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Preface

We are honored and humbled to serve as the editors of Asian Americans: An Encyclo-
pedia of Social, Cultural, Economic, and Political History. This three-volume ency-
clopedia is a collaborative effort of more than two hundred scholars from various
fields and disciplines. The project is committed to making research results and records
about Asian Americans readily available in one reference source, where the interested
reader can locate the facts, events, trends, or policies concerning Asian Americans,
Asian American history, and Asian American studies. Conscious efforts were made
on a number of fronts to reflect some of the important developments in Asian Ameri-
can studies and to cover underrepresented groups. Most of the entries build upon
existing literature, whereas new research was conducted to cover understudied areas
and topics. We gave special attention to issues concerning race, class, and gender rela-
tions, as well as transpacific and transnational dimensions of Asian Americans.

Given the diversity and complexity of the ethnic group and the rapid pace of
growth of Asian Americans in a fast-changing world, we recognize that the comple-
tion of such an undertaking is only one step to our ever-expanding knowledge of the
Asian American experience. The field of Asian American studies is relatively young.
We trust this book will create a foundation for the expansion of academic inquiries.
By making these records more readily accessible, we hope to reach out to a wider
audience and inspire more future research.

Beginning in 2000, the U.S. Census Bureau has identified Native Hawaiians and
Pacific Islanders as an independent race category separate from Asian Americans.
Native Hawaiians and Pacific Islanders have unique histories and experiences of their
own, and their affiliations with the United States are quite different from those of
Asian Americans. To lump Native Hawaiians and Pacific Islanders together with
Asian Americans is to marginalize these groups of people. Nevertheless, because they
had been grouped together with Asian Americans by government agencies and aca-
demic institutions, readers are more likely to look for information about them from
Asian American reference books. For this reason we have made an effort to include
some entries on Native Hawaiians and Pacific Islanders in this project.

This comprehensive reference project contains approximately 600 entries. Cross-
referencing is provided in some entries by the use of see also lines. An archive of pri-
mary sources in Volume 3 is an important addition to the project, which will enable
the student to advance beyond narrative summary of historical research. A detailed
chronology in Volume 1 offers a quick glance of historical facts and events. We con-
sidered several options of organizing the project but eventually settled on the A-Z

Xix
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Preface

arrangement for easy look-up. In addition to the alphabetical list of entries in the front
matter, the index serves as a useful tool for name/subject searching.

Transliteration of Names

The transliteration of personal names in this book is sometimes inconsistent for a
number of reasons. In most Asian societies, the family name precedes an individual’s
given name. Asians living in the United States often invert their family and given
names following American and European practice, but some have chosen not to do
so. For example, Rhee is the family name of Syngman Rhee, a prominent Korean
American community leader and the first president of the Republic of Korea, and
Yao is the family name for Yao Ming—the former Houston Rockets NBA star from
China who never inverted his family and given name. Different transliteration systems
and regional dialects also prevent consistency in translation and conversion. Chinese
from Taiwan or pre-1949 China transliterate names according to the Wade-Giles sys-
tem, whereas those from the People’s Republic of China use the pinyin transliteration
system, one that has been adopted by most academic institutions and educational
programs in the United States and throughout the world.
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Introduction: Asian Americans
in the Twenty-First Century

Beginning from the California Gold Rush, Asians have settled in the United States for
more than 160 years. The two major groups that arrived first in the late nineteenth cen-
tury originated from China and Japan. They were joined by immigrants from Korea,
the Philippines, and India in the early decades of the twentieth century. Until the late
1960s, however, the Asian population in the United States was small. Between 1951
and 1960, immigrants from Asia accounted for only 6 percent of the total immigrants
to the United States. The rate of Asian immigrants began to increase substantially
beginning in the 1970s after the Immigration Act of 1965 ended the national origin
quota system. Post-1965 Asian immigrants came in large numbers, and they came
from many more Asian nations and regions. Most significant changes occurred in
the late 1970s and 1980s, when large waves of Southeast Asian immigrants arrived
as refugees after the Vietnam War.

Today’s Asian America is built by immigrants and their descendants who origi-
nated from countries in South Asia, East Asia, and Southeast Asia. In the 1960s, a
new generation of Asian Americans, inspired by the Civil Rights Movement, began
to organize across ethnic lines in search of a unified front in their struggle for racial
equality and social justice. Increasing visibility of Asian Americans as one of the
more prominent minority groups in recent decades has had significant impact in
political, economic, and social realms; it has also affected race and ethnic relations
in the Unites States in profound and complicated ways.

Population and Distribution

Asian America has become the fastest-growing racial group in the United States,
increasing from 3.8 million in 1980 to 6.9 million in 1990, to 10.2 million in 2000,
and to 17.3 million in 2010 (including 2.6 million mixed-race individuals). It com-
prised 5.6 percent of the total U.S. population of 308.7 million. Between 2000 and
2010, the total U.S. population grew by 9.7 percent, from 281.4 million to 308.7 mil-
lion, whereas the Asian American population increased more than four times faster,
with a growth rate of 46 percent. It is worth noting that about 2.6 million people
reported to be Asian in combination with other races, which represents
15 percent of the Asian American population. Mixed race Asian Americans is the fast
growing subgroup of the Asian American population.

A high percentage (46 percent) of the Asian American population resided in the
West in 2010, constituting 11 percent of the region’s total population. Meanwhile,
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Asians as a percentage of county population: 2010.

22 percent of the population lived in the South (3 percent of the region’s population),
20 percent in the Northeast (6 percent of the region’s population), and 13 percent in
the Midwest (3 percent of the region’s total population). The percentage of the
total Asian American population residing in the West had declined recently, however,
from 49 percent to 46 percent within a decade. Meanwhile, the proportion of Asian
population in the South increased from 19 percent to 22 percent.

Nearly three-fourths of the entire Asian American population resided in ten states
in 2010, led by California, home to 5,556,592 Asian Americans. The other states with
large populations of Asian Americans were New York, 1,579,494; Texas, 1,110,666;
New Jersey, 725,356; Hawaii, 780,968; Illinois, 668,694; Washington, 604,251;
Florida, 573,083; Virginia, 522,199; and Pennsylvania, 402,587. All these states have
experienced substantial growth of their Asian American population in the past decade.
Texas, Florida, and Virginia each enjoyed a growth rate of between 71 to 72 percent,
and this pattern continues to show the increasing dispersal of Asian Americans out of
their traditional population centers on the West Coast and in Hawaii. Following
these states in Asian population growth are Pennsylvania (62 percent), Washington
State (53 percent), and New Jersey (52 percent). In comparison, the growth rate is
relatively low in Hawaii (11 percent), although the Asian population represents over
50 percent of the entire population. Asians represented 62 percent of Honolulu’s popula-
tion and 51 percent of the population in Kauai. In terms of actual population numbers,



California had the largest gain of Asian American population over the decade, from
4.2 million in 2000 to 5.6 million in 2010. Within California, Asian population consti-
tuted more than 25 percent of the total population in four counties, all within the San
Francisco-San Jose metropolitan area. Metropolitan areas with the largest population
of Asian Americans were Los Angeles (1,884,669), New York (1,878,261), San
Francisco Bay Area (1,577,790), Chicago (532,801), Washington, D.C. (517,458)
and Honolulu (477,503).

Chinese American, the oldest Asian ethnic group in the United States, was the
largest group of Asian America in 2010 (3.8 million). The next two largest groups were
Filipinos (3.4 million) and Asian Indians (3.2 million). Given the high rate of immigra-
tion in the past decade, these three groups constituted 60 percent of the entire Asian
American population. At the same time, since its implementation in 1990, the Diversity
Immigrant Visa Program that allows citizens of countries with low rates of immigration
to secure permanent residency in the United States have added to the diversity of Asian
Americans. In addition to this program, economic and political changes in Asia ranging
from rapid development to civil wars have resulted in new immigrant groups from
Bhutan to East Timor.

Immigrants constitute a significant majority of adult Asian Americans. According
to an analysis of the 2010 census by the Pew Research Center, 59 percent of Asian
Americans and 74 percent of its adult population were foreign-born, compared with
13 percent of the total U.S. population. However, there were significant demographic
variations within different subgroups. For instance, 75 percent of Korean Americans
were foreign born, but only 38 percent of the Japanese American population were
immigrants. Among the foreign-born Asian Americans, 54 percent were women. The
female-to-male ratio was greater than two-to-one among Japanese immigrants, but males
outnumbered females among immigrants from India.

Chinese, next to Spanish, is the most widely spoken non-English language in the
United States. In 2010, an estimated 2.8 million people aged five and older spoke
Chinese at home. Other Asian languages spoken by a large number of Asian
Americans at home are Tagalog, Vietnamese, and Korean. Over half of the foreign-
born Asian American population (53 percent) self-reported that they could speak
English well, higher than other foreign-born groups in the United States (45 percent).

Socioeconomic Status: Improvement and Gaps

Before World War II, most Asian Americans worked at unskilled and low—paying jobs,
often in racially segregated ethnic communities or as migratory agriculture laborers.
After World War II, especially since the Civil Rights Movement, Asian Americans have
gained access to the mainstream job market; their socioeconomic status has also shown
significant improvement. Such improvements have been reported in the Census in every
decade since 1970, reinforcing a “model minority” image for Asian Americans.

Asian Americans, however, are not a monolithic population. In the 2010 Census,
the estimated median household income for Asian Americans was $66,286—higher
than it was for the overall U.S. population ($50,831), the non-Hispanic white popula-
tion ($56,178), the Hispanic population ($38,818), and the black population
($33,137). However, there were wide gaps among different Asian groups. Asian
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Indians had a median household income of $90,711, for example, but the Bangladeshi
median household income was only $48,471." Median household wealth (net worth)
for Asian Americans was $83,500 in 2010, higher than the median household wealth
for the overall U.S. population ($68,529), and higher than it was for Hispanics
($7,800) and blacks ($5,730) by large margins. But median household wealth for
Asian Americans was significantly lower than it was for non-Hispanic whites
($112,000). These data on income and wealth should take into account the fact that
higher percentages of Asian Americans are urban dwellers concentrated in California,
Hawaii, and New York, regions known for their high costs of living. In addition, it is
crucial to understand that immigration is a highly selective process. For instance,
whereas the median household income of Asian Indians was much higher than that
of Hispanics in 2010, the per capita Gross Domestic Product (GDP) of Mexico was
over six times that of India ($10,146 and $1,514, respectively, in 2011).

Poverty and health insurance rates provide different angles to assess socioeco-
nomic status of Asian Americans. In 2010, about 12.2 percent of Asian Americans
were reported by the Census Bureau as living in poverty. In comparison, poverty rates
for non-Hispanic whites, Hispanics, and blacks were 9.9 percent, 26.5 percent, and
27.4 percent, respectively. Although poverty rates for Filipino, Japanese, and Indian
Americans were relatively low (6, 8, and 8 percent, respectively), 26 percent of
Hmong Americans were living below the poverty line. It is worth noting that although
16.5 percent of Asian Americans did not have health insurance in 2009, that rate
increased to 18.4 percent in 2010. Nearly a quarter of both Pakistani and Bangladeshi
Americans (23 percent) and more than a fifth of Korean (22 percent) and Cambodian
(21 percent) Americans were uninsured, whereas the percentage of people without
health insurance among non-Hispanic whites, Hispanics, and blacks were 13.5 per-
cent, 30.7 percent, and 20.8 percent, respectively.

Employment patterns for Asian Americans are also complex. Although 48 percent
of Asian Americans aged 16 and older were employed in management and profes-
sional occupations in 2010, about 17 percent of them worked in service occupations,
22 percent in sales and office occupations, and 10 percent in production, transporta-
tion, and moving and shipping occupations. In comparison, only 40 percent of
employed Americans held management and professional jobs. Occupational distribu-
tion among different Asian groups, however, was diverse. Although two-thirds of
Asian Indians held jobs in management and professional occupations, only about a
third of Vietnamese Americans did so. Hmong and Cambodian Americans were rela-
tively underrepresented in management and professional positions (20 to 21 percent).
Whether Asian Americans with comparable educational levels and professional qual-
ifications are earning the same pay or achieving equal professional advancement
opportunities remains to be a serious question. Business ownership rate among Asian
Americans continued to grow. In 2007, 1.5 million businesses were owned by Asian
Americans, reflecting a 40.4 percent increase from 2002. It must be noted that a large
proportion was small businesses, as 44.7 Asian American—owned businesses were in
repair and maintenance, personal and laundry services, professional and technical
services, and retail trade.

One Asian American group that has usually been overlooked is undocumented
immigrants. Undocumented Hispanic immigrants have received most public and



media attention, and they account for approximately three-quarters of the total
undocumented population in the United States. The U.S. government officially esti-
mates that about 10-11 percent of the U.S. undocumented immigrants are from Asia,
constituting approximately 13—15 percent of the Asian immigrant population.
Whether undocumented Asian immigrants have been undercounted remains an open
question. If so, their population would have a significant impact on socioeconomic
status of the overall Asian American population.

Educational Attainment: Achievement and Gaps

Recognizing both growth and diversity of Asian Americans are especially important
in reading statistics of Asian Americans in education. A most remarkable characteris-
tic of the Asian American population is its high level of educational attainment. About
49 percent of Asian Americans aged 25 and older had at least a bachelor’s degree in
2010, which was much higher than that of the total U.S. population (28 percent).
However, levels of educational attainment for different Asian American groups were
uneven. About 70 percent Asian Indian Americans, for example, had at least a bach-
elor’s degree, but only 14 percent of both Cambodian and Laotian Americans held a
similar degree.”

The analysis by the Pew Research Center also showed high educational attain-
ment among the new Asian immigrants: 61 percent of the immigrants between the
ages of 25 and 64 have at least a bachelor’s degree, almost twice as high as non-
Asian immigrants. About 81 percent of new immigrants from India held a college
degree, but only 17 percent of immigrants from Vietnam had attended college. Further
behind immigrants from Vietnam are new immigrants from Cambodia and Laos who
have much lower college education attainment.

A higher percentage of Asian Americans 25 and older had graduate or profes-
sional degrees than the total U.S. population (20 percent to 10 percent). The Pew
Research Center revealed that Asian American students and students from Asia
accounted for 25 percent of doctorate degrees granted at U.S. universities in 2010,
with considerable numbers in engineering, science, mathematics, computer science,
physical science, and life science. Asian or Asian American students also received
20 percent of PhDs granted by U.S. universities in social sciences. These high levels
of educational attainment helped Asian Americans find professional jobs. U.S.-trained
Asian students from China and India have also been the main beneficiaries of H-1B
visa program, which revitalized in 1990, this visa program also provided temporary
employment opportunities for foreign-trained Asians in “specialty occupations,”
especially in engineering, sciences, and business-related professions. With employer
sponsorship, a significant percentage of H-1B visa holders have successfully adjusted
into immigrant status. Foreign students from India and China, as well as skilled work-
ers, were the two top-ranked groups to benefit from the program, and they received
three-fourths of all H-1B visas granted to Asia in 2011. Indians alone accounted for
56 percent of all the H-1B visas granted by the United States in 2011, whereas those
from China received an additional 8 percent. Although considerable numbers of stu-
dents from Korea, Philippines, Japan, and Taiwan also benefited from this temporary
visa program, very few students from other Asian nations were able to do so.
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Conclusion

Improved socioeconomic status and increased visibilities of Asian Americans in U.S.
politics, educational institutions, and other areas of American life have impacted the
development of American society in significant ways. In many parts of the United
States, Asian Americans have changed the social landscape of cities and neighbor-
hoods, integrating their customs, values, languages, foods, and institutions. The
increasing presence of Asian Americans has enriched the American society, but it
has also challenged and strained the nation. Unfortunately, accompanying the drastic
demographic changes were also incidents of racial conflict and hate crime, as well as
a resurfacing anti-immigrant sentiment. Increasing political participation of Asian
Americans has shown impressive results, as more and more of their representatives
have been either elected or appointed to political, government, and judiciary posts at
local, state, and national levels. In turn, Asian Americans have been able to more
effectively pursue political and policy issues that concern them the most: social
justice, immigration, health care, public support for education, U.S. foreign relations,
and international trade. Their devotion to education and their high enrollment in col-
leges and universities have had a great impact in educational reform, and many col-
leges and universities across the United States have established and expanded course
offerings in Asian American studies, in Asian history, culture, and languages, and
developed educational exchange programs with more and more Asian nations.

