting lines or paragr aphs. me 

realize that this method has disadvantages, but in using this 

the basic unit. The chief dis-

acvantages are that sentences may have differences in emp hasis and 

also may contain two or more arguments. 

In classifying the arguments for and against evacuat ion, 

wejincluded only those testimonies which expressed a de finite 

point of view. Witnesses who discussed purely administrat ive 

aspects of the question were therefore omitted. Also, al l Jap-

t n i rnfii In the testimonies that were classified, we nu mbered 

each sentence, and those which belonged to particular argu ments 

were listed under the proper categories. In case a sent ence was 

For example, as sentence containing three arguments woul d be 

listed under three categories, having ajvalue of .33 in e ach case, 

since the total value of each sentence was 1.00. Afger ca reful 

our purpose it seemed most ex-

a part of two or more arguments, we weighted these parts  equally 
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reading had revealed the contention of a certain passag e or 

part of one witness's testimony, we ordinarily classified the 

contention and all the supporting evidence as part of th e appro-

priate argument. In some cases where the evidence was used to 

support two contentions, the sentences that made up the evi dence 

and contentions were classified under the two arguments indicated 

by lbhe two contentions. In this case, each sentence would have 

a value of .5 under each of the two categories. Very often  the 

evidence included one or more sentencescor parts of sente nces that 

appeared to belong to arguments other thanjthe one indic ated by 

the evidence and contention as a whole; in such instan ces, the 

sentences in question were listed under all arguments sugg ested 

by their content, with each being given an equal valu e and the 

total in all cases being one. 
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After a preliminary study of the reports of the Tolan C ommittee, 

it' was found that the arguments used most widely could b e divided 

into twelve main categories. These categories were de fined in 

a way that was "believed to make them as mutually exclusive as 

possible. In the brief outline that follows, it should be  noted 

that in general the first seven arguments are thejones t hat most 

vehemently urge evacuation. The remaining six arguments are more 

in the nature of justifications for evacuation. This dis tinc-

tion is not absolute and is not valid in all cases, since th ere 

were witnesses who presented one of the latter arguments a s 

their main contention. However, the distinction was fou nd to hold 

true in most cases. It should 

category, the argument for evacuation that was based n the fear 

of fifth colum aciivigies from a strictly military poi nt of 

view, was found to be indistinguishable from the fifth category 

where the term "fifth colum" was more loosely used. ¡'"or t his 

reason, all sent nces speaking of fith columnacLivity w ere classi-

j  ied under^rgument five, and the sixth argument was dro pped com-

pletely when the final results were tabulated. A brief o utline 

of the thirteen arguments and their subdivisions follows : 

I. Racial Argument. The belief that all Japanese must be 

also bepoted that the sixth 

considered as a unit, and that it is impossible to dis-

tinguish the loyal from the disloyal because of their 

physiogomy (they all look alike) and their mentality 

(the "Oriental Mind" or "Oriental Mask 1). 

II. Cultural Argument. The theory that the Japanese in 

America tend to cling to Japanese customs, and that 

this results in unconscious indoctrination with the 
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ideology of Japan. 

III. Deliberate Indoctrination Argument, The "belief tha t 

the Japanese Government, its agents in the United States , 

or pro-Japanese elements in the United States, deliber-

ately carried on a program of indoctrination, through 

coercion and/or financial aid to the cultural and othe r 

institutions of the Japanese in Ameriea. 

IV. Location and Distribution in America 

A. Location of the Japanese in strategic areas in the 

United States, brought about intentionally by the 

Japanese government or its agents. 

B. Strategic distribution of the Japanese which was 

unintentional but which nevertheless is a danger 

to the defense of the United States. 

V. Actual or Potential Sabotage, Esplona? e and Fifth 

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

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

nists. 

VI. Fifth colum argument. ''Fifth column 1' is used here in 

the military sense, the meaning being that an organized 

group will spring up at the point of attack ana help 

those attacking or attempting an actual invasion. 

VII. Approval of the Japanese role in the, war. The belief 

that the Japanese in America- either definitely approve 

of an aid, or at least do not disapprove of the aggressive 

policies of Japan. 

—^>VII A. The contention that no Japanese has ever given 

information about another (subversive) Japanese, show -



Ing that they approve of subversive activities on the 

part of other Japanese in America. 

VIII. Economic arguments 

A. The arguments that are in general "based on the "be-

lief that the Japanese are not essential to our econ-

omy, or even that they are detrimental to  it. 

B.  Evacuation justified by the belief that the Japanese 

can be employed in useful productive work v/here they 

are relocated. 

IX. Humanitarian arguaatts . 

A.  The relief that evacuation would be the most humane 

policy towards the Japanese  min rri.>u,. Dili,r I.al¿̂ saase cAxccl. 

to the likeliehood of vigilantism^race  riots^ and 

^ p ,  ^  pi— 3=. h  I.  M I III I I I I ! I, I  L 

B. Evacuation justified by the argument that the pro-

gram will be administered humanely. 

Public Morale Argument. The fact that the people on the 

..est Coast would feel safer, and that therefore morale 

would be better if the Japanese were evacuated. 

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

nature of an appeal to the patriotism d' the Japanese 

in America, stating in general that all patriotic 

Japanese shouSid want to evacuate to help the defense 

effort. 

XII. Necessity ofAdopting Military or Totalitarian Met hods 

The arguments in this category assert the principle of 

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

idea that a democracy should disregard legal barriers 



if expedient in time of war. 

XIII. Miscellaneous arguengiits 

Appeal to authority. JPhat is, appeals ¡bo the 

authorit7;T and knowledge of General deWitt, law 

enforcement officials, etc., used to prove a 

contention. 

B. [Che theory that the sensitivity of the Americans 

to the danger of the Japanese in the United States 

has "been dulled by pro-Japanese propaganda. 



Argument I - The Racial Argument. The racial argument 

consisted of the belief that the citizen and alien Japanes e 

should be considered as a unit, since it is impossible to d is-

tinguish be  t./een  loyal and disloyal Japanese because of their 

peculiar physiogomy and mentality. This argument was  i mi 

, . s r — — ' 

v- 1«' 1" c-uc.i, -i- .ju. very often found in connection' with the fifth 

column or sabotage argument. In many cases it expressed a def in-

ite feeling of race prejudice towards the Japanese. For e xample o* M Mr. Stuart R. ^ n ^ n M  n, ,.„•  1  1 ;,  -̂ „1 i-̂ ĵ .i 

stated in comparing the Japanese with the Chinese that the "Jap-

anese are not now nor ever have been liked, understood or 

G> 

trusted. 1 He also said that the reports he hac received from 

men who had dealt with the Japanese over the years stated "t hat 

f-here's no such thing as having a friendship with a Japan ese after , . G}  a  hS-rt-vts/i  Hu one ceased to be of use to the Japanese^. Mr. Yard^cfefenft d that 

\7apanf***  in uJ*£ "JZ*,*Trt<sT  Ytoe™." 1 TttrsZS,  faaTAe. 
„ ™ ^ ^ ^ ^ ~"h  I  h  "  f"1  V  'I' nnnlc:  l.vns. I.  _ 

1 ana^hrwarffecTo^iei^minorities that they 

should not try to defend the Japanese because the Japanese were 

"by all odds generally regarded as the most largely disloyal of 
Q> 

a 1 1 o u r  groups. Usually, however, the witnesses were willing 

to admit that the majority, or at least a great many, of the 

Japanese in this country were loyal to America. Such peopl e 

advocated evacuation because it was impossible to tell t he loyal 

from the disloyal. Governor Olson of California stated tha t 

'we would be naive indeed if we did not recognize that there is 

also a large part of the Japanese population who are © 
distinctly in sympathy with Japan", and later added that t he ' 
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Japanese should be considered as a group even though the  Italian^ 

ana German/ were treated as individuals because of "the d ifficulty 

of telling who is who among the Japanese.' 1 He saia, 'I believe the 

FBI would have more difficulty ascertaining who was a saboteur 

or fifth column!st among the Japanese population than they w ould 

among the Italian or the German." Ir. Earl Riley, Layor of 

Portland, Oregon, gave as his opinion that ho folt thet 50 percent• 

or more of the second generation Japanese were loyal, b ut added y ^ 

"I do not think anyone is in a position to ferret out the fi fty 
ne <p 

percent", and that 0 % wouldn 11 take a chance with one". Mr. 

Earl Milliken, Mayor of Seattle, Washington, also stated that he 

thought it was "utterly impossible" to separate the few di sloyal 

citizens from the majority who were loyal to the United  Staters 

Mr. J. W. Spangler, Vice-President of the Seattle Firs t National 

hr. (V 
Bank, and Verne Smith, Chief of Police of Alameda, Californ ia, 

A 

both spoke of the difficulty of understanding the Jap anese. 

-^^Spangler, for ~exampT§Instated that he hau "found it exceedingly 

difficult to divine the Oriental", adding that by this he meant 

that "apparently their mental processes may not be identi cal with 
(2> 

our own." This fact £nd thetfact that the Japanese pres erved 

a fl aroup identity^ as the Italians and Germans did not, were hi s 

reasons for treating the Japanese differently than'  tno othor c 

OV Atilax^^^^  'I  lYlt.l I r flllf-'"  . '  /  \ 

frwe  grou^s^ Verne Smith ̂ b p s 5 d that ,/hereas"there is a comm on 

meeting round between A^i» minds^of alien Italians and Germans^ 

anc our o-'.t., ther  ;  is "no particular common meeting gound for 

the oriental and occidental mind", and Athat he hac. founa it 

"practically impossible to obtain information, to. obtai n true / 

impressions of the Japanese." 



Argument I. 
(D 

This argument constituted 6.91,2 of the total argument s tabulated, 
( P 

and was used "by 17 of the 32 men testifying. Considerin g the total 

arguments, therefore, it was not a major one, nor was it out standing 

in any of the three states. It was relatively more important  in 

Washington, as there it accounted for 9.56% of the arguments, and was 

only  7• 83/a  of the Oregon arguments, and 5.57,2 of the California 

argument sr 
In general, \ . 

/ the racial argument appealed about equally to govern ment oilicials 

and to witnesses having no connection with government. Of the total 

argument, the .overnment officials contributed 44.49^,  and the non-

government men contributed slightly more (55.51 ]̂"; Howe ver, of the 

total argument of the government officials, the racial argument 

constituted only 5.04^, whereas it accounted for 9.S4; £ of the total 

arguments of otners. 

In further breaking down the argument by states, we found  that 

this argument was more important to the total arguments o f government 

officials in Washington (11.19^) and Oregon (9.34^), tha n to those m 

California (3.04,,*)® However, to the non-government witnesses, this 

argument had greater appeal in California (l2.16^Pthan i n Y/ashington & 
(8 . ' ) and Oregon (-6.75$). 

From the analysis of the argument in California, it i3 ap parent 

that it was more important to the northern California witnesses (for it 

constituted 7.55,2 of their total argument) than to thos e in Southern 

California, where it figured as only  1.22%?  Here, the racial argument 

was used only by government officials. Of their total a rgument it 

mflO) 
constituted 1.42,.  r L / 

The non-government witnesses of Northern California co ntributed the 

greater part (60.53/1) rmjum  nint  to the total California racial 

argument, while the northern California government offi cials contributed 



a little more than one-half that amount (or 34.52,;). Th e remainder 

of the argument (4.93,») was contributed by the governme nt officials 

of Southern California.^L") 

v 

1. Chart II. 
2. Chart . 
3. Chart XVII. 
4.Table XXIV. 
5.Table XXV. 
6. Charts  ]£¥II 14  XX, XXI. 
V t e U l L . 

XLIi. 
Q^g^blc jfctTTI. 
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¡fj^e II. Cultural argument. Several witnesses "beli eved that be-

cause the Japanese in America tend to cling to Japanese cust oms, 

they have "been unconsciously indoctrinated with the id eology of 

Japan. This cultural argument has several aspects. On th e 

question of religion, it was asserted that notbnly Shint oism 
1 fAr-

but also Buddhism was nationalistic in character. Ronal d E. A 

Jones, Oregon State Senator, stated that the "Buddhis t religion is 

look^ed on as a national Japanese custom'', and that "even among 

the children, there isn't iiiuch social mixing between the Buddhist 

and the Christian children." As for the Shintoists, Mr. R. ^ 

Fouke ;  of the California. Joint Immigration Committee in San Fra n-

cisco) stated that Japanese loyalty is justly questi onalAe since the 

Emperor 'of Japan is  A rhe head of the Church  .fĉ ©  and "all Japanese 

who profess the religion of which he is the leader natu rally have 
gg) n ; " 

that particular religious obligation". The. influence " of the 

Japanese lan .uage schools in America^ .as also emphasized  by 

several witnesses, includin /Attorney-General Earl Warren of 
.  l'  — r \ — — —  M i  . _... 

V U  California. —^T*jJ  i  " W B P 1 -îi. -fact ,  stated that  4&&  Japanese cul-
a.. 

ture and customs, made it im ossible to landerstand the Jap anese-» 

a h a  oulnup a s  nc  l(up a  t  e d through  biig"  language schools,  i/tie 

religious aff liati'ons, end especially bv means of th e Kibei 

practice.  tiio ayatcm^b; 1 > i c a a a 

- Q f — c h i e f cauaeyui 1 Lliu disloyalty  6T 'the JapgR^gB  .  t  l\v . 

fZ  [.liauiTv  l i i T r i T r f t e r s - t f t a t  "the  children of 

those people have been sent to Japan for their education, either in 

whole or in part, and while over ^here they are indoct rinated with 

the idea of Japanese imperialism. They receive their relig ious 
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instruction which ties up their religion with their Emp eror, and 

they come back here imbued with the ideas and policies of I mperial 

Japan.' 1Q3 later added that many Japanese born in the Un ited 

States "can hardly speak the English language" because the y haiàe 

been educated in Japan and have returned here "thoroughl y Jap-
<g> 

anese." The language school, d language newspapers were also .s ana language newspaper 
I  CJL'-tff^^' 1 ûJfir^M  

condemned as anti-Americank The maintenance of the Japane se 

danger 

Japanese-Americans as brought out by several witnesses, because 

it showed the adherence of these Japanese to Japanese nati onalism. 

Mr. Robert H. Fouke,of the California Joint Immigrati on Committee, 

called attention to this question.wad.oh he said,was "rea lly the  7 

@ '  f. 

basic (problem we have now". He stated that only about one third 

of the Japanese-Americans renounced their Japanese c itizenship, 

the remainder retaining a legal tie with Japan. Mr. Stuart 

Ward asserted that he believed "persons of Japanese ances try 

cannot safely be treated as American citizens until at le ast three 

generations have been reared in this country. It takes tha t long 

to gj3t a group of nationals who believe in both emperor and 

ancestor worship, and who are most rigidly bound down by f amily 

/ 

ties, to really break loose and become Americans." 
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Argument II. 
a) 

The cultural argument accounted for 2.62^ of the total ar guments, 

and was used in five tes t imon ies^ I t was relatively more im portant in 

California (where it was 3 .8« ,o f the total in that strte) than in 

Oregon  (1 .06#) or Washington (0.32#), although in in general it had 

Cl) little appea l . ^ 

Of this argument, government officials oontrihuted by f ar the 

greater part (80.73#) ( ? O^their total, however, the cultural argument 

constituted only 3 . 4 7 ^ ITon-government witnesses used ; he argument 

very little: it was only 1.29* of their t o t a l ^ ITo governm ent officials 

used the argument in Washington, and to those in Californ ia it was 

relatively more important than to those in Oregon, for it con stituted 

4.44/. of the total arguments of California government of ficials,and only 

2.55^ of the totals of Oregon o f f i c i a l s P o f the total argu ments of non-

government witnesses in California, this argument was 2.4 2*, while it 

was 0.56;£ in Washing t o n ® Mid was not used at all by non- government 

men in Oregon. 

in 'breaking down the argument as used in California, we fou nd 

that it was not used in the southern part of the state, a,d th at of 

the total northern California argument, it constituted 5 .53p. It 

is interesting to note that of the total argument there, t he government 

officials contributed 82.68;*, while the others contrib uted the 

remaining 17.32%. 

1. Chart II. 
2. Chart XVI. 
3. Chart XVII. 
4. Tahle XXIV. 
5. Tahle XXV• 
6. Chart XVIII. 
7. Chart XX. 
8. Chart XXI. 
9. Chart XIX. 
10. Table XXIII. 



