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Prologue

‘History should be made by mastering the problems and sorting evidence, not simply memorizing 600 facts…It’s better children don’t know, rather then getting it wrong.’





Dr. Desmond  Morton, socialist at McGill University Montreal

Almost 70 years ago many of thousands of ethnic minorities living in Canada were being interned because of national policy and national security, but for the survivors and those who experienced these horrible undertakings in Canada as an enemy alien, a PoW (Prisoner of War) or just as Canadian civilian it looks like it just happened yesterday. Many Canadian citizens of different origin, especially the elderly, can tell their own experiences and theories. Citizens who were born after 1945 can sum up facts about the internment camps in Canada between 1939 and 1945. One can imagine that the view of the elderly in Europe will be different from that of the Canadian people or elderly. The Second World War was mainly focused on Europe, therefore it is interesting to highlight the events and internment of thousands of Japanese-Canadians during these years on Canadian soil and its aftermath. The Japanese-Canadians were the victims of the Canadian national anxiousness during that time.

When I went to Canada to carry out my internship, I was asked to do a project which concerned the position of the Canadian government during and just after the Second World War. All Canadians of Japanese ancestry had to follow the instructions given by the local or federal authority, after the bombing of Pearl Harbor on Hawaii on December 7, 1941. When I was working on a explicit assignment I became fascinated by this subject and decided to learn more about this topic and to put it all together in an interesting document.

The intention of this thesis is not to provoke bad memories; it is just a report which describes events that happened in past. In some parts I try to underline the essence of certain things; what actually happened, what went wrong and about the positive prospects. Especially in Canada and certainly within the Japanese community there have been several (academic) studies of the duty of Japanese-Canadians during World War II, but this will be a report to confront the matter as a human reality. Most Europeans, and especially young Europeans, like Dutch students know very little, or perhaps nothing about this section of the second World War, the inhuman events which took place in Canada from 1941 until 1947 and the after effects.

Jasper Swanenberg

February, 2006
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Appendices

Introduction
In times of (World) Wars and international political conflicts there have to be certain judicial regulations and restrictions to decrease any kind of conflict. At the beginning of the twentieth century Canada introduced the ‘War Measures Act’, which forced the internment of many thousands Ukrainians during the First World War and of many thousands of Germans- and Italian-Canadians at the beginning of the second World War. About 26 internment camps were set up across Canada during the Second World War. On March 4, 1942, three months after the bombing of Pearl Harbor by the Japanese government, 22.000 Japanese-Canadians were given 24 hours to collect their luggage before being detained. Their properties were confiscated and sold. Men were separated from their families, and were sent to the coast, those who complained about the separation or violated the embargo were sent to the Prisoner of War camps in Ontario, Canada. In 1945 the Canadian administration forced the Japanese-Canadians to choose to return to Japan and lose their Canadian citizenship, or to move to eastern Canada.

In 1988, the Canadian government with Brian Mulroney as conservative Prime Minister finally, after years of negotiations, apologized for this injustice and admitted that the actions of the government were influenced by racial inequity. The government signed a redress agreement and provided an amount of compensation for those who suffered during the imprisonments.

The War Measures Act was replaced in 1988 with the Emergencies Act.

Canada is still coping for what it has done to their fellow Canadians of Japanese ancestry. Despite their race, they were still Canadian citizens, but Canada chose not to recognize them as equals just because of the war. Many believed that the internment camps were manifested out of British Columbian's hatred for the Japanese. Hopefully the generations yet to come can learn from these mistakes and ignorance, by realizing that just because something comes in a different colour or a different shape does not mean it is bad, or that it is wrong.

Canada is a country with an interesting history where multiculturalism, democracy and identity are very important values and standards. Unfortunately this has not always been the case. Although Canada helped their allies in Europe by banning the Nazi- and Fascist principles out of Europe during the Second World War, it showed an antipathy against the Canadians of Japanese ancestry in their own country.

Just after the bombing of Pearl Harbor, Canadians were terrified of what was going to happen with their country, therefore the Japanese-Canadians had to suffer from the racism that took place. They suffered from the fact that their rights were taken away from them, therefore they lost a piece of their own identity. 

The Japanese-Canadians, especially the ones who were born and raised in Canada, were well known for their loyalty towards the Canadian state; thousands of Japanese-Canadians followed the orders of the government, especially during the 1940’s. The Japanese prisoners in Canada unlike Prisoners of War who were protected by the Geneva Convention had to pay for their own internment. In the camps they were watched and restricted and mail was censored. Four years after the war was over, all governmental restrictions were lifted and the Japanese-Canadians were given full citizenship rights. They had been given the right to vote again and the right to move back to the west coast. But with no home for them to come back to, the Japanese Canadian community in British Columbia was destroyed. It was until 1988 that they fought for justice. In that year they received a formal apology and financial compensation.

The Japanese-Canadians fought for the recovery of their identity, and wanted to stop the racial discrimination which was still an important issue for them, as well as for the Canadian society.

Canada has learned from its past, from the injustices against the Japanese-Canadian community. Definitions as ‘racism’, ‘identity’, ‘democracy’ and ‘loyalty’ had different meanings at that time. The moral aspects of that time are not comparable with the ethics people have in a western constitutional state like Canada, these days. 

The research method I used is quite simple, although the subject is the contrary. During my internship in Canada I became quite fascinated by the subject and started to collect as much material as possible. In this case books, informative websites, interesting contacts and articles. I designed a paper with the first version of my research together with a time schedule. Back in Holland I started to do my research with information that was in my opinion, informative and essential related to the topic. After months of reading, writing, and having informative meetings with several people, I wrote this final version. 

‘What was Canada's role considering the internment policy during the second Word War and what did this policy, with all its events, mean for the Japanese community until today?’

· What was Canada's political position during and after the Second World War?

· How did Canada cope with enemy aliens of Japanese ancestry?

· Where and how were people of Japanese origin interned?

· What happened in the years after the war?

· What was the role of the National Association for Japanese-Canadians and the role of the Canadian government before and during the redress period? 

· How do (did) other communities react upon current policy towards the internments racial exclusion in the past?

This research is divided in six chapters; each sub question will be explained in one chapter, here in chronological order. The first sub question will be the subject of the first chapter, the second question in chapter two, and so on.

Ch. 1 Canada and the Second World War 1939 - 1945

1.1 The political connection and ties with the UK

The Commonwealth is a free association of states (Declaration Common Wealth Principles, 1971, Para. 1 to 4) one of the world's strongest voluntary international groupings. Today, it is an association of 53 countries representing 1.8 billion citizens, or about 30 percent of the world's population.

The Commonwealth of Nations stands for the alliance between sovereign nations, in most cases the United Kingdom, and its former colonies, here Canada.

The title Commonwealth of Nations is an abbreviation from the Latin ‘res publica’ (Res Publica, 2006, Wikipedia) which stands for ‘republic’. Members agreed that the British monarch should be “the symbol of the free association of member nations and as such Head of the Commonwealth” (Department of Foreign affairs and International trade Canada, 2006, A Commonwealth overview), regardless of whether a member country retained the British monarch as its head of state. 14 of the 53 members which are part of the Commonwealth do have the same head of state as their former colonial ruler. Queen Elizabeth II is still active as the head of state of Canada. Because she is not an official resident, a Governor-General carries the official political duties throughout the year.

In 1931 Canada, Australia and New Zealand were given total political autonomy within the British Empire by the Statute of Westminster (Statute of Westminster 1931, 2005, Wikipedia). After WWII it became easier for the majority of the colonies of the British Empire to become more independent within the Empire and so became members of the Commonwealth of Nations.

In 1971 the Commonwealth Declaration (Commonwealth Secretariat, 2006, Singapore Declaration of Commonwealth Principles 1971) was established, which meant that the British crown stands apart from political and economical relations, had no constitutional meaning and can act only as binding factor and symbol of the collaboration of the Anglophone Nations. When the United Kingdom entered the European Community, many non-EC-members within the Commonwealth received a special treatment in their trade and business relations with the EC comparing with other non European countries.

Four important issues within the declaration were:

1. The assurance of international peace and the order in support of the United Nations

2. The promotion of representative institutions and guarantees for personal freedom under the law

3. The recognition of racial equality and the need to combat racial discrimination and racial oppression

4. To be dedicated to lessening the disparities of wealth in societies

The Commonwealth has attained a high level of authority because of its supportive attitude to members’ needs. To face specific or common challenges e.g. discrimination in Canada, or the fight against terrorism worldwide. Any consensus reached within this diverse group has an excellent chance of winning support more widely in other organizations and countries.

When Canada established an official agreement with the Japanese community, it also played a key role in the Commonwealth’s efforts to peacefully dismantle ‘apartheid’ in South Africa, which was in 1987. Possibly the Canadian nation wanted to show the rest of the world that it was able to establish political solutions and changes for the (inter-)national problems caused by racism and discrimination.

In 1991 The Declaration was re-established and named after the place where it was signed by the leaders of the Commonwealth; the Harare Declaration (Commonwealth Foundation, 2006, Culture and Diversity Program).

The greatest strength of the Commonwealth is its rich cultural diversity; the Commonwealth Foundation strives to encourage understanding of and respect for different cultures.

Canada’s principle constitution was established in 1867: British North America Act of 1867. This act established at the ‘Dominion of Canada’. In general Canada was quite independent in its policies although the British parliament had great influences in Canada’s government. Every change in the constitution had to be approved by London. It was just in 1981 that this changed by the approval of the British parliament by the Canada Act of 1982 (Canada Act 1982, 2006, Wikipedia). This act gave Canada full autonomy and totally independence. An important change in the constitution of 1982 was the supplementation (Constitution of Canada, 2006, Wikipedia) of the ‘Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms’, a document which enabled and assured the rights and freedoms of all Canadians.

The Canadian parliament is divided in the House of Commons and a Senate. The Senate does not consist, in contrary to the United Kingdom, of ‘Lords’, because Canada is not familiar with any form of nobility. Members of the House of Commons are elected via a district, with one member per district, which is called a ‘Riding’. The candidate with the majority of votes will become a member of parliament. Members of the Senate will be appointed by the Prime Minister. A negative aspect of this system is that the Prime Minister is able to appoint many ‘political friends’ which makes it a bit controversial. Many times people have protested against it, still without any improvements.

The provinces are led by a premier who leads a provincial cabinet. As on federal level, the largest political party is able to govern the province. Like the Governor-General on federal level, the Lieutenant-Governor presents the crown in each province. Education, social security and infrastructure are departments to where each province can decide its own policy. Quebec has a special status within the Canadian nation; it is the only French speaking province in the country.

The unity of Canada is very often a point of discussion, especially the treatment and position of Quebec is a remarkable matter of dispute. Via provincial referenda in 1980 and 1995 (ICFI, 1999, Federal government to change rules on Quebec secession ) was the question to secede Quebec from Canada whether or not. Probably this will happen in the future.

1.2 World War II (1939-1945)
After Germany invaded Poland on September 1st, 1939 it was soon clear this event was the initiation of the Second World War. The United Kingdom and France declared war on Germany two days later. Together they were forced to work as one to get Germany to a stop with his superior ideas of discriminating certain minorities, using genocide and destroying complete European cities. 

Canadian Prime Minister William Lyon Mackenzie King organized a special session in parliament to discuss this whole issue and to vote on the question whether Canada had to participate in the war. On September 10 1939 Canada was at war with Germany. But Mackenzie King wanted to keep Canada’s role within this war as limited as possible. More than half of the Canadians had no ties with Great Britain; Canada was reassessing its colonial obligations. (CBC, 2001, Canada goes to war) The Allies got help from all over the world. As Hitler and his Germany battered Britain during the summer of 1940 it was clear that Canada automatically had to join this war as well. In the beginning Canada changed its policy by shifting more in the direction of the south neighbor the United States than the mother country. It was on August 17, 1940 where President Roosevelt and Prime Minister Mackenzie King met to discuss the alarming events happening in Europe at that time (CBC, 2001, U.S courts its neighbor).
President Roosevelt wanted to secure his northern flank and support the Allies while keeping the illusion of neutrality. In this case Canada could act as a perfect agent between the United States and the rest of the world. Mackenzie King was afraid that if England would fall, Canada would become the next object of Germany to be invaded. During this get-together King argued that Canada as well as The United States would be easy targets to be invaded their shores; therefore a total defense of the two nations was becoming the most important obligation. Roosevelt and Mackenzie King signed an agreement which was called the ‘Ogdensburg Agreement’ (Canada and the world: a history, 2002, Dep. Of foreign affairs and int. trade Canada). This agreement established a permanent board which was responsible for the joint defense of the two nations. Prime Minister Mackenzie King signed this agreement without consulting his cabinet or even the crown in London. This occasion was for Canada the beginning of a more independent nation, which seemed to easily operate by itself. With this agreement Great Britain could not longer guarantee the security of Canada. It was obvious that Canada chose to be more independent from its former ruler Great Britain, by strengthening the relation with the Unites States.

At first Prime Minister Mackenzie King planned to limit Canada's role in the war. Canadians were tired after years of economic depression and they still remembered the horrors of the First World War.(CBC, 2001, Dodging a political bullet) After Hitler’s Blitzkrieg  it would be inhumane from Canada to just take notice of what all was happening in the Western part of Europe. The Axis powers - Germany, Italy and Japan - seemed unpredictably inevitable (Canada and the world: a history, 2002, Dep. Of foreign affairs and int. trade Canada), but by the end of 1940, two hundred thousand Canadians had volunteered to fight in Europe. The Prime Minister commanded factories to begin a twenty-four hour day, seven-day a week production of war supplies. 


1.3 War Measures Act
The War Measures Act was constituted in 1914 (War Measures Act, 2006, Wikipedia) and was a blueprint of the British Defense of the Realm Act (DORA) which was passed in August 1914 (Defense of the Realm Act, 2006, Wikipedia). The War Measures Act was a Canadian statute that allowed the Canadian government to use its authority when the country was in need and to do everything that seemed necessary for the security, defense, peace, order and welfare of Canada. It could be used when the government thought that Canada was about to be invaded, or war to be declared, in order to mobilize all segments of society to support the war effort. It also gave the federal government sweeping emergency powers that allowed the Cabinet to administer the war effort without accountability of the parliament, and without regard to existing legislation. An Order in Council was needed to put this Act into practice. This meant that the cabinet decided when to revoke this act, of course this was only during times of crisis, without consulting the parliament. 

At the time the War Measures Act was in charge, citizens could be arrested and imprisoned without having a trial or a stated explanation, all kinds of media could be censored, one could be deported without trial or legal charge, and the government was able to confiscate and control all properties that were a threat for the nation. It is debatable, in this case, whether one can argue that the way the Canadian government treated the Japanese community can be seen as psychological torture. Fortunately real martial law, by punishing the Japanese-Canadians physically was out of order.

The act obligated ‘enemy aliens’ to register with the government and was used for the first time against the Ukrainian Canadians, Germans and Slavs during WW I. The second occasion the War Measures Act was used for the internment of Canadians of Japanese ancestry during WW II. 