At the beginning of the twenty-first century, the Census Bureau projected that the
Asian American population will grow to 37.6 million by the year 2050, comprising 9.3
of the total U.S. population. The rapid growth of Asian American population of the late
twentieth century was the result of large waves of new immigrants from Asia, which
became possible after the Immigration Act of 1965 and a host of legislations that
addressed the immigration and refugee issues. There is no doubt that new immigrants
will continue to come from Asia in significant numbers in the next few decades. In addi-
tion to immigration policies of the United States and changing U.S. diplomatic relations
with Asian nations, globalization and the development of global economy will play an
increasingly important role in determining sources of Asian immigration and directions
of Asian migration. Scholars have already noticed that economic development and high
living standard in Japan have made emigration less attractive in the past few decades.
Korean immigration peaked in the 1970s and 1980s, but it declined in the late 1990s.
Although the number of Chinese immigrants continued to grow, the rate of growth
has slowed in the past decade. Developments in other parts of the world may also affect
Asian migration, as more and more individuals are also paying attention to different
opportunities in Europe, Australia, South and Central Americas, Africa, as well as in
their neighboring Asian countries. From an Asian diaspora perspective, it would not
be difficult to find that Asian emigration has become increasingly multidirectional, in
which the United States is one destination (the most attractive one) among many others.
Moreover, an increasingly large number of Asian Americans have resettled to Japan,
Korea, China, and other Asian nations and many more are moving between Asia and
the United States. All these developments will play important roles in shaping Asian
immigration and the contours of twenty-first-century Asian America.

Xiaojian Zhao and Edward J. W. Park
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Notes

1. Comparison between median household income of Asian Americans is based on tables
released by Census Bureau in September 2010, see United States Census Bureau Newsroom,
“Income, Poverty, and Health Insurance Coverage in the United States: 2011 (September 12,
2012); comparison between median household income between Asian Indian Americans and
Bangladeshi Americans is based on a report from an earlier release from the Bureau, see
United States Census Bureau News Release, “2010 Census Shows Asians are Fastest-
Growing Race Group” (March 21, 2012).

2. The Pew Research Center’s analysis of Asian Americans, based on the 2010 U.S.
Census, selects only six Asian American groups. Many smaller and less well-to-do groups
are left out. See, Pew Research Center, The Rise of Asian Americans, July 12, 2012.
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Chronology

13,000 B.C. to
10,000 B.C.

300-750 A.D.

618-907

900-1000
1127

1400

1492

1511

1521

1526-1707

1543

1549

The first human groups arrive in North America from Asia via
Beringia, a large landmass that connects Asia to Alaska.

Seafaring Polynesians, probably from Southeast Asia, settle the South
Pacific Islands, including the remote northern Hawaii Islands. Taro,
coconuts, and bananas are introduced to the islands by the migrants.

Tang dynasty begins in China. Canton centers China’s maritime
commerce, where thousands of foreign merchants congregate.

Filipinos extend trade from Malaysia to China.

Southern Song dynasty (1127-1279) begins in China. Chinese
shipowners and merchants in the lower Yangzi Delta and along
the southern coast become active in international trade. Quanzhou
in Fujian province emerges as the center for foreign commerce.

Malacca is founded by Parameswara and will soon emerge as a
major regional commercial center where Chinese, Arab, Malay,
and Indian merchants congregate.

Christopher Columbus lands in the New World when looking for a
passage to India, bringing European attention to the Americas.

A Portuguese fleet conquers Malacca in Malaysia, signifying the
beginning of European expansion in Southeast Asia.

Ferdinand Magellan arrives in the Philippine Islands, drawing
European attention to the islands.

The Mughal Empire is founded in India, dominating nearly the
entire India subcontinent at its height and controlling a population
of nearly 150 million.

Japanese encounter Europeans for the first time when some Portu-
guese land on a small island off the southern tip of Kyushu Island
in southwestern Japan.

Jesuit Francis Xavier starts Christian proselytizing in Japan. The
Catholic missionaries will convert about 300,000 Japanese by the
end of the sixteenth century.
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Chronology

1560

1565-1815

1565-1898

1587

1592-1598

1598

1600

1600-1602

1603

1606
1636
1638

1640
1664

1729

1760

Oda Nobunaga (1534-1582) begins the unification drive of Japan,
ending Ahikaga rule in 1573.

Some Filipinos and Chinese sailors and stewards are hired by
Spaniards for the Manila Galleon Trade. Chinese luxury goods
are shipped to Spain via Manila in the Philippines and Acapulco,
Mexico, by galleons, which are large Spanish cargo ships.

The Philippine Islands are occupied by Spain, interrupted by a
brief occupation by Great Britain from 1762 to 1764.

The Spanish galleon Nuestra Seiiora de Esperanza (Our Lady of
Hope) lands in present-day California on October 18, with a few
Filipino crew members on board.

Japan invades Korea with the ultimate goal of conquering China.
This military aggression ends with the death of the powerful war-
rior Toyotomi Hideyoshi, leaving Korea in ruins.

United East India Company is founded by Dutch merchants in
India.

The Portuguese establish a colony in Macao.

The British East India Company is established. Along with the
Dutch United East India Company, this company will emerge as
a major player in the early global trade.

Tokugawa Ieyasu emerges as the leader of a unified Japan, signi-
fying the beginning of the Tokugawa Shogunate controlled by
Shogun—military rulers.

Anti-Christian decrees are first issued in Japan.
The Manchu army invades Korea.

Japan begins a period of seclusion, triggered by a rebellion involv-
ing about 20,000 Japanese Christians in 1637 and 1638.

Japan closes its doors to most Westerners.

The Qing Dynasty (1644-1911) succeeds the Ming dynasty
(1366-1644) in China. Thousands of Ming loyalists flee abroad
after the Manchu conquest. The Qing government forbids individ-
uals to leave the country.

The British East India Company ships 200 chests of opium to
China, and Chinese emperor Yung Ching issues the first anti-
opium edict, providing severe punishment on the sale of opium
and the opening of opium-smoking divans.

Canton regains dominance in foreign commerce. Western mer-
chants are permitted to trade with government-licensed Chinese
merchants through the cohong system.



1762-1764

1763

1776-1783

1778

1784

1785

1787

1789

1790

1791

Great Britain occupies some parts of the Philippines, but its influ-
ence is limited compared to that of Spain. The latter remains the
dominant influence on the islands. British influence is limited
compared to that of Spain.

Some Filipinos working for the Spaniards in the Manila Galleon
Trade between the Philippines and Mexico jump ship and settle
in present-day Louisiana. They build small communities along
the Mississippi River Delta.

The American Revolution takes place in British North America in
1776. The original 13 colonies gain independence from Britain in
1783.

Captain James Cook (1728-1779), a British explorer and navy
commander, arrives in the Hawaii Islands in an attempt to discover
the northwest passage between Alaska and Asia. On the islands
Cook finds that the indigenous people have built a unique culture
of their own, including a highly sophisticated agriculture with irriga-
tion systems. Kalo (taro) is the main staple food cultivated by the
locals. Farmers and fishermen are ruled by mo ‘i (kings) of various
regions on the islands.

At Canton harbor, Empress of China, a commercial vessel outfit-
ted by New York and Philadelphia merchants, opens trade
between the newly established United States and China. The voy-
age is immensely successful.

The presence of Chinese individuals is recorded in Baltimore,
Maryland and Pennsylvania.

The Constitution of the United States is signed at the Pennsylvania
State house in Philadelphia on September 17. The new
government will become effective in March 1789, after the
Constitution is ratified by each of the 13 colonies.

Small groups of Chinese land on Hawaii. Most of those who
migrated to Hawaii in the early years are from two Chinese
southern provinces of Guangdong and Fujian. Some Chinese
migrants have sugarcane cultivation experience and sugar-
making skills.

The first U.S. Naturalization Act is enacted, stipulating that only
“free white persons” can gain American citizenship.

The Bill of Rights, consisting of 10 constitutional amendments,
becomes part of the U.S. Constitution. These amendments provide
civil rights to individuals, including freedom of religion, freedom
of speech, freedom of assembly, freedom to bear arms, and free-
dom from unreasonable searches. The right to a fair trial by an
impartial jury is also provided.
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1802

1806

1810

1814-1816
1815

1819

1820

1824

1826

1830

1830-1840

A Chinese “sugar master” arrives in Hawaii, bringing with him
simple sugar-making equipment, including boiling pans.

Eight Japanese sailors boarding an American ship arrive in
Hawaii. They are the first recorded Japanese who land on the
Hawaii Islands.

A mo ‘i (king) of the island of Hawaii, Kamehameha, unifies the
Hawaii Islands with the assistance of Western weapons and mili-
tary advisers, ending wars among different regions and islands.

Nepal loses a war against the British.

Filipino settlers in Louisiana join French pirate Jean Laffitte in the
Battle of New Orleans against the British. This battle will lead to
the American acquisition of Louisiana as a state.

Sir Thomas Stamford Raffles arrives in Singapore as an agent of
the British East India Company, making the island known to
Westerners.

Protestant missionaries from New England arrive in Hawaii.

Whaling ships begin to arrive in Hawaii’s harbors, accelerating the
process of commercialization in the islands in place of a rural,
largely subsistence lifestyle and communalism.

Singapore is purchased by Great Britain. Within a year the city of
Singapore becomes a major commercial port, with trade exceeding
that of Malaya’s Malacca and Penang combined.

Through the Anglo-Dutch Treaty, Britain gains possession of Mal-
acca, a major regional commercial center in Malaysia, in exchange
for territory on the island of Sumatra in what is today Indonesia.

The British invade Burma (Myanmar) and gain their first foothold.
Two more wars of conquest will follow in the next few decades
until Burma is completely taken over by the British and annexed
into India in 1885.

Great Britain forms the Colony of the Straits Settlements based on
its strongholds in Singapore as well as Malaya’s Malacca and
Penang. In 1867, the Straits Settlements are made a British Crown
Colony, which will last until 1946.

Siam (Thailand) enters the Treaty of Amity and Commerce with
Great Britain.

Three Chinese are recorded in the U.S. Census. This is the first
time Asians appear in official government documents.

Chinese sugar-making mills are established on the islands of Maui
and Hawaii in the 1830s. Within a decade at least half a dozen
such mills will be in operation.



1831

1833

1839

1840

1842

1843

1844

The first group of Hawaiian students starts their classes at
Lahainaluna, a mission school established to train native teachers.
Some of the native students are in their 30s when they enter the
institution to learn to read and write.

The United States begins diplomatic exchange with Siam
(Thailand).

A small number of Filipinos settle in St. Malo at the mouth of the
Mississippi River and establish a fishing village. This village will
be destroyed by a hurricane 60 years later.

The first Opium War (1839-1842) between China and Britain
begins. To crack down on the opium traffic, Chinese imperial
commissioner Lin Zexu (Lin Tse-hsu) confiscated and destroyed
thousands of chests of opium stored in the English merchants’
store-ships in Canton, triggering the war. Britain wins the war
and forces China to enter the Treaty of Nanjing in 1842.

A constitutional monarchy is created by Kamehameha III in
Hawaii. It will create its first written constitution a year later and
establish a legislature and court system.

The Chiefs’ Children’s School, also known as the Royal School, is
established in Hawaii.

A significant change takes place in the land tenure system in
Hawaii, transferring communal land to private hands. Westerners
gradually gain access to land for sugarcane cultivation.

The Kingdom of Hawaii produces its first constitution, providing a
basis for representational government.

Eight Chinese are recorded in the Census.

The United States recognizes the Kingdom of Hawaii and sends
G. P. Judd (a missionary to Hawaii) as its prime minister to the
islands. The growth of the sugar industry in Hawaii will attract
great interest from American businessmen.

The Treaty of Nanjing (Nanking), signed on August 29, concludes
the first Opium War between Great Britain and China. China is
forced to open five ports for trade, cede Hong Kong to Britain,
and grant British subjects extraterritoriality.

Manjiro Nakahama, known later as John Mung, is rescued at sea
by an American vessel. He is the first Japanese to arrive in the
United States.

The Treaty of Wang Hiya (Wangxia) between the United States
and China is signed on July 3. Americans gain many concessions
from China similar to those provided in the Treaty of Nanjing.
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1845-1847

1848

1849

1850

1851

1852

1853

Organic Acts are enacted in Hawaii, setting terms for the
government.

Gold is discovered on the American River in north central Califor-
nia. Miners begin to flood in from different parts of the world.

The Great Mahele—land redistribution—takes place in Hawaii.
Privatization of the lands allows the development of sugar planta-
tions on the islands.

The Treaty of Guadalupe Hidalgo is signed between the United
States on May 20, transferring almost half of Mexico to the United
States, including parts of California, Colorado, Nevada, and Utah
as well as Arizona, New Mexico, and Texas to the United States.

Chinese begin to arrive in California during the Gold Rush. Most
of the early arrivals are men from Guangdong province.

The Taiping Rebellion (1850-1864), one of the largest peasant
uprisings in Chinese history, begins.

The indigenous population declines rapidly after Hawaii’s contact
with Westerners. Legislative measures are taken to prevent its peo-
ple from leaving the islands. The Royal Hawaiian Agricultural
Society is established to increase the labor supply in Hawaii, and
it will take major steps to recruit workers from other countries.
This government agency will be replaced by the Planters’ Society
and a bureau of immigration in 1864.

Japanese Hikozo Hamada, also known as Joseph Heco, is rescued
at sea by an American sailing ship.

The Foreign Miners Tax law is enacted in California to make the
state “for Americans.”

Groups of Chinese are invited to participate in President Zachary
Taylor’s “grand funeral pageant” in New York.

The Census records 758 Chinese living in the United States.

The first two Chinese district associations are formed in San Fran-
cisco by immigrants.

More than 20,000 Chinese flock to San Francisco en route to the
gold fields of the Sierra Nevada Mountains. Few of these male
immigrants bring their wives with them; groups of Chinese
women are trafficked to the United States to work as prostitutes
against their will.

Foreign Miners’ Tax law is reenacted, aimed mainly at Chinese.

American commodore Matthew Perry sails into Edo (Tokyo) Bay,
forcing Japan to enter the treaty of Kanagawa and ending 200 years



1854

1855

1856

1858
1859

1860

1861

1862

of Japanese isolation. Americans gain privileges similar to those
they have in China.

Chinese in Hawaii organize a funeral society, the first Asian
immigrant association.

The Married Women Law, the first legislation regarding women’s
citizenship status, grants an alien woman American citizenship
upon her marriage to an American citizen but does not specify
whether a female citizen can keep her legal status upon marriage
to a foreigner.

In People v. Hall, the California Supreme Court reverses the con-
viction of George Hall for the murder of a Chinese on the grounds
that the conviction is based on evidence provided by Chinese wit-
nesses. Chinese testimony against white individuals will not be
allowed until 1872.

Yung Wing graduates from Yale College and becomes the first
Chinese to receive a college degree in America.

The second Opium War (1856-1860) between China and a joined
force of Great Britain and France begins.

France begins its conquest of Vietnam, starting in the south.
France begins an effort to conquer Cambodia and Laos.

A segregated school for Chinese children is established in San
Francisco. Classes will be held only in the evenings a year later
until its closing in 1871.

The Qing government agrees to all terms in the Treaty of Tianjin,
originally negotiated in 1858, on the very day the British burn to
the ground Yuan Ming Yuan, the summer palace of the Chinese
emperor. The new treaty imposes extraordinarily strict terms on
China and cedes Jiulong (Kowloon) to Britain.

The U.S. Census records 34,933 Chinese, which includes
1,784 women.

The battle at Fort Sumter in Charleston, South Carolina marks the
beginning of U.S. Civil War.

The Joint Select Committee Relative to the Chinese Population of
the State of California praises the Chinese for their contribution of
$14,000,000 to the state’s economy.

Violence against Chinese increases. One committee report of the
California State Legislature reveals that 88 Chinese miners have
been murdered, including 11 killed by collectors of the Foreign
Miners’ Tax.
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1862
(cont.)

1863

1864

1865

1866

1867

1868

1869

1870

Six Chinese district associations join force and organize a federa-
tion called gongsuo, known by mainstream American society as
the Six Chinese Companies. This organization will be renamed
as the Chinese Consolidated Benevolent Association in 1882.

British ships bombard the city of Kagoshima in Japan in retaliation
for the death of an Englishman.

France claims Cambodia as its protectorate, making it a colony in
1884.

Japanese cannons installed at the straits of Shimonoseki are
destroyed by joint Western naval forces.

About 3,000 Chinese workers are hired by the Central Pacific
Railroad Company to construct the transcontinental railroad.

Seven French ships appear in Korean waters, pressuring Korea to
open its door for foreign trade. American and Japanese will follow
in the next few years.

Chinese railroad workers strike against the Central Pacific
Railroad Company. About 10,000 Chinese are recruited at the
time.

