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The Censored
History of
Internment
by Joseph E. Fallon

I

n March 1997, Japanese-Peruvians
who had been interned in the United
States during World War II called upon
President Clinton to issue an executive
order awarding them financial compensation similar to that awarded in 1988
to Japanese-American former internees and relocatees under Public
Law 100-383. Simultaneously, these
Japanese-Peruvians lobbied members of
Congress to enact legislation which
would award them this money should
the President reject their claims. As in
1988, the facts about internment and
those who were interned is being censored so that individuals of Japanese ancestry alone might receive $20,000 per
person.
The politically correct revisionists
confound internment and relocation in
order to misrepresent the actual numbers. Internment, which is based on the
Enemy Alien Act of 1798 and is recognized by international law, commenced
on December 7, 1941, and was applied
only to enemy aliens —i.e., nahonals of
those countries with which the United
States was at war. Since internees were
almost always men, many of whom were
the sole financial support of their families, family members, even if American
citizens, were permitted voluntarily to
join husbands or fathers in internment.
But once inside the camps, they could
not leave.
According to a 1948 government report on wartime internment, 56 percent
of all non-renunciant internees (14,426
of 25,655) were Europeans and European-Americans—Cermans, Italians,
Hungarians, Rumanians, Bulgarians,

even some Czechs and Poles. The total sons may be excluded, and with respect
number of Japanese and Japanese-Amer- to which, the right of any persons to enicans interned was 16,849—not 120,000 ter, remain in, or leave shall be subject to
as historical revisionists claim. Of that whatever restrictions the Secretary of
16,849, however, nearly one-third — War or the appropriate Military Com5,620—were renunciants. That is, after mander may impose in his discrehon."
Pearl Harbor, 5,620 United States citiGermans and Italians were also exzens of Japanese ancestry renounced cluded from the West Coast. Of the
their American cihzenship so that they 112,000 residents of Japanese ancestry
could be repatriated to Japan.
who were excluded, nearly 40 percent
An additional 20,000 Japanese-Ameri- were enemy aliens who by law should
cans in Japan at the start of the war have been interned. Those excluded
joined the Japanese war effort, and hun- were encouraged by the LInited States
dreds even joined the Japanese army. government to resettle in the eastern
The most infamous case was that of To- halves of Washington and Oregon (areas
moya Kawakita, an American citizen not affected by Executive Order 9066) or
who worked as an interpreter and a in any of the other 44 states.
POW guard for the Japanese army, and
The government established relocaactively participated in the torture (and tion centers as a temporary (and volunat least one death) of American soldiers, tary) alternative to resettlement. But
including survivors of the Bataan Death such housing was only for residents of
March.
Japanese ancestry. Those of German
Bowing to pressure from Japanese- and Italian ancestry had to fend for
Americans, Congress, on July 1, 1944, themselves. Of the tens of thousands of
enacted Public Law 405, which allowed Japanese who chose to enter relocation
citizens to renounce their citizenship in centers, 35,000 soon left to resettle in
time of war. There were no renunciants other parts of the country.
among German-Americans, ItalianThese relocation centers had the
Americans, or any other Americans of highest live-birth rate and the lowest
European ancestry.
death rate in wartime United States.
In addihon, many Japanese nationals The Japanese in the centers "received
and Japanese-Americans with dual free food, lodging, medical and dental
nationality living in the United States care, clothing allowance, education,
refused to take a loyalty oath or to hospital care, and all basic necessities