The act became law in 1914, the year WW I began. It was established until the day it was replaced by the Emergencies Act in 1988. It was brought into play for three times. (War Measures Act, 2006, Wikipedia) 
1.3.1 War Measures Act during World War I (1914-1918)
People were required to register themselves and in a few cases one had to be interned in the internment camps for enemy aliens. More than 80,000 Canadians who were of Austrian-Hungarian origin had to be detained. Twenty-four so called ‘internment camps’ (Shangaan Webservices Inc, 1998-2000, Concentration Camps in BC and Canada) were established across Canada. The camps were housing enemy aliens who did not follow the regulations or who were of a serious threat for national security. People who failed to register, failed to report monthly, the ones who wrote to relatives in Austria for instance, acted in a very ‘suspicious’ manner, being ‘undesirable’, or being ‘indigent’ (poor and unemployed) had a great chance to be interned, and therefore 8,579 Canadians (Shangaan Webservices Inc, 1998-2000, Internment camps in British Columbia) were being captured and interned between 1914 and 1920. During this war period the Canadian government took possession of all belongings of the Ukrainian and Austrian-Hungarian immigrants. Many of them were being physically abused by the guards and over a hundred internees died in the camps. Many of the prisoners were forced to work on maintaining the camps. 
1.3.2 War Measures Act during World War II (1939-1945)
At the beginning of the war, many camps were set up across Canada and the War Measures Act was again taken into use. In 1940 the government passed an Order in Council that defined enemy aliens as ‘…all persons of German or Italian racial origin who had become naturalized British subjects since September 1, 1922’ (Shangaan Webservices Inc, 1998-2000, Internment camps in British Columbia). Members or supporters of the Communist Party were forced to report the government on a monthly basis. Canada interned approximately 500 Italians and over 100 Communists (Shangaan Webservices Inc, 1998-2000, Internment camps in British Columbia).

Prime Minister Churchill of Great Britain had sent many Jews, who were refugees from the holocaust, to Canada because he suspected that many of them might have been spies. 711 Jews were interned in New Brunswick (Shangaan Webservices Inc, 1998-2000, Internment camps in British Columbia). 

The government voted for another Order in Council after Pearl Harbor (USA) was bombed in December 1941 by the Japanese Empire, this Order sanctioned the exclusion of the Japanese-Canadians within a 100-mile radius of the west coast of Canada (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.1). All 22,000 Japanese-Canadians had 24 hours to pack a few belongings before they were being interned (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.1).

Many citizens thought that it were only temporarily measures, the Canadians remained calm.

The reaction of the parliament, especially of the opposition was relatively cool, however when time passed by during the war, this changed. Because of the war, there was little the opposition could do. Every decision or amendment made by the parliament was swept away by the cabinet, because it was in the good interest of the security of the country in their opinion.

At first all Canadians of Japanese ancestry were send to a temporary facility at Hastings Park (Taylor, 2004 p.35) in Vancouver. Women, children and older people had to go to the Interior. Others were enforced to go to the so called ‘Road camps’ (Taylor, 2004, p.55). On the ‘self-supporting camps’ (Taylor, 2004, p.99) the internees paid to rent farms in a less suspicious environment, still they were seen as enemy aliens. Men who complained were sent to the ‘Prisoner of War’(Taylor, 2004, p.45) camps in Ontario. Property, belongings and money of these Japanese-Canadians were taken by the government and sold. The amount of money the government received was used to pay for their internments, which the internees did not know. At the end of the war in 1945, a new policy was established by the government, which forced the Japanese-Canadians to return to Japan and therefore lose their Canadian citizenship or to move to eastern Canada (Miki and Kobayashi, 1991, p.49).
1.4 Enemy aliens
As WW II started and Canada entered the war in 1939, enemy aliens such as German-Canadian or Italian-Canadian soldiers and other saboteurs of German and Italian ancestry captured by the allies, were being shipped to the United States and Canada to be imprisoned in the so called ‘Prisoner of War camps’. 

After the bombing of Pearl Harbor, Canadians of Japanese ancestry were the most important enemy aliens for the Canadian government: they were the biggest group of enemy aliens during that time. Canada and the United States were afraid for more attacks. The first reason was the size of the group of Japanese enemy aliens who were strongly represented at the west coast. Secondly because Canada and the United States were not far situated from Japan, and therefore an easy target for the empire. 

In Canada anti-Semitism was growing, even long before the war. Desperate Jews turned to Canada for help and shelter as they struggled to escape from the horrors of Nazi Germany.

Ch. 2 Canadian government in action after the bombing on Pearl Harbor 1941-1945
2.1 Bombing of Pearl Harbor and its aftermath
As many people do not believe or even reject that the bombing of Pearl Harbor was not quite unexpected as one thought it was. Similar to the terrorists attack on September 11, 2001 in New York, Japanese strikes were massive and enormous. The impact had disastrous consequences for the national- and international community. Canada was the first of the allies that declared war on Japan, which was on December 8, 1942, a day after bombing The United States.

Very soon, all the 1200 fishing boats, which were of Japanese-Canadian property, were ordered to return to the harbor immediately. A small number of Japanese-Canadians were taken into custody as enemy aliens. Most of these people figured on Royal Canadian Mounted Police (RCMP) lists as potentially subversive because of openly support of the Japanese regime, although that they were innocent still has to be proven. Most of these men were inoffensive.

As a result of the events mentioned above, Prime Minister Mackenzie King declared that all Japanese nationals would in principle be treated in the same manner as nationals of Germany and Italy (Taylor, 2004, p.9). On December 9, 1942 Mackenzie King stated that all Japanese Nationals as well as those naturalized after 1922 would be required to report to the RCMP and to sign the undertaking which was essential for all enemy aliens. At that time there were about 22,000 Japanese-Canadians in British Columbia (Taylor, 2004, p.9).
In the beginning all Japanese-Canadians were taking the first phase of this war quite calmly, despite all the undertakings against them. ‘We will just go on with our daily lives as usual’ was probably the spirit that every Japanese-Canadian had in mind. Not everyone was calm; many political figures, as W. Churchill, expressed their confidence that in declaring war on the United States, Japan had embarked on a trail that would inevitably lead to defeat. When Japan was fighting in the far East and winning almost all the battles, many people at the west coast of North America reacted to these events with paranoia. One was terrified that the northern part of America was the next step for Japan to invade. Canadians considered it too likely that the Japanese might launch air strikes from the carriers in the Pacific. The distance that Japan crossed to bomb Pearl Harbor, Hawaii, was only 3300 miles away. The city of Vancouver is just 4200 miles at distance from the target (Taylor, 2004 p.10).

Because of governmental influences the Canadian public was assured that there were ‘Japs’ behind the lines providing the enemy with vital information. ‘Once a Jap, always a Jap’, was a saying parrot by extremist journalists and politicians (Taylor, 2004, p.10). Of course this fed the view of the Japanese-Canadian community as a potential fifth column. 
Japanese-Canadian fishermen were forced to sail their boats under escort to New Westminster; overthere the boats were impounded, unluckily many were damaged. Many Japanese already had lost their jobs immediately, those who had small businesses were beginning to lose their customers, but it did not take long before also those Japanese-Canadians were unemployed. Especially the older Japanese-Canadians in Canada gathered together with their families to eat the traditional meals, and they must have wondered like many immigrants, whether the choice they had made so long ago had been the right one. They had left Japan that was poor and under developed but was now a great power in fact capable of sweeping all before it. Some never left Japan, those who immigrated to the US or Canada went back for family occasions and stayed as long as possible for the duration of the war.

A very important event was the fall of Hong Kong during Christmas 1941. Many Canadian and American soldiers were serving their nation to keep this British colony out of the hands of their enemy. Unfortunately this battle had to be given away. This all served to intensify of people’s fear and suspicion. Earlier, in September 1941 The United Kingdom had asked Canada (Taylor, 2004, p.11) to contribute troops for the defense of Hong Kong.

2.2 Uprooting the crowd
A few days after the bombing on Pearl Harbor (December 12 1941) the Canadian government was afraid for other Japanese attacks, and so they introduced a few restrictions mentioned for the Japanese-Canadians* in Canada to protect their nation and security. Japanese newspapers were closed down, and the many fishing boats, especially at the west coast near Vancouver, were impounded, which put more than 1800 Japanese-Canadians out of work.

The overall majority of the Canadians found these actions taken against the Japanese a way of hysteria, but unfortunately many of them were afraid for their own safety. This over-reaction reminded the Canadian government that they were after all, Canadian citizens.

The overall Japanese population, who were born and raised in Canada were loyal to their country and demanded that the government would recognize their civil rights and liberties. Many Japanese thought it were just ‘silly’ rumors that they might be expelled from British Columbia, the most western province of Canada. Unluckily this was not what actually happened. Certainly many people were not prepared for the liberal government’s decisions following on these restrictions.

2.3 First signs of tragedy
On January 14 1942, the government passed Order-in-Council PC 365, which subscribed the area 100 miles inland from the west coast as ‘protected area’ (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.37). 

This meant that all male Japanese nationals in the age of 18 until 45 had to be moved from this zone and had been taken to road camps in the area of Jasper, BC. When the government pronounced this new order, they convinced the Japanese-Canadians as well as the native citizens that PC 365 was only temporary of security measures and that there was no need to fear any outside attack.
Minister of Justice, Louis St.Laurent, designed a letter (Miki and Kobayashi, 1991, p. 23) which he wrote on February 7 1942, to all male Japanese-Canadians with the order to:
· Leave the protected areas in British Columbia, which they had to do so before April 1st 1942.

· No enemy-alien shall re-enter, leave, nor return to this area after given date (except with permission of the Royal Canadian Mountaineer Police Force)

· No possessions, cameras, radios, transmitters, radio receiving sets, firearms, ammunition and explosives were permitted

Two weeks later the government of Mackenzie King designed a new Order-In-Council: PC 1486.
This Order authorized the removal of all ‘persons of Japanese racial origin’ and command the RCMP to search without any warrant, enforcing a dusk-to-dawn curfew and to confiscate cars, radios, cameras and firearms; practical all ‘mobile’ possessions.

Back then, making a difference between black and white was quite normal. People issued habits of discrimination, unfortunately no-one was able to make a difference, and the ones who were able to do so, used their elite-power to extend their visions. Nowadays discrimination or cruel immoral behavior will be punished immediately.

A day after the government received an agreement about the new order, many Japanese-Canadians were feeling threatened and their lives became worthless. They were judged on their race and origin and not on citizenship or country of birth.

* The term ‘Japanese-Canadian’ refers to a person or persons of Japanese ancestry resident in Canada, including both citizens and aliens. The immigrant generation, including both Japanese nationals and naturalized Canadian citizens, is called Issei, from the Japanese for ‘first’ (ichi) and ‘generation’ (sei). The Canadian-born generation is called Nisei, from the Japanese for ‘second’ (ni) and ‘generation’ (sei) (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.1).
It is hard to understand that the War Measures Act legalized the government action, taken during wartime. These decisions were based on racist perception and not necessarily by military standards for national security. The title ´enemy alien´ made Japanese-Canadians outcasts in their own country.

On March 4, 1942 the Canadian government established the ‘BC security Commission’ (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.53-54). This was a civilian body which was responsible to carry out the systematic expulsion of ‘all persons of Japanese racial origin’. This also meant that all Japanese belongings and properties were hold ‘in trust’ by the ‘Custodian of Enemy Properties’.

When the uprooting began, a dusk-to-dawn curfew was imposed on all Japanese-Canadians. Hereby it was possible for RCMP-officers to enter Japanese households at all times, day or night and searching without any warrant.

Japanese-Canadians living at the west coast were rounded up and brought to Vancouver from the costal towns; they had only 24 hours to vacate their homes. Probably chaos, terror and disbelief infected the whole community as families were split apart and men were brought to the so called road camps.

2.4 The First Japanese in Canada
It was only in 1866 that the first Japanese people were able to leave their country. Until then no Japanese had been allowed to leave Japan, just as no foreigners were allowed to enter Japan. After the Meiji-restoration, this changed and before long, Japanese were crossing the Pacific to settle in North-America.

In 1877, Manzo Nagano (JCA, 2005, NAJC, Early history) was the first pioneer who tried to cross the ocean to start a new life in Canada.  Although it was not planned to go to Canada he stayed after he settled down. The purpose was to go to the USA. Instead he ended up to be in Victoria where he became quite a merchant. During the years 1895 – 1910 an increasing number of Japanese citizens went to Canada. It was not because of the poor conditions in Japan that they were forced to life elsewhere. Japan, at that time, had a real flourishing economy. It had literally closed its doors for more than 300 years for all kinds of immigrants. Because of the many Americans who went to Japan, the empire was forced to play a more important role on the international scene. Japan became more aware of what was happening at the outside, therefore people became curious, and so chose to go to e.g. North America or Europe. People of Asian ancestry immigrated to North America because of poor circumstances in own country. Many people had to cope with persecution by the Japanese government, although there are no trustable sources to rely on.
Because of vital economic conditions in Canada and the USA, important railways were being built to stimulate the economy. Labour was needed, and so many people from the orient were coming over to participate. The British-Columbian economy was very dependent on forest industry. Many Japanese and Chinese people were attracted by the possibilities and when the first group of immigrants settled down, they invited their relatives, who were still living in South-East Asia, to come over.

The first immigrants were mainly single men, often fisherman or peasants. The first Japanese woman arrived in 1887 (JCA, 2005, NAJC, Early history) in 1889 she give birth to a son, who was the first child of Japanese origin to be born in Canada. And so he was the first Japanese-Canadian of the second generation, the so called ‘Nisei’. The first immigrants were called ‘Issei’, Japanese term for ‘one’. As mentioned earlier, those who were born in their ‘new’ country were called ‘Nisei’ – ‘two’.

Early immigrants became fishermen, farmers or lumbermen. They settled in many different areas of British Columbia. Japanese-Canadians were often to be found in the surrounding area of places of some strategic importance; harbors, railway junctions or bridges.

The influx of fishermen alarmed both the white and the Indians, who saw the hardworking Japanese-Canadians as undesirable competition. The government saw that Japanese-Canadians began to move into other occupations. Japanese expertise could be used e.g. for gardening, to build boats in the fishing communities and in the cleaning industry. At that time the Japanese community expanded extremely, that meant an increase of demand of high educated Japanese such as doctors and dentists. In 1938 the ‘The New Canadian’ was already the fourth newspaper for Japanese living in Canada, unlike the other three, this newspaper was in English. The other three; ‘Canadian Shimpo’ (founded in 1906), ‘Tairiku’ and ‘Minshu’ were only in Japanese.

2.5 Troubles and distrustful people
Halford Wilson, a prominent city councilor in Vancouver and virulent critic of the Japanese-Canadians, was very suspicious about the schools; they were not instrumental in calculating Japanese propaganda but were also to damage the children’s health by imposing an undesirable long school day 70% of Japanese-Canadian children attended. One can conclude that even in a western society as Canada, the Japanese were strongly motivated.
The Japanese-Canadian community grew in numbers and began to develop various institutions that aroused considerable hostility in British Columbia. The majority of immigrants in BC came from the Pacific and were mostly from Chinese, Indian or Japanese ancestry. During the war between Canada en Japan, members of the parliament in Ottawa referred to the warnings that they had given in the past; to limit the number of Japanese immigrants.

This question and issue had arisen at the beginning of the century when Britain had negotiated an agreement with Japan that allowed the Japanese the right of entry as immigrants. It was likely to be of little importance for Britain itself, but had broader implications for both Canada and Australia, to which British law then applied. The Australian parliament reacted by passing an opting-out clause that enabled them to prohibit any immigration from Japan. The members of parliament in British Columbia had urged the Canadian government to do likewise but the latter had refused to do so – 1907 was a year with an influx of 7000 immigrants from Japan.