Burlingame Treaty is signed by the United States and China,
securing Americans privileges in China and providing mutual pro-
tections for free migration.

Meiji Restoration takes place in Japan, ending its feudal system.
The teenage Emperor Meiji is restored as a symbolic figure to par-
amount status, and reform measures are taken to Westernize and
modernize the nation. A conscription law will soon be enacted.

Several hundred Japanese laborers are brought to Hawaii, Guam,
and California by Americans and others. The 148 Japanese are
treated poorly in Hawaii’s sugar plantations. The Japanese
government will bring 40 of them home and ban emigration.

The transcontinental railroad is completed on May 10, leaving
10,000 Chinese laborers unemployed; many Chinese will find
work in agriculture.

A new naturalization law extends the privilege to aliens of African
nativity and to persons of African descent, but it does not mention
the status of alien Asians.

Chinese are officially added to the Census form of the United
States. Among the 63,199 individuals recorded, 4,566 are female.
About 40 percent of the gainfully employed Chinese find work in
light manufacturing industries, others are more likely to be self-
employed. Laundry, restaurant, and grocery will become three
major businesses in the ethnic economy before World War II.



1871

1871-1899
1872

1873-1884

1873

1874
1875

1876

1878

1879

1880

Chinese become scapegoats as a nationwide recession leads to the
rise of unemployment on the West Coast.

In Los Angeles’s Chinatown, violence erupts against the Chinese
on October 24, killing 15 and injuring an additional 6.

A total of 491 Asian Indians have arrived in the United States.

The first group of the Chinese Educational Mission, led by Yung
Wing, arrive in Hartford, Connecticut.

San Francisco’s board of supervisors passes 14 ordinances to
restrict Chinese laundry operations, imposing extra financial bur-
dens on Chinese laundrymen.

Zun Zow Matzmulla becomes the first Japanese student to gradu-
ate from the U.S. Naval Academy.

The hula dance, banned in 1830, is reinstalled in Hawaii.

The Page Law is enacted, forbidding the entry of Chinese, Japa-
nese, and Mongolian contract laborers, prostitutes, and felons.
The number of female Chinese immigrants will decline signifi-
cantly.

The United States ratifies a reciprocity treaty with the Kingdom of
Hawaii, permitting the shipment of sugar to America duty-free.

Japan forces Korea to sign the Treaty of Kanghwa, gaining privi-
leges similar to those China and Japan were forced to give to
Western powers.

Joint Special Committee of Congress starts investigation of
Chinese immigration and holds hearings in San Francisco;
anti-Chinese violence breaks out in Chico, California, killing four
Chinese laborers and injuring two.

In re Ah Yup decision, the court decides that Chinese immigrants
are ineligible for citizenship because they are neither white nor
black.

The University of Santo Tomas, a Spanish university in the
Philippines, founds the School of Midwifery, providing higher
education for Filipino women for the first time.

President Rutherford B. Hayes vetoes the Fifteen Passenger Bill,
which seeks to allow no more than 15 Chinese on each ship to
the United States.

The Burlingame Treaty is renegotiated to give the United States
unilateral power to “regulate, limit or suspend” the “coming or res-
idence” of Chinese laborers.

Conflicts between Britain and the Burmese monarch intensify.
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1880
(cont.)

1881

1882

1882-1886

1884

1885

The 1880 Census records a total of 105,465 Chinese in the United
States, including 4,779 women.

Hawaii’s King Kalakaua visits Japan during his world tour
and tries to persuade Japan to lift emigration restrictions, but the
Japanese emperor is not moved.

The Chinese government ends the Educational Mission and orders
all the teachers and students to return to China immediately.

Sit Moon, a converted Christian, becomes the first Chinese pastor
of a church in Hawaii. Japanese pastors in Hawaii include Miyama
Kanichi, Sokabe Shiro, and Okumura Takie.

President Chester Arthur endorses the Chinese Exclusion Act on
May 6, suspending the immigration of Chinese laborers for
10 years. The law signifies the beginning of a 61-year Chinese
exclusion. It also stipulates that no state or federal court shall grant
citizenship to Chinese.

Adm. Robert W. Shufeldt signs the Treaty of Kanghwa with
Korea, securing for the United States the same privileges that
Korea gives to Japan. Korea will sign similar treaties with Great
Britain, Germany, Russia, Italy, and France.

The Chinese Consolidated Benevolent Association (CCBA) is
established in San Francisco, providing leadership for Chinese
immigrants.

Anti-Chinese agitation gains momentum in Hawaii; some restric-
tive measures are issued.

An amendment to the Chinese Exclusion Act requires each
exempt Chinese applicant to present a certificate issued by the
government of China.

A federal circuit court for the district of California turns down two
petitions of Chinese women, preventing the entry of wives of
Chinese laborers.

The first Chinese language school in the United States is estab-
lished in San Francisco.

American medical missionary Horace N. Allen arrives in Korea.

In Yick Wo v. Hopkins, the Chinese successfully establish a case in
the U.S. Supreme Court against discrimination.

Chinese in San Francisco battle for the right to public education.
In Tape v. Hurley, the California Supreme Court rules that
children born in California to Chinese parents shall not be denied
public education.



1886

1887

1888

1889

1890

1892

Mob violence takes the lives of 28 Chinese and wounds 15 in
Rock Springs, Wyoming. In Seattle in Washington Territory, an
anti-Chinese Congress orders the evacuation of all Chinese.
Tacoma residents evacuate 600 Chinese by force and take them
to a railroad station in Lake View. In San Francisco’s Chinatown,
arsonists set fire to several buildings, killing 13 people.

France annexes Vietnam.

Great Britain gains complete control of Burma and annexes it to
India.

Japanese contract laborers begin to arrive in Hawaii in large num-
bers. These male and female laborers are recruited by American
Robert Walker Irwin to work in sugar plantations.

Seattle residents force an evacuation of Chinese, loading 350 Chi-
nese into wagons and taking them to the docks to be shipped
away. Violence is prevented with the presence of federal troops.
Murder or expulsion of Chinese also occurs at Snake River Can-
yon in Idaho; Denver, Colorado; Portland, Oregon; Squaw Valley,
Coal Creek, Black Diamond, Tacoma, Puyallup in Washington;
and many communities in California.

Hawaii’s constitution becomes effective, assuring the planters and
businessmen of control over the government of the kingdom.

When I Was a Boy in China, authored by Lee Yan Phou (1861-
1938), is published.

The Scott Act, another amendment of the Chinese exclusion, is
signed into law, denying reentry of Chinese who left the United
States to visit families in China.

Chae Chan Ping v. United States challenges the Scott Act unsuc-
cessfully.

The McKinley Tariff grants duty-free status to all foreign sugar,
depriving the special privilege enjoyed by Hawaiian sugar produc-
ers in previous two decades.

The Census records 107,488 Chinese in the United States with a
male to female ratio of 26.8 to 1. More than 2,039 Japanese are
recorded.

The Geary Act extends Chinese exclusion for 10 years and requires
alien Chinese to carry registration cards. Chinese immigrants chal-
lenge the law but lose their case (Fong Yue Ting v. United States).

Antigovernment demonstrations are staged in Korea led by Tong-
hak (Eastern learning) movement leaders.
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1892
(cont.)

1893

1894

1895

1896

1898

1899

The first Japanese-language newspaper in Hawaii appears in
Honolulu.

About 20 Japanese shoemakers in San Francisco organize a
Shoemakers’ League, which becomes the first Japanese trade asso-
ciation in the United States.

Hawaii’s Queen Liliuokalani is overthrown in January in a virtu-
ally bloodless coup led by American, German, and British
businessmen. A provisional government is established, and
Hawaii becomes a U.S. protectorate. A treaty for annexation of
the islands by the United States will soon be negotiated.

The Sino-Japanese War (1894—1895) starts in Korea in response
to the presence of Chinese military called in by Korean
government to suppress the Tonghak Rebellion. Japan wins the
war.

France forms the French Indo-China Union after its conquest of
Vietnam, Cambodia, and Laos is completed.

Recruitment of Japanese laborers to Hawaii becomes a private
enterprise.

Japanese in Hawaii start the first Japanese-language school in
Honolulu.

An uprising led by the radical Katipunan in Spanish-occupied
Philippines takes place.

The Treaty of Paris concludes the Spanish-American war; the
United States acquires the Philippines, Puerto Rico, and Guam.

Chinese immigrants win a landmark case, Wong Kim Ark v.
United States. The U.S. Supreme Court rules that anyone born in
the United States is a citizen and that right cannot be taken away.

The Boxer Rebellion (1898-1901), a Chinese nationalist uprising
against foreigners and the Qing government begins. An
international expedition of nearly 20,000 soldiers is formed to
crackdown the uprising.

The United States officially annexes Hawaii.

Japanese farmers in the United States form kenjinkai, which are
prefecture-based social organizations.

The first Japanese-language newspaper in the mainland United
States, the Nichibei Shimbun, is published in San Francisco.

The Philippine-American War (1899-1901) breaks out as
American military forces begin their occupation of the islands.
Casualty of the guerrilla warfare will reach 20,000 Filipinos and
4,200 Americans.



1900

1901

1902

The North American Buddhist Mission in San Francisco is
incorporated under the laws of California by Japanese
missionaries.

Chinese American Ng Poon Chew starts Hua Mei Sun Bo
(Chinese American Morning Paper), a Chinese language weekly
in Los Angeles.

President William McKinley signs the Organic Act into law on
August 30 to establish a U.S. territorial government in Hawaii.
All islanders become U.S. citizens.

In United States v. Mrs. Gun Lim, a federal circuit court rules that
wives and minor children of Chinese merchants domiciled in the
United States are admissible.

The U.S. Census records 89,863 Chinese on the mainland, includ-
ing 4,522 women. The population of Japanese reaches 24,326 on
the mainland and 60,000 in Hawaii.

Ng Poon Chew and several Chinese Christians publish the first in-
dependent community newspaper, the Chinese-Western Daily
(Chung Sai Yat Po, 1900-1950), in San Francisco.

The United States establishes a civilian government in the Philip-
pines after the Philippine-American War. Many Americans will
serve in the territorial government and teach in schools.

A new California’s antimiscegenation law prohibits marriages
between whites and “Mongolians.”

A group of Chinese residents in Philadelphia is organized to
obtain civil rights in the United States. It calls on Chinese Ameri-
can citizens to vote in elections.

A group of boarding school students in Hawaii organizes perhaps
the first Japanese American baseball team.

The Boxer Protocol is imposed on China by Western nations on
September 7. Peter Rye becomes the first recorded Korean
immigrant to Hawaii.

In Tsoi Sim v. the United States, Chinese Americans successfully
establish a federal court case, allowing an alien Chinese wife of
an American citizen the right to reside with her husband.

Several Japanese businessmen found the Japanese American
Industrial Corporation (JAIC), one of the largest labor contracting
firms in California.

The Philippines Organic Act is enacted, setting up terms for the
civil government.
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1902
(cont.)

1903

1904

1905

1906

Another amendment of the Chinese Exclusion Act extends
Chinese exclusion for 10 more years. Immigration of Chinese to
U.S territories is also restricted.

The U.S. government sponsored the pensionado program in the
Philippines, providing aid to young students to study in the United
States.

Japanese and Mexican farm workers strike jointly in Oxnard,
California, and win. But the American Federation of Labor refuses
to accept Japanese laborers.

Ahn Chang-ho establishes the Chinmok-ho (friendship society),
the first Korean immigrant community organization on the U.S.
mainland.

Contract laborers from Korea begin to arrive in Hawaii.

Another amendment to the Chinese Exclusion Act is enacted,
making exclusion of the Chinese permanent.

The Russo-Japanese War (1904-1905) is fought in Korea. Japan
defeats a Western colonial power and emerges as the dominate
military power in Asia.

About 1,200 Japanese plantation workers in Hawaii strike in
Waialua and win some of their demands. Another strike was
staged by Japanese workers on Lahaina plantation on Maui.

An American-educated Japanese, Jo Sakai, founds a farming
colony near Boca Raton, Florida.

The Chinese American Citizens Alliance (CACA), an organiza-
tion of U.S.-born Chinese, is established in San Francisco.

United States v. Ju Toy, a U.S. Supreme Court decision, affirms
that the bureau of immigration has final jurisdiction over entry
and deportation issues of Chinese immigrants. The ruling denies
Chinese the right to judiciary review.

Japan declares Korea as its protectorate and prohibits Korean
emigration to Hawaii and the United States.

People in China boycott American goods in response to unfair
treatment of Chinese immigrants in the United States.

The Asiatic Exclusion League, the first anti-Japanese pressure
group, is created in San Francisco.

Korean immigrants establish the Mutual Assistance Society in San
Francisco.

Hawaiian plantation owners begin recruiting workers from the
Philippines. A small group of Filipino workers arrives in the islands.



1907

1908
1909

Abiko Kyutaro (1865-1936), the founder of the Nichibei Shmbun
newspaper, establishes the American Land and Produce Company
and builds a farm community—Yamato Colony—near Living-
ston, California.

The San Francisco School Board denies children of Japanese
descent the right to attend regular public schools, creating a diplo-
matic crisis between the United States and Japan.

San Francisco is shaken by an earthquake; many buildings and
records are destroyed by the quake and fire, including birth certif-
icates. This incident creates an opportunity for Chinese to circum-
vent exclusion laws. Some Chinese claim they were born in the
city and are in fact U.S. citizens and use their newly claimed citi-
zenship to bring wives and children to the United States.

Ninety percent of the Filipinos migrants are Catholic, as a result of
the presence of Catholic Church in the Philippines during the cen-
turies of Spanish colonization.

In an agreement with Japan, known as the Gentlemen’s Agree-
ment, the United States makes Japan to agree not to issue pass-
ports to laborers. President Roosevelt’s Executive Order 589 also
prohibiting Japanese in Hawaii, Mexico, or Canada from remigrat-
ing to the U.S. mainland.

The Expatriation Act stipulates that any American woman who
marries a foreigner shall take the nationality of her husband.

Large groups of Asian Indians begin to immigrate to the United
States.

The United Korean Society publishes its newspaper, the United
Korean News, in Hawaii.

The U.S. colonial government establishes its first nursing school
in the Philippines. Some Philippine-trained nurses will later travel
to the United States for advanced professional education.

Several hundred white workers march to the Asian Indian commu-
nity in Bellingham, forcing the immigrant laborers to cross the
border into Canada.

Korean immigrants in Hawaii create the United Korean Society, pro-
viding leadership for all Korean organizations and village councils.

The Korean Women’s Association is established in San Francisco.

Japanese plantation workers strike for four months on the island of
Oahu, but Hawaii plantation owners refused to negotiate.

The Payne-Aldrich Tariff Act, also known as the Philippine Tariff
Act, is enacted, setting terms for imports from the Islands.
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1909
(cont.)

1910

1910-1924

1911

1912

1913

Yung Wing, the very first U.S.-educated Chinese scholar, pub-
lishes his autobiography, My Life in China and America.

The Japanese Association of America, the most important commu-
nity organization prior to World War Il is established.

The Korean National Association is established, assuming leader-
ship for Korea’s independence from Japan.

The New Korea, a Korean immigrant newspaper, is published by
the Korean National Association.

An immigration detention center is established on Angel Island
near San Francisco to screen and interrogate Asian immigrants,
especially Chinese.

Japan annexes Korea.

The Census counts 71,531 Chinese, 72,152 Japanese, 5,008 Kore-
ans, and 406 Filipinos living on the U.S. mainland.

A group of Korean immigrants hired to pick oranges in Upland,
California are attacked by white workers with rocks and stones.

Hawaii-born Arthur K. Ozawa, the first Japanese American law-
yer, is admitted to the bar in Michigan and Hawaii.

Japanese picture brides begin to arrive.

About 500 Korean nationalists flee their country after Japanese
annexation and settle in the United States.

The Filipino Federation of Labor is founded.

Sun Yat-sen (1866—-1925), who attended medical school in
Hawaii, founds the Republic of China.

Kinji Ushijima, better known as George Shima, gains fame as the
“Potato King.”

The Sikhs build their first gurdwara in the United States in Stock-
ton, California.

Hawaiian native swimmer Duke Kahanamoku ties the world
record and wins the gold medal in the 100-meter freestyle event
at the Olympic Games in Stockholm, Sweden. He will break his
own record in the 1920 Olympics.

The California Alien Land Law is enacted on May 19, prohibiting
aliens ineligible for citizenship to purchase or lease land for
more than three years for agricultural purposes. Similar laws will
pass in Washington, Oregon, Idaho, Montana, Arizona, New
Mexico, Nebraska, Texas, Kansas, Louisiana, Missouri, and
Minnesota.