promise to abide by this nation's laws. . . . . The government even paid travel
With the exception of a reference to the expenses and assisted in cases of emerJapanese emperor, this loyalty oath was gency relief"
A National Student Council Relocathe same as that required of all United
States draftees and all persons working in tion Program was also instituted by the
United States war industries. There was government, and like the relocation cenno similar refiisal to take a loyalty oath or ters, it discriminated against those of
to promise to abide by American laws German and Italian ancestry. Under this
among Germans, Italians, or other Euro- program, 4,300 students of Japanese ancestry received scholarships to attend
peans.
Relocation from the West Coast was more than 500 colleges and universihes
based on Executive Order 9066, issued located outside of the exclusionary zone.
Seeking to have Executive Order
by President Roosevelt on February 19,
1942 —more than two months after in- 9066 declared unconstitutional, the
ternment had been implemented. This Japanese American Citizens League and
order affected California, portions of the American Civil Liberties Union filed
Washington and Oregon, and the south- three test cases with the Supreme Court:
ern third of Arizona. Contrary to revi- Korematsu v. United States, Hirabayashi
sionist misrepresentations, it did not call v. United States, and Yasui v. United
for the "intemmenf' of Japanese in "con- States. But in its October 1944 term, the
centration camps." Executive Order Supreme Court, led by Justices William
9066 clearly stated that "any or all per- O. Douglas and Felix Frankfurter (its
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two most liberal members at that time),
upheld the conshtutionality of Executive
Order 9066. The Court ruled that the
exclusion of residents of Japanese ancestry from the West Coast was deemed
necessary because "there were disloyal
members of that population whose number and strength could not be precisely
and quickly ascertained." There was also a justifiable fear that Japan would invade the West Coast. The Court further
ruled that no Japanese was being compelled "either in fact or by law" to go to a
relocation center. The Court also reprimanded the Japanese American Citizens
League and the American Civil Liberties
Union: "We deem it unjustifiable to call
diem [relocation centers] concentration
camps witli all the ugly connotations that
term implies."
W h e n the War D e p a r t m e n t announced on December 18,1944, that all
relocation centers would be closed by
the end of 1945, the same Japanese
American Citizens League, which only
two months earlier had argued that the
relocation centers were "concentration
camps," implored the government to
keep the centers open.
On July 2, 1948, Congress acted improperly, if not unconstitutionally, by enacting Public Law 886, which provided
financial compensation for wartime relocation to those of Japanese ancestry. Although PL 886 stipulated that all claims
not presented within 18 months "shall be
forever barred," Congress enacted additional laws granting further financial
compensation to former internees and
relocatees of Japanese ancestry in 1951,
1952,1956,1960,1972,1978,1988, and
1992.
In 1988, Public Law 100-383 granted
$20,000 per person to all surviving
Japanese and Japanese-American former
internees and relocatees at the recommendation of the Commission on
Wartime Relocation and Internment of
Civilians. The Commission was established in 1980 to "review the facts and
circumstances surrounding Executive
Order Numbered 9066, Issued February
19, 1942, and the impact of such Executive Order on American citizens and permanent resident aliens . . . and review directives of United States military forces
requiring the relocation and, in some
cases, detention in internment camps of
American citizens, including Aleut civilians, and permanent resident aliens of
the Aleutian and Pribilof Islands." But
the Commission illegally altered the