\ I I I .  Deliberate Indoctrination Argument. Many witnesses 

stated their belief that the Japanese Gov rnment^throug h its agents 

in the United States or through pro-Japanese elements i n the 

United States had carried on a program of deliberate in doctrin-

ation of Japanese living in America. This indoctrination was 

brought about through encouragement, coercion, and fina ncial aid 

to the cultural ana other institutions of thes. Japanese . The 
\nte<Q 

cultural argioments  f"nl 1  in under the second category fall under 

this category if the indoctrination was deliberate. The la nguage 

school, lan. uage newspapers, religion, dual citizens hip and other 

cultural institutions of the Japanese thus may be terme d insiru-û»TV«e r 
ments of^unconscious or deliberate indoctrination, dep ending on 

whether or not they were promoted with the aim of furthe ring the 
'foretïYoçk, 

interests of Japan.  A  Bie Japanese Consuls were accused of func-

tioning as propaganda and espioage agents, through whic h their 

home government could work in its attempt to maintain a nd increase ~ — -X j —  Ç-UJ^d S) 
allegiance to  Japan^  Attorney-General Warren  brought out  tho  f-ao-fc  C/ 

ttet  ''there are a large number of Japanese organizations in Amer-

// 

ica covering every branch of life. There are agricultura l, commer-

cial, educational, social, religious, and patriotic assic iations 

in every Japanese community. Almost every Japanese in th e State 

is included in one or more of these organizations.^ The actions 

of individual Japanese have been in the oast very largely controlled <© Mr , 
by the organizations to which they belona.  1  ffurthormoro-, he 

1 

-thot  these organizations were  all -otcrv  closely integrated 

and that  tho typo -o4 eg^anlaatlon -wa-s- c  \ 3h wfrc ideally adapted 

C a) 
for a plan of mass sabotage. He believed it was quite con ceiv-

.  S 
able that if the ;  leadership  Hie amfcu Japanese Ui'&anlAaLlui'Hi 
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fell into the wrong hands, some of them "could be utilized f or 

carrying ona program of sabotage and fifth-column acti vity  ' 

I 
ane s e ne v,  s p f r i e r e tes been a 

c Ws^r-r e  I'd t  aa»o«4afc3r©fta--±Tr -e îrtrrr  ni a 

ieBtjkl __ c r  . Q n i r  . Warren ' 

¿rave- several examples of these organizations, showing their inte-
(  o>> 

crated structure; He referred to various incidents where t he 

associations had sent financial or material support to J apan, and 

stated that\they had engaged  ;i in promoting loyalty to Japan and the 

Japanese Emperor in the hearts of all Japanese in Califo rnia. ( S * 

Th Japanese Association of America, at the top of the in tegrated 

organizational structure in Northern California, spon sored the ( 
Kibei Shimin movement, according to Mr. Warren. It als o sought 

to encourage American-born Japanese in Japan to return to America. 

Financial aid was given,and a successful publicity campa iaj» 
U->àS 

carried oû .""" Newspaper items were cited to prove thi s statement( ^ 

Mr. Warren concluded this topic by stating that "the signi ficance 

of these integrated Japanese associations lies in the fact that 

through them it is possible for those at th  •  head to exercise 

control over the conduct of other Japanese throughout t he state". 
^-f  FVA-d-s  c<? 

Mr. Fouk  /alae  spoke of "the Japanese indoctrination of American-

born Japanese" in the Japanese language-s choolsiy  ' T'he schools  were-

•  iriRgr-ĵ i Japanese Buddhist teachers, and the Japan ese in 

California were encouraged to form "a little Japan" in the farming 
< 

areas, v/here thev had "theirbwn language, schools, and churches' 1. 
n\  "  toA^&ou +-
H Mr. Fred H. Lysons,  -er  Seattle La /yer,  bruu^hp uul. the fafrt  that 

0 . 
Japa .ese lav;  imposed  Japanese citizenship on Japanese , and 

declared that the Japanese in the United States are "sc hooled and 
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*  *  n^o 

trained, to the conviction that their government is of divinity." 

He cited an instance where, in 1914, the  Japanese  oonouest of 

China was referred to as 'Japan's divine mi ssion"  ̂¡jr̂ r . Miller 

Freeman,  &  Seattle  publisher,  \  proa onfrgch-a---a td. 

i s an ^p l l p r i t indoctrination '̂ argu-

x r 

m r̂Hrr  ris* condemned the loyal Japanese Tor not closin, language 

schools, 'the sole functions of these schools bein, to train the 

children up to owe their allegiance to Japan", and for not dis-

continuing Japanese-language newspapers when nearly all alien and Cl? 

citizen Japanese read English.  Ao Mr i i  annan, Iv'r. Freeman asserted 

that Japanese organizations in the United States had bee n active 

m promoting aid and allegiance to Japani- H_e  «vew.  declared that 

the Japan Society "has had prominent officials of the United 

States government as directors and members'' and that it should be S /TN 

disbanded, since i  .  -4re  believed to be  a f if t ¡-column organization^-^ 

Gov.rn^pr Olson Oi California also accused the language -schools 

of teaching the Japanese students allegiance to Japan, an d asserted 

that "through the consulates of the Japanese there have  been fifth-

column activities insisting that the entire Japanese p opulation 

really belonged to Japan.  '  He felt that the ''schools have 

been conducted through the aid and abetment of the Japa nese con-

sulates".^-^ M W '  £ 
• 



•1 
Argument III, 

¿Ĵ This argument constituted 7,39/3 of the total argume nts tabulated,^ 

and appeared in six testimonies^ It was not used in Ore o n, but was 

of some importance in California, where it accounted for 9,53$ of 

the totals. The use of the argument in Washington was only 5 .4$ of 

Washington  totals,  CD 

Of "she total arguments based on deliberate indoctrinat ion, the 

greater part (79.25$) was contributed by government of ficials, 

c§ 

and 20,75,' by non-government witnesses. Considering  the total 

arguments of government officials and. non-government m en discretely, 

it is apparent that this argument was of more significance  to the 

former, as it constituted 9.59$ of their total argument s, as against 

3,93$ of the total arguments of the o the rs .© 

We found that the argument as used by gov-rnment officials in /•a 

California constituted 12.99;'$ of their total argument s,-while it v- s not 

used at all by government officials in either of the ot her two 

states. On the other hand, while no non-government men i n Oregon 

us ;d it, we found that this argument as used by the corre sponding 

group in Washington figured (relatively) most signi ficantly in that & 
state, for it accounted for 9,43$ of the total there, and on ly 

0.49$ of the California totals of this group 

Deliberate indoctrination was not argued in Southern Cali fornia. i However, it was important to the Northern California witne sses, lor, 

® 
as used by them, it constituted 13.59$ of their total argu ments^ Of 

this, the government officials contributed all but a fra ction (98.56;' 

as against 1,44$ contributed by others.)® 

1, Chart II, 
2, Chart XVI. 3. Chart XIX. 
3, Chart XVII, 9, Table XXIII, 
4. Table XXIV. 
5. /able XXV. 
6. Chart XVIII. 
7. Chart XXI. 



IV. Location and Distribution Argument. Some witnesses 

stated before t : ie Tolan Committee. that they believed it necessary 

to evacuate the Japanese from the strategic areas in which t hey 

were located. Some maintained that the Japanese had settl ed in 

such areas by des in , and others, implying that this had happened 

urely bij accident, only assorted that since they " r ere in areas 

where hey could oossiblv cause damage, they should be eva cuated. 

To differentiate between the "intentional" and "unintenti onal" 

strategic location arguments, two sub-categories were cr eated for 

Argument IV. 

IVA. The intentional strategic location argument consists 

of the belief that the location of the Japanese in strat egic reas 

in the United States was brought about deliberately by t he Japan-

ese government or its agents for the puroose of aiding the aggress-

ive policies of Japan. In connection with this theory , the Jap-

anese were accused of fraudulent immigration, delibe rate internal 

migration to strate ic areas, and of accepting financial ai d from 

the Japanese-government for thèse purp osèsT;/  Mr.  ̂-Ml 11 er  Freeman,. 

Soattle publiohor-y  stated that "study will show that the 

Japanese government, as a part of its ambitious program of c olon-

ization of North and South America, and as a preliminary to c on-

quest, ulanted its immigrants in the United States by th e com-

bined use of fraud, collusion, p litical and military fo rce, and 

over the most intense and sustained opposition of the va lgu s 

States of the Pacific Coast and the Territory of Hawaii." M r. 

Freeman cited a passage from the book,  Jtf Fh.e  History of the Hawaiian 

Peopler** . by Professor W. D. Alexander, which  aie©  accused the 

Japanese of extensive fraud and of evasion of the immigr ation 
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laws. He retraced the history of Japanese immigration to the 

United States and to Hawaii, showing "by what steps Japa n 'accom-

plished the miraculous feat of permanently planting 300,00 0 of 

her people in this country, Quadrupling it since the gentle men's 

agreement was entered into in 1907 .^"^He asserted that w e had been 

"deceived twice into thinking Japanese immigration stopp ed -

1JL& once in 1907 anc agtfn in 1942". Mr. Freeman •evea 

tefre  ways in which the Japanese  thur, nettled  in America had aided 

Japanf \nd asserted that the immigrants had been assisted by 

"fifth-column organizations, such as the Japan society. • 

ono oil 0  .  S r a v o l i L H u Tulai u Oounfry Oifri»ono Committee >- Vfo* 

emphasized the dangers anticipated as a result of the locat ion of 
tJ? 

the Japanese rather than their  "•fraudulent - "" immigration.  46a?- -

ffravo^r'' spoke of the vital power lines and facilities near which 

the Japanese in Tulare County lived,and of the ease with w hich 

the lines could be damaged by these Japanese. He asserted th at 

the Japanese had acquired more and more land in proximity to 

iî ire  power lines, accusing them of receiving aid from Japan or 

its agents for this purpose.  flu oalct r  "During the hard times when 

good, haro-workin white peopl  - •  ent broke in t ie Grosi community, 
* t *  • 

the Japanes did  not^^nwF-^Ve  gathered from that that they must 

have had aid from t e outside. How else they could have mad e it 

nobody in that community could figure out. The white peopl e went 

broke anc they didn't. They have acquired more land conti nuously. 

Attorney-General ¿arren of Californis emphasised this ar gument 

more than any other witness. He presented maps of Californ ia 

counties to the Committee, these maps "showing all lands own ed, 

occupied, or controlled by the Japanese, including America n-born 



Japanese as well as Japanese aliens 1'. His statement regarding 

the maps was: 'An inspection of thes. maps shows a distr ubing 

situation. It shows that along the coast from Marin Cou nty to the 

Mexican border virtually everv important strategic loc ation and 

installation has one or more Japanese in its immediate vi cinity. ' 

Though he admitted that in some cases this was undoubted ly mere 

coincidence, hla added, "but it would seem equally beyo nd doubt 

that the pres/ence of others is not coincidence." As an e xarple, 

he described the situation in Santa B^bara Count. , wher e the 

entrance to Camp Coo,-: was "flanked with Japanese proper ty." He 

said, "It is impossible to move a single man or a piece of e quip-

ment in or out of Camp Cook without having it pass under t he scrutiny 

of numerous Japanese. I have been informed that the dest ruction 

of the bridges along the road to Camp Cook would effectuall y 

bottle up that establishment for an indefinite time, ex it to the 

south being impossible because of extremely high mountain s and to 

the north because of a number of washes with vertical ban ks 50 

to 6 feet deep. hero are numerous Japanese cl se to these 

brieves. Immediately nfcrfcta of Camp Cook is a stretch  of onen 

beach ideally suited for landing purposes, extending for 15 or 

20 miles, on which almost the only inhabitants are Japanese. ' 

Mr. barren gave other similar examples, showing the pro ximity of 

the Japanese to utilities, airfields, bridges, oil fie lds, and 
com?vrvr» ̂ 

po fer lines^ anc^the complete absence of then; in area s^ such as 

the Santa Ynez Valley^which are agriculturally product ive but 

i fnarnyo ioJe-P rriffrj n-ft 
which contain no strategic installations. ^ , 

U*.rtHu ^fer^bWft  ^se>nut  ^ ^ f W s 

(Pr*  sî tviG be  eoL-rruiv^ « em &urrr>  Sna  aupez-oJ,-  &r>  5  aJ £>  se 
l] ft L u M k (J * 6L*.  Oron  cj b©f>>  b  i*  ̂  Oa •  M 



Argument IV A. 

<D 

This argument was used by only three men, and constituted 7 .o5* 

of the total a rguments^ It was not used on Oregon, but was of 

some importance to the total Washington arguments as it c onstituted 

11.57* of these, while it accounted for 7.13* of the Cali fornia total.® 

The argument appealed almost equally to government offi cials 

and non-government witnesses, the former contributing 51 .32* and 

the latter, 48.68*. ̂ O f the total arguments of government officials, 

the argument amounted to 6.35*, but it was more importan t to the 

total arguments of non-government witnesses, as it accoun te for 

9.43* of these.^^ nevertheless, in California^ it had re lativ/ely 

greater appeal to the government officials than to the othe rs, for 

it constituted 8.6* of the total arguments of  the  former, and only 

3.30* of the totals of non-government wi tnesses/ ITo gover nment official 

in Washington used this argument, but it is w o r t h y of note  that 

other witnesses in th .t state used it^s 20.24* of their arguments. 

^ In ten t iona l strategic location was not argued in Southe rn 

California, but of the total Northern California argumen ts, it 

constituted 8.86^.®Contributions to this argument in Ca lifornia were 

made by the government officials of Northern Californi a (87.15*), 

and by Wendell Travoli (12.85*) who represented the Tula re County 

Citizen ! s Committee. 

1. Chart XVI. 
2. Chart  II« 
3. Chart XVII. 
4. Table XXIV. 
5. Table XXV. 
6. Chart XVIII. 
7. Chart XXI. 
8. Chart XIX. 
9. Table XXIII. 
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X 
IVB, The unintentional strategic location argument, stati ng 

that the Japanese had b<j accident settled down or acquired land 

in or near strategic areas, was used very rarely before the i 'olan 

Committee. Most of those who stressed the potential danger resulting 

\ tf 

from strategic location accused the Japanese of deliberat ely 
— *•  ̂  c ^ loo ¿ / ^ 

, , � âpetary of the 

irnoWo  in  A«*tor±T. ,  We^dn-, Vqd vsgylal armed 
Uaä—(ZJe^ j  ̂  S . 
Ciiara.>--r o± Commer« 

over the location of  Ts£e  Japanese  Aj-fcert*-  ^ t e o p i r o p f ^ 

Vll.r)  lint fnnt-fin nnnni'^r'H +  .»•«"• .̂ i-ann-a...-nn~T»n  tn ha tor 

C.*̂  T 
desVr ,  -H P-. u n o o p - ^ ac&larod frkMr there  were 27 Japanese there 

originally, but that one had been picked up by the P. B . I. 

He presented a map showing the'~Japanese  £€mpmgr fryuploy^  in 

Afltorin nnniv rin-  were 'within 1700 feet of the. ships leaving 

Astoria", adding that there were convoys going out of As toria 

that signal oyotoms-Jaflrt  Ufrftn  observed i n the £ona  of.  ; 1).~1 i nlr1  ng . 
& pou^.' i a^J-

lights" wnieh "move from time  to  time.' 1 iitr̂ frs-ffito slnTOft  -ever 
¿he . . 

tiao  poooio-i-iirby-  %hat Acitf,  canneries  and  docks  could, be burned 

I  iCs 
very  ^zlTf. 

0,0 O S 
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Argument IV B. 

This argument played a very minor part in the tabulation, as 

6> 

it vf .3 used by only two men a.nd constituted only 0.29  >  of the total 

units classified. It was not used in California, and a ccounted 

for only 0.53$ of the Oregon totals, and 0.85$ of the Wash ington 

totals.® 

Government officials accounted for four-fifths of the ar gument.^ 

In spite of this, it is apparent that the significance of t he 

argument is almost negligible, since it accounted for on ly 0.37$ 

of the total arguments of government officials, and for o nly 0.15$ 
( ? ) 

of the totals of non-government witnesses. Oregon govern ment officials 

did not use this argument, but it accounted for 1.99$ of th e 

arguments of government officials in Washingtonr Ton-go vernment 

witnesses in Washington did not arguewintentional stra tegic location, & 
but the corresponding group in Oregon used it as 0.9> of t heir totals. 

1. Chart XVI. 
2. Chart II. 
3. Chart XVII 
4. Table XXIV 
5. Table XXV. 
6. Chart XXI. 
7. Chart XX. 
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V. Actual or Potential Sabotage, Espionage, and Fifth Column 

Argument. Into this cat gory fell all the arguments for ev acua-

tion that consisted of the fear of s botage, espionage, or fifth-

column  i  ctivity. As was noted above, Argument VJ, where the term 

fifth column was used in the strictly military sense of an organ-

ized .roup ready to aid invaders, was not found in any of t he 

Tolan reports, or at any rate it was never expressed in a way that 

mace it distinct from the definition of the fifth categor y. For 

this reason, any mention of "fi th column 1' was classified under 

Argument V and Argument VI was dropped completely when t he final 

tabulations were made. Nt\irally, the fear of sabotage o r f'if'th-

columnm activity was the fundamental cause of the clam or for 

evacuation. Thus, every argument ;as ultimately based up on it, 

and in a sense the other arguments may be regarded as secondary 

in character. However, very often the vitnesses did not s peak of 

sabotage or fifth column at all, or did not speak of it i n connec-

tion with the other arguments they ac anced. Since our an alysis 

oi' the Tolan Reports was quanti^ive in nature, we were j ustified 

only in classifying those sentences under Argument V whic h specifi-

cally dealt with sabotage, fifth column or es ionage. Hen ce, our 

tabulation may appear to overlook the importance of these  factors , 

but if our method is considered, it  villi  be seen that this was not 

the case, and t̂ Jiat our analysis by Its very nature was  limited to 

a quant ilĵ ive tabulation oi' sentences and v.-oms use e, and could 

not as such take into ArogaP<j. any implications lying behind the 

actual words spoken by the witnesses. 

