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There is not a truth existing which I fear or would wish unknown to the whole world.
                                    — Thomas Jefferson
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What Really Happened?

American Renaissance

Dangerous myths about
the Japanese relocation
camps.

Aconviction that we should be
ashamed about the treat-
ment of Japanese-Ameri-

cans during World War II is part of
the conventional wisdom of our
time. Columnist Myriam Marquez
wrote recently in an entirely typi-
cal op-ed piece of the “injustices”
and the “abominations” of the “in-
ternment camps for Americans of
Japanese descent during World
War II.”1 Americans believe with
an almost religious conviction that
their country committed a heinous
act, and many take pride in de-
nouncing the actions of their fathers
and grandfathers.

What actually happened, and why?
Before entering into details, here is an
outline of the facts:

As a war-time measure, the federal
government required all Japanese-
Americans to evacuate a large part of
the American Pacific coast. They were
free to move from the exclusion zone
on their own, and to resettle anywhere
else in the United States. Those who did
not were taken first to assembly centers
and then to ten relocation centers built
for them as far east as Arkansas. They
could stay in the centers if they wished
or they could take jobs or attend college
anywhere in the United States except the
West Coast.

The centers were therefore not intern-
ment camps, but living facilities offered
by the government to those who were
forbidden to live in the exclusion area
and who did not make other arrange-
ments. The centers, though built in the
same austere style as American Army
barracks, had many amenities and were
run by Japanese-Americans. By the end
of 1944, with eight months of war still

to go, several thousand people had al-
ready left the camps to find  homes and
jobs in the central and eastern United
States. The US Army was careful to look
after the evacuees’ property, and Con-
gress appropriated several million dol-

lars soon after the war to compensate
Japanese-Americans for losses that did
occur.

Were there any forcible internments?
Immediately after the attack on Pearl
Harbor, the Department of Justice incar-
cerated about 3,000 Japanese aliens who
had been on a “danger” list since 1939.2

There were also some Japanese-Ameri-
cans in the relocation centers who

openly supported Japan in the war. They
and their families (since no families
were split), were sent to a real intern-
ment camp behind  barbed wire, where
for the duration of the war they paraded
with rising-sun armbands and celebrated
December 7 as a holiday. The govern-
ment actually locked up only a small

minority of Japanese-Americans—those
who posed a genuine war-time security
risk.

The Sequence of Events

On February 19, 1942, President
Franklin Roosevelt signed Execu-
tive Order 9066, authorizing the
establishment of military exclusion
areas. The next month, Lt. General
John L. DeWitt declared a major
portion of the West Coast (approxi-
mately the western halves of
Washington, Oregon and Califor-
nia, and the southern third of Ari-
zona) a military area from which
all people of Japanese descent
would have to move. There was no
effect on Japanese-Americans liv-
ing elsewhere, other than that they

could not go to the West Coast. The
evacuation was put in the hands of Col.
Karl R. Bendetsen, and Roosevelt cre-
ated the War Relocation Authority
(WRA) under the direction of Milton
Eisenhower, brother of Dwight Eisen-
hower, to help the evacuees. Congress
voted to approve the relocation, and the
US Supreme Court considered and up-
held relocation no fewer than three
times.3 Civil liberties groups were silent
or supported evacuation, and there was
no opposition in Congress.4

For a short time, the plan was to help
the Japanese-Americans move inland on
their own. Col. Bendetsen, who man-
aged the evacuation, later testified that
“funds were  provided for them [and]
we informed them . . . where there were
safe motels in which they could stay
overnight.”5 Most families were not able
to move quickly, however, and gover-
nors of states east of the exclusion zone
complained about the prospect of thou-
sands of people of Japanese descent
moving into their states without over-
sight.6

Japanese were free to
move from the west-coast

exclusion area on their
own, and to resettle
anywhere else in the

United States.
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Letters from Readers
Sir — I recently came across Jared

Taylor’s review of No Escape: Male
Rape in US Prisons by Joanne Mariner
(see AR, April 2002, and AR web page).
As a racially-conscious white prisoner
who has been incarcerated in Virginia
for 8 ½ years, it is obvious to me that
neither Miss Mariner nor Mr. Taylor has
any real knowledge of prison life.

