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RATIFICATION AND CONFIRMATION OF NATURALIZATION
OF CERTAIN PERSONS OF THE HINDU RACE

THURSDAY, DECEMBER 9, 1026

UNITED STATES SENATE,
CoMMITTEE ON IMMIGRATION,
Washington, D. C.

The committee met, pursuant to call, at 10 o’clock a. m., in the
committee room, Capitol, Senator Hiram W. Johnson presiding.

Present: Senators Johnson (chairman), Willis, Reed, King, and
Copeland.

he committee thereupon proceeded to the consideration of Senate

Joint Resolution 128, which is here printed in full as follows:

[8. J. Res. 128, Sixty-ninth Congress, second session)]

JOINT RESOLUTION Providing for the ratification und confirmation of the naturalizations of ceriain
persons of the Hindu race

Whereas on February 19, 1923, the Supreme Court of the United States in the
case of United States versus Bhagat Singh Thind decided that persons of the
Hindu race are ineligible for naturalization in the United States; and

Whereas prior to such decision naturalization was completed by the following
persons of the Hindu race in the following courts:

Name Court admitting Date
'

————— — e e e
Abdul, Hassan. ..ooooomieeae ... ; U, 8. Distriet, New Orleans....._................. June 13,1916
Ali, John Mohammed................. } U. 8. District, Detroit, Mich................._.._. June 27,1921
Bagai, Vaishno Das. . .e.oooeunnen..... i U, &, District, San Francisco.........ccc.oce...... Mar, 7,1921
Babatta, William..............._..... | Common Pleas, Comerset County, Pa_........... Apr. 10,1916

Defr...._ .. oIl | U. &, District, Los Angeles_._............772770C Aug. 81019
Dev, Jagat Bondhu.. ...| U, 8. District, Tampa .

s, Abba..._.._... 8. District, S8avannah.
Fieldbrave, Theodore 8. District, Philagelphi
andhi, Jaswant Rai S. District, Detroit. .....
Gherwal, Rakhg 8. District, Portland, Oreg.
Gokhale, Shankar Laxman._._.......... Superior, Schenectady
Hamid, Abdul_____.__....._.._........ | U. &, District, New Orleans
Hesh, Sasi Kumar. ... .............. U. 8. District, Pittsburgh
Houssain, Bellal. . .......ccoeeeeo. ... ' U. 8. District, New Orleans 20,
Huek, Noorul........ .+ U, 8. District, Houston, T«
Kban, John Bazater. . .+ U. 8. District, Pittsburgh J ?,
Mainee, Diwan Singh ; U, S, District, 8an Francisco.. gar. 28, {g%?
ec

Supreme, Fresno County, Cali

Mandsl, Tulss Ram
U. 8. District, 83an Francisco....

Mandel, Sant Ram. . SN June 10,1920

Mattu, Bishen Singb............ ..... ! U, 8, District, San Francisco........cececmaeee... Aug. 1,1921
Mondul, Abdul Goffor.................. District. Galveston, Tex..............oooeeo.... Feb. 9,1909
Mondul, Abdul Motlib ... ... ... District , Galveston, Tex... ... ... _..o.......... June 5,1912
Mondul, Abdul Ganie___........_ ... i District, Galveston, Tex. ... ... ... ......... Dec. 6,1916
Mondul, Boksh Bohman.... - U8, District, New Orleans. .. Ou. 31u16
Mozumdar, Akhay Kumar -i U, 8, District, Spokaue, Wash June 30,1613
Puri, Ram Nath........ . Supreme, San Frapcisco.. ... . 301.7,'- 7, 1918
Sarkar, Dhirendoa Kum ¢ Supreme, New York County, Feb. 9,123
. District, Boxelder County, Utah. .. May 21,1921

................... --.-... District, Cassia County, Idaho.............._.....| Msr. 27,1922
.......................... ' District, Boxelder County, Utah...._.......___...] Mar. 13,1922
................... * Dietrict, Boxelder County, Utah.......__._._..._..[July 85,1018
.......................... 1 District, Boxelder County, Utah.._...............| Jan. 8,1923

... U, 8, District, Portland, Oreg.... Sepi. 15,1921

" U, 8, District, Los Angeles_..__ Jan. 9,1920

.. U. 8, District, Portland, Oreg.... Dec. 16,1920

.. U. 8. District, Los Angeles....... Apr. 21,1919

1
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Naine Court admitting Date
Singh, Narain. ... ............_..._... District. Cassia County, Idaho_ .. _____.. ... .| Mar. 27,1922
Singh, Puna. ..ot District, Boxelder County, Utah. ... ........... Dec. 27,1920
Siogha, Baxi Kishan...._............. ' Supreme, Cook County, fll. ... ... .. ... Juoe 14,1918
8ucheron, Walter James_............__: Supreme, New York Co,,N. Y__...... ... ...... Mar. 10,191¢
Sud, Nawak Chad..._. ._............ | Supreme, 3an Franciseo.. .................... ... Jan. 27,1021
Sulaiman, Mohamed.......c..cooo. . i U. 8. District, Chicago, I ... .. i Dee. %,1919
Thind, Bhagat. . ........._. . U. 8. District, Portland, Oreg.... .| Nov. 18,1920
Tom, C. 8. (Channon Singh). -.i District, Boxelder County, Utah. ! Mar. 13,192
Willis,John_................ --. U. 8. District, Pittshurgh. _.._.. Sept. 12,1922
Alexander, Qame-U;d-D " Common Pleas, Atalntic County, . May 31,1018
Bains, Unrao Singh. . ... ..} U, 8, District, 8an Francisco........ . ...| Mar. 51017
Bose, Sudhindra_......_.............. ! District, Johnson County, fowa.. ................ ! Feb. 19,1017
Das, Rajani Kanta.................... | U. 8. District, Chicago, I ... .. .............. .. y Dec. 1,190
?I”' TaraknathJ. ... ... ... ....... t U. 8. District, S8an Franeisco.............. e ! June 9, 1914

ahamad, Amirhaidas................ | Supreme, New York County, N. Y___............ Aug. 25,1921
Mollah, Abdul Rub.... -1 Circuit, Orange County, Ind... --| Sept. 26,1918
Mukerli, Prafuila C. --. U. 8. District, Pittsburgh, Pa
Pal, Darbari Ram._.._... ..! Common Pleas, Paterson, N.
Pandit, Sakharam Ganes| .. Supreme, Los Angeles........
Vamon, Ramachandra..... , Supreme, Erie "ounty, N. Y.

Shelke, Ramchandra D.............. " U. 8. District, Pittsburgh............. ... ... Feb. 1,192
Ali, Mohammed. . ... ...l i U. 8. District, Detroit, Mich_..................... Apr. 19,1920
Bourne, Duncan. .. ...c.coeeeoooue... ! Supreme, New York County, N. Y.........__.... Oct. 5,1917
Chovey, Paul P___.___.__._..._....... U. S. District, New Haven, Contt._..c.o.eo....... Sept. 23,1018
Duke, Ishar Das___.._. . District, (3allatin County, Mont.... ...] Feh, 5, 1019

Kahn, Ali Mohammed.
Khan, James Budha
Sabgal, Gofind Ram.
8ingh, Jaginder. _...

U, 8. District, San Franclsco.....
.. Common Pleas, Bergen County,
... U. B, District, San Francisco.....
U. 8. District, San Franeisco........

July 2,1018
May 10,1920
.| Mar. 16,1920

Singh, Sohn. ... ... Supreme, Fresno County, Calif. ..c..........__..} Aug. 20,1019
Kokatnur, Vaman Ramachandra.....! Supreme, Erie County, N. Y_....................1 June 1,102
Sharman, Thakur Dev._.............. ¢ Cireutit, Detroit, Mich._ ... .._............ FU Oct. 27,1917
Thacker, Nainginh L. ...._._........_. t U, 8. District, New York. N. Y. ..oooceiea oo, Sept. 11,1017

Whereas certain of said naturalizations have been canceled by judicial pro-
ceedings since February 19, 1923, and certain of them are threatened with
cancellation in cases now pending and in certain of them cancellation has heen
degied and in certain of them no cancellation proceedings have heen instituted;
an

Whereas there is need of a uniform rule of law relating to such cases: Now,
therefore, be it

Resolved by the Senate and House of Represenilatives of the United States of
America in Congress assembled, That the naturalizations aforesaid are hereby
ratified and confirmed and the persons aforesaid are declared to be citizens of
the United States, and no woman citizen of the United States shall be deemed to
have lost her citizenship by rcason of her marriage to any of said persons.

The CuairMaN. The committee has met this morning pursuant to
request of Senator Reed of Pennsylvania, to take testimony he desires
to submit upon the joint resolution introduced by him December 7,
1926, providing the ratification and confirmation of the naturaliza-
tions of certain persons of the Hindu race.

I desire in the beginning of the hearing to put in evidence, first,
a letter to me from W. W. Husband, Second Assistant Secretary of
the Department of Labor, dated November 18, 1926, and various
inclosures which came with that letter; a letter from the honorable
Chief Justice William H. Taft to the Secretary of Labor, Hon. James
J. Davis, dated October 19, 1926; another, a letter dated October 18,
1926, to the honorable Chief Justice, from Doctor Das, one of the
principal petitioners in the particular matter; another letter dated
October 26, 1926, to the Secretary of Labor, from Raymond F. Crist,
Commissioner of Naturalization; and also a list of naturalized Hindus
who are affected by the joint resolution, which is presented to me by
the Department of Labor.

Do you wish these communications read at the moment, gentlemen?

Senator King. I think we had better have them read.
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(The chairman thereupon read the correspondence referred to
above, which is here printed as follows:)

DEPARTMENT OF LaRror,
Washington, November 18, 1926.

CHairMaN SeNaTE CoMMitrEE oN IMMIGRATION,
Washington, D. C.

My Deanr Mg. Cuairvan: The Chief Justice of the United Statex has brought
to the attention of the department the case of Taraknath Jogendranath Das, a
Hindu whe was naturalized in the United States district court at San Francisco
on June 9, 1914, and refers to him in connection with other Hindus who were
naturalized prior to the decision of the Supreme Court of the United States on
gpbliu?ll:{’ l!;, 1923, in the case of United States of America, appellant, v. Bhagat
Singh Thind.

In this communication the Chief Justice expresses the belicf that the situation
called upon Congress to right the matter, and that the admission of a few Hindus
would not at all break down the rule of rigid exclusion, further expressing the
view that there might well be special legislation on the subject to meet a real
injustice. These cases were brought to the attention of the Chief Justice by
Mr. Alfred Martin, a member of the Society for Ethical Culture,

The Chief Justice has signified that he has no objection to a copy of his letter
being sent to you for yvour consideration; accordingly a copy of it is attached
hereto, together with its inclosure. A memorandum from the file of the Bureau
of Naturalization relating to Mr. Das has been submitted to the department
by the Comumissioner of Naturalization, of which the inclosed is a copy. A
partial list of the names of Hindus who were naturalized during the period
from September 26, 1906, to the date of the decision of the Supreme Court,
adverse to Hindus, is also inclosed. The list contains the names of those Hindus
who have come to the attention of the Bureau of Naturalization and against
whom suits have been instituted to set aside their citizenship. Those cases
where the snits are still pending are separately shown from those where the suits
bave resulted in the cancellation of the certificates of naturalization. Included
in the list are the names of some soldiers who served in the American forces
during the World War who are Hiudu origin but as to whom no suits to cancel
their citizenship have been instituted.

Cordiallyv yours,
W. W. HusBaND,
Sccond Assistant Serrelary.

StvrreMe CoUrRT oF THE UNITED NTATES,
Washington, D, C., Octoher 19, 1926,

My Drar Mn. Secrerary: Mr. Alfred Martin, a gentleman of the highest
standing whom I have known for a great many years, and a member of the
Society for Ethical Culture, has talked with me with reference to the injustice
that he conceives to have heen done to Dr. Taraknath Das, 2 Hindu who took
out his first papers of naturalization in this country in 1908, and when in 1914
he applied for his naturalization eertificate, the examiner contested his right to
become an American citizen, The matter was carried into court, and United
States Judge Dooling, of the United States Distriet Court in San Francisco, held
that the applicant was entitled to a certificate, which was issued to him. Since
that time he has traveled and has received passports and has married an American-
horn woman. Now, by our decision, at the instance of the Government, it is
held that such certificates are void, hecause under the law there was no authority
to grant a certificate to anvone hut a white person and that Hindus do not come
within that deseription, There are about 40 Hindus who received certificates,
and who, acting on the assurance that they had hecome American citizens,
have lost the citizenship of Great Britain and are really without a country and
withont allegiance to any government. It would seem to me that such a situation
calls upon Congress to right the matter and that the admission of a few Hundus
would not at all hreak down our rule of rigid exclusion. There might well be
special legislation on the subjeet to meet a real injustice, Doctor Das has
called on 1pe and has asked me to give him an opportunity to be heard by the
heads of the departments whose advice and wishes in the matter Congress would
be certain te consult, I have therefore given to Doctor Das a letter of introdue-
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tion tu vou, with the hope that some time, at his instance, you may be ahle to
receive Yim for a few minutes and talk the matter over with him,

With very best wishes, my dear Mr. Secretary,

Sincerely yvours,
Wum. H. Tarr.
Hon. James J. Davis,
Secretary of Labor.

D P. 3.—~I am iuclosing herewith a copy of a letter [ have received from Duety:

as.