It was Prime Minister Mackenzie King who, as young public servant, was sent by the government to deal with the matter and act as a mediator. In 1896 there were 1000 immigrants in BC of Japanese origin, 1908 there were already more than 12.000.

The response of the government of this increase was negotiating an informal understanding with Japan according to which no more than 500 immigrants would be allowed to enter Canada in any single year. This restriction applied only for males so not their spouses; this was a loophole for the influx of the ‘picture brides’ (Taylor, 2004, p.13). These were Japanese women living in Japan who moved to Canada for a better future by choosing their Japanese husbands from a picture.

The Japanese who came and entered Canada after the restrictions did not receive a warm welcome; they had to cope with many forms of discrimination, official and unofficial. They had no right to vote and no rights to practice certain occupations. Two sectors which were highly prohibited for them were law and pharmacy. The Issei were quite anxious to preserve their Japanese heritage to pass on to their children so they tended to stick together and form little groups. The Nisei wanted to be part of Canadian life but Japanese-Canadians had enjoyed fairly amicable relations with Chinese immigrants. Many of whom lived in the same areas and suffered from similar types of discrimination. They emphasized their separate identity to those for whom all Asians looked the same. 
The distinction between the Issei and Nisei was very important. In 1941 about 13.600 of the Nisei made great efforts to be like other Canadians and to participate in ordinary everyday life. Many did not read and spoke little Japanese, they were sometimes even hostile to the traditions that their parents cherished. Compared to their parents, this group fought for the right to vote. In the Issei community, many spoke little English and lived in virtual ghettos. This was not unnaturally; they retained sentimental memories of the land from which they had come from and where they still had many relations. They tended to react to discrimination by being submissive and giving as little cause for offense as possible. In this case one can speak of integration problems.

British Columbia refused to allow its Japanese-Canadian citizens to register as voters and since the same list was used for the federal elections the right to vote was taken from them.

There was only one exception; in 1931, BC legislature agreed by one vote to grant the franchise of the small group of Japanese Canadian veterans who had served during World War I; 196 Japanese fought for Canada from which 54 died. But this was decided only 13 years after the First World War ended. They were also granted commercial fishing rights. In 1936 a delegation of the Japanese-Canadian-Citizens-League (JCCL) went to Ottawa to ask for the vote. Unfortunately they returned empty-handed, with only one result; the east coast had struck them less forbidding then they had previously imagined.

Those born in Canada of Japanese parents were likely to have less or no sympathy for a country (Japan) that most never had seen. But if they had less sympathy for Japan they expected more from Canada than their parents did. Canada seemed prepared to treat them as enemy aliens; they were indignant and less submissive. The older generation on the other hand was used to discrimination and showed little tendency of rebel. They had learned over those long years that it was hopeless to oppose the authorities.

The year 1942 was an important year were the Japanese-Canadians felt under attack and with barely any leadership to fight their cause with. All Japanese newspapers were banned except ‘the New Canadian’ because this was the only newspaper in English. It was the only organ for expressing the community’s fears and hopes, although many people of Japanese origin could not read. In its edition shortly after the bombing of Pearl Harbor it stressed that; ‘This tragic conflict must not destroy our hopes and aspiration to walk with honor and with dignity and with equality as Canadians among all Canadians’ (Taylor, 2004, p.20). 
2.6 Government in action
Ian Mackenzie played a major role in government’s dealing with the Japanese-Canadians.

Mackenzie, born in Scotland and emigrated in 1914 (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.16-17). He had, in the opinion of many opponents of the government’s internment policy, quite a racist attitude towards Asians. Until 1941 Mackenzie had endorsed every anti-Asian proposal raised in the Legislative Assembly, in Parliament and in cabinet (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.17). On January 9, 1942 an important conference was held about the Japanese-Canadian issue.

It was Hugh Keenleyside who opened the Canadian legation in Tokyo and lived there for many years. He thought it was no good reason to intern the Japanese-Canadians and to do so would be contrary to Canadian and allied professions of justice and humanity. This reflected already what was discussed between Canada, Great Britain and the United States.

The chiefs of Staff of every allied-country gathered together to discuss the overall situation. It was also on a more practical level, pointed out that harsh treatment meted out in Canada might lead to retaliation by the Japanese against the Canadian prisoners captured in Hong Kong.

The admiral who was representing the NAVY thought that any possible threat had been averted by confiscating the Japanese-Canadian fishing-boats; the RCMP-officer who was present on that meeting already reported that the small number of hardliners who might be expected to cause trouble had already been interned. As far as these ‘experts’ were concerned no further action was necessary (Dept. Of Labour, 2006, file RG27, vol. 655, Public Archives of Canada).

Major General Pope, vice-chief of the General Staff, was distressed about the meeting. In his memoirs, he wrote many years later, he said: ‘The BC-delegates spoke of the Japanese-Canadians as Nazis would have spoken of Jewish Germans’ (Taylor, 2004, the government in action, p.22). His misgivings were increased when one of the politicians told him in private that for years his people (BC-people) had been hoping that war with Japan would come so that they could clear themselves from the Japanese-Canadians. It seemed that they might be prevented from benefiting from this heaven-sent-opportunity.

A confidential report on the conference noted that it was immediately evident that there was a marked difference of opinion between the standing committee from British Columbia and the Ottawa officials.

Since the officials were in the majority – only six out of the 25 members represented BC- it was their recommendations that the report contained.

The report included:

· Nisei be allowed to enlist in the services, this was immediately vetoed by Mackenzie King

· Faced with the problem of what to do with those men who were enemy aliens the report proposed that a civilian work corps be set up to make use of them as laborers

· Those among the naturalized Japanese-Canadians who were anxious to contribute to the war effort could also be included in such a corps

· It stressed the need to encourage the general population to adopt a calm and reasonable attitude toward the Japanese-Canadians and urged that any attempts to damage the latter’s property should be strictly punished.

· Proposal rejected the BC-delegates’ proposal that all male Japanese-Canadians should be interned.

Unfortunately once the conference was over and the MP’s from BC returned to Ottawa, they exerted pressure on Mackenzie King and his liberal government to reverse this policy. The result was that the MP’s had won this debate.

A possible fear of the Canadian government was that in contrary Japan held out 2000 Canadian Prisoners of War, who were fighting for Hong Kong. Any unfair treatment of the Japanese-Canadians might well provoke disciplinary measures against these civilians. A bad treatment of the Canadian soldiers would lead towards a bad treatment of the Japanese community in Canada, though there is no official proof.

Moreover, discrimination based on race would only serve to restore the propaganda with which the Japanese were attempting to persuade the Indians and Indonesians to rise up against their former colonial rulers.

By excluding all Japanese-Canadians, Canadian or British subjects of Japanese origin and giving up their work, homes, businesses, leaving the costal area to live closer to the west would give Japanese propaganda possible an enormous improvement and any steps taken against the Japanese-Canadians should be directed at them as enemy aliens rather then as Japanese.

A week after a great conference, the Canadian government passed an order-in-council, which enabled the Ministry of  Justice to declare an area of Canada as ‘protected area’, and so this was the west coast, that all or any enemy alien could be required to leave. This action did not single out the Japanese-Canadian as such and was therefore more in accordance with international law. Finally it was announced that all males of Japanese nationality had to leave this area by April 1st, 1942 (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.47).

One of the places where they were sent to, were the work camps which were set up to build roads in isolated areas of the province.

Much earlier, when Japan pronounced his alliance with Germany in September 1940, the Canadian government reacted that all Canadians of Japanese origin had to be registered and required to carry an ID-card at all times (Miki and Kobayashi, 1991, p.16). This made it much easier for the authorities to track them down if necessary and to insist on the ruling that all Japanese-Canadian males who were enemy aliens had to leave the area. Small number of German and Italian nationals were also forced to leave the costal zone.

Legislation was passed that disadvantaged the Japanese-Canadian fishermen of the rights to fish for the duration of the war; this put a great damage on the Japanese welfare society, since most of the men were involved and were too proud to accept an unemployment insurance from the government.

Many Japanese-Canadians in BC were afraid and still hoped that the government would make a distinction between those who were Japanese nationals, and thus enemy aliens, and those who were citizens by birth or naturalization.

The actions taken by the government were carried out under the support of the War Measures Act. This act gave the government a great deal of power to do what it thought best in the interests of the national security. The government had not done nearly enough as far as the members from BC were concerned. Many people in BC expressed a complete lack of faith in the allegiance of the Japanese-Canadian community which they viewed as a likely source of fifth columnists.

Howard Green, who was a member of the conservative party for Vancouver-south and the future Minister of External Affairs, argued on 29 January: ‘our coastal cities and hamlets will be bombed’ (Taylor, 2004, p.25). He quoted an article from the Tokyo’s leading newspaper the ‘Japan Times’ which envisaged the possibility of Japan’s armed forces landing upon American continents.

He feared the 1800 Japanese-Canadian fishermen who had to give up their boats and been allowed to go home and were still at large scale in BC. The fact that these men were still not detained was because, in his vision, a signal of the government’s failure to take the threat of invasion seriously.

Due to a strategic miscalculation, by the Chiefs of Staff, Canadian soldiers have already been captured by Japanese troops.

At this point Green received support from the military leaders; General Alexander in British Columbia and General de Witt in California. Both were infamous for their hostility towards the local Japanese. It was obvious that they disagreed with the views of their superiors. Any increase in the forces allotted to the West coast would, of course, increase their authority. For Howard Green the best solution would be to move all the Japanese-Canadians to another province.

Citizens of Saanich and Kelowna in BC introduced two petitions and expressed their sentiments (Taylor, 2004, p.26). Both were known as most unsympathetic towards the Japanese-Canadian protesting against their presence. Many activists and resolutions were sent to Ian Mackenzie. The majority of these activists were from organizations ranking from the ‘Vancouver Board of Trade’ to ‘Sons of England Benefit Society’. All these organizations wished to see the whole Japanese-Canadian community evacuated from the coastal area and most of them also expressed the hope that they would all be deported to Japan at the end of the war. Some even kept quite controversial ‘solutions’; the West Burnaby Liberal Association suggested in early February that the government should study how the Japanese were treating the Canadian and British prisoners in South-East Asia and should mete out like treatment to the Japanese-Canadians.

It is hard to know how flat these views represented widespread public opinion. No doubt that many who opposed them felt frightened to speak out in case they were accused of being unpatriotic. As so often a small but vocal minority managed to exert a far greater influence than their numbers justified.

But there is no doubt that the BC-members of parliament were forced to put some pressure to convince the government to take more severe action.

Many seemed to believe in the likelihood of a Japanese attack on BC. There was also some fear that some ‘white’ people were capable of committing crimes against the Japanese-Canadians or sabotage. This was a conclusion of the Standing Committee on Orientals (SCO), which had been set-up in October 1940 under chairmanship of Keenlyside (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.15). According to the report (December 1940) all witnesses it had called, whether they were sympathetic or not towards the Japanese-Canadians, had agreed that real danger was violence on the part of the white community.

To make it all worse, aggression towards the Japanese-Canadians was enforced in days after Pearl Harbor by all sorts of rumours about their recklessness and how they were celebrating Japan’s ‘victories’. It is hard to believe that there could have been any basis for these stories if one keeps in mind the anxiety most Japanese-Canadians felt, whatever the true state of their sympathies.

Some may have arisen because of cultural differences. Especially of those of the first generation; the Issei had retained the Japanese habit of smiling, even when delivering bad news, which can lead foreigners to misinterpret their true feelings.

The second conclusion of this report was the obvious antipathy many BC’s felt towards the Japanese-Canadians, largely based on economic factors. This Asian minority was willing to work hard, therefore they aroused suspiciousness of the local Canadians. The Japanese placed a great importance on education, this resulted in economic success. Following the committee these feelings lead to violence. A white police force or white troops might be very unwilling to turn on what they considered their own people in defense of the Japanese-Canadians. These were the kind of considerations that led to the argument that the Japanese-Canadians should be evacuated for the sake of their own safety.

Unlike the Italians or Germans they suffered greatly from being a visible minority, although most people had difficulty distinguishing them from the Chinese. Virtually all Japanese-Canadians lived together in one province: British Columbia, in contrary of the few who lived in Ontario. Many MP’s, especially for the Liberal Party, criticized the government and earlier governments to forbid immigration from Japan. Japanese fishermen were particularly suspect since they had been forced to take out naturalization papers in order to obtain their licenses and it must surely be obvious that they had become citizens out of self interest and not from any actual attachment to their adopted country.

Still there was that certain ‘problem’ in Hong Kong where many Canadian soldiers were captured by the Emperor of Japan, and did have a inadequate training, which led towards a catastrophe (St.Christopher House 2004, Valour and Horror – Hong Kong Par. Inadequate Training). As well as the British government, the Canadian tried to emphasize that any act against the Japanese-Canadian community in Canada might be used as an excuse to treat them even worse or likewise.

Ian MacKenzie – fighter of the removal of all Japanese-Canadians in BC was clever enough to play on the interests of his Prime Minister. Mackenzie King was faced with the demand of conscription for service overseas, which was needed, believed his chiefs of staff, in order to meet the needs of a European invasion. But that meant a loss of support in Quebec that was vital if the Liberal Party were to remain in power. Quebec was in favor of total neutrality and did not want Canada to support the war, especially not by the increase of Canadian manpower in Europe. Mackenzie was prepared to ignore the fact that Japanese-Canadians posed no threat to the national security. 
Practical politics won out over principle and Mackenzie King yielded to the voice of what he believed to be the BC-public opinion. Apparently just after the attack at Pearl Harbor, the Canadian government tried to get support by explaining towards the public it was for the safety of the Japanese community.

Ten days after Singapore had fallen, which was the most catastrophic defeat in British military history, the Canadian cabinet approved an Order-In-Council PC-1486, that all persons of Japanese origin whether Japanese nationality or British subjects could be excluded from the 100-mile-wide coastal strip of British Columbia, that had been declared to be a protected area (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.47).

Until the Citizenship Act of 1946 there was legally no such thing as a Canadian citizen and Canadians were all British subjects. Nonetheless in public discussion those of Japanese origin who had been born in Canada or been naturalized were frequently referred to as Canadian citizens, as distinct from those who retained Japanese nationality and were thus enemy aliens. Japanese-Canadians who were free of this order, were the ones that married non-Japanese citizens.
Not long after Pearl Harbor, Canadian officials had consulted their U.S counterparts about how to treat their citizens of Japanese origin and they had agreed that both countries would adopt a similar policy.

In the United States the evacuation of the Japanese-American community was to be carried out with help of the army, but this was something Canadian military was unwilling to do (Taylor, 2004, p.166).

At a meeting of the War Cabinet Committee on 26 February, the chiefs were resolute that they did not had adequate resources to meet such a responsibility and so on March 4, the British Columbian Security Commission was set up to deal with the expulsion of the Japanese-Canadians.

The Canadian authorities had to deal with a situation in which a fair number of men had already been sent away either to P.O.W-Camps, if they thought to be dangerous, or else to road-camps already created to make use of Japanese-Canadian labour. The first men were sent out on February 24, 1942. One of the issues on which Japanese-Canadians seemed prepared to take a stand was the splitting up of the families.