It is true that the majority of rape vic-
tims in prison are white, and that the
rapists are overwhelmingly black. How-
ever, Mr. Taylor too easily accepts the
“victim” label. I think he would be sur-
prised to learn that most of these “vic-
tims” bring it on themselves, and actual
force is used quite rarely. For the most
part, prisoners who are raped are young
men who run up gambling or drug debts,
or more commonly, fall prey to the in-
timidation game. About 90 percent of
the time, the intimidator is nothing more
than a grown-up version of the school-
yard bully—deep down he is a coward.
If you take a swing at him, he will back
down. Just like wolves, they pursue
those who offer the least resistance.

Mr. Taylor is apparently outraged at
what he calls lack of white racial unity
in prison and thinks “whites allow other
whites to be raped.” While the former
is partially true, the latter is a misunder-
standing. When I was incarcerated, there
was a great deal of white solidarity. The
new generation of prisoners consists
mostly of “whiggers” who listen to rap
music, and dress and act like blacks.
Only a fool would expect them to show
any racial solidarity.

As for letting blacks rape whites, as I
pointed out earlier, actual physical force
is seldom used. Usually the victim just
gives in to pressure. If force is used, the

victim has the chance to fight. If he
fights or at least tries to resist, and he’s
white, I’ll help him—whether he’s ra-
cially aware or not. But if he won’t de-
fend himself, why should I help him? If
he won’t fight for himself, he surely
won’t fight for me in a tight situation or
a race riot, and he clearly isn’t going to
fight for his white sisters either. We have
no use for men like that.

I doubt the credibility of many of the
anecdotes cited by Mr. Taylor. In one
example he gave, a prisoner claimed he
had “become a man’s sex toy in order
to avoid being constantly gang-raped by
other prisoners.” This man obviously
wanted to have a homosexual relation-
ship. Ignoring the inmate’s blatant cow-
ardice, it is inconceivable to me that this
man was as unwilling as he claims. He
could easily have avoided all that by
going straight to a guard and asking to
be placed in protective custody. If the
staff refused to lock him up, all he had
to do was spit on him and he would have
been guaranteed to go straight to the
“hole” where he would have been as safe
as at home. He made his choice. I fail to
find the words to describe some of the
other men whose stories Mr. Taylor
takes seriously.

I served part of my sentence at the
Greensville Correctional Center during
the ’90s, when it was the worst prison
in the state. I was housed in Building
A1—better known as the infamous
Housing Unit #7—where stabbings and
murders were everyday occurrences.
Ninety-three percent or more of the
2,800 inmates were black. In my entire
time in the system, I have only been ap-
proached once by a would-be predator,
whom I quickly drove off. And I am
neither a large man, nor a great fighter,
nor do I belong to a clique or gang.

There are a few things to remember
in prison. Mind your business, don’t
borrow, don’t gamble, and limit your
acquaintances. Every smiling face is not
a friend. And if someone approaches you
in a threatening manner, break out your
trusty sockful of “D” size batteries
(when you first come to prison and have
no friends, no status, and no rep, your
socks and a six-pack of Evereadies are
your best friends) or your nearest AC
adapter cord and introduce yourself with
a few good licks to his head. Even if
you lose, at least you fought. You will
gain respect. And remember: Nothing
can happen to you that the doctor can’t
fix.

Robb Harksen, Red Onion State
Prison, Pound, Va.

Sir — I will never understand the fas-
cination Christian groups have with
primitive Third Worlders, like the Ne-
braska Dinka mentioned in last month’s
issue and the Somalis currently invad-
ing Lewiston, Maine (see AR, Oct.
2002). Yes, the federal government is
ultimately to blame for granting these
dubious “asylees” admittance, but were
it not for the pressure put on the gov-
ernment by religious activists (in order
to get those hefty resettlement assistance
grants), maybe the State Department
would occasionally say no, or would
direct these people to countries where
they are more likely to fit in. I rather
doubt clitoridectomy is commonplace in
Maine, but since this is one of the quaint
practices of these new Americans, it
may become what Lewiston is known
for in the future.

When a company wants to build a
new factory, or a utility wants to put up
a new power plant, the government re-
quires an environmental impact state-
ment. I propose that from now on, be-
fore any religious organization can spon-
sor yet another tribe of stone-age refu-
gees, it must produce a cultural impact
statement. This would include the costs
to taxpayers for welfare, housing and
food subsidies, educating immigrant
children, and incarcerating immigrant
criminals. I also think people in the com-
munities should be allowed to vote on
whether they want these newcomers or
not. These Christians may have guilty
consciences, but they have no right to
ease them on the backs of people who
do not.

