








were the kind of industries that would provide an opportunity for
them to show their loyalty. The problem in all of these boiled down
to the matter of pay — how could the evacuees be paid an incentive
wage which would not upset the standard pay scale adopted for the
work in the centers? After some experience with privately-operated
factories in some of the centers, WRA issued a directive stipulating
that all industries must be operated as WRA projects; the establish-
ment of evacuee-sponsored production enterprises was prohibited. It
was also specified that all industrial workers would be paid at the
standard WRA rates.

Most enterprises actually established were designed to meet the
needs of community management or of individual center residents,
rather than to produce goods for other centers or the outside market.
Thus, the principal Utah enterprise was the furniture factory, which
turned out furniture for community buildings. An adobe brick unit
made tens of thousands of bricks, and a sheet metal manufacturing
unit made roof jacks. Topaz also had an ice cream freezer, a bean
sprout plant which produced $7,000 worth of bean sprouts, and a soy-
bean cake and milk plant which produced $25,000 worth of tofu.

As with industrial enterprises, WRA found it necessary to forbid
the establishment of retail shops and services by individuals and in-
sisted that they be on a consumer cooperative basis.. WRA set up
standards of organization and membership participation, and laid
down general instructions on merchandising, pricing, the distribution
of dividends, and auditing. Some direction and control by the admin-
istrator were necessary because a few of the residents felt that the
cooperative stood in the way of getting more free services from the
government.” J

With a membership of more than 5,000, the Topaz Consumer Co-
operative Enterprises, Inc., operated a network of individual enter-*
prises, ranging from single-employee watch repair shops to moderate-"
sized department stores stocking a wide variety of merchandise and’
employing many dozens of persons. Its branches included four can-"
teens or general stores handling drugs, tobacco, hardware, food, and’
soft drinks at various barracks within the camp; and, in addition, a dry"
goods store, shoe and clothing store, fish market, bank, barber shop,"
beauty parlor, photo studio, two movie theaters, three laundry and dry
cleaning establishments, shoe and electrical repair shops, optical shop, |
and mail order service. Employment and work experience were pro--
vided for more than 500 residents. Gross sales averaged in excess 0f |
$40,000 per month, sufficient to enable the cooperative to reimbursé
WRA for all salaries and allowances paid to employees, and to pay rent
for the WRA building space and equipment. Nor was it necessary 1083

2t Some of the older residents suggested that the Topaz cooperative b pt itself BY

selling below cost and thus force the government to assume a greater responsibility for &
welfare of the residents!
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WRA to extend the cooperative credit since it successfully negotiated
a number of loans from the Bank of Nephi.

An audit of its books for September 1944 showed total assets of
about $150,000, of which members’ equities amounted to $85,000. Fix-
ed assets were only $10,000, but there was a merchandise inventory of
$50,000, and cash in a bank in Nephi amounting to $70,000. The co-
operative held monthly meetings, published a weekly bulletin, and
achieved representative management by having 34 block assemblies of
24 members each, a cooperative congress of 60 members, and a board
of directors of 15 members. All profits, of course, were distributed
among the evacuee customers.”

MESS OPERATIONS

From a perusal of letters to editors and the speeches of congressmen
during the war it is apparent that a large number of people came
to believe that practically all of the food problems and shortages of
nearby areas were caused by WRA “pampering” of evacuees. These
fears were partly the result of unfounded rumor and partly of deliber-
ate misrepresentation. 'WRA policy was that the evacuees were en-
titled to the same treatment as other American citizens and residents
of non-Japanese descent — no more, no less.

The project director at Topaz aimed at a diet which would cost less
than “reduced” Army rations; i. e., menus based on a ration costing 42
cents per person per day. “Fancy grades” of food were specifically
prohibited, but special diets, as prescribed by the medical staff, were
permitted for pregnant and nursing women. In the case of food which
was rationed to the whole American people, this was to be made avail-
able to Topazans in the same ratio as to the general public. One of
the problems was to please both the Issei, who wanted Japanese-style
meals, and the Nisei who demanded American-style.

The food in each of the thirty-four dining halls was served cafete-
Ha style; family-style eating was tried, but proved to be unsatisfactory.

hen a person was ill, members of his family were permitted to take
food to his room. There were two meatless meals per week, fish was
available two meals per week, fowl was served on Sundays, rice was
cooked every day, and records indicate that there was lots of stew.

esidents were permitted only one cup of coffee and two cups of tea
Per day, Milk was restricted to children, invalids, and the aged.

Throughout most of the period, staples not produced in the center
Were obtained from the Utah General Depot in Ogden; vegetables,
©8gs, cheese, and poultry from the Quartermaster Market Center in

s A
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cvac“eeAh.e',the first year of temse guard, “block shopping” was introduced whereby an

Iesidents wishing to make a trip to Delta would obtain special permission to shop for other

Teturps >, 10 the block. There was, of course, strict military inspection of those leaving and

f0Ing to the center.
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Salt Lake City; meat from the Quartermaster Market Center in Den-
ver; and fish from the Quartermaster Market Center in Los Angeles.
Most of the perishables came from Salt Lake or California; milk was
purchased in Millard, Weber, and Salt Lake Counties. i