2.7 United States’ policy
After the bombing of Pearl Harbor, the United States reacted with signing the Executive Order-9066 (Taylor, 2004, p.167) which authorized and allowed U.S.A military commanders to designate ‘military areas’ as ‘exclusion zones’ where all people, who were seen as a threat for the American nation, could be send. Under this order all Japanese and Americans of Japanese ancestry were removed from Western coastal regions to guarded camps in Arkansas, Oregon, Washington, Wyoming, Colorado and Arizona; German and Italian citizens, permanent residents, and American citizens of those respective ancestries (and American citizen family members) were removed from the West and East Coast and relocated or interned, and roughly one-third of the US was declared an exclusionary zone. Almost 120,000 Japanese Americans and resident Japanese aliens would eventually be removed from their homes as part of the single largest forced relocation in U.S. history
Ch. 3 The interment of thousands of Canadians of Japanese ancestry 1941-1944
3.1 The term ‘Internment’
Under the Geneva Convention ‘internment’ is legal, but only applicable to enemy aliens (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.66). Aware of this all the Canadian government carefully had chosen their words by saying that the Japanese-Canadians were being ‘detained’. If they would be interned, which they were actually, their rights would have been protected by international law. The Japanese-Canadians were stripped from their rights with no means of appeal. Until this day the Japanese-Canadians continue to view their uprooting and dispossession as internment.
Unlike Germans and Italians who could be detained for security reasons in individual cases, the Japanese-Canadians were deprived of their freedom en masse (Cohn, Werner, 1986, Persecution of Japanese-Canadians and the Political Left in British Columbia December 1941 – March 1942). 

Internment is generally used to refer to the imprisonment of people, generally in prison camps or jails, without any form of process of law nor a trial. It also refers to the practice of neutral countries in times of war to hold belligerent armed forces and equipment which enter their territory, under the Second Hague Convention.
3.2 Where to go
The more BC-politicians harped on their potential as a fifth column, the less willing any area became to receive them. Farming communities seem to have their doubts, although they were seen as a source of much needed manpower.

Alberta, a province situated in the middle of Canada and well-known of its farming culture, desperately needed agricultural help. They insisted to accept Japanese-Canadians only if they received an assurance from the government that they would leave once the war ended. If the Japanese-Canadians were as bad as British Columbia made out them no other province wanted to ‘have’ them.

The first steps made by the commission:
· Removal of those living in isolated villages on the coast north of Vancouver or Vancouver-Island. (They were the first to be relocated; their activities were harder to control than those of the Japanese-Canadian living in the Vancouver area.

· The only available accommodation large enough was the exhibition ground in Hastings Park.

On March 16 1942, (Taylor, 2004, p.35) bewildered families began pouring into the two main buildings; the livestock building and the women’s building. Many were housed under such conditions that would have been more suitable for farm animals. 

Living in Hastings Park was not easy. Neither was it for those still living in their own houses in Vancouver. One of the most horrible restrictions was it for those to leave their homes from dusk till sunrise. If one was caught, they were immediately dispatched to a work camp or to jail. It was clear that this curfew eliminated all social life for this community. Japanese-Canadians were forbidden to purchase beer, liquor and radios and cars were confiscated.

Successful Japanese-Canadians on the other hand, were moved to middle-class areas but the relation with the ‘white’ neighbors, also called ‘hakujin’ by the Japanese, was correct but at distance. Many of the Canadians just looked how their fellow (Japanese-) Canadians were being threatened while just a few offered to help the majority. Many probably have thought ‘what the government did or does is none of our business.’

Inevitably some used the opportunity to purchase the property or the business that Japanese-Canadians were selling off at ridiculously low prices and they put notice in ‘The New Canadian’ from firms wishing to purchase a variety of secondhand goods ranging from electrical equipment to jewellery.

Norman Robertson – Under secretary of State for External Affairs – was uneasy about the whole policy and he urged Mackenzie King that it was important of treating the Japanese-Canadians fairly and not behaving in a way more appropriate to the Nazis. However, unlike Keenleyside he felt it would be best to oppose the government’s policy. The best he could do was to ensure the people that it was carried out as humanely as possible. 

Although the opposition in the parliament had a different view about the whole issue, it was not easy to fulfill a task as the ‘opposition’ in wartime. Questions are easily deflected by the government on grounds of security and criticisms may seem to suggest a lack of patriotic favour. For members of BC, the Japanese-Canadians represented a danger that the authorities including the new commission, were not treating sufficiently seriously.

The fear of sabotage and the concern for safety of women and children living nearly the work camps grew. The Nisei-generation showed a certain tendency to resist the authorities, at what they saw as a betrayal. But most of the Issei accepted the government orders without any form of protest.

They had been brought up to do what they were told without asking questions and the discrimination from which they had suffered in Canada had done nothing to change this tendency.

In answer to questions in the House of Commons, the government assured members that even ‘well-to-do’ Japanese-Canadians could only move elsewhere or purchase land with explicit permission of the commission.

To summarize the complaints of the parliament and the overall majority of the Canadian community towards the Japanese-Canadians:

· They do not have the same moral values as Canada does

· Their allegiance is to another country; that is now our enemy

· They work too hard for low wages, and so take away ‘our’ jobs

· They are funny, and totally not like us

· A standard criticism no-one ever leveled against; they were dirty

3.3 Hastings Park
For the 8000 Japanese-Canadians who were ‘forced’ to move to the west coast were at first all sent to Hastings Park in Vancouver (Taylor, 2004 p.35). For many this was the essence of discomfort and humiliation, although the choice of the government to use it as a clearing station was a logical one.

No one wanted the Japanese-Canadians and the Commission was provided a very limited budget. Many departments had been instructed to help the Commission carry out its duties, but it was up to a minister’s judgment to decide what his ministry could provide, and in most cases this was very little. 

The Department of National Defense refused to make any of its own buildings available, although it did provide some manpower to help to transform Hastings Park into an internment camp. A few months later it would be advising the Commission to clear Hastings Park so that it could take over as an additional barrack a week after the security Commission had been established, it had leased the buildings in Hastings Park, which were normally the site of the Pacific National Exhibition but were claimed because of the war.

At the beginning of March 1942 (Taylor, 2004, p.35) the government had transformed the buildings from shelters for animals into a living camp for human beings. It was close to the area where many Japanese-Canadians lived and also beside a railway station, which would facilitate the arrival and departure of large groups of people. The buildings were set in a large park, part of which would be used to collect the cars that had been confiscated from the Japanese-Canadians. Some only spent a couple of days in Hastings, and then were sent to work camps, or Prisoner of War camps, others had to cope with the horrible circumstances for several months.

Those who came as a family were immediately split up; the women and children were housed in one area and the men in another. Later a separate quarter was provided for boys between thirteen and eighteen; too young to work hard, too old to stay with ‘mummy’.

Despite the fact that the interned Japanese-Canadians had many complaints the Commission seemed to have felt that it was doing a good job in providing meals for several thousands of people.

The Commission formulated a report in which stated; ‘To educate them correct standards of proper diet’ (Taylor, 2004 p.38) and ‘many valuable lessons had been learned by the ‘Japs’ during their stay in Hastings Park’ (Taylor, 2004, p.38). Fortunately most members of the Commission were truly sympathetic and did their best to make the whole situation more tolerable.

Everything was done to make it comfortable for the children: two fully qualified Japanese-Canadian teachers were already working in the camp, and tried to give the youth the primary lessons, although there was apparently not enough furniture and materials to do so. Though some of the young men were put to work by making desks.

As months passed, efforts were made to provide better facilities, the British Columbian Security Commission installed:

· A sewing room for the women, where they were able to repair clothes.

· Variety room, just for some amusement on the camp

· Public health nurse, as time went by, many people became very sick, and so a ‘primitive’ hospital of nearly 60 beds was installed

Representatives of the United Church visited Hastings regularly even though being discouraged by the commission from doing so. Many people from Vancouver send many letters from local organizations, protesting that the Japanese-Canadians were being better treated than those serving in the armed force (e.g. in Hong Kong) They expressed great concern about rumours that the Japanese-Canadians were to stay at Hastings Park for the remainder of the war instead of being expelled from the costal area. The Commission took pains to reassure people on this latter point although in the end the Japanese-Canadians were to remain at Hastings much longer than originally expected.

All Japanese-Canadians at Hastings Park already have been registered and fingerprinted, a procedure to which those of German or Italian origin had not been subjected. As reaction towards the many protests the commission received, they appointed some Nisei to a committee. A short lived organization the Naturalized Japanese-Canadian Association (NJCA), (Miki and Kobayashi, 1991, p.35) was formed in March of that year, but to little benefit. It tried to convince the Commission to create a new community to which all the Japanese-Canadians would be moved together. 

The Commission had hopelessly inadequate funds for any such project and it was already developing a plan to use the abandoned mining towns in the Kootenay area of BC, which would soon come to be known as ‘ghost-towns’.

The Commission enlisted the churches to help with the evaluation and it was agreed that each dominion would be associated with a particular housing project. Japanese-Canadians who had a church connection could thus register to go to the community for which their church was responsible.

Some of the Nisei read the American Declaration of Independence and to them what was happening both in Canada as in the United States, was a caricature of the principles on which their societies were supposedly based. Many of the Nisei had little sympathy with Japan and those who had visited it had not always liked what they found, so this made them all the more offended at being treated as the enemy. But in trying to give a lead to their community, they were handicapped by their youth. Authority in Japanese society was the privilege of age and most of the Nisei were under twenty. The Issei, whom the Commission looked on as the natural leaders, were not disposed to listen to them.

As there continued to be trouble in forcing married men to go to the work camps and as the plans for moving large numbers of Japanese-Canadians to the ‘Ghost-towns’ went ahead, the Commission succeeded in persuading the authorities in Ottawa to accept a policy of family reunification. 

The last Japanese-Canadians left Hastings Park on 30 September 1942, from then it was taken by the army.

3.4 Prisoners of War
Under the War Measures Act the government had assumed the right to lock up suspects without trial and on the day after Pearl Harbor 38 Japanese nationals were held in custody and sent to the Prisoner-of-War camp at Kananaskis on ground that they were of a serious threat for the national security. Many of them were principles of Japanese language schools, teachers, journalists, or people from who thought to have close relations with the Japanese consul in Vancouver, or emperor in Japan. Others were sent to prison because of their refusal to co-operate with the Canadian authorities.

Canada was a home to thousands of German and Italian prisoners, mostly soldiers, during the Second World War. With Britain fearful of a possible invasion, more than 37,000 of their PoW’s were transported to remote camps across Canada. Over a seven-year period the prisoners basked in a unique brand of Canadian hospitality and enjoyed a lifestyle that convinced some to eventually call Canada home (CBC Archives, 2006, Canada’s posh PoW camps).
Kananaskis and Petawawa had been the first two Prisoner-of-War camps in Canada (Taylor, 2004, p.45), but in nearly a few weeks there were already 26 of such camps, the majority of which were in Ontario. 

The vast majority of the prisoners in these camps were not Canadians, but were German soldiers and sailors who had been captured in the early stages of the war. To send these men all the way across the Atlantic to Canada, at a time when desperate convoys were struggling, seemed an unusual procedure. In June 1940, with an invasion expected almost hourly, the British government had asked Canada to accept several thousands of German prisoners. 
The German prisoners were proud men, mostly because they had been totally indoctrinated by the Nazi-Propaganda and they may have felt ashamed at having been captured. They had no doubt that Germany would win the war and they assumed their interment was a temporary trial for which they would eventually be compensated. An attitude many Japanese-Canadians shared as well. The Japanese-Canadians were not staying for a long time in Petawawa. In July 1940 they were moved to camp Angler. There they stayed as long as their internment lasted. Camp Angler, like other Canadian Prisoner of War camps, was
 created by the rules of the Geneva Convention

The prisoners elected representatives to negotiate with the authorities on their behalf and to act for them in the event of a dispute. In accordance with the Geneva Convention the prisoners were allowed to exchange one letter a month and one postcard a week though all kinds of mail would be of subject to the sensor. The physical conditions at Angler were far from good, since it was bitterly cold in winter. In the beginning they had been harsh and unsympathetic towards the Japanese-Canadian prisoners, whom they had been encouraged to look on as potentially dangerous enemies. But as time passed by they began to realize that these were fellow Canadians. 

In august 1942 an agreement was reached between Japan and the Allies. Some of those who were interned at Angler would be exchanged for allied soldiers who had been captured in the far East. Several signed up to go, though it was a difficult decision since it was not clear whether their families would be allowed to join them. 

As the war progressed and as the Japanese-Canadians were obviously not engaging in any acts of sabotage or obvious disloyalty, the Canadian government decided to release those who were willing to go and work elsewhere. There was an increasing demand of labour all across the country. The opportunity to leave the camp, even if it involved working in a strange and possibly intimidating environment, was one that many of the younger men were only too eager to accept.

Canada had 26 former PoW camps, the largest camps were situated in Alberta; camp Lethbridge and Medicine Hat; each held up more than 12,500 prisoners (CBC Archives, 2006, Canada’s posh Pow camps).

The most important Prisoner of War camps in Canada:  Medicine Hat – Alberta, Lethbridge – Alberta, Kingston – Ontario, Bowmanville – Ontario, Gravenhurst – Ontario, Ozada – Alberta, Kananaskanis-Seebe – Alberta, Kichener – Ontario (Carter, 1998, Behind the Canadian Barbed Wire).
3.5 Road Camps
By establishing Road camps, the government hoped perhaps that these would provide an ideal solution to the problem of what to do with the Japanese-Canadian men who, as enemy aliens, had already been ordered to leave the protected area of BC by the first of April. 

The Road Camps would not only serve as places to where the men could go to, but also as a source of cheap labour that could be used to improve a somewhat inadequate system of roads. After a good deal of internal debate it was decided that these camps, were to be administrated by the Department of Mines and Resources and would be located in four different areas; three in British Columbia; in the surrounding area of Hope, Revelstoke and Yellowhead and the fourth in northern Ontario at Schreiber (Taylor, 2004, p.56). In some areas the men had to clear the bushes to make new stretches of road, in others they would upgrade what already existed.

Originally the Canadian government encouraged the Japanese nationals to go to the camps voluntarily. A few did so, which expressed the hope that by co-operating in this way with the authorities the Japanese-Canadian community would be spared any further measures. The men who went assumed that their wives and children would still be home, but after a few days the whole Japanese community had to be evacuated. As there where no further volunteers, on March 9, 1942 it was announced that all Japanese-Canadian men between the ages of 18 and 45, whether alien or Canadian citizen, would be sent to a work camp (Taylor, 2004, p.56).
The first who were forced to be sent to the work camps were mainly Issei, but later many Nissei were ‘ordered’ by the government and they caused the first signs of rebellion. The Nisei Mass Evacuation Group had drawn up the document in which it drew attention to the fact that as Canadian citizens the Nisei were being treated in a way that was not in harmony with the British ideals of Justice that they had been taught to cherish. 

By acknowledging this opinion of the Nisei Mass Evacuation Group, the policy of separating men from their wives and children would be abandoned and from then only single men would be forced to work in the Road camps. Many had the request to visit their families during the holidays or other special occasions, unfortunately many promises were made by the government, but no one was ever granted to leave the camps for a short-time period. That made them more dependent of the government then they already were. The Japanese road camps were healthy places physically, but very unhealthy psychologically and emotionally (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.72). 