1914

1915

1917

1918

1919

1919-1920

Syngman Rhee (1875-1965), the first president of the Republic of
Korea, begins to organize his followers for Korea’s independence.

Ghadar, a newspaper by the Hindustan Association of the Pacific
Coast, is published.

Sessue Hayakawa, a Japanese stage actor, appears in two movies
during his first year in the United States.

Wu Tingfang (1842-1922), a prominent Chinese scholar and dip-
lomat, publishes America through the Spectacles of an Oriental
Diplomat.

Fifteen Korean farm laborers in Riverside, California, are attacked
by a mob and forced to leave the area.

The Ghadar movement takes place; more than 400 Asian Indian
immigrants from the United States travel to their homeland to start
a revolution for independence.

The 1917 Immigration Act creates an Asiatic Barred Zone,
excluding Asian Indians using a geographic criterion.

The Japanese Boys Club and Japanese Girls Club are organized.
A second Japanese farming colony is built in Cressey, California.

A new law permits native-born Filipinos or Puerto Ricans who
have served in the U.S. military to gain citizenship, but it does
not mention servicemen from other Asian groups.

Asian Indians establish the Hindustani Welfare Reform Society in
the Imperial Valley to reach all Indian immigrants.

A third Japanese farming colony is established in Cortez,
California.

Korean provincial government-in-exile is established in Shanghai,
China to lead the Korean independence movement.

A new law allows any person of foreign birth who has served in
the U.S. military to petition for naturalization, but it does not
specify whether non-Filipino Asians are included.

About 150 Koreans attend the first Korean Liberty Congress in
Philadelphia to support the nationalist movement in their home-
land.

Second-generation Japanese Americans organize the American
Loyalty Club in San Francisco.

A large-scale strike organized by both Japanese and Filipino plan-
tation workers in Hawaii takes place and holds a “77 Cents
Parade” in Honolulu.
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1920

1921

1922

1923

The California Alien Land Law is amended to prohibit aliens ineli-
gible for citizenship from leasing land and from serving as guard-
ians of land under their U.S.-born children’s names.

The Census records 61,639 Chinese, 111,010 Japanese, 5,603
Filipinos, and 6,181 Koreans in the United States. About 6,400
Asian Indians have arrived in the United States by then.

The Korean American community establishes the School of
Aviation in Willows, California.

Japanese immigrants establish a sugar plantation in Texas.

The United States makes Japan agree not to issue passports to
Picture Brides in the so-called Ladies Agreement.

The 1921 Immigration Act introduces a quota system.

A federal district court denies the petition of Easurk Emsen Charr,
a Korean immigrant, for U.S. citizenship, declaring that the
Koreans are part of the Mongol family.

The first Filipino American newspaper, the Philippine Indepen-
dent News, is published in Salinas, California.

Filipinos in San Francisco form the Caballeros de Dimas-Alang, a
fraternal organization.

Korean immigrants organize the Comrade Society under the lead-
ership of Syngman Rhee.

In Estate of Tetsubumi Yano, Japanese Americans win the right to
serve as guardians of their American-born children in the Califor-
nia Supreme Court.

The Cable Act makes an American women’s citizenship indepen-
dent of that of her husband, contingent upon her husband’s eli-
gibility for naturalization.

In Takao Ozawa v. United States, the U.S. Supreme Court denies
an alien Japanese petitioner the right to U.S. citizenship, declaring
that he is not Caucasian.

150 Filipino nurses form the Filipino Nurses Association (FNA).

Seventeen-year-old Chinese American Anna May Wong (1907-
1961) stars as Lotus Flower in the film The Toll of the Sea, after
appearing in The Red Lantern three years earlier.

Japanese Americans lose four cases against alien land laws in the
U.S. Supreme Court.

In United States v. Bhagat Singh Thind, the U.S. Supreme Court
denaturalizes an Asian Indian, declaring that Asian Indians are
not white.



1924

1925

1927

1928

1930

The Immigration Act of 1924 is enacted, implementing a racially
based quota system to limit immigrants from less desired eastern
and southern European countries. Asians are barred.

Japan changes its rule regarding nationality; children born in the
United States of Japanese parents are not necessarily Japanese
nationals.

The Mongolian People’s Republic is established.

In Cheung Sum Shee et al. v. Nagle, a U.S. Circuit Court of
Appeals allows admission of alien Chinese wives of merchants.

In Chang Chan et al. v. John Nagle, a U.S. Circuit Court of
Appeals denies entry to Chinese wives of American citizens.

The Chinese Times (1924-), the newspaper of the Chinese
American Citizens Alliance, begins publication in San Francisco.

Filipino plantation workers in Hawaii strike for eight months.

Chinese Americans launched a political campaign against new
immigration restrictions.

In Toyota v. United States, the U.S. Supreme Court denies a
foreign-born Japanese who have served in the U.S. military the
right to naturalization. The high court declares that the limitations
based on color and race remain as part of the naturalization laws,
but such restrictions do not apply to Filipinos because they are
not aliens. This court ruling is significant to Filipino immigrants
in the United States.

Etsu Inagaki Sugimoto publishes A Daughter of the Samurai in
1925. A daughter of a samurai in feudal Japan, Sugimoto dedi-
cates her book to Japan and America, which she addresses as her
“two mothers.”

The Chinese American Citizens Alliance (CACA), an organiza-
tion of American-born Chinese, takes the lead lobbying Congress
for the admission of Chinese wives of American citizens.

James Sakamoto (1903-1955) becomes the first Nisei boxer
to fight professionally at the Madison Square Garden in
New York.

James Sakamoto publishes the Japanese American Courier in
Seattle, Washington.

Korean immigrant New Il-Han publishes When I Was a Boy in
Korea.

The Census counts 74,954 Chinese, 138,834 Japanese, and 45,208
Filipinos in the 48 contiguous United States.
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1930
(cont.)

1931

1933

1933-1934

1933-1936

1934

1935

A racial riot breaks out in Watsonville, California.

An amendment of the 1924 Immigration Act is enacted, granting
entry to alien Chinese wives of U.S. citizens married prior to
May 26, 1924.

Los Angeles Superior Court Judge J. K. Smith rules that Filipinos
are members of the “Mongolian” race.

The Japanese American Citizens League (JACL), the most influ-
ential Japanese community organization formed by American-
born children of immigrants, is established.

Korean immigrant writer Younghill Kang (1903—-1972) publishes
The Grass Roof.

Japan invades Manchuria in northeastern China on September 18,
1931.

Chinese in America begin to train pilots for the Chinese Air Force.
The India Society of America is founded in New York.

The Filipino Labor Union is founded in November, with a number
of branch offices in central California.

In New York, more than 1,000 Chinese laundrymen form the Chi-
nese Hand Laundry Alliance (CHLA).

Filipino lettuce pickers in the Salinas Valley of California strike
against the growers.

Chinese sailors in New York join a strike organized by National
Maritime Union (NMU).

President Franklin D. Roosevelt signs the Tydings-McDuffie
Act, changing the status of the Philippines from a U.S. terri-
tory to commonwealth and restricting migration from the
Philippines.

Garment shop workers in San Francisco’s Chinatown form a
Chinese branch of the International Ladies’ Garment workers
Union (ILGWU).

Leaders of the Japanese American Citizens League organize the
first Nisei Week festival in Los Angeles.

Eight second-generation Japanese baseball teams form the Nisei
Central Japanese League in California.

The Grandview Film Company is founded in San Francisco by
Chinese Americans.

A special act is passed to grant U.S. citizenship to about 500 Asian
immigrant World War I veterans.



1936

1937

1938

1939

1940

1941

The Filipino Repatriation Act is enacted, offering Filipinos in the
United States the opportunity to return to the Philippines.

The Philippine Commonwealth is established.

A bill is introduced to Congress requesting that the privilege of
citizens to bring in their wives be extended to all races ineligible
to citizenship; it passes the House but fails in the Senate.

Ahn Ik-t’ae (1906-1965), a Korean immigrant living in Philadel-
phia, completes his composition of the Korean national anthem.

Japanese Americans become active in the electoral politics of
Hawaii, winning 9 out of the 39 elected officials for the territorial
government.

A group of Chinese workers returning from their summer jobs at
Alaskan Salmon canneries organizes the Chinese Workers Mutual
Aid Association (CWMAA) in San Francisco.

The Sino-Japanese War escalates.

Hawaii-born Chinese Hiram Fong begins his service in the House
of Representatives of the territorial legislature.

The largest Chinese youth organization in New York, the Chinese
Youth Club, is established.

Korean Americans picket in Los Angeles against U.S. scrap iron
and airplane fuel shipments to Japan.

Chinese American Charlie Low, a native of Nevada, opens the
Forbidden City, a nightclub on the outskirts of San Francisco’s
Chinatown, catering mainly to non-Chinese customers.

The Japanese American 3YSC (Three Year Swim Club) in Hawaii
wins its first national team swim title in Detroit, Michigan.

The Census counts 77,504 Chinese and 126,947 Japanese. The
Asian Indian population in the United States has declined to 2,045.

The Chinese Press (1940-1952), an English newspaper, is estab-
lished in San Francisco; in New York, members of the Chinese
Hand Laundry Alliance publish the China Daily News.

Germany, Japan, and Italy enter the Tripartite Pact in September,
committing to one another to wage war against any nation that
attacks any one of them.

Japan’s civilian government of Prince Fumimaro Jonoye is taken
over by a military cabinet led by General Hideki Tojo.

The Japanese air force attacks Pearl Harbor, a U.S. naval base in
Hawaii, on December 7. The United States declares war on Japan.
Germany and Italy declare war on the United States.
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1941
(cont.)

1942

1942-1945

1943

France signs an agreement with Japan in July, permitting Japanese
troops to move freely through its Indochinese colonies. Japan
occupies Indonesia.

The United States freezes the assets of Japanese immigrants in
July.

The Japanese American Citizens League sends a telegram to
President Franklin D. Roosevelt, pledging the loyalty of second-
generation Japanese Americans.

One hundred and sixty Japanese immigrant community leaders in
Hawaii are detained in Honolulu after Pearl Harbor.

President Roosevelt signs the Executive Order 9066, empowering
the secretary of war to remove anyone from areas he might desig-
nate; Public Law 503 makes it a misdemeanor to violate an order
by the secretary of war to leave a “military area”; about 120,000
Japanese in the United States are evacuated and relocated to
internment camps.

Japanese Americans Minoru Yasui, Gordon Hirabayashi, and Fred
Korematsu protest curfew and internment orders, but the U.S.
Supreme Court will uphold decisions of the government.

Mass demonstrations erupt at the Manzanar detention camp in
California on December 6.

The National Japanese American Student Relocation Council is
established to help interned Nisei to continue their college educa-
tions outside.

Images of non-Japanese Asian Americans begin to improve;
opportunities to join the military and work in defense industry
become available.

The Chinese American Weekly (1942—1965) starts publication in
New York.

Chinese American Ah Yin (Hazel) Lee Joins the Women’s Flying
Training Detachment.

A total of 15,998 Chinese Americans are recruited to the U.S.
military; 214 give their lives.

Thousands of Filipinos are inducted into the U.S. armed forces; two
Filipino infantry regiments are formed. Some 3,600 young Japanese
Americans enter the U.S. Army directly from camps. Two all-
Japanese infantry, the 100th Infantry Battalion and the 442nd Regi-
mental Combat Team, are formed and later will merge into one.

The Citizens Committee to Repeal Chinese Exclusion (CCRCE) is
formed by a group of Americans.



1944

1945

The repeal of Chinese exclusion acts is signed into law by
President Franklin D. Roosevelt on December 17, ending 61 years
of Chinese exclusion.

In February, the U.S. government administers a loyalty question-
naire at all 10 detention camps to men and women over the age
of 17 to identify and register male Nisei men for the draft; Japa-
nese American internees at Heart Mountain Internment Camp
organize to protest the loyalty questionnaire.

Second-generation Chinese American Pardee Lowe publishes
Father and Glorious Descendant, an autobiographic account of
his own experiences.

President Franklin D. Roosevelt signs Public Law No. 405,
allowing U.S. citizens to renounce their citizenship in time of war.

One hundred six Nisei soldiers at Fort McClellan, Alabama, refuse
to undergo combat training in protest of continued incarceration of
their families. Twenty-one of them are sent to jail.

The all-Japanese American 442nd Regimental combat team lands
in Italy. The unit suffers 34 percent casualties in action and will
become the most decorated unit of its size during the war.

The G.I. Bill of Rights is passed to allow the government to spend
federal funds for veterans’ education in colleges and vocational
schools.

Maggie Gee becomes the second Chinese American women, after
Ah Ying Lee, to join the Women Airforce Service Pilots.

Ho Chi Minh forms Viet Minh, a Communist group, and prepares
for the seizure of power in Vietnam.

In the Ex Parte Endo decision (1945) the court decides that a citi-
zen of undoubted loyalty to the U.S. government should not be
held in camp.

The War Brides Act is enacted, granting admission to alien
spouses of World War II veterans on a nonquota basis; thousands
of Chinese women are reunited with their husbands in the United
States.

Japanese Americans are allowed to leave the internment camps
and return to their homes on the west coast in January.

The 10th District Court of Appeals overturns the convictions
of the seven Heart Mountain Fair Play Committee leaders in
December.

Cold War intensifies: the United States drops an atomic bomb on
Hiroshima, Japan on August 6; the Soviet Union enters the war
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1945
(cont.)

1946

against Japan and moves into Manchuria in China two days later;
the United States drops the second atomic bomb the day after in
Nagasaki, Japan; Japan surrenders to the United States on Septem-
ber 2; Korea is separated at the 38th parallel with the Soviet Union
accepting the surrender of the Japanese north of the 38th parallel
and the United States occupies the south.

The Viet Minh liberates North Vietnam from the Japanese and
declares the establishment of Democratic Republic of Vietnam.
Ho Chi Minh becomes the president; France tries to retake its col-
onies in Indochina after the Japanese defeat in World War II.

The immigration act passed on July 2 ends exclusion of Filipinos
and Asian Indians and grants both ethnic groups naturalization rights.

The Alien Fiancées and Fiancés of the War Veterans Act allow
women who plan to marry World War II veterans to gain admis-
sion to the United States.

The Chinese Wives of American Citizens Act grants admissions to
all alien Chinese wives of U.S. citizens.

The 100th Battalion/442nd Regimental Combat Team parades
down Constitution Avenue in Washington, D.C. and receives a
Presidential Unit Citation from Harry S. Truman.

A French cruiser shells Haiphong, the port of Hanoi, in late 1946,
killing 6,000 civilians and triggering a bitter war against Viet
Minh forces.

PFC (private first class) Sadao S. Munemori, who was killed in
action during the war, becomes the first Japanese American to
receive a Congressional Medal of Honor.

Malayan and Singapore become separate British colonies.

Wing F. Ong, a Chinese immigrant, is elected to the Arizona
House of Representatives.

The Philippines gain independence from the United States on
July 4.

Nursing training recovers in the Philippines after World War II;
some nursing graduates will win scholarships to study in the
United States.

Chinese American Gilbert Woo founds the Chinese Pacific
Weekly in San Francisco.

Filipino American writer Carlos Bulosan publishes his autobiogra-
phy, America Is in the Heart.

The last of the detention camps, Tule Lake in California, is closed
on March 20. Japanese American athletic leagues are reorganized.



1947

1948

1949

President Harry S. Truman grants full pardons to the 267 Japanese
Americans who resisted the military draft during the war.

The War Brides Act is amended, removing race restrictions and
allowing all alien spouses of American war veterans, including
the excluded racial groups, to unite with their families.

Indian resistance to British rule gains momentum under the leader-
ship of Mohandas Gandhi.

Official diplomatic relations between the United States and Nepal
are established.

President Truman signs into law the Japanese Americans Evacu-
ation Claims Act on July 2, enabling World War II Japanese
American internees to file claims for their financial losses.

The Displaced Persons Act grants resident status to about 15,000
Chinese in the United States.

In The People v. Oyama, the Supreme Court declares that Califor-
nia’s escheat action, which allows the state to seize land of Japa-
nese Americans, is unconstitutional.

In Shelley v. Kraemer, the Supreme Court rules that race-
restrictive housing agreements are not to be enforced.

In Takahashi v. California Fish and Game Commission, the
Supreme Court lifts racial restrictions on the issuing of commer-
cial fishing licenses.

A court decision declares California’s ban on interracial marriage
unconstitutional.

Burma gains independence, ending 63 years of British colonial rule.