OTHER PHASES OF CENTER ACTIVITY

Perhaps the most significant activity of the center, in terms of long- =
range goals, was education. Almost 3,000 stidents passed through
the Topaz school system, and more than 1,000 eventually emerged as
high school graduates. The center school system was accredited by
the Utah State Board of Education, and the pupils were able to trans-
fer without loss of credit to schools outside the center. The full and
varied curriculum included agriculture, art, mechanic arts, and com-
merce, as well as the traditional “core.” Four pre-school nurseries had
an average enrollment of 180, two elementary schools (Desert View
and Mountain View) had an average enrollment of 875, and a combined
junior-senior high school averaged more than 1,200 enrolled. There
was an average of 90 fully-certified teachers, about half of whom were
evacuees and half Caucasians. Evacuee teachers, of course, received

the standard camp wages of $16 or $19 per month. With their straight-
backed benches and monitors, the buildings resembled those construct-
ed by Utah’s pioneers, and the 2,000 students took their turns at stoking =
the smoky coal stoves. '

An even larger proportion of the camp was served by the 150
classes in adult education. More than 3,000 residents were enrolled in
Americanization and such other classes as civics, basic English, auto
mechanics, carpentry, radio repair, music, art, sewing, and flower ar-
rangement. Frequent lectures and art and hobby shows drew much
interest. Topaz had the finest public library of all the centers, drawing "
an average weekly patronage of 2,500. It also had the most extensive’
collection of Japanese language books and literature.

Medical care was furnished without cost to all evacuees in a 128
bed hospital which was directed by Caucasians, but staffed largely by
evacuee doctors, dentists, and nurses. In general, despite the crowded
living conditions and community kitchen, the health record was com=
parable with that in normal communities of similar size. There was an
influenza epidemic in the winter of 1943-1944, when more than 1,10 0
patients were treated, but there were no deaths on this or any others
occasion from communicable diseases. There was, however, a hig
incidence.of peptic ulcers, attributed to the extreme nervous tension™|
and frustrated and unsettled state of evacuee minds. r

Welfare services were provided for residents without adequat
means of support, for the physically handicapped, and for orphan
children. Particular problems were the “prisoner” frame of -miné:
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characterized by an absence of self-reliance, and family counseling.
Many families were divided, with the parents wanting to apply for re-
patriation to Japan, and the children wanting no part of Japan. Where
the children found it in their consciences to disobey their parents, there
were guilt feelings, and their minds were often in a state of torment.
The parents, on the other hand, repudiated by their children, were
equally disturbed.

Improbable as it might seem, the Pahvant encampment was the
headquarters of the Buddhist Church in America during the war — its
headquarters having been transferred to Topaz from San Francisco.
Comprising 40 percent of the residents, the Buddhists joined with the
Christians, who represented another 40 percent, to form an inter-faith
council. It was said to be the only merging of these two faiths in the
world. In addition to two Buddhist and four Protestant “churches,”
with separate services in English and Japanese, there was also a
“church” shared by the Seventh Day Adventists and the Roman Catho-
lics. The administration permitted complete freedom of religious wor-
ship except for the practice of State Shinto, the one sect which in-
volved worship of the Emperor and provided the doctrinal justification
for Japan’s aggressive expansion.

All of the centers had community newspapers published in both
English and Japanese. The mimeographed Topaz Times was produced
by evacuee staffs with a minimum of supervision and no overt exercise
of censorship.

The community activities program, embracing the recreational,
athletic, and other organized leisure-time activities of residents, was
programmed purposefully to emphasize identification of the residents
with the larger American community. By the summer of 1943 evac-
uees had completed and landscaped a golf course, baseball diamond,
softball grounds, football field, and tennis and volley ball courts. Ath-
letic events were staged regularly, and Topaz school teams won many
victories on the fields of Millard County. The American-style organ-
izations in Topaz included the YMCA, YWCA, Boy Scouts, Girl Scouts,
4-H Clubs, Campfire Girls, USO, and various social clubs and organi-
Zations. As with other American communities in wartime, there were
Scrap-paper, scrap-metal, and clothing drives, war bond sales, Red
Cross drives, blood donations, and such other neighborhood and com-
Munity projects as talent shows and summer theater. In many of these
Activities, particularly in the later stages of the war, Topaz was invited
t0 join with Delta, Hinckley, and other neighboring towns.

The recreation program became increasingly important and divers-
d in 1944 and 1945 as relocation was stepped-up and the production
Program declined. Residents went fishing, hunted arrowheads and
trilobites, practiced the traditional calligraphy, built rock gardens,
Ccorated entrances of bare buildings with arches and hand-hewn stair-

ifie
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ways, polished stones, made artificial flowers and flower arrangements,
embroidered and made dolls and doll clothing. Two evacuee walking
companions found the Drum Mountains meteorite, “about the size of
a bag of potatoes” but weighing 1,500 pounds, which was the ninth
largest meteorite found in the United States and the largest ever found
in Utah. It was purchased by the Smithsonian Institution for $700.