3.6 Ghost towns
By late April 1942, while men started to work on the roads and other ‘projects’ in the so called Road camps, many of their wives, children and other relatives signed up to go to the so called ‘Ghost towns’. Shipments of women and children were brought to the Kaslo and Greenwood ghost towns into the Interior (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.71). In the ghost towns they had more privacy and ‘freedom’ than they had before in Hastings Park. Ghost towns were characterized as small villages, mostly empty and spacious, although there were always a few locals left. The Japanese people were put in old hotels and industrial buildings. Because of the poor conditions of the buildings and places they lived in, they had to improve the whole villages by themselves. Although the circumstances in each ghost town differed from each other, there were enough opportunities for the Japanese-Canadian to run a ‘normal’ daily-life. In many ghost towns there were job offers and possibilities to earn their own money, like lumbering, technical engineering, painting houses. For the children there were certain Japanese schools established. Especially the young ones remembered these years in the ghost towns as a pleasant time. The New Canadian, the newspaper, later described it as ‘a little joy, a few tears and just existing’ (Taylor, 2004, p.92). Despite their isolated life, due to media censoring or not knowing what was happening outside the community, life was bearable and many accepted with the fact that they were stuck in that situation.

3.7 Sugar Beet Farms
Some women went to ghost towns with their children. Others went to Self Support communities or the province of Alberta to work on farms by helping the farmers with the labour shortage on the prairies (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.78). The Japanese people assumed that working on a beet farm on the prairies would be a relatively stressless alternative to family separation and confinement in internment or road camps in B.C. They probably assumed that their exile from B.C would be temporary, a year of two at the most. They were promised decent housing, a reasonable standard of living, relative freedom of movement and placement on farms in close proximity to each other. These were good reasons for entire Japanese communities to volunteer for beet work. By April 11, 1942 there were 2,664 Japanese-Canadians working in Alberta and 1,053 in Manitoba (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.80). Both Alberta and Manitoba had lost 44 per cent of their prewar farm labour to the war industries and the armed forces by 1942 (Issawa, Canadian Japanese in Southern Alberta, p.65). The Japanese were therefore the ideal solution; they were experienced, cheap and because they would be under government control they could not be organized by the union.

“They stopped the train at the elevators and we were just herded out. The baggage was just all dumped on the grass there. It was a windy day and sunny. And the farmers came and they saw a likely family that they wanted and they took them home…The farmers didn’t want families that had small children, or only girls…They were just left at the station. The farmers took families that had more working people….So we were there sitting on our baggage. We were all bawling because nobody wanted us – being four workers against ten of us….This Hungarian farmer…he says, ‘All right, I’ll take a chance on you, on you girls.’ “And he took us.” – Two Nisei sisters recalled their selection experience on arrival in Alberta (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.80).
3.8 Self-Supporting Communities
Over a thousand people had gone to these Self-Supporting communities. Apparently they were not the only Japanese-Canadians who were living outside the interior housing projects. By 1945 over another thousand were settled in various small towns to which they had often gone because they had friends or relatives who were living there. Since the government provided them with absolutely nothing in the way of help or services, it was a considerable shock for many and they resented the fact that they had been misled.

These so called self supporting projects were in the middle of the interior. About a thousand people moved to these communities of which four were in the area around Lillooet near the Fraser River. Another was at Taylor Lake, considerably further north, and the sixth was at Christina Lake farther west (Taylor, 2004, p.99). Smaller communities were to find in Vernon, Grand Forks and in Midway (Taylor, 2004, p.101). The nature around those self supporting villages was immense and a few schools for the Japanese children were been set up.
Nowadays it is a gift to speak at least two languages, especially if one language is from Asian origin. Back then Japanese-Canadians who spoke Japanese in public were seen as a threat and were being discriminated and abandoned. 

In these self-supporting communities there was also a group who were fully Canadian, but of Japanese ancestry. The problem was that they did not recognized themselves in the Japanese culture, although they were isolated in those villages they were forced to live together with the Japanese-Canadians who had more affinities with their original culture: there was a division of two groups, but both lived together in the same community.
The majority of the local Canadians, who lived in the surroundings of those communities, despised all people of Japanese ancestry, mostly because the government influenced their opinions. It was hard to life in the middle of these circumstances for Japanese people who did really felt to be Canadian citizens, they were ignored by two groups.

By the end of 1942, the British Columbian Security Commission had performed its task by moving all the Japanese-Canadians out of the prohibit area. The last train left in October 1942, a handful Japanese stayed in Vancouver: were either too sick to move or already married to non Japanese-Canadians.

On February 5, 1943 the Commission was disbanded and in future the Japanese-division of the Federal Department of Labour would be the ultimate authority responsible for the administration of everything that affected the Japanese-Canadians. George Collins was the new man in charge and became the Commissioner of Japanese placements (Taylor, 2004, p.102). 
3.9 Relocation 
The ideal solution, so the government believed, was to move the Japanese-Canadians to the East Coast. This would not only reduce the number of population in British Columbia but would also remove them from an area where many people still thought they could act as spies or saboteurs. The overall majority who were forced to move went to Toronto and Montreal. Because British Columbia had listened how unwanted the Japanese-Canadians were, it was hardly surprising that other parts of the country would still be keen to receive them. The largest number of Japanese-Canadians had gone to Toronto: one of the several reasons why Toronto is extremely multicultural as it is today.

In March 1944 it was decided that only Japanese-Canadians who were planning to join their families were allowed to enter the city for a longer time period. Property could only be leased by the Japanese-Canadians for a month at a time, for periods of up to one year. The Japanese were unable to open up their own businesses. In Montreal the whole situation was a bit easier and more tolerant. It seemed that the French Canadians were more sympathetic since many of them believed that they too had suffered from racial discrimination and were much less enthusiastic about the war efforts than the anglophiles in BC.

After the war it was clear that not even one Japanese Canadian had supported a crime or sabotage against the Canadian nation. What would have happened if Japanese-Canadians planned an actual organized attack at the BC-coast? Of course, although there is no proof to rely on, that there probably would have been a small group of Japanese-Canadians who possibly helped Japan by an invasion. Still, in times of war and crisis, even when all Japanese-Canadians were the victim of discrimination, they were all quite loyal to Canada. Quite different would it have been when Japanese armed forces had parachuted into the camps and released the captured Japanese-Canadians. Most likely the captured Japanese-Canadians would become the most willing supporters. If that had occurred Japan would have eliminated the supportive feelings many Japanese-Canadians still had for Canada.
Ch. 4 Events after WW II – a political overview from 1945 - 1988

4.1 Position Japanese-Canadians after WW II
The Japanese-Canadians, of every generation, were not granted to vote, to own property and to move without any restraint through the country. Secondly they were able to have children because those would become automatically Canadian. And finally for those who stayed in British Columbia during and after the war they had two choices: to leave British Columbia as soon as possible by moving east, or to sign up to go back to Japan. And so, initially 4000 Japanese-Canadians of which 2000 were Canadian born had left to Japan in 1946 (Japanese Canadian Association, 2005, WWII experience – Sent into exile). Many went back, more as a certain protest towards the Canadian government. One can discuss this matter whether it was an undemocratic action of a civilized nation, clearly a violation of its citizenship rights.
Although the war with Japan ended on August 12, 1945 (Taylor, 2004, 176), the situation did not improve in the case of many Japanese-Canadians. It took several years before restrictions from which they suffered were removed. The ones who signed up for deportation to Japan were said that they would be dispatched to a Japan known to be totally destroyed (Taylor, 2004, p.176).
Many relatives of Japanese people living in Canada came from Hiroshima. It is notable that many of them had great doubts whether family were still alive, in particular the children. The children must have been conscripted into the Japanese army and this would make it difficult for them to receive permission to return to Canada. In 1948 the Japanese people were capable to submit an application for citizenship and to go back to the west coast.

It took years for some people in Japan to return to Canada. During the mid 1950’s some provisions under the Immigration act has been made that Japanese-Canadians could re-enter Canada without the obligation of applying for passports. They just had to present themselves at the border and to prove that they were already Canadian citizens (Department of Foreign Affairs and International Trade Canada, 2006, Documents on Canadian External Relation – Chapter IV Far East Part 4). 

It was not a problem to find suitable jobs but to keep them was problematic for many. Many Canadians of Japanese ancestry who stayed in Canada after the war were anxious and uncertain what was going to happen with them. Housing was still a problem; many Canadians still lived in fear and not knowing whether they should help their ‘fellow’ (Japanese-) Canadians or not. The overall majority did not know if it was a national problem or just an issue between the Japanese community and government. It was clear that they did not wanted the Canadians of Japanese ancestry in their vary near surroundings.  

Altogether there were still almost 7000 living in BC. All of these were outside the coastal area. The remaining 13,782 had by then settled elsewhere in Canada (Taylor, 2004, p.180). A few years after the war, the Japanese community was still banned from the west coast. In March 1947, Bill 104 was introduced by the House of Commons (Taylor, 2004, p.180) which also had an effect on the Japanese-Canadians living in BC. This act allowed the government to use certain emergency powers for another year, if necessary.

Still there were many Canadians, probably those who were sensitive for political doctrine, who saw Japan, especially the Japanese-Canadians as a possible threat for the future. For those who supported this bill argued that the Japanese-Canadians were still able to sabotage the coast or by having close boundaries with the ‘evil’ power of Japan. By letting the Japanese community return to the coast and giving back their fishing boats and their full rights would give this community the possibility to develop themselves as a fifth column. Those who opposed Bill 104 drew attention to the fact that these regulations were inconsistent with the principles of the United Nations Charter, to which Canada was a signatory (Taylor, 2004, p.181), in any case the war was over for a few years and there was clearly no reason to isolate and discriminate this group of Asian ancestry again. 

While many expressed criticism of the Bill’s provisions, no-one questioned the correctness of the original decision to banish the Japanese-Canadians. Each person seemed to accept that, given the situation after Pearl Harbor, this move had been necessary and acceptable. A year after Bill 104 was passed through the parliament, the matter came up once again. The Transitional Measures Act, which removed all the travel restrictions but stipulated that the prohibit on fishing should be maintained for another year (Taylor, 2004, p.181).
Some members of parliament for British Columbia would have preferred to have seen the prohibit imposed indefinitely, but for the majority of parliament this was quite unjustified and unacceptable.

In this debate David Croll, an MP, declared; “In Canada, there is no room for the doctrine of white supremacy. I hang my head in shame before my comrades in arms of Japanese ancestry” (Taylor, 2004, p.181). 

Another shot of the BC government to impose yet another restriction on the Japanese-Canadians was foiled by public opinion. As soon as the boundaries were lifted, some Japanese-Canadians returned to Vancouver and the coastal area, although they were fairly few in number. Some, who once were successful fishermen, wished to go back to continue with their traditional way of living. In the beginning the people in BC were quite suspicious and not eager with their arrival. Fortunately they were soon adopted in the community. By 1950 all the restrictions were abolished and the Japanese-Canadians embarked on a mission of trying to restore their traumatized lives and establishing their selves as ordinary citizens, and so they did during the 1950’s and 1960’s.

Liberal Prime Minister Pearson, spoke quite frankly of the grave injustices upon the Japanese-Canadians (Taylor, 2004, p.184). This only helped strengthen the increasing self-confidence of the community. Further investigations and serious consultations took place a decade later.

4.2 National Association of Japanese-Canadians and its recommendations
Because of the bad circumstances and the injustices against them, a group of Nisei formed the Japanese Canadian Committee for Democracy in 1943 without any difficulty (Taylor, 2004, p.184). They wanted to achieve full citizenship rights and the possibility to receive a financial compensation for the economic losses. In 1947 this organization was formed into a national organization with a new name: the National Japanese Canadian Citizens’ Association (NJCCA), the name was changed into the National Association of Japanese-Canadians (NAJC) in 1980. The NJCCA was established by five divisions; Quebec, Ontario, Alberta, Manitoba and British Columbia (Miki and Kobayashi, 1991, p.56). The most important goal of the organization was to become the voice of Japanese-Canadians across Canada. 

In the late 1940’s the Bird-Commission was set up by Henry Bird, an MP in British Columbia, to inquire into losses though sales by the Custodian at less than market value and through theft of property in the case of the Custodian (Miki and Kobayashi, 1991, p.56). The findings of the Bird Commission awarded about $1.2 million and rejected the appeal of the National Japanese Canadian Citizens Association that further claims could be considered as an indemnity for general losses.
Order-in-Council P.C. 4364 revoked an order prohibiting immigration of enemy aliens, and provided for those who were deported to re-immigrate to Canada.

With the changes to the immigration laws in 1967, the first new immigrants in 50 years arrived from Japan. The culture they brought was different from the peasant culture brought by the Issei. Many of the cultural traditions - tea ceremony, ikebana, origami, odori - and the growing interest of the larger community in things such as the martial arts refreshed the Japanese Canadian community. At the same time, gradual awareness of wartime injustices was rising as sansei entered the professions and restrictions on access to government documents were lifted (Japanese Canadian History, 2005, Rebuilding and revival).
In the mid 1970’s still nothing really changed at political-judicial level. A very important factor in this all, which contributed to an upsurge of interest by the government was very simple; cabinet documents remain closed for 30 years, it was only a few years later that government documents concerning the treatment of the Japanese-Canadians became available to researchers. Ann Sunahara, an historian, lawyer and former political legal advisor of the NAJC during the redress period, changed this by paving a way for the re-examination of the uprooting. She wrote an important book ‘The Politics of racism’ (1981), a document about the racial attitudes against the Japanese community and in which she provides certain proof that the uprooting of the Japanese-Canadians was of political, and not of security measures. According to Ann Sunahara it had been the strong influences of Ian Mackenzie and advisor of Prime Minister Mackenzie King on the so called ‘Japanese problem’. Mackenzie urged for the mass uprooting as political means of accommodating the powerful pressure from racist politicians and individuals in BC (Miki and Kobayashi, 1991, p.61).
The research of Surahara gave many Japanese-Canadians confidence and they were proud about themselves because also ‘white’ and native born Canadians were being involved in the process. 

In 1977, when the Japanese community celebrated the 100th anniversary of the first Japanese immigrant which settled in Canada, until the late 1980’s, the process of seeking redress and reparation began and happened in a short time notice.  Many saw that period as a new moment for a new redress movement to begin.Still the movement of seeking redress for the injustices of the 1940’s is one of the most important political statements and events of the history of the civil rights for ethnic minorities in Canada.

As mentioned before the NJCCA, (renamed in NAJC) this organization first established a reparations committee to investigate if there was space and possibility for seeking redress. Meetings were held in Toronto, where this committee was based and a preliminary survey was conducted. There was only one problem which delayed the whole process; a lack of urgency and interest among the Canadian society. Little was done to make it disputable and interesting for the Canadian media. The Japanese Canadian Centennial Project, the celebration of 100 years Japanese immigrants, which was formed by a group of sansei (third generation) opened an exhibit in Ottawa to stimulate the interest in the Japanese-Canadian history and identity. In 1981 the Japanese Canadian Centennial Project (JCCP) created the JCCP-Redress Committee. The objective of this group was simple: to educate Japanese-Canadians and other Canadians on the injustices and to campaign for redress. Finally a published pamphlet of this organization took the attention of the media in 1982. 