Hoten LaFaveTTE.
Waskington, D. ".. October 18, 1142,
Hon, WitLias H. Tarr,
Chief Justice United Statex Supreme Court,
Washington. D. .

Dzar *r: You know of my case as presented to v by Me. Martin.  How.
ever, I take the liberty of giving you further details.

I was born in India and came to the United States of Ameriea in 1905, |
took vut my first paper of naturalization in 190s. In 1914, when I applied for
my naturalization certificate, the United States naturalization examiner con-
tested my right to become an American citizen. The ~ase was heard before
United States Justice Duoling, of United States District Court at San Francisco
Calif., and the verdict was in my favor. I took iy vath of allegiance to the
United States of Amcrica and was granted a naturalization certificate, while the
United States authorities evidently accepted the judgment as final, because
they did not take an appeal. Since then I was thrice granted United States
passports to travel in Europe and Asia, as an American citizen; and I have
married an American-born woman. Now, the (nited States authorities hoid
that I was never an American citizen ‘“‘abinitio,”” because according to the
decision of Justice Sutherland of the Supreme Court rendered in re United
States +. Thind (February 19, 1923), I was naturalized illegally, as a high-caste
Hindu, not being a ‘white person,” as ineligible to American -citizenship.
Aceording to the British law governing nationality, I can not revert to Britisk
citizenship automatically, because I voluntarily gave up my allegiance to the
British Crown, when I took my oath of allegiance to the United States of
America. Thus I am rendered a stateless person. My American-born wife
has, according to the United States authorities, lost her American citizenship
and she is also rendered stateless.

While I speak of our present unfortunate position, let me say that it is typical
of 40 or more Hindus who were naturalized. In asking for a relief measure. [ am
not pleading for my individual case, but for all who are rendered stateless by the
api)lication of the decision of Justice Sutherland, mentioned above.

have been told by you, Hon. Charles E. Hughes, Hon. Justice Stone, Hon.
Senator Borah, and others, that justice demands that some kind of relief meastre
shoutd be passed by the Congress by which the group of Hindus who were
naturalized before the decision of Justice Sutherland and their American wives
should retain their American citizenship and he not rendered statelesss.

It is quite possible that some Congressman or Senator will be willing to intro-
duce a ‘“relief bill,”” but I feel that before any such attempt be made one should
know whether the administration wiil favor such a measure. It is needless to
add that I do not advocate any measure which wiil be contrary to the United
States Government's immmigration and naturalization pelicy; and I regard that
it will he wiser still if the Secretary of Labor, throngh the Solicitor of the Depart-
ment of Labor, will be willing to outline a bill which wiil Le acceptable to the
administration and at the same time will extend ‘‘full relief” to those ouce
naturalized American citizens and the American women who married those
Hindus who were naturalized hefore February 19, 1923,

Thanking you for your kind interest in vour present difaculty. I remain,

Very respectfully vours,
Tarag~aTt Da-.
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Octorer 26, 1926,
The SeCRETARY OF LaBoOR
(Through the Chief Clerk).

I beg to bring to your attention the case of Mr. Tavaknath Jogendranath Das,
who was neutralized Ly the United States District Court at San Francisco on
June 9, 1914, and whose naturalization is now being attacked in the United States
District Court for the Southern District of New York as having been illegally
procured, Mr. Das being a Hindu and racially ineligible for naturalization.
(United States v. Thind, 261 U. S. 204.)

Mr. Das arrived in the United States on July 12, 1906, declared his intention in
Seattle on February 8, 1908, and on January 10, 1912, petitioned for naturaliza-
tion alt Coquille, Oreg. That petition was denied for waut of a certificate of
arrival.

Throughont much of his life in the United States, Mr. Das has attended
universitiex, assisted Hindu students to enter the United States, and has been
active among them. At one time he was in the Immigration Service at Van-
couver. He was then publishing a paper, Free Hindusthan. This paper was
one of political reform, **an organ of freedom,” aud proved embarrassing to the
Immigration RService. The immigrant inspector demanded his resignation or
the discontinuance of the publication. Mr. Das stated that he chose to resign.

In 1911, the British ambassador confided in this Government that Mr. Das
was reported as attempting to accelerate his naturalization for the purpose, it
was believed, to visit India at the time of the proposed visit of King Georgein
the thought that in case of arrest it would be advantageous to claim American
citizenship.

The United States attorney at San Francisco represented the Government at
the hearing when naturalization occurred. All the facts then in the possession
of the bureau were placed in his possession. Consequently, the court had a full
knowledge of his activities so far as they were known to the Government and its
granting a citizenship constituted a finding of his attachment to the principles
of the Constitution notwithstanding the revolutionary activities with which he
had been charged.

During the war, Mr. Das was one of 31 persons charged with plotting to violate
the neutrality of the United States. In the testimony he was accused of having
maintained a safe deposit vault filled with bob manuals and other works on
revolutionary moves in India. The manuals, it was stated, were originally se-
cured from a group of Russian anarchists and contained formulw for making
bombs and ‘‘explosive papers,” and the proper leacing of such contrivances.
The trial which had been designated the famous Hindu revolution case occurred
in the same court where Mr. Das secured naturalization and terminated in a
shooting affray in the court room, two of his associates being killed. Mr. Das
was found guilty of conspiracy to set on foot a military expedition in violation
of our neutrality laws and sentenced to a term of 22 months’ imprisonment.
The name of Mr. Das appears in the accompanying list of Hindus under the head-
ing ¢ Cancellation cases pending.”” This list has been prepared at the instance of
Senator Reed, of Pennsylvania, to be transmitted to him. o

The foregoing is communicated to you because of its bearing upon legislution
upon the subject in case the department should consider commenting upon it.

Rarvoxp F. Crist,
Comnnssioner of Naturalization.



. Name

Ahdul, Hassan_..._._.
Ali, John Mohammed.
Bagai, Vaishno Das

Bahatta, William .. __

Dev. Jagat Bondhu . .
Dolla, Abba_.___.
Fieldbrave, Theodore .
(iandhi, Jaswant Rai..
(itherwal, Rakha Sigh. . __
(tokhale, Shankar Laama
Hamid, Abdul__ _____. .
Hesh, Sasi Kumir.
Houssain, Bellal_..
Muck, Noorul. ...
Khan, John Bazater. ..
Mamnee, Diwan Singh.
Muandal, ‘Tulsa Ram. ..
Mande), Sant Ram
Mattu, Bishen Sing
Mondul, Abdul GoftYo!
Mondul, Abdul Motlib
Mondul, Abdul Ganie.....
Mondul, Boksh Bohman
Mozumdar, Ashay Kunar .
Puri, Ram Nath_._.____. e
Narkar, Dhirendoa Kumar.
Singh, Amer. ... ...
Ningh, Baden..
Ningh, Bhan...._.._..
Singh, Charley Sher .
Ningh, Did
Singh, Dusandha
Ningh, Ga.ga.......____._..
Singh, Jiwan__..___ .
Singh, Mohan.. ... .
Ningh, Narain. . .__.
Ningh, Puna
Ningha, Baxi Kishan. ___._
Sucheron, Walter James.__
Sud, Nawak Chad._.____.
Sulaiman, Mohamined .
Thind, Bhagat1. . S
Tom, C. 8. (Channon Singh)
Willis, John . ____..._________

1 U. S. Supreme Court passed on this case.

List of naturalized Hindus

e ——————

Court admitting Date Court canceling Date : Bureau file
oL | -
-1 U. 8, District, New Orleans._...._.... _...| June 13,1916 | U, 8. District, New Orleans. . _..........._| Apr. 30,1924 | 1375-C-666788
-1 U, 8. District, Detroit, Mich. -.o{ June 27,1921 | U. 8, District, Detroit, Mich. . Dec. 7,192 | 1525-C-1621908
U, 8, District, San Franciseo._....._ .. Mar. 7,1921 | U. S, District, San Francisco_...._... .| May 5, o 245-C-~1505240
Common pleas, Somerset County, P .--| Apr. 10,1918 | U, 8. District, Philadelphin, Pa..__ .. ] Jan. 11,1924 | 2831-C-577850
U, 8, District, Los Angeles. ... ___________| / Aug. §,1919 | U'. S, Distriet, Los Angeles_ .. _..._....__.. | Jan, 11,1926 ' 246-(C-1208408
U. 8. District, Tampa_____ ... -.| Feb. 14,1916 | U. 8. District, Tampa......_. AUg 26,1924 432-C-5623553
U, 8, District, Savannah. ____ -| May 14,1900 | Not canceled (deceased). . ...........___.._. | ... 7" 7 4-P-3
U. 8. District, Philadelphia. __. .| May 51918 | U. S, District, Los Angeles. .. .. Aug. 2,1924 | 2770-C-886459
. 8, District, Detroit. .._..... -.| June 29,1917 | U. 8. District, Detroit ... ... . _.. Dee.  7,1925 @ 1525-C-783624
U, 8. District, Portland, Oreg. -| June 19,1922 } U. 8. District, Portland, Oreg .. . Dec.  2,1924 | 2725-C-164984
Superior, Schneetady .. o ... ... --] Nov. I 1919 | U, S, District, Albany, N. Y.... 1 Aug. 12,1926 2325-C-1200553
U. S, District, New Orleans. . ... .| Mar. 20,1908 | Ui, 8. District, New Orleans. ... ... -1 May 29,1924  1375-C-69505
U. 8. District, Pittsburgh. .. ... .. -| June 15,1920 | U. 8. District, Pittshurgh__ . _.____. -] Nept. 15,1924 | 2774-C-1284691
U 8. District, New Orleans. . . .. -| Mar. 20,1908 | U, 8, District, New Orleans. ... May 3,1024 | 1375~-C-69504
U. X, District, Houston, ‘I'ex.._.. --.] Nov. 6,1917 | U, 8. District, Houston, Tex...__. - Feb, 81924 | 3115-C-807407
U, 8. District, Pittsburgh. . ... [ Jan.  7,1922 | U, 8. District, Pittshurgh__._.__. N Sepl. §,1024 1 2774-C-1465609
U. 8. District, San Francisco...............| Mar. 6,1916 { U. & District, San Francisco. ... .. June X,1926 { 245-C-6346200
U. 8. fuperior, Fresno County, Calif. .._...| Dec. 29,1921 | U. 8. District, Los Angeles. __...._...__.__| Nov. 22,193 ' 356-C-1656728
U, 8, District, San Fraucisco.. . .......___.. June 10, 1920 i U, 8. District ,8an Francisco.............._. June 11,1925 . 245-C-1336239
..... Aug. Lw21 ' do..._... .. . ... Dec. 11, 1925 | 245-C-1577441
....... Feb. 49,1809 ! Not cunccled (deceased) ceeemmeee e eana oo 3213-C-36061
......... June 5,1012 | U.S. District, Galveston. cecmeceecea.oo| Jan. 14,1924 . 3213-C-108542
........... Dec. 61916 b do.... .. I e 8213-C-708020
8. Disf ,New Orleans._. ........_..__ Oct.  3,1916 ' V. S, District, New Orleans_. ... Apr. 30,1924  1375-C-668835
U, 8, District, Spokane, Wash .. ____________ | June 30, 1913 : U. 8. District, Los Angeles... ... | Dee. 18,1923 3600-C- 35278
. Supreme, San Franeisco. ... ... ! Sept. 7,1916 [ . 8, District, San Franciseo_ . .____________ Dec. 9,1925  284-C-663468
-1 Superior, New York CountyY. N.Y........i Feh. 9,1023 | U. &, District, New York City...._..._..... Jan. 9,1924 | 2307-C-170442
District, Boxelder County, Utah._. -; May 21,1921 | U. 8. District, Salt Lake City_.........__... Feb. 9,1924 * 3402-C-8633%9
.- District, Cassia County, Idaho.__. .. Mar. 27,1922 « U. 8. District, Boise, 1dabo. ............_..} Dec. 23,1924 { 700-C-1141483
District, Boxeldor County, Utah_ Mar. 13,1922 ; U. 8. District, Salt Lake City_ . ......__...... Feb. 9,1924 | 3402-C-863307
. July  5,1918 ! Not canceled (deceased)................__._ esmesiceanas i 3402-C-863350
- Jan. 81923 | U.S. District, Salt Lake City.__............ - Feb. 9,1024 | 3402-C-~1837612
CNOD , Portland, Oreg_.._._________.} Sept. 15,1921 © U, 8, District, Tacoma, Wash .. ____________ | Sept. 22,1923 : 2725-C-1545452
.......... AL S, District, Los Angeles. .. ceeeceees dun. 9,1020 - U. 8. District, Los Angeles......__._.._.._ 7 Nov. 2,1025 ' 246-C-1301757
Ui, 8. District, Portland, Oreg............... i Dec. 16,1920 i U. 8. District, Portland, Oreg . ... . _._ | May 20,1925 | 2725-(-1516671
.-} UL &, District, Los Angeles, Calif ... | Apr. 21,1919 | U, 8. Distriet, Los Angeles, Calif .. ... " | Mar. 21,1924 | 216-C-067237
--.i Distriet, Cassia County, Idaho. i Mar. 27,1922 U, 8, District, Boise, Idaho...._.._.__.._...0 Dec. 23,1924 | 700-C-1141484
-| Distriet, Boxelder County, Utah. Dec. 27,1920 U. 8. District, Salt Lake City, Utah. ... .. | Sept. 8,1924 ! 3402-C-863381
-| Superior, Cook County, Ili... June 14,1918 | U. S. District, Chicago, ..~ ____________ | Mar. 15,1925 | 751-C-908077
--| Supreme, New York County. i Mar. 10,1924 . Supreme, New York County, N.Y___...... L Apr. 22,1924 | 2307-C-1940018
-| Superior, San Francisco, Calil i Jun. 27,1821 Superior, San Francisco, Calif......._....... Sept. 28,1926 | 284-(1-1514760
..... U. 8, Distriet, Chicago, Ill_.. Dec. 8,101 | U.S. District, Chicago, Il._.....____"_""_’| June 15,1925 | 730-C-1297692
.......... U. 8. District, Portland, Oreg... . Nov. 18,1920 : U. 8. District, Portland, Oreg. ..__________ "t June 26,1926 | 2725-C-1076838
.......... District, Boxelder County, Utah. Mar. 13,1922 1 U. S. District, Salt Lake City, Utah........_| Feb. 9,1924 | 3402-C-863306
.......... U. 8. District, Pittsburgh, Pa._... Sept. 12,1922 | U. 8, District, Pittsburgh, Pa...............| May 2,1925 | 2774-C-1831596
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Cancellatior cases pending