Argum<i%i V has many different aspects and variations. The 

most widely used was that of the  very  general fear of sabotage to 
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defense industries, public utilities, and vital war mate rials 

which might occur if there were disloyal Japanese leit o n the 

Coast. Attorney-General Warren, for example, spoke of t he fact 

hat California presented, peraap^. "the most likely obj ective in 

,he nation for such  ,  ctivities.  /  He gave  a-s-  his reasons for- this 

belief the size and number of naval ana military establ ishments 

in the State, its geographical position with relation to th e enemy, 
Jr. 5 ¿iJ 

the many war industries, the susceptibility to fire sab otage due 

to cl mate, forests, ana building construction. Mr. J. P. Hassler, 

Cit;, Manager of Oakland,  Calif  eynî L, and Mr.. C. R. Schwanenberg; 

City Manager of Alameda, California, apoke of the danger o f sabo-

tage to the defense olants and the military ana naval bas es. They 

agreed Athat the local law-enforcement author-

ities could not handle  fchia tremendous  problem  in  view  -ef-  -the '••> i-  £ J) " ̂  > 
fact thaL  lliere weic so many  aliens living in Californla* 

4-n strategic locations where they could do the most 
j  •  >  a 

harm. Mr. /endell Travol*.  T"u I cv <2. Covn.  v was also alrmed at 
A A 

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

(dO 
near which Japanese were•located, and at the tremendous f ire 

con  „ 
hazard existing in Tulare County where there  -4«-  the most valuable 

timber in  tfeb,  whole world". The roads leading to these trees 

are never guarded, and Mr. Travoli said that "Japanese fellows 
(¿0  Or  f'c <  ^ 

go up ana down those roads as they please.  '  In 6rogon 4ash-

UsJLUt  lA^J-  Sitw^-  crr. -^t.  &  C\A O  o»  f-

tegtefi^-tofly-^tefeei^ was evi'denti-^s gre; t de^l of -alarm ov-r poten-

tial sabotage. Mr. Robert Bridges of the V a lley Protective 

association, Auburn, Washington, spoke of the possible d anger to 
> 

vital power lines and plants, water mains, defense indust ries, 

railroads, and coal mines in ashington. Governor;, Art i ur B. 



Langlie of Washington aiso was worried over the canals, dams, 

agricultural oroduction, forests, and indsutrial olan ts of his 

fctate. Kr. Palmer [oyt, publisher of the Portland Oregonian, 

discussed the strate ic value of the Oregon timber and the dis as-

trous effect* that * f i r e s ^ ^ t have u on \ t . Mr. J. S. Kla hre of 

Hood River, Oregon, spoke of the opportunities that Japa nese 
in  TW 

i"' t 1 n  Lias—'.oog—'jv t Vallov woul<" hav- Af  or  commit tin acts of 

sabotage. All of these men an; other W i t n e s s e s ^ i e l t that 

their particular state or the est Coasb as a whole could be free 

from acts of sabotage only if all Japanese were removed f rom the 

Coastal ar as. usually either implied or statec expl citly 

that they believed it. would be impossible to discover hich o f 

th Japanese ./ere disloyal, ana that because this was im possible 

or impracticable due to the need for immediate action, t hey believed 

that all Japanese should be evacuated, citizens and alie ns 

An important variation of the sabotage and fifth-column arg-
A J L 

ument was  ..-îen--  try  •ftfrtoi'ney 1 •  General Warren,  who-o c main  thesis  yxa_s-
K^ \aaxJJ  ̂  / 

ttot  o:  ;, concerted sabot? ge'U Varren,  s^i  -ai-so a number of 

other itnesses, beli vea that  thordwould b:e  an organized wave of 
cT^-HAWa' eecvyr 'J-

mass sabot ge  aiir-al onr "  the  Coas tV ./hi qh would  occur when ordered 

by Japan. In ais discussion of the integrated structure  of Jao-
S*^ 9 

anese organizations in the United States, Mr. ,/arren  otatod, 

"This organizational machinery, reaching as it does in to every 

phase of Japanese life and exercising real control over the  actions 
and conduct of most of the Japanese in the State, is a type o f 

. 
orgainzation thafc îs ideally adapted to carrying out a p lan for 

A (  i c (-  \ 

mass sabotage."  ii&tcr , he said,  !  ..... it is quite evident that 

it would be extremely easy for those at the top to direct t het-fc 

•Japanese throu hout the State and wh reever located in a wide spread 



"SI 

' ï 
( Us 

simultaneous campaign of sabotage that would c^rry the mo st ser-

\  ious consequences." In connootlon w i t h - h l t &  r.  cm o nts regarding 

• 

p.nlimr  .-anti  vltiloo  .  -fee "A vave of organized sabo&:e in Califor-

nia, accompanied by an actual air raid or even by a prol onged 

black-out could not only  be  more destructive to life and property 

but coulci result in retarding the entire war effort of th is Natio 
4$> i  WTr.  ; 

far more that the treacherous bombing of Pearl Harbor. 

^ex-explanation of the fact that no sabotage had so far occurre d was 

the following: "Unfortunately, however, many of our p eople and 

some of our authorises and, I am afraid, many of our peopl e in 

other parts of the country are of the opinion that becau se we 

have had no sabot ge and no fith| column activities in this  state 

since the beginning of the war, that means that none have b een 

planned for us. But I take the view that that is the m ost ominous 

si.,  n in our '-hole situation. It convinces me more than pe rhaps 

any other factor that the sabotage that we are to get, the fifth 

column activités that we are to get, are timed just like Pea rl 

Harbor was timed and just like the invasion of France, an d of 

Denmark, and of Norway, an: all of those other countries. ' Later 

he added, "If there were sporadic sabotage at this time or  if there 

haufcèen for the last two months, the peo; le of California or the 

Federal authorities/would be on the alert to such an exte nt that 
I  f.f*-

they coulc  noz  possiMtf have any real£=w- column c .ivities when 

the 11-day comes  ."^S/syor  Millikên of Seattle, —¿ashirwfcon,  agreed 

with  î  r. arren,  as-4.--S evioertt in- n-is s-tat-.irk-nt that  -there  hasn'  t^-^ ,  kj) 

been any sabotage because it has been ordered withheld by T okyo. 1 

Jt  i..r. Stuart  . a r d ^  tuo Go 'non ".altn. Club  o r  SV-n '^rny, nr.Q^  -gtrfr̂ d 



when he saidj 'My own apprehension is that, we are 

~1  fe oing to face on the Pacific coast another fPearl Harbor Day .* 

I would anticipate there would be no cases of Japanese- s abotage 

until the proper time comes. At that time I would fear Japanes e--

i  

V 

and American-Japanese-- residents all«5* Nthe coast woulc be in-

strumental in destruction of our bridges, water syste ms, rail-

roads, miltar. facilities, and otherwise endeavorin, t o weaken 

our resistance against a Japanese air and/or naval attac k do 

not -- in fact, I cannot conscientiously do otherwise -- than 

anticipate that large numbers of our Japanese-"merican^ vould 

be involved in traitorous activities .  f
vLater, le ad^ea, ''As the 

war goes on, ana if a major attack is made on California,I  believe 

acts of sabotage would "become innumerable all over the co ast; 

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

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

venienced.  "  " 

The fear of an attack on the continental United States si milar 

to the attack on Pearl-Harbor, as was seen in Mr. Yard's and Mr. 

barren's testimonies, was also quite prevalent araonj oth er wit-

nesses. Pearl Harbo was often referred to as a proof of th e 

"treacherous and aisloyal ..ctivites pf Japanese resid ents both 

there and in the Unitea States, and the # acts of saboteurs and 

fifth-columnists there wer frequently mentioned. Mr. /ard, for 

example, spoke of the arrowhead markss in the sugar cane f ield 

;t Pearl Harbor, the trucks obstructing the highways, a na the 

Honolulu ana Oregon State School rings found on dead Jap anese 

aviators. Mr. . J. Johnson, Captain of Pol ce in Berkeley , 

California, also referred to Pearl Harbor as a good indi cation as 

to what mi ,ht happen here, saying that, asfin Pearl H arbor, any 



sabotage v/ould come coincident with the attack. 

— 'Mo theories aa-  to whether- the- alien Or ^ r i c a n - ^ e p n Japanese 
4-o  ^tXsL  •  .ro  y  fa  * 

ví©r— faest cangercras- t  •  he- sO 'e t y of the.-Uniteg•  otatés  'Tere 

generally  aggeeri thñtr/the  non^aliftns wgre  tbe-ffler»  die-loyal.̂ *  Mr. 

Robert Taylor, Chiirman of the Oregon Agricultural ,/ar Bo ard, read 

a statement of the Multnomah County Labor Committee which c ontained 

the following sentence: "It appears to be our unanimous opi nion 

that there is more danger withja|ior¡fálien than there is wi th the 

alien, ana the percentage of nonaliens who are trustworth y is al-

most  nil."  Mr. P. H. Lysons, Seatt le^Lawyer,  agreod witta fhlffl 

<-> - n - i m rr / rt~-'-iri- "Our safety cannófc be assured wit hout com-

pl te removal of the Japanese from any opportunity for fift h-col-

umn activites. The greatest danger in this respect is the nat ive-

born, because of their kno rled e oí' our langua^ , habits, an d 

prac  tices,  ;-.n; cons quent  a:  vantages in tl^employm:;nt, to our 

_ amage,  oí their eyes  ,  ears, ana tongues."  lu r. Ward' gave * * 

his  opinion',  'sfrsrfc  "I feel no convic ion whatever that the simple 

acc dent of M r t h on American soil/ surrounded as it usually is 

by tremendous racial, family, and grora pressures, has ma de M e r -

ican citiz ns of thsse young people.' 1 He quoted Mr. Saburo Kido, 

president of the Japanese-American Citizens League, hich h e 

had accused of disloyalty, as saying, ".Veil, if you don't tr eat 

us better  here,  in the "United States, you can't blame some of us if 
^  t'A&y  o  • 

wé become fifth columists."  fey.— •  :jai »l  I-.;illik»n <-Ma,yur of "Seattle, 

gave a sli itly different opinion  when he staged that >
 11  It  is 

the element that may have come in, say, in the la st three or four 

years, since the attack of Japan upon China, of individuals s ent 

here for espionage purposes by the Japanese Gov rnment in t ; ie £ast 

three or four years that should be ro^Wded as dangerous. 
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/fc  w a s ^kou-e, V ^ ^ V ^ 2»U Vr  £  o  v*  ̂ n  1« 

^€he Japanese organizations were nearly always accused o f f i i ^ 

column a tivitv  -7 len t -.ey wer< mentioned. I>-r._ ̂ ^ ren , Mr. '/ard end 

i&G OUt a,  I  b -
TTb«. st-t-2»̂«« lôalt»̂»  ̂^u-rŷ p,  r  el 

^«s* dircctly connected ith the fe r of sabotage anc fift h-column 

activity. In I'ro , „uj.:, ¿11 " " 7ym rt c n-r -• vii i  f — 

Ao ::o.a otat.Ld bororo. Constant , the difficulty of cis tinjuish-

ini between loyal and disloyal Japanese caused a desire fo r evac-

uation that probably would not have been present if t he saboteurs 

anc fifth-columists could have been discover c. In con cluding 

the discussion of Argument V, it m U h t prove interestin g to not«. 

several less common variations of the main  thesis_ î> 
<^Tt\r«e  ¿wMoUkykwi  fofirovx  s a M j* ¿¿¿w^e, ̂ ^  i '  ? 

Mayor Bowron of Los Angeles discussed at some length  fer^-

' attempts by the Japanese consul tcket information conc erning 

the  entire  water system of Los Angeles. He stated that after 

this  c  ttempt made^ several Japanese' nad entered  "b̂r?  offices 

of the city government in departments where they could get  all 

the vital information in rggard to the city services and ub lic 

utilities Mr. /ard asserted that he had heard from 

reliable sources "that certain Japanese farmers getting their 

tractors, etc., repaired, instead of leaving broken meta l parts 

with the dealer, now demand spare parts be returned to the m. I 

suggest it would be highly interesting to send a counter-e spionage 

a ent dis (  uped  as a junkman to the homes of some of these Japanese 

farmers to attempt to buy up this scrap metal. I strongl y suspect 

it would be found their object in re claiming these part s is not 

to save money but rather to hincer American's war effort b y taking 

vital metals out of circulation,  "(j) Mr.  valter Underwood of Astoria,  Jrj 

talking of the situation in his cit , said, " e also discov ered 



« 
i r ^ * * 

tv/o days a/ : o, twenty sticks of dynamite under Tenth and Bond 

Streets, wrapped up in newspaper; so we know that those Japanese 

know that they are goin^ to be searched. They have had ple nty 

of time to cache any materials that they have for sabotag e in 

their vr  .)p.  rations  . "  • mgny or-. •• asnects  ftrv-<  v - ̂ tinr^ 

to- t-'lis .l":.--iJ.I—LliaL iianuul bo mentioned h r̂r?.  ^—coiirse,—Ut 

i-o m tural that—i/iiis uUl(. be LUb -I'Liub litulivc bchin e—ayvnipt' oji, 

-t-  niff .1  Tin ¡.mi ,̂-usi*, l.lmi iiH.n'l nil t h  "  n  ~r h  r Pry m-n̂ nf.̂  

•••' fuibiutji' 'I!)(JI1  l.Iijs f ear  of .sabota e;.-., n̂̂ jnri', 

a m — i - c o l m u i  c c t-L v1  i... 1  .  -
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Argument V. 

Since this argument has "been pointed out as essentially " basic 

to the others, it is not surprising that it should constit ute such 

a large percentage of the total arguments (19.36$). ITurth ermore, 

the danger of sabotage and fifth column activity was expres sly 

C9 

voiced by twenty-four of the thirty-two witnesses. The argument 

was relatively far more important in considering the tot al Oregon 

argument (of which it constituted 41.34$) than in the tot als of 

California and Washington.. However, it is of significan ce in 

these latter, for it accounts for 15.18$of the California to tals, 

and 20.2$ of Washington totals.® 

The contributions of government officials and non-governm ent 

witnesses to this argument was al lost equal, as the form er 

contributed 49.04$ and the latter, 50.96$.® However, t he argument 

was relatively more significant to the non-government w itnesses 

(for it accounted for 25.3$ of their total arguments), than to the 

government officials, who used it as 15.57$ of their tota ls, 

nevertheless, the argument is obviously important for bot h of 

these groups. 

In further analyzing the argument, we found that it was m ore 

important to the government officials in Washington (con stituting 
30.1 '?  of their totals^? than to those in Oregon (16.35$^ ° r  in « 

California (11.77$). However, in considering the total  arguments 

of non-government witnesses in each state, tre found that  the argument 

was relatively more predominant in Oregon (59.01$£\han in 

California (24.04$$ or Washington (12.79$^? Its share in th e total 

arguments of government officials in Oregon is smaller th an its 

rather overwhelming percentage of the totals of non-g overnment 
¿r (f) 

men in that state (59.01$T7 *>ut is still significant (16.3 5$). 

Also the California non-government witnesses seemed to c onsider 
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it far more important (24.04/2) to their total arguments t han did the 

government officials^* of whose totals the argument c onstituted 11 .77^ .® 

However, the relative importance of the argument reverses its position 

in Washington, where we found its share in the total argume nts of 

the government officials (30.1$) to "be much greater tha n that in the 

totals of other witnesses (12.79;*) in that state. In al l of these 

totals, however, the argument plays a significant pert . 

In breaking down the argument as used in California, we  found 

that of the total northern California arguments, it cons tituted 
& 

12,37  5 ,  and Q.5% of the Southern California totals. All South ern 

California witnesses who used the argument were governme nt officials. 
0 

Of their totals, the argument accounted for 9.91,;. north ern California 

government officials contributed the largest share (43. 36/0 of the 

total s botage argument in California, with the testimony of 

Wendell Travoli of the Tulare County Citizen's Coimittee a lso 

furnishing a large percentage (30.18,1). Smaller, but s ignificant, 

contributions were made by the nOn-government witnesse s in 1'orthern 

California (13.78/2), and by the government officials i n Southern 

California (12.68,').® 

1. Chart II. 
2. Chart XVI. 
3. Chart XVII. 
4. Table XXIV. 
5. Table XXV. 
6. Chart XXI. 
7. Chart XX. 
8. Chart XVIII. 
9. Chart XIX. 
10. Chart XXII. 
11. Table XXIII. 



VII. Approval of Japanese aggression argument.  A "Che a r g u e m % that the 

Japanese in America either definitely approve of and aid . or clso do not rlH-

qpprn-n rf th- aggressive policies of Japan, A^ uu^l by innny of tho vritnmga? 