Filipino American Vicki Manolo Draves becomes the first woman
in Olympic history to win both the high (platform) and low (spring-
board) diving gold medals; Korean American Sammy Lee, wins a
gold medal in the men’s diving division. Japanese American Harold
Sakata from Hawaiian wins the silver medal in weightlifting.

The new Republic of Korea is established; Syngman Rhee
becomes its first president.

Many Filipino nurses begin to participate in the U.S. Exchange
Visitor Program.

Communist Chairman Mao Zedong declares the founding of the
People’s Republic of China, ending a three-year civil war against
Chiang Kai-shek’s Nationalist government forces; Chiang and
his followers flee to Taiwan.

Indonesia gains independence, ending nearly two and a half centu-
ries of Dutch rule.

Chronology
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1949
(cont.)

1950

1951

1952

A political riot takes place in San Francisco’s Chinatown; a similar
incident occurs in San Francisco’s Chinatown.

Iva Toguri, the so-called Tokyo Rose, is convicted as a traitor of
the United States.

The China Weekly (1949-1950), a radical community newspaper,
is published in San Francisco.

The Census counts 150,005 Chinese, 122,707 Filipinos, 326,379
Japanese, and 7,030 Koreans in the United States.

The United States begins its involvement in the Vietnam War.

The Federal Bureau of Investigation launches a large-scale inves-
tigation in the Chinese American community; progressive youth
and workers’ groups become the main targets.

Communist North Korea, backed by the Soviet Union, invades the
Republic of Korea in the south on June 25, triggering the outbreak
of the Korean War. U.S. troops sent to aid South Korea confront
Chinese troops there.

San Francisco-born Jade Snow Wong publishes her first book, the
Fifth Chinese Daughter.

The Communist government in China isolates itself from most of
the world after the Korean War.

The San Francisco Peace Treaty between Japan and 55 other
nations is signed in September, allowing Japan to gain indepen-
dence when U.S. occupation of Japan ends in 1952.

The United States allows about 5,000 Chinese college and gradu-
ate students studying in the states to claim political asylum.

The Immigration and Naturalization Service begins an effort to
link Chinese immigration fraud to Communist activities in Chi-
nese American community.

Chinese American scientist An Wang starts Wang Laboratories to
commercialize the magnet core memory device that he has
invented for computers.

Go For Broke, an MGM movie based on the all-Japanese Ameri-
can 100th/442nd Regimental Combat Team, is released.

The California Supreme Court declares that alien land laws violate
the Fourteenth Amendment.

The McCarran-Walter Act amends the 1924 Immigration Act,
allocating immigrant quota limits of 2,990 for Asia, 149,667 for
Europe, and 1,400 for Africa.



1953

1954

Swimmers Ford Konno and Yoshinbu Oyakawa, both Japanese
Americans, win Olympic gold medals at the summer games in
Helsinki, Finland; Japanese American Tommy Kono wins the
gold for weightlifting; Korean American Sammy Lee wins two
gold medals for diving.

Asian women who are spouses of American military personnel
begin to arrive from Japan, Korea, and the Philippines as wives of
U.S. citizens under the 1952 McCarran-Walter Act.

The Refugee Relief Act allows Chinese political refugees to gain
entry and permanent resident status in the United States.

Japanese American Monica Sone publishes Nisei Daughter, an
autobiographical account of the author’s life growing up in
Seattle, Washington.

The armistice ending the Korean War is signed on June 23, restor-
ing the prewar division at the 38th parallel. The United States
backs South Korea and has no diplomatic relation with North
Korea.

France grants independence to both Laos and Cambodia in
December in the midst of French-Vietnamese War.

Judo, a form of martial art, is formally recognized as a sport by the
Amateur Athletic Union.

The United States enters the Manila pact with members of South-
east Asia Treaty Organization (SEATO).

Viet Minh forces defeat the French at Dien Bien Phu, ending eight
years of French-Vietnamese War and French colonial rule in Viet-
nam; Vietnam is partitioned at the 17th parallel, backed by the
United States in the South and China and the Soviet Union in the
North.

In Brown v. the Board of Education, the U.S. Supreme Court
declares school segregation unconstitutional.

Japanese Peruvians who are held in U.S. internment camps are
allowed to apply for permanent resident status in the United
States.

Japanese American Sergeant Hiroshi Miyamura, a veteran of World
War II, receives the Congressional Medal of Honor from President
Dwight D. Eisenhower for his service in the Korean War.

The All American Overseas Chinese Anti-Communist League is
established in New York, which denounces the new Chinese
government.
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1955

1956

1957

1959

1960

1961

The United States begins to increase its military involvement in
Vietnam.

Chinese American James Wong Howe wins an Oscar for cinema-
tography for his work on The Rose Tattoo.

California alien land laws are officially repealed.

The government starts a grand jury probe in New York against
Chinese immigration fraud, stating through the media that some
young Chinese immigrants are probably Communists.

Dalip Singh Saund (1899-1973), an Asian Indian immigrant, is
elected to the U.S. House of Representatives.

American Harry Holt, later the founder of the Holt Adoption
Agency, adopts eight Korean orphans.

The Justice Department launches the “Chinese Confession Pro-
gram” to destroy underground networks of Chinese immigration.

The Federation of Malaya, established in 1948, gains indepen-
dence from Britain.

Chinese American Chen-Ning Yang and Tsung-dao Lee share the
Nobel Prize in Physics. Their theory is proved by another Chinese
American physicist, Chien-Shiung Wu.

Japanese American John Okada publishes No-No Boy; Chinese
American Chin-Yang Lee publishes the best-selling Flower Drum
Song.

The Korean Foundation is established to promote higher education
among Koreans in the United States.

Singapore gains independence from Britain.

Daniel Ken Inouye becomes the first Japanese American to serve
in the United States House of Representatives.

A large number of Filipino nurses come to the United States
through the U.S. Exchange Visitor Program.

An average of 2,500 Japanese women, 1,500 Korean women, and
1,500 Filipino women start to arrive each year; many of them are
wives of U.S. military personnel.

The Korean American Association of Greater New York
(KAAGNY) is established.

Chinese American sociologist Rose Hum Lee publishes The Chi-
nese in the United States of America.

Seiji Ozawa, a world class music conductor from Japan, is
appointed as assistant director of the New York Philharmonic.



1962

1963

1964

1965

The first Chinese American movie star Anna May Wong dies at
age 56.

Immigrants from Thailand begin to arrive.

A presidential directive by John F. Kennedy allows more than
15,000 refugees from the People’s Republic of China to enter the
United States.

Japanese American Minoru Yamasaki’s Yamasaki Associates is
commissioned to design the twin towers of the World Trade
Center in New York City.

Daniel Ken Inouye becomes a member of the U.S. Senate in 1962;
“Spark” Masayaki Matsunaga is elected to the U.S. House of
Representatives from Hawaii; Seiji Horiuchi of Brighton,
Colorado, becomes the first Japanese American elected to a state
legislature in the continental United States.

Zubin Mehta is appointed as the Music Director of the Los
Angeles Philharmonic Orchestra.

Malaysia is formed, consisting of the newly independent Federa-
tion of Malaya, Sabah, and Sarawak, as well as Singapore.

Many Asian Americans participate in the civil rights March on
Washington in Washington, D.C., on August 28.

Japanese American Yuri Kochiyama begins her involvement in
the civil rights movement in Harlem in New York.

Chinese Historical Society of America is established, starting to
publish a journal, Chinese America: History and Perspectives.

Japan hosts the 18th Summer Olympic Games in Tokyo, the very
first Olympic Games in Asia.

Japanese American photographer Yoichi R. Okamoto becomes the
head of the White House Photo Office for President Lyndon B.
Johnson.

Patsy Takemoto Mink, the first Hawaiian Nisei woman to receive
a law degree, is elected to the U.S. House of Representatives.

Korean American Richard E. Kim publishes his first novel, The
Martyred, a bestseller about the Korean War; Chinese American
author Bette Bao Lord publishes Eighth Moon: The True Story of
a Young Girl’s Life in Communist China.

Masanori “Mahi” Murakami, a Japanese baseball player, pitches
for the San Francisco Giants.

Singapore separates from Malaysia and becomes an independent
republic.
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1965
(cont.)

1966

1967

1968

1969

President Lyndon B. Johnson signs a major immigration law on
October 3 that abolishes the racially discriminatory quota system
and sets a quota maximum of 20,000 for each country, which pro-
vides opportunities for family unification.

A group of young Asian American actors founds the East West
Players, the first Asian American theater company in the United
States.

The Filipino American Political Association is established in San
Francisco.

The Great Proletarian Cultural Revolution takes place in China.

The Treaty of Amity and Economic Relations facilitates economic
exchange between the United States and Thailand.

Some Asian American students return to their ethnic communities
to organize grassroots activities.

Japanese American actor Mako is nominated for an Academy
Award for best supporting actor.

In Loving v. Virginia, the U.S. Supreme Court declares antimisce-
genation laws unconstitutional.

Japanese American boxer Paul Fujii wins the junior-welterweight
boxing championship.

The involvement of the United States in the Vietnam War deep-
ens.

Asian Indian American Har Gobind Khorana is awarded the Nobel
Prize in Physiology or Medicine for his contribution to controlling
protein research.

The United States expands its war effort in Indo-China, launching
a series of air raids in Cambodia; the U.S. Central Intelligence
Agency arms 9,000 Hmong tribesmen to fight against the Pathet
Lao.

Largest public protests against U.S. involvement in Vietnam take
place; President Nixon announces his program for Vietnamization,
promising to withdraw American combat troops.

Asian American Studies programs are established at San
Francisco State University and the University of California,
Berkeley as results of student demonstrations; the first Asian
American Studies Center is established at the University of
California, Los Angeles.

The Red Guard Party of Chinese Americans publishes a bilingual
community newspaper, Red Guard, in San Francisco’s
Chinatown.



1970

1971

1971-1980
1972

1973

Japanese Americans begin organizing pilgrimages to Tule Lake
and Manzanar internment campsites.

Chinese for Affirmative Action is founded in San Francisco.

Him Mark Lai, together with Thomas W. Chinn and Philip P.
Choy, publishes A History of the Chinese in California: A Sylla-
bus; Sociologist Harry Kitano publishes Japanese Americans, the

first comprehensive account of the experiences of Japanese Amer-
icans after World War IL

Filipino American Roman Gabriel, a professional football player
with the Los Angeles Rams, wins the Jim Thorpe Trophy.

The Census counts 435,062 Chinese, 343,060 Filipinos, 69,150
Koreans, and 591,290 Japanese.

The Japanese American Citizens League resolves to seek redress
for Japanese Americans interned during World War II, signifying
the beginning of the redress movement.

Filipino American writer and illustrator Jose Aruego publishes
Juan and the Asuangs: A Tale of Philippine Ghosts and Spirits.

President Nixon’s National Security Advisor Henry Kissinger
secretly visits Beijing, making the first step toward normalization
of U.S.-China relations.

Korean American Herbert Choy is appointed by President Richard
M. Nixon as judge to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit.

The Amerasia Journal, the first academic journal of Asian
American Studies, is published by the Asian American Studies
Center at the University of California, Los Angeles.

Chinese American Frank Chin’s The Chickencoop Chinaman is
staged at the American Place Theatre in New York.

Chinese American Connie Chung begins to work at CBS’s Wash-
ington bureau, becoming the first Asian American and second
female nightly news anchor at a major national television network.

About 44,000 Thai immigrate to the United States.

The United States ends a 27-year occupation of the Ryukyu
Islands in Japan, of which Okinawa is a part.

Vietnam’s Huynh Cong, also known as “Nick” Ut, wins the
Pulitzer Prize for photography.

Japanese American Ken Kawaichi and Dale Minami found the
Asian Law Caucus.

The Free Chol Soo Lee Defense Committee is formed in San
Francisco.
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1973
(cont.)

1974

1975

1976

Japanese American writer Jeanne Wakatsuki Houston, with her
husband James Houston, publishes Farewell to Manzanar, a rec-
ollection of their memories during World War II.

Bruce Lee (1940-1973), Chinese American action film superstar
and martial arts master, dies at age 32.

In Lau v. Nichols, the Supreme Court declares that failure to pro-
vide adequate education for non-English-speaking students is a
violation of the Equal Protection clause of the U.S. Constitution.

Norman Mineta wins a seat in the U.S. House of Representatives
and becomes the first Japanese American from the continental
United States elected to Congress.

Chinese American March Fong Eu is elected California secretary
of state.

The Vietnam War ends with the fall of Saigon on April 30. Ho Chi
Minh’s Democratic Republic of Vietnam takes control of South
Vietnam.

Khmer Rouge overthrows the Phnom Penh’s Khmer Republic and
assumes power in Cambodia on April 17.

The Lao People’s Democratic Republic is established on Decem-
ber 2.

Refugee camps for Vietnamese are established in the Philippines,
Guam, Thailand, Wake Island, and Hawaii.

Large numbers of Southeast Asians are admitted. On March 18
President Gerald Ford authorizes the admission of 130,000 Viet-
namese and Cambodian refugees; the Refugee Cash Assistance
program of the federal government provides financial assistance
to Southeast Asian refugees; the Indochina Migration and Refugee
Assistance Act provides federal funds for resettlement programs
for Southeast Asian refugees.

Chinese American Laurence Yep publishes Dragonwings, an
adventurous story for young readers.

Ann Kiyomura, a Japanese American, and Kazuko Sawamatsu of
Japan win a women’s doubles title at the Wimbledon tennis cham-
pionship in England.

The Socialist Republic of Vietnam is established in 1976.

President Gerald R. Ford issues proclamation 4417, revoking
Executive Order 9066.

Refugees continue to escape from Cambodia, Laos, and Vietnam,
finding ways for their first asylum in Malaysia, Thailand, Indone-
sia, Singapore, or the Philippines.



1977

1978

1979

Japanese American S. 1. Hayakawa wins a U.S. Senate seat;
“Spark” Masayaki Matsunaga wins a seat in the U.S. Senate after
seven consecutive terms in the U.S. House of Representatives;
Native Hawaiian Daniel K. Akaka is elected to the U.S. House
of Representatives from Hawaii.

Chinese American physicist Samuel Chao Chung Ting shares a
Nobel Prize in Physics with Burton Richter.

Chinese American author Maxine Hong Kingston publishes The
Woman Warrior; Japanese American Michiko Nisuira Weglyn Years
of Infamy: The Untold Story of America’s Concentration Camps.

The Organization of PanAsian American women is founded.

President Jimmy Carter appoints Chinese American Thomas Tang
to the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit.

Vietnam invades Cambodia, intensifying tension with China.

Japanese American Robert Matsui of California wins a seat in the
U.S. House of Representatives.

Chinese American Chinese American architect I. M. Pei gains
national and international fame as the East Building of National
Gallery of Art in Washington, D.C. is completed.

Japanese American jazz pianist Toshiko Akiyoshi is named Best
Arranger in the Down Beat Readers’ Poll; Chinese American cel-
list Yo-Yo Ma receives the prestigious Avery Fisher Prize; Japa-
nese American poet Janice Mirikitani publishes her first volume
of poetry, Awake in the River.

A joint congressional resolution establishes the first 10 days of
May as Asian/Pacific American Heritage Week.

The United States normalizes its diplomatic relationship with the
People’s Republic of China, ending official ties with The Republic
of China in Taiwan.

China launches a border war with Vietnam.
The Association for Asian American Studies is founded.

A monument is erected on Angel Island to commemorate the
harsh treatment of early Chinese immigrants.

The Indochina Resource Action Center is founded in Washington,
D.C.

Chinese American John Ta-Chuan Fang founds AsianWeek, an
English-language weekly; Korean American journalist K. W. Lee
founds the English-language Korean American newspaper Kore-
antown Weekly.
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1980

1981

1981-1990
1982

1983

The Census Bureau announces that the Asian/Pacific population in
the United States reaches 3.5 million, making up 1.5 percent of the
U.S. population.

The 1980 Refugee Act adopts the United Nation’s definition of a
refugee and sets an annual quota for refugees at 50,000.

Asian Indians are counted in the Census as Asians for the first
time, as are Guamanians and Samoans.

George R. Ariyoshi is elected as governor of Hawaii, the first Jap-
anese American to win a governorship in the United States.

New York’s Chinatown History Project is launched.

Pakistani American Safi Qureshey, along with Thomas Yuen and
Albert Wong, establishes AST Research Inc.

Twenty-one-year-old Chinese American architect and sculptor
Maya Yin Lin’s design for the Vietnam Veterans Memorial in
Washington, D.C. wins a national contest of 1,420 entries.

Hate crime against Southeast Asian immigrants begins to surface
as more and more refugees enter local communities.

