


The fight for reparations lasted over forty years from

its initial conception. It was a slow process for two

major reasons. The first, as has already been mentioned,

was the reluctance among the camp survivors to even

acknowledge their experience in the camps.- The second

depended on non-Japanese American sentiment. Would the

public as a whole support the fight for reparations for

formerly interned Japanese Americans? Success for

reparations depended on non-Japanese society acknowledging

the wrongful internment of Japanese Americans (Maki et al,

1999) .

By 1974, the first criterion was met with the JACL

success in gaining support from the Japanese American

community for reparations. It was now imperative to gain

the support of Congress and the non-Japanese public for

reparations legislation. Without support from Congress,

legislation for reparations would fail. A national

committee to pursue the redress issue in Congress was 

created in 1976. A resolution was adopted seeking monetary

reparations. The basic principle for reparations was to

seek, "equity, justice, dignity and freedom" (Maki et al,

1999, pg.75). It was acknowledged that support from

Congress to agree on financial reparations was slim, but it
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would not dissuade JACL from seeking corrective

legislation.

In 1979, a redress bill, "The Japanese American Human

Rights Violation Redress Act" (H.R. 5977) was introduced in

the Ninety-sixth Congress on November 28, 1979 (Maki et al,

1999, pg. 93) and was the first monetary redress bill that

called for a formal apology to each inmate and $15,000 in

compensation plus fifteen dollars for each day spent in

camp (Maki et al, 1999, pg. 93). The bill did not receive

support from Congress.

The JACL did not give up. Rather, the group created a

subgroup called the National Coalition for

Redress/Reparations. This organization sought to have

public hearings of internment camp survivors. Former

interned Japanese Americans gathered together and agreed to

educate the general public on their experiences.

Commission hearings were held in major cities to gain

support from non Japanese American citizens. The local

media covered these hearings in order to educate the

general public about the incarceration of Japanese

Americans during World War II. Would the public as a whole

support the fight for reparations for formerly interned

Japanese Americans?
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The success of Japanese Americans gaining reparations

depended on the social atmosphere. Just as resentment and

distrust of the Japanese American by the public placed them

in the camps, it would be the acknowledgement of the

violation of their human rights that would bring about

reparations as well. An important factor for the passage

of reparations was public knowledge that such a violation

of their constitutional rights occurred.

Successful Lawsuits from the Past

Japanese American groups were successful in exposing

what the Issei and Nisei lost during 1942-1946. The next

major step in seeking reparations was the public policies

that were passed and the lawsuits that were won by Japanese

Americans. The first major victory was the passage of the

Japanese American Evacuation Claims Act of 1948. This

piece of legislation recognized the documented property

losses the internees suffered. With the signing of this

bill, thirty-eight million dollars was paid out in claims

to those who had documented proof of property losses. Thus

the stage was set for the eventual seeking of reparations

for the illegal incarceration of tens of thousands of

innocent people (Maki et al, 1999).
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A second Supreme Court ruling in 1967 provided more

fuel for reparations. The U.S. government acknowledged the

unlawfulness of the internment camps. The case, Honda v.

Clark, allowed 4,100 Japanese Americans to recover bank

deposits from Yokohama Specie Bank, Ltd. that had been

seized from Japanese Americans at the beginning of World

War II. Congress set aside ten million dollars to return

the deposits. This ruling for Japanese Americans

demonstrated that legislators and the public were

supportive of reimbursement for their financial losses

suffered by Japanese Americans during World War II (Maki et

al, 1999, pg. 60).

By August of 1988, JACL succeeded in creating The

Civil Liberties Act, signed by President Reagan on August

10, 1988 (Maki et'al, 1999, pg. 225). The Civil Liberties

Act created the Office of Redress Administration (ORA)

within the Department of Justice. The ORA was given ten

years to identify, register, verify, and administer

payments to eligible individuals. A total of 82,219

persons received reparations (Maki et al, 1999, pg. 223).

Twenty thousand dollars was awarded to each surviving

formerly incarcerated Japanese American citizen. In

addition to the passage of the Civil Liberties Act, fifty
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million dollars was set aside to create the Civil Liberties

Public Education Fund (Maki et al, 1999, pg. 223).

President Reagan made the following statement at the

signing ceremony, "We gather here today to right a grave

wrong. . . 120,000 persons of Japanese ancestry were

forcibly removed from their homes and placed in makeshift

internment camps. This action was taken without trial or

jury, it was based solely on race" (as cited in Maki et al,

1999, pg. 195).