pean-American spouses of European internees who voluntarily joined their husbands in internment are not.
Ironically, the demand for compensation for Japanese-Peruvians interned in
the United States during World War II
may yet unmask the historical fraud that
only the Japanese were victims of internment. For during World War II, the
Roosevelt administration "requested"
18 Latin American governments to arrest
G e r m a n s a n d I t a l i a n s (as well as
Japanese) living in their counhies and to
ship them to the United States for internment.
T h e number of Latin Americans of
German descent interned in the United
States may have been as high as 5,000,
including some Jewish Germans. These
Jewish Germans included citizens and
legal residents of Latin American countries, and possibly some refugees from
Hider. Official documents reveal that
While praising Commander Kenneth the United States government knew it
Ringle as "the most capable intelligence was interning Jewish G e r m a n Latin
officer we had," the Commission omit- Americans.
ted from its report. Personal Justice DeFrom 1942 to 1945, the United States
nied, his estimate that 25 percent of all government shipped interned Germans
Americans of Japanese ancestry were of to the Nazis in return for American and
doubtful loyalty and that 3,500 Japanese- Latin American civilians who had been
Americans could be expected to engage interned by the Nazis at the start of the
in espionage and sabotage against the war. The apparent reason for interning
United States. The testimony of Edward German Latin Americans in the United
Ennis, Director of the Alien Control States was so Washington could have
Unit of die U.S. Department of Justice in
more bodies for these "exchanges." The
the Roosevelt Administration, and James available evidence strongly suggests
Rowe, Roosevelt's Assistant Attorney that the United States government knowGeneral, that the Japanese were treated ingly shipped Jewish G e r m a n Latin
exactly the same as Germans and Italians Americans to the Nazis as part of this proand were not arrested in mass nor denied gram. If so, a congressional investigation
the right of appeal before hearing boards should be conducted to uncover the
was also omitted from the Commission's tiuth about Jewish German Latin Amerreport.
ican internees. Should such an investiIn testimony before Congress in 1984, gation occur, the American public might
Dr. David Trask, chief historian at the also learn—at long last—the tiuth about
U.S. Army Center of Military History, internment, relocation, compensation,
dismissed Personal justice
Denied. and the Japanese.
"I am simply unable to certify this brief as
a credible piece of history. It simply Joseph E. Fallon writes from Rye,
doesn't measure up to professional stan- New York.
dards." Congress, nevertheless, enacted
legislation granting financial compensation based solely on the Commission's
For Immediate Service
flawed recommendations in Personal
Justice Denied.
In 1992, the damage was compounded by the enactment of Public Law 102NEW SUBSCRIBERS
371. Under this new law, EuropeanTOLL-FREE NUMBER
American spouses of Japanese internees
who voluntarily joined their husbands in
i n t e r n m e n t are eligible for financial
compensation of $20,000. But Euro-

scope of its own investigation, limiting it
to "American citizens of Japanese ancestry and resident Japanese aliens, as well
as the people of the Aleutian Islands."
T h e unprofessional conduct of the
Commission was scandalous. In existence for over two years, it held only 20
days of public hearings. Two of the nine
commissioners were former relocatees
with a vested financial interest in the
commission's decision. Forty percent of
the staff had Japanese surnames and
stood to benefit financially if the Commission recommended compensation.
At the start of its hearings, the Commission publicly expressed the opinion that
only the Japanese had been victimized
by the policy of internment and relocation. The Commission did not hear any
testimony from former internees of
European ancestry, and the JapaneseAmericans who testified were never
placed under oath.
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America's Craziest
Billionaire
by Luke Boggs

U

nless you are just back from a long
stay aboard Russia's rapidly disintegrating Mir space station, you have probably heard about Ted Turner's plans to
give a billion dollars to the United Nations—as if the world needed absolute
proof that Atlanta's Captain Outrageous
is more than a few cards short of a full
deck.
Over the past quarter-century, Turner
has built a lowly UHF television station
into a global media colossus. Over the
same period, he has built a similarly
colossal reputation as America's most
outspoken and, yes, craziest billionaire.
In the 1970's, the captain was amusing-crazy. As a sailor, he won the America's Cup. 7\s owner of the Braves, he put
people in the seats with outrageous
stunts, like the time he pushed a ball
along the basepath with his nose. Turner once greeted a high-profile free agent
with a new number, 17, and a new last
name, Channel. (The free advertising
for Channel 17 did not last long.)
In the 80's, Turner was still nuts, but
with a harder, meaner edge. When he
was not launching CNN or dreaming up
the Goodwill Games, he busied himself
dismissing Christianit)' as a religion "for
losers" and blaming the frosty relations
between Castro's Cuba and the United
States on his own government rather
than his dictator buddy's lawlessness and
brutality.
In 1987,1 saw Turner give a rambling
oration —clearly unscripted and unrehearsed—to a group at Georgia Tech.
Just back from Cuba, he asked why the
adminisfration was giving Castro such a
hard time. Reagan and his crowd, said
the captain, were out of touch and too
old to change. The time had come, he
said, for fresh leadership and new ways of
thinking—a curious prescription given
Castro's decades in power.
In the 90's, Turner has been busy,
marrying Jane Fonda, going toe-to-toe
with Rupert Murdoch, being named
Time's "Man of the Year," and selling his