Other evacuees graced their lives during the long months of con-
finement by creating works of enduring beauty. One of the thriving
industries of the last months was the manufacture of miniature shell
jewelry — lapel ornaments, brooches, and necklaces. Of the most
delicate workmanship, they were made of infinitesimal mussel and
snail shells which were harvested from the ancient bottom of Lake
Bonneville. At times a mile-long stretch of toilers could be seen at
dawn making its way to the desert location where the best of these
shells were found. Patient workers sifted the sands for the tiny shells
much as placer miners searched for gold in California. Preserved in
the alkali soil for thousands of years, they were washed, bleached,
sorted, and tinted before being made into delicate ornaments of extra-
ordinary beauty. :

A e S

THE STRUGGLE FOR STATUS

When the evacuees moved into Topaz in 1942, they had reached the
lowest status ever experienced by a comparable group of Ameri-
cans. . They had been forcibly removed from their homes, herded into
the nearest approximation to a concentration camp America has ever
had, and prohibited from moving about or engaging in the occupational *
pursuits of their choice. They were not even permitted to join the
Army. and fight for their country.

To counteract the suspicion, uneasiness, and unreasoning prejudice:
which had produced this state of affairs, WRA sought to give other
Americans the opportunity of observing and mingling with Nisei in the
ordinary pursuits of life, and to offer the Nisei the opporturuty of serv-
ing in the Armed Forces.

The student relocatees, of whom there were 105 from Topaz study=
ing in 43 different colleges and universities, were particularly effectivés\
in reminding Americans of the plight of the Nisei. “Articulate and

went, and the reports they sent back to the centers indicated the
treatment was far different from that to which they had been accuss®
tomed on the Coast. One girl wrote of finding the head of the schook

waiting in the rain for her when she reached the station at three o’clocks
in the morning. Another mentioned that she and the other Japanesés|
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students were guests at a special welcome dinner given by the college
president and his wife.” The instructions given to the students by a
Topaz advisor were one reason for their effective “missionary” work:

It won’t do you or your family and friends much good to dwell on what
you consider injustices when you are questioned about evacuation. Rather,
stress the contributions of these people to the nation’s war effort. Mention
the great number of Nisei in the United States Army, the way the Man-
zanar Boy Scouts protected the American flag from a pro-Axis mob, how
the evacuees are engaging in wartime agriculture, and you will do the Jap-
anese in this country more good than talking about discrimination.”

More spectacular were the achievements of two Japanese-Ameri-
can troop units. The first of these, the 100th Infantry Battalion, was
composed mainly of Nisei volunteers from Hawaii. A leading partici-
pant in the slow, bloody march up the peninsula of Italy, the 100th
spent many months in the thick of combat, suffered 300 killed and 650
wounded out of a total of 1,000 men, and won the praises of practically
all officers and men associated with it. It was followed by the 442
Regimental Combat Team which had been formed in 1943 from the
volunteers from Topaz and other relocation centers and from Hawaii.
All observers classed the performance of this “Go for broke” unit as
heroic, ranking with the best in the European Theater. With a nor-
mal complément of around 5,000, it suffered a total of 4,430 casualties
(including 569 killed in action), and received so many unit and individ-
ual citations and awards that it is often referred to as “the most deco-
rated unit in United States military history.”™

By January 20, 1944, the War Department was so deeply impressed
with the spirit and determination of these troops that it had decided
to begin recruiting Nisei for the Army through regular Selective Ser-
vice procedures. This news was favorably received at the Utah center,
because it indicated national approval of the fighting heroism of the
Japanese-American combat team and because it represented a signifi-
cant step forward in the restoration of their rights as American citizens.
By that time Topaz had 400 service stars representing that many young
men who had volunteered for service. The Topaz Community Coun-
cil endorsed the draft, a local branch of the County Selective Service
Board was opened, and the first group of 25 Topaz draftees reported
at Fort Douglas on March 1 for pre-induction physical examinations.
All told, 451 residents of Topaz were in the Armed Services, including
the “original” 80 volunteers. Fifteen were killed in action and many
Were wounded.

TTuw
Taro Katayama. “Beyond the gate.” Trek, February 1943, p. 11.
* Lillian Ota, “Campus report.” Trek, February 1943, p. 34.

off b“ The commander of the 36th division, whose ‘“Lost Battalion” of Texans had been cut
‘Oldie);-l German advance and was rescued by the 442nd, said: “No finer fighting, no finer

Y qualities have ever been witnessed by the U.S. Army in its long history.”
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THE RELOCATION MOVEMENT

Although Topaz administrators had set forth relocation as their main
objective soon after the camp was established, the actual move-
ment of evacuees out of the center to take up residence in normal com-
munities did not take on significant proportions until the spring of 1943.
One reason for this was that each application for indefinite leave had
been processed elaborately, leisurely, and individually, both in Topaz
and in the WRA office in Washington, D. C. By March 1943, only 461
evacuees had left Topaz, of which 9 were in the Armed Services, 49
on educational leave, 173 on general “permanent” leave, and 230 on
short-term and seasonal agricultural leave.