Chinese American David Henry Hwang’s first play, FOB, is pre-
miered at Joseph Papp’s Public Theater; Ruthanne Lum McCunn
of Chinese and Scottish descent publishes Thousand Pieces of
Gold, a novel based on real life story of a Chinese immigrant
woman Polly Bemis.

The Asian American Journalists Association is founded.
About 64,400 Thai immigrate to the United States.

Japanese American sculptor and architect Isamu Noguchi receives
the Edward MacDowell Medal for outstanding lifetime contribu-
tion to the arts.

Chinese American mathematician Shing-Tung Yao wins the
Fields Medal.

Vincent Chin, a 27-year-old Chinese immigrant in Detroit, is
killed by two white auto workers after a fight with them in a night-
club. The American Citizens for Justice is formed in response to
the crime and its light sentences for the murders.

The Amerasian Immigration Act allows children of American
military personnel to come to the United States from Southeast
Asia, Korea, Thailand, and the Philippines.

The Commission on Wartime Relocation and Internment of Civil-
ians concludes that the internment of Japanese Americans was not
justified.



1984

1985

1986

South Asian American astrophysicist Subrahmanyan Chandra-
sekhar shares a Nobel Prize in Physics with William A. Fowler.

Fred Korematsu’s case is reversed by the Federal District Court of
San Francisco.

Cathy-Lynn Song, daughter of Chinese and Korean immigrant
parents, publishes a collection of poetry, Picture Bride.

Chinese American Andrew J. C. Cheng opens the first Panda
Express fast food restaurant in Glendale, California.

Henry Liu, a prominent Chinese American journalist and the
author of a biography of Taiwan’s President Chiang Ching-kuo,
is assassinated outside of his home in Daly City, California.

The Vietnamese-American Civic Association, Inc. is founded in
Boston.

Roger H. Chen, a Chinese immigrant from Taiwan, opens the first
99 Ranch Market store in Westminster, California; C. C. Yin
becomes the first Chinese American to own a McDonald’s.

Samoan American diver Greg Louganis wins a gold medal in plat-
form diving in the 1984 Summer Olympics in Los Angeles;
Tommy Kono, a Japanese American weightlifter, is voted the
greatest weightlifter of all time by the International Weightlifting
Federation.

Chinese American physicist S. B. Woo is elected as the lieutenant
governor of Delaware.

A federal district court in Oregon overturns Minoru Yasui’s con-
viction for violating a curfew order during World War II.

Filipina American Irene Natividad becomes the first Asian Ameri-
can elected to head the National Women’s Political Caucus.

Ellison Onizuka becomes the first Asian American astronaut to
orbit in space aboard the Discovery shuttle; Chinese American
physicist Taylor Gun-Jin Wang also travels in space.

Laotian actor Haing S. Ngor wins an Oscar for best supporting
actor for his role in The Killing Fields.

A federal district court in Seattle overturns Gordon Hirabayashi’s
1942 conviction for violating wartime internment orders.

Chinese American Yuan T. Lee shares a Nobel Prize in Chemistry
with Dudley R. Herschbach and John C. Polanyi.

Chinese American Sucheng Chan publishes a pathbreaking mono-
graph, This Bitter-sweet Soil: The Chinese in California Agricul-
ture, 1860-1910.
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1986
(cont.)

1987

1988

1989

Fourteen-year-old Japanese American violinist Midori gains
international fame for her performance at the Tanglewood Music
Festival in Massachusetts.

The space shuttle Challenger explodes during takeoff. Japanese
American Ellison Onizuka perishes along with six other crew
members.

The National Congress of Vietnamese in America is founded.
The United States recognizes Mongolia.

The Immigration Reform and Control Act of 1986 allows aliens
who were in the United States before January 1, 1982 to apply
for permanent status and eventually become U.S. citizens.

The Amerasian Homecoming Act allows Amerasians born
between January 1, 1962 and January 1, 1976, as well as their fam-
ily members, to enter the United States.

Japanese American Patricia Saiki is elected to Congress represent-
ing Hawaii.

Hoang Nhu Tran, a Vietnamese refugee, graduates first in a class
of 960 students from the U.S. Air Force Academy and is selected
as a Rhodes Scholar.

Korean American Kim Ronyoung (1926-1987) publishes Clay
Walls: A Novel.

South Asian American Navroze Mody is attacked and killed in
Jersey City, New Jersey by a group of young men.

The Civil Liberties Act is signed into law by President Ronald
Reagan, requesting that the government issue an official apology
to Japanese Americans interned in World War II and compensate
each living internee $20,000.

Indonesian Chinese American Jahja Ling receives the Arts Con-
ductor’s Award from Seaver/National Endowment.

South Korea hosts the 26th Summer Olympic Games in its capital,
Seoul.

Samoan American diver Greg Louganis wins a second gold medal
in platform diving in the 1988 Olympics in Seoul, Korea and takes
a second gold medal in springboard diving.

An agreement between the United States and Vietnamese
government known as the Humanitarian Operation allows individ-
uals who have spent three or more years in reeducation camps to
come to the United States.



1990

Guam American Manny Crisostomo wins a Pulitzer Prize in Fea-
ture Photography.

Twenty-four-year-old Chinese American Ming Hai Loo (Jim Loo)
is killed in late July outside a swimming pool in Raleigh, North
Carolina in a situation similar to the murder of Vincent Chin.

Eight-year-old Korean American violinist Sarah Chang solos with
the New York Philharmonic conducted by Zubin Mehta.

The Coalition of Asian Pacific Americans, a political action com-
mittee, is founded.

Cambodian American Sichan Siv is appointed deputy assistant to
President George H. W. Bush.

Chinese American Elaine L. Chao is appointed deputy secretary of
the Department of Transportation in President George H. W.
Bush’s administration.

Julia Chang Bloch is appointed U.S. ambassador to Nepal by
President George H. W. Bush.

Chinese American Michael Chang wins the French Open tennis
tournament, becoming the youngest male and the first American
winner of the event since 1955.

Chinese American filmmaker John Woo gains international recog-
nition with the release of The Killer, the most successful Hong
Kong film in the United States.

Christine Choy and Renee Tajima-Pena’s Who Killed Vincent Chin
is nominated for an Academy Award for best documentary film.

Asian Indian American writer Bharati Mukherjee publishes her
novel Jasmine; Vietnamese American Phung Le Ly Hayslip pub-
lishes her first book, When Heaven and Earth Changed Places:
A Vietnamese Woman’s Journey from War to Peace; Amy Tan, a
second-generation Chinese American writer, publishes a best-
selling novel, The Joy Luck Club; historian Ronald Takaki’s
Strangers from a Different Shore: A History of Asian Americans
receives a number of awards and recognitions.

The Census Bureau reports that the Asian Pacific Island popula-
tion in the United States has increased from 3,500,439 in 1980 to
7,273,662 in 1990. Asian Americans count for 3 percent of the
U.S. population. There are 1,645,472 Chinese Americans,
1,460,770 Filipino Americans, 847,562 Japanese Americans,
815,447 Asian Indian Americans, 798,849 Korean Americans,
614, 547 Vietnamese Americans, 149,014 Laotians, 149,047
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1990
(cont.)

1991

Cambodians, 94,439 Hmong, and 365,000 Native Hawaiian and
Pacific Islanders.

Chinese American Chang-Lin Tien is appointed as the 8th
chancellor of the University of California, Berkeley.

Daniel K. Akaka, a native of Hawaii and a congressman, is
appointed to fill the Senate seat of “Spark” Masayaki Matsunaga
after the latter’s sudden death.

Cheryl Lau, a native of Hawaii, is elected secretary of state of
Nevada.

Committee of 100, a group of prominent Chinese Americans, is
founded to bridge cultural exchange between United States and
China and to provide a forum for issues concerning Chinese
Americans.

President H. W. George Bush signs a proclamation designating
May as Asian/Pacific American Heritage Month.

Doctor and AIDS researcher David D. Ho is appointed to head the
world’s largest AIDS research facility, the Aaron Diamond AIDS
Research Center, in New York City, and will become one of the
first scientists to discover that AIDS is caused by a virus.

The Hate Crimes Statistic Act allows the gathering and publication
of data concerning crimes against persons based on discriminatory
characteristics.

Japanese American golfer David S. Ishii wins the Hawaiian Open
PGA tournament.

Chinese American award-winning writer Ha Jin publishes his first
book of poems, Between Silences; Japanese American author and
illustrator Allen Say publishes the critically acclaimed El Chino.

Chinese American Vera Wang opens her Vera Wang Bridal House
in New York City, featuring her trademark bridal gowns.

Vietnamese American Arts & Letters Association is established.

Japanese American Bob H. Suzuki is selected as president of
California State Polytechnic University, Pomona.

Major General John Liu Fugh is appointed judge advocate general
of the U.S. Army.

Japanese American Steven Okazaki’s Days of Waiting wins the
Academy Award for best documentary short subject.

Chinese American Gus Lee publishes the semiautobiographical
novel, China Boy; Asian Indian American Dinesh D’Souza



1992

1993

publishes llliberal Education: The Politics of Race and Sex on
Campus.

Patricia Saiki, former congresswoman from Hawaii, is appointed
to head the U.S. Small Business Administration by President
George H. W. Bush.

The United States withdraws its military facilities at Clark Base,
Subic Bay Naval Complex, and several small subsidiary installa-
tions in the Philippines.

Chinese American designer and artist Doug Chiang wins an Acad-
emy Award for the creation and design of special effects in the
1992 film Death Becomes Her.

The Asian Pacific American Labor Alliance is established.

Voting Rights Language Assistance Act requires bilingual voting
materials to be made available to citizens speaking a language
other than English.

Lillian Kimura becomes the first woman to be elected as president
of the Japanese American Citizens League.

Korean American businessman Jay Kim becomes a congressman
from California; Chinese American Clayton Fong is appointed
deputy assistant to President George H. W. Bush.

Filipino American physician Lillian Gonzalez-Pardo is elected
president of the American Medical Women’s Association; Native
Hawaiian oncologist Reginald C. S. Ho becomes the first Asian
American to head the American Cancer Society.

The Los Angeles riots start on the evening of April 29, triggered
by the Rodney King incident.

Vietnamese American physicist Eugene Huu-Chau Trinh travels
in space as a payload specialist.

Japanese American Kristi Yamaguchi wins a gold medal for wom-
en’s figure skating at the 1992 Winter Olympics in Albertville,
France; Korean American Eugene Chung joins the New England
Patriots professional football team.

The United States officially establishes diplomatic relations with
the Kingdom of Cambodia. Embargo against Cambodia is lifted
a year earlier.

Public law 103 offers a former apology to Native Hawaiians for
the overthrow of the Kingdom of Hawaii a hundred years ago.

With 286 Chinese passengers on board, the Golden Venture, a
human smuggling ship, runs aground in New York Harbor.
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1993
(cont.)

1994

1995

Japanese American master sergeant Roy H. Matsumoto is
inducted into the U.S. Army Ranger Hall of Fame for his extraor-
dinary service during World War II; Native Hawaiian Frederick F.
Y. Pang becomes an assistant secretary of the navy for Manpower
and Reserve Affairs.

Asian Indian scientist Arati Prabhakar is appointed to head the
National Institute of Standards and Technology by President Bill
Clinton.

Samoan American Tiaina “Junior” Seau, San Diego Chargers line-
backer, is voted as National Football League Player Association
Player of the Year; Hawaii-native Chad Rowan, better known as
Akebono, becomes the first American to win the title of Yokozuna
(Grand Champion) in Japan.

Chinese American fashion designer Anna Sui wins the Perry Ellis
Award for New Fashion Talent; Japanese American Eiko Ishioka
wins the Academy Award for best costume design for her work
in Bram Stoker’s Dracula.

Korean American comedian Margaret Cho becomes the first Asian
American to star in her own television series, All-American Girl.

P.F. Chang’s China Bistro, Inc., a restaurant chain, is opened for
business.

Benjamin J. Cayetano is elected governor of Hawaii.

Chinese American Henry Yang is appointed chancellor of the
University of California, Santa Barbara.

Asian Indian American Prema Mathai-Davis is appointed to head
the Young Women’s Christian Association.

Asian American comedy troupe “18 Mighty Mountain Warriors”
is founded in San Francisco.

The National Association of Korean Americans is found in New
York City.

South Korean baseball pitcher Chan Ho Park starts his career in
professional baseball in the United States.

The United States officially normalizes diplomatic relations with
Vietnam on July 11.

Chinese American Jerry Yang, together with David Filo, found
Yahoo! Inc.

The University of California, Santa Barbara establishes the first
Asian American Studies Department in a major American research
university.



1996

1997

Asian Indian American medical doctor Deepak Chopra founds the
Chopra Center for Wellbeing, with Doctor David Simon, in Carls-
bad, California.

Chinese American Wayne Wang’s independent feature film,
Smoke, wins the Silver Berlin Bear at the Berlin International Film
Festival.

Chinese American Gary Locke is elected governor of the state of
Washington.

An estimated 120,000 Thai immigrants and their descendants are
living in the United States, including Thai Chinese.

Chinese American historian Judy Yung publishes her award-
winning monograph, Unbound Feet: A Social History of Chinese
Women in San Francisco.

The National Alliance of Vietnamese American Service Agencies
is established.

Japanese baseball player Hideo Nomo becomes a Major League
Baseball player in the United States as a pitcher for the Los
Angeles Dodgers.

Chinese American scientist David D. Ho is named Time maga-
zine’s “Man of the Year” for his contribution to the basic under-
standing of the AIDS and his pursuit of therapeutic treatment of
the disease.

John Huang, a Democratic National Committee fundraiser and
former commerce department official, is alleged to have made ille-
gal campaign contributions to President Bill Clinton.

Asian Indian American Sabeer Bhatia starts HotMail, a web-based
e-mail system.

Golfer Tiger Woods, born to a Thai mother and African American
father, turns pro and is named Sportsman of the Year by Sports
lllustrated magazine.

Chinese American figure skater Michelle Kwan captures the first
of her five gold medals in World Figure Skating Championship.

Chinese American gymnast Amy Chow and her teammates bring
home the first American team Olympic gymnastics gold medal.

Hong Kong returns to China, as a 99-year lease between China
and Britain expires.

In 1997, Korean American businessman Jay Kim pleads guilty to
accepting illegal campaign contributions and is sentenced to one
year probation and a $5,000 fine.
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1997
(cont.)

1998

1999

2000

Chinese American actor Jackie Chan leaves his mark on the Holly-
wood Walk of Fame.

The United States and the Vietnamese governments reached an
agreement on the Resettlement Opportunities for Returned Viet-
namese program, allowing more than 20,000 individuals to come
to the United States.

Rose M. Ochi is appointed to the Department of Justice as assis-
tant attorney general by President Bill Clinton.

Vietnamese American Lan Cao publishes Monkey Bridge, a novel
based on Cao’s own experience leaving Vietnam.

Chinese American scientist Steven Chu shares the Nobel Prize in
Physics.

The Justice Department apologizes and offers monetary compen-
sation to more than 2,200 Japanese from Latin American countries
who were interned in the United States during World War I1.

Cambodian photojournalist Dith Pran (1975-2008) receives the
Ellis Island Medal of Honor and the International Center in New
York’s Award of Excellence.

Fred Korematsu is awarded the Presidential Medal of Freedom by
President Bill Clinton.

A. Magazine editors Jeff Yang, Diana Gan, and Terry Hong pub-
lish Eastern Standard Time.

Chinese American Jenny Ming becomes the president of Old
Navy, a chain of clothing stores owned by Gap, Inc.

President Bill Clinton signs Executive Order 13125, increasing
participation of Federal programs to improve the quality of life
of Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders.

Asian Indian American writer Jhumpa Lahiri’s collection of short
stories, Interpreter of Maladies, is published.

Chinese American scientist Wen Ho Lee of the Los Alamos
National Laboratory of the University of California is accused of
stealing U.S. nuclear arm secrets for China.

Thai Town is officially designated in Los Angeles. Vietnamese
American Dat Nguyen becomes a professional football player,
signing with the Dallas Cowboys.

A President’s Executive Order legalizes most transactions
between Americans and North Koreans.

The U.S. Census counts 11.9 million people, or 4.2 percent of the
entire population as Asian. This number includes 10.2 million



Asian and 1.7 million of mixed ancestry. Sixty-nine percent of all
Asians are foreign born. Among the Asian groups, Asian India,
Pakistani, and Thai are the three groups with the highest propor-
tions of noncitizens. The majority of the foreign-born Asians
arrived in the United States in the past 20 years.

The Census counts 1,855,590 Asian Indians in the United States
and 75 percent of them are foreign born.

