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The constitutionality of Japanese internment was a very controversial topic in 1942. Many Americans were outraged after the Japanese attack on Pearl Harbor, but did not consider the Japanese immigrants a domestic threat. While others, blinded by discrimination and war hysteria, blamed the entire Japanese race, at home and abroad. Leading political figures in the latter group are the reason that the idea of Japanese internment was brought to the Supreme Court. These outspoken and racist men believed, wholeheartedly and irrationally, that the only way to save America from another Japanese attack was to put all Japanese Americans in concentration camps. The Supreme Court cases that followed the newly implemented rules, such as curfews and registration for internment, were not supported by rational evidence, but rather they were blatantly unconstitutional and discriminatory. 
The importance of determining the cause for Supreme Court verification of the constitutionality of internment is to show that racial prejudice did not end with the discrimination of the Native Americans and African Americans. It also makes it apparent that many leading Americans are desperate to dissolve foreign culture. What Did the Internment of Japanese Americans Mean? quotes the Commission on Wartime Relocation and Internment of Civilians explaining that the grounds for evidence in the Supreme Court cases were “resulted from race prejudice, war hysteria and a failure of political leadership” (pg. 76). It is terribly unfortunate that the innocent Japanese immigrants had to fall victim to such irrationalized legislature. The Japanese internment and the mass round-up of Native Americans onto reservations are similar because both groups were forced to abandon their homes and move to places deemed their own by the government. They both also were encouraged, through such instruments as concentration camps and reservations, to dissolve their foreign culture and to learn to become more Americanized. African Americans and the Japanese Immigrants share segregation similarities, as both racial groups were banned from holding certain jobs, going to particular places, and partaking in various activities. Overall, a mix of war hysteria and the irrational reaction to discriminate against an entire race were important in the Supreme Court’s decision to endorse the constitutionality of internment. 
Lawyer and legal historian, Peter Irons, stumbled upon evidence against the Supreme Court internment rulings while he was sifting through documents to prepare for his book about lawyers. The documents he found revealed that the Justice Department lawyers had “accused their superiors of suppressing evidence and presenting to the Supreme Court a military report containing ‘lies’ and ‘intentional falsehoods’” (pg. 66). Irons’ answer to the question of what caused the Supreme Court to affirm the constitutionality of internment is simple: pressure and racial prejudice from high political and military leaders caused the Supreme Court’s backing and kept the truth of the situation from being heard. It was discovered that General John L. DeWitt had disqualified the reports against internment that he was given by the FBI and Naval Intelligence. Instead, DeWitt let his racism interfere with his judgment, leading him to make the false claim that Japanese Americans were spying with “shore-to-ship signaling.” 
In addition to Dewitt’s fallacies, Colonel Karl Bendetsen concurred with Dewitt’s stereotypes and falsely claimed, “The Japanese race is an enemy race.” The Japanese internment was deemed a “military necessity,” making both the curfew and the registration for interment legally constitutional in the eyes of the Supreme Court. The entire West Coast population of Japanese was ordered to register for concentration camps due to the supposed imminent danger they posed to America. 
Due to Peter Irons’ investigation and legal backing, three formerly prosecuted Japanese Americans were able to redress the situation through a coram nobis case. Coram nobis basically means that the case requires the court to consider evidence that wasn’t previously brought forward during the time of the actual trial. Gordon Hirabayashi, Minoru Yasui, and Rred Korematsu were all finally freed from their charges. This decision was made because the Commission on Wartime Relocation and Internment of Civilians deemed the internment unjustified by military necessity and claimed that it was caused from “race prejudice, war hysteria and a failure of political leadership” (pg. 76). 
The Japanese Internment was declared constitutional only because it was a “military necessity” to protect the American people. This cause is important because it was racially-biased by leading military and political figures, and not grounded on a rational argument. The constitutionality of the internment was a result of anti-Japanese war feelings that transformed into a movement against anything Japanese related, including second generation Japanese Americans. The answers that refute the constitutionality make it apparent that this period in time was very isolationist. They reveal a period in the nation’s history that is still easily affected and influenced by racial discrimination, but also a period that has room for improvement in the legal department. History truly repeated itself as Japanese are segregated and oppressed just like their Native American and African American counterparts.  