Sean Alan Price, Mansfield, Ohio
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Accordingly, by late March the relo-
cation effort entered the “assembly cen-
ter” phase. Japanese-Americans were
moved into improvised centers on the
West Coast until ten more-permanent
relocation centers could be built further
east in Arizona, Arkansas, eastern Cali-
fornia, Colorado, Idaho, Utah and Wyo-
ming. The evacuees could choose either
to live in an assembly center or move

east on their own.7 Public apprehension
lessened over time, partly due to calm-
ing efforts by federal officials, and dur-
ing the assembly center phase, some
4,000 families moved inland “on their
own recognizance” with WRA help.8

The temporary centers were rudimen-
tary, but the government and the Japa-
nese-Americans made them as pleasant
as possible. They were run almost en-
tirely by the occupants. With WRA sup-
port, the centers quickly set up librar-
ies, Boy Scout troops, arts and crafts
classes, musical groups, film programs,
basketball and baseball leagues, play-

grounds, calisthenics classes, and even
in one case a pitch-and-putt golf course.
Because the occupants did not have jobs
(or regular expenses for that matter),
men and women were able to devote
considerable energy to camp activities.

The assembly center phase was over
by the end of summer, 1942, with all
Japanese-Americans moved to the
more-substantial relocation centers as
soon as they were constructed.  By No-
vember 1, 1942, the relocation centers
housed what was to be their largest
population: 106,770.9

The relocation centers were built in
the same way as housing for American
soldiers overseas. Scholar, university
president, and eventual United States
Senator S.I. Hayakawa wrote exten-
sively about the centers but was never
in one, having spent the war years teach-
ing at Illinois Institute of Technology.
He called the centers “dreary places,”
but they rapidly became livable commu-
nities with many amenities: stores, the-
aters, hairdressers, newspapers, ping-
pong, judo, boxing, badminton, sumo
wrestling, basketball and baseball
leagues, gardens, softball diamonds, ten-
nis courts, hiking trails, classes in cal-
ligraphy and other subjects, art compe-
titions, libraries with Japanese-language
sections, and worship facilities (for any
religion except Shinto, which involved
emperor-worship).

The centers had accredited schools
from kindergarten to high school, with
music classes, school choruses, achieve-
ment testing, high school newspapers
and annuals, dances, PTA meetings, stu-
dent councils and class officers. The
University of Utah lent caps and gowns
for high school graduation at the Topaz
center.10 The education programs were

designed to encourage assimilation, a
process criticized by multiculturalists
today as a form of “racism.”11  The WRA
had veto power, but otherwise the inter-
nal operation of the camps, like that of
the assembly centers, was in the hands
of evacuees, who elected their own rep-
resentatives.12

As their name suggests, the reloca-
tion centers were camps from which
Japanese-Americans could disperse
throughout the United States, other than
to the West Coast, and S.I. Hayakawa
wrote that about half chose to do that.13

(David D. Lowman, a war-time intelli-
gence officer who has written about the
internments, sets the figure slightly
lower at “about 30,000.”14)

Hayakawa tells us that by September
1942 “hundreds of Issei [first-generation
immigrant] railroad workers were re-
stored to their jobs in eastern Oregon.”15

The WRA operated field offices in cit-
ies in the mid-west and east to find jobs
for anyone who wanted to leave.
Churches maintained hostels in four cit-
ies for job-seekers.16 The government
even appropriated four million dollars
to help evacuees start businesses away
from the centers. Many, particularly
those who had worked in agriculture, left
the camps to do seasonal farm work.
Five thousand left the centers to harvest
sugar beets in various western states.17

College-age young people attended
university during the war. Two hundred
and fifty were already attending 143

colleges by the fall semester of 1942,
just nine months after Pearl Harbor.
Eventually, 4,300 attended 300 differ-
ent universities.18 Some won scholar-
ships, and a “relocation council” funded
by foundations and churches helped
with college expenses.19

In early 1944—with a year and a half
of war still remaining—the government
began to let those who had passed secu-
rity investigations return to the West
Coast. The exclusion order was ended
for all Japanese-Americans on January
2, 1945, well before V-J Day in August.
Except for the internment camp at Tule

The government appro-
priated four million dol-

lars to help evacuees start
businesses away from the

relocation centers.
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Lake, all the centers were closed by
December 1, 1945.20

Tule Lake held three kinds of people:
Those who had applied to be repatriated
to Japan, those who had answered “no”
to a loyalty questionnaire and had not
been cleared by further investigation,
and those for whom the government had
evidence of disloyalty.21

Concentration Camps?