The Census counts 212,633 Cambodians in the United States and
66 percent of them are foreign born.

The Census counts 2,858,291 Chinese in the United States, mak-
ing Chinese the largest Asian American population group.

The Census counts 2,385,216 Filipinos in the United States;
68 percent of the population is foreign born. The Philippines send
more immigrants to the United States each year than any other
Asian nation.

The Census reports more than 184,842 Hmong Americans in the
United States and 56 percent of the population is born outside
the United States. The majority of Hmong Americans are clustered
in five states: California, Minnesota, Wisconsin, North Carolina,
and Michigan.

The Census records 1,152,324 Japanese in the United States, and
the majority of the population (61 percent) is native born.

The Census records 1,226,825 Koreans in the United States, 78
percent of the population is foreign born.

The Laotian population is 196,893 according to the Census, and
69 percent of which is foreign born.

The Pakistani population is 209,273, and more than 75 percent of
the population is foreign born.

The Census counts 150,093 Thai people in the United States.

The Census counts 1,212,465 Vietnamese in the United States and
76 percent of the population is foreign born.

For the first time the Census identifies Native Hawaiians and
Pacific Islanders separately from Asian Americans, counting
399,000 individuals.

The National Japanese American Memorial to Patriotism in Wash-
ington, D.C. is dedicated during the Veterans Day Memorial
weekend.

Pin Chong, a theater director, playwright, choreographer, and
video artist, wins an Obie Award for Sustained Achievement.
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2000
(cont.)

2001

2002

Korean martial artist Jhoon Rhee is named one of the 200 most
famous immigrants of all time by the National Immigration Forum.

Hmong Americans, who are concentrated in agriculture, enter
local farmers markets in large numbers. In California, Minnesota,
and other states, Hmong vendors provide a variety of fresh pro-
duce that are most welcomed by Asian American customers.

Chinese American martial artist Jet Li (Li Lianjie) plays his first
Hollywood lead role in Romeo Must Die.

The Emmy Awards are established to honor Asian American films
and actors in Hollywood.

In a White House ceremony, President Bill Clinton presents the
Medal of Honor to 21 Asian American veterans of World War II.

Vietnamese American writer Monique Truong wins a number of
awards for her best-selling novel, The Book of Salt. The book is
a national best-seller.

South Asian American Leaders of Tomorrow is founded in New
York City.

Samoan American Junior Seau, linebacker of the San Diego Charg-
ers, is named the NFL Alumni Association’s Linebacker of the Year;
Ichiro Suzuki, a Japanese baseball player, signs a contract with the
Seattle Mariners; Chinese American Charles Wang and his partner
Sanjay Kumar purchase the New York Islanders hockey team.

Chinese American Elaine L. Chao is appointed by President
George W. Bush as secretary of labor of the United States.

President George W. Bush appoints Cambodian American Sichan
Siv to serve as the U.S. representative to the Economic and Social
Council of the United Nations.

Thai writer and composer Somtow Sucharitkul debuts his first
opera, Madana, in Los Angeles.

Indian American director Mira Nair’s Monsoon Wedding receives
a Golden Lion Award at the Venice Film Festival.

Japanese American Mike Honda becomes a congressman from
California.

Flossie Wong-Staal is named one of the 50 most extraordinary
women scientists by Discover magazine.

Madeleine Z. Bordallo becomes the first woman from Guam to be
elected to Congress.

Hmong American Mee Moua is elected to the state senate of Min-
nesota.



2003

2004

2005

Korean American author Linda Sue Park’s A Single Shard wins
the John Newbery Medal in American children’s literature.

Japanese American Apolo Anton Ohno wins a gold medal in
1,500-meter short track speed skating at the Salt Lake Winter
Olympics.

Yao Ming, a Chinese basketball player, is drafted by the Houston
Rockets as the overall number one draft pick of the NBA; Chin-
Feng Chen becomes the first Taiwanese athlete to play in Major
League Baseball by signing with the Los Angeles Dodgers.

“Dreams and Reality: Korean American Contemporary Art
Exhibit to Celebrate 100 Years of Korean Immigration to the
U.S.” opens at the International Gallery at the Smithsonian
Institution.

Katrina Leung is arrested and charged with being a double agent
for China during her two-decade career as a highly valued FBI
agent.

Bill Moyer produces Becoming American: The Chinese Experi-
ence, a three-part PBS documentary.

Filipino American Stephen Eagle Funk, a marine reservist in San
Jose, resists comeback duty in the war against Iraq.

Asian Indian American astronaut Kalpana Chawla perishes with six
of his fellow crew members aboard the Space Shuttle Columbia.

Korean American golfer Michelle Sung Wie becomes the youngest-
ever winner of the U.S. Women’s Amateur Public Links.

About 15,000 Hmong refugees from Wat Tham Krabok, a refugee
camp in Thailand, are resettled in the United States.

Best-selling book (The Rape of Nanking) writer and Chinese
American author Iris Chang passes away at age 36.

Asian Indian American Piyush “Bobby” Jindal becomes a U.S.
congressman from Louisiana.

The Union of North American Vietnamese Students Association is
founded.

Lang Ping, a former volleyball superstar from China, is appointed
as the head coach for the U.S. Olympic Volleyball Team.

Chien-Ming Wang, a former pitcher for the Chinese Taipei national
baseball team, becomes a starting pitcher for the New York Yankees.

Chinese American Ang Lee, born in Taiwan, becomes the first
Asian American to win the Best Director Academy Award for
Brokeback Mountain.
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2006

2007

2008

2009

Thai American Gorpat Henry Charoen becomes the mayor of La
Palma, California.

Chinese American mathematician Terence Tao wins the Fields
Medal.

About 1.5 million businesses are owned by Asian Americans.
About 44.7 percent of these businesses are in repair and mainte-
nance; personal and laundry services; professional and technical
services; and retail trade. An increasing number of Native Hawai-
ians and other Pacific Islanders (37,687) have their own busi-
nesses; about 45 percent of these businesses are in construction
and retail trade.

Korean American student Seung-Hui Cho guns down 33 people in
the Virginia Polytechnic Institute massacre.

Japanese American Mike Honda is named House Democratic
Senior Whip. Asian Indian American Piyush “Bobby” Jindal is
elected governor of Louisiana.

China hosts the 29th Summer Olympics in Beijing, generating
great excitement among Chinese in the United States.

Japanese American scientist Yoshiro Nambu is awarded the Nobel
Prize in Physics; Japanese American scientist Osamu Shimomura
and Chinese American scientist Roger Tsien share a Nobel Prize
in Chemistry with biologist Martin Chalfie.

Six Korean American investors purchase a shopping mall in the
Little Tokyo section of downtown Los Angeles, with plans to con-
vert it into a Korean American shopping center.

Chinese American Arthur Dong’s Hollywood Chinese wins a
Golden Horse Award in Taiwan for best documentary film.

Bryan Clay, the son of an African American father and a Japanese
immigrant mother, brings the United States a gold medal at the
Beijing Olympics in the decathlon.

Several Asian Americans win their bids to Congress, including
Filipino American Steve Austria, a Republican, representing the
7th District of Ohio; Republican Joseph Cao, the first Vietnamese
congressman, representing Louisiana’s 2nd District; Chinese
American Judy Chu, a Democrat, representing California’s 32nd
District.

A racial incident takes place in a South Philadelphia High School
in September. Tensions between African American and Asian
American students escalate to widespread violence. As many as
30 Asian American students are physically attacked and many
receive treatment in the hospital.



2010

Chinese American Charles K. Kao, who has established a success-
ful career in the United States, Britain, and Hong Kong, shares a
Nobel Prize in Physics for his contributions to the study of the
transmission of light in optical fibers and for fiber communication.

Indian American Venkatraman Ramakrishnan shares a Nobel
Prize with Thomas A. Steitz and Ada E. Yonath in Chemistry for
his study of the structure and function of the ribosome.

The U.S. Census counts 17.3 million individuals of Asian descent
residing in the United States, which comprises 5.6 percent of the total
U.S. population. About 2.6 million of the Asian Americans are of
mixed-race heritage. California has the largest concentration of Asian
Americans (5.6 million), followed by New York (1.6 million).
Hawaii has the highest proportion of Asian Americans (57 percent).

The Census counts 1.2 million Native Hawaiians and other Pacific
Islanders, which comprises 0.4 percent of the total U.S. popula-
tion. About 56 percent of the Native Hawaiians and other Pacific
Islanders report multiple races.

The Census counts 3.8 million individuals of Chinese descent
residing in the United States. Chinese America is the largest Asian
American group. There are 3.4 million Filipinos, 3.2 million Asian
Indians, 1.7 million Vietnamese, 1.7 million Koreans, and 1.3 mil-
lion Japanese residing in the United States.

Median household income for Asian Americans is $67,022. The
median income for individual ethnic groups differs greatly: India
Americans, $90,711; Native Hawaiians and other Pacific Island-
ers, $52,776; Bangladeshi Americans, $48,471.

About 50 percent of Asian Americans aged 25 or older has at least
a bachelor’s degree, much higher than 28 percent of all Americans
of the same age group. About 85 percent of Asian Americans aged
25 and older has at least a high school diploma, similar to the over-
all U.S. population of the same age group. Twenty-five percent of
Asian Americans aged 25 and older has a graduate or professional
degree, much higher than all Americans of the same age group
(10 percent). Only 4 percent of native Hawaiians and other Pacific
Islanders aged 25 and older has obtained a graduate or profes-
sional degree.

The poverty rate is 12 percent for Asian Americans and 18.8 per-
cent for Native Hawaiians and Pacific Islanders. Also, 18 percent
of Asian Americans and 17 percent of Native Hawaiian s and other
Pacific Islanders do not have health insurance.

Five hundred Asian Americans gather in San Francisco City Hall
in April, rallying to address Anti-Asian American violence. The
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2010
(cont.)

2011

2012

2013

event is triggered by a few recent incidents, which took two lives
and injured a third. Eight Asian students at Indiana University
are subjected to racial slurs and four are subsequently battered
and robbed in November.

Several Asian Americans win their seats in Congress through spe-
cial elections, including Bangladesh American Hansen Clark, a
Democrat, representing the 13th District in Michigan; Charles
Djio, a Chinese-Thai American and a Republican, representing
the 1st District of Hawaii; Japanese American Colleen Wakako
Hanabusa, a Democrat, representing the 1st District of Hawaii.

Chinese American Amy Chua, a Yale University Law Professor,
published an autobiography on parenting, Battle Hymn of the
Tiger Mother, generating a heated public debate.

Chinese American Jeremy Lin, a graduate of Harvard University,
becomes a basketball sensation playing for the New York Knicks
in the 2011-2012 season.

A mass shooting takes place on August 5 at a Sikh temple in Oak
Creek, Wisconsin, killing six people and wounding four more.
The arrested suspect, Wade Michael Page, is a white supremacist.

Republican Mazie Hirono, a Japanese American, becomes the first
Asian American woman U.S. Senator. She is Hawaii’s first
woman senator.

Several Asian American women win their seats for the first time in
Congress, including Chinese American Grace Meng, a Democrat
and the first Asian American to be elected to Congress from New
York’s 6th District; Democrat Tulsi Gabbard, the daughter of a
Samoan father and Indian mother, representing Hawaii’s 2nd Dis-
trict; Democrat Ladda Tammy Duckworth, the daughter of a for-
mer U.S. Marine father and Thai immigrant mother, representing
Illinois’s 8th District.

Japanese American Mark Allan Takano, a Democrat, wins a
seat in Congress, representing California’s redrawn 43rd
congressional district in Riverside; Asian Indian American Ami
Bera, a Republican, is elected to Congress for California’s 7th
congressional district.

Ang Lee wins the Best Director Academy Award the second time,
for Life of Pi.

Chinese American Yitang Zhang, a lecturer at the University of
New Hampshire, shocks the mathematical world by proving a
landmark theorem in the distribution of prime numbers.



Adopted Asian Americans

Historical and Sociological Background

In the last several decades, the adoption of children
born in Asia to new parents in the United States has
become increasingly common. Various economic, cul-
tural, and demographic factors have contributed to this
phenomenon. On the “push” side, an overabundance
of children from impoverished areas in Asia combined
with a traditional devaluation of girls frequently leads
many birth parents to give up their children for adop-
tion. “Pull” factors in the United States and other
Western countries include large numbers of couples
who are unable or unwilling to conceive children
themselves have created a demand for overseas adopt-
ees. Furthermore, inside the United States, the number
of children available for adoption, especially infants,
has dropped considerably in recent decades and has
also led many prospective adopters to look at Asian
children.

The practice of Asian-born children being adopted
by primarily American (and predominantly White)
parents began during the Korean War, as many Amer-
icans sought to remedy the plight of growing numbers
of children in Korean orphanages by adopting them
and bringing them to the United States to live. Studies
show that of the 265,524 orphan visas granted by the
U.S. State Department between 1948 and 2000,
92,402 of them (34.8 percent) went to children from
South Korea. Estimates suggest that anywhere
between 110,000 and 150,000 Korean adoptees alone
currently reside in the United States, ranging in age
from infancy to their 60s.

After the passage of legislation that eased the
adoption process, the practice became increasingly
common in the 1970s. During this time, several Asian
countries experienced political and/or economic
upheavals that resulted in the worsening of living con-
ditions for many of their citizens, particularly poor,
working class, or rural families, leading many families
in vulnerable circumstances to be more willing to give
up their infants and young children to be adopted, with
one prominent example being “Operation Babylift”
that evacuated one thousand Vietnamese children out
of the country at the end of the Vietnam War. Also
during the 1970s, adoptions from other Asian coun-
tries such as China, South Korea, the Philippines, and
India began accelerating. Many of these governments
also streamlined their adoption procedures to facilitate
overseas adoptions.

The U.S. Department of State keeps track of all
immigration visas issued to orphans, which are required
for international adoptions. Their statistics show that
from 1989 to 2008, China sent the most adoptees to the
United States on average. But in the latest year that sta-
tistics are available (2008), it was surpassed by Guate-
mala. Also, as shown in State Department statistics,
perhaps the most notable trend in recent years is the sig-
nificant increase of adoptions from African countries
such as Ethiopia, Nigeria, Liberia, and Ghana.

Questions about Legal Status of Orphans

The vast majority of these Asian adoptees have been and
continue to be girls and this has led to one of the criti-
cisms surrounding such Asian adoptions. Specifically,
many feel that because of centuries of deeply engrained
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patriarchy and discrimination against women, these
Asian countries continue to systematically value the life
of a girl much less than that of a boy. Boys are valued
more because they can supposedly contribute more labor
and have more legal rights. Conversely, when there are
too many girls being born, they are too quickly consid-
ered “excess property.” Although these criticisms are
directed toward the cultural, political, and social systems
of the Asian country and not at the adoptees themselves
or their American adoptive parents, this gender imbal-
ance continues to be a point of controversy for all parties
involved in the adoption process.

In recent years and despite the 1993 passage of the
Hague Convention on Protection of Children and Co-
operation in Respect of Intercountry Adoption, there
have been numerous suspicions and controversies
regarding child trafficking and whether or not the
status of many Asian children as orphans is valid.
Allegations include instances when children may have
been kidnapped outright, taken from their families
through fraud or coercion, or when mothers have been
paid money (or given nonmonetary incentives) to
relinquish custody of their children for adoption.

In fact, several adoption agencies have been charged
with fraud involving improper adoptive activities, and as
a result of these issues, the U.S. State Department has
imposed significant restrictions on or indefinitely sus-
pended adoptions from certain countries. For example, in
April 2008 and in the wake of a State Department report
that alleged pervasive corruption and baby selling in
Vietnam’s adoption system, Vietnam indefinitely sus-
pended all new adoptions to Americans. A similar morato-
rium on adoptions from Guatemala was imposed in 2009.

How Adoptive Parents Deal with Racial
Differences

On the other side of the adoption process, criticisms
have been raised in regard to the cultural appropriateness
of such interracial Asian adoptions. On the one hand,
many argue that despite the cultural barriers and strug-
gles that Asian adoptees might undergo in the United
States, they are still much better off materially and even
emotionally than if they stayed in their orphaned situa-
tions back in the country of origin. On the other hand,
critics of interracial adoption argue that American

political, economic, and military policies through the dec-
ades contributed to the push conditions that many Asian
countries face. Furthermore, critics feel that non-Asian
adoptive parents will “whitewash” these Asian children
into white society so that they quickly and perhaps per-
manently lose their Asian identity and sense of ancestry.