Summary

Interned Japanese and Japanese Americans were the

victims of acknowledged racist policies established by the

United States government. Japanese were hired as

contracted workers to help the economy of the United

States. Like slaves who were brought from Africa, Japanese

were seen as merely a labor source. They endured

segregation once they reached the Pacific coast.

As Japanese Americans were benefiting from living

along the West coast, the non-Japanese society did not

approve. They were not allowed to own land under the Alien

Lands Act of 1913 and 1920. Even though a generation had

been born in the United States, they were not considered
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citizens until 1952 with the passage of the McCarran-Walter

Act (Harth, 2001, pg. 55).

Internment camp survivors began to tell their stories,

and children whose parents had been interned encouraged

them to publicly speak about their internment experiences.

An interest in reparations resurged with the Japanese

Americans Citizens League (JACL) in 1970. Eighteen years

later, they were granted reparations.

Native Americans and Reparations

Native Americans have sought reparations throughout

their dealings with the federal government. Historically,

they had very little political clout, and their pursuit of

reparations seldom amounted to much. Native Americans have

had more success with lawsuits over illegal seizure of land

and treaties that were ignored by the United States

government.

Native Americans began to work with the federal

government to regain the land they had lost. The Sioux

lawsuit is one of the earliest examples of a land case for

reparations. In 1892, 792 Sioux signed a petition

demanding compensation for the theft of the Black Hills in

South Dakota. One hundred thirteen years later the lawsuit
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was still unsettled. In 1979, the Indian Claims Commission

ruled with the Sioux. In 1981, the Supreme Court agreed in

an eight to one decision that the seizure of 7.3 million

acres was unconstitutional, and eight Sioux tribes were

awarded one hundred five million dollars as compensation

for the Federal Government's seizure through an act of

Congress in 1877 (Greenhouse, 1982, pg. B3).

On a larger scale, the path to reparations for Native

Americans began with the establishment of the Commission of

Indian Affairs in 1914 that provided a legal means for

Native Americans to file claims against the United States

government. By 1929, the Secretary of the Interior and

Commissioner of Indian Affairs asked for legislation to re

establish local democracy for Indians. The Commission of

Indian Affairs' primary goal was to return the

constitutional right of self-government to Native

Americans. The secondary goal was to settle Indian tribal

claims that were growing out of broken treaties of the past 

three hundred years. The Commission had successfully

stopped the sale of Native American land by 1933 (Lewis,

2004) .

Native Americans increasingly got more support from 

the United States government to reclaim land they had lost.
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The United States public was beginning to show signs of

remorse for its mistreatment of Native Americans. The

Indian Reorganization Act was a piece of legislation that

tried to make amends with Native Americans.

With its passage in 1934, the Indian Reorganization

Act returned four million acres of land to' Native Americans

(Lewis, 1998, pg. 272). Prior to 1934, Native American

customs were portrayed in textbooks and periodicals as

inferior and hedonistic. Slowly, the Native American

lifestyle began to be respected instead of distorted.

Tribal customs such as pow-wows were no longer being

defined as inferior, but respected as religious ceremonies

and a demonstration of cultural pride (Lewis, 1998).

By the 1960s the Civil Rights Movement had changed the

outlook for people of color in the United States. Native

Americans began to fight for their own causes. President

John F. Kennedy's administration continued the process

towards amends with Native Americans by halting policies

that included the termination or relocation of tribes.

Government programs in the Area Development Administration

gave substantial amounts of money to individual tribes to

spend as they saw fit (Lewis, 2004).

72



As much as President Kennedy was trying to make

amends, Native Americans saw still a greater need and did

not relent in their seeking of reparations. In 1961, the

National Congress of American Indians organized the

"American Indian Conference" in Chicago in which

representatives from over seventy tribes made a

"Declaration of Indian Purpose." They were not asking the

United States for charity or paternalism, but rather,

"assistance, technical and financial . . .  to regain in

America of the space age some measure of the adjustment

they enjoyed as the original possessors of their native

land" (Lewis, 2004, pg. 337).

As large as the Chicago conference was, it did not get

the attention that a more radical group had hoped for. The

National Indian Youth Council (NIYC) took a more active

approach in making the public aware of Native Americans

dissatisfaction with their treatment. In keeping with the

sit-ins of the Civil Rights movement, the NIYC had "fish-

ins" that took place in the Pacific Northwest to protest

fishing prohibitions and symbolize the battle for fishing

rights. By 1966, the Department of Justice adjusted the

regulations to accommodate a tribe's right to, "fish in
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accordance with treaty and tribal regulations" (Lewis,

2004, p.337).

