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HUMAN RIGHTS LEGACY 
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I. INTRODUCTION 

Eric Yamamoto’s book Healing the Persisting Wounds of Historic 
Injustice: United States, South Korea and the Jeju 4.3 Tragedy! is valuable 
not only for the study it provides of the tragic events in South Korea and its 
aftermath, but also for the insight it offers into the larger questions at play: 
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II. THE REDRESS MOVEMENTS 
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widely differing points of view.=  The National Council for Japanese 
American Redress, led by William Hohri, was one of the first groups to 
emerge.  Hohri favored a class action lawsuit for reparations.>  The leaders 
of the Japanese American Citizens League (JACL), the largest Japanese 
American organization, were slower to act.  Although activist Edison Uno 
successfully campaigned within the JACL during the mid-1970s for 
resolutions endorsing reparations,? it was not until the election of Clifford 
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Riches in 1978,"; and Joy Kogawa’s novel Obasan in 1981."=  Obasan soon 
became a classic work of Canadian literature. 

During these years, the NAJC and other groups organized to lobby for 
redress.  Here, also to an important degree, activists in Canada took the 
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In 1984, a national election swept the Conservative government Brian 
Mulroney into office by a large majority.#>  “Mulroney was sympathetic to 
claims by Japanese Canadians (and may have also hoped to use redress as an 
incentive for Tokyo to sign a free trade treaty), but he hesitated to place a 
dollar amount on a settlement.”%#?  The NAJC responded by commissioning 
a study from Price Waterhouse, a renowned accounting firm (known today 
as PricewaterhouseCoopers).  The firm estimated that the wartime actions of 
the Canadian government had cost the Japanese community in Canada about 
$333 million in revenue and $110 million in property loss (in 1986 dollars). 
This impressive finding increased the credibility of community claims for 
damages.#@ 

A final round of negotiations between Japanese Canadians and the 
Mulroney government on a redress package was scheduled in 1988, as the 
U.S. Congress passed H.R. 442.  The Prime Minister designated his close 
associate, Secretary of State Lucien Bouchard, to lead the government’s team 
when the parties were unable to reach an agreement.  Bouchard used his 
influence to broker an agreement on a redress package, which was confirmed 
by Parliament in September 1988, approximately six weeks after the redress 
law was enacted in Washington.:A 

The Canadian settlement’s terms, which included an official apology 
and a payment for redress, were largely similar to those in the United States.  
Japanese Canadians may have felt that the amount of redress was insufficient, 
but following the enactment of H.R. 442 in the United States, it was clear to 
everyone that a package similar in type was the only one that could command 
widespread support by Canadians.  However, Ottawa made a $21,000 redress 
payment, in view of the particularly harsh nature of its confinement of 
Canadian Issei and Nisei during World War II, and the Mulroney government 
provided individuals with expedited payments.:! 
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In the weeks that followed the Masuhara-Hamilton case, the Liberal 
government of Prime Minister Jean Chrétien declared that it would not appeal 
the Ontario and British Columbia court rulings recognizing marriage rights 
for same-sex couples in those provinces.  Instead, in the interests of equity, 
the Chrétien government announced soon after that it would introduce 
legislation to recognize marriage for same-sex couples nationwide.  
Government lawyers—led by Minister of Justice Irwin Cotler, who had 
previously been an outspoken supporter of Japanese Canadian redress—
referred a draft bill on same-sex marriage to the Supreme Court of Canada, 
asking the Court to offer its judgment on the law’s constitutionality.  In 
January 2004, following the fall of the Chrétien government, the new 
government of Prime Minister Paul Martin added another question in its 
reference to the court, thereby slowing the Justices’ response.  In December 
2004, after holding hearings on the case, the Supreme Court of Canada ruled 
that the government indeed had the authority to amend the legal definition of 
marriage but did not take a position on whether the equality provisions of 
Canada’s Charter of Rights and Freedoms required such an amendment.  In 
early 2005, after the court rendered its judgment, the Martin government 
officially introduced a bill to grant equal marriage rights to same-sex couples.  
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 In fact, it was in the course of the parliamentary debates over legalizing 
same-sex marriage that the wartime treatment of Japanese Canadians was 
referenced.  Ironically, the spe
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The editors of the Regina Leader-Post newspaper chimed in that the 
wartime treatment of Japanese Canadians offered a continuing marker of the 
importance of Charter provisions to protect constitutional rights in times of 
danger: “[w]hen Canada was writing a new Constitution 25 years ago, the 
country’s best minds thought back to outrages like . . . the federal 
government’s treatment of Japanese-Canadians in 1942, then decided our 
courts should have the power to curb over-excited assemblies.”;>  Columnist 
Keith Baxter welcomed the Civil Marriage Act as a legal change which 
redeemed the cause of the Japanese Canadians: “the past mistreatment of 
Chinese and Japanese persons, even those who were legal immigrants and 
Canadian citizens, are nothing to be proud of.  Today, however, is a proud 
day.  Today the more than 300 legal rights and privileges of spouses in 
marriage have been extended to another 10 percent of Canadian adults, a 
group to whom they had been denied until now.”;? 

IV. CONCLUSION 

The history of the redress movements in North America, and especially 
Canada, and their success in catalyzing reparative legislation, make them an 
important part of an ongoing international conversation about “race, rights, 
and reparation.”;@  The history of the redress campaigns in both Canada and 
the United States was marked by a central tension between multiracialism 
and exceptionalism, universalism, and narrow political goals.  In the United 
States, even as the redress movement achieved its goals, it grew less 
connected with other minority groups, though it remained interested in the 
principle of reparations.  Japanese Canadian redress likewise set an important 
precedent for demands for reparation by other groups, whether Native 
peoples defending their historic rights or immigrants needing protection from 
arbitrary treatment.  More than that, it offered Canadians of all backgrounds 
a potent historical example of the importance of preserving the fundamental 
rights of minorities from oppression by hostile majorities and their elected 
representatives.  It thereby gave supporters of same-sex couples a frame of 
reference to explain the vital importance of equal access to marriage rights 
for all Canadians and end historic injustice. 
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