It is common to write of the reloca-
tion centers as if they were concentra-
tion camps. One author evokes the “par-
allel experience of the German Jews,”
and it is common to speak of the cen-
ters as “concentration camps,” as if they
were no different from Dachau or
Buchenwald.22 Critics often refer to
“barbed wire and armed guards.” If the
relocation centers actually had these it
would certainly suggest forcible incar-
ceration. This is therefore an important
factual question, and Col. Bendetsen
was adamant during Congressional
hearings in 1984 that there were no
watchtowers or barbed wire: “That is
100 percent false . . . . Because of the

actions of outraged U.S. citizens [after
the Pearl Harbor attack], of which I do
not approve, it was necessary in some
of the assembly centers, particularly
Santa Anita, . . . to protect the evacuees
. . . and that is the only place where
guards were used.” As to “relocation
centers . . . there was not a guard at all
at any of them. That would not be true
of Tule Lake” [which had guards after
it became an internment center].23

Three years earlier, Col. Bendetsen
had given similar testimony before the
highly partisan commission that even-
tually recommended paying reparations
to the evacuees. During those hearings,
Senator Edward Brooke asked about the
conflict between his account and those

of others. He replied:  “A great part of
the testimony was given by people who
were not yet born then. . . . You had tes-
timony available from many people who
were not given an opportunity to present
it, some of whom were
physically intimidated by
the people who were in at-
tendance day after day . . . .
I have received a barrage
of mail. . . . There were
many people who in good
faith wanted to testify that
they thought the condi-
tions were nowhere close
to some of the testimony
[claiming there was intern-
ment] you have heard.”24

Neither in 1981 nor in
1984 did any of Col. Ben-
detsen’s questioners con-
tradict his testimony or of-
fer to produce evidence that
he was mistaken.

There are many books about the cen-
ters that include photographs of fences
and watchtowers, but they rarely explain
where the pictures were taken or when.
What are offered implicitly as photos of

scenes common to all the reloca-
tion centers may well be pictures
of Tule Lake.

There have been equally ten-
dentious claims about theft or de-
struction of evacuees’ property.
No doubt some Japanese-Ameri-
cans suffered at the hands of un-
scrupulous opportunists in early
1942. However, the army took
great care to protect property. As
Col. Bendetsen testified:

“When you are told that the
household goods of the evacuees
after I took over were dissipated,

that is totally false. The truth is that all
of the household goods of those who
were evacuated or who left voluntarily
were indexed, stored, and warehouse re-
ceipts were given. And those who settled
in the interior on their own told us, and
we shipped it to them free of charge. As
far as their crops were concerned, the
allegations are totally false. I used the
Agriculture Department to arrange har-
vesting after they left and to sell the
crops at auction, and the Federal Reserve
System, at my request, handled the pro-
ceeds. The proceeds were carefully de-
posited in their bank accounts in the
West to each individual owner. And
many of these farms were farmed the
whole time—not sold at bargain prices,

but leased—and the proceeds were
based on the market value of the har-
vest.”25

Losses that occurred despite this ef-
fort were compensated by means of the

“Claims Act” enacted by Congress in
1948. Evacuees received a total of $38
million for property losses.

Reasons for Relocation

What were the military reasons for
the exclusion order? The destruction of
the American fleet at Pearl Harbor left
the West Coast of the United States open
to attack. A Japanese submarine shelled
a California oil refinery on February 23,
1942, and Los Angeles imposed a black-
out two days later when five unidenti-
fied planes appeared in the sky. Draft-
ees hurried to make up for the country’s
lack of preparation, even training with
wooden guns Louisiana.26

In late 1941 and early 1942, the Japa-
nese swept across Asia, attacking Hong
Kong, Malaysia, the Philippines, Wake
and Midway islands, Thailand, Guam
and Singapore. In February 1942, the
Japanese won a brilliant naval victory
in the Battle of the Java Sea. The Japa-
nese advance seemed unstoppable.