To speed up the movement out of the center WRA authorized the
Topaz director to issue permits for relocation in certain communities
regardless of whether the applicant had a specific job prospect, and in
advance of leave clearance. In addition, several limited and carefully-
controlled forms of financial assistance were granted. Transportation
was provided from Topaz to the point of relocation, grants of $3.00 per
day were made to cover cost of subsistence while traveling, and $25.00
in cash was given to each needy evacuee to tide him over the period
he was getting settled. As the result of these measures, adopted in the
spring of 1943, 887 evacuees had left Topaz by July to establish resi-
dence outside, and another 412 were on seasonal leave. Nearly all of
the latter, and some of the former, were employed in Utah on sugar
beet, frult and livestock farms, and in canneries and meat-packing |
plants. [

The largest number on employment leave were in Utah County. ,)
When the $200 million steel plant was built at Geneva (1943), many
farmers with small acreages left their crops, and those with larger,
farms found it difficult to compete in hiring Caucasian labor. Recog-
nizing the role Topaz could play in relieving the local manpower short="
age, camp officials established a supervised “branch” at Provo. With.-
the assistance of the Farm Security Administration, a “tent city” was
built to house 400 workers. (A similar branch was built in Ogden}-
Shower rooms, laundry, day nursery, recreation hall, medical cllnlcr
and other facilities were provided. Approxunately 700 Topazans were
employed during part or all of the summer in this area. :

Early in October 1943, at the height of the harvest, five local

“white” youths drove by the camp on at least three occasions, hurling
insults and rocks. On the third occasion, at an hour when most of the’
workers were in the community hall enjoying a social, some 15 to 18
shots were fired into the lighted buildings. Three of the workers weré:
hit, though none seriously. The terrorized Nisei delayed going out 08
work for at least a day until firm pledges of protection were made b¥¥
city and county officials, During the next night, armed guards werés
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stationed around the camp. At a hastily-called meeting of town and
county leaders, resolutions were adopted requesting full enforcement
of the law, punishment of the offending youths, “acceptance of the Jap-
anese situation in the spirit of American tolerance,” and asking persons
in the area to “discourage all displays of racial antagonism and discrim-
ination.” The youths were subsequently apprehended, confessed, and
given short jail sentences.

In general, there was complete satisfaction with the work of the
evacuees in Utah, and the communities in the state received them well.
A typical comment from a Nisei girl in Salt Lake City reported that the
people were “openly sympathetic,” and that the “very friendly atmos-
phere” was “undoubtedly influenced by the Mormons.”

During 1943 and 1944 almost 2,000 evacuees left Topaz on “per-
manent” leave. They went to 98 different cities in 21 states. Four
percent entered professional activity, 4 percent clerical, 14 percent
agricultural, 24 percent joined the ranks of skilled and semi-skilled
labor, and 32 percent went into the service trades. The most popular
area of relocation nationally was Chicago, because it had millions of
people, abundant employment opportunities, and a noticeable absence
of anti-oriental feelings.”

Although many Topazans also settled in the Chicago area the
local favorite was the Wasatch Front, where a small but reasonably
well-established Japanese population had existed since before the war,
and where many voluntary evacuees had located. Additionally, the
evacuees and relocation field officers were convinced that Mormons,
perhaps because of their own turbulent history, were disposed to be
tolerant of persecuted minorities.” Many of the evacuees who went
out on seasonal leave to beet fields during 1942 and 1943 eventually
gravitated into Salt Lake City and found year-round jobs. Some 250
residents of the various centers were also recruited to work at Utah’s
Tooele Ordnance Depot, and 150 from Topaz were sent to the Sioux
Ordnance Depot at Sidney, Nebraska. All of these were instructed to
take their families and become integral members of the communities.

All together, within the first year of relocation, 1,700 Nisei from
Topaz and other centers entered the mainstream of American life in
Utah. During the entire period of exclusion (1942-1946), 5,641 evac-
uees relocated in Utah. Of these, 2,002 settled in Salt Lake City, 900

- .
. E:st‘zRA directors reversed Horace Greeley’s maxim and advised: “Go East, young man,
exte ", In August 1942, before the opening of the Topaz center and during the period when
0sIve agricultural leaves were being granted, WRA asked the Western Institute of Public
Tn ‘:1011 in Los Angeles to make a public opinion survey in Utah on “the Japanese question.”
apa poll of 5,000 Utahans, 66 percent expressed approval of a_policy permitting citizen-
ilppl_nese to leave the relocation centers and accept outside employment. Only 18 percent
penno."f?d of alien-Japanese being permitted to work outside the centers. Of those who favored
imm, ’5'5‘“8 Nisel to work outside the centers, only 52 percent favored having them in the
eUlaQe vicinity where the interview took place.
simi) nfortunately, there is no way to compare this with the attitude elsewhere, since no
the ar survey was taken in other states, Various WRA administrators, however, expressed
¢onviction that the reception in Utah would be and was relatively friendly.
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in Ogden, 351 in Brigham City, 278 in Clearfield, and 241 in Tooele.
Considering the 2,210 who were living in Utah at the outbreak of the
war, the relocatees hiked Utah’s resident population of persons of Jap-
anese descent to 7,851. Many of these left the state in the years after
the war as brighter employment opportunities developed elsewhere.
By 1950 there were only 4,452 persons of Japanese ancestry in Utah.
The 1960 census showed 4,371.

Despite the various inducements and aids the center offered to
relocatees, one of the administration’s main problems was to persuade
the evacuees to leave. By the end of January 1945, for example, only
495 families, representing about a thousand persons, had been com-
pletely relocated from Topaz. Approximately two-thirds of those
evacuated to Topaz appeared to be unwilling to try a new life in an-
other part of the country than their West Coast homeland. The Topaz
Community Council, increasingly dominated by Issei “standpatters,”
was the focus of this resistance to relocation. While the council was
not ultimately opposed to armed service recruitment or selective ser-
vice, it obdurately refused to encourage persons to leave the center for
resettlement. The opposition was particularly strong among those
middle-aged and elderly people who had always lived in the Bay area’s
“Little Tokyo.” Those who were without capital and had never had
experience in anything but small self-operated enterprises were ter-
rified at the mere thought of working out their problems in a new set-
ting. They did not look forward to working as paid employees in an-
other man’s business, nor did they want to establish their business in
any other region than the West Coast.