This argumefy is closely connected with arguemfoj V, sinc e it is obvious that 

aid to the policies of Japan by Japanese in America would in most cases take 

the form of sabotage, fifth column and espionage activiti es. Several people 

believed that the Japanese organizations in the United Stat es carried on or 

were ready to commit such disloyal acts. The language schoo ls, religion, dual-

citizenship, and Japanese language newspapers were also presented as evidence 

of the fact that the sympathies of Japanese in America lay with their mother 

country. Argum*% VII was made up very largely of statement s dealing with the 

approval of and ¿'td to the Japanese war lords, and the fact t hat the Japanese 

here knew about Pearl Harbor in advance. A different asp ect of this category 

was given by those witnesses who claimed that the impossibil ity of obtaining 

information from Japanese h»r about the subversive activit ies of other Japanese 

was a proof that they sympathized with the policies of Japan . To distinguish-

this particular variation of the gneral Argument VII, categ ory VIIA was 

created. , 

Examples of Argument"UX are easily  founds/Mayor  Bowror^  of---Los  Angeles 

SBoka-of Ilia belief- that the Japanese in ths'Uni-ed Stat es knew about  Pearl 

Harbor in regard] he said, "As I look back on some events 

after the 7th of December, I am quite convinced that there was a large number 

of the Japanese population here locally who knew what was coming. They were 

setting themselves, adjusting the scene for the outbrea k of war  betweg^this 

country and Japan. I think that they somewhat over-playe£  their hand."7Jin-

approximately a year 

before December 7 last, representatives of various organ izations were very 

much in evidence. They apparently w e n ^ u t of their way to de monstrate their 

American patriotism in numerous w a y s . " W <  fait that thin ww—ft-£wMsiwr"-pr©ef 
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^ h  Mr. Ajwi  iu*4J  Mr. Miller Freeman of Seattle condemned 

American born Japanese who, though supposedly "strongly organized for proclaimed 

patriotic purposes", had "taken no stand against the agg ressions of Japan in the 

Orient over the past ten years." Mr. Freeman  trfti  described at some length the 

activities of the Japan Society which "by eccrr-^ and pol itical pressure" had-

been " of powerful help to Japan". He said, "Only two years ag o Japan under-

took a drive to prevent abrogation of our trade treaty, w hich automatically 

stopped shipments of war materials to that country. This campaign was conducted 

through the Japanese Embassy and local Japanese consuls. They lined up the people 

with whom they h&d business or other connections and got them to oppose such 

uLi  u-atinn.Nlr Infnr ry^-H,  "The drive was undertaken he», and it was through 
<*  • ?  (  K'^auWiih O 

the office of the Japanese consul and Mitsubishi^and Co., and supported by 

some of our more representative citizens who have busi ness relations with them." 

^ i^-^w^et^^  r u r buul1  » 

mentioning A ^ ^ f ^ l ^ e x a l - ^ ^  t h r s e 

Me w.11>  Oo.rVt  ,  î tSK̂  , 
men.  Mr. Stuart R.  Ward t̂t  T;nirnn  UVdmyWs in uumio^ion 

-•-ith apprn-ml P  i T j"'"'  spoke of a radio program which  he^md 

conducted on the subject "How Loyal are our Japanese-Ame rican  Citizens", 

(b- dUti  li JL~> /Lc 
th°t he various listeners felt that  &  this time "there was hardly a^race 

)  V  (¿J) 
or convincing patriotism or loyalty in anything my five guests said". The guests **  i\\y 

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

Ward continued  viilsh tha  "I do not know of any Japanese who has made 

jonung  of  December ̂there wasn't̂  ̂ ^ ^ On[To 

; 
forthright criticism of the course of Japan in China, righ t up to the minute 

war was declared, until they felt their own personal s afety was threatened.* 

My own impression is that they heartily approve of it an d are secretly happy 
6G> dkKO« to* 

about the whole  situation.'/^ As an example -fe*  described the case of a Japanese 
7/ oJjUX-  ^ 

woman who was in a Palo Alto hospital having a baby shortly be fore Pearl Harbor 

was attacked.  A The nurse  M said that  ̂ th is woman lay in bed with her heavy 

glasses reading the newspapers and chuckling and laughin g out loud to herself 



ikid^ fa  t  ¿o iVuii  ^J?  t-  /~c  6001  +  ouv  V 

K AfdCtAjfa J (Ff  — J*//,  ¿L k&s 

O^t^ 2 H^o^S'^^J^  % Jd^JtMS Ho Kg  /  /  i/  / Vi c  d 

doTJt^ — 

over the situation^. Mr. Ward's  tHWHi I us  ± 0 1 1 » — " A l t h o u g h few Japanese are 

as unguarded as this woman, my own impression, frankly based \ipon intangibles, 

is that this reflects pretty well the feeling of most of o ur r e s i s t s pf Japan-

•  C • R • 

Schwanenber^ of Alameda, California, gave an interestin g example of Japanese 

disloyalty when he spoke of a certain California gol^co urse where many Japanese, 

some of them American citizens, hold reservations for e very Sunday moring. Mr. 

Schwanenberg stated, "On the morning of tfo* December  7 there wasn't a Japanese 

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

// 

ese birth, as well as our so-called Japanese American citi zens. 
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Argument VII. 

I  ° 
This argument appeared irJeight testimonies and consti tuted 

c£> 

only 4.96,1 of the total units classified. It was also a min or 

argument in the totals of the three states, as it was 5.9 6,1 of 

the California totals, and only 3.69,1 of Oregon arguments , and 

3.16%  of Washington arguments. 

The contribution of government officials to this argumen t was 

twice that of non-government witnesses, as the former accou nted 

for  66.22%  and xhe latter, 3 3 . 7 8 ^ However, the argument had an 

almost equal share in the total arguments of these two groups , and 

did not figure very significantly, as it was 5.38,1 of the to tals 

of government officials, and 4.3;* of the arguments of non- govern-

ment w i tnesses^ Considering these two groups in each state, i': 

appears that this argument was relatively more important t o the 

government officials in Oregon where it constituted  8.92$  of 

their total?than to those in California (where it constit uted 6.4.1 

of their to ta^) It was not used at all by government of ficials 

in Washington. The argument figured almost equally in the totals o 

(P  (JP 

non-government men in California (4.79^J and Washington (5.  52>*  J7 

but was not used by those testifying in Oregon. 

The analysis of the argument as used in California shows  that 

was a little more important to northern California witness es (who 

used it as  6.99%  of their total) than to those in Southern Califor-

nia, where it was only 4.66^ of the total® It was almost equal ly 

important to the arguments of government and non-government  witnes? 

respectively, in Southern California, as it constituted 3.77.2 of tl / i) 
totals of the former, and 3.51 of the latter«s totals.^ 

1. Chart XVI. 6. Chart  IOC. 
2. Chart II. 7. Chart XVIII. 
3. Chart XVII. 3. ChartXXI. 
4. Table XXIV. 9. Chart XIX. 
5. Table XXV. - 10. Chart XXII. 
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Argumetn VII A. There  Wire also a large number of jweuiû lui uf witnesses who 

felt that the lack of information concerning subversi ve activities given by-

Japanese residents in the United States was proof or th eir disloyalty N Attorney 

General Varren  a t t h a t he had discussed the alien problem with about 40 
+ A 

district attorneys and about 40 sheriffs of California an d that when asked if 

they had ever known of any Japanese citizen or alien givi ng information on 

subversive activities, their answer was "Unanimously tha t no such information Q)  } (PitfiW'", 
had fever b e n given to them."  kr.  Verne Smith, Chief of Police of Alameda, and 

OcAffervii'«, 
Mr. W. J. Johnson, Captain of Police of Berkeley, also sa id that this was the 

L i(?l -{:  y 
case. r. Stuart R. . rard  spole of  kr. Saburo Kido, president of the Japanese-

-fc/U  •//"  1  J U 
American citizens League,  who li-iQ said  that he did not know of one instance 

where a Japanese-American citizen has given any informat ion to our counter-

espionage services on disloyal activities on the part of any members of the 

<£P M>r,  II  1 

Japanese Community."  Ho later  added that he was sure the F. B. I. had 

found itself "partially baffled by the noncooperative a ttitude of both Japanese 

and Japanese-Americans on this coast. Mr. Lysons  e?  Seattle^also stated, 

"Abundantly confirming the disloyalty of the native-bor n Japanese is that neither 

at Pearl Harbor nor at any place within the mainland hav6 they disclosed infor-

'j 

m 
„ 

ation (necessarily within their knowledge) of such act ivities." 



Argument VII À. 
M 1 

This argument was a very minor one, constituting only 1.49 /£ of & ® 

the totals, and appearing in only five of the testimoni es. It wasnot 

used by witnesses in Oregon, and was of little importance to Wash-

ington testimonies in which it constituted only 0.21,3 o f the totals. 

It was slightly more important to California total argumen ts, "but 

even here it accounted for only 7:.29,'. ^ 

The greater part of this argument (76.92;J) was contri buted by 

government officials, and 23.08/̂  by other witnesses. The argument 

was of  L little significance to either group however, for it was 

only 1.87  '  of the totals of government officials and 0.88;2 of the 
(P 

arguments of non-government men. It was not used by governm ent 

officials in either Oregon or Washington, and constitut ed only 2.54;£ 

of the totals of this group in California; where it was used only by 

residents of the northern part of the state. Son-governm ent 

witnesses in California used it less, relatively, than did the 

government officials, for of the totals of the former, th is (£> 
argument constituted only 1.65,:,. No non-government witnesses used 

it in Oregon, and of the totals of this group in Washington , the (5) argument amounted to a mere 0.37^. It was slightly more im portant 

to the witnesses in Northern California than to any other group, 

(v) 

since here it accounted for 3.27>' of the totals, but e ven here it 

is obviously weak. 

1. Chart II. 
2. Chart XVI. 
3. Chart XVII. 
4. Table XXIV. 
5. Table XXV. 
6. Chart XVIII. 
7. Chart XXI. 
8. Chart XIX. 



VIII. Economic Argument. Fhe economic arguments fall in to 

tv*o classes, and consequèntly two subcategories were created for 

Argument VIII. Category VIIIA consists of those economi c arguments 

based upon the belief that the Japanese are not essential t o our 

a£>no v„or that they are detrimental to it. Cate; ory V IIIB deals 

ith the fact that the Japanese can be employed in useful p roductive 

work if they are evacuated, and that in this ay evacuation will 

not be a complete financial and economic loss to the nat ion and to 

the demands of our defense effort. Both classes of econo mic arguments 

are essen ially ̂usti±ications of evacuation, unless, as  was 1' m 

tiie case, the Japanese were accused of being ctually det rimental to 

the economy of the .'estern "States  . 

VIIIA. The general economic argument consisting of th e belief 

that the Japanese are not essential to our qfono y has, many different-

aspects. Som iifciesses declared that therer/ould be a bsolutely no 

loss in production or in labor suprly if the Japanese were evacuated; 

others believed there would be a certain amount of loss of produc-

tion, shortage of labor sup ly, or lack of foodstuffs ordina rily 

produced by the Japanese, but that after a brief transit ional period^ 

the situation would be adjusted añd back to normal. Still o thers 

admitted ¡.-.hat the loss of production possibly could n ot be entirely 

replaced, but their attitude was that military necessity c ame first 

and .hat the public would be willing to endure any hardshi ps along 

this line if the críense effort was furthered in this way . A few 

witnesses asserteo that the presence of the Japanese h ad created an 

unh althy economic condition, increasing the competitio n for white 

fqrmers, and that evacuation would enable the white men to be success-

ful. üome of the main variations and exa les of Argument VII IA are 

given below. 





Governor 01 on 1s attitude  %as  feynical of many of the witnesses 

Iv'r. >01  son stated that there v/ould "be some 

labor problems, arising out of the fact that the Japane se 'are en 

s kind of work 

and Ivir. Olson said that there would be dlff 

How ver, he concluded by saying ith regard to the lanci the - Japanese 

it is inevitable that we will get the land v/ould leave that 

worked. I think it can be worked profitably in the coufs e of time 

I tnink it is  ,  oin. to take/some .adjustmgĵ t and some time, ana 

perhaps some loss of crop^ in the meantime.  '  Attorney General .Varren 

presented as exhibits copies of a numbgjz-t^Tletters fro m agricultural 

removal of the Japanese from California would the oninion that 

recible but not a serious effect on California àgricul have a: 

Mayor Bowron of Los  An ;  ejlés admitted that arouna the city 

there was a great deal of' tr*ick gardening, and that evacuatio n would 

"quite seriously afffeet ..that vegetable supply" for the area. He 

went on to say that p îans were being made to ĝet exp erierxied people 

to take over th.es' farms and continue oroduction. fe. Rober t Taylor 

Chariman of the Oregon Agricultural ./ar Board, presente d a similar 

point of vie  '  when he road a statement from the Multnomah County 

Lobor Committee, sayina this group believed that if the Japan ese 

could be moved out soon, other farmers ould be placed on the land 

<S) 

and "possibly 75 percent of the normal production could be securer,  1 

Kr. Taylor, as many other witnesses, stressed the need f or immediate 

action, since the lantin, season wasap roachini anc 1 the Japanese v (5) were not lantin^ because of their uncertain future. Govern or Lang-

lie o: Washington seemed cuite certain tort there woulc b a drop 



in food production, but he expressed the hope that labor w ould be 

available &nd that the Vip^6ry Garden campaign would contribute 

too, so that the  c  vo~r would not be too great. Mr. J. W, Span; ler, 

of the Seattle-<Plrst National Bank, sooke a/ two field s in which the 

Japanese had been engaged to a large ex f̂ent. In the first, the 

hotel business, he was sure that then£ would be n proble m since 

defense workers needed rooms and szhce nonforeign operat ors could 

take over the hotels. However, m agriculture, he anticip ated a 

considerable loss unless the J/apanese were immediate ly told what was 

to become of them; if they were to be evacuated, the eva cuation should 

take pi: ce immediately so/.hat others could begin planti ng. Mr. 

Span : ler thought that  it  would not be difficult to find operators for 

this lane unless the evacuation v/as poorly managed. 

• A number of wltnesarsjspoke at somg~T^ngth^abou"t the so iirces of 

agricultural labor which would be available even if the  Japanese 

were evacuated. Some of these admitted that there would p robably" 

be a minor shortage of certain foodstuf£<s, but they were co nfident 

that labor could be found &nd that th^se shortages would not create 

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

the problem had been exaggerated/^nd that a plentiful l abor supply 

could be obtained so that there/v/oul< be no shortages . Attorney 

General .arren of California expressed this viewpoint w hen he said 

of evacuation: "There has bein a lot of talk of how it wou ld dis-

turb the agricultural situation in the Mate to move the Japanese. 

I think that is a very debatabl qu: stion and I  thirds that  the r cords 

of the Department of Agriculture or <bhe Government will s how that it 

is not as^reat a problem as it is generally supposed to be. e have 

seen some very fantastic figures as to what part Japanes e labor 



plays in California agriculture.' 1 Mr. .^rren said that there were 

many large scale Japanese operators/in the 4ate, and that t hey em-

ployed Fili inos, Mexicans, and/even white people who wo uld be able 

to work just as well for whi^e farmers. Mr. /enseal Travol i of 

Tulare County also felt that the difficulty the situat ion had been 
X / 

exagg erated, saying,  :! It is not nearly ^ c r i t i c a l as some people 

make believ it is.  '  Mr. Travoli sn̂ fce of the supply of Mexican 

labor that was available, saying/tfhat many of them ha c been workin,: 

for the Japanese. His final ^ggestion concerning the la bor situation 

was: "The California labor .situation, if we need mirgra torv labor, 

can be helped by loyal i^xicans  . "  / Mr. ioberj^ridges of Auburn, 

Washington, asserted that he didn't beliy^e there would be a shortage 

because they had always had surpluses/in the past and a lot" of the 

agricultural products had had tcyrflowed und;r.  1  Mr. Bridges believed 

that "There are man;/ white growers who would take hold - s ome of whom 

own that land now - and onerate the farms if the Japanese w ere not 

there.  ;  Mr. Fred Fueker, representing the American Legion, men -

tioned the C.C.C., certairjneople on relief, and the Fi lipinos,as 

possible sources of labor, suggest in./the establishme nt of an  ;  gri-

cultural institution organized in a way similar to the C.C TC. Mr. 