A second call for national attention came when the

NIYC occupied Alcatraz Island in 1969. Seventy-eight

Native Americans wanted to "reclaim" the island with the

intention of building a cultural, religious, and

educational center. They issued their own proclamation,

mocking the treaties that the United States had made with

Native Americans during the previous three hundred years.

Native /Americans were able to stay on Alcatraz for seven

months, until armed federal marshals escorted them off

(Lewis, 2004) .

Native Americans were beginning to realize the effect

that mass organization and protesting can have. The

American Indian Movement (AIM) emerged by the 1970s. "Red

Power" was meant to demonstrate the strength of Native

Americans. AIM was successful in having local authorities

arrest the Army veteran murderers of a Lakota man, Raymond

Yellow Thunder in 1972 (Lewis, 2004, pg.339). AIM members

then traveled the reservations to spread the word of Red

Power. The federal government began to fear AIM and by the

end of 1972, AIM had been infiltrated and dismantled when

leaders were jailed by the FBI (Lewis, 2004).
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Victorious Lawsuits

As previously mentioned, in order to pass legislation

in favor of Native Americans, there must be support in

Congress. AIM inspired Native Americans to work within the

system to promote their causes. The Native /Americans

Rights Fund (NARF) was established in 1970 as a government

funded organization that provides services to meet the

special legal problems that existed under what is known as

"Indian Law", composed of hundreds of Indian treaties,

court decisions, and Federal Indian statues (Native

American Rights Fund, [NARF], 2006).

The largest victory for NARF was with the

Passamaquoddies and Penobscot tribes in 1980. NARF was able

to prove that the state of Maine was technically owned by

the Passamaquoddies and the Penobscots. The federal

government decided to settle the case in the sum of over

twenty-seven million dollars and the transfer of over

300,000 acres to the two tribes (NARF, 2006).

Congress later passed the Mashanutucket Pequot Indian

Claims Settlement Act in 1982 that provided for the

compensation of the Mashanutucket Pequot tribe. First, it

awarded 900,000 dollars to the tribe in order to purchase

tribal land. Second, it extinguished all tribal claims to
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other land. Third, it extended federal recognition of the

tribe. Finally, it allowed the tribe to be in trust of its

land (Lewis, 2004, pg.341).

In 1989, a lawsuit was filed against the Smithsonian

Institute. The Smithsonian had thousand of Native American

artifacts on display that had been stolen from tribal

grounds and burial sites by white archaeologists and

anthropologists. The Smithsonian Institute agreed to

return these artifacts to the appropriate tribes in 1989

(Lewis, 2004) .

Are Casinos Reparations?

Casinos run by Native American tribes give some

tribes the ability to improve their living conditions on

reservations. However, casinos only benefit certain tribes

since not every tribe is able to build multi-million dollar

resorts on their land. Oftentimes reservations are on

remote pieces of land that are hours from any major

highway. Casinos that are owned by Native Americans give

the illusion that all is well, but in reality it is not.

Casinos cannot be categorized as reparations. Federal

permission to build casinos came with no formal apology nor

acknowledgement that illegal seizure of land would ever

occur again.
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The Indian Gaining Regulatory Act made Indian gaming

the most controlled from of gambling in the United States.

It permits federally recognized Native American tribes to

operate gaming businesses in the United States as long as

that state permits it. There are approximately one hundred

eighty-four tribes involved with gambling operations.

Over 140,000 people are employed in casinos, and 85 per

cent are non-Indian (Oswalt and Neely, 1998) .

Casino revenues allow tribes to purchase land that was

originally theirs. An example of the benefits to tribes is

with the Grand Ronde Confederation which is made up of five

tribes near Oregon. In 1954, the federal government wanted

to assimilate Indians into mainstream society; hence the

tribe was terminated and lost 69,000 acres. By 1960, they

were left with seven acres around the tribal cemetery

(Useem, 2000, pg. 238).

In 1983, the Grande Ronde Confederation, being a 

sovereign nation, built the Spirit Mountain Casino. By

1995, it had made twelve million dollars in revenue and had

600 employees. By 1999, the revenue had increased to

fifty-three million dollars and had 1,500 employee’s. The 

tribe used the money to re-purchase land it had lost and

was able to reclaim stolen artifacts. Classes were
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established to teach the near-extinct language (Useem,

2000, pg. 239).