Name Court adritting I Date Bureau file
U U B [T | e
Alexander, Qamar-ud-din.......... ('n\x}n;mn pleas, Athantic County, ‘ May 31,1916 2186-C-633871
Bains, Unrao Ningh...... .| United Rtates district, San Franciseo | Mar, 51917 245-C-t:3172
Bose Sudhindra....... District, Johnson County, Tewa. ... Feh, 19,1917 1056-C-733304
Das, Rajani Kanta.._.. ..} United States district, Chicago, 1.t Dec.  1,1920  730-(-1452320
Das, Taraknath J.. .. .._._.......| United Statesdistriet, San Francisco ' June 9, 1914 245-C-4A2502
Mahamad, Amirhaidas_ .. __.._.... supreme, New York County, N, Y., Aug, 25,1921  2307-C-1441817
Mollan, Abdut Rub. ... Circuit, Orange County, Ind..___.._. CSept, 26,1918 946-C-2926
Mukerji, Prafulla C .. ... .. ... U xln’itod States district, Pittshurgh, Nov. 11920 2771-C-1437400

. '

Pal, Barbari Ram. ... Common pleas, Paterson, N, J Josept. 27,1916 2201-C- 5263
Pandit, Sakhariam Gan superior, Los Angeles. ... May 0914 265-C=443063
Vamon, Ramachandra. supreme, FErie County, N. Jure 1,1921  2M1-C-1570052

Shelke, Ram Chandra._ ... 7" | United States district, Pittshurgh.__- Feh, 1,3921 9774-C-1438532

Soldier cases in which canccllation provecdings have not heen instituted

Nume Court asdmitting i Date © Bureau file
. 1

Ali, Mohammed......._..._..._.._ U. 8. District, Detroit, Mich........ Apr. 19,1920 : 1525-C-1242763
Bourne, Duncan.. . Superior, New York County, N. Y_.' Oct. 5,1917 . 2307-C-835810
Chovey, Paul P... U. S. District, New Haven, Conn... i‘ﬂ;’t 23, 1918 | 391-C-817735
ch,
u.l -

Duke, Ishar Das. . District, Gallatin County, Mont. ... 5,1019 | 1998-C-1134504
Khan, Ali Mohammed . L. 8. District, San Francisco...._... i July 16,1918 ; 245-C-837640
Khan, James Budha............... C%n}non pleas, Bergen County, . July 2,1918 ; 2187-C-§75461
Sahgal, Cofind Ram............... " U. 8. District, San Francisco........ ' May 10,1920 § 245-C-1336119
Singh, Jaginder... .. ... .ceeial ..ot (i { S i Mar. 16, 1920 « 245-C-1202046
Singh, Sobn.....oeeeenenaannn.. Supreme, Fresno County, Calif. ... i Aug. 20,1919 : 256-C-1194274

Balsara, Bhicaji Franji (Parsee) ... ... . i eeremcenecnnees ! 2258-C-113506

The CHaiRMAN. The United States Supreme Court rendered a
decision, in which it canceled certain certificates of naturalization,
and upon the specific ground there stated. The Chief Justice says
in reference to that decision:

Now, by our decision, at the instance of the Government, it is held that such
certificates are void, because under the law there was no authority to grant a
certificate to anyone but a white person and that Hindus do not come within
that description.

Senator Kixg. Let me ask right there whether the persons re-
ferred to are the ones included in the bill itself?

The CuamrmaN. Yes, sir. I understand that the resolution of
Senator Reed contains specifically the names of those submitted by
the department.

Senator Kinc. I would not agree with that statement that the
fact that they had applied for citizenship here and their application
was purely abortive, against the law, that they would have lost
citizenship in Hindustan or any other country.

Senator Reep. If they took the oath of allegiance here, whether
it resulted in naturalizing— —

Senator King. iie stated they applied for a naturalization cer-
tificate.

Senator WiLLis. It states they were naturalized, 69 of them, and
had to take the oath of alleeiance. and that would destroy their
former citizenship, of course.

Senator Kixg. I doubt it.

Senator REED. Had completed their naturalization prior to the
Thind case. .

23970—26—pt1 1—2
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The CHaIRMAN. One of the points, I take it, upon which this
resolution will be passed, if passed at all, would be that these people
have foresworn allegiance to the country of their birth and are now
left by our action without any country at all.

Senator KING. I see, but I do not agree with that proposition.

The CHairMAN. Do you not take that position?

Senator KiNnG. Suppose that a Chinese should o before some
ignorant clerk, and the clerk should admit him or tne judge should
admit him, and he foreswore allegiance to China and asserted his
allegiance to the United States.

Senator REED. It depends upon the law of the country of his first
domicile.

Senator KinG., I do not think he would lose his Chinese citizenship.

Senator REED. Neither do I, Senator; and if a Japanese did it
and went through complete naturalization in this country and took a
}vhole stack of vaths it would not change his Japanese allegiance in the

east.

Senator KixG. Not at gll. But they have a dual citizenship.

Senator REED. But under the laws applying these people all could
foreswear allegiance to British citizenship.

The CuairMaN. We better be certain on that, but I have had the
view stated by Senator Reed. So far as Britain is concerned, if
they foreswore allegiance, Britain does not hold them to a subsequent
allegiance to Britamn. So far as Japan is concerned, there is a dual
citizenship, so that no foreswearing of allegiance relieves a Japanese
of his Japanese obligations, according to the Government of Japan.

Senator REED. So that this case is the exact opposite of the case of
the Japanese.

Senator KinG. However, I would not assent to the proposition so
broadly stated by you, Senator Reed, and by the chairman, that
where our statute does not permit a Hindu to obtain citizenship,
we inadvertently, improperly, or through misinterpretation of the
law gave them citizenship, it appears that he would not by reason
of that fact lose British or Hindu citizenship. But I will say this, so
far as I am concerned, my actions, whatever I shall take finall
in this matter, would not be affected by that consideration at a.li
I am treating this case just as if he had lost his citizenship or had
not lost his citizenship; it is wholly immaterial to me in this case.

Senator REep. May I at this point put into the record the section
of the British statute which applies to this case?

The CrairMAN. Yes, sir.

Senator Kixc. Yes, I would be glad to have it.

Senator REED. Under the Biritsh nationality and status of aliens
act, of 1914, it is provided in section 13, that:

British subjects who when in foreign State and not under disability, by obtain-
ing a certificate of naturalization or by any other voluntary and formal act
become naturalized therein, shall thenceforth be deemed to have ceased to be a
British subject.

The CuairMAN. Let me say this, so there will be no misunder-
standing about naturalization: I am making no definite assertion
concerning the law. I was inclined to believe the law, and I am in-
clined to believe the law to be as stated by the senator from Pennsyl-
vania. But I see very clearly the distinction that is made by the
senator from Utah.

Senator KinG. Yes.
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The CuairvMaN. That there was no naturalization.

Senator KinG. A purely abortive act.

The CHAIRMAN. And that being no act at all, therefore the citi-
zenship has never bc a lost, and I confess a perplexity in respect to
that particular matter.

Senator KinG. It was against the law to naturalize.

The CuairMaN. You claim nothing is done. Among these papers
that are submitted is the letter of October 26, to the Secretarv of
Labor. I read it & moment ago to the senator from Utah, but to
vou, who have just come in, perhaps it should be presented, too.

Senator WiLLis. Just state the substance.

The CHairmax. This is the record of the principal petitioner,
Doctor Das, who sits at my left here, and is hest stated in the words
of the.letter which I will run very hastily through, so that you may
understand:

{The chairman thereupon again read the letter referred to and
which appears heretofore in this record.)

The (?HAIRMA.\'. Now, Sentor Reed, if you will call the witnesses.

Senator Kinc. Just one moment. Before we get to this record I
should be very glad to know how any, if any, aside from Doctor
Das and those for whose benefit this bill is being presented, were
defendants in that case.

The CHAIrRMAN. I confess I do not know.

Senator Kinc. We will get that in the record before we get through.

The Cuairman. All right.

Senator CoPELAND. Just one moment, Senator. For the sake
of accuracy, I observe in five places the name of the court is given
as the Superior Court of New York. Of course, it is the supreme
court.

Senator REED. I think the committee will agree that that may be
samended?

The CuairMmaN. Surely.

Senator REED. The list as submiitted by the Bureaun of Naturaliza-
tion gave the abbreviation “Sup.,” and the Government printer
in printing the bill understood it to mean *Superior.”

Senator CorkELaNDp. I move that in the five places, which I will
indicate to the stenographer, that the name be changed to *“Supreme.”
The Cuairman. There heing no objection, it will be so ordered.

Now, Senator Reed, if yvou will proceed and present the witnesses
as desired.

Senator REED. Yes; may I precede that with a statement that the
names given in the joint resolution are all of the 66 names submitted
by the Commissioner of Naturalization, except the last one in the list,
which is not included, because he did not give us the court or the date
of naturalization, and I did not want to include anv name, while
we are not that sure that naturalization had been completed before
the Thind decision.

May I also say I have added three names at the end of the list,
beginning with Doctor Kokatnur, because it appears, although they
were not known to the Bureau of Naturalization, they are wholly
within the principle and should have been in his list.

The CualrMAN. The one omitted is numbered 67 on the list sub-
mitted by the department, Bhicaji Franji-Zalsara (Parsee), not
instituted. I do not know what that means.
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Senator Kixc. Haven’t instituted suit to cancel, T supposze.

The CuairMax. Oh, I see. Thank you, sir.

Senator Reep. Also I think in this case I ought to say that the
necessity for this joint resolution arises from the decision of the
United States Supreme Court in the case of the United States o,
Thind, which is found in 261 U. S., page 204, and decides in substance
that a high-caste Hindu of tull Indian blood, born in India, is not a
“white person within the meaning of divided statutes 2169 relating
to the naturalization of aliens.”

Senator Kinag. Are all these high waite castes?

Senator Reep. Theyv are all Hindus, and all that I have <een
appear to be cultivated high-caste persons; 1 am not an authority on
the caste.

. Senator KinG. You used the word “high caste,” and | was wander-
ing.

Senator REep. Thind was a. high caste, a man of education.

The Cuatrmax. I will say to the committee for the committee’s
information that a recent decision was rendered by the (lircuit
Court of Appeals for the District of California in the cuze of one
Pandit. Have you the case, Senator?

Senator REED. Yes.

The Cuairman. All right; put that case in.

Senator REEp. Perhaps it would be helpful if I would explain
the Pandit case a little further. In the Thind case it appeared that
Thind had been granted a certificate of citizenship against the
objection of the naturalization examiner of the United States. Subse-
quently a bill of equity was filed by the United States, seeking the
cancellation of the certificate on the ground that he was not a “white
person.” That bill was prosecuted on that ground canceling the
naturalization, and Thind lost his case.

Since then by the decision of the Circuit Court of Appeals in the
Ninth Circuit in the case of United States ». Pandit, it was held
that on a similar objection, based on similur grounds trying to revoke
a similar certificate of naturalization, relief ought not to be granted
because, in effect, the United States was guilty of laches, and had
taken no appeal from the original naturalization proceedings. The
opinion: is not long, and with the chairman’s permission we will
put it in the record now.

The CuarrvaN. I had wired California for it, but it has not vet
arrived. 4

(The document referred to is as follows:)

In the United States Circuit Court of Appeals for the Niuth Circuit. The

United States of Ameriea, appellant, r. Sakharam Ganesh Pandit. appellee.
No. 4938

UPON APPEAL FROM THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE SOUTHERN
DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA, SOUTHERN DIVISION

Before Gilbert and Rudkin, circuit judges, and Neterer, district judge:

Suit under section 15 of the naturalization act, June 29, 1906 (sec. 4373, C. 5.),
was commenced June 23, 1923, to cancel a certificate of naturalization issued to
the defendant on the 7th day of May, 1914. Naturalization is alleged to have
been “illegally procured’” in that defendant was at all times a high-caste Hindua
of full Indian bioed. The defendant answered by deniai and set up a number of
affirmative defenses all of which except res adjudicata or estoppel by judgment
were stricken on motion of the United States. At the trial the conrt found the
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defendant to be a high-class Hindu of the Brahman caste, and of full Indian blood,
that he has a status of high social standing in his native country of India; that
he attended in India the Pathashala (orthodox Sanskrit University) in Benares,
India, and had conferred upon him at Dgarwar, in 1904, the degree of Mahama-
hopadhyaya (Ph. D.). That at the hearing the United States appeared by the
examiner of the Bureau of Naturalization, United States Department of Labor,
and coutested the defendant’s right to naturalization upon the same ground
upon which cancellation is sought, cross-examined the defendant and his witnesses
filedd a brief in support of his objection to the naturalization of the defendant and
when judgment in favor of the defendant was rendered the ‘“examiner’’ made a
full report in writing to the “ United States Government authorities at Wash-
ipgtou,” :bat nothing was done thereafter ‘“to change, modify, or reverse the said
judgment.”