It is ludicrous to argue that there was
no military justification for the reloca-
tion. Local officials worried about the
vulnerability of the water supply and of
large-scale irrigation systems, which
were impossible to guard. Anyone who
knows anything about California’s fre-
quent brush fires understands why offi-
cials feared a possible “systematic cam-
paign of incendiarism,” especially dur-
ing the dry season between May and
October. Earl Warren, who was then
Attorney General of California and later

Poston, Arizona, center under construction.
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became Chief Justice of the US Supreme
Court, produced maps showing that the
Japanese-American population was con-
centrated near shipyards and other vital
installations.27

At the same time, it was clear from
decoded Japanese government messages
that Japanese-Americans were spying
for Japan. The US Navy had broken the
Japanese diplomatic code in 1938, and
decoded messages classified “higher
than Top Secret,” went under the code
name MAGIC to a handful of people at
the very top of the Roosevelt adminis-
tration.

Intelligence officer David Lowman
testified in 1984 about Japanese espio-
nage: “Included among the diplomatic
communications were hundreds of re-
ports dealing with espionage activities
in the United States and its possessions.
. . . In recruiting Japanese second-gen-
eration and resident nationals, Tokyo
warned to use the utmost caution.” In
April 1941, “Tokyo instructed all the
consulates to wire home lists of first-
and second-generation Japanese. . . .”
The next month, “Japanese consulates
on the west coast reported to Tokyo that
first- and second-generation Japanese
had been successfully recruited and were
now spying on shipments of airplanes
and war material in the San Diego and
San Pedro areas. They were reporting
on activities within aircraft plants in
Seattle and Los Angeles. Local Japanese
. . . were reporting on shipping activi-
ties at the Bremerton Naval Yard [near
Seattle]. . . . The Los Angeles consulate
reported: ‘We shall maintain connec-
tions with our second generation who
are at present in the Army to keep us
informed’. . . . Seattle followed with a
similar dispatch.”28

On January 25, 1942, the Secretary
of War informed the Attorney General
that “a few days ago it was reported by
military observers on the Pacific coast
that not a single ship had sailed from
our Pacific ports without being subse-
quently attacked.”29 Was it unreasonable
to assume that spies were at work?

Three days before Pearl Harbor, the
Office of Naval Intelligence had re-
ported a Japanese “intelligence machine

geared for war, in operation, and utiliz-
ing west coast Japanese” (emphasis
added). Intelligence officer Lowman
testified in 1984 that on January 21,
1942, an Army Intelligence bulletin
“stated flat out that the Japanese
government’s espionage net containing
Japanese aliens, first- and second-gen-
eration Japanese and other nationals is
now thoroughly organized
and working underground”
(emphasis added).30

Every American official
who received the MAGIC
decodings favored relocation.
The later critics, however,
minimized the importance of
MAGIC. John J. McCloy was
Assistant Secretary of War
during World War II, and tes-
tified in 1984 that “word has
gone out now from the lob-
byists to ‘laugh off’ the rev-
elations of MAGIC.”31

Rather than laugh them off,
however, the highly partisan
Commission on Wartime Relocation
simply ignored them. In its 1982 report,
Personal Justice Denied, it claimed
falsely that “not a single documented act
of espionage, sabotage or fifth column
activity was committed by an American
citizen of Japanese ancestry or by a resi-
dent Japanese alien on the West Coast.”32

Two years later in 1984, McCloy tes-
tified that “proof that the Commission
did not conduct an investigation wor-
thy of the name is demonstrated by the
fact that it never identified the existence
of MAGIC.” He said that “by the time
[of] the Commission’s investigation the
existence of MAGIC was almost noto-
riously known by all knowledgeable
military and intelligence sources in this
country and Japan, as well,”33 but the
commission pretended it had never ex-
isted.