LIQUIDATION

Three years after Pear]l Harbor, on Sunday, December 17, 1944,
while General MacArthur’s troops were advancing on Mamla,
the Western Defense Command lifted the mass exclusion order effes-
tive January 2, 1945* The following day, WRA announced if$®
decision to close all the relocation centers within six to twelve months.®
At the same time WRA ordered the termination of all seasonal agri®"
cultural leaves, the liquidation of farming operations at all centers
except Colorado River and Gila River where winter vegetables weré
still in the ground, and the closing of all relocation center schools 8t~
the end of the spring term. K4
The Topaz evacuees were obviously happy over being allow i
to return to their former homes, but they were at the same tim

28 If there was any justification for the mass  expulsion and incarceration, it no 1
existed after June 1942, for when the Japanese fleet was decisively defeated in the P8
of Midway the possxbxhty of an invasion oF Hawaii or the United States was effectively
inated. Thus, even before any of the evacuees came to Utah the reason for their reloc
had disappeared. The lifting of the order should have come at least two years earlier
it did.
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apprehensive. There was fear of violence and boycott on the West
Coast, and of being unable to find employment and housing. Some
of the residents said they would sit tight until WRA adopted a more
liberal policy of relocation assistance, including long-term, low-interest
loans to businessmen and farmers to re-establish themselves. Others
declared they would remain until the war was over, insisting they had
been evacuated for “the duration” plus six months.

To resolve their own policy, the Topaz Community Council
sponsored an all-center conference, held in Salt Lake City in Febru-
ary, with council representatives from all centers except Manzanar and
Tule Lake. The conference ended with a plea for more extensive
relocation assistance. Overlooking the deadening effects of the insti-
tutional life of the centers, and stressing the difficulties which would
be confronted by the older Issei upon their return, the delegates
raised serious questions as to the fundamental wisdom and morality
of closing the centers. It was cruel of WRA, they declared, to force
these people to retwrn without substantial help. WRA took a firm
stand, however, and quietly insisted that the centers would be closed.

There were about 8,000 evacuees in Topaz at the time, and many
meetings were held to explain WRA policy. An Army recruiting
team interviewed the residents of questionable loyalty and recom-
mended 250 of them for individual exclusion orders or further investi-
gation and possible internment. All of the remainder were cleared,
on January 20, 1945, for free movement anywhere in the United States.
Nevertheless, only 134 residents were relocated in January 1945, com-
pared to 126 in the same month of 1944 — and only 38 of the 134
returned to California. There was a definite increase in the medical
cases due to worry over the closing of the center.

Topaz officials, however, went doggedly ahead with their plans
to close the center. The first reserved trains left for Chicago on May
14, and others followed in a regular schedule. As a step in liquidating
the agricultural section, bids were issued for leasing the surplus farm
lands until such time as the center would close, and the surplus farm
equipment was sold at an auction at which more than a hundred certi-
fied dealers were in attendance. The educational program was ended
Wwith commencement exercises in June, and the teachers were dis-
charged or transferred to other work. The classes in adult education
and vocational training were terminated in July.

One problem which concerned the administration was the ten-

ency for the evacuees to want to put off relocation until the last few
days before closing. Since the war in Europe was about over, troops
Were being redeployed to the Pacific, straining transportation facilities
to the utmost. It was conceded that there was little likelihood WRA
Would be able to commandeer the trains to transport the entire evacuee
Population to their desired location in one grand last-minute rush.
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To encourage moving, therefore, the national office announced in
June that all centers except Tule Lake would be closed between
October 15 and December 15, 1945. Each project director was in-
structed to establish weekly quotas for relocation in order to meet the
goal of depopulation by the closing date. These quotas were to be
filled, as far as possible, by volunteers; but if the quota could not be
filled in this manner, the director was authorized to complete the lot
by assignment. Those assigned a departure date were given the
option of selecting the place where they wished to relocate. Indi-
viduals refusing to make a selection were to be given a rail ticket to
the community from which they were originally evacuated. Those
who refused to pack their belongings were to have their property
packed for them, and they were to be escorted to the train — if neces-
sary, by the internal security police. This threat of physical force
was regarded as the only feasible alternative to an indefinite extension
of the entire center program.

The scheduling notice was issued just two weeks before V-J day
and was actually announced to the evacuees only a few days before
that event. This fortunate timing (entirely unpremeditated!) broke
down the last real vestiges of evacuee resistance to the schedules.
Even the most rabid diehards were now convinced that a return to
private life was inevitable. The first train carrying Topaz evacuees
to the West Coast left Delta on August 15 — just five days after V-]
day — and the final closing date was announced to be October 31.