At the same time the US Congress established a commission on Wartime Relocation and Internment of Japanese civilians and therefore a beginning of a redressing period in America had started. The Canadian press and media was sparked and attracted the public sympathy. From that moment it had become a rather interesting topic to investigate for Canadian journalists. The latter was rather surprised how it was possible that finally after years of striking and combating against Canadian policies that the Canadian media played an important role in fastening the overall process. Journalists detected that the Japanese-Canadian issue was much more rigorous than the American-Japanese one.

Another organization was the ‘Sodan-Kai’ (‘study-group’) which was established by a group of Japanese-Canadians in 1982 to promote the awareness of redress. In contrast of other pressure groups the Sodan-Kai saw themselves as community facilitators, so they did not advocate a position on redress. In general to contribute to the democratic process through open discussion, educational activities, writing, listening and hoping this process would lead to consensus and unity before any proposal was put to the Canadian government (Miki and Kobayashi, 1991, p.66). This pressure group was well known of their resistance against the chair of the NAJC’s National Redress Committee, George Imai; he wanted to resolve the whole issue as quickly as possible without any meaningful debates to discuss in what way the redress process should take place. In his opinion reparations had to be financed through a community fund (Miki and Kobayashi , 1991, p.66).
In early 1983 the Redress committee had begun publishing a redress package consisting of an acknowledgment of the unfair treatments and a group compensation of $50 million for a community trust foundation, individual compensation was still not included (Miki and Kobayashi, 1991, p.67).
The Japanese American Redress movement demanded nearly the same, although they asked for an individual compensation of $20,000 for survivors on top. In the mid 1980’s one saw how important consensus became. The Japanese-Canadian community saw that the question of individual versus group compensation needed a bit more work to realize.

Important to mention is that there was not a certain agreement or treaty between the Canadian and American governments how to handle this redress issue with the Japanese communities. Probably there must have been some informal meetings for consultation.

4.3 Advising and acknowledging 

The beginning of a real national community movement was during the NAJC’s National Redress Committee conference in September 1983. The meeting was therefore to ratify The National Redress Committee’s (NRC) objectives to seek for group compensation. Because the NRC had lost its authority it emerged that a redress position should be set aside while the NAJC council was seeking a more democratic way of representing the Japanese-Canadians who were affected by the events of the 1940’s. This meeting had created urgency but crisis as well. The whole issue would be rescheduled for a meeting in Winnipeg in 1984.

Because of problems with the coordination between the NAJC president and the chair of the NRC on the issue of redress, a new man had to be chosen to become the central person in the overall issue. Art Miki became the spokesman for all parties. Miki was seen as a bridge builder. Immediately when he became the president of the NAJC and central person in the negotiations three resolutions were passed that would remain the foundation of the redress movement until settlement on September 22, 1988. (Miki and Kobayashi , 1991, p.72):
1. NAJC seeks acknowledgement from the Canadian government of the injustices committed against Japanese-Canadians during and after World War II.

2. NAJC seeks redress in the form of monetary compensation.

3. NAJC seeks review and amendment of the War Measures Act and relevant section of the Charter of Rights and Freedoms so that no Canadian will ever again be subjected to the wrongs committed against Japanese-Canadians during World War II.

During spring 1984 a special committee chaired by Bob Daudlin, a MP, established a report  with recommendations for the government with the following points (Miki and Kobayashi , 1991, p 72): 
· To consider an official acknowledgment of the injustices by the government towards the Japanese-Canadians

· To undertake negotiations to redress these wrongs.

· To review the War Measures Act to prevent a reappearance of the injustices

In general these three recommendations were quite similar to these of the NAJC’s resolutions.

At that time Prime Minister Pierre Trudeau was absolutely not prepared to negotiate with the Japanese community about the overall issue and the ‘solutions’. He refused to recognize the human rights value of redress. In a campaign for the national election Conservative leader Brian Mulroney stated the following message: ‘I feel very strongly that Canadian citizens whose rights were abused and violated and trampled upon indeed should be compensated…If there was a conservative government I can assure you we would be compensating Japanese-Canadian‘ (Cleroux, Richard, 1984, Compensate internees for unfair treatment, Mulroney urges PM ).
Trudeau’s attitude against the campaign of the Japanese community was supported by the whole government. It was undisputable that the government would consider any form of compensation or formal apology. His government argued that the actions of the government during the 1940’s against the Japanese-Canadians were unjust though legal under the powers of the War Measures Act. Prime Minister Trudeau was right by saying that the internment of Japanese-Canadians under the War Measures Act would have been illegal if the Charter of Rights existed back then. What he did not mentioned in his arguments is that any government could still invoke Section 33 of the Charter of Rights (Miki and Kobayashi, 1991, p.74) to override the equality rights under the Charter and intern individuals on the basis of ethnic ancestry.

The Prime Minister refused to review the War Measures Act. His government had been the only administration since WW II to invoke this act and to apply it to a domestic crisis in 1970.* 

They were prepared to make a general statement of ‘regret’ along with the amount of $5 million for a proposed ‘Canadian Foundation for Racial Justice’ (Miki and Kobayashi, 1991, p.74). When Pierre Trudeau was in office, he offered a statement of regret but ruled out financial compensation to the Japanese-Canadians. If they are to be compensated, so to must the Acadians and the native people, he argued. Brian Mulroney blasted Trudeau for this inflexible policy and made election pledges that he would do things differently. But at the time that his government has taken power, little seemed to change.
The National Association of Japanese-Canadians, the lobby group fighting for redress led by Art Miki, continued to demand individual compensation and an official acknowledgement. Jack Murta, Minister in charge of Multiculturalism, said the financial settlement will be in the form of a foundation for the community (CBC Archives, 2006, the struggle continues). Primarily there were discriminatory practices; it was unfortunate and regrettable. The Japanese-Canadians hoped such thing would not ever happen again, and that was the main concern the majority had. The Japanese had suffered but as every minority group who suffered because of their racial ancestry, like the Jews in Europe, the Black community in the United States, they will overcome, and they did, finally.
Trudeau argued in his last speech that he regret what have happened in the past, but simply can not rectify something he and his cabinet were not responsible for.
In November 1984, the federal minister of Multiculturalism, the honorable Jack Murta, promised a rectification towards the Japanese-Canadian community. A month later government officials and the NAJC did meet again. A joint press release was published; a negotiating process has begun.
After all the government was apparently acting on its own, in January 1985 the same minister argued that the discussion was opened not the negotiations. The minister proposed at first an acknowledgement about what happened and as second that the government would assist financially by establishing a foundation.

The liberal government had the opinion that it was more an issue of moral values than so much a ‘money issue’. With having the differences between the Liberal government and conservative opposition quite obvious, it became more an important topic for the federal elections than there was any progression in this whole matter. 

On January 24, 1985, the federal cabinet has put together a compensation package for the Japanese-Canadians interned in WW II. No one really knew what was in it, because the package was kept secret by the government. After that the government stopped talking with the Japanese community. The NAJC thought that the government acted on its own. It was quite clear that they did not want an apology, but rather an official statement where the government commits that Canada was wrong during WW II.

*‘October Crisis’ of 1970

The third and last time the Act was invoked was in autumn of 1970. A separistic group in Quebec the FLQ, Front de Liberation du Quebec, kidnapped James Cross, the British Trade commissioner in Montreal and Pierre Laporte, the Quebec Minister of Employment. Laporte was murdered, but James Cross was founded alive two months later. The Canadian Prime Minister of that time, Trudeau, announced that he invoked the War Measures Act with the apparent approval of 87 per cent of the Canadians (Gomer Sunahara, 1981, p.169). This allowed the federal government to use their powers and suspended the Canadian Bill of Rights. The Canadian administration was able to arrest without warrant, to detain suspected persons without laying specific charges and to detain persons without payment. The Canadian army occupied Quebec and 453 people were put in prison, only 20 were convicted. Although the FLQ did not longer exist in 1971 and many people agreed with Trudeau, many Canadians believed that individual rights and freedoms should always be respected.
In 1986, when the negotiations were still going on, a small group of Canadian war veterans voted against any form of compensation to the Japanese-Canadians. They felt it was over and done; According to the veterans it was too late to offer a restitution or to admit the mistakes of the Japanese community. The former government answered this action by defending that, in the case of the internment of the Japanese-Canadians during WW II, national security was involved. The government acted in the best interest of the country.

Since the beginning it was quite problematic, as one thought, to discuss the way of compensation. The events took place 30 years before the resettlement period, and the current administration did not feel responsible for the financial and moral outcomes.
The lobbying efforts, as mentioned, gained momentum in the early 1980s because of public awareness of the importance of this issue. Prime Minister Trudeau, who was seen as an architect of human rights legislation in Canada, refused the claims. In 1988 Prime Minister Brian Mulroney was the first who unlocked the door when he followed the US plan by compensating the Japanese-Canadians. The NAJC demanded $300 million but the Canadian government offered $10 million. The Government declared that the Japanese-Canadians would be compensated as a whole, but not individually.
Still it was not quite clear, for the Japanese-Canadians who suffered during WW II and the NAJC, how much they could get compensated, if the government was finally willing to do so. Because the government was not prepared to examine how much the total of losses would be, the NAJC started a fundraising campaign and asked Price Waterhouse to investigate what their possibilities were. The NAJC was unable to finance this considerable investigation all by itself. Luckily the president of an accountants company, at that time called Price Waterhouse & Co., was prepared to help the redress movement and decided to carry out the study with the understanding that if the NAJC achieved a positive settlement with the government, the costs would be rewarded at the end. The Price Waterhouse report, ‘Economic Losses of Japanese-Canadians after 1941’, was released on May 8, 1986. It concluded that from 1941 to 1949, Japanese-Canadians suffered an economic loss of not less than $443 million (in 1986 dollars) - $333 million in income and $110 million in property (Japanese Canadian History, 2005, Renewal - Economic losses study).
On August 18, 1988, Japanese Americans received redress. The American government is willing to pay each Japanese-American individually. It is clear that this new development had put pressure on the Mulroney administration. The Canadian state offered an apology and $12,000,000 for the community fund. The NAJC rejected this offer. They required a stronger apology, a larger community fund and individual compensation payments from at least $25,000 per Japanese-Canadian who had suffered during WW II. The American administration made tax-free payment, but after a conversation with the NAJC, Prime Minister Mulroney argued that he was not able to make such promise.
Although nothing really happened during the negotiations, the developments in the United States brought hope for the Japanese community in Canada.

On September 22, 1988 a formal apology and compensation was granted.

Mulroney promised justice during the elections in 1984, but it took him four years to actually fulfill his promises. Probably he never thought that the NAJC and Japanese-Canadians would put that much pressure on him and his government.

The new minister of Multiculturalism, the honorable Gerry Weiner, declared that the government:  
· Will offer each individual the symbolic amount of $21,000.

· The names of people who refused to go to camps would be cleared.

· $12,000,000 would be granted for a Japanese Community Fund 

· $24,000,000 would be granted for a ‘Canadian Race Relation Foundation’

Finally the Canadian government agreed with a total of compensation payments of about $300,000,000.

A very striking detail: four weeks later new elections were planned. However, the government made clear to the public it did not had anything to do with the forthcoming elections. It is quite clear that a sensitive matter as the redress settlement, which gained more and more support by the public, could finally had positive prospects for a possible new, conservative, government.

Nevertheless the Canadian administration gave 12,000 surviving internees an amount of $21,000 and a formal excuse. To the Italians and Ukrainians Prime Minister Mulroney only extended an informal acknowledgement of their internment and an official statement of regret of the government. 

To put this al together one can conclude that there were three main reasons why the Canadian government finally arranged and official redress settlement in 1988, although the negotiations got stuck in the mid 1980’s:
1.
Canadian public has become more aware of the overall issue and had put more pressure on the government, although it took a while.*

2.
The American Bill was passed, which had put pressure on the Canadian government to do likewise.

3.
Minister Weiner of the department of Multiculturalism – a Montreal Jew - was quite honest and willing to search for an overall solution which was best for both parties. Fortunately he did not defend the government divisions all the time.

A roadblock for the Japanese-Canadians during the negotiations was the consultation in November 1985; former minister of Multiculturalism Jack Murta backed up his commitments by declaring that that vary meeting was meant for consultation not to negotiate.
The Redress foundation continued to make grants until it finally closed down in 2002, at that time it had disbursed $18 million. The Canadian Race Relations Foundation, to promote racial harmony and fight against all kinds of discrimination, did not open until 1997 and is still operating (Taylor, 2004, p.194).
* The public was becoming conscious of the matter and according to a poll, taken in 1987, 76% sympathized with the Japanese-Canadians and were in favour of redress ( Taylor, 2002, p.191).
Ch. 5 Recognition and redress settlement by the federal government of the events in the 1980’s until September 22, 1988
5.1 Recognition and compensation by the federal government
During the elections in 1984 Brian Mulroney, who was still the leader of the Conservative party, promised to do right and to discuss the whole Japanese-Canadian issue.

In August 1988, United States’ President Reagan signed an agreement which stated that many Japanese-Americans had suffered during World War II because of American measures and action which had taken place. Therefore they would receive compensation and a formal apology.

It was this event which forced the Canadian government to take action, and that it was inevitable to wait any longer. At first the Canadian government was willing to pay certain compensation, On the other hand, they refused to give an individual compensation, which the American Government did pay.
Finally on 22 September 1988, Brian Mulroney and his cabinet signed an agreement (CBC Archives, 2006, Apology and compensation), with the National Association of Japanese-Canadians which stated:
• A payment of $21,000 to all surviving evacuees.
• A clearing of all criminal records related to violations of the War Measures Act. 
• A re-instatement of citizenship to the "repatriated" Japanese. 
• A $12 million community fund. 
• A $24 million contribution to the establishment of a Canadian Race Relations Foundation.

A total of $300 million CAD was paid by the Canadian government.
Of the total of 22,000 Japanese-Canadians who had suffered from the restrictions during the Second World War, about 9000 Japanese-Canadians had already died before the resettlement period in 1988.

The formal excuse and the financial compensation were needed, but not an issue of money, but of justice, human rights and citizenship.

$21,000 CAD each does not even come close to the millions that were lost for 7 years during the war and its aftermath. But this payment does not show the respect and statement that (all) Japanese-Canadians behaved as good Canadians. One can raise the question if the government’s apology meant that they can be proud of their past, it recognizes that each of them had something stolen.
5.2 Emergencies Act
On July 21, 1988 The War Measures Act was replaced by the Emergencies Act (Miki and Kobayashi, 1991, p.121). This new Act allowed to establish temporary laws in times of crisis or war. There are two important differences between the War Measures Act and the Emergencies Act.

Any temporary law made under the Emergencies Act is subject to the Charter of Rights and Freedoms and so more democratic and less discriminative. In this new order a declaration of an emergency by the Cabinet, or an event which could be a serious threat for the Canadian nation, must be reviewed by the parliament, even when it is on recess. The Emergencies Act is a great improvement over the War Measures Act. However, it is only an Act of Parliament. It can be abolished or amended at any time.