Are Indian gaining casinos a form of reparations? My

argument is that they are not. Public sentiment holds the

examples of casinos as compensation for the millions of

acres that were stolen from Native Americans. Rather,

casinos are a source of income for approximately one third

of Native American tribes. They allow residents of the

reservations to be self-sufficient. Rather than take money

from the United States government for maintaining its

reservations, local state governments receive money from

the casinos.

The United States government did not make an official

apology to Native Americans for their treatment over the

past four hundred years and has yet to propose financial

compensation for the millions of acres that Native

Americans were forced to leave. Casinos do not affect the

majority of Native Americans since most live either in

urban areas or on impoverished reservations.

Summary

Native Americans suffered physical and psychological

damage at the hands of early English settlers who wanted to

maintain the traditions of England. They saw the financial
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potential of the fertile lands in the eastern shores. At

the same time they encountered a group of people that lived

differently from them. Instead of accepting the Native

Americans and their culture, the English wanted to

eliminate them and it.

Descendents of the first English settlers continued to

settle on Native American territory. The European's goal

of populating the earth through Manifest Destiny meant the

elimination of North America's first people. Prior to any

official legislation, European Americans settled on Native

American territory usually through illegal seizure under

the auspices of the U.S. government. Any legislation that

was passed allowed for the legal removal and murder of

hundreds of thousands of Native Americans. While some

gestures have been made toward reparations, the vast

majority of Native Americans still languish in poverty as

result of past and present treatment at the hands of the

United States government and its agents (see Tables 1-4).

Native Americans are not the only group of people that

have been negatively impacted by European American culture

and values. African slaves and their descendents are

another example of people who have been exploited by the
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United States government in the name of spreading democracy

and capitalism.

Reparations for Former Slaves and Black Americans

Like Native Americans, African slaves and their

descendents have not received reparations for past

injustices from the United States government. In 1792, the

son of a prominent evangelist stated that white Americans

had to "balance their accounts for the injury for which

they have done to blacks" (Adams and Sanders, 2003, pg.

109). Over two hundred years have passed since this

observation and yet nothing has been done. The

procrastination of granting former slaves and black

Americans reparations has made it more difficult to prove

who should directly benefit. In this section I will discuss

the many attempts that black Americans have made in the

seeking of reparations.

Like Native /Americans and Japanese /Americans, they

have met the criteria set forth by Maki in his case study

of Japanese Americans seeking reparations legislation. For

example, organizations were created to petition Congress 

for legislation to grant former black Union soldiers equal

pensions to those of whites. The Civil Rights movement set
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forth the passing of the Civil Rights Act, making any form

of discrimination unconstitutional.

African Americans have filed lawsuits for violations

of their civil rights. Lawsuits filed in the twentieth

century have been awarded to individual persons dr small

groups of people who can prove their civil rights were

violated. Institutionalized slavery, Jim Crow-type

legislation, and their negative repercussions have yet to

be addressed in the courtroom or through any official

action by the United States government.

Reparations Movement for Black Americans: 1816-1915

A movement began in 1816 by the American Colonization

Society (ACS) to deport African slaves to Liberia, Africa

(Berry, 2005). The ACS was disenchanted with the inhumane

treatment of African slaves. They theorized that democracy

and Christianity required the deportation of blacks to

Africa in order for them to be free. However the members

of ACS failed in their attempt to send African slaves back

to their native countries.

The ideology of the ACS had gained more popularity by

1854 among free African Americans. The United States

government could pay blacks for their "sufferings and 

unrequited toil while in bondage" (Berry, 2005, p. 29). By

81



1868, the ACS had sent 2,232 blacks to Liberia in West

Africa. White Americans began to protest this movement

because the loss of cheap labor that African Americans

[slavery was officially over by 1868] provided greatly

affected the economy of the South. Thus the ACS was

dismantled (Berry, 2005).

Another form of redress occurred at the end of the

Civil War. Known as Field Order Number 15, or "Forty Acres

and a Mule", its rationale was to show appreciation to

freed black men who had participated in the Civil War to

fight with the Northern troops. The hope that the Civil

War would end slavery prompted freed blacks to leave the

plantations and fight with the Northern troops (Adams and

Sanders, 2003, pg. 198).