The speed of the evacuation now depended on the availability of
housing. The Public Housing Authority operated under instructions
to provide housing only for returning veterans, but WRA field offices
were eventually able to arrange for some surplus Army facilities and
trailers in the vicinity of Los Angeles and San Francisco. In addition,
the Buddhist Church of Topaz directed an aggressive program of
relocation and housing assistance for members of that faith. By Sep-
tember, the outward movement was in earnest. There was a break
down in work morale, a letdown in productive work, and a lack of
concern for maintaining center activities. In October the last meeting
of the Community Council was held, the block managers’ organiza-
tion was dissolved, and a farewell banquet was held in Delta. The
last special train left on October 26, with 325 aboard. Five days later,
the center closed on schedule with the project director “locking” thé
gate behind the last busload of evacuees at 1 p.m. The final exodus
con51sted of thirty-two persons, mostly evacuee families from Hawall
who had to remain until sailing arrangements were completed.

Of the total of 9,408 evacuees relocated from Topaz during the
period the wartime city existed, nearly 6,000 were relocated in 1945,
and more than 4,000 after August 15. Only 44 percent returned to the |
West Coast — 43 percent to California, and 1 percent to Oregon ané:
Washington. ;

i
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After the property at Topaz had been inventcried, cleared out of
the barracks and mess halls, and disposed of or stored, the center was
turned over to the government liquidating agency, on February 9,
1946. The land eventually was sold by the Federal Land Bank of
Berkeley (on behalf of the Federal Farm Mortgage Corporation) for
a dollar an acre. The buildings, appraised at $4.5 million, were taken
to the Branch Agricultural College and other schools, or were pur-
chased at nominal prices by farmers for chicken coops and tool sheds.
Other supplies and equipment were sold to the Utah State Agricultural
College, elementary and secondary schools, and to businessmen and
farmers throughout the state. All that remains today of Topaz is
the smokestack of a laundry boiler and a few concrete foundations.
Emptied of its human components, Topaz has been reclaimed by the
barrenness from which it emerged.

AFTERMATH

The reception given the returnees was mixed. Many of those
who returned to California were deprived of their rural homes
under an “escheat law” passed in 1943. The charge was that the pro-
perty had been purchased or leased by alien parents in the name of
citizen children and that this practice was in violation of the law.
The statute has since been repealed. In some areas (e.g., Ogden and
Layton, Utah) local officials refused to issue business licenses to per-
sons of Japanese ancestry. In all such cases where the refusals were
contested, they were overruled by the courts. A number of labor
unions declined to accept Japanese-Americans as union members.
Happily, almost all such instances of discrimination were short-lived.
In Utah, the reception given returnees was conditioned by the
attitude of the dominant Church of Jesus Christ of Latter-day Saints,
A number of the evacuees had become members of the church during
their residency at Topaz, and they were given special relocation
assistance by a Church Newcomers Committee established for the pur-
Pose early in 1945. While the chief authorities of the church (and most
sub-authorities) taught and practiced tolerance, a few local leaders
Opposed relocation. In a town in the Upper Snake River Valley, where
& number of Nisei and Issei families joined the large number already
there, a member of the local “stake presidency” took the lead in
rganizing a group opposed to the sale of real estate to Japanese.
s group brought sufficient pressure to bear on real estate agents
at in some cases where the sale of property was in process the
m‘_’“‘?y was refunded to the buyer. To counteract this form of dis-
sHmination on the part of local leaders the general authorities of the
DS, Church, on December 4, 1945, issued a policy statement pub-

li:.lsh.ed in the church-owned Deseret News decrying “these foolish pre-
ices,”
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Reports coming to this office [the editorial said] declare that in out-

lying districts these Japanese-Americans find a lack of warmth that is not

evident in the more urban communities. In some sections, protests have
been registered against lcasing land to Japanese or those of Japanese
ancestry. From another section came the report that the ranchers needed
labor this fall, and were willing to have Japanese labor imported, but
they did not want the Japancse boys and girls attending the schools
where their own children were students.

The prejudices went even farther than that, however. In one commun-

ity efforts were being made to raise money necessary to buy more books

for the library and much difficulty was being experienced in getting the

necessary funds. Finally someone thought of going to two or three Japan-

ese families to solicit them for funds, and the response of these people was

80 generous that the solicitors decided there must be something crooked

in it and reported the generous donations to the sheriff, . . .

Americans who are loyal are good Americans whether their ancestors
came from Great Britain or Japan, the Scandinavian countries or Germany.

Let us, therefore, endeavor to banish these foolish prejudices from our

natures and let us attempt to see that all good and loyal Americans are

treated as such.

Today, twenty years after the evacuation, 60 percent of the per-
sons of Japanese ancestry in the continental United States live in Cali-
fornia, compared with 75 percent in 1942. Illinois, which had only a
few hundred in 1942, has 15,000, and many other states in the East
and Midwest show similar increases. The congested “Little Tokyos”
have been dispersed, and the Japanese people have shown a greater
spirit of independence in moving out of their own circles. On the
Coast there are still some segregated churches and communities with
their own clubs and social life, but they are rare and becoming rarer.
Persons of Japanese descent have found friendliness, hospitality,
more freedom of occupation, and few hindrances to integration into
the greater American community. There is little evidence of anti-
Japanese sentiment.

Many “Japanese” today are grateful for the evacuation experience.
By uprooting them from the West Coast, it paved the way for their
residence and acceptance in the interior. Many lawyers, doctors,
business executives, and university professors now attribute their rise
out of “second-class citizenship,” at least in part, to the forced reloca-
tion from California. Bitter and bewildering as it was, the evacuation
is now sometimes referred to as a “blessing in disguise.”