Entirely apart from the MAGIC in-
tercepts, Japanese-American disloyalty
was clearly demonstrated in a little-
known incident on the Hawaiian island
of Niihau. A Japanese pilot shot down
during the Pearl Harbor attack held 133
islanders hostage for six days—with the
help of a resident Japanese alien and a
Japanese-American couple, who allied
themselves with the pilot. A later naval
intelligence report said the Japanese-
American couple “had previously
shown no anti-American tendencies.”34

Many Japanese-Americans were
loyal: approximately 9,000 served with

the 442nd Regimental Combat Team in
Italy and France; 3,700 others were
translators in the Pacific. In all, more
than 33,000 may have served the United
States during the war, though some
maintain that this number is too high.35

Many, however, were not loyal.
Ninety-four percent of military-age men
said they would not serve in the US

armed forces (the 442nd regiment was
recruited from the others). During the
war, 19,000 applied to be returned to
Japan, and 8,000 actually went back.
There was also an active anti-American
movement among the Japanese who re-
mained. In May 1943, Secretary of War
Henry L. Stimson wrote about “a vi-
cious, well-organized, pro-Japanese
group to be found at each relocation
center,” adding that because of them it
had become dangerous for other Japa-
nese-Americans to express loyalty to the
United States.36 In late 1942, members
of the pro-Japanese faction at one cen-
ter attacked and beat leaders of the Japa-
nese American Citizens League because
the League approved a resolution sup-
porting the United States.37 Eventually,
there were so many anti-American mass
meetings, mob actions, attacks on
people who were suspected of being
“pro-American informers”— even a
“general strike”—that the American
authorities separated out those loyal to
Japan and incarcerated them at the Tule
Lake center.

It is worth noting that Canada actu-
ally interned its Japanese-Canadians,
and did not allow them to return to the
West Coast of Canada until 1949.38

Critics have often charged that any
special treatment of Japanese-Ameri-
cans should have been carried out only
after individual investigations. How-
ever, according to the 1940 census, there

Center at Poston, Arizona.

It was clear from decoded
government messages

that Japanese-Americans
were spying for Japan.
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were 126,947 people of Japanese origin
living in the United States. Almost
80,000 were born here, but many held
dual American and Japanese citizenship.
This would have been a huge popula-
tion to process individually. If there had
been no emergency, a case-by-case in-
quiry would arguably have been more
consistent with standards of due process,

though this would depend on whether
there was a workable system for deter-
mining loyalty.

At the same time, the Japanese-
American community was tightly-knit
and unassimilated, and this made indi-
vidual assessment difficult. Japanese
were isolated partly because Americans
had not welcomed an influx of Asians
but also partly because of their own de-
sire to maintain their identity. Chief Jus-
tice Harlan Stone of the US Supreme
Court noted in 1943 that approximately
10,000 of those born in the United States
had received all or part of their school-
ing in Japan, and that even those who
attended school in the United States “are
sent to Japanese language schools out-
side the regular hours of public schools
in the locality.”39 S. I. Hayakawa wrote
that “reverence for the emperor was
taught in the Japanese-language
schools.”40 Lack of assimilation made
the community impenetrable to Ameri-
can intelligence, and also fertile for es-
pionage and potential terrorism. Indi-
vidual investigations were all the more
impractical because potential witnesses
loyal to America were subject to pres-
sure and even physical intimidation by
the pro-Japan element. The Supreme
Court, in a decision written by Chief
Justice Stone, agreed that it was reason-
able to believe individual determinations
could not be made.41

It is common to argue that the relo-
cation program was “racist,” because it
affected a group that was non-white.
This charge completely fails to consider

the American public’s emotions during
the war. Americans were outraged by the
attack on Pearl Harbor and the atroci-
ties committed by Japanese forces
against Americans in the Philippines. At
all times, one of the reasons for reloca-
tion was to protect the Japanese-Ameri-
cans themselves from this public anger.
The anger is today called “racist,” but it

was natural under the circumstances.
Chief Justice Stone’s comments

at the time could well apply to the
question of “profiling” young Arab
men in the United States after Sep-
tember 11: “Because racial discrimi-
nations are in most circumstances
irrelevant and therefore prohibited,
it by no means follows that, in deal-
ing with the perils of war, Congress
and the Executive are wholly pre-
cluded from taking into account
those facts and circumstances which
are relevant . . . and which may in