Field Order Number 15 was approved January 16, 1865

(Berry, 2005, pg. 11). The intention was for freed black

men to own. property and be self-sufficient. Union General

Sherman wanted to show his appreciation to the former

slaves. Using his military commander's power, he issued

forty acres of abandoned slave-owners' land to freed blacks

(Adam and Sanders, 2003). By June 1865, forty thousand ex

slaves had built communities on 400,000 acres of land

(Berry, 2005, pg. 12).
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The promises made in Field Order Number 15 did not

last long. After the assassination of President Lincoln,

the conditions of Field Order Number 15 were dismantled.

On May 29, 1865, President Johnson issued a proclamation

pardoning many rebels (Berry, 2005, pg.12). Former slave

owners had their land restored to them. Rather than own

the land, freed blacks could either lease the land with the

option to purchase or simply work as farmhands.

.Under the umbrella of Reconstruction, the Freedmen's

Bureau was established in 1865 by the War Department. It

supervised all relief and educational facilities relating

to refugees and freedmen as well as assumed custody of

confiscated lands in former Confederate states

("Freedmen's"). The Freedmen's Bureau failed blacks in

recouping any promised land. They were forced to return

the land to the original owners, former slave-holders.

Having lost their home and land, the freed blacks had

little choice but to work on the plantations as field hands

(Berry, 1972).

The failure of Field Order Number 15 forced black

Americans to seek reparations in the form of pensions for

former soldiers. White soldiers who had fought in the

Civil War were receiving pensions for their military
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A second race riot took place that resulted in a

lawsuit in Rosewood, Florida. The circumstances are

similar to those of Greenwood. It was New Year's Day,

1923. A white woman, Fannie Taylor, claimed that a black

man had sexually assaulted her. A small group of white men

searched for an escaped black convict. The group of white

men grew to a mob of approximately two hundred and spent

the weekend searching for the alleged rapist. Innocent

family members were shot, and innocent men were lynched. By

the end of the weekend, the prosperous community of

Rosewood was destroyed ("Rosewood," 2006).

It has been reported that two whites and six blacks

were killed during the riots. However, survivors of the

riots say that more blacks died. No one was ever charged

with the murders. After the riot, the town was deserted,

and blacks living in surrounding communities moved out of

the area ("Rosewood," 2006).

Reparations for this act of violence took over seventy

years to obtain. Rosewood survivors did not previously talk

about their stories because of the shame they felt and

their fear of being persecuted or killed if they mentioned

the riot. In 1993, the Florida Department of Law

Enforcement conducted an investigation into the case. The
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investigation led to the Rosewood Bill, passed in April

1994, which awarded $150,000 to each of the riot's nine

survivors. The survivors still remained frightened,

demonstrating the extreme trauma imposed on the victims of

such atrocities. Rosewood survivor Wilson Hall said he

would not return to Rosewood because, "They still don't

want me down there." This is seventy-one years after the

fact ("Rosewood," 2006).

Another acknowledgement of the United States'

injustice to black Americans occurred in July 2005. The

United States Senate apologized for the deaths of innocent

black Americans who had been lynched during the nineteenth

and twentieth centuries when the United States Senate

failed to pass anti-lynching laws. During this period

there were five thousand documented cases of black

Americans being lynched. Lynchings were a form of

vigilante justice carried out by white mobs. Black

Americans, mostly men but some women, were hanged, maimed,

and dismembered on rumors that the men had offended a white

woman. Black males were not able to defend themselves

against these (more often than not) false accusations (Adam

and Sanders, 2003) .
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It was not only poor black men, but prominent

businessmen as well whose success threatened white

Americans. Anthony Crawford, a black businessman, was one

victim. He owned four hundred acres of land and was in a

business dispute. Crawford was lynched as a result of the

dispute. After he was murdered his family was then run out

of town, and his land was seized (Blackwell, 2005).

Presently, a series of state bills have paved the way

for federal reparations. One example is a bill introduced

by Deadria C. Farmer Paellmann. The bill, signed in

September, 2000, forces the oldest insurance company (which

is not named) to disclose how it profited from insuring the

lives of enslaved Africans (Carillo, 2000) .

’California democratic Senator Tom Hayden introduced

SB2199. This bill expands to all firms selling life

insurance in California to provide copies of all archived

material related to slave insurance. The insurance

companies involved are Aetna, American International Group

(AIG), and New York Life. These companies were involved in

insuring against the lives of enslaved Africans from 1853-

1856. A second bill, SB1737, known as the UC Slavery 

Colloquium Bill, asks the University of California to hold
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a conference to look into the economy and legacy of slavery

(Chen and Simon, 2004).