• J. Ryan, Los Angeles County Commissioner of Agriculture, a dmitted 
u>V»i. 

that some of the Japanes- operated land Aeould not be profitably 

farmed by white peo le, but said, "I wouldn't sav that i t is true 

that a gre; t(dj3al cannot be." Mr. Rŷ 'n spoke of the in crease in 

machine farming amon^ the Japanese, staying that the A merican farmer 

"coulc. compete succesfully on the sa/rie basis." He al so said, There 

is unquestionably a large source of/agricultural labor s upply here 

that haen !  t been tapped yet", which he said was mace up of schoo l 
children,women,and certain other people. He believd  th*.  t there 



were a number of Okies who would be "competent to go into far ming 

on their own , and also si^gested the formation Boy Scout an d 

other groups of ch i ld ren for agricultural labor. His of fice had 

had. offers from certain Women's groups  :! offering to organize labor 

women" too. 'in< battalions of Le testimonies of Mr. W. S. rios-crans, 

and Mr. H. B. Miller brought in the anticipation of some sh ortages 

in specialty crops but not in staple foodstuffs. Mr. Miller, Manager 

of the Agriucltural Department of the Los Angeles: ̂ a ^ B S C hamber of 

Commerce, said that "th effect, as near as can be estimated, w ill 

probably be a shortage of what you might call certa'.n reli sh crops, 

r such as green onions and table beets and parsley 

.... he esse^ntitil supplies of the more im; o/tant veget able cro^s 

such as lettuce, tomatoes, cauliflower and cabbage, will not be 

appreciably snorted insofar a^s this market is concerned 

Mr. Miller also added that Los  i-n̂  eles depended not only upon the 

local area, but shipped in produce from other areas where it was 

grown by American farmers  .  Mr. Rosccrans, Agricultural ^o-orc..inator 

of the Los  x *n eles bounty Defense Council, felt as Mr. Miller did 

about the shortage of staple crops, saying, "I think we ¿re  apt to 

o f  . have a pretty ood  S U P P I U ,  R ,erht *PS.notjevervthing the house i  :'e  wants, 

* £ 3 ) 

but a pretty good variety of things raised. Mr. Rosecrans also said 

thatjthe anticipat d shortage would come at a time when there  would 

be large supplies of vegetables in other parts of the cou ntry, and 

that these could be imported to California. Mr. Rosecrans believed 

that although there would probably be a shortage of st^op lab or, 

there ere a number of sources of labor that would be availab le,., 

ffe mentioned the unemployed , the Mexicans, and the Ne^ fes, who (Si) 

mi[ht require some training but who would be obtainable. He w as 

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



led^e, however. For example, he said that there ./ere man y nonresi-

dent owners who usually rented to theJaoanese and who h ad consider-

able knowledge of what should be done. 1 Mr. G. K. McDonough, Super-

visor in Los Angeles' County, sooke of the WPA project wh ich had 

-trainee, peo le in agriculture vno were available for /o rk at pre-

sent, and of the Negro population of Los An; eles County, which had 

offered to replace the Japanese. Mr. IcDonough said, I c;o n't think 

we would be very much short of labor", but he admitted tha t in many 

cases some sort of a training program would be necessary, ^aptain 

v.'. I . Cunningham, of the United States Bm loyment Service, gave the 

fi/ ur on the amount of Japanese ..orkin<j in industry and agriculture  i" 

Ho saie that it was the cror of "radishes and small vegetab les" 

that ould be affectea find that would be hard to replace beca use it 

used stoop labor. *Vith regard to mass crops, he said, I see n o 

serious labor shortage due to the evacuation of the Japanes e or the 
\ o-o 

otner aliens." He added that there was "no reason in the world" 

why the  1  exicans and filiinos uiho did "the bul& of the work" even 

in the stoop labor/field could not work fc*r white opera tors as well \  o  v 

as for the Jap^rfese. Mr. H. L. Strobel, a Koriterey County f armer, 

de initely felt that the extent of the anticipated shortage h ad 
t  o  -a. 

been greatly exaggerated, llv. Strobel f s statement was:  : I elieve 

the American farmers, or the farmers of California, a en tirely 

capable, and with the land now occupied by the Japanese,^ wi11 pro-

duce in just a3 large a quan ity the vegetables that have been for-

merly produced by the Japanese in our farming areas." 

Mr. S.robel, as several other witnesses, brought in the f act 

that the Filipinos would no longer work for the Japanese, b ut that 

they would, of course, work for white operators. Mr. Str obel saic. 

that "some of these Filipino organizations have gone on rec ord that 

they will no Ion ;er -ork for Japanese or onq_ Japanese-cont rolled 



acreages, which makes it almost impossible for some of thes e Japanese 

to continue their occupation arid the production of vege tables and 

other crops on the land that they now occupy.  '  Attorney General riar-

ren of Calif ornia also said that, it the Filipinos and th e Mexicans 

0««O 

have resolved that they will not harvest crops for the Ja panese. 1 

Mr, W.plunder  wo  OG,  of the Astoria Cham. er of Commerce, Astoria, 

yashin  -ton,  stated that the Chinese hac refused to work in the 

canneries with the Japanese, and that the lumber camps co uld not 

employ Japaneese b Ccu the laborers ther ouldWt work  with them 

either. Mr. Under ood concluded by saying, .''They are p ublic charges. 

They know they are, and they,: themselves, would like t o be removed 

to some point wher they can safely find employment and e arn a 

living. The longer they stay here in these bunkhouses the more 

sullen they become,ethe more apt they are to become fift h columnttts.'' 

Since the economic arguments are almost all justificatio ns of 

evacuation, itw_as to be expected that some itnesses wou ld say that 

if it was a case of milit: ry necessity *£he Japanese shoul d be ev cuated 

regardless of any comparatively minor hardshipsJ^^migh t cause. Mayor 

Bowron of Los "ri eles, for example, saia^j th regara to th e antici-

pated shortag of vegetables, "I think cur people will be lad to 
Cl OG>") 

adjust themselves to wartime c o n d i t i o n s . M r . Wendell Tr avoli of 

Tulare County g ve a typical "military necessit;^ shoul d come first" 

statement when he said, 'what the vegetable industry o f Tulare does 

.«ouldn't be a drop in the bucket compared to ̂  disastrou s rire <j°r> „ 

throu ;h our foothills. J-here wear other witnesses who expr essed this 

idea in similar fashion. 

The >eople who accused the Japanese of being unfair comp etitors 

and detrimental to our economy were relatively fe , but the y do de-

serve mention, particularly since th y presented the on ly econ .mic 

arguments hat weren't purr Justifications. Mjp. Bobert Tay^lor, 



Chairman of the Oregon Agricultural -ar ̂ oard, read the fol lowing 

statement from the iultnomah County Labor Committee: ' Our commercial 

vegetable production and marketing was developed by w hite growers, 

who were later forced out o® business by the Japanese gr owers oper-

ating on a lower standard of l iv ing.^ I.any of these rower s are still 

in the community and can produce vegetables when Japane se competition 

0 O'fi 
is ¿emoved.  '  j / r . i" 1. H. Lysons, Seattle Lawyer, v/as the most bitter 

a :.ainst the Japanese ag riculturists. He said with rega rd to the 

w 

shortage of truck garderners Hi'M* due to evacuation: .e had such 

gardeners^ beiore the Japanese came, which Japanese s tandards of 

living and v/orkin- concti tions - long day ana night hours b y families 

and women and children - eliminated this competition. T his has 

brought an unhealthy economic conflffition. No greater s ervice can 

be rendered the country than to restore this former condit ion. 

This truck gardening condition is one wedge of Japan 's program of 

conquest - ler nationals abroad to acquir  ;  monopoly control of 

essential industries and occupations. «Vith the acco mplishment of 

this program,  il merican industry wrll be crippled beyond recovery 

and our labor, including agriculture, xwill be reduced to choice 

between unemployment and degradation  toto  Asiatic standards of living 

and working c nditions. 1 



so 
Argument VIII A. 

This argument was used extensively in the testimonies, as it 

O 

account'ed for 21.21J of the. total units classified . Its predominance 

is also indicated by the fact that it was used by twenty o f the 

thirty-two witnes s9s>— 

The economic argument was more important, relatively, to 

Washington witnesses (where it constituted 26.94^ of t heir total) 

than to the totals of the other two states. However in both California 

and Oregon, the use of the argument was extremely signi ficant, for 

it amounted to 20.37^ of total California arguments, a nd 11.87,' of 
r?) 

Oregon totals. 

Government officials contributed more than did other wi tnesses 

to the total economic argument, for the former group acc ounted for 

58.57)2, while the latter accounted for 41.43,;. However, the argument 

was relatively of slightly greater importance to the to tals of 

non-government witnesses, for of these, it contituted 22.5 4^, while of th 

totals of government officials, it was 0.37^. * 

Considering the total arguments of government officia ls in 

each state, respectively, it appears that to these gro ups the 

economic argument is of almost equal importance, Of the t otals of 

this group in California, the argument accounted for 20. 93,?, while (S>  .  (9) 

in Oregon it constituted 19.75,', and in Washington, 13.4 1, 

However, in comparing the relative importance of thi s argument to 

the non-government officials in each state respectively, we did not 

find such relatively equal weight. The argument was of considerable 

importance to this roup in Washington (where it constitu ted 33.34/? 

of the arguments), and of some importance to the corres ponding group (¿3 

in California, where it accounted for 18.92^ of the totals. It 

was o«C.7 6.31  '  of the totals of this group in Oregon^ 

It is also significant to compare the relative importan ce of 



VIII  A. 

this argument to the totals of overnment officials and ot her witnesses 

in each of the states. This argument had almost equal wei ght in the 

totals of the two &roups in California (20.93.,,and  18.92, .  respectively,) 

"but in Oregon it was far more important to the governmen t officials 

(of whose total it constituted 19.75$), than to the other w itnesses, 

who us id it as 6.31$ of their totair^On the other hand, it was twice 

as significant to non-government men in Washington as it was to the 

government officials there, for it consituted 33.34$ and 18.41$ of 

their arguments, respectively.^ 

Another significant comparison lies in the analysis of the use of 

the economic argument in California. It constituted onl y 7.1$ of the 

total arguments in northern California, "but was 61.54 $ of the Southern 
—s 

California totals. In breaking down this result in South ern California, 

we found that the argument had aHjaost twice as much weight  in the totals 

of the government officials (here it constituted 56.04 $) as it had 

with the other witnesses, of whose total arguments it a ccounted for 

34.3${^It is significant that here, too, the percentages  are 

exceedingly high. 

,/e found also that the government officials in Souther n California 

contributed 62.97$ of the total economic argument in Cal ifornia, and 

that the government officials in northern California co ntributed slightly 

less (11.24$) than the other witnesses there (13.19$).  ITon-government 

men in Southern California contributed 5.4$, and Wendell T ravoli of the 

Q 
Tulare County Citizens Committee accounted for 7 . 2 ^ . ^ 

1. Chart II. 
2. Chart XVI. 
3. ChartXVII. 
4. Table XXIV. 
5. Table XXV. 
6. Chart XVIII. 
7. Chart XX. 

8. Chart XXI. 
9. Chart XIX. 
10. Chart XXII. 
11. Table XXIII. 



VIIIB. The fact that the Japanese could "be em loyed in us eful 

productive work  A whoro t-ioy wor A ri  N  i?  R  t  P  ri af't nr ovaouation was given 
A 

as a further justification for their removal from the West  Coast. 

All  of.  the witnesses adit«.» who used this argument stated it in 

essentially the same way. A few examples may be mentioned. G overnor 

Olson of California saic  . . . .  the effort will be made to place 

them in various parts of,the United f̂eates, or the West ern states 

and Central States, where they can be emplovea in usefu l oroductive 

work.' 1 He later added,  :r I certainly would oppose, unless aŝ sk-̂ last 

resort and an absolute military necessity, a concentra tiii5n and idle-

ness oi these people a}/ public expense as prisoners of war.  :  Mr. 

Robert Taylor, of the Oregon Agricultural r Boarci, said that they 

should be moved into an area  :r where tartly can continue their pro-

duction.  '  His attitude was:  :f If^iiey can help us win this war, so 

much the better; we need thip^production." Mr* J. K. C arson, of 

the American Legion in Oregon, stat*d that this organiza tion's view-

point was that the Japanese should be placed in custody where areas 

could be provided in which they .night work. Mayor Riley of Port-

land also "felt that ''they shouftft be put to productiv e labor of some 

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

be making a contribution to our defense problem.' 1 Mr. H ^ L . Strobel, 

a farmer of Monterey County, California, thought th*t if there 

were areas within the °tate of California acceptable to t he military 

j 

authorities to which they could be evacuated, this sho uld be none. 

He felt that  ; if' these people  rere  m^ihtaAned in these particular 

loc lities, their services coulc, be utilized under prop er supervision. 

It was the unanimous opifcni9*i of all those who offered t heir view-

points 

or who were asked/questions by Committee members as to w hat was 

to be done v(J.th the Japanese after they were evacuate d, that they 
should be employed' in useful productive work if ossib le. 



Argument VIII 3 

This argument constituted only 2.38>* of the total units cla ssified, 

and -.'as used by nine witnesses*® It did not appear in any W ashington 

testimonies, and -as found to have greater weight, relativ ely, in 

Oregon (where it accounted for  8.91%  of the total arguments) than in 

California, where it constituted only 2.26/£ of the totals 

. The respective contributions of government officials and 

other witnesses to this argument are almost equal, for gov ernment 
(2) 

officials accounted for 48.01$, while the others contribu ted 51.99;». 

It was relatively more important to the total arguments of no n-government 

witnesses (3.17;*) than to the totals of government offici als (1.37^). 

The argument constituted 1.01,2 of the totals of governmen t officials 

in California^ and 15.29/* of the totals of the correspond ing group in 

Oregon.®The difference in the importance of the argument t o these 

two groups is especially noteworthy since the argument wa s not used by 

government officials in Washington. The argument has rela tively 

equal weight in the totals of non-government witnesses in California and 
(.9 & 

Oregon (5.5^ and 4.5,î respectively.) 

The argument was more important to Southern California wit nesses, 

who used it as 5.8% of their total, than to those in Norther n California, 

where it was only 1.22^ of the t o t a l s ^ In the analysis of th is 

argument as used in Southern California, it is significant that it 

constituted as much as 32.38^ of the total arguments of non -government 

witnesses, while it was only 1.42^of the totals of governm ent officials 

f?) there y 

( * 
1. Chart II. ' 
2. Chart XVI. Z ^ ^ K ' . 
3. Chart XVII. 1 
4. Tkble XXIV. 
5. Table XXV. 
6. Chart XVIII. 
7. Chart XX. 
8. Chart XIX. 
9. Chart  CXI  I. 

j 



6 o  ^ 

IX. Humanitarian Argument. The humanitarian argument ha s 

several variations which fall into two main categorie s. For this 

reason, sub-argufflmnts IXA and IXB were created under  argument IX. 

The aspects of the question included in Argument IXA are those which 

deal with the probable danger to the Japanese  •  - "r  i  ri -.-.- 1c 

if 1'i -  Vi  ̂ Vat^ alio ved to remain on the Coast. This dan- r 

would arise- out of vigilantism on the part of the other  residents 

of the tfoastal areas, who might take the la into their own hand s 
FWrfc—ujuuIiJ VWL ^ 

ft- —=p t" n  nr h r rfri  vi - r71 n .v u  u  i  u •  ' i", (J  3 e if occasion arose. . 33a& 
A ith- rrfrl •VOU I L-

Argu-ment Pgnnl 1 .;ebii Uu^ancV'^tee: dartres?? . 

ment IXB in general states h a f e ' t h ^ ; : > e : w î St be -administered 

humanely, a m it is definitely in the nature of a justifica tion for 

evacuation. 

IXA. The humanitarian argument, as stated above, grows out- of 

e fear of vigiIantdUtt actlvitle s^^Tt  torney- General W a r r e ^ ^ » $ j l < B 

speaking -teke-need for limiiedlaLe Gov rnmcnfc- organis ation  and  sao  ,r-

vision-of e vac natter^- rought up the  1 acV.̂  that the Japanese could 

not be left to roam about as they  wished^ Ho folt that  this would 

lead to  ;, race riots and prejudice and hvsteria and excesses of all 
(n<»> 

kind/.' He said that there had already been some evide nce of this^  ̂ f l 

vj&ty or * Ui)g trig -rnm-rrb acti-on,- far r  on  -then 9&±t  fM^'Ky own 

belief concerning vigilantism is that the people do n ot engage in 

vigili.nte activites so long as they believe that their Government 

through its agencies is taking care of their most serio us problem. 