That the defendant on the faith of such judgment entered u%on the study of
law and was on Décember 20, 1917, after examination by the ‘bar examiners of
the State of California,” admitted to practice in the courts of the State of Cali-
fornia, and was thereafter admitted to practice in the district courts of the
United States and in this court; that he is a member in good standing in all
such courts; that he was appointed by the Governor of California to the office
of notary public, from which he is receiving some income; that he has acquired a
home in Los Angeles of the value of $15,000; that he married a white woman
born in the State of Michigan, a citizen of the United States, and resides with
his wife in his home; that he is the eldest in his father's family and was entitled
to inherit the family home of $30,000 value, together with other groperties in
his ancestral home valued at from $100,000 to $250,000. That his wife had
entered 320 acres of land in Imperial Valley, Calif., upon which she had spent
$1,500 in reclamation and since marriage he has spent $500 additional for such
purpose; that if defentant’s certificate is canceled his wife will become an alien,
lose her right to the land; that defendant will lose his notarial commission and
be deprived of his right to practice law in the State courts as that rests upon
citizenship, and a like loss of the Federal license to practice; that he has by
becoming & citizen lost his inheritance in the old country and his social status.

The defendant in his petition for naturalization gives Los Angeles as his
residence; occupation, lecturer and teacher; place of birth, Ahmedahed, India;
emigrated to the United States from Southampton, England, and renounced
allegiance to George V, King of Great Britain and Ireland. Upon the record a
clear issue of fact was raised. The United States and the defendant had their
day in court. The question of fact was distinctly put in issue and directly
determined by a competent court having jurisdiction. The court after timely
deliberation said, “I an., therefore, of the opinion that the petitioner has suc-
ceeded in establishing beyond all reasonable doubt that he is a ‘free white person’
within the meaning of the naturalization act. He will therefore be admitted to
citizenship.”” From a decree dismissing the case the Government appeals.

Samuel W. McNabb, United States attorney, and Donald Armstrong, assist-
ant United States attorney, hoth of Los Angeles, attorneys for appellant.

F. E. Millikin, Lucius K. Chase, and 8. G. Pandit, all of Los Angeles, and
C. E. S. Waod, of San Francisco, attorneys for appellee.

Neterer, district judge:

This court in Akhay Kumar Mogumder v. United States (209 Fed. 240),
reviewed decree of cancellation of certificate, and in United States v. Siem (299
Fed. 582), reviewed decree denying cancellation, both actions brought under
section 15 of the naturalization act. The question of res adjudicata was not
presented or considered in either case. The cumulative remedy provided by
sections 11 and 15 in ex parte cases, United States ». Thind (261 U. 8. 204), has
not been considered by this court or the Supreme Court with relation to final
{llxdgments or effect on res adjudicata where the court had jurisdiction and the

nited States appeared.. In the Thind case the action in equity was begun
within the time in which an appeal could be prosecuted and the effect was in the
nature of appeal. No point was made as to procedure or as to res adjudicata.
It would scarcely be contended that the intent of the Confress was to grant &
new trial, except in ex parte cases where a final judgment is entered, when the
law provides a remedy enforceable in the courts according to the r%:.l!sr course
of legal procedure and the remedy ;mrsued and a status decreed. e Supreme
Court in Tutum ». United States (70 Law Ed. 465), said: .

““ Whenever the law provides a remedy enforceable in the courts according to
the regular course of legal procedure and that remedy is pursued, there arises &
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case withiu the meaning of the Constitution, whether the subject of the litigation
be property or status. A petition for naturalizatic.: : - clearly a proceeding of
that character.”

The judgment being final in a proceeding accoraing to the regular course of
law, t‘;he giving of section 15 unlimited scope would in effect grant a new trial at
the Government's election; and as to that the court in De Gastellux ». Fairchild
(15 Pa. 18, 20), said:

“If anything is self-evident in the structure of our Government, it is that the
legislature has no power to order a new trial, or to direct the court to order
it, either hefore or after_,]udgmen.nt. The power to order new trials is judicial;
but the power of the legislature is not judicial. It is limited to the making of
laws; not to the exposition or execution of them. The functions of the several
parts of the Government are thoroughly scparated, and distinctly assigned to the
principal branches of it, the legislature, the executive, and the judiciary, which,
within their respective departments. are equal and coordinate.”

The issue in the trial court was clearly an issue of fact. The defendant asserted
a status, “‘frce white person,” within the meaning of the naturalization act.
This status the court determined as a question of fact in considering the evi-
dence presented and after the issute was fully briefed and argued. The court
erred in its conclusions. ‘¢ ‘Erronenits’ means deviating from the law, * * *
Courts often speak of erroneous rulings, and always as meaning such as deviate
from or arc contrary to the law, but the term ‘erroneous’ is never used by courts
or law writers as designating a corrupt or evilact.” (Thempson ». Doty, 72 Ind.
386 at 388). It means having power to act, but error in its exercise. (Matter
of N. Y. Catholic Protectory, 8 Han. (N. Y.) 91, 196; see also Cheming Nat.
Bank r. Elmira, 53 N. Y. 88; Tiedt r. Carstensen, 61 Iowa 365.)

The question of res adjudicata was raised in Johanmesen v. United States
(225 U, 8. 227). The court at page 233 said:

“The foundation of the doetrine of res adjudicats, or estoppel by judguent,
issogh%% 4lmth parties have had their day in court.”” (2 Black Judgmts., sers.
. " .)

The general principle was clearlyv expressed by Mr. Justice Harlan, speaking
for this court in Southern Pacific Railroad Co. v. United States (168 U. 8. 1. 48).

“That a right, question, or fact distinctly put in iss.e and directly determined
by a court of competent jurisdiction as a ground of recovery can not be disputed
fn a subsequent suit between the same parties or their privies.”” And then said:

“Sound reason, as we think, constrains us to deny to a certificate of natural-
izhationt.)lprq’cured ex parte in the ordinary way, any conclusive effect as against

e public.

The court in this decision recognized the doctrine of res adjudicata, except in
ex parte cases, applicable to a paturalization hearing. In Tutum ». United
States (70 L. Ed. 453) and Moritz Neuberger ». United States, Justice Brandeis.
at page 559, said:

“In Vfassing upon the application the court exercises judicial judgment.”

.Idn Mutual Benefit Life Insurance Co. v. Tisdale (91 U. 8. 238, 245) the court
said:
“This certificate is, against all the world. a judgment of citizenship, from
which may follow the right to vote and hold property.”

It is thus conclusively established by the Supreme Court that a judgment

anting a certificate of naturalization iz & final judgment. The correctness of
he findings to support the judgment does not affect it. (Milne v. Dund, 121
U. 8. 525.) And it is conclusive as to all media concludendi; and can not be
impeached by showing that it was based on mistake of law. (Fauntleroy v.
Lum, 210 U.'S. 230; American Express Co. ». Mullins, 212 U. 8. 311.)

In disposing of the issues in the several cases the Supreme Court did give ex-
pression to general principles of law and to the duty and power of courts or the
meaning of provisions of the act. The point here did not even lurk in the record,
nor was it brought to the court’s attention and what was said vas abiter dictum.
and, as said by Justice Sutherland in Webster v. Fall (268 L. €. 507), can not
constitute a precedent. (See also New ». Oklahomsa, 195 U. 8. 252; Tafft,
gg;lllejr g. 232 ;) Mensuri, 222 U. 8. 114; Wolff Packing Co. ». Industrial Court,

In Ozawa v. United States (260 U. 8. 178), a Japanese was denied admission
by the district court. On appeal to this court the question of eligibility of the
applicant was certified to the Supreme Court and the court answe in the
negative. In United States v. Thind (261 U. 8. 204) a high-caste Hindu was
admitted to citizenship over the objection of the United States and a bill in
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equity was filed within 60 days seeking cancellation and on appeal to this court
after decree and on certification to the Supreme Court by appropriate questions
aﬁ'ecting the applicant’s qualifications the issue was determined. The question
of res adjudicata was not raised. In Tutun ¢. United States (70 L. Ed. 455) the
only issue was whether an order or naturalization is a final order from which an
appeal will lie, and the court said: ‘“In passing upon the application the court
exercises judicial judgment.” Chief Justice Taft in North Carolina Railroad ».
Story (268 U. S. 288, 292) said:

“Coming now to the merits, it may be conceded that ihe first judgment
against tiie company in favor of the administrator, however erronecus it was in
view of the causes of Missouri Pacific Railroad v. Ault (256 U. 8. 554), and North
Carolina Railroad Co. v. Lee, administrator (260 U. S. 16), not having been
appealed from, was res adjudicata.”

By the same token, the judgment granting naturalization to the defendant,
the right to citizenship having been distinetly put in issue, the United States
appearing and contesting, and the issue directly determined by a court of com-
petent jurisdiction, not having been modified or reversed, ean not now be disputed.

The judgment is affirmed.
(Indorsed:) Opinion. Filed November 1, 1926, F. D. Monckton, clerk.

By Paul P. O'Brien, deputy clerk.

Senator KinG. Has that been rendered since the decision of the

Supreme Court of the United States?
enator REeED. It has been decided since the Thind case, and it is
my imnpression that it does not mention the Thind decision.

Senator King. I wonder if they were unfamiliar with the Thind
decision. I do not mean to criticize the Circuit Court of Appeals
for the Ninth Circuit, but the distinction between this and the
Thind case seems to me to be particularly thin. [Laughter.]

The CuairMaN. They understood the decision. They reached
the conclusion there is nothing wrong and there is nothing legally
?irroneous with the second decision or anything at variance with the

rst.

Senator KiNe. I was about to observe that if, for instance, a
Chinese or Japanese were to have obtained citizenship 20 or 30 years
ago, I do not think yor could plead laches against the Government,
and if the statute did not authorize under any circumstances the
naturalization of Chinese, Japanese, or Hindus, no lapse of time
would give validity in violation of the act. However, I would have
very great sympathy with the last decision.

Senator REep. Of course, we all would. It appears by the letter
of the Bureau of Naturalization that similar bills of equity have
been filed and have been prosecuted to final decree, from which it is
now too late to appeal, canceling the naturalization of more than 50
persons that are named in the joint resolution. As to those persons
the Pandit decision, even if sustained by the United States Supreme
Court, can furnish no relief. '

Senator King. I agree with you. ~

Senator REED. Because it is too late for them to appeal. May
we first hear from Doctor Gokhale?

STATEMENT OF L. S. GOKHALE OF SCHENECTADY, N. Y.

Senator Reep. Spell your name for the stenographer.

Mr. GogHALE. G-0-k-h-a-l-e.

Senator Kinc. What is your first name?

Mr. GoxHALE. The initials are S. L. and the full name is Gokhale.

Senator REep. Where do you live, Doctor.
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I have not received

a degree, and technically I am not a doctor.

Senator REED.
Mr. GOKHALE.
Senator REED.

Mr. GoxHALE.

Senator REED.
Mr. GOKHALE.
Senator REED.
Mr. GOKHALE.
Senator REED.
Mr. GOKHALE.
Senator REED.

Very good. Where do you live?

I live in Schnectady at present.

What is your employment?

Magnetic engineer, 1n charge of magnetic research.
For what company?

The General Electric Co.

How long have you been employed by them?

1 was employed in 1912, March.

When were you naturalized?

1920.

The record as we have it is November 18, 1919.

Mr. GokHaLe. That was the date when the application was

presented.

Senator REED.
Mr. GOKHALE.
Senator Reep. We will not need that.

I got my citizenship on the 7th of May.

19207
1920. 1 brought a photostat of the certificate.
Are a you university

graduate?

Mr. GokHaALE. Yes. 1 have taken two certificates.
of M. A. in the University of Calcutta.

Senator REep. You took a degree twice in the University of
Calcutta?

The degree

Mr. GOKHALE.

Senator REED.
Mr. GOKHALE.
Senator REED.

Mr. GOKHALE.

Senator REED.

Mr. GOKHALE.
Senator REED.
Mr. GokHALE.

Senator REED.

Mr. GokHALE.

Yes, sir.

Are you married, Doctor?

Yes, sir.

Is your wife a Hindu or American?
Hindu.

Does she live with you in America?
Yes; she is with me in Schenectady now.
Have you children?

I have five children.

Where were they born?

Three were born in this country and two were
born in India.

Senator REED.

Mr. GOKHALE.

Senator REED.

Mr. GokHALE. In Schenectady.

Senator REep. Will you have any objection to stating the degree
of success you have had in your business career? I do not want to
ask you your salary, but I should like the committee to know your
position,

Mr. GokHALE. I do not think 1 can state that, because when I
left India I left with what might be called a black mark.