fact place citizens of one ancestry in a
different category from others.”42

Critics have also argued that reloca-
tion was “racist” because German-
Americans and Italian-Americans were
left alone. This only reflects widespread
ignorance. By October 1941, the gov-
ernment had drawn up plans for intern-
ing Germans and Italians—some of
them US citizens—living in the United
States. The plan went into effect the day
after the Pearl Harbor attack, which was
three days before the US was officially
at war with Germany and Italy. The
Roosevelt administration interned (as
opposed to relocating) 31,275 people
during the war. Of this number only
16,849 were Japanese. The rest were
Germans (10,905), Italians (3,278), and
a mix of other Europeans including
Hungarians, Romanians, and Bulgarians
(243). All Japanese internees were re-
leased by June 1946, but some Germans
and other Europeans were kept locked
up until August 1948. Germans and Ital-
ians were not excluded and relocated
from the East Coast, but if there had
been fear of German attacks (as there
was of Japanese attacks), and if there
had been evidence of anti-American
activity among German-Americans
there is little doubt the government
would have acted.43

Another important distinction is that
Germans and Italians had been in the
United States much longer than Japa-
nese, and had by assimilation clearly
come to identify as Americans.44 They
served in the armed forces at much

higher rates than Japanese-Americans,
and almost none sought to renounce
American citizenship or seek repatria-
tion as thousands of Japanese-Ameri-
cans did.45

Other critics of relocation argue that
it was inconsistent with the govern-
ment’s treatment of the large number of
Japanese-Americans in Hawaii, who
were allowed to stay in their homes.
Why the difference? The answer is that
all of Hawaii was placed under martial
law and “governed like a military camp
for all its inhabitants.”46 The fact that
Japanese were left where they were in
Hawaii also supports the view that gov-
ernment policies towards them were not
“racist,” but a response to the conditions
at the time. A “racist” government
would presumably have relocated all
Japanese.

The Aftermath

The “Japanese American Evacuation
Claims Act,” passed by Congress in
1948, provided for approximately $38
million to be paid for property losses.
The country considered the matter
closed, and for 20 years it was. The “re-
dress movement” for reparations began
in the late 1960s. In testimony before a
Congressional subcommittee in 1984,
Dr. Ken Masugi, then a resident fellow
at the Claremont Institute, described the
origins of the “concentration camp” ver-
sion of what happened. He spoke of
“Japanese-Americans who were activ-
ists in the sixties and then became law-
yers and community organizers.” They
propounded a story of abuse that met
“one of the goals of the sixties protest
movements: To show that America is a
racist society, and that even in the case
of World War II, America’s noblest for-
eign war, America was corrupt, having
its own ‘concentration camps.’ ”47

President Gerald Ford responded to
this kind of pressure in 1976 with a proc-
lamation saying, “We know now what
we should have known then: not only
was [the] evacuation wrong, but Japa-
nese-Americans were and are loyal
Americans.”48 Four years later, in the
final year of the Carter administration,
Congress established the “Commission
on Wartime Relocation and Internment
of Civilians,” which in early 1983 is-
sued its tendentious report, Personal
Justice Denied.

The hearings held by this Commis-
sion were, in effect, an ideological show-

Gila River Center near Butte, Arizona.
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Children at the Poston center. They received
compensation, too.

trial. War-time Assistant Secretary of
War John J. McCloy has written: “The
manner and the atmosphere in which the
hearings were held was outrageous and
a disgrace. . . . I have been before this
Congress many times in hearings, but I
have never been subjected to the indig-
nities that I was at the hearings of the
Relocation Commission. Every time I

tried to say anything in favor of the
United States or in favor of the Presi-
dent of the United States, there were
hisses and boos and stomping of feet.”49

The House Subcommittee on Admin-
istrative Law and Governmental Rela-
tions held hearings in 1984, and in 1988
Congress enacted the “Japanese Money
Bill,” which was ushered through Con-
gress by Representative Barney Frank
(D-MA), after he became chairman of
the committee handling it.50 Under that
Act, at least $20,000 was paid to each
of more than 60,000 surviving evacu-
ees, and each received an apology.51 The
same year, the Canadians also apolo-
gized, and paid $C21,000 to approxi-
mately 10,000 survivors.

Recipients of American largesse, for
whom the money was to compensate for
“mental suffering and deprivation of
rights,” included:

· 490 people who many years ago
went to live in Japan and are Japanese
citizens.

· 6,000 who were born in the centers,
and thus suffered “mental anguish”
when they were babies.