But when they get- the idea that their problems are not un derstood, 

when their Government is not c.oing for them the thing s that they 

believe should be done, they start taking the la  •  into their o~n 
rvHVj}  . o fQaUH^Q fa  t*^ uA 

hanaS.  '  f  Gov srnor 01son /N also spoke  of bills, —saying that "./..  too 

many people /ill conclude that every Japanese is a i'i th c olumnist, 



\JlU 

(v^ 
no matter what ma:/ "be in his heart  Ho then addody  ; I  S;\Y  if 

the conflict was brought here to these shores, I would feel s orr; 

for an7/ Japanese loyalist inside because I am just afrai d that he 

./ould suffer even if he were innocent. tr  | \  Mr. Fred Fueker,  t̂ pr-'-oont 

••n̂  t.hJ ̂ n-rlriii TV rl  -vi i ri  Washington, sale  In this  rogaiq,  "It would 

seem to me that these People (the Japanese) would welcome an evac-

uation, in case there should be any token air raids or shel lings of 

this coast, which in all probability, there will be, from what has 

gone before. 7e feel that those people will be endangere d in being 

h ,re,  anc it is for their own public safety becaus- of similar in-

stances that have arisen." Mr. J. K. Carson  prer̂ nt...ji-a& oimil-ar 
| ^ 

vle^noint hol("--*»T"fc»te-6rogon Liopan±mant  of  the  ^marican  i^gion.  •  -Two 

of  the m s o i r  '•  Legion in-  Ore-go  11  wanted the  daponeae in--
l u ^ i u . s  ^ c « ^  V i 

t ?rn crl vjcr̂  mtf̂ - -Kfrt̂ rrĤ -ri"*rr-  « H»*"»-*»»»̂  .  Q  > "Tnnn^nt-.  ones would 

not be under suspicion or li :ely to be attacked in case trouble .0"  » ensues", s s ^ ''If justified or not, any of our citizens s hould take 

summary action against any of these nationals in a time of e motion 

and stress, that mi c: ht be used as a basis for reprisals against our 

own nationals who wer unfortunate enough to be in the hands of the 

¿apan^se."  flvr.  Robert Bridges,  erf the  Valley Protective Ass t̂bcia-

tion >^4iburn, -«ashirton,  g^ l loned the  cas of a Japanese man who 
Lj/j^^  x y o&o^  -ike ;&JL &L v"r  _5<jvsej 

had come to him vet-y much  ̂ alarmed  bocauoo if an,y sabotage .occurred  ~ | 
>*v £>0« dL%'/ydb)1̂ S I*"'! b U ^ o/- 'tKz J ^ ^ a . M ^ ^ V/ A 

in their dl-triot 4-~ would probably-  fee  Pier ed on- the Japanooo, -an"  J 

fyiCs/L 0> +£0*-« hSc&Z'OUJ M^ i *4k> : 

I  '  for this  roflg-on  he thought evacuation might  bo  a good: thing 

Smith Troy, Attorney General of ashiriton,said, "During  the pa, t 

several weeks, there hps been a growin concern amonp all p rosojgu-

tots about the possibilities of mob violence. I have inform tion . 

froi some of he prosecuting attorneys that in some of their  local-Cl 21 ) 
ities there is talk of creating vigilante committees.  '  «» contin-

H ^ U a J ^ 

I  Mj^CJ  /¡I  ft*  ;   ̂  ̂

ih  ^-s,  % '' ' 
-^JL 

h . / "J? rsCJ Ouh ^¿Ue'ot-
u ^ d fo ah^j rU  <>  / -  1  v 

iUii f\, A .  />  „ K.V 
(j^   ̂  ̂<J v. uu. tyov ¿^uQJl 



Hor-

ned by saying that this movement might increase  :; if, for instance, 

there is some tremendous disaster or loss to our armed fo rces on the 

p; rt of the Japanes or on the part of some o the other alien enemy 

countries; or if casualty lists were to be publishec revea ling that 

quite a few of the sons of people of our States hav been wo unded 

or killed. Feeling mi h run higher than it is now, and it might 

result in an outbreak of violence  .J^^r . J.  .  'Spam 1 r. Vice-Pres-
1 ¡J, i,  : J 

ideni of the Seattle^Pirst National  E a n k > d s o  fear c "group or mob 

action".  IIo sajU^  " the American people are some hat emotional, 

end it is conceivable that under the stress ana strain of war inci-

dents, that action might not always be controlled."  .."here weiie 

several otaer witnesses vrhn gynrft^sea similar., genta  -'en f.s  ,  uain«,— ¿his 

argument  as  •  to-  snm.oBt  their  m l contentions  . 



Argument IX  A. 

it humanitarian^argumerrtr  was/ised by tnirteen  wi tness  estate  soristi-

tuted 4 ,99% of the total units classified.. In considering the 

total arguments in each state  discretely,  we found teat t lis  argu-

ment was more important in Washington (where it constitu ted 11.82?' 

of the total arguments) than in Oregon (where it was  7.39^  of the 

tot< Is) or in California (1 . 63?' of  totals.)® 

Government officials contributed theT  greater  part (63.67'-"') of 

the humanitarian argument, while other witnesses contr ibut.ee  36. oi  . 

However, the argument had almost equal weight in  thê/r  otofils  of  govern 

rnent officials and others, r sued ively, for it constitut e« 5.19 cj 

of  thejE*  ..rrner ,  and 4  .66  -  of the  latter.®  It v./as of little importance 

to the totals of the government officials in California and Oregon, 

& CD 
where it constituted  2 . 2 a n d  3.19%  respectively, but had consider-

d£> 

able weight  (17.66%; in -the  total arguments of Washington government 

officials. Considering the  tot9& arguments  of non-government  wit-

nesses in each state, we found that the humanitarian argument had 

only a small share (0. 11/0 in thejtotals of this group  3m California^ 

while it constituted  7.45'^f  the Washington  totals^ and  10.36^  of 

the Ore. on  totals.'  Tie most  significant  differences here are t ose 

between the relative weights of this argument in the t otals of 

gover nment officials and other  i"hiesses,  respectively, in both 

Oregon and Washington. Of the totals of Or eon government,  officials, 

as we have point ;d out above, this argument accounted^ or  3. It  , 

while ita had greater weight  (16.36$)  in the totals of the  non-Cl)  I I 

government group in that  s"ate.  The reversepas/true oi /ashmgton, 

where the argument was 17 .66% of the totals of government officials 

there, and only  7.45/9  of the arguments of the non-government group (P 

The share of  t k s  argument  4>n  the totals oijboth Northern and 

Southern California arguments was  small,  beim  2.26  and  0.2  >  respec  -



IX  A. ^ 

& 
tively.  No non-gov rnment witnesses in Southern California used 

th^is  argument, and of the totals of the Southern  California 

government  officials,  the argument accounted  for  only  0 , 2 4 ^ ^ ^ 

1. Chart XVI. 
2. Chart II. 
5 . Chart XVII. 
4. Table XXIV. 
5. Table XXV. 
6. Chart XVIII 
7. Chart XX. 
8. Chart XXI. 
9. Chart XIX. 
10 .  Chart XXII 



& 
ArgumeiUti IXB. The humanitarian argument dealing with the  treat-

ment of the Japanese after evacuation was almost entirely an admin-

istrative aspect of the question. Like Argument VIIIB, i t was 

essentially a justification for the internment of the Jap anese. 

Very often it was asserted that the property rights of the Japanese 

would be protected and that they would he treated human ely. A few 

witnesses used it in a slightly different manner, sayin g that it 

would be more humane to evacuate citizens as well as ali ens because 

in this way family life would remain intact. In this latt er sense, 

the humanitarian argument was a justification for the rem oval of 

citizens as we11 as aliens, rather than for ev&uaafcio n in general. 

' Governor Olson snoke at some length on this question. His 

• ft^VU r 

attitude was: /"I  think if we can arrive at an understanding of the 

situation, and get cooperation on the part  oftverybody,  the people 

to be moved out of the military area, as well as everyone els e, we 

can gave it solved and have those removed who shouM be mov ed out 

of the military areas without any injustice to anyone. Th ere will 

be inconvenience, yes. The people will be called upon to make 

\  sacrifices and there will be inconveniences, but no inj ustices." 

IlS l̂LLlJrHiQl a,  •  11 is hard to believe some of the stories you hear 

about them (the Japanese) selli g at distressed price s. They don't 

need to sell. They don't nned to. sell at all. Their propert y can 

be protected and their property will be protected. The o nly dis-

tress under which they would sell would be the need of cash to move \ P.C.  i -J* 

on and I think they can be assisted in all such matters  . / gove rno r 

^  u lson felt that evacuation should not be confined only to the 

alien population,  since  this would leave children and the aged people 

on the coast. Referring to this, he said, "They probably  would not 

want to be left by their relatives. They would possibly w ant to go 



with them and make their home with them. I think the famiI T separ-
i  a  i 

ation would be an impractical thing.  j>^Vt-orney  General Varren 

believed that there should be a definite resettlement pro; ram because 

without it, evacuation "is not only going to entail hard ship on the 

T/a orle who are told to move but it is -oinr to entail hards' ip on 

every community to which they go." He  aî e-  saicy, "I don't believe 

that people should be permitted to exploit even our enemy aliens. I 

think there should be some Federal agency that would super vise those 
I  -X 

matters to see that no one is taken advantage of by designing people.' 

JM 
Mrx.  Rosecrans,  of the  Los Angeles County Defense Council, discussed 

A / ' 

the need of a custodian for the goods and property rights o f the 

Japanese* saying,^  "We don'tthink it  is fair  for the Japanese to have 

to throw everything  UP  and dispose of the lands at a sacrifice.  vi e 

want to see something  done.  We'want to do everything we can do but 

we are stymied until the Government appoints a custodian to act in 

this connection so that the person who comes on knows that he has 

s ri ht, to  deal.  That is the key to  it."  Mr  lyair,  Los A 

Angeles County Commissioner of Agriculture, hoped there wo uld be a 

custodian to protect the equity rights and prope ty rights o f the \  3» 

Japanese so that they would go ahead with their farming oper ations. 

Mr. J. K. Carson,  of the Oregon Department of the American Legflm^, 

said, "Let me repeat 1 haven't found any sentiment among th e members 

of the Legion that they want to do acts of cruelty or anythin g by 

way of retribution. They want our people to be safe and secur e, and 

they  are not asking that things be done in a retaliatory manner,  or 

through spite or vengeance or ill feeling .  "  A f t a e examples —jrre  a 

the general feeling,  that the Japanese should be 

and that their rights  s-vould be .pr^-tootod.  -Al l 

of the witnesses that expressed their opinion on this matt er felt 

this way . \  



StJ t 

4Lo 
them- also fcelipveo that it would be possible to se f  • 

w t J - I f ^ . ^ ^ ^ ^  dcoiJl aj— 

f)  Sor 

Lin  s  o ^  method  o  f  -irares-tr 3rgartd :rrgr ~tire- Jap  ¿lie si  who 
a,  dtfiJLx..-

of relen  si  n-g— t&e-  -ones Whose loyalty- was  proved.  In  this way,  they 

thournt tĥ Lt. any  iniyistice  done to loyal  Jarmnes- -American citizens 

ii 

could  -be-  r-ee-t-i-f-ied . Mr. J. P. Hassler,  City Manager  of Oakland, 

California, expressed  ^Sai^  attitude  in a typical  .wh^n hr 

90.16  >  ;I Certainly when they have  left  the area each case  could  be 

decided on its merits and  those  who are proved  to  be  loyal could 

return to  their homes."  W r .  Smith  Troy,  Attorney Gernal of  Washington, 

said,"I  am in favor of  moving the aliens out  Sor our protection 

from sabotage .*  Then after  close scrutiny  and  investigation,  those 

useful and loyal  citizen  Japanese could  be,  throu h some licensing 

form,  or some other  method,  brought back  into  the  territory here 
v-̂ s 

where we could use  them." 



Argument IX  B. 

This argument figured somewhat significantly as it was use d 

by eighteen witnesses' ,  and accounted for 5 .0$  of the total units 

classified?  It w s relatively more important  toj,  the witnesses 

in California, (for here it figured as  8.05$)than  to those in 

Oregon (of  whfcftk Alt  was  2,02$)  or in Washington (where it was only 

1.35 

The greater part  (72.28$)  of this argument was contributed by 

government officials, while other witnesses accounted for  the  re-

maining  27.72  Of  the total arguments of government  officials, 

the ergument accounted for  6.63$,  while it was only  c  .9c 2'  of the 

totals  of  flon-government w i t nesses^  In  considering^ the total 

arguments of  California  government officials  and  other  witnesses 

discretely, we found that the argument had almost eoual weig ht 

( 8.18$  and  7.7$  respectively .f^This  share  in  the totals in  Calif-

ornia was considerably  greaterjtha n that  in  the  totals of these  two 

groups,  respectively, in both  Washington and  Oregon.  The  discrep-

ancies  between  the percentages in  these  two  states  is slight:  the 

only noteworthy  difference  being that the argument was relatively  a 

little  more important  to  government  officials in  Washington (where 

it  accounted for  2.74$  of the  totals) than  to  other witnesses in 

cD 

that  state,  who usedthe argument as only  0.31''  of  their total. 

This difference was  reversed in Oregon,  where,  the government  official 4 

used the  argument  as only  1.06$ of  their  total,  and other witnesses 
id used  it  as  2.7%  of their t o t a l y 

«r*  We found that this argument was relatively  morejlmp rtant to 

Southern California witnesses (who used  iti as 13.49$  of  their total) 

than to those  in Northern  California  where  it  figured  as 6.86-

Further analysis showed that in  Southern  California  the  argument 

constituted  14.15$  of the  total  arguments of government  officials 



IX  B. 

there, -hile it accounted for 9.52^ of the totals of no n-

1. Chart XVI. 
2. Chart II. 
5. Chart XVII. 
4. Table XXIV. 
5. Table XXV. 
b. Chart XVIII. 
7. Chart XXI. 
8. Chart XX. 
9. Chart XIX. 
10. Chart XXII. 



X. Public Morale argument. This argument consists of the 

belief that the people on the West Coast would feel safer if the 

Japanese were evacuated, and that there!ore their morale w ould be 

improved. It was useci the least of any f the twelve pro-eva cua-

tion arguments, having as it did a total count of only three units 

when the final tabulation was taken. Perhaps the reason that it 

appearec. so seldom was that it was so obvious a conclu sion to make 

regarding evacuation. :very witness who discussed the danger of 

fif11 column activity or sabotage urged evacuation b cau se he 

•felt that it would remove this danger, and such -itness es undoubtedly 

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

their morale would be better -hen evacuation took place. H owever, 

morale argument appears very seldom. Gov«rnor Olson of California 

used it with regard to his suggestion o evacuating the «Japa nese 

feel much safer about the alien and the Japanese populati on '. 

Mr. ..'arren also brought up  '  the question of morale when he was 

speaking of vigilantism. He believec that if the Governme nt did 

what the peo le expected - that is, evacuated the Japanese - there 

would be no public alarm, disorder, or vigildentism, be cause the 

people would feel secure and woulo not think it necessary to take 
v 

he law into their own hands. 

since the great majority the public 

east of California, saying it if thfct were done, everyone would 
» 



Argument X. 

We found that this argument played a frery minor role in our 

classification, for it constituted only 0.27';b of the t otal arguments^ 

© 
and was used by only three witnesses. It was not used at al l in 

Washington, and of the total California arguments it a ccounted for 

only 0.18/0 of the totals, while in Oregon it accounted for 0.53^ 
of the tota ls^ -

&> 

Government officials contributed two-thirds of the argu ment 

Of the total arguments of this group, this argument consti tuted only 

0.19^, and was relatively eoual in importance to the othe r group, of 

whose totals the argument accounted for 0.15S. The very s mall share 

of this argument is further exhibited by the fact that it constitute«* 

only 0.25°b of the total arguments of government offici als in Calif-

ornia,®and that it accounted for only 0.9'' of the totals of non-

government witnesses in Oregon. It was not used by go vernment 

officials in Oregon or Washington, nor by non-government m en in 

California or Washington. It accounted for a mere 0).2o S of the tota* 

Northern California arguments, and was not used in Sou thern 
(*) California testimonies.^ 

1. Chart II. 
2. Chart XVI. 
3. Chart XVII. 
4. Table XXIV. 
5. Table XXV. 
6. Chart XVIII 
7. Chart XX. 
8. Chart XIX. 
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' Argument XI. Appeal to Patriotism. Thfe arguments in th e nature 

of an appeal to the patriotism of the Japanese people fall in to this 

category. In general, they state that the Japanese, if t hey are 

loyal Americans, s h o u ^ accept evacuation as their patriot ic duty 

to the United ~tates. The testimony  oiftir'.'  Robert H. Pouke, representing 

the California Joint Immigration Committee,  -mav be of feared as-

exasapieT —tfrr^FuLto  said, "But in connection with this whole program, 

while we must recognize and remember we are at waij; that the wel-

fare of the Nation is paramount.; and* that people who a re loyal, 

including Japanese or Itali&ks or Germans, as the case might be, 

may best show their loyalty b^ acquiescing and assistin g in carrying 

out these things so as to minimize the suspicion or the a ssertions 

that they are not loyal being made against them. They :̂ in  that 

way, will be best .serving our country even if they are n ot called 

into the armed forces to serve. yf/Mv.  J. F. Hassler, City Manager 

of Oakland, California, expressed the same attitude  whon he said, 

"..... I feel that the loyal Japanese and the loyal a liens could 

better show the£r loyalty to this country by leaving th e area at 
( ( J ^ L J t j i L P ^ A 

the reoues 
Jt of the Federal G o v e r n m e n t  y fcr.  C. it. Schwanenberg, 

City  :  anager of Alameda,  aloo oaid '4^-feis rog r̂-a^  ̂  If he is a 
Govsrnor Olson .good American citizen he should be glad to do it 

V illiJV-!  v J 
of Calif orniaVsifeat-ge Hfhat  the Japanese were ready to accept evacua^ 

i  > ' 
tion and to cooperate voluntarily  with  any  p i »  suggested,' 

"Recently, following a conference with General DBWitt on the 

subject, and Mr. Clark, of the Department of Justice, I called into 
i 

the Governor's office representatives of the Japanese-Am erican popu-

lation, professional men, businessmen, farmers, and publ ishers, and 

talked the situation over with them just as we are talkin g of it now. 

And I think practically all of those representatives we re in good 
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faith when they said whatever program is decided upon with^egard to 

the removal of the entire Japanese population from any ar eajin Cali-

fornia, or from the State, they v;ould follow. In fact, the y were 

willing. I asked them if they wouldn't be willing to take a leader-

ship in it, to show it was participated in by the Japanese -American 

citizens themselves, for their own protection as well a s proof  OJ 

their loyalty to a program which would be very helpful in the entire 

war and defense situation. They all stated that they wo uld be will-

ing to do It; to propagandize it: to take the leadershi p in it; and 

participate^ programs for removal, .and many submitted various pro-

grams bv way of suggestion, of voluntary evacuation for a ll of the 

adult Japanese population in the military areas. 
-gX r 

ws 



Argument  XI. 