Senator REep. Why? :

Mr. GokHALE. I came here and started in as a laboratory assistant,
and have gradually risen to the position of research engineer in
magnetics. My principal contribution to science has been reduction
of a law that had not been accepted by the scientific authorities, and
I have proven that there was an error both in the measurement and
in theoretical development, and I have succeeded in substituting
another law, which has now heen accepted. 1 have a letter from the
physicist of the Bureau of Standards, Mr. Sanford, who has now

Do you own a house?
Yes, sir.

Where?
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changed his views on that point, and he says that he has surrendered
his previous views and accepted my views instead.

Senator REEp. Were you charged with any political offense before
vou left India?

Mr. GokHALE. I was never charged, but I have reason to believe
I'was strongly suspected.

Senator REep. Have you been guilty of any anti-British activities
since you reached this country?

Mr. GokHALE. I escaped entirely, and some years afterwards it
seemed that the British Government also changed their minds,
because I was invited once more to India to take charge of the entire
college of which I was only a professor before my first dismissal.

Senator Kine. I suppose you were disinissed because you were
suspected of some anti-British sentiment?

Mr. GokHALE. I was j)ermitted to read the Indian Government
files when I was appointed the second time and while I was suspected
to have been guilty of inciting sedition among the students, but the
municipal officers stated that they never found anything seditious;
therefore, there was no basis for their suspicion. That is the police
report.

Senator REep. That is all the questions I have to ask you, Doctor.

Senator KinG. Doctor, do you know any of these gentlemen whose
names are mentioned in the resolution under consideration?

Mr. GoxHALE. I know some of them; I know Doctor Kokatnur.

Senator REep. He is here in the room?

Mr. GokHALE. He is here. I do not know others, because I am a
man of retired habits. I happen to be not generally acquainted with
any, except as I become acquainted with them in the course of my
business.

Senator King. Do you know of charges against any of the persons
mentioned in this joint resolution, other than Doctor Das?

Mr. GoxHALE. I could not answer that. I am not generally
acquainted with anybody.

enator KinG. I said do you know of any charges against any of
the persons mentioned in this joint resolution, other than Doctor Das?

I\'Fr. GokHALE. I do not know of any.

Senator KinG. Those with whom you are acquainted, are they men
of good character?

Mr. GokHALE, I know one man. I think he is of good character.
I do not know of others. I know Doctor Kokatnur. He has a good
character, to my knowledge. o )

Senator KinGg. Do you think that there is anything in the habits,
traditions, mental idiosyncracies—if I may be permitted to use that
expression—or the psychology of the Hindus that would forbid them
assimilo:’ting our democratic civilization and becoming good American
citizens!? :

Mr. GoxkHALE. I do not know that. On the contrary, I could give
some facts that would prove the other way. Some Hindus have held
in British India positions of the highest responsibility, from the gov-
ernor down. They have been governors of Provinces. In the Par-
liament there are three people from India. They are not Hindu in
the strict sense, but Hindus in the sense in which we understand the
word here. Three of them have occupied positions in the British
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Parliament, and one peculiarity is that they have represented three
different parties, from one extreme to the other, showing that they
can adapt themselves to the environment they fall into. They might
be extreme radicals, they might be extreme conservatiyes, or they
might be moderates.

Senator CorPELAND. And Lord Sinha?

Mr. GogHALE. He is not a lord.

Senator Reep. He is secretary of state for India.

Mr. GoxkHALE. Yes; and he is a Hindu.

Senator Kinc. May I ask just one other question? Would the
system of caste that prevails in India affect the attitude of the Hindus
in the United States toward each other or toward Americans?

Mr. GokHALE. Not Hindus, because they generally have a differ-
ent view of caste than the uneducated, who follow tradition.

Senator REep. Doctor, may I ask what church, if any, you and
your family attend?

Mr. GogruaLE. I was for two years a member of the First Congre-
gational Church of Schenectady, and I was in charge of the Bible
class. I was teacher of the Bible class. The minister of the church
was one of my pupils. And in spite of the fact that I have not
formally accepted religion, I am still a Hindu.

Senator REEp. How about your wife and children?

Mr. GokuaLe. They have not studied religion; they simply fol-
lowed tradition. The children are not old enough to formulate any
opinion, and Mrs. Gokhale does not know enough of the language
tol dSt]:ldy the Bible in old English. She has read it from what I
told her.

Senator WiLLis. One other question: Your children learned the
English language, did they? )

Mr. GokHALE. One of them is in the Union Coilege, and I expect
he will be an engineer in six months more.

Senator WiLLis. You do not, from what you say, speak the
English language in your home.

Mr. GoxHALE. No; not in the home.

Senator REEp. Do all of the children speak English?

Mr. GokHALE. Only two of them are of age. The girl speaks
English, but not very well.

enator REEp. You have left me in complete doubt about the
other four.

Mr. GokHALE. Two of them are 3 months old, twins, and one 3
years. ’

The CHAIRMAN. Is there any society, association, or lodge of
Hindus in this country?

Mr. GogHALE. Not to my knowledge. As I said, I am a man of
retired habits, and outside of science I have no interest.

Senator REep. That is all. Thank you, Doctor.

Senator King. Mr. Chairman, I am compelled to leave. The
special committee on investigation of Democrats and Republicans——

Senator REED. Republicans?

Senator Kine (continuing). Who may have made improper
expenditures in the recent senatorial elections, meets at 11 o’clock,
and it is a special meeting, and I am compelleti to be present. I am
very sorry I shall have to leave. I shall leave my vote with Doctor
Copeland.
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The CuairmaN. I do not imagine that we are disposed to enter
upon legislation at the instant, are we? - :
Senator CoPELAND. Not unless the committee is all of a mind.
The CHAalrMAN. I am anxious to ascertain the views, before a
determination of this matter, of the California Joint Immigration
Committee upon this subject, merely that it may be a part of the
record and that the attitude of that committee may be understood.
Senator CoreLaND. The chairman is referring to the pending

matter?
The CrAIRMAN. Yes. The letter that I have here from Mr. V. S.

McClatchy is in opposition to this resolution. I wired him to send
me a copy of the Pandit decision. It is unnecessary now, because
that has been put in the record. But he wired me as well, and I
submitted what communications I have had tc “°nator Reed, that
he would send me the opinion of the attorney general of the State
of California and of the goint Immigration Committee of California,
which consists not only of those who were interested in immigration
problems but of the American Legion, the farm organizations, the
chambers of commerce, the civie organizations, and the various other
associations there, all of which are in accord on the general policy
of administration. Now, when that arrives I want to submit 1t
and make it a part of the record, and I want to call attention to the
fact that I had expected it to be here this morning.
(The correspondence referred to is as follows:)

CAL1FoRNIA JOINT IMMIGRATION COMMITTEE,
San Francisco, Calif., November 30, 1926.
Hon. Hiram W. JorxsoN,
Chairman Senate Immigration Commilttee,
United States Senate, Washington, D. C.

My Dear Hiram: In reply to your letter November 25, just received, discuss-
ing the case of certain Hindus granted naturalization prior to the decision of the
United States Supreme Court in the Thind case, and suggesting that as an ap-
parent gross injustice has been done, you would hav: no objection to remedial
tgoggresptignal action if thereby the present Japanese situation would not be inter-
ered with:

. In.::esponse to your suggestion that my views of the situation be sent you this
is written.

Our committee has already instructed Attorney General Webb and myself to
draw up a statement for each of the Immigration Committees of Congress urging
the defeat of Senator Copeland’s bill, 4505, which incidentally declares Hindus of
high caste eligible for citizenship, and outlining the committee’s reason therefor.
That statement will be ready within a few days and will go to you at once.

- So far as the injury or injustice which may be suffered by 40 or 50 Hindus from
the present demand of the Bureau of Naturalization that their certificates of
naturalizatioa be canceled is concerned, it would appear that there is little oo-
casion for alarm on their part in view of the recent decision of the United States
circuit court of appeals and the personal opinion of Attorney General Webb
that such decision will be uﬁheld as good law. In the accompanying copy of
my letter of this date to Mr. Hugh White Adams, of the Immigration ction
League of New Yorx, you will find briefly, but I hope clearly, set forth my reasons
for this view. It is probably true of all or most of the Hindus referred to, as it is
said to be in the case of Dr. Taraknath Das, that while his application for natural-
ization was contested on behalf of the United States by the naturalization ex-
aminer, no appeal from the decison of the court was taken. In that case the courts
will probably decide, as did the San Francisco circuit court, that the act of the
oourt granting naturalization must stand so far as the rights of the particular
individual are concerned. . . «

- As we understand it, this would not in any way conflict with permanent bar to
Hindus in the future under the present naturalization statutes and the interpre-
tation thereof by the United States Supreme Court.
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If I am right in this matter as to the facts and as to the conclusion, there would
seem to be a happy way out without special congressional action to which there
might be more or less objection and which might prove a source of embarrass-
ment in the future.

I am sending this letter off hurriedly by air mail in order that you may tem-
porarily hold up if you will any special action until I can submit the matter to
Attorney General Webb for such suggestion and advice as he may offer.

If you have it and can send me a copy thereof I would like to have the list of
Hindus naturalized between September, 1902, and the Supreme Court decision.
1923, referred to in the letter from W. W, Husband, Second Assixtant Secretary
of the Department of Labor, November 18.

Sincerely yours, .
V. 8, McCraTcuy.

: NovEMBER 20, 1926.

Mr. HugHe WHITE Apams
New York City.

My Dear MR. ApaMs: In answer to your letter of November 19, inquiring
as to the particulars of the Pandit decision and the significance it carries:

The United States Circuit Court of Appeals at San Francisco decided in effect
that Pandit, a high-class Hindu, had been granted naturalization in 1913 by the
superior court of San Bernardino County in this case, a court of competent
jurisdiction, on application made by him in good faith and without any mis-
representation of the facts; that the United States Government, properly repre-
sented, had opposed the action at the time but had taken no appeal from the
decision; that it has therefore lost any right to reopen the case at this late date
(the suit for cancellation of the citizenship papers was brought in the United
States Distriet Court of Southern California in 1923); and that the decision of
the court below must stand * * * And this, notwithstanding the decision
of the United States Supreme Court in 1923 (to which the San Francisco court,
however, makes no reference) in the case of Shagat Thind, a high-caste Hindu.
to the effect that a Hindu, regardless of caste, belongs to one of the brown races
and therefore is not eligible for naturalization under the Federal law.

State Attorney General U. S. Webb, who is a member of our committee, inclines
to the opinion that the San Francisco decision will be held to be good law; that
Pandit will be able to retain his American citizenship, though granted in violation
of the United States statute on naturalization as finally interpreted by the United
States Supreme Court; and that other Hindus who have been granted naturaliza-
tion (of whom there are perhaps 100) will be able to retain that privilege unless
the United States representative at the time of the proceedings took an appeal
from the court’s decision.

So far as concerns future cases, however, and the stand of the Hindu as a candi-
date for citizenship generally, the case offers no cause for concern under the pres-
ent statute, since in the future no court will be likely to grant naturalization to
& Hindu in the face of the United States Supreme Court decision; and even should
it dr(;; so the naturalization certificate would be canceled on appeal to a higher
court.

There is a mcvement in Congress, however, to make high-caste Hindus eligible
for naturalization, and Senator Copeland introduced a bill (S. 4505) for that

urpose just prior to the summer recess of Congress. The California Joint
-Immigration Committee offered a protest against f)assage of such a measure at the
time and within a few days will send on to the Immigration Committee in each
House a more formal document, giving reasons for its objections thereto. It is
hoped that you will induce your organization, the Immigration Restriction
e, to take similar action; and with that end in view a copy of this committee’s
formal protest wiil be sent you.

incerely yours,

V. 8. McCuratcuy, Secrelary.
Senator REED. It will not be necessary to have a special meeting

to put that in the record?
he CHAIRMAN. By no means. I will submit it by duplicates to all

of you, so far as that is doncerned.
nator KinG. As I understand, Mr. Chairman, all of these organi-
zations of which you have spoken are opposed to this legislation?
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The CHatrMAN. So I gathered from the wire and from the letter
I have received from Mr. McClatchy, who is executive officer of the
#<enciation.

Senator REep. Isit correct, Mr. Chairman, that they do not oppose
this for what we want it, but rather because it may set in motion
what would be a precedent, in their judgment?

The CHalrMAN. Exactly. They feel that if we undertake this sort
of legislation we will be in the attitude of doing likewise in respect to
many others who may be concerned. And while you are on that
subject, in order that you may know, I have no objection to reading
the telegram from Mr. McClatchy. [Reading.)

Hon, Hiray W, Jounsoy,
Chairman Nenatc Immigration Cononttee,
Washington, D. C.

After conference with Attorney General Webb the California Joint Imnigration
Committce urges that Congress do nothing in the Hindu case pending deter-
mination of law as laid down in San Francisco Pandit decision. Suggests that
the Das case is on parallel lines with the Pandit case and also perhaps with other
rases of Hindu naturalization. That this decision is affirmed furnishes solution
for the problem now presented without intervention by Congress. That the
cases of Japanese naturalization in Hawaii probably offer similar features. That
if Congress should by special act recognize these illegal Hindu naturalizations it
would establish unfortunate precedent and demand would doubtless be made for
similar action in the Japanese cases. That such formal breaches in the naturaliza-
tion barrier if made by Cungress must in time encourage further exceptions and
consequent disregard of the principle involved. Aund that the present and future
of the nation should be carefully considered when in conflict with the interest or
desire of individual aliens. See detail in letter this date.