In March, 2001, the Chicago City Council passed the

Slave Era Disclosure Act. It is an ordinance that requires

companies doing business with the city to reveal any

connections to slavery. Files can be collected from banks,

tobacco, and cotton firms. It can then be determined the

amount of profits gained from slavery. These laws allow for

the descendents of slaves to seek reparations from these

companies. The lawsuits can then set up a compensation

fund for the victims or their descendents (Economist,

2001) .

National Coalition of Blacks for Reparations
in America

A group of black Americans has organized the

National Coalition of Blacks for Reparations in America

(N'COBRA). N'COBRA is an organization that is currently

seeking reparations on behalf of African descendents in the

United States. N'COBRA had its founding meeting in

September, 1987, and supports legislation to seek

reparations with chapters throughout the United States,

Ghana, and London.
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N'COBRA has made efforts to educate the public by-

conducting town hall meetings and rallies throughout the

country. Members of N'COBRA have participated in

conferences, radio, and television programs to speak about

reparations to African slave descendents. It utilizes

literature to keep its members informed such as publishing

a newsletter called, "Reparations Now!" as well as a

quarterly news magazine called, "Black Reparations Times."

N'COBRA also has its own website. By September 2003,

N'COBRA formed a corporation, the N'COBRA Legal Defense,

Research and Education Fund. Its mission is to "develop

and implement projects to educate and seek reparations for

Africans and People of African descent" (The National

Coalition of Blacks for Reparations [N'COBRA], 2005).

N'COBRA supports a bill written by United States

Representative John Conyers, Jr. The bill, known as

H.R.40, asks for a Commission to Study Reparations

Proposals for African Americans Act. Conyers, of Michigan,

first introduced the bill in 1989 before Congress. He has

re-introduced the bill to every Congress only to watch it

go down in defeat each year.

H.R.40 hopes to accomplish four things. The first is

for the government to acknowledge the injustice and
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inhumanity of slavery. Second, it hopes to establish a

commission to study slavery and subsequent racial and

economic discrimination against freed slaves. Third, it

hopes to study the impact of those forces on today's living

African Americans. Finally, the commission would then

recommend to Congress appropriate remedies to redress the

harm inflicted on African Americans (N'COBRA, 2005).

The question becomes will the United States support

the movement? The American government must publicly

apologize for the inhumanities of slavery and its

repercussions. This apology must be given by the President

of the United States and must also mention wages that

tobacco companies and cotton producers neglected to pay

slaves. Institutionalized slavery as well as subsequent

discrimination and segregation were wrong; there are no

doubts about that. The question is will the United States

ever pay?

Black Americans have used the same tactics of

presenting a reparations bill to Congress as did Japanese

Americans. If the procedure is the same, why have African

Americans and their descendents been denied reparations?

The most obvious explanation is that of racism. Adams and

Sanders (2003) cite examples where black Americans have
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gained some equality and conditions have improved for

individual members of the community since the Civil Rights

movement. They quote Jonathan Turley, a law professor, who

states, "claims for 'unjust enrichment' were meritless

because the statute of limitations (for reparations) had

run out roughly one hundred thirty-one years ago" (as cited

in Adams and Sanders, 2003, pg. 324). The United States

government refuses to accept such legislation.

Summary

Africans were kidnapped or sold into slavery for the' 

sole purpose of advancing the economic status of the

plantation owner by working on plantations without pay and

under horrible conditions. They were denied their right to

liberty and property. Skin color was used to determine and

maintain their status as slaves.

The abolition of slavery was the result of the passing

of the Thirteenth Amendment; still, black Americans fared

no better (see Tables 1-4). They were kept separate from

white society. Wages were still lower for black Americans

than whites. This disparity forced them to live in

substandard housing. The educational system did not do any

better for its black citizenry. Schools for black

Americans continue to be inferior to the schools whites
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attend. Black Americans suffer and continue to experience

a high poverty rate. The laws may have changed, but

equality is still lacking in the lives of black Americans.

The reasoning for this inequity lies in the racism that

black Americans have endured since arriving in the

Americas.'