(D 
This  argument  was  used  "by seVen witnesses,  and  constituted onl:r 

C O 

0.94%  of the  total units classified.  Its  share  in the total  argu-

ments  of  each state was also very minor: constituting 1.281  of 

California totals, 0.2b 1 of  Oregon  totals, and 0).43l of  Washington 

totals.® 

Government  officials contributed 84.85$  of  the total units of 

this argument,  while other  vdtnesses  contributed the  remaining 15.151, 

That this argument  figured little in  our  classification is  shown 

by the  fact that it accounted for only 1.311  of  the total  arguments 

of  government  officials,  and  was  only  0.37.1 of th^totals of  the 

other  witnesses No government  officials in ©regon or Washington 

used  this argument, but  of  thejtotals of this  group  in California, 
CP 

it  accounted  for 1.76%.  On the other  hand, it constituted 0.45% 

© ' 
of the  totals of non-government witnesses in Oregon,  and  0.75 r:-> of 

(%) 

the  totals of t lis  groun  in Washington^ but  was not used by any 

California witnesses outside the government sphere. 

1.  Chart XVI. 
2.  Chart  II. -
3.  Chart  XVII.. 
4.  Table XXIV. 
• 5. Table XXV. 
6.  Chart XVIII. 
7.  Chart  XX. 
8.  Chart XXI. 



XII.  The  necessity of adopt ing 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 democr acy 

shouia disregard legal "barriers if expedient -in time of  war.  Sever-

al witnesses said that the civil  authorities  were no- adequate to 

cope with the situation, or that there  was  not enough time for them 

to  asst.  They therefore advocated immediate action by the mil itary 

authorities. This argument was used a great deal, and th e differ-

ent aspects of It are listed "below. 

Attorney General Warren of California used Argument XII  far  more 

than any other witness, and passages from his testimony wi ll  there-

fore afford the best examples of  it.  Mr. Warren believed that the 
I  M "X 

problem was both a Federal arid a military problem. He sa id, "We 

believe that all of the decisions in that regard must be m ade by the 

military command that is charged with the security of this area. I 

am convinced that the fifthj-column activités of our enem y call for 

the participation of people who are in fact American ci tizens, and 

that if we are to deal realistically with the problem we mu st realize 

th£-t we will be obliged in time of stress to deal with su bversive 

elements of our own citizenry. " He went on to say, "If t hat be 

true, it creates almost an impossible situation for t he civil author-

ities-̂ »  because the civil authorities cannot take protective mea sures 

against people of that character. We may suspect their  loyalty. 

SF© may even have some  evidence^ or,  perhaps, substantial evidence of 

.their disloyalty. But until we have the whole pattern of the enemy 

plan, until we are able to go into court and beyond the e xclusion 

of a reasonable doubt establish the guilt of those elem ents among 

out American citizens, there  is  no way that civil government can cope 

with the situation." Since th4 procedures of civil go vernment were 



too  slow, Mr.  Warren advocated immediate military measures, feeling 

that "any delay in the adoption of the necessary protect ive measures 

is to invite disaster." He later added that -the  civil  authorities 

were inadequate also because they had been instructed not  to  investi-

gate subversive  activities#nd  therefore, knowing little about  them, 

they were not in a position to take the responsibility. /it h refer-

ence to the question of civil  ri, bit's,  Mr. /ari?en  said, "I  believe, 

"that  in  time of war every cyilren must give up some of his 

normal rights.  I believe that no good  citizen  should  object to it. 

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

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

according to the  law.  That is the reason that 1 believe that this is 
\ h-T 

a military problem and not a problem in civil government ." 

Mr.  Stuart  Ward,  of  thu  Quiih'iuii.'.'dcil  bh Olyu" lr. o'.r.  .  'rrrx^ce, ex-

pressed th  fcS  qujr-t c  r; on oral  viewpoint  with  somewhat more feeling than 

the other witnesses. He  said,  "Much though I would like to feel 

otherwise, 1 believe Japanese and Japanese-Americans a like shouc£u 

immediately be placed in concentration camps and without a moment's 

warning. I do not believe moving them back from the coast wou ld 

be adequate. I realize this means-heavy cost and injust ice to a  con-

siderable number of the 140,000 such re 

On the other hand, I think the record q 

at-ion I believe to be in the hands of c 
and the  general  mv lie attitude toward 

that what is likely to be a life-and-dc 

3i dents  in  the United  '  tates. 

f Pearl  Harbor,  the  inform-

iur  courtter-espioage agents, 

the Japanese, all  indicate 
-̂¿>55« 4 Si on 

ath struggle for the  -a^csiöör 

or Pacific coast seaboard would ju; 

of the war. (I am one of those who cor 

Japanese coastal invasion entirely poss 

to separate the sheep from the goats onUh is deal I have neve r talkd 

to him. None of our three counter-espionage agencies has ( until 

tify such action for duration 

siders an all-out attempted 

ible.) If anyone knows how 



recentlv at least) been given sufficient fund's or personn el to do 

anything like an adequate job. Now, there isn't time/'  ftr R. H. 

Fouke, of the .California Joint Emigration Committee in San rancis-

BJD,  said that he believed th^military suthorities should be entrusted 

with authority to establish combat areas where "no  persc?^citizens 

or  aliens, would be permitted unless it. has been first  established 

that their presence' there was desirable o r ^o t inimical to the  wel-

fare of the country V Mr. C. R.  S c h W e n b e r g , City Manager of Ala-

meda, California, said, "The whoO^situation  is very  vulnerable, 

and steps should be taken toRemove immediately all enemy a liens 

and all American citi zens/ihose loyalty can in any way be Questioned. 

We are at war and we c^n't afford in this area to take any c hances." 

Mr. H.  L.  Strobel, /armer of Monterey County, California, said that 

the  judgement  of 4he military authorities should not be questioned, 

and that the fact that minor hardships might occur sho uld not be  fl 

determing  factor.  He  said,  "Man/ inconveniences are being visited 

upon our own citizens. So  I  d6 not feel  fet  this time  it works  any 
- • 

great hardship  i i Don a grouo/f aliens to hav their activités super-

vised, and in the interest^ of safety of our own country h a^T them 

removed from one point  /o  another."  Mr. P. H.  Lysons, Set t le  Law-

yer, expressed the same attitude when he said, "No crater co ntri-

bution to the finality of  Japan's  war success c jXbe made than to 

handle the question before this committee o p X h e basis of preventing 

financial loss and personal i n c o n v e n i e n t and hardship. If we get 

out of this war without widely sprej^inconvenience and h ardship, 
i  To 

and even suffereing, we will em-^ge from  it at  the losing  end." 

Governor  A. b.  Langlie of Washington also thought this  shou^k  be the 

case and that the problem should not be decided on the basi s of 
) 
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convenience. He said that the factor oj/safety with re gard to power 

W plants, industries, and the like,  should  be given first consider-

ation"/  Mr. Earl  C. <prai£,  representing the John Dewey Forum in Los 

Angeles, was another witness who  s/id  that, for the present at  least, 

m .  th« committee should do their duty without regard to any _ 

considerations other than  n a t W a l ^  safety." Mr.  H. B.  Í  ille 5 of 

the Los Angeles Charter of  -Commerce,  also said that  the*  Army " 

should be the determining body as to the areas from which th eir 

movement should take place, and should be the ones to  decide  the 

areas where they should be resettled. Military considerat ions 

should govern entirely  ' 



Argument XIT 

We found that sixteen witnesses advocated military con trol 

cD 
and the use of totalitarian rnothods ,  and that this argument  accounted 

(n.VioTo)  ^P 
for  a ri|ativfe|]£7  large  part^of  the totrfl units classified. In 

comparing the relative weights of the argument in each s tate, we 

found that it was roughly twice as important in California (where 

it constituted 13  .99' >  of the total arguments) as in Washington 

(where it accounted for 6  .82 r '  of the totals) or in Oregon (where 

it accounted for  6.59''  of the  t o t a l s ) . ^ 

It is significant that  it  was the  government  officials who 

contributed the  greatest  part (70.92<) of this argument, while the 

other witnesses accounted for the remaining  29.08 .  7e also noted 

that the argument constituted  13.09%  of the total arguments of 

government officials, -hile it was of less importance to theother 

witnesses, of whose total argument it accountedfor  8.41$.^  In 

considering the relative importance of  t ¡is  argument to the  totals 

of government officials and non-government witnesses, res pectively, 

in each state, it appeared that the argument had almost e qual weight 

of 

in the total  arguments^ government officials in Washington and Csl-

ifornia  (14.93  and  13.49$  respectively). It accounted for  4 . 4 6 $ ® 

of the totals of this group in Oregon. On the other hand  ,  it 

constituted 15.29$ of the arguments of non-government m en in Cali-

fornia,  8.11  £ of thejtotals 

of the corresponding group in  Oregon?  and 

only  0.75<  of he totals of this group in  Washington.^ 

The figures given above show that in  California  this argument 

wasjpf  almost equal relative importance to both government o fficials 

and to  <bfc  ler witnesses, while Oregon government government off icials 

showed approximately one-half the interest in this argume nt that s> 

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

discrepancy in the relative importance of the argument t o the  two 
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groups in /ashington is strikir  ,  not only because  fels  here the argu-

ment is more emphasized by government officials than by others (the 

reverse  1  as true in Oregon), but also because the argumerfc was only 

0.75. of the totals of n6n-government witnesses, while it  c o n s t i t u t e « 

14.93/3 of the totals of government officials in that  s t a t e d 

In brea ing down the argument in  California,  we found that it 

figured as 18.99$ of the Northern California totals, an d only as 

ti) 

2.97%  of the totals of Southern California witnesses. We also noted 

that the argument was relatively far less important to go vernment 

officials there (for it constituted 1.65$ of their tota ls) than to 

the non- overnment witnesses, of hose totals this argumen t  fcc0 v mtc^ 

for 10.95  i . ® 

In the analysis of the sources of this argument as used in 

California, it appeared that thfi Northern California government 

officials contributed the greatest amount (67.36$), an d-that the  othe.<" 

witnesses In that region contri uted 24.84$. The remain der was 

contributed by Southern California government officials  and non-

government witnesses, the former accounting for 2.29$ , and the lat-

ter,  2.51' .© 

1.  Chart XVI. 
2.  jZihart  II. 
3.  Chart XVII. 
4.  Table XXIV. 
5. Table XXV. 
6.  Chart XXI. 
7.  Chart XVIII. 
8.  Chart XX. 
9.  Chart XIX. 
16. Chart XXII. 
11.  Table XXIII. 



XIII.  Miscellaneous Arguments. "here are two arguments falling 

under the miscellaneous category.  3T 

XIIIA. Appeal to authority. This category is not precisely  ¡ ^ ^ 

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

ther evidence  ir^support  of various contentions. They consisted of A  ^ 

appeals to certain military and civil authorities for thi s purpose. 

Attorney General Warren used this appeal to authority more than 
\ 

any other  witness«*».  He presented letters to the 1'olan Committee 

which were answers to questions  h«.  had asked the sheriffs, district 

attorneys  ̂ chiefs  of police in the larger cities of the state. These 

letters were offered as further proof of his contention that there was 

"grave and immediate danger of sabotage and fifth-colum n activity 

from the Japanese population and that their removal at  once from the 

vicinity of vital establishments and areas is imperative in order 
\ -T4 

to eliminate such danger." Mr. Warren also presented letter s from 

agricultural organizations in the State which supported his opinion 

that "  ...  the removal of the Japanese from California would, have a n 1  ̂ , 
appreciable but not a serious effect upon California agr iculture. 

He brought in apneals to authority in connection with A rgument VIIA 
\  S  t, 

also. Attorney General Smith Troy of Washington appeal ed to the 

authority of the prosectting attorneys of the Washington c ounties 
t 

when diseussing the possibilities of vigilantism. Governo r Olson of 

^California said with regard to the agricultural situ ation that the 

California director of agriculture thought that the l and could be 
I * * 

farmed. Such appeals to authority  wwre  used in other cases in the 

same manner. 



Argument XIII  A. 

<D 
This argument was 2.31?, of the total units classified, an d «as 

used by  s i x * w -  i tnesses® It  was more important to Oregon than to 

the other two states, for of  the-total  arguments in trie former  state, 

it  constituted 7.92  (,  while it accounted for only 1.79* of Califor-

nia totals, and only of' Washington  to ta ls .® 

Nearly the entire argument was contributed b government 

officials,  who accounted  for 96.75^  of its total  units»  We found 

that/only"^slightly more important to the government offi cials in 

general than to the other witnesses, however, when we compa red the 

relative weight of the argument  in  the  totals^f  these  f-o groups. 

Of tne total arguments of government  officials, it consti tuted (ID 
3.7%,  and  was/mly  0.18%  of the totals of non-government witnesses. 

'  totals of the 
Considering the/government officials in each  state,  we found that 

the ar-rument accounted for only a small  part  ofthe arguments of 
o (Z? 

this group in California and in Washington,  (2,35  '  and  2.9V res-

pectively)/,  but t-iat it constituted  19.11-  of the totals of 

government  of f ic ia ls^ Oregon.  The argument  was  very insignificant 

to non-government witnesses, as shown  bu  the fact that it was not 

used  b^  this group in either Oregon or .Vashington, and by its m inor 

share  ( 0 . 3 3 ^ )  in the totals of  non- government  witnesses in Californi 

/. JLL 

a. Q -̂*« 33X 

y, r i u * . 
7 e ioA^* JUS. 

~5TT 
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Our analysis of the Eo&lkn Committee Reports produced some out-

standing results. As was to be expected, t#.e fifth-colu m and sabo-

tage argument ranked very high in importance relative to  the other 

argumentsC It is significant to note, however, that the ec onomic 

argument appeared even more, and was, in £act, the mos  *  -  used 

of all. The relative importance of these two arguments to the total 

arguments and to each other may be explained. Argument V,  the 
, expressed 

fifth-column a-gumetit, as has been sjkfcd b e f o r e , t h e f undamental 

motive lying behind the general clamor for evacuation. T he fear of 

the Japanese was of course based upon the probability th at they, or 

at least some of them,were disloyal, and that therefore they would be 

likely to act as saboteurs, espionage agents, and fifth- columnists. 

This general argument had many variations, and was close ly connected 

with most of the other arguments. For example, the diffic ulty of 

distinguishing between loyal and disloyal Japanese, the location of 

the Japanese in strategic areas, the indoctrination of  the Japanese 

with the ideology of Japan, and their approval of the ag gressive 
» 

policies of Japan were closely related to the danger o f subversive 

activity. Since we formed separate categories for these a spects 

of the problem, many sentences were classified under a rguments other 

than Argument V, though they were in fact based upon it an d implied 

it strongly, ^ence, our tabulation may appear to minimi se the im— J 

portance of the sabotage and fifth-column argument, but t his was not ^  f^t** t 

actually the case. It should be noted that Argument IVA , dealing 

ith intentional location of the Japanese In strategic area s, was were 

even more closely connected with Argument V thai/the othe r argu-

ments. It was used a great deal, and it is significant th£t the in-

tentional distribution of the Japanese was emphasized f ar more than 

their unintentional location in important areas. 



S o 

The explanation for the wide use of Argument VIIIA lies  in the 

fact that the witnesses seemed to believe that the strong est argu-

ment against, evaluation was the possibility that the re moval of the 

Japanese would disrupt the economy of the Western States . Many 

of the witnesses who advocated evacuation  therefor«®,  spoke at great 

length to refute this argument, saying that the Japan ese were not 

essential to our economy. Their testimonies may be rega rded as 

secondary arguments, or as justifications for evacuatio n. Only when 

the Japanese were accused of being detrimental to the Veste rn econ-

omy did the economic argument form a true motive for evacua tion, and 

this was done comparatively few times. Another reason t hat the 

economic argument formed such a large percentage of the t otal argu-

ments was that the Tolan Committee evidently considere d the econ-

omic situation to be the chief objection to evacuation  also.  Many 

of the witnesses were people whose field was agricultur e, either 

from the production or the governmental side, and these wi tnesses 

naturally discussed the economic question at great lengh t. More-

over, a great number of the questions asked by the Commi ttee members 

dealt with the agricultural aspect of evacuation, and th e state-

ments prompted by these questions fell into the VIIIA ar gument. 

Argument  XII,  urging military or totalitarian action, was found 
» 

to be third in relative importance when the percentages of  each 

argument were considered^ The reason for this may lie in t he fact 
the 

that man r̂ witnesses thought that the legality of/evacu ation of 

Japanese-American citizens would be Questioned. Argume nt gener-

ally consisted of statements to the effect that in wartime d rastic 

measures were necessary, and that civil procedures were i nadequate 

and were also too slow. The danger of fifth-column activi ty or 

sabotage undoubtedly led the witnesses to say that imme diate mili-



»1 

tary  control of the situation was the most expedient thing t o do. 

It may be seen that Argument XII is also a secondary argume nt or a 

justification of evacuation since  it  was used to refute any idea that 

the legal aspects  of evacuation  should be a determining  factor. 