V. 8. McCratcny, Secretary.

Senator CopeELaND. Does the chdirman know whether there are

Japanese cases similar in any way to these?

he CHAIRMAN. Yes; similar. There are cases that have arisen in
Hawaii, where naturalizations have been accorded ‘Japanese, and
where the naturalizations are such as may be illegal.

Senator CorPELAND. Are there any other cases?

The CrHairMaN. Hundreds.

Senator CopeLaxDp. Would they be affected by this decision, by
analogy?

The Caairmax. By analogy I think they would be declared illegal.
The distinction existing between the two is suggested by the Senator
from Pennsylvania in this, that in their case a dual citizenship exists
according to the law of the Japanese. They are not deprived of a
right to a country, in that instance; in this instance, there being no
dual citizenship, these particular Hindus are deprived.

Senator CorELAND. There would not he the same emotional appeal
in the Japanese cases that we have here? .

The CHatrMaN. In my opinion, no; and would this establish a
precedent for the admission of Japanese I should very vigorously
and emphatically oppose it. But I do not think we would so take it.
I certainly, personally, would not 0 accept it.

Senator Reep. I should not.

The CratrMaN. Supplement what Seaator King has ‘said off the
record, I am quite sympathetic with the undertaking of Senator Reed
and with this resolution. But I want to'be very, very clear before
I do act upon it. that it can not be used under any circumstances as a



20 NATURALIZATION OF CERTAIN PERSONS

precedent for the admission of any considerable number of others
who may assert themselves to be similarly situated.

Senator CorpeELaxDp. Mr. Chairman, is not that very well covered
here by the bill?

The CuarrMAN. Oh, I think the bill has done everything that it
could to make it applicable alone to certain specific instances.

Senator CoPELAND. Yes; that is the view I take.

Senator REEp. We will put in a proviso to that effect, Senator,
that it will not affect any other cases.

Senator WiLLis. That would not amount to anything.

Senator CopeLaNDp. It would determine the spirit of the committee
that presented the matter.

Senator WiLLis. But when people come here subsequently and
state analogous cases the mere fact that we said, “This is not to be
a precedent,” would be waved aside.

he CHAairRMAN. I will state for the record that what worried me
was the suggestion that had come to me that somebody in the House
was going to tack onto this resolution the Japanese-Hawaiian
naturalizations.

Senator CoPeLaND. | dare say there will be an effort made to
tack on some other naturalizations.

The CHaIRMAN. There might; and that I do not want to occur.
I am saying that to the committee, because I just received a note
from Senator Harris expressing the hope that we would not vote
upon the measure to-day. 1 simply say that because the note.
has just been received.

Senator C'oreLaxn. I am perfectly clear myself, Mr. Chairman,
that we are acting in good faith on a hill presented by the Senator
from Pennsylvania, and what we are doing here applies to citizens
mentioned in that bill and to nobody else, and I would not think
it wise, an appropriate or proper thing to add to this bill, either
here or on the floor of the Senate, any other persons than those
named here, because we are giving consideration only to those cases
which ave particular merit, and which appealed to our syimpathy.

The CuairMaN. Yes, sir. That is the attitude on which we are
all acting, Senator.

Senator WiLLis. I cail attention to this, Mr. Chairman—I think
the chairman has stated very clearly my view on this thing; this
general situation rather appeals to me. but it must be made exceed-
ingly clear, before I could support this bill, that it can not be used in
trying other cases. Now, I can think of cases not quite analagous
to this, but I can see them coming if this shall become law; that
here will be the case of somebody else pretty soon who did not quite
complete his naturalizatinn proceedings. It is not the same as this;
I understand that; and I understand the difference. He has not
thereby given up British citizenship. But that appeal will be made;
and I want it pretty distinctly understood that if we do this, this is
all we are going to do on this line, and not use it as a precedent for
other naturalizations.

The CuairMaNx. I am very glad to hear the Senator from Ohio
state what he has in that regard, because I think that the attitude
of all of us, too. T know that Senator Reed maintains that attitude.

Senator REep. That is in exact accordance with my views.
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Mr. GokHALE. The starting point with this is said to be the
decision of the Supreme Court. There are two decisions of the
Supreme Court; one in the Ozawa case. In the Ozawa case the
Supreme Court decided that there are what might be called three
racial differences: One, those that are not eligible to citizenship, of
which there can be no doubt; the second, those who are positively
eligible and of which there is no doubt, and the point is they are in
what we call the doubtful zone. The case of the Japanese falls in
that positive noneligible zone, and therefore we take it for granted
they are without jurisdiction, and therefore abinitio void. In the
case of the Hindus, their case falls in that doubtful zone, and each
case must be decided as it comes along. That is the decision of the
Supreme Court.

Senator REED. Thank you very much, Doctor.

Mr. GokHALE. Then, on this point further, the Supreme Court
also added, what we now hold, that the Hindus are ineligible, and
so on. The word “now’ is to be emphasized.

According to that the Supreme Court does not seem to have
intended to apply the decision retroactively, but in interpreting the
law in the subsequent cases the lower district courts and the Circuit
Court of Appeals seem to have taken a different view. This is the
cause of all this controversy. These are the facts.

Mr. TARAKNATH Das. May I say one word on that point? It
will not take but one minute.

The CuairMaN. All right. We might go ahead with the examina-
tion of this gentleman, Senator.

STATEMENT OF TARAEKNATH J. DAS, OF NEW YORK CITY

The CuairMax. Give your name, residence, and occupation to
the reporter, if vou please.
Mr. Das. My name is Taraknath J. Das.
Senator REen. Where do you live, Doctor?
Mr. Das. New York is my permanent residence: 102 West
Seventy-fifth Street.
Senator REep. You have an apartment there?
Mr. Das. Yes.
Senator REED. Are you married?
Mr. Das. Yes.
Senator Reep. When were you married?
Mr. Das. I was married in 1924, and my wife is here.
Senator RELp. Just answer the questions, please, and we will
get along quicker. When were you naturalized?
Mr. Das. I was naturalized in 1914.
Senator REEp. That was 10 yvears before your marriage?
Mr. Das. Yes.
. Senator Rekp. What was vour wife’s name before yvou married
er?
Mr. Das. Mary K. Morse.
Senator REEp. Where was she horn?
Mr. Das. She was born in South Carolina, but lived most of the
time in New York. )
Senator REEp. Was she of American parentage?
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Mr. Das. Her people came in 1700 to this country.

Senator REED. From what land?

Mr. Das. England. .

Se{’mtor ReEDp. So that her ancestors had been Americans <ince
17007

Mr. Das. Yes.

Senator REep. Have vou any children?

Mr. Das. No.

Senator REEp. What is your occupation?

Mr..Das. I am a publicist and educator.

Senator REep. Have you graduated from a college?

Mr. Das. I graduated from the University of Washington, &t
Seattle, Wash., and was offered a fellowship in political science and
economics. Then I took my master’s degree in political science and
economics from the same institutior in 1911; and I also was given
the degree of University Teachers’ Certificate. Then I attended the
University of California for three semesters, under the direction of
Docto. Barrows, the head of the political science department. I was
a candidate for a doctor’s degree. Then I studied some in Berlin
University.

Senator REep. Did you receive a doctor’s degree?

Mr. Das. I received a doctor’s degree in international law and
integrgational relations from the school of foreign service, Georgetown,
in 1924,

Senator REep. Then you studied for the foreign service?

Mr. Das. Yes.

Senator REep. Where; Georgetown?

Mr. Das. Georgetown University.

Senator REED. Were you at one time in the United States Immi-
gration Service?

Mr. Das. Yes; I was.

Senator REED. For how long?

Mr. Das. One year.

Senator REEp. What languages do you speak, Doctor?

Mr. Das. Well, I was employed for the Hindu language.

Senator REep. I asked wﬁat languages do you spesak.

Mr. Das. I speak Japanese, Hindustanish; I understand German
and have a reading knowledge of French.

T wanted to say that in the Ozawa case which was mentioned, the
cases of Mozumdar, Thind, and Singh, were cited by the Supreme
Court on the ground that these people were Caucasians, and they were
Hindus; that is, Japanese were not Caucasians and Mongolians were
not Caucasians, and the Caucasians were entitled to citizenship, to
emphasize that point. The Hindu cases were cited that indirectly
the Supreme Court held that the decisions in those very cases were
certainly right; otherwise the Supreme Court could not cite a deci-
sion which they think that it is not right.

The CuairMAN. Doctor, I have put in evidence here a letter from
the Bureau of Naturalization to the department concerning your
activities. If there is any explanation you wish to make of 1t or
anything gou wish to say in respect to that letter, which you have
heard read twice here this morning, you are welcome to speak it.

Mr. Das. First of all, to the fullest of my knowledge, I never com-
mitted any offense against the United States Government, con-
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sciously, so far as my knowledge is concerned; and to prove that I
voluntarily came back from Japan to face the charge, when I came
to know that a conspiracy charge was put against me.

Secondly, as I have mentioned before, I never had any manual for
bombs or a safe-deposit box whatsoever.

Thirdly, I want to say I had no knowledge whatsoever regarding
the so-called charge of my going back to India at the time of King
George's visit to India. It is an absolute fabrication on the part of
people who have given that information.

Fourthly, I want to say this, that if the exorbitant bill of $25,000 for
each charge was not put up, or rather was not fixed by the court, that
means it would have required $100,000 in property, or $50,000 in
cash, for bail. I would have appcaled my case up to the Supreme
Court and vindicated my position that I was never guilty. And
most competent lawyers in New York and others have gone through
the record of the case, and they think that it would not have stood
five minutes before the Supreme Court; and it was the war mania
that actuated me at that time—I was not at all in this country; I
did not know any one of these parties about whom they mentioned.

Senator REEp. You mean codefendants?

Mr. Das. Codefendants, because I was not at all a member of any
organization; and so far as my character is concerned, when I got my
citizenship the professors of the university, including Doctor Barrows,
Professor Reed, who was the head of the degartment, of municipal
research, Professor Poe, and others appeared before the court. And
also when I entered the Georgetown University, because I believed in
a frank presentation of the position, I presented the whole facts before
the faculty before I wanted their admission to start my life as a
scholar and carry on my work.

Georgetown University and its facult‘ir held a mneeting and ad-
mitted me as a student, and after I finished my departments the whole
problem was threshed out again by the faculty, because giving a
degree of the highest character that an American university gives is
not merely dependent upon educational efficiency, but moral char-
acter comes first, and it was threshed out and thev decided that I
should be given a degree; and President Coolidge handed me the
degree when I got it in 1924, and I was the first one to have that
honor from that institution.

Now, other things: I went personally to Mr. Crist and others, and
talked about it; and Mr. Crist said that “Qur department has
nothing against vou <o far as individuals are concerned.” And
about my character here I want to say vou can inquire from Dr.
James Brown Scott, of the Carnegie Foundation, who was my pro-
fessor in international law and international relations.

I saw Mr. Crist and Mr. Crist said that the Department of Labor
has nothing oflicially against me as an individual; if there is any-
thing, it is in the Department of Justice. So I went to see the
Attorney General personally, and could not see the Attorney General.
So I saw the Assistant Attorney General, Mr. Meyer, and assistant
Mr. Watson, and we had a talk. They got the files of the investiga-
tion department, and they said ‘“We have nothing particularly
against you, excepting if any other department-wishes to start a
groceeding canceling yvour citizenship, we are like a machine, we are

ound to do it.”
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Then I presented the whole matter to Senator Reed. Gentlemen,
I want to tell you this, that I do not want to jeopardize your bill,
because if you think I am a menace to the United States and my
character is such that I should not be admitted to citizenship, I do
not want other people to suffer. So I personally went to Senator
Reed, and told him the whole story; and then he had the oppor-
tunity to investigate, and possibly he has done that thoroughly,
and he put my name on the list; and I want to tell you, then, that
if T am excluded from this list that I am penalized particularly of
all the 65 persons, for no fault of mine, because I sometimes, and
even now, think the people of India should better their positions;
and that is my crime.

The CuairMaN. Doctor, whatever may have been the facts in
the case the result of it was that you were convicted and you were
sentenced to 20 months in the penitentiary?

Mr. Das. Yes.

The CrAIRMAN. You paid the price, did you not. and you served
your sentence?

Mr. Das. 1 did.

Senator WiLLis. Where?

Mr. Das. At Leavenworth; and I was given four months for good
conduct; and not only that, when I was in the penitentiary the
British Consul General wanted me to be deported, and asked the
United States Governiment to start a suit against me, so that I
would be deported; and the United States authorities did, to satisfy
the British authorities and when the case came before Judge Ben-
nett, the very judge who sentenced me, he exonerated me and
threw out the case, because he said, ¢ That can not be done.”

Senator REED. Because you are an American citizen?

Mr. Das. Because I am an American citizen; and not only that,
they wanted to cancel my citizenship so that they would be able to
deport me, and the judge refused to cancel my citizenship, because
I never acquired my citizenshl('lp illegally or fraudulently.

The CuHairMaN. What would be the effect of you being deprived
of citizenship and sent back to India?

Mr. Das. Well, it will all depend on the mercy of Great Britain,
and there are instances in the past where several persons were
hanged. And Senator Reed mentioned that covers this country and
covers England, but I beg to differ with the Senator and wish to
inform this committee that the British Government has full right
to put any person in prison for an indefinite period and send them
to forts and confine them for indefinite periods, without giving any
trial whatsoever, for the safety of the Empire.