For example, sociologists Jiannbin Lee Shiao and
Mia Tuan studied the parenting styles of parents who
adopted from Korea. They found that white adoptive
parents in their study dealt with the racial differences
between themselves and their children by using one
of three approaches:

* Emphasizing the Exotic: objectifying their
children or showing them off as if they were
an exotic pet

e Active Acknowledgment: recognizing the
importance of race and racism in America,
encouraging discussion, and careful observa-
tion if their children encountered any racially
based problems

* Color-blind: overlooking, ignoring, or pre-
tending racial differences did not exist

This third approach was the one most commonly
used. Within this color-blind approach, many adoptive
parents felt that acknowledging racial differences
might interfere with the process of integrating their
child into their family and their community. Many
adoptive parents also did not have the skills to cope
with the racial differences between them and their chil-
dren and used this strategy by default because they
were uncomfortable dealing with racial matters, as
many such parents had little if any familiarity with
racial minorities or cultures other than their own.

Within this color-blind approach, there were often
two secondary results. The first was conflating Asian
and Asian American—sometimes adoptive parents
would occasionally expose their child to Asian culture
that might include language classes, going to Asian
restaurants, cultural events in their communities,
books and other media from or about their country of
origin, and even involvement in adoption groups or
camps where their children can interact and socialize
with other Asian adoptees. But in doing so, many
adoptive parents do not distinguish between being



Asian and Asian American. When adoptive parents
implicitly assume that being Asian is the same as being
Asian American, they frequently forget to educate
the child about Asian American issues, as this will be
the child’s social and cultural environment as long as
he or she lives in the United States. In general, many
Asian Americans are assumed to be foreigners, even
if they were born or raised in the United States.

The other secondary result of the color-blind
approach was to frame their child as an “Honorary
White.” Even if adoptive parents tried to be color-
blind, because their social environment was based on
white culture, by ignoring racial differences, they ulti-
mately reinforced whiteness. By normalizing white-
ness, adoptive parents essentially socialized their
children to be white and to see the world from a white
perspective. As such, they were unwilling or

Cindy Lunte of Moore, ldaho, left, and Wendi Roth of Littleton, Colorado, hold their newly adopted daughters, both from
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unprepared to deal with incidents in which their child
was not treated as white and instead, encountered
racial prejudice and discrimination based on their
Asian physical appearance. Scholars point out that this
is not to say that adoptive parents were “bad” parents
or that they purposely misled their children into think-
ing that they were white. Instead, such adoptive
parents were a reflection of the white majority culture
around them, their thoughts and actions framed by
conventional and deeply embedded racial boundaries.

Cultural and Identity Issues Faced by Asian
Adoptees

Many Asian adoptees have noted that because
they tended to grow up in an almost all-white environ-
ment, they never had to think about their ethnic

China’s Anhui Province, at the White Swan Hotel in Guangzhou, China, October 6, 1998. (AP Photo)
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identity—they just assumed they were like everyone
else. That is, until they experienced some form of
racial prejudice or discrimination from schoolmates,
strangers, or even relatives of their adopted family.
Because their adoptive families and parents either
could not shield them from this almost inevitable pro-
cess, or could not adequately understand or support
their feelings, many of these adopted Asians experi-
enced an “identity crisis.”

This “cultural confusion” frequently involved a
viscous cycle in which the parent would unconsciously
reinforce whiteness in socializing their child, but on
occasion expose them to Asian culture. The child fre-
quently resisted such efforts because Asian culture
seemed too different from their “honorary white” life-
style, and they didn’t want to be seen as different. This
resistance to Asian culture reinforced and perpetuated
the honorary white status. In this process, many Asian
adoptees internalized the anti-Asian racism they saw or
experienced. This led many to avoid being associated
with anything related to Asians or Asian Americans.
This aversion to “Asian-ness” often became harder or
at least more complicated when they went to college
and came into contact with large numbers of Asian
Americans for the first time in their lives, with many
feeling uncomfortable or unprepared for sustained
interaction with other Asian Americans.

However, this kind of social exclusion is not
limited to just whites. In fact, Asian adoptees often
encountered intolerance from Asian Americans,
who often shunned their attempts to connect with
their “roots” because they had lost the ability to speak
their native language and/or had little knowledge
of their ancestral culture, or if they were perceived to
be too “whitewashed.” As many Asian adoptees noted,
Asian Americans were not always very inclusive either
and could be just as judgmental as anybody else.

Positives Outweighing the Negatives

Although many Asian adoptees have faced this
dilemma, this has not been the experience of all Asian
adoptees. Rather, many others have enjoyed extraordi-
nary levels of love and understanding from their
non-Asian adoptive parents, who have comforted their
children when racial discrimination happened and/or

supported their children’s attempts to find their birth
parents back in Asia. In addition, many support groups
have formed across the country for both adoptive
parents of Asian children that allow parents and chil-
dren to share experiences, support each other, and to
learn together about both sides of their racial/ethnic
identity.

Furthermore, research has also shown that more
recent cohorts of Asian adoptees have been much more
open and likely to explore their Asian ancestry and
racial identity compared to earlier adoptee cohorts.
Similarly, more recent adoptive parents are also more
prepared and knowledgeable about racial dynamics
involving their adopted children. The Asian American
community is also becoming more welcoming to
adoptees, particularly as the number of U.S.-born
Asian Americans continues to increase, who have
more exposure and familiarity interacting with people
from diverse racial, ethnic, and cultural backgrounds.

Also in recent years and facilitated by the Internet,
many Asian adoptees have formed their own social net-
works to express and share their experiences and to
support others like themselves. These efforts range
from personal and group blogs, artistic projects, joint
“homeland” trips to reunite with their birth family, sup-
port and networking groups, and more formal organiza-
tions. In fact, new research suggests that Asian
Americans who straddle diverse sets of cultures are
happier and report less stress and anxiety when they
create their own definitions for fitting in and actively
shaping their own identity, rather than passively letting
others dictate to them what their identity should be, or
trying to gain acceptance into a preexisting and fre-
quently narrowly defined cultural or racial group.

In the end, Asian adoptees represent just how
diverse not only American society can be, but also
how diverse the Asian American community is as well.
As Asian adoption continues to occur, Asian adoptees
are likely to be an increasingly prominent feature of
the Asian American population and their diverse range
of experiences can be seen as resources in bridging dif-
ferent cultural and racial groups, which will become an
increasingly important asset as American society
increasingly becomes more diverse, globalized, and
transnational.

C.N. Le
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Agbayani, Benny (1971-)

Hawaiian-born Benny Agbayani hit his way to Major
League Baseball (MLB) respectability in the late
1990s and early 2000s. Possessing Filipino and
Samoan ancestry, Agbayani starred for Hawaii Pacific
University (HPU) before getting drafted by the New
York Mets in 1993. Agbayani worked his way up the
minor league ladder and was rewarded with an MLB
appearance in a New York Mets uniform in 1998 after
batting .310 and slugging 11 home runs for the Mets’
Triple A Norfolk club in 1997.

Agbayani played only a few games for the Mets in
1998, but the next year he became a dependable utility
outfielder for the National League club. In 1999,
Agbayani appeared in 101 games, batted a respectable
.286, and showed power by hitting 14 home runs.
More respected as a hitter than a fielder, Agbayani’s
bat helped the Mets on more than a few occasions.
Agbayani’s 2000 season was arguably his best. He hit
15 home runs, batted .289, and slugged a key home
run that propelled the Mets into the 2000 World Series.

Agbayani’s career subsequently headed down-
ward. The 2001 season was his last for the Mets. In
2002, Agbayani wandered from the Toronto Blue Jays
of the American League to the Colorado Rockies of
the National League and returned to the American
League to play briefly for the Boston Red Sox. By
2004, he was out of U.S. organized baseball but per-
formed well for Chiba Lotte of the Japanese Pacific
League. Agbayani hit 35 home runs and batted over
.300 his first year in the Japanese big league. After five
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years with Chiba Lotte, Agbayani retired from profes-
sional baseball in 2009 and is now residing in his home
state of Hawaii after returning to receive his bachelor’s
degree from HPU.

Joel S. Franks

See also Filipino American Baseball
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Aguila, Chris (1979-)

Possessing Filipino ancestry, Chris Aguila played
Major League Baseball (MLB) for parts of four sea-
sons from 2004 to 2008. He has also played Minor
League Baseball for several major league organiza-
tions since 1997, although he did appear briefly in
20009 for the Japanese major league Fukuoka franchise.

Born in Redwood City, California, in 1979, Aguila
was drafted out of high school in 1997 by the Florida
Marlins of the National League. He played Minor
League Baseball for the Marlins until 2004. During
that period, the outfielder demonstrated some power
by hitting 26 home runs for three Marlin minor league
teams in 2001.

In 2004, Aguila earned a spot on the Marlins’
major league roster. He got into 29 games, batting
.222, and hitting three home runs. Statistically, 2005
proved to be Aguila’s best in the major leagues. He
got into 65 games, winding up with a .244 batting
average, but no home runs. In 2006, he appeared in
47 games, batted .232, and hit no home runs. Aguila
spent all of 2007 in the Minor Leagues, but in 2008
he appeared in eight games for the New York Mets.


http://www.thebaseballcube.com/players/A/benny-agbayani.shtml
http://www.thebaseballcube.com/players/A/benny-agbayani.shtml
http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2003/Jan/08/ln/ln08a.html
http://the.honoluluadvertiser.com/article/2003/Jan/08/ln/ln08a.html

6 | Ah Quin Diary

Otherwise, Aguila continued to pursue baseball as
a professional minor leaguer. He did, however, appear
in 14 games for the Fukoaka Softbank in 2009. In
2008, Aguila put together an impressive season for
the New Orleans AAA affiliate of the New York Mets.
He batted .295 and slugged 29 home runs for the
Zephyrs. In 2010, Aguila played Minor League Base-
ball for three MLB franchises—the Toronto Blue Jays’
Las Vegas affiliate, the Philadelphia Phillies’ Lehigh
Valley affiliate, and the Florida Marlins’ New Orleans
affiliate. Between those three teams, Aguila appeared
in 102 games, hit .240, and powered nine home runs.
At 32, it seems doubtful if Aguila will see much more
MLB action, if any.
Joel S. Franks

See also Filipino American Baseball
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Ah Quin Diary

The Ah Quin Diary is the first significant writing—in
English—by a Chinese immigrant to the United States.
Spanning 25 years, from 1877 to 1902, it is considered
one of the earliest texts in the genre of Asian American
literature and fills a gap in the documentary record of
American immigration and labor history.

The writer of the diary, Tan Congkuan (c. 1848-
1914), was widely known as “Ah Quin.” Ah Quin
was born in the Guangdong Province of China to
parents who were probably farmers. In his teens, he
likely attended an American missionary school in
Guangzhou where he learned to read and write in En-
glish and in Chinese. In the 1860s, with struggles in
southern China that included flood, famine, economic
turmoil, and wars, he immigrated to America, thereby
joining the Chinese diaspora.

Ah Quin arrived in San Francisco and worked at
various jobs along the coast of California, including
helping to set up a Chinese Mission School in Santa
Barbara in 1874. In June 1877, on the eve of his depar-
ture to Alaska to work as a cook for coal miners, Ah
Quin began writing in his diary (which he would con-
tinue until a decade before his death). Following
Alaska, Ah Quin returned to Santa Barbara for several
months before moving to San Francisco, where he
worked as a domestic for Army officers, first at Camp
Reynolds on Angel Island and later at the Presidio. In
1881 he was drawn to San Diego to serve as a labor
broker for the construction of the California Southern
Railroad. When there he set up a pawn shop in the
front room of his home, which became the base for
numerous entrepreneurial adventures.

Because of the laws that restricted Chinese women
from immigrating and laws that banned miscegenation
between whites and “Mongolians,” most Chinese men
during this time period were destined to be bachelors;
however, Ah Quin returned to San Francisco and mar-
ried Ah Sue, who had been rescued from prostitution
nearly a year earlier by an organization best known as
the Donaldina Cameron Mission Home. She came to
live with him in San Diego and tended his pawn shop
and took care of their 12 children. In his later years,
Ah Quin was a San Diego community leader who
served alternately as spokesman, middleman, and
translator in functions both official and mundane. In a
sign of his American patriotism, when then-U.S.
President Benjamin Harrison visited San Diego, Ah
Quin managed to be within an arm’s reach of him.
It’s not surprising that he named several of his sons
after U.S. statesmen (e.g., Thomas, George, Franklin,
McKinley). Ah Quin was well known as the informal
“Mayor of Chinatown” among non-Chinese and Chi-
nese alike, and he (and later his sons) was instrumental
in helping to develop the San Diego Chinese American
community at the turn to the twentieth century.

Description of the Diaries

There are 10 extant Diaries, approximately half of the
number of volumes that are estimated to have once
existed. Ah Quin’s proficiency in English is roughly
equivalent to his Chinese literacy, with numerous
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idiosyncratic spelling and usage patterns in both lan-
guages throughout. The daily entries give us a sense
of the texture of Ah Quin’s life: what time he awoke
each morning and went to bed each night; what he
cooked (or ate) for breakfast, lunch, and dinner; what
Biblical verses he read or what hymns he sang; whom
he visited; and what work he accomplished. Approxi-
mately 5 percent of the diary, mostly marginalia, is
written using Chinese characters in Ah Quin’s village
dialect (Toishan) of Cantonese. As important as the
daily entries are approximately 152 pages of combined
appendices that are written totally or partially in Chi-
nese. These include address lists, personal financial
records (e.g., loans, remittances, and payoffs), logs
for letters sent and received, and recipes—some for
herbal medicine—as well as directions in Chinese for
how to make a good broom.

On the one hand, Ah Quin’s experience is the
experience of the immigrant everyman who negotiates
in a new world the difficult and inevitable issues of
language, biculturalism, discrimination, nationalism,
and identity formation. On the other hand, his is a
striking story of success—a Horatio Alger’s rags-to-
riches tale of the rise of a cook to a businessman,
including his secrets of hard work, diligent study, and
constant networking. The historical importance of this
work is predicated not so much on the achievements
of the man, although he was remarkably successful—
especially given the hostile racial environment in
which he lived—but in the rare representation of the
personal voice of a Chinese on the West Coast during
this era.

Contributions

Ah Quin’s Diary was written in English, at a length
and with a degree of eloquence that few people
believed possible for a nineteenth-century Chinese
laborer; the Diary, prima facie, challenges the stereo-
type of an illiterate Chinese workforce. Beginning in
the Pacific Northwest just five years before the federal
1882 Chinese Exclusion Law was passed, the Diary
gives us a rare, first-person Chinese laborer’s perspec-
tive during the Age of Chinese Exclusion. Moreover,
the Diary gives life to an undocumented Chinese
workforce in the form of 800 or so Chinese friends
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who are named throughout its 25-year trajectory. It
also contains, perhaps, the best original narrative of
Chinatown bachelor life prior to the Great San Fran-
cisco Earthquake of 1906.

As a literary document, The Ah Quin Diary pre-
dates the published stories of Sui Sin Far and the
poems of Sadakichi Hartmann that we are currently
using to mark the beginnings of the Asian American
literary canon. Its existence shifts the paradigm of
Asian American literature by locating the beginnings
of this tradition in nonfiction (like most other litera-
tures) rather than fiction and lyric. More important, it
pushes back the starting point of Asian American liter-
ature to a decade—if not a generation—earlier.

In addition, the Diary contributes in important ways
to Chinese Diasporic Studies as an account of an “over-
seas Chinese.” In particular, it represents a Chinese
Christian conversion narrative where Christianity lays a
foundation for racial and ethnic adaptation that stands
in direct contrast to the leading stereotype of the day of
the Chinese as “heathen chinee.”

As is often the case with racialized subjects in
America, with The Ah Quin Diary, it is the diary that
makes the man, not the reverse. Though Ah Quin was
an important figure in San Diego’s Chinatown during
his lifetime, he was not nationally famous; he did not
hold a high political office, make unbelievable
amounts of money, or influence great legions of stu-
dents. But given who he was, a Chinese immigrant
during the Era of Chinese Exclusion, he has become
famous, influential, and sought-out because of his writ-
ing. As possibly the only extended first-person narra-
tive of the oppressed during one of the most
tumultuous times in America’s racial past, he allows
us access to his time and his subject position in a way
no other document has done. The Ah Quin Diary is
important because it exists, and it tells an (Chinese)
American tale of the growth and transformation of an
immigrant from everyman to entrepreneur and com-
munity leader. The Diaries were passed down through
several generations of Ah Quin’s descendants until
they were donated to the San Diego Historical Society
archives where they are currently stored.

Susie Lan Cassel

See also Chinese Exclusion Acts (1882-1943)
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Ah Yup, In