· The 4,300 who left the centers to go
to American universities during the war.

· 1,370 Japanese aliens whom the FBI
incarcerated for security reasons (in
Department of Justice Internment
Camps) at the beginning of the war.

· 3,500 Japanese-Americans who
asked to be sent to Japan after renounc-
ing their U.S. citizenship.

· 160 evacuees who belonged to the
pro-Japanese Black Dragon Society
while in the camps.52

Lowman tells us that “the Act also
required payment [of $5,00053] to sev-
eral hundred Japanese who during the
war were sent from Latin America to the
U.S. because they were considered se-
curity risks,” and were interned here.54

In all, the government handed out
$1.6 billion. Five million dollars
more were appropriated to “publi-
cize” the Commission’s findings,
and to declare it “official history.”55

Needless to say, the govern-
ment’s actions raise a host of ques-
tions.

How does an ideologically-fab-
ricated myth become accepted—
with virtually no opposition—by
the citizens of an allegedly free so-
ciety? Why did our elected repre-
sentatives, the press, and academic
historians surrender their roles as

guardians of the truth? Why do ordinary
Americans come to feel a vested inter-
est in believing that their own govern-
ment was vicious and racist? Now that
a precedent exists for paying “repara-
tions” on the basis of myths, what is to
stop other “aggrieved groups” from bull-
dozing their way to something similar?
Clearly, none of this could have hap-
pened were it not for an utterly unnatu-
ral and dangerous unwillingness of
whites to defend themselves.

This article is adapted by AR staff
from original research by Dwight D.
Murphey, professor of business law at
Wichita State University. His findings
first appeared in The Dispossession of
the American Indian—and Other Key
Issues in American History, Scott-
Townsend Publishers, 1995.
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The White Man’s Disease
Paul Edward Gottfried, Multiculturalism and the Politics of Guilt: Toward a Secular Theocracy

University of Missouri Press, 2002, 158 pp., $29.95.
One who is not is Paul Gottfried, pro-

fessor of humanities at Elizabethtown
College, archenemy of the neo-cons, AR
conference speaker, and author of sev-
eral books on politics and the plight of
the West. His latest volume is a dissec-
tion of the poisoned state of mind that
makes whites not only hate their own
history and identity, but commands them

to glorify and feel inferior to “victims”
of all kinds: homosexuals, non-whites,
foreigners, women, AIDS carriers, and
essentially anyone unlike themselves.
American Renaissance generally con-
centrates on the crisis that has arisen

from loss of nerve among whites, but
contemporary liberalism has turned its
guns in many directions. Men, hetero-
sexuals, explorers, war heroes, and
many others who were once honored or
at least considered normal are likewise
made out to be villains. Only in the West
do we find this kind of self-loathing, and
Multiculturalism and the Politics of

Guilt is as good a main-
stream treatment of the white
man’s disease as one is likely
to find.

The Therapeutic State

Government, of course,
has taken the lead in promot-
ing the disorder. “The admin-
istrative state,” writes Prof.
Gottfried, “most plainly in
the United States, has come
to define itself through a
struggle against social pa-
thology.” The most impor-
tant objective for our rulers
is to stamp out “improper

thought,” to equate any rem-
nants of traditional thinking with

mental illness. They are more passion-
ate about fighting “bigotry” than fight-
ing crime, and it is this compulsion to
eradicate every time-tested loyalty as if
it were insanity that inspires Prof.
Gottfried’s name—“the therapeutic

A good diagnosis but no
cure.

reviewed by Jared Taylor

As the editor of American Renais-
sance I meet many people: some
friendly, some hostile, all inter-

esting. One of the most inter-
esting was a black nationalist
and separatist named William
Brock, with whom I became
acquainted not long after start-
ing AR. He was friendly, can-
did, and amusing, and re-
spected white people who were
loyal to their race and culture.
He once asked me a question I
have never forgotten: “I think
it’s great, of course, but why
are white people committing
suicide?” He mused about the
influence of Christianity, world
wars, and “the Jews,” but nei-
ther of us had convincing an-
swers.

White suicide is, of course, the
great question of our time, though
only a small minority see clearly enough
even to raise it. We see what is happen-
ing, and those who celebrate our decline
see it too, but the vast majority of whites
are shuffling towards the precipice with
glazed eyes and obedient smiles.
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