Senator REED. That practice is still in effect?

Mr. Das. That practice is still in effect.

Senator REED. Doctor, I meant to ask vou, what is your religion?

Mr. Das. I believe in the fatherhood of God and brotherhood of
-man. I belong to the United Christian Church in New York City.

- Senator REEp. You are a Christian?
Mr. Das. Well
‘i\‘,}ator CopeLanp. That is Doctor Holmes' church?

Se‘pAs. Yes. -
st Coperanp. You and Mrs. Das attend that church?
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Mr. Das. Mrs. Das and I attend that church, but I am a member
in that church, and I participated in their educational department.

Not only that, I was the first person to organize what they call
“adult education” movement in that church in the last 40 years.

The CrairMAN. What I was seeking to arrive at was this, if the
decision of the Supreme Court be applied to you—I am spesking
of 1{10 own case personally now——

r. Das. Yes, sir.

The CrAIRMAN. And you were deprived of your citizenship and
subsequently deported would your fate be doubtful?

Mr. Das. Not knowing what is in the mind of the British Govern-
ment and knowing this fact, that they will stoop down to such a
dirty deal to make such a report that I was going to India at the
time of the coronation of King George, when I was a candidate for
my master’s degree in the University of Washington, I feel my fate
will be very doubtful.

Senator WiLLis. When were you in the Immigration Service?

Mr. Das. 1907.

Senator WiLLis. When did you leave it?

Mr. Das. 1908.

Senator WiLLIs. You were in about a vear, then?

Mr. Das. 1 left from Canada; that means [ was stationed in
Vancouver.

Senator WiLLis. What was the circumstance concerning your
separation from the service?

r. Das. The circumstance of the separation was simply this,
Senator: A boatload of Hindus came in, and they were examined
at the rate of six a minute, and they were regarded thus, that they
were g}lysically disqualified, suffering from contagious disease; and
these Hindus’ cases were taken up by a local attorney for $10 apiece
to defend them, and they wanted to find a Hindu interpreter and
they did not find any competent one. So they asked the United
States authorities if they would lend me to bhe court interpreter,
and I interpreted them, and it resulted in the reversing of the decision
of the British Columbia immigration authorities, and those people
were allowed to land; and that incensed them. :

The CratrmaN. Incensed who?

Mr. Das. The British immigration authorities, because the court
of British Columbia said that they didn’t perform their duty; they
inspected them at the rate of six a minute. and held they were ineligi-
ble; and then later on T was publishing a paper called “¥Free Hindu-
stan,” as was mentioned, and it was a simple statement that India
some day should have a Republic; and T did that, and if it is a crime
I plead guilty before vou.

The CraamrmMan. Well, Doctor, I am not questioning what you
say, but you were in difticulties with the British immigration officials
and then with our immigration officials, and they always have been
wrong. It does not make any difference so far as this hearing is
concerned, but what is it—is there anything we ought to know, or
anything that you ouzht to say or anvthing vou want to say as to
why those differences arose? Isit temperament with the immigration
officials or is it temperament with you, or i it because of the views
you express, or what?



26 NATUBALIZATION OF CERTAIN PERSONS

Mr. Das. I have never had any difficulty with the American
immigration authorities.

The CrairMaN. Did they not ask that you cease your connection
with the Immigratioc Department? ‘

Mr. Das. No; they asked me that I should stop publishing that

pager.
he CHairMAN. T see.

Mr. Das. And I think I entered the civil service, not that I came
here to this country for a job. But I took the civil service, and I
stood first. I took California University work for a year, and then
I was offered a scholarship in Vermont about the same time in the
Norwich University. And so the question of my writing came
before them. I said ‘““All right; I will resign and go to my college.”

Senator REEp. Theyv objected to your writing for the magazines?

Mr. Das. Yes. .

Senator REED. And said you had either to quit writing or quit the
service, and you just chose to quit the service?

Mr. Das. I went to my college.

Senator CorELAND. If vou had quit writing vou could have
stayed in the service if you chose?

Mr. Das. That was never told me in that way.

Senator CorELaND. How did you understand that, that he had
the choice of staying in the service or giving up his writing?

The CHairMAN. If he ceased his activities he could stay in the
service.

Mr. Das. I myself resigned and went to the Norwich University,
because I was ogered a scholarship; and there are many appointed
who give up the service.

Senator REep. We are trying to find the reason, but you do not
answer responsively. Why did you leave the service? Were vou
forced out?

Mr. Das. Not that I know of.

Senator CorpELaND. How was it put to you, Doctor: what was
said to you? I assume that the British Government was uncom-
fortable because of your writings abhout * Free Hindustan '*?

Mr. Das. Yes.

Senator CorPELAND. And that brought it to the attention of our
authorities and there was some communication either in writing or
language to you, stating that you should what?

Mr. Das. I do not exactly remember if it was in writing, but it
may be somebody suggested that I stopped the publishing of the
paper.

enator WiLLis. Some official of the United States?

Mr. Das. Local official of the United States.

Senator WiLL1s. You have no writing to that effect at alt?

Mr. Das. No, I do not remember; I do not think so.

Senator CopELAND. Does the record say anything about that—the
record presented?

The CuairMAN. The record presented, .m my recollection, says
that he was told either to cease his activities or to resign, and he
chose to resign.

Senator WiLL1s. Let us have that cleared up just now.

The CHAIRMAN. All right. Let us read the particular portion
and then proceed.
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SenatorgWiLeis. I think it is important to know, since he is a
prominent man, just what the facts are concerning this point.

The CHAIRMAN (reading):

This paper was one of political reform, “An Organ of Freedom,” and proved
embarrassing to the Immigration Service. The immigrant inspector demanded
his resignation or the discontinuance of the publication. Mr. Das stated that
he chose to resign,

Senator REED. Is that correct? _

Mr. Das. I was told—I think—I do not exactly remember, but I
think I was told to stop the paper.

Senator CorELAND. Or resign? _

Mr. Das. I do not think that was mentioned to me; and I myself
voluntarily resigned, because I was at the same time offered a scholar-
ship in the Norwich University of Vermont.

Senator Copeland. There i1s no difference of opinion, then; at
least the record we have came from our immigration authorities, the
. letter you read, Mr. Chairman?

The CHAIrRMAN. Yes, sir.

Senator CopeLaND. And the statement is made there that he
should stop the paper or resign?

The CrairmaN. And he chose to resign.

Senator CopeLaND. And he chose to resign. So, so far as our
people were concerned, they were satisfied to have him continue
n tht‘a’ service, provided he did not give offense to the British Govern-
ment?

The CHAIRMAN. I assume that is so. What is the situation at
present? Do you know whether complaints have been made respect-
ing\{our activities or not?

Mr. Das. I have no activities.

The CuairmMaN. You have no activities?

Mr. Das. I have no activities excepting my studies. Since I
came out from the pentitentiary, and this quesfion of deportation
and my citizenship was decided by the Labor Department. I have
no activities politically whatsoever. I am a student. I devote
my time to study. I got my doctor’s degree, and, in fact, if I have
any activities it is mostly in the form which is helpful to thc United
States Government.

The CHAIRMAN. Are you a member of any Hindu society or
organization or association?

Mr. Das. No organization whatsoever, excepting as I subscribe
to Hindu students’ magazine—students’ movements.

Senator CorerLanp. Is Doctor Holmes familiar with all these
incidents in your life?

. Mr. Das. Oh, yes; in fact, the Georgetown University completely
nows it.

Senator CoreLanDp. I am speaking now about Doctor Holmes in
New York, your pastor.

Mr. Das. Yes; and Doctor Randall.

The Chairman. That is all, so far as I am concerned.

Senator Reed. That is all, Doctor.



28

NATURALIZATION OF CERTAIN PERSONS

STATEMENT OF P. C. MUKERJI, PITTSBURGH, PA,

Senator REED
Mr. MukERJ
Senator REED

Mr. MukERJIL

Senator REED

Mr. MukERJIL.

Please state your full name.
%‘y; name is P. C. Mukerji.
ere do you live, sir?
In Pittsburgh.
What is your occupation?
I am assistant chief chemist of the Carnegie Steel

Co., Homestead works.

Senator REED.
Mr. MUukERJI.
Senator REED.
Mr. MUkERIJL
Senator REED.
Mr. MukERIIL.
Senator REED.
Co?

Mr. MUkERIJIL.
Senator REED.
Mr. MukERIL.
Senator REED.
Mr. MukERJIL
Senator REED.
Mr. MukerJi. N
Senator REED.
Mr. MukERIL
Senator REED.
Mr. MukERJI.
Senator REED.

Mr. MUkKERJI.

How long have you had that employment?
That employment I have had about five years.
Before that, what was your occupation?

I was just a chemist and metallurgist.

With the same company?

With the same company.
How long have you worked for the Carnegie Steel

Fifteen years.
When did you come to America?

In 1906.
When were you naturalized?
In 1920.
Are you married?
o

You are a bachelor?

Yes, sir.

Do you own the house in which you live?
No; I live in an apartment.

Are you a college graduate?

b .\11};. Mukerst. Yes; I graduated from the University of Pitts-
urgh.

Senator REEp. With what degree?

Mr. MukEerJ1. Bachelor of science.

Senator REep. Have you taken any other degrees?

Mr. Mukerd. No; I have not.

Senator REEp. What languages do you speak?

Mr. MukEeran. Besides English?

Senator REEp. Besides English.

Mr. MukEerJ1. Hindustani, Bengalese; I can read and write
German.

Senator REep. Can read and write German?

Mr. MukerJ. Yes; I studied German.

Senator REED. Are you a member of any church in this country?
ChMr.hMUxmm. I am not a member; but I attend the Unitarian

urch.

Senator REED. Are you a member of any Hindu societies?

Yes; I am g member of the Hindustan Association,

a student organization throughout the country.

Senator REED. Is that political in its activities? )

Mr. Mukerit. No, not at all; it is a school organization, a scien-
tific organization, connected with all the different colleges in the
country.

Senator CoPELAND. Is it the same as all other associations of
students which are common in the universities?
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Mr. Mukkerdt. Yes; of the same character.

Senator CorELAND. German and French, ete.?

Mr. MukEerd. Yes.

Senator CoPeLaND. It has no political functions?

Mr. MukEeri. Not at all.

Senator CoPELAND. For mutual and social benefits?

Mr. Mukers. Yes.

Senator CorPELAND. And discussion of things of common interest?

Mr. MukEeri1. Yes; mostly of college journal, or sometimes we
have professors of economy and of history lecture on economics or
historical subjects. It is mostly of a social order.

Senator CoPELAND. Does this organization maintain rooms or
quarters or houses in various places?

Mr. MukeRrJl. Depending on the circumstances. 1 understand
New York has one and the International House, similar to the
Columbia University. In Pittsburgh the Carnegie Institute of Tech-
nology has given us rooms to hold meetings in. °

Senator CoPELAND. Since you speak of the University of Pitts-
buﬁh, this organization is recognized by the university authorities?

r. MukEerJ1. Yes.

Senator CoPELAND. And they understand its activities?

Mr. MukEgRrJ. Yes.

Senator CoPELAND. And are in harmony, apparently, with its
objects? .

r. MukerJL. Yes. I could say that there is 75 per cent of our
meetings which have been addressed by university professors. We
are going to hold our convention during the Christmas week, and
the chancelor of the university, Mr. Bowman, is going to preside
on one evening and Doctor Baker, the president of the Carnegie
Institute, is going to preside at the other.

Senator REED. I have no further questions.

Mr. Mukenrit. I have certain testimonials from the Carnegie
Steel Co.

Senator REep. I do not believe that is necessary.

The CualrmaN. I think it unnecessary, but if the Senator wishes—

Senator REED. I do not think it is necessary to increase the records
with those. The best testimonial is that they have kept you in that
position, which they would not have done if you were not satisfactory.

Mr. MukEerJ1. Here is a letter from the assistant general superin-
tendent [handing paper to Senator Reed].

Senator REep. I do not think you need to put testimonials of
that sort in.

The CrA1RMAN. Not unless you wish it.

Senator REEp. [ think that 1s all. :

Mr. Mukersi. I have been a member of different scientific organ-
izations, such as the American Chemical Socitey, for the last 10
years, and the Western Pennsylvania Engineering Society.

The CuairMAN. How long did you say you had been in this
country, please?

Mr. MuxkerJ. About 20 years.

The CuairMaN. Have you in that period revisited India?

Mr. Mukerit. No; I have not.

Senator REep. This is your permanent home, is it?

Mr. MukEerd. Yes.
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Senator REen. Do you intend to stay here the rest of your life?
Mr. MukEerJL. Yes.
Senator REep. That is all. I will now call Doctor Kokatnur.

STATEMERNT OF V. R. KOKATNUR, PITTSBURGH, PA.

Senator REED. Please spell your name for the reporter.

Mr. KokarNur. K-o-k-a-t-n-u-r.

Senator REep. Your initials are V. R.?

Mr. Kokatnur. V. R.

Senator REEpD. Where do you live, Doctor?

Mr. KokaTNuUR. I live in New York.

Senator REEp. What is your occupation?

Mr. KokaTNur. Consulting chemical engineer.

Senator REED. Are you a college graduate?

Mr. KokATNUR. Yes, sir.