media empire to Time-Warner. Along
the way, he has said a lot of outrageous
things. For example, ready to do his bit
for the planet, Turner announced in
1995 that he did not always flush.
"Sometimes," he explained, "I just go
out on the front porch and take a whiz on
the grass." After the Heaven's Gate suicides. Turner found a silver lining:
"There are already too many people in
this world. If a few crazy people want to
get rid of themselves, it's a good thing."
(Two decades ago, Turner was less concerned about population growth. In a
1978 Playboy interview, he said sexual
frustration was a major force behind
crime and violence: "Lots of sex for everybody, that's a solution to the world's
problems.")
Only once in recent years has anyone
seriously challenged Turner for the title
"America's Craziest Billionaire." That
challenge, of course, came in 1992,
when a little Texan with a big wallet decided to do all he could to run George
Bush out of office. (Remember when
Perot said a "Republican dirty trick
brigade" was plotting to spoil his daughter's wedding?)
With his latest move, however. Turner has seen Perot's craziness and raised
him a thousand million. In the Billionaire Boys Club Race to the Edge of Sanity, Turner has left Perot eating his dust.
In the army of crazed gazillionaires, Perot must now play buck private to Turner'sfive-stargeneral.
Turner's U.N. gift rockets him high
above the merely eccentric craziness of
Perot into an orbit occupied by billionaires who have gone nuts with that
which defines them—their money. For
all his paranoid delusions, Perot has yet
to go crazy with his own cash. Sure, he
threw away a few million on his campaigns, but that's nothing. Turner is
throwing away a thousand million.
Which brings us to a real conundrum.
Which comes first, the money or the
craziness? Is it the nuttiness of people
like Turner and Perot that helps make
them wildly successful, or does the
sound of all those billions piling up just
scramble their brains one day? We will
probably never know.
Yet, there are people —think Bill
Gates and Warren Buffett—at the other
end of the Billionaire Sanity Continuum. I cannot help wondering if there is
not some secret, some bit of wisdom they
might offer that could help Turner and
Perot find their way back from the brink.
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Could Turner have possibly selected
an organization less likely than the U.N.
to give him his money's worth? I suppose he could have gone one step further
and sent his billion to the spendthrifts in
Washington. For all its lofty intenfions,
the U.N. is not much better. It is a ponderously inefficient, stiibbornly ineffectual organization, dedicated to a purpose
that it cannot hope to achieve.
Why not a billion dollars for medical
research, tofightcancer, heart disease, or
AIDS? Why not Harvard scholarships
for 10,000 of the ghetto's best and brightest? Why not houses for 20,000 homeless families? Why not a nice decaf latte
for every man, woman, and child in the
country?
As we consider this grand gesture,
doomed as it is to failure, remember that
Ted Turner is first and foremost not a
philanthropist but an entertainer. And it
is as an entertainer that he shines brightest. So enjoy the laughs. That is all anyone is likely to get.
Luke Boggs writes from Alpharetta,
Georgia.

How William
Weld Mainstreamed
Deviance
by Peter LaBarbera

B

ack when William Weld was still
governor of Massachusetts—an office he quit to concentrate on his futile
fight with Jesse Helms—his homosexual
allies in the state were fond of calling
him the nation's "most pro-gay governor." It's easy to see why. Like Nixon going to China, Weld blazed a new path
for the Grand Old Party, infuriating social conservatives with his zealous advocacy of homosexual—even gay youth —
"rights." His legacy raises stark questions
about where "moderate" Republicans
hope to take the nation.
To understand how far Weld pushed
the pro-gay envelope in Massachusetts,
one need look no farther than the
schools. Under his stewardship, Massachusetts became ground zero in the
movement to promote homosexual-affirming educational policies, and the
state's "educrats" are now working with
gay groups to export them to other school
districts nationwide. In 1994, after Weld