The Supreme Court found that separate is not equal

approximately fifty years ago. Hundreds of years of

institutionalized slavery and subsequent segregation have

yet to be formally addressed by the United States

government. Five thousand documented lynchings (Blackwell,

2005) have yet to be addressed. If the United States is

truly sorry for the natural, human, and civil rights

violations Africans and their descendents endured in the

previous three hundred sixty-seven years, then reparations

must be made.
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CHAPTER FOUR

ECONOMIC IMPACT OF DELAYING REPARATIONS

The purpose of this work has been to 1 delineate a

social history of the natural, civil, and human rights

violations committed against Native Americans, African

Americans and Japanese Americans. The belief that certain

peoples were inferior prompted racist legislation depriving

them of rights granted to white Americans. Native

Americans were relocated in order to accommodate English

colonists and their culture. African slaves were

exploited to work with no hopes of earning a fair wage.

Later, black Americans were still viewed as inferior and

were deliberately kept segregated from white society. These

actions continue to affect their lives today.

Japanese Americans did not have to endure a forced

assimilation process like Native Americans and African

slaves. Japanese Americans succeeded in the agricultural

industry, threatening California farmers. This success

coupled with the United States' fear of Japanese aggression

brought fears that they would commit sabotage and overtake

the United States. The solution was to separate them from

white American society. Executive Order 9066 was a clear
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violation of the Fifth Amendment of the Constitution of the

United States, but it did not matter. Japanese Americans

were rounded up and herded off to internment camps where

they stayed for up to four years.

Documentation of the inhumane treatment of Native

Americans, African slaves, black Americans, and Japanese

Americans demonstrate that they suffered great losses.

Reparations would grant monetary compensation allowing the

victim to replace material that was lost. Table 1

summarizes the injustices that each group suffered. The

information for this table is based on case studies and

personal narratives presented by Asian-Nation (n.d), Maki,

M.T., Kitano, H.H.L, and Berthold, S.M. (1999), Marks, P.M

(1998), Shellington, K. (1995), and Takezawa, Y.I. (1991)
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Table 1: Injustices Suffered Among Native Americans, 
African Slaves, and Japanese Americans

Racial
Group

Y ears
in
N o rth
Ame
r i c a

I n j u s t i c e s
S u f fe re d *

Numbers
D is p la c e d

Y ears
s p e n t
s e e k in g
r e p a r a t i o n

G ra n te d
R e p a ra t io n s

Native
Americans

8 ,0 0 0 R ,R P ,F S ,M ,D @ 650,000 144 NO

African
Slaves

387 K ,R P ,F S ,IS ,M
LS, D

@ 460,000 190 NO

Japanese
Americans

116 R , I ,D 1 2 0 ,0 0 0 44 YES

*K=Kidnapping
R=Resettled
RP=Rape
FS=Family Separation 
IS=Institutionalized Slavery 
M=Murder
1=Incarceration 
LS=Legalized Segregation 
D=Discrimination

Current Repercussions of Past Violations

Historical injustices, exploitation, segregation, and

discrimination against Native Americans and black Americans

impact their current living conditions in the United

States. Japanese Americans did suffer unconstitutional

internment; however as a group, they do not suffer such a

discrepancy in their financial status. According to the

United States Census Bureau in 2000 and C.L. Beale (2004),

Native American families and black American families living

at poverty level are three times that of Japanese and other
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Asian Americans. It is no coincidence that these two groups

suffer the largest proportion of poverty among people

living in the United States. Table 2 lists the percentage

of each group living at poverty level in 2000.

Table 2: Poverty Level Among Native Americans, Black 
Americans, and Japanese Americans

Native American Families 25.1 percent
Black American Families 24.9 percent
Japanese American Families 9.0 percent
White Families 9.4 percent

The 2000 United States Census Bureau also reported

the median income level of the three racial groups. Table

3 compares the median family income level for each group.

Table 3: Median Income Level for Families of Native 
Americans, Black Americans, and Japanese 
Americans

Racial Group Median Income

Native Americans $32,240
Black Americans $33,300
Japanese Americans $61,630
White American $48,500
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The next category demonstrates the poverty rate of

each group. These statistics were collected by the Office

of Management and Budget using the Consumer Price Index, a

measure of the cost of goods purchased by average United

States households, calculated by the United States

government's Bureau of Labor Statistics. The average

poverty threshold differs for each family size.

The study conducted by the United States Census Bureau

did not give reasons for the high poverty rates among the

minority groups. However, explanations for the below-median

income levels and high poverty rates can be found in a

study conducted by the United State's Department of

Agriculture in 2004. The study, titled, Anatomy of

Nonmetro High-Poverty Areas: Common in Plight, Distinctive

in Nature was conducted in the highest poverty areas in the

country. These areas tended to be rural. The study took

into consideration the environment in which a majority of

Native Americans and black Americans lived as well an

attempt to explain why an overall decrease in unemployment

rates during the 1990s still left nonmetro counties with a

higher poverty rate than the rest of the country. Asian

Americans were practically non-existent in nonmetro areas.
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According to this study, high poverty rates still

exist in what is known as the "old plantation belt" of the

southern coastal plain, especially from southern North

Carolina to Louisiana (Hurricane Katrina territory).

