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suBJEcT: STUDY OF FORCED MASS MIGRATION OF JAPS ON THE PACIFIC COAST

Three requests for funds have been directed to The Rockefeller
Foundation in connection with the moving of Japs on the Pacific Coast:

1. Professors Taylor and Thomas of the University of Californie have
asked RF to "take charge of efforte to arrange (or make possible)
the transfer of academic folk to other universities so as to con-
tinue contact with intellectual Caucasians."

2. The Friends Service Committee, having been asked by Mr. Eisenhower
of the Federal Relocation Authority to take charge of transfer of
students to other colleges, has asked (through Clarence Pickett) RF
to provide funds for that purpose.

3. The University of California (President Sproul) has asked for
$45,000 a year for at least a three-year period to enable its
faculty to study the economic, governmental and sociological as-
pecte of this first forced mass migration in this country's modern
history.

All of these requests have been declined.

On Thursday end Friday I discussed the whole problem at length
with Professor Dorothy Thomas of the Gieninni Foundation of the University
of California, who had come on at my suggestion. From the discussion it
appeared that the significant part of the study proposed by President Sproul
was the part which had to do with the sociological effects of this mass
migration on the people concerned. The methods are not clearly worked out

yet and probably cannot be without considerable exploratory field work.
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(Professor Thomas' statement is appended). But the study would be under the
joint direction of Professor Lowie, the eminent anthropologist, and Profes-
sor Thomas, an excellent sociclogist. Both are of first rate competence
and have the reputation of coming through with good work.

Professor Thomas' statement reduces the funds requested from
$45,000 & year to & maximum of $14,000 and & minimum of §9,500 per year.
They would like a committment for three years.

It is proposed to study the problem at two centers and to use
former students of Professors Lowie and Thomas (some Japanese and some Cau-
casian) as field workers. The government would appoint these people as its
employees but on a part time basis with regular part time duties at first
at the reception center (Tanforan Race Track) and later at the permsnent re-
location center (Tule Lake in northern California). These six (or ten)
field workers would thus be what is technically known as "participant ob-
servers", being paid by the University of Californie for their field work
duties.

There are too many unanswered questions of method in this for me
to be prepared to recommend a three-year grant. But I would like to see
the problem explored and am prepared to recommend a grant-in-asid of §7,500
with which, with the aid of some funds from the University of Californis,
from the Rosenberg Foundation in Califormis, and from the SSRC they could
"carry on" for nearly a year esnd work out the problems of method and test
out the velue of such a study.

The following congiderations make me ready to experiment to the
extent of a grant-in-eid: -

1. Twenty-five years from now historians galore will be trying to write
the history of this incident. By then, - if nothing is done now, -
most of the real material, - which is ephemeral, - will be lost and

the histories will be written solely on the documentary material and
be consequently deficient.
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I anticipate that the next twenty-five years will reveal a vastly more
intolerant attitude toward minorities. That this country, through

the RF, was sensitive enough to the human rights of those we official-
ly hate, to arrange for a careful study of the effects of this forced
mass migration on these Japesnese, will stand out in contrast to the
concentration camp techniques of other countries.

Many people predict that there will be more forced mass migrations in
this country as well as in Europe after the war. If so, we should
learn what we can from this experience.

I would consider that such an investment would not be without values
in terms of intermational relstions with Japanese after the war. (The
Japanese have already conveyed their thanks via the Spanish embassy to
the Friends Service Committee for the three hostels set up by the
Friends to aid the human handling of the displacement of Japanese.)

Professors Lowie and Thomas feel that the study of these families
under severe strain will throw much light on many problems of a soci-
ological and anthropological nature. (See Professor Thomas'memoran-
dum) JHW is open-minded on this, - not yet completely convinced, but
willing to be shown.

The West Coast has never developed work in Sociology. Dorothy Thomas
is the first Sociologist to be appointed at Californie. She is compe-
tent and a small investment in her would have some values.

So I recommend a grant-in-aid of $7,500. If it doesn't come

through, the money will not bave been wasted. If it does, we shall probably

wish to make a two-year additional grant, the total not to exceed $28,000.

But the only committment now would be to examine the progress made by the

beginning of 1943.
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Memorandum from ME re JHW's request for
De=wsmments on hig memo to RBF re Japanese study
as well as on proposal itself
Re:
JHW-RBF memo.

Lt you'xe?uoumiimudﬁo give something to the project,
I think your memo. to EBF does not make a verystrong
case. These are the guestions that come to me:-

l. I wonder on what basis it is assumed that "we will]
be more INtolerant 25 years from now regarding
minorities"? If we are to "win the peacge" as well
as the war, would not greater tolerance or provision
for minorities be expected?

<« If you are assuming an asllied victory, why do
YOu atbicipabes wures Lul'Ceu wlglabliuils UEle aid
in Europe, post war,- particularly here? What
groups would be involved? Why?

3. Isn't the international relations value of an
investment in such a study questionable? If it were
an investment for z Friends'!' Service or similar
project, where the humanitarian aspects were predom-
inant, there might be some such value. The sociologi-
cal-anthropoldgical study - asg an objective study -
would not be so concerned and considered.

4. 1Is developing Sociology as a discipline on the
West Coast a pressing legitimate emergency consider—
ation?

then be expected to prodwce the #®sults which they
say will take a minimum of\$9500? Ferhaps the as-

ce will come from other
sources. It might also em an "out" if we
Adecided after their expboratoryNnvestirations, that
they did not come up Ao expectatidgs and that further
support would not forthcoming. gy could say
that we didn't give enough to do what “they had hoped.

©. B8S has turned cown other applications designed
to study particular racial groups in this country,-
Cefe Yooy @o Wollyg \Jull'bl'n..i.': (ORI PUJ...LGJ. mLpLL LOL
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Japanese study - 2.

the same reasoning apply here?

Re: The study itself.

llost of these comments are those which I gave you
orally Friday.

1. Does the study imply that resettlement is per-
manent,- i.e., are the Japanese not to be allowed

to return to their original homes? Many of them

are American citizens. If permenent, the study might
go on for years.

2. Unless basic data on "normzl" activities and
behavior are already available, from what base is
"change" to be recorded?

3. The methods proposed reguire a high degree of
cooveration. How sure are they that thev sen gat 142
The ordinary or normal limitations of the proposed
methods are several. (See SSRC comments in connection
with "Prediction of Personal Adjustment.")

The duzl role of the "participant observers" and
government employees is an unususl one for such a
study. In this cese, the alrsady suspicious char-
acter of the subjects (wic maturelly so wwer ihe
circumstences) mzy be enhanced by such an arrangement,
which involves direct personal contect with the
subject in the interview, etc. This dual role will
make it more difficult for the subjects to dis-
tinguish between Government and university per-
sonnel, and challenge the sponsor's claim for assumpt-
ion of better cooperation with university personnal
than with Government.

4e 1 am inclined to think that if it is decided to

go ahead with the project, ikeé an exploratory study
on a much more restricted basis could be made to
determine whether or not cooperation with the sponsors
can be secured. ME
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