A number of the arguments consisted of statements used as proof 

6f the  disloyalty of the  Japanese.  Arguments  I, II, III,  and VII 

were of this type and emphasized a feeling of allegiance to Japan 

rather than actual subversive  activity  in the physical or material 

sense.  Argument  I,  the  racial  argument, included the belief that 

the Japanese were more loyal to Japan than to the United States 

because of their  racial  background. Arguments  II  and III dealt with 

the cultural aspects of disloyalty, saying that eithe r the tendency 

of the Japanese to cling to the customs of their mothe r country or 

their deliberate indoctrination by Japanese agents thro ugh cultural 

and other institutions had made them disloyal to the Un ited States. 

Argumetn VII consisted of statements that brought out fu rther proof 

o f their allegianc  .  to Japan and their symapthey with its policies. 

When these totals are combined,  it  is seen that the general question 

of loyalty to Japan played  a  greater part than is indicated when 

the arguments are considered separately. 

Arguments IXA and IXB,  whilte  they both deal with the humani-

tarian aspects of evacuati  n,  are really ver:f different in character. 

Argument IXA consists of the fear that the Japanese might b ecome 

the victims of  vi  ilante  action,  and as such it can be interpreted 

as either a primary contention or argument for evacuation , or as a 

secondary argument used to supposrt another one thoughtto  be more 

important by the witness using  it.  Before the Tolan Committee all 

of the witneses who used  it,  used it in connection with other argu-

ment. Argument  IXB  is very distinct from Argument IXA, since IXB 



deals with treatment of the Japanese after they are evacua ted. It 

is almost ourely an administrative aspect of the evacuati on problem 

and is essentially a justification for  it. 

Q eJiA^r j r 



In order to analyze the arguments more extensively, we b^o ke 

down our classification by states and by witnesses. If the sta t̂es 
number of 

are considered separately, it will be noted at once  that/tfee-  wit-

nesses from California far exceeded those from Oregon and Washing-

ton. Since our sample was made up of the testimonies prese nting 

a definite point of  view,  we included the testimonies of 17 witnesses 
(1) 

from California, 7 from Oregon, and 8 from Washington. Thi s ex-

lains the discrepancy between the number of pnits of the tota l 
(2) 

arguments in the three states. Since there were more Califo rnia 

testimonies classified than Washingon or Oregon, it is m ore sig- 

nifican to discuss the arguments in terms of perceñtages tha n in 

terms of units. 

In California, the most important arguments used were the • 

economic argument (VIIIA), the sabotage and fifth column argument, 
GBL) (3) 

and the military  nooonoit^ argument^.  Of these, the economic argu-

ment was the most outstanding, and the other two were of abou t, equal 

importance. As the number of witnesses in California was g reater 

than in Washington and Oregon, we isolatec the California totals 

anc attempted to analyze the arguments further. e found  that 

the economic argument was of such outstanding importan ce to the (4) 

testimonies of Southern California witnesses, that it is  reason-

able to conclude that the predominance of this argument in Califor-

nia is rue to its empha: is by this group. As shown in the ana lysis 

of the economic argument, we found that the greatest resp onsibility 

for this argument actually lay with the Southern Californi a govern-

ment officials. ^or Northern California witnesses, the ¿argument 

•military noaoutitltoy  had the greatest apneal, although it is not 

mark. outstanding In the totals  5 f f For ashir tor witnesses, argu-

ment VIIIA he!d the greatest appeal, as In California. Howe ver, as 



has been pointed out, it was comparatively even more im portant in 

.Washington than in C alifornia. Another difference betw een the 

relative significance of  the  arguments in the two states is to be 

seen in the fact that while the fifth-column ar̂  utmant  is second 

-oo-t  - r-T-  orrjjm.ont abliliton;—i-, in C'fili.i'or—ln  ,  it is 

the humanitarian argument  (IXA) a which holds third place in Washing-

ton.  Oregon witnesses, on the other hand, emphasized the da nger 

of sabotage and fifth column activity more than anything else, and 

this argument constitutes a far greater share in the tota ls of this 

state than do the major arguments (VIIIA) in California and  "ash-
"TV -««  on  Owmt 

ington.  A  Argument VIIIA»  holds second place  in  Oregon testimonies, 
iVve. 

but is far less significant than xargument  ̂  in  that state. 

Chart XXV shows the relative importance of each argument  to 

the totals of government officials (on federal, state , and muni-

cipal levels) an to other  witnesses  whom we have loosely designa-

ted as "professional men" or "non-government  witnesses' 1.^ 

,It  Is interesting tb note that the major arguments of govern-

ment officials hold the same relative positions as in the total argu 

ments of California witnesses. Here, the economic a rgument is the 

most important, -ith the fif th-columnpnd  military  Tftoooooitv  argu-

ments constituting large  shares*  of the totals, and the argument 
<s> 

of deliberate indoctrination holding fourth place. How ever, for 

the non-government witnesses, the largest category wa s the fear of 

sabotage and espionage, with the economic argument a cl ose second. 
\ 

The appeal of a s t h e racial argument, the intentional st ra-

tegic location argument, and the military argument wa s approximately 

the same for t lis groun, but they are far less significant th at the 

two major arguments. 
In California testimonies, the government officials u sed the 



economic argument the most, -ith the  military,  deliberate  indoc-

trination, and fifth column argument constituting signi ficant share 

of the totals. However, the  non- government witnesses in Calffcrnia 

considered the fifth column category  of  orime  innortancé.  The  econ-

omic argument, was secondary  here,  with the racial and military argu 

ments also of some signi icance to this group.  l-ft-̂ ft&aĤ ftg-x-t-

Shtt  In analyzing the totals of government officials and p rofess 

ional men in .Southern  California,  -e  found,  as has been  noted,  that 

the economic argument was of great importance to the govern ment 

officials. It was also the major argument, of the non-gov ernment 

witnesses  in  that  area,  but  it  was  relatively  only 

about one half as important to- them as it was to the other g oup . 

Argument  VIIIB,  the  economic  argument justifying evacuation, was 

almost as significan to the non-government witnesses as the main 

economic argument,  VIIIA. 

The analysis of the arguments as used by government of ficials 

C 2 ) 

and professional men in Oregon Fhows that to the latter  group  the 

fifth column argument -asr of outstanding importance. T his probably 

explains its predominance in the total Oregon testimoni es. Other 

arguments were only of  minor  significance to the non-government 

witnesses. To the government officials, the economic argum ent had 

the 

greatest appeal, although its predominance  is  far less that 

that of the fifth column argument in the other group. The a ppeal 

to authority argument was almost equally significant, wi th the 

fifth column and economic justification arguments (V a nd VIIIB) 

of slightly less importance. 

In Washington, the econ  ic  argument (VIIIA) was relatively 

more important to the non-government witnesses than 
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it was to the corresponding groups in the other two stages. A 

large share of these witnesses totals also fell under the c ategory 

of intentional strategic location. While the government officials 

of Oregon and California had argued economic stability (VI IIA) 

more than anything else, the corresponding group in /a shington 

have the greatest emphasis to the fear of sabotage and fif th column 

activity. Somewhat less important to them, while yet const ituting 

significant shares of the totals, were the economic (VIII A) ^  human-

itarian (IXA)  a r g u m e n t s ^ B ?  and the argument of military necessity (XII). 

They also considered the racial category as of some importan ce. 
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OUR TOTAL SAMPLE INCLUDED THE] FOLLOWING. WITNESSES : 

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

Angles, California - vol. 31, p. 11640 

Bridges,  Robert, representative, Valley Protective Association , 

Auburn, Washington - Vol. 30, p. 11520 

Carson,  Joseph  K,, Jr.,  state  commander,  Oregon Department of 

American Legion, 1010  Bedell  Building, Portland,  Oregon  -  * 

vol. 30, p. 11325 

Craig,  Earl  C-.,  representing the .John Dewey  forum, 214  South  Hill 

Street, Los Angeles, California - vol. 31, p. 11811 

Cunningham, Ca]bt. W. N., Industrial Department, United  states 

Employment  Service, Los Angeles, California - Vol. 31, p. 11739 

Freeman, Miller, publisher, Seattle, -Vashington - vo l. 30, p.  11536 

Fueker,  Fred  M.,  Str-te  adjutant of  the  American Legion, Seattle, 

Vashington  - vol. 30, p. 11434 

Fouke, Robert H.,  sttorney representing the  California Joint 

Immigration  Committee,  Russ Building, San  Francisco, Califor-

nia  - vol. 29, p.  11068 

Hassler,  John  F.,  city manager , Oakland, California - vol. 29, 

p.  11094 

Hoyt , Palmer, publisher,  Portland Oregonian,  Prtland,  Oregon  -

vol. 30, p.  11332 

Johnson,  W. J.,  captain of  police, Berkeley,  California  - vol. 29, 

p.  11108 

Jones, Hon.  Ronald  E.,  State senator,  Brooks,  Oregon  - vol. 30, 

p. 11312 

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



Lan;lie, Hon. Arthur B., Governor, State of Washingt on, Olympia, 

Washington - vol. 30, p. 11397 

Lyson§s,Fred H., lawyer, Seattle, Vashington - vol. 30, p . 11589 

McDonough, Gordon M., supervisor, county of Los Angeles, Los 

Angeles, California - vol. 31, p. 11678 

Miller, Howard B., manager, agricultural department, L os Angeles 

Chamber of Commerce, Los Angeles, California - vol. 31, 

p. 11678 

Millikin, Hon. 3arl, mayor, Seattle, Washington - vol. 30 , p. 11404 

Olson, Hon. Culbert. L., Governor of the State of Califor nia, 

Sacramento, California - vol. 31, p. 11629 

Riley, Hon. Earl, mayor, city of Portland, Portland, Ore gon -

vol. 30, p. 11301 

Rosecrans, /. S., agricultural coordinator, Los Angele s County 

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

Ryan, Harold J., commissioner of agriculture of Los Angeles 

County, 524 North Spring Street, Los Angeles, California -

vol. 31, p. 11671 

Schwanenberg, C. R., city manager, Alameda, Californi a - vol. 29, 

p. 11107 

Smith, Verne, chief of police, Alameda, California - vol. 2 9, 

p. 11108 

Spangler, J. W., vice president, Seattle First Nationa l Bank, 

Seattle, Washington - vol. 30, p. 11417 

Strobel, H. L., farmer, Monterey County, California - vo l. 29, 

p. 11087 

Taylor, Robert, chariman, Oregon agricultural war boar d, Oregon 

•State College, Corvallis, Oregon - vol. 30, p. 11380 



Travoli,  Wendell  G.,  representing the Tulare County Citizens 

Committee, Tulare  County, Orosi,  9 a l i i , ° r n i a "  vol. 29, 

p.  11061 

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

p.  11499 

Underwood, /alter  W.,  secretary, Astoria Chamber of  Commerce, 

Astoria, Oregon  - vol. 30, p.  11316 

Ward,  Stuart  R.,  1035 Tehema Avenue, Menlo  Park,  California  -

vol. 29, p. 11260 

Varren,  Earl,  attorney general of the State of California, San 

Francisco,  California  - vol. 29, p.  1097 3 



/ITNESS LIST 1 ) ACCORDING ^0 TH1STAT 3 I .VHI.CH T ;I EY" LIVE: 

California  : 

Northern California: 

Robert  H.  Fouke 

¥. J.  Johnson 

Culbea?t  L.  Olson 

G.  R .  Schwanenberg 

Verne Smith 

H. L.  Strobel 

Stuart  R.  Ward 

iarl War re 

Southern  California: 

Fletcher Bowron 

Sari  C.  Craig 

.  N .  Cunni  n ¿:ham 

Gordon  M.  I  cDonou, h 

I. B.  Miller " 

•j . S.  Rosecrans 

Harold.  J.  Ryan 

'endell  G.  Travoli cannot >̂e included ir either Northernor 

Southern California, since he lives in Tulare County 

Joser,  i  K.  Carson,  Jr. 

Palmer rIo: rt 

Ronald  E.  -.ones 

J. E.  Klahre 

.Carl Riley 

Robert Taylor 

.alter  . .  Under -ood 

John  F.  Hassler 

Oregon 



/ashing  ton:  , 

Killer Freeman 

-red 1  .  Fueker 

Arthur  B.  Langli 

Fred  H.  Lysons 

3arl I-'illikin 

J. V.  Spangler 

Smith Troy 
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CHRÏ LT-  ĵ ZJ r r  

( Tsve ) 

nT 

UZJ 9 

TJ Z_3 

& ¿>A4gy?/J A7*£~AJ T CP r  F se//T 

- CL 

J Z H 

VI T//? 

1 / / / / J 3 

7* & 

J J L B 

3 . O V % 

y. v y  7> 

/ a , </? 

<r . 6>o 7 a 

/ r  7 7 

¿P.  ?3 

a. ó" V 

2 . 

r jfój / 

/ ¿ 7 

2 . Y * 

3 . 3 O 7« 

/ / 7 a 

- 7 - 70 9c 

S *7o 

ZKL /< y 9 V a 

z u r  s 3 . y ? £ /  à". 2 9 Zs 

3 3 7 t  

rm* 
9"? > y  ? 

3 . 3 0 7* 

3 97 



Q M R ^ I - ̂ V j T L • ** co-h ^ rCT* <oi- F  l< -¿-o r  m à 
¿O /- / / r  i '- » J  s. a 10 J e i r  /  o o ^  I  r es/oej oTf  ueJ c  ̂ . 

t yf i  e i : 

iL 
LÍO 
JJT 

V f 
Ve/ -

7.3 

y- Jili) 
/ I . - 7*7 U. 4 O 

1 
ITTiPi 

U ii 
31»« -vTvvAJft 

/.of  2 1 V 

/ / . 

TTP> 
í T/í  y. y U -

D 
Z7 

/.  7g 

0 
T̂T XjFA ÖBQ 

/J. ** «2. .3 i'  — 
>¿-719 .33 

3. * 



I fi 

7- xTy : 

\  



S ; f i f óne«* & Mor +h*r * P*l ,Lr n,±  ̂ 72£/ A/or r Uesn 

>>f ¡ef  £é>L>t - foeCt * PA h- f  cr r uA A C  ̂ u «awHL . 

f t  f or  m à -

voy. 

Ú>0% 

<r ¿>7* 

20 7* 

Za f . 

/o?. 

. ¡ 

t y a li ü 
X TT UT _btQ 

/f o.P*>,'4. si f * J Z.Í '1 

So /. 91-

/a.  37 

o 
V.  ̂  ̂ — 

/. «/V 
/.io. 

D D. 
jar 

/S- f * 
1. *7 

IHUTA 
svi 

ü 
jzme 



 ̂ AST*? d j f  /r J ESi J  7 

Ú ¿̂¿£l /2A¿/2J EJ 6¿2L < 5  / P A / z ? & y 

Vf j PhJ  ¿Al  

y .7 y % 

3 . 

TV & 

j r  

v / í  

/ó?. 3 f ^ t  

¥ 

°7 

VTL ñ 

i/// 

-  J¿UL& 

íHfí 

J J J B 

jx: 

3. 

X////7 

-y. 9 c 

¿k  3 / V * 

/ a . 3¿> 

\ r or RL u+//r ) aseo 
/  /  / o 





(0/j t j f èr  v * 

/ ^ - y  /AJ  C C Î / T M U J J j î  r ¿>*). 

¿=.6.6//) AJ /P 

MLP 

OLP 

J ZU-

7 T T / 0 

TTB 

TÏ Ï  

X / / !  & 

Xt /LP 

Ts>fa/ f l r ya/wf i  

//. / t  ** 

L 99 e?* 

3 o . / o 

/ V / % 

/ "7-  ù>6 y. 

A . 7 V a ? * 

/ y . 9 3 % 

< 2 . 9 9 "7* 

3l 0/ O 

9. f O "7* 

9. 

A a . V * * 

3 7 <?* 

S 3 . 3 f  

V V f  <7* 

-  3 ; 

7 s fi 



-  � � (9 H Fi ï ZT L̂l Ll -  : Ààeh ò r ^ t / ^ r  «as /oT*/ ± <- > f  e As <s>f -  ¿ ^ à i A / i « /  ̂ é?<s> </' t  



/g^gyPT  I HTTL. 

&o nn  er r t  Ts of  ̂ sout  H- eo. r J  l  / F rO/e/v "Q S o u E A n 

officiels nroo ìftoFErss-fG^FìL m  e*J Pe~&<*ôf Ti-iei^ 

TOTCÎ  Í_  &AJ 7S, 7?i F2r p£~<zr / 

X . 

J T. 

UT. 

j j ¿P). 

U f t . 

sr. 

J Z H . 

yj j  f t . 

5 H J 

U T M ß  

J 3 " 

T . 

JO.. 

I l  . 

ôô/jren  mt NT OFFHSHQLS fa) 

X I I I n 

3•  r ? * % 

a y * ^ 

Y-Y. 

7=v?CFfSSt  <p/V A ¿ M f  A) 

S -   ̂ % 

5 2 . 

J?. % 

TTT1 



£41 f * 2 
(Ça C+r ey e n̂ T~ J e 

s 3T" JÜ Â iB X" 
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