Thirty-nine percent of. blacks in these counties had poverty

level incomes that are fifteen percent higher than the rest

of the country. That figure is almost five times higher

than non-white Hispanics in the rest of the country.

Native Americans have also fared poorly. Counties

that are located in historically or nineteenth century

Indian reservations in the Northern Plains, Southwest,

Oklahoma, and Alaska had a poverty rate of forty-one

percent, twice the amount in the rest of the country. A

fifth of the total population (20%) in these areas lived in

households with incomes below fifteen percent of the

poverty line. Table 4 compares the poverty threshold for

the country to that of Native Americans for 2004.

Table 4: Average Poverty Threshold in 2004
Family of
Four

$18,810 Native American 
Family of Four

$15,989

Family of
Three

$14,680 Native American 
Family of Three

$12,478

Family of Two $12,015 Native American 
Family of Two

$10,213
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The study explains that these areas tend to have low

labor force participation, a large percentage of female

headed families, and a lack of quality education and job

training opportunities. Among the high poverty counties

there is little or no public transportation, limiting the

accessibility to employment and social services.

Conclusion

Interned Japanese and Japanese Americans were the

victims of acknowledged racist policies established by the

United States government. Japanese were hired as

contracted workers to help the economy of the United

States. Like slaves who were brought from Africa, Japanese

were seen as merely a labor source. They endured

segregation once they reached the Pacific coast.

As Japanese Americans were benefiting from living

along the west coast, non-Japanese society did not approve

Japanese Americans were not allowed to own land under the

Alien Lands Act of 1913 and 1920. Even though a generation

had been born in the United States, they were not

considered citizens until 1952 with the passage of the

McCarran-Walter Act (Harth, 2001).
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Internment camp survivors began to tell their stories

and children whose parents had been interned encouraged

them to publicly speak about their internment experiences.

A movement began with the Japanese Americans Citizens

League (JACL) in 1970 to seek reparations from the United

States government for their criminal acts, a movement that

proved successful for internment camp survivors.

Native Americans have regained only a pittance of

their lost territory and livelihood through casino

revenues. There are currently five hundred sixty federally

recognized tribes in the United States (Brimley, 2004) .

According to the National Conference of State Legislatures

(2002), one hundred sixty-two tribes had compacts to permit

casinos on their property. Clearly, over four hundred

recognized tribes are not benefiting from casino revenue.

The United States allowed slavery to exist. The

social problems that evolved from institutionalized slavery

were segregation and discrimination. Inferior treatment of

people creates inferior living conditions. Yet, it seems

that the United States government will not pass legislation

to right its' past wrongs vis-a-vis black Americans. Does

it think the problem will go away?
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The problem of granting reparations could have been

solved in 1894 when Callie House and Reverend Dickerson

were trying to pass the National Ex-Slave Mutual Relief

Bounty and Pension legislation to benefit ex-slaves, but it

was not solved. The Civil Rights Act merely makes

discrimination illegal; it does not offer compensation for

free labor that African slaves and later black American

citizens provided. Slaves have long departed, but there is

documentation of Americans who are descendents of slaves
D

who could accept the apology for the mistreatment of their
1ancestors, just as third generation Japanese Americans

accepted an apology and monetary compensation for their

ancestors' internment.

The United States government knows its true history.

It knows that it is indebted to its Native American and

black citizenry. Yet it still refuses to formally apologize

and pay. There is clearly a history of unspeakable

atrocities, against members of various groups in the United

States. Members of each non-white group, as they entered

the United States, have been subject to genocide, mass

resettlement, and discrimination in housing, education, and

other rights that have always been available for whites.
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Full redress has occurred only for Japanese Americans in

the form of monetary compensation.

The current plight of many Native and African

Americans is illustrative of the need to take positive

steps in education, economics, housing, etc. to right the

wrongs of the past. A growing number of members of these

last two groups have been unwavering in their call for

apologies and compensation for these atrocities. If the

United States is to do the right thing, it cannot move

forward as a nation until reparations and apology occur; to

do otherwise is to ignore the natural and civil rights

violations it imposed.
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