Other Americans may also be grateful for the humility which this
disturbing outgrowth of war hysteria has induced. There now seems
to be general acceptance of Franklin Roosevelt's memorable aphorism
that “Americanism is not, and never was, a matter of race or ancestry.
If the memory of this protracted and unnecessary mass incarceratio?
can help us to ward off other such episodes, the physical and psycho=
logical sufferings and economic losses of our fellow citizens of Jap
anese ancestry may not have been in vain. We may even have ful*
filled the hope of John Milton:

Yea even that which mischief meant most harm

Shall in the happy trial prove most glory.
_49
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Appendix

STATISTICAL SUMMARY OF THE CENTRAL UTAH
RELOCATION CENTER

Number of persons
The residents of Topaz came from the following places:

1. Initial shipments to Topaz

Tanforan Assembly Center, San Bruno, California 7,676
Santa Anita Assembly Center, Arcadia, California 577
Fresno Assembly Center, Fresno, California 5

Total 8,258

2. Subsequent additions to the Center population

Voluntary residents admitted to the Center 43
Seasonal workers released from assembly centers 115
Direct evacuation from Hawaii 228
Transfers from Tule Lake and other relocation centers 2,069
Births 384
Parolees from Department of Justice internment camps 76
From hospitals 36
From penal institutions 3

Total 2,954

Grand total admitted to the Center 11,212

The residents of Topaz were dispersed in the following manner:
1. Departure on indefinite leave

Educational leaves 105

Armed Forces 178

“Outside” employment 2,283

Penal institutions 8

Mental institutions 18

Hospitals 16

Left to join or accompany families 714

Repatriated to Japan on September 2, 1943 18

Interned by Department of Justice 85

Total 3,420

2. Tranferred to Tule Lake Segregation Center 1,491

8. Transferred to other centers 144

4. Deaths 189
5. Transported to location of choice after exclusion order

lifted on January 2, 1945 8,018

Grand total dispersed from Center 11,212

The peak population of Topaz was reached April 1, 1943, when there were
8318 residents. The average evacuee population was as follows: 1942, 7,473
ge“SOnS; 1943, 7,936 persons; 1944, 6,812 persons; 1945 (until October 31), 4,784
ersons.

The age distribution of Topaz, as of January 30, 1943, was; 0-2 years, 358;
84 years, 222; 5-6 years, 179; 7-12 years, 651; 13-15 years, 484; 16-18 years, 708:
9-21 years, 779; 22-25 years, 781; 26-30 years, 779; 31-35 years, 358; 41-45 years,
22; 46-50 years, 475; 51-55 years, 549; 56-60 years, 499; 61-85 years, 352; 66-70
Years, 195; 86-90 years, 1.

A Source: Compiled from War Relocation Authority, The Evacuated People:
T Quantitative Description (Washington, 1946), Tables 3, 4, and 8, and from
%az Times, January 30, 1943,

—43




NOTE ON THE SOURCES

Books and Documents

The best single source on the evacuation of Japanese-Americans during World
War II is WRA: A story of human conservation, Washington, D. C., 1946, Writ-
ten by staff members of the War Relocation Authority, this is a brief but compre-
hensive and interpretive history of the activities of WRA. In giving the back-
ground of WRA activities, I have borrowed from it freely and copiously, even to
the extent of using some of its phrasing. Also published by WRA in 1946 are
the following studies which treat particular phases of its activities in greater detail;

Administrative highlights of the WRA program

Community government in war relocation centers

The evacuated peoples: A quantitative description

Impounded people — Story of life in the relocation centers

Legal and constitutional phases of the WEA program

The relocation program
Token shipments: The story of America’s war refugee shelter
Wartime exile — The exclusion of the Japanese Americans from the West
Coust
Wartime handling of evacuee property
People in motion: The postwar adjustment of the evacuated Japanese Ameri-
cans.
The Army’s role in the evacuation movement is described in Final Report. Japan-
ese evacuation from the West Coast, of the Western Defense Command, Washing-
ton, 1943. The evacuation is also reported in National defense migration, TTth
Congress 2nd session, Report of the Select Committee investigating National De-
fense Migration, House Leport 1911, Washington, 1942; and National defense
migration, 77th Congress, 2nd session, House Report 2124, Washington, 1942.
Outstanding studies of the national movement include:

Bloom, Leonard, and Ruth Riemer. Removal and return: The socio-economit
effects of the war on Japanese-Americans. Berkeley, University of California
Press, 1949.

Eaton, Allen H. Beauty behind barbed wire: The arts of the Japanese in our war
relocation camps. New York, Harper and Brothers, 1952.

Grodzins, Mortin. Americans betrayed: ‘Politics and the Japanese evacugtion
Chicago, Iil., The University of Chicago Press, 1949.

Leighton, Alexander H. The governing of men: General principles and recommen
dations based on experience at a japanese relocation camp. Princeton, N. Ju
Princeton University Press, 1945.

Lind, Andrew W. Hawaii’s Japanese. Princeton, N. J., Frinceton University Press
1946.

McWilliams, Carey. Prejudice — Japanese-Americans: Symbol of racial intoler-
ance. Boston, Mass., Little, Brown and Company, 1944.

Smith, Bradford. Americans from Japan. Philadelphia, Pa., Lippincott, 1948

The University of California Press has published three studies under the ge#
eral title Japanese American evacuation and resettlement.

Thomas, Dorothy S., and Richard S. Nishimoto. The spoilage. 1926,
Thomas, Dorothy, S., Charles Kikuchi, and James Sakoda. The salvage. 1952

tenBroek, Jacobus, Edward N. Barnhart, and Floyd Matson. Prejudice, waf,
the constitution. 1958,
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A complete documentary record of the activiies of WRA is found in the Na-
tional Archives and in the University of California Library at Berkeley. The lat-
ter, which was used by the writer, includes general manuscript histories of the
various divisions, reports, center newspapers and magazines, scrapbooks, and other
material from the general office of WRA and from each of the ten relocation cen-
ters. The material at Berkeley is catalogued in Japanese American evacuation and
resettlement: Catalog of material in the General Library, by Edward N. Barnhart,
published by the University of California Press in 1958. Some personal papers
(diaries, letters, etc.) are catalogued but are not available to the researcher.

Other material which specifically bears on the Central Utah Relocation Cen-
ter at Topaz includes:

Hardy, Douglas W. “Caucasian attitudes toward Japanese in metropolitan Salt
Lake City.,” Salt Lake City, University of Utah, M. A. thesis. 1947.

Okubo, Mine’. Citizen 13660. New York, Columbia University Press, 1946.

Peterson, Erma, and Callie O. Morley. “History of Topaz” in Milestones of Mil-
lard: A centuﬂl/ of history of Millard County, 1851-1951, by Daughters of Utah
Pioneers of Millard County. Springville, Utah, Art City Publishing Company,
1951, pp. 610-619.

Smith, Elmer R. “Japanese relocation study of Utah” (preliminary report) Uni-
versity of California Library, April 1944. (mimeo.) Berkeley.

“Welcome to Topaz.” Topaz, Utah, September, 1943. (mimeo.) (in possession

of the writer.)

Periodicals and Newspapers

A complete set of the Topaz Times (September 17, 1942 — August 31, 1945)
is available in the University of California Library at Berkeley, as are the three
numbers of Trek, an art and literary magazine published by the Topaz evacuees.
Articles from these publications, as well as from the Deseret News and Salt Lake
Tribune (Salt Lake City) and Millard County Chronicle (Delta), have been used
extensively in preparing this lecture. Many articles have been published in
national magazines dealing with the subject. Among the most useful have been:

Ballif, Ariel S. “Reactions to laborers from relocation centers.” Sociology and
Social Research 29: 40-45, September-October 1944,

Barmmhart, Edward N. “The individual exclusion of Japanese Americans in World
War I1.” Pacific Historical Review 229: 111-130. May 1960.

“Belated justice.” Christian Century, September 28, 1949, p. 1128,
“Disguised blessing.” Newsweek 52: 23, December 29, 1958.

Fisher, Galen M. “Japanese colony: Success story.” Survey Graphic 32: 41-43,
February 1943.

“Issei, Nisei, Kibei.” Fortune 29: 8 ff. April 1944.

Iwata, Masakazu., “The Japanese immigrants in California agriculture,” Agri-
cultural History 36: 25-37. January 1962.

Mclgvoy, JM. “Our 110,000 new boarders.” Readers Digest 42: 65-68. March
43,

The Pacific Citizen, various issues. Published yveekly in Salt Lake City and Los
Angeles by the Japanese American Citizens’ League.

Rostow, Fugene V. “Our worst wartime mistake.,” Harpers Magazine 191:
193-201, “September 1945.

Smith, Elmer R. “The ‘Japanese’ in Utah.” Utah Humanities Review 2: 129-
144, 208-230. April, July 1948.

Tan, Henry, “The Nisei since Pearl Harbor.” The Pacific Spectator 1: 203-213.
Spring 1947,
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TWENTY-FIFTH FACULTY HONOR LECTURE
DELIVERED AT THE UNIVERSITY
APRIL 26, 1962

A basic objective of the Faculty Association of the Utah State Uni-
versity, in the words of its constitution, is

To encourage intellectual growth and development of its members by
sponsoring and arranging for the publication of two annual faculty
lectures in the fields of (a) the biological and exact sciences, includ.i.n%
engineering, called the Annual Faculty Honor Lecture in the Natura
Sciences, and (b) the humanities and social sciences, including education
and business administration, called the Annual Faculty Honor Lecture in
the Humanities.

The administration of the University is sympathetic with these
aims and shares the cost of publishing and distributing these lectures.

Lecturers are chosen by a standing committee of the Faculty
Association. Among the factors considered by the committee in
choosing lecturers are, in the words of the constitution:

(1) creative activity in the field of the proposed lecture; (2) publication

of research through recognized channels in the fields of the propos

lecture; (8) outstanding teaching over an extended period of years; (4)

personal influence. in developing the characters of students.

Dr. Arrington was selected by the committee to deliver the Fac-
ulty Honor Lecture in the Humanities. On behalf of the members
the Association we are happy to present this paper: THE PRICE OF
PREJUDICE: THE JAPANESE-AMERICAN RELOCATION CEN-
TER IN UTAH DURING WORLD WAR II.

COMMITTEE ON FACULTY HONOR LECTURE
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