Senator REEp. What college did you graduate from?

Mr. KoxaTnNur. I graduated from Bombay University with bach-
elor of science degree, master of science from the Univeristy of
Minnesota, doctor of philosophy also from the University of Minne-
sota.

Senator REEpD. When did you come to America?

Mr. KokATNUR. 1912, August.

Senator REED. When were you naturalized?

Mr. KoraTNUR. 1921,

Senator CoPELAND. I notice you are an honor man, from this key
you wear.

Mr. KokaTNUR. Yes, sir.  The Phi Beta Kappa key.

Senator REED. Are you married?

Mr. KogaT~NUR. Yes, sir.

Senator REep. Whom did you marry?

Mr. Kokat~xcr. A girl from the Minnesota University.

Senator REED. An American girl?

Mr. KokATNUR. An American girl.

B Sen‘?tor REeED. Do you live in an apartment, or have you your own
ouse

Mr. Kokarnur. [ live in an apartment.

Senator REED. Have vou children?

Mr. Kok:TNUR. Yes.

Senator REEp. How many?

Mr. KokaTNur. One.

Senator REeEp. How old?

Mr. KokaT~NUR. Three and a half years old.

Senator REED. What have been vour religious connections, Doctor,
since you came to Ainerica?

Mr. KograTNuR. I attended the University Unitarian Church
philosophical society and my wife attends the Methodist Church.

Senator REeDp. Doctor, can you give us anything that will indicate
the comparative success that you have had in your profession in this
country?

Mr. KoraTNUR. I came here as a graduate student in 1912; entered
the University of California for one year, and then came to the Uni-
versity of Minnesota, where I was awarded a student assistantship;
and in 1914 I was awarded master of science degree in chemistry
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and geology. 1 was elected to the Sigma Psi, an honorary scieutific
society; was also awarded the only fellowship in the chemistry de-
partment in Minnesota, called the Shevlen Fellowship. In the his-
tory of that fellowship no foreigner was ever before awarded it.

he next year I was appointed research assistant to Dean George B.
Frankforter School of Chemistry. The year after, that is, in 1916,
I was awarded the degree of doctor of philosophy. In 1916 and 1917,
1 had a combined position as research assistant to Doctor Frank-
forter, and also a teaching assistant, and I had charge of teaching
chemistry to the sophoniores, junior, and senior students.

Senator CoPeLanDp. In the University of Minnesota?

Mr. KoraTNUR. Yes, sir; I applied at least three or four times to
various departments after the declaration of war by the United
States—to the Chemical Warfare Service, Ordnance Department,
Bureau of Mines, and Civil Service. The National Defense Society,
I believe, and American Chemical Society advised all the chemists
not to enlist, and I was rejected as a volunteer in any of these depart-
ments because I was not a citizen at that time; and I was advised by
the American Chemical Sceinty and the National Defense Society
or associution, 1 am not sure, to enter a war-essential industry. So,
in 1917, I went to Niagara Falls and was employed in the Mathieson
Alkali Works, and Niagara Alkali Co., in the production of collodion
gas, and the research and war gases.

I have here a number of letters from the War Department testify-
ing to the work I did during the war on war gases. The first thing I
did when I came to Niagara Falls—ir this country, during the war
they used some varnish for airplanes. It was called by the name of
‘“airplane dough.”” Two companies ha-l tried to make this particular
solvent for this airplane dough and had failed.

In less than five months, that is, from 1917, August, to December,
1917, I not only developed a successful process for the manufacture
of this particular solvent, but a piant was erected to make this com-
pound in large quantities.

Senator CoPELaND. Where?

Mr. KokaTrxur. In Niagara Falls, and it was so used during the
war, at least for the first %ew months, for the airplane dough; and
one of the compounds is still being used by the Cheinical Warfare
Service, in the production of what they call toxic smokes.

I also developed entirely new poisonous mustard gases; and I
sent samples of at least three of these new gases to the War Depart-
ment.

I also developed a new chlopicrin or tear gas.

At the end of the war the conviction was growing on me that the
country which gave me an education was worth fighting for, and so 1
applied for naturalization. In 1921 I was naturalized. From 1921
up to this day I have had a dozen or more patents pending in the
United States, Germany, England, France, and Canada; and I
do not want to go into too many details, but that is my property.

I also developed at the end of the war, when this country was
suffering from the lack of dyestufls—Germany was not sending any
dyestuffs, and the most important dyestuffs was called the vat dye-
stuffs, and I made those dyestuffs in this country for the first time,
not only equal to the German dyestuffs, but superior in quality and
in cheapness.

23970—26—pT 1——3
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This was done while I was in the employ of the National Analine &
Chemical Co., or what is now known as the Allied Dye & Chemical
Co., I think.

I went to sell explosives to the du Pont Co., in Wilmington. I had
a number of processes for making carbolic acid. I am at present
negotiating with the Bakelite Co.

Senator CoreELaND. Have you bheen employed at any time hy
Mr. Metz?

Mr. KogkaTNUR. No, never; I do not know him. Since then I
have developed a process for the manufacture of machine embroidery.

he CuatrMAN. 1 think we may concede your technical qualifica-
tions, and I do ne’ believe it is necessary to go into them.

Senator REED. All I am desirous of bringing out is that these 69
men include a larger number of talented people than the 69 people
taken at random through the country.

The CHAIRMAN. Yes.

Senator REED. I think it is very clear that he is one of them.

Mr. KograTNUR. Thank you.

Senator REEp. We are very much cbliged.

Mr. KograTNuUR. If you wanted any of these letters——

Senator REep. I do not think it is necessary. You did develop
:lalome ;var gases which were actually used in battle by the American

rmy?

Mr. KokaTNUR. Yes, sir. At present I am also a commissioned
officer in the Chemical Warfare Service.

Senator REep. You still hold a commission in the Reserve Corps?

Mr. KogaTNUR. In the Reserve Corps.

Mr. GogHALE. If I am permitted, I made a mistake. I said I had
no activities. I came here in 1912, and while I was doing my scien-
tific work there was one political activity in which I was interested,
and I started working along that line. The question that interested
me most was the question of unemployment, and we organized a
little society called the Sociology Club in Schenectady, of which I
was appointed expositor.

Senator CoPELAND. There were others in those societies of Hindus?

Mr. GogHALE. Yes.

Senator CorELAND. Was Mayor Hylan of the New York society?

Mr. GokHALE. Oh, not New York society; and I will show in just
what relation we came with him. It is not a socialist club, it 1s a
sociology club.

Senator REED. You are a member of that club?

Mr. GokHALE. I am.

Senator REED. Is that club still active?

Mr. GokHALE. It is not active now.

Senator REeD. It was active in sociological work?

Mr. GokHALE. It was active in sociological work. There was a
charge brought against me during naturalization that I had taken
activity in matters socialistic and bolshevistic literature, and that is
what came to my mind just now. That was the charge against me,
and the facts concerning it I thought I ought to have clear.

Senator REeD. Very good; but even if guilty, it does not seem to
be of the slightest importance. ) ]

The CHAIRMAN. So far as the charge is concerned, when it comes
to naturalization you were on just the same basis?

Mr. GoKHALE. Yes, sir.
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STATEMENT OF T. D. SHARMAN, OF DETROIT, MICH,

Senator REEp. What is your full name?

Mr. Suarman. T. D. Sharman.

Senator REEp. Mr. Sharman, where do you live?

Mr. SHARMAN. I live in Detroit.

Senator REEp. What is your profession?

Mr. SHARMAN. I am a realtor, 8 member of the real-estate board,
active member; and this letter from the Governor of Michigan 1
would like you to read, if you don’t mind {exhibiting letter to the
committee]. The governor has known me a long time and he just
gave me the letter.

Senator REEp. When did you come to the United States?

Mr. SHarMAN. In 1906.

Senator CoreLAND. That is Governor Grosbeck?

Mr. SuarMAN. Yes, sir.

Senator REED. I do not think it is necessary to put the whole letter
in. The governor says:

Mr. Sharman has been a citizen and resident of Detroit for the last 10 years

has made splendid progress in the real-estate world, and is & good example of
Hindus who have made good citizens.

Do you own your own home in Detroit?

Mr. SuarMAN. Oh, yes; I own lots of property.

Senator REEp. You own lots of property?

Mr. SHARMAN. Yes, sir.

Senator REED. When were you naturalized, Mr. Sharman?

Mr. SuarMAN. In 1917.

Senator REED. Were you in the military service during the war?

Mr. SaarMAN. No, I was employed by the General Motors and
I was—before I was supposed to go the war stopped so I could not
go; my time didn’t come.

Senator REEp. Were you married at that time?

Mr. SHARMAN. Oh, yes, 1916.

Senator REEp. Was your wife an American?

Mr. SuarMAN. Oh, yes; she is here in the room.

Senator REED. You have been successful in your work there,
have you?

Mr. SHArRMAN. Very much.

Senator CorPELAND. If he were not successful he would be a real-
estate man, not a realtor. [Laughter.]

Mr. SuarmAN. That is right.

Senator REED. What have been your church connections, if any?

Mr. SuarMmaN. I go to the Unitarian Church.

S?enator Reep. Does Mrs. Sharman go to the Unitarian Church,
too

Mr. SuarmMaN. Well, she goes; but she is not a member; she
attends. -

Senator REep. Have you voted?

Mr. SuarMAN. Oh, all the time, up to this time. My citizenshi
was never questioned. I never knew anything happened. And,
moreover, I want to suggest this, that being in the realty business
I was notary and since that time I have notarized hundreds of deeds,
mortgages, land contracts, and so on; and I want to suggest, what
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woulg?be the consequence to these legal documents if anything hap-
pene

Senator REep. What college, if any, did you go to?

Mr. Suarman. I didn’t go to a college here, but I took a business
course in my line, real estate.

Senator CopeLAND. In Detroit?

Mr. Suarman, Well, yes.

Senator ReEp. I would just have the committee see two or three
ladies. Mrz. Das, come around, please.

STATEMENT OF MRS. T.J. DAS

Senator REEp. You are the wife of Doctor Das, who testified
here before?

Mrs. Das. Yes.

Senator REEp. Where were you born?

Mrs. Das. Columbia, S. C.

Senator REep. Have you ever been in India?

Mrs. Das. No, never.

Senator REEp. What would be the effect upon your status, if you
know, of the cancellation of your husband’s naturalization?

Mrs. Das. I should be rendered an alien.

Senator Reep. Have you applied for a passport?

Mrs. Das. I have.

Senator REep. Has it been granted or refused?

Mrs. Das. Refused.

Senator REEp. On what ground?

Mrs. Das. That I am not a citizen.

. Senator REep. Not a citizen of any place?

Mrs. Das. Yes.

Senator Reep. That you lost citizenship by marriage?

Mrs. Das. By my marriage to my husband, because an alien in-
eligible to citizenship. But my husband, if I may say—I contest
that; I refuse to admit that, because I married my husband as an
American citizen, with his naturalization papers, and he still holds
naturalization papers. His citizenship has not been canceled.

Senator REep. But at least that is the position taken by the
Board of Passport Control?

Mirs. Das. Yes; by Mr. Kellar.

Senator REED. I have nothing more.

The CrAIrRMAN. If you please, what was the date of your marriage?

Mrs. Das. The 5th of May, 1924.

The CrairmMaN. Thank you. That is all, Mrs. Das.

Senator REED. Mrs. Sharman.

STATEMENT OF MRS. T. D. SHARMAN

Senator REED. You are the wife of Mr. Sharman, who testified a
few moments ago?

Mrs. SHARMAN. Yes. :

Senator REep. Where were you born, Mrs. Sharman?

Mrs. SHArRMAN. Born in Brooklyn, N

Senator REEp. Your parents were Americans?
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Mrs. SHarmaN. My father was a naturalized Scotchman; my
mother was an American.

Senator REEp. And you have alwal)l's lived in America?

Mrs. SaarMAN. I have never left the country.

Senator REED. You have never been in India?

Mrs. SHARMAN. No.

Senator REEp. What was the date of your marriage?

Mrs. SHARMAN. August 16, 1916. I have been married nearly 11
vears; and Mr. Sharman was to be shortly a citizen when I married
him, because, of course, he intended to live in America always, and he
loves America and we never doubted but what we were citizens.
We lived along without any question all these years.

Senator REEp. Have you had occasion to apply for a passport?

Mrs. Suarmax. No; I have never left the country.

Senator REep. You have had no difficulty with the passport
bureau? .

Mrs. SHaArMAN. No.

Senator REeDp. I have no other questions. Thank you very much,
Mrs. Sharman.

*That is all, Mr. Chairman.

The CrairmMaN. When would you gentlemen wish to meet again?

Senator WiLLis. Mr. Chairman, it may be that I shall have to
request time for a very brief hearing upon this bill. I am some-
what embarrassed about it. Some one wired me from Cincinnati
and wanted to be advised about the time of this hearing.

;l‘he CraIrMAN. If you will tell me when, I will be glad to arrange
it for you.

Senator WiLLis. It escaped my notice.

The Cuairmax. If you deem it to be essential, Senator, if you
;}v_ill]l notify us we can call the committee together and dispose of the

ill.

(After further informal discussion.) .

The CHalrMaN. The committee, then, without objection, will
stand adjourned until 10.30 Wednesday next.

(Whereupon, at 12 o’clock m., the committee adjourned to meet
Wednesday, December 15, 1926, at 10.30 o’clock a. m.)