As Ann Sunahara said about the new Emergencies Act; 

“The new Emergencies Act is a great improvement over the War Measures Act, but perhaps its greatest flaw is that it is only an Act of Parliament. It can be abolished at any time and replaced with something worse.” (‘The Emergencies Act: A gift to Canadians,’ Nikkei Voice, November 1989)

Perhaps she made a point. It is possible for the parliament to change the Act in time of crisis. The great difference between those two acts, is the shift of authority. Whereas first the cabinet decided to invoke the act, is now the parliament.
The government introduced Bill 36: The Anti-Terrorism Act in December 2001. Why did the federal government introduce this act instead of using its powers under the 1988 Emergencies Act. Perhaps because the Emergency powers available under the Emergencies Act are for a limited time period and under supervision of the parliament. The present situation after September 11, 2001 seems to be a state of permanent or on-going emergency. 
5.3 Canadian Race Relations Foundation
The Canadian Race Relations Foundation (CRRF) was created by the Government of Canada in 1991 (Department of Justice, 1991, Canadian Race Relations Act ) to work towards the elimination of racism in Canadian society (Canadian Race Relations Foundation, 2005, a background paper on the CRRF’s policy on redress and reparations ).

It was clear that Canada had become a nation of many ethnic minorities and an example of multiculturalism. An organisation which would preserve the security, respect and unity of the diverse communities was needed. Redressing and reparations for historical wrongs based on racism or discrimination has always been a base for vigorous debates within a society, it is an issue with supporters and opponents.

The Foundation helps Canada to fulfil its obligations under the International Convention on the Elimination of All Forms of Racial Discrimination, the Canadian Charter of Rights and Freedoms, and the Canadian Multiculturalism Act. The Foundation operates at arm's length from the government; its directors and employees are not part of the federal public service and its funding comes from investments, donations and fundraising (Multiculturalism, 1999, Hedy Fry announces appointments to the Canadian Race Relations Foundation).
The objections made against redressing and reparations are common; the opponents are questioning the justifications of the claims the outright denial of the history of the unjust events and events that sudden the call for redress and reparations, who should be held responsible for the acts and whether ‘normal’ citizens should pay for the damage as well.

Very important is the objection to redressing by people because the events which took place in the past, policies and laws have evolved to defend such happenings to occur ever again. It is clear that by paying the damage has continued unabated in several countries, as well as in Canada.

Since the claim of the Japanese-Canadians in 1988 the Canadian government adopted a de facto ‘closed door’ policy on any dialogue or consideration of redress and reparations for historical injustices. One can imagine why the Canadian government ‘closed the door’ for other ethnic minorities at that time, although the Japanese community was not the only minority group in Canada that had suffered from and after WW II. Would it have been an easy way to ignore all those groups at a fair manner was by establishing the CRRF in 1991? Generally the agreement with the Japanese-Canadians was seen as an achievement against other claims in the future. There are three options in which the CRRF can play an important key role by supporting and directing ethnic communities who are seeking for redress and legal right:
1. Communities seeking redress and reparations by themselves

2. The CRRF will search for a legal and official solution within the political and legal framework, e.g. in cooperation with the United Nations and international law.

3. Giving the CRRF the responsibility and autonomy to identify and pursue policies and political programs, even if it is unpopular with the government (Canadian Race Relations Foundation, 2005, A background paper on the CRRF’s policy on redress and reparations). 

In general the CRRF plays a peace keeping role between the federal government and a particular ethnic community; to raise and enlarge awareness in combating racial discrimination and injustice.

5.4. Multiculturalism Act
In the year 1867 when the Canadian state was established, it was decided to use both English as well as French as the official and formal languages of the Canadian nation (Multiculturalism, 2004, Part I, The Canadian Multiculturalism Act 15 years later ). Due to the harsh and dominant discussions and problems that had occurred between those two different cultures, one characterized the country more as bicultural country because of the two most dominant nations within Canada. Even though two referenda were held to see if the majority of Canadian voters were in favour of a more independent role for Quebec within the Canadian state, the political ties between Quebec and Ottawa were still tensed. Fortunately the relationship at political level seems to be more peaceful and hopeful at this vary moment. 

After many struggles between these two cultures, the Canadian government adopted a more bilingual and bicultural policy, which was in 1969. In 1971, Canada changed its policy, and made the public more aware of the multicultural aspects of the country. This change of policy became law 11 years later. The changing policy towards a more tolerating and the acceptance of a strongly coloured society was one of the main ideas when the Multiculturalism Act was established in 1988. 

Until the late 1960’s the Japanese-Canadians were still anxious about getting together. The Japanese themselves thought in that time that the several Japanese organizations which were present in Canada or Japanese events, like meetings, that were held, could still attract the attention of some suspicious politicians and therefore led to a total exclusion of the Japanese community in Canada. Fortunately this was likely to change in 1964, when the Japanese Cultural Centre in Toronto was opened and introduction of a policy of multiculturalism.

Some people say that the Canadians exposed the term ‘multiculturalism’, anyhow multiculturalism is widespread all over the world over the centuries. In other opinions, Canada did open the discussion about tolerance and showed the world what the possibilities are of living apart and together with other cultures in a western nation, as the Canadian one.

It is accurate that because of the historical and political interactions between certain ethno minorities there is a pluralistic policy since centuries, although legitimacy of this policy could be an interesting subject of a substantial debate. One can truly say that Canada is well known because for its pluralism, currently more a Canadian lifestyle nowadays.

To underline the fact that a society as a whole, like the Canadian society with many immigrants from all over the world, need a certain reasonable way of thinking and mental attitudes; to live all together in a western democracy. One has to understand the meaning of flexibility, diversity, human rights and inclusion. An act as the Multiculturalism Act is therefore established that certain minorities, groups of people, or individual persons are protected against exclusion and (racial) discrimination. During the first ten years of this policy one emphasized the importance of people’s identity, especially immigrants who came from Europe. When the opportunity occurred that non-European minorities could immigrate to Canada, the Canadian government was forced to arrange their policy on this subject and to reform their strategy and resolutions on racial discrimination.

One could say that the 1980’s were very important in the development of a more tolerant Canada. Although it took many years to encourage certain groups and to supervise this complicated though important federal policy. One important aspect of the Multiculturalism Act is that it does not give any prescriptions to comply with the law; it only emphasizes the cooperation, awareness and encouragement of a multicultural society. The act makes it mandatory on the government to support all communities by fulfilling their rights and duties on economical, political, social and cultural level to give everyone a fair existence in the Canadian democracy.

Ch. 6. Japanese-Canadian community today – an overview from 1988 until 2006

6.1 Japanese-Canadian society today
In the Census of 2001, about 85,230 Canadian citizens affirmed themselves as either completely or partially of Japanese descent (Japanese Canadian Association, 2005, Renewal – Final negotiation meeting). Since World War II and its aftermath, the Japanese-Canadian community is quite successful although they had to cope with racial discrimination and exclusion until the late 1980’s.

In the years after the war the Japanese-Canadians had to move from certain areas and settle down in different places. Japanese people are well known for the value they attach to education and career. In this prospect many of the Nisei and Sansei have successfully adopted the Canadian way of life.

Many Japanese-Canadians are likely successful in a wide range of professions and activities: dentists, lawyers, academics, business executives, journalists (Taylor, 2004, p. 196).
Nowadays there are community centres for the Japanese community in Kelowna, Calgary, Ottawa, Edmonton, Montréal and Winnipeg. Furthermore there is an immense complex built in Vancouver; the ‘Nikkei Place’ which houses the Japanese-Canadian National Museum with archives, a National Nikkei Heritage Centre and two residences for seniors, which were opened in 2000 (Taylor, 2004, p.199).
The amount of $12 million Canadian Dollar the government paid after the redress agreement was being used to establish the Japanese-Canadian Redress Foundation in 1989. The money was used for projects, education and cultural activities. The foundation was being closed in 2001. An important memorial centre was set up, to guarantee that the story of what was happened towards the community during and after the war years, would not be forgotten. The Nikkei Internment Memorial Centre which was set up is situated in New Denver. New Denver was the place where those in the ghost towns who had gone neither to Japan or neither to East Canada were gathered together in 1946. One of the little cabins were the Japanese were living is still standing there. Together with a garden, a museum it describes the history of the ones who once lived under horrible circumstances in British Columbia.

Many facilities were set up all across Canada for all kinds of Japanese-Canadians to meet up and to preserve their traditions.

More than 60 years ago, just a few Japanese-Canadians were married to non-Japanese. Although in the last census about 32,000 listed themselves as being partly of Japanese descent (Japanese Canadian Association, 2005, Renewal – Final negotiation meeting). As Issei and Nisei had quite a traditional way of living it appears that more often a Japanese-Canadian choose to marry a person of a non-Japanese background. Because of this the fifth and further generations Canadians of Japanese ancestry will only have a grandfather, or –mother who is partly of Japanese origin. It will be difficult to keep informing further generations about the inhumane circumstances during WW II. Therefore it is very important that all stories, documents, pictures, facts that are available about this subject will be kept in a good manner and hopefully used for educational purposes in the future. For the Japanese community in Canada, for the history of Canada and for the history of human rights worldwide, this story is worth to be kept in mind.

6.2 Other enemy aliens and their strive against inequity
Because of the all the publicity many people have been informed and shall agree that no other internment in Canada can be compared to the scale of the Japanese one. A few years after the settlement in 1988, Paul Martin (liberal party) became Prime Minister in 2003 and formed a minority government, he reached agreements-in-principal with certain representatives of the Italian, Ukrainian and Chinese-Communities. These agreements are part of the ACE-Program; the Acknowledgement, Commemoration, and Education-Program. It is about the experiences of e.g. Italian Canadians and the impact of the War Measures Act, or the events experienced by the Chinese Canadians under the Chinese Head tax.  The agreements are clearly based on a ‘no compensation, no apology’ clause (Beghetto, 2006, p.53).
Joe Volpe, former Liberal Minister of Citizenship and Immigration quoted once; ‘there we are acknowledging there was an injustice done to individuals for being part of a group’ (Beghetto, 2006, p.53). He helped with the negotiations between the government and representatives of the National Congress of Italian Canadians. The cooperation was established to strengthen the voices within the community that had certain validities. These validities commemorates those people who have been part of the construction of the nation and acknowledges the fact that western governments, like the Canadian, can be driven by paranoia in times of serious crisis and war (Beghetto, 2006, p.53). 

As mentioned before the Japanese-Canadian internment issue can not be compared with any other one. Nevertheless there were also other minorities who suffered because of government measures. One can note that the scale of the victims per ethnic group will be different, as well as their background and their losses. All these ethnic groups, to varying degrees have spent decades trying to get financial compensation and an official apology from contemporary governments for these state-sponsored injustices. One thing all communities do have in common is the unfair treatment they have had and the moral pain they suffered for years. 

6.2.1 The Italian issue
Through the years a few ethnic minorities in Canada have fought for their rights and recognitions of events. Still, the Japanese internment, Ukrainian internment, the Chinese head tax, or the Italian issue should not be compared or even paralleled with each other. To give one example the Italians were not jailed because of their ethnicity like the Japanese-Canadians, still they were western, but because of their ideology and sympathy towards the ideas of Mussolini.

Over 17,000 Canadians of Italian ancestry were titled as ‘enemy aliens’, 700 Italian-Canadian men were being interned and imprisoned for more than one year each. Not even one of these 700 men was ever convicted of a crime against the Canadian nation or other allies.

In 1990, the Italian-Canadian Congress wrote a plan with the recommendations they made towards Prime Minister Mulroney. The recommendations they made were likely the same as the Japanese-Canadian community designed in 1988.Later in 1990, Brian Mulroney acknowledged that the Canadian government made some harsh and unforgettable inaccuracies against the Italian-Canadian community of that time.

Several times members of the Italian-Canadian congress tried to have formal or informal meetings with several ministers, but every time without success. The overall position of the liberal Chrétien-government was that nobody of the government would have meetings with representatives of the Italian-Canadian Congress about this issue

After more pressure of the Congress in 1998, the government declared again that there would be no official excuse in the parliament and that the Canadian government was not prepared to offer a financial compensation.

By declaring that Canada already established a Canadian Race Relations Act, a Human Rights Commission and the Charter of Rights and Freedoms, the Canadian administration unofficially declared that it did right. Formally, these would all protect every individual against any possible inhumane act in the future. But informal the government did not think about the moral problem. Probably the Canadian administration was quite anxious by starting a new process of financial compensations; other communities would follow and the country would be bankrupt? 

The government was quite flexible and prepared for informative dialogues with certain communities about certain issues, but in cases of finance they were quite firm and unbendable.

In 2003 the NCIC would have had a new dialogue with the government about the internment issue, without certain reasons this was replaced, unfortunately nothing happened ever since.

Angelo Principe, the author of ‘the Darkest side of the Fascist years’ (Beghetto, 2006, p.54), examined in his book a fascist among Italian internees. Principe argued that the government had enough reason to protect against what it believed was a fifth column within the borders of the war. It is said that there was not even one dangerous or suspicious person among the Japanese- , Italian-, or German-Canadians who were interned during WW II; Japanese-Canadians were interned because of their ethnicity and their lack of their ‘western knowledge’. The other two made the mistake before they were imprisoned not to show sympathy towards the far-right ideology but vocally championing a victory for Mussolini or Hitler, and in some cases their native country (Beghetto, Marco, 2006, p.54).  The overall opinion of the general public was that  the absolute majority did not believe that there was a certain degree of fascist- or Nazi sympathy among these three groups.

In case of the Italians Joe Volpe argued that; ‘even if the allegations were true, it does not change the fact that nearly 17,000 Italians from which 700 Italian men were interned and were stripped from their rights’(Beghetto, Marco, 2006, p.54). Indeed they were all ‘convicted’ because of their beliefs, without being charged with a crime. ‘If none of these people were breaking the law-which they weren’t-then the government had no business interfering with their civil rights,’ he said (Beghetto, Marco, 2006, p.54).
The Italian community seemed disappointed and disillusioned that only the Japanese-Canadian community received what they wanted; because that is the feeling they will certainly have. The NCIC will stride along to get their justice, they already received a declaration. A formal apology and a financial compensation will be topics to discuss about with the following (conservative) government.

6.2.2 The Ukrainian issue
Not only Canadians of Japanese ancestry were victims of the racial attitude of the Canadian government during wartimes. The Japanese Canadian community was lucky to be the first to receive a formal excuse and a financial settlement. The Ukrainian-Canadians were, like the Japanese-Canadians during the Second World War, interned after the First World War just started. After the outburst of this war, the Canadian government appealed to the War Measures Act. Soon 8,579 enemy aliens of Ukrainian ancestry were being interned. Over 5,000 of the internees had emigrated to Canada for a better life, about 4,500 people were already naturalized as Canadian citizens (InfoUkes, 1995, Internment of Ukrainians in Canada 1914-1920). As the Japanese-Canadians, these Ukrainian internees were being used for labour. It was quite clear that this event was not something, especially after World War II, for the Canadian government to be proud of. Because this internment happened far too long ago, many of the internees have already died. It was very difficult to arrange a certain settlement with the government, but after 1988 when the Canadian government arranged a redress settlement with the NAJC and the Japanese community, the Ukrainian community wanted to solve this matter for once and for all by showing the public that it would not be neat of the government by covering up this Ukrainian-Canadian issue, still after so many decades.

In November 1990 and again in 1992 (Luciuk, 1994, Do the right thing) Prime Minister Mulroney promised the parliament and the public that he would make an official apology towards the Ukrainian community, almost two decades later, it never happened.

The Conservative government was afraid after the settlement with the Japanese community, that the Italian, Ukrainian and Chinese community would all claim different types of compensation.

Because Prime Minister Mulroney had left, Gerry Weiner, minister of Multiculturalism offered the Ukrainian Canadian community an official excuse. That was all they received, and no monetary reparation or what so ever. 

In 2005, the Ukrainian Canadian community became the closest to a settlement ever. The Ukrainian Canadian Restitution Act (House of Commons, 2002, Bill C-331, House of Commons ) was established, commonly known as ‘Bill C-331’. It was designed by a MP of the conservative party. Apparently it is too late for any form of individual compensation, but it would be fair of the government to acknowledge the injustices during WW I. On 24 August 2003, an agreement was established which provided an amount of $2,5 million to the Ukrainian community in Canada to use for education (Mark, Inky, 2005, First step taken to Ukrainian redress).
The National Congress of Italian-Canadians, the Chinese Canadian National Council and the Ukrainian Canadian Congress prepared compliance to the United Nations’ Human Rights Commission in Geneva. In their opinions Canada desecrated the international human rights covenants.

6.2.3 The Chinese issue
The Chinese community had to cope with worse monetary losses and social displacement in the late 19th century (Backgrounder, 2003, Chinese Head Tax and Exclusion Act Redress). For 62 years Chinese immigrants who entered the country, were required to pay a head tax which started in 1885 and lasted until 1923. This ethnic based tax was meant to discourage immigration. With this tax Ottawa collected $23 million during these decades.

From 1923 until 1947, Chinese immigrants, who came to settle down in Canada, were banned to enter the country because of the officially authorized Chinese Exclusion Act. 

Because there are still many people alive who paid this tax to enter the country, the Chinese Canadian National Council does everything what it can to fight for their justice before it is too long ago. But unfortunately many Chinese who experienced these acts of discrimination have died.

The Chinese Canadian National Council is not trying to get any form of financial payment, but a symbolic repayment of the $23 million (Chinese Headtax and Exclusion Act Redress, 2005, Questions and answers) for those who suffered. The exceptional prospective about this issue is because the Chinese community was the first and only ethnic minority to be excluded in this way as well by an Act of Parliament. The funds the government did receive with the Head Tax were straight being used for governmental profits. 

In 1983 a former Chinese Head Tax payer started a redress campaign. Very soon the CCNC was involved and started a campaign, although some spokesmen of the Chinese community had several meetings with people of the Mulroney- and Chrétien government many times, it never came to an official agreement.  

Member of Parliament and member of the conservative party, Inky Mark, carried out Bill-C 333, Chinese Canadian Recognition and Redress Act in 2002 (Chinese Head Tax Issue, 2003, CCNC). Although this Bill had the full support of many MP’s, the Chinese community, the CCNC and the Canadian Race Relations Foundation, the liberal governments of Jean Chrétien and previous Prime Minister Paul Martin refused to ratify it.

Current Conservative Prime Minister Stephen Harper pronounced during his victory in January 2006, to deliver the apologies towards the Chinese community for which they were waiting for so long. 

During a speech in the House of Commons on June 22, 2006, Canadian Prime Minster Harper offered the Chinese-Canadian community a formal apology on behalf of the Canadian government (Harper, 2006, Address by the Prime Minister on the Chinese Head Tax Redress ). He made the guarantee that a symbolic compensation of $20,000 each will be paid to former Chinese Head Tax payers, or to their spouses, for them who already have died (Multiculturalism, 2006, What’s new. Canadian Heritage). 

In contrast with other leaders Stephen Harper is quite silent on extending official regrets or financial compensation to other ethnic minorities. Of course now the Prime Minister recognized the financial damage the Chinese community had suffered for years, it would definitely call into question the ACE program as it is written today.

There are two important differences between the Japanese issue and the Chinese issue. The Chinese went through discrimination by being excluded to enter Canada. They were not Canadian residents or Canadian citizens at that time. The second important thing is that the Chinese did not had to cope with events during the second World War and did not had personal belongings which were confiscated, people who were separated from families or excluded from certain occupations

6.3 Similar events, other time period
Where conflicts come to an end, wars are starting to begin. Fortunately the Japanese-Canadian redress settlement came to an end, luckily with success. Almost 20 years later many (new) wars and international conflicts have begun, when one consider international conflicts, wars and unjustified acts against certain groups of people. Times have changed due to the increase of information technology and because of the many (inter-) national terrorist attacks that are still occurring, which are unlikely soon to come to an abrupt end.
In that prospect, countries, governments and their authorities learned to interfere quite rapidly, sometimes with drastic changes. Some measures that are taken can be of tremendous outcome, sometimes even in stride with any form of legitimacy.

This year Guantánamo Bay celebrates its fifth anniversary. Since 2002 this American marine base on the Island of Cuba is being used to intern and isolate possible Al-Qaeda members and striders of the Taliban regime.
Although many governments, national and international organizations do not support the way the United States of America treats this prisoners, nothing really changed since this base was established. President George W. Bush declared that prisoners and other people who are being kept on Guantánamo Bay do not have the same rights as a Prisoner Of War under the Geneva conventions. Following his opinion Al-Qaeda is not a state, nor did the Taliban leaders ever sign any treaty or international conventions and do not wear any uniforms. The prisoners will be judged by a military tribunal. 

In June 2004 the American Supreme Court declared that the prisoners could raise their detention with American courts. Due to a new law, which came into force in 2006, this declaration became unjustified (Ketelaar, Titia, 2007, p.4).
Although about 50 percent of the prisoners were released, many of them who are still being detained are awaiting their time without any form of an official trial. In fact Guantánamo Bay did not improve the international judicial process; ten men are yet accused of a certain crime against humanity, although the rest of the 400 men are still being overruled by American authorities (Ketelaar, Titia, 2007, p.4-5). Technically these men are still being seen as suspects and accused, many critics are not quite sure if they will ever be accused in front of an American court. Meanwhile these men are waiting what will happen to them and are not sure what the future will bring. They are kept isolated far away from their families, sarcastic enough this was the same the Japanese-Canadians would have felt during their isolation and detainment in the 1940’s.

Until further notice, a few of these men who are totally innocent are still being detained on the former marine base. Hopefully an official redressing campaign can help these people in the future and that they will not be put aside as an anonymous group in the history books.

Conclusion
When I started this research and formulated the central question, it was obvious that the research would be quite complex. Nevertheless, this is a ‘chapter’ in history one cannot and must not forget. As declared in my introduction I used four definitions: identity, loyalty, democracy and racism. Probably after this research ‘citizenship’ can be put in the same row. During wars and conflicts on a large scale, politicians, governments and citizens struggle with racism and democracy.

In this research, it were the Canadians of Japanese ancestries who can be put as ‘victims’ of the political control of the Canadian government during WW II. Unfortunately the Japanese-Canadians were forced to cope with the circumstances, this all took place until the late 1940’s. The reasons were quite clear; Canada was at war with Japan, and therefore one had to be careful with Japanese-Canadians. This theory sounds quite simple and logical, although the events that followed can be the subject of a controversial debate between followers as well opponents. 

The first Japanese immigrated to Canada in 1877, soon many others followed and a Japanese community was established. The Japanese were well known of their expertise and hard work. Although many of the Issei, who settled down, did not speak fluent English, were naturalized as Canadian citizens. The second generation, known as the Nisei was more assimilated in the largely Anglo-Canadian society. 

On December 7, 1941 Pearl Harbor, a marine base on Hawaii, was attacked by Japan. As a result the United States declared war on Japan, as the United Kingdom who was in battle with Germany and Italy declared Japan as the enemy. Canada, because of its political reliance on the UK, automatically supported the war against Japan as well.

The biggest Japanese community lived in British Columbia, there they had a great influence in the fishing industry. After Pearl Harbor Canada was afraid there would be a few Japanese-Canadians who could collaborate with Japan, and operate as spies or secret agents. For this reason the Japanese community were obliged and forced to leave the costal area. Because of a possible attack on the west coast the Japanese-Canadians were of great danger, they had to leave because of security reasons. As second the government stated that it was for the safety of the Japanese community to move inlands. Families were segregated, belongings were confiscated and men were being put in internment camps and PoW camps. Families were being put in the so called self supporting communities or Ghost towns. At the end of the war almost 21,000 Japanese people had been uprooted and about 12,000 men had been put in camps.

Internment is a legal act under the Geneva Convention only to Enemy Aliens. Canadian government referred to the internment policy as ‘detainment’. In this prospect the Japanese-Canadians, in all their ignorance, could be imprisoned or isolated by the government. Their legal status was equivalent to that of a criminal under psychiatric care. None of them were aware of their unusual legal status nor were any aware that legally they had 30 days in which to appeal their detention.
A possible danger of the national security was used as an excuse by the Canadian government to justify the fact that all the Canadian of Japanese ancestry had to be relocated. By saying that all Japanese would be collaborators it was hard to appeal to their member Canadians. All Canadian citizens were being influenced by the government, and therefore concerned and afraid to do right.

Canadian politicians of British Columbia informed the government how to handle this situation. Unfortunately when the war was over it seemed that a few politicians had been quite discriminative towards the Japanese-Canadians. It was until 1949 that the Japanese without a Canadian passport would receive a full Canadian citizenship, although with restrictions.

Until 1988 the National Association for Japanese-Canadians, together with many other supporters, have fought for recognition by the government. It took years by urging the government to publish an official statement which contained that the Canadian government had done wrong together with an agreement about financial compensations for the moral and monetary damages from which they had suffered.

‘What was Canada's role considering the internment policy during the second Word War and what did this policy, with all its events, meant for the Japanese community until today?

Considering the internment policy, one can say that in times of war a government can handle in crisis and probably does not exactly know how to handle the situation. In this period there were a few people who were of great influence on this policy. Prime Minister Mackenzie King was quite harsh during this war period although he tried to handle in the goodwill for the country. During the war he came under pressure of a few politicians, like Ian Mackenzie from British Columbia. This war was an ideal opportunity for the liberal government in BC to get rid of the Japanese-Canadians, who were seen as an economical threat for the locals. Although Canada was not in actual danger during the Second World War, the policy considering the Japanese-Canadians was becoming quite controversial. Through the years and decades, many people from all over the world came to Canada, to settle down and to start a new life. Canada is probably one of the first western countries with the biggest influx of all kinds of immigrants and therefore very multicultural, but this would become of remarkable value many years later.

After the war was over it was clear that the policy that was used against the Japanese-Canadians had left deep scarves in the multicultural society of Canada at that time. It is incomprehensible why the Japanese-Canadians, until the day the government committed that the Canadian state was wrong during WW II, still were being treated as secondary citizens. They came from a long way by assimilating the western Canadian culture, during war times they had to cope with terrible circumstances. Until the multiculturalism policy changed, this group and also other immigrants from Asia, were seen as unimportant. 

It is typical that almost every race (One can speak of a community after a settlement is established by a group of people, race or ethnic group) who immigrated to Canada just before WW II, they were able to settle down and having a normal life, even the German immigrants. The Germans who were kept in the camps were mostly Prisoners of War. It is remarkable that the German-Canadians did not suffer as much as the Canadians of Japanese ancestry did, even long after the war. Probably because of their western appearing. They did not had any difficulties by adopting the Canadian way of living as the Japanese did.
Mainly Liberal politicians did not add great importance and assessment on the establishment of the Japanese community, which through the years became stronger and bigger. It started with the liberal politicians in BC, but far after WW II, several Liberal Prime Ministers were not quite prepared to acknowledge the Japanese internments of WW II. Although they acknowledged that mistakes were made in the past. In fact, Prime Minster Lester Pearson wanted recognition in the early 1960’s. He spoke frankly about the grave injustices, but unfortunately it never came to an actual decision. It is not quite clear why it never happened. Maybe there were still too many critics within the government. Perhaps Pearson could have been put under pressure and was anxious about the outcome in the country. Possibly he thought that if the government acknowledges one ‘mistake’, other ethnic minorities, who felt oppressed during the 1940’s, would also fight for their rights and equity. 

Remarkable is the fact that the Conservative government of Mulroney was willing to cope and participate actively in several serious ethnic disputes with the Japanese-Canadian community (NAJC) to discuss the whole matter. The same for Stephen Harper, the current Conservative Prime Minster, who not long ago offered his apologies towards the Chinese community about the Chinese Head Tax. This issue was also being ignored by many governments. It seems that certain governments, with particular leaders as Prime Minister, do not know how to deal with intercultural conflicts. The arguments they had and the justice the Japanese and the Chinese community were fighting for, were quite fair. 

Everyone will surely agree that certain agreements need time to be discussed and established. The Japanese community was quite lucky that Prime Minster Mulroney had a few capable men as minister of multiculturalism in his cabinet. 
Fortunately the Japanese community received an apology, individual compensation, and foundations were set up to remember these events. The main objective of this stride against inequity was to learn from the past and to give it through to new generations in the future. Unfortunately others, who suffered as well under Canadian authority in the past, are still waiting.

During all kinds of war the most horrifying scenario’s can take place. Most of the things that actually happen during a certain war will always be kept as a secret to the public. Afterwards one can read in history books or other material the censored versions of what actually happened. The pain and sorrow many civilians encountered will not be mentioned; hopefully this will change in the future.

A better way to absolutely ensure that the history of Japanese-Canadians will not be repeated is to revise the Charter of Rights and Freedoms to guarantee that human rights can never be battered, even in times of disaster.

Although all kinds of legislation are improved, it does not mean that innocent civilians and minorities can be stripped of their political rights and duties, especially not during wars or international conflicts. Unfortunately in every society there ‘has’ to be a scapegoat. If one observes the current international conflicts, it is impossible to say that every problem will be solved by tomorrow. Although racial discrimination and social exclusion slowly were rejected by most of the free nations and therefore disappeared after the Second World War, in theory all kinds of discrimination unfortunate still exist.

Finally one can see the Japanese as the greatest heroes; sadly they were being put as saboteurs and suffered for years. Luckily they won their battle for justice. Arresting Japanese children and the elderly by throwing them out of their homes is not really an example of a civilized world. People who hated Japanese-Canadians during World War II are the same people who will hate Pakistani, who will hate Turkish people, who hate Native American people, hippies, and gay people. The lesson one can learn out of all this, is that one have to rely on the reality and to stand up for those who need it. Being positive is one thing, but to be realistic as well a second. Only with this prospect the world will not be as bad as it looks sometimes. In my opinion, no matter what any government says, history can repeat itself. We as society must always be alert. Political authority is the single way to guarantee that past injustices will not be recurring. It is sobering to note that everything done to Japanese-Canadians was, and still is, legal under Canadian law.
After two centuries of where there has been a big influx of immigration, two World Wars and a difficult conflict with the francophone minority, Canada has learned from its past and formed a country where people can live in racial harmony with each other and where globalization is an important aspect of daily politics. Where as in The United States every single immigrant has to give up his culture to become an American, the general public in Canada of all ethnic ancestries are living next to each other. Because of the establishment of the Multiculturalism Act, the Canadian liberal approach and the coloured society, Canada can be seen as a mosaic of cultures. Governmental organisations and ethnic communities work strongly together to support every kind of multiculturalism. This gives the country a more pluralistic character which hopefully maintains the fact that every individual feels accepted which enforces social equality.      
The ideal of multiculturalism in Canada poses two desirable outcomes: the survival of ethnic origin groups and their cultures, along with tolerance of this diversity and an absence of prejudice toward ethnic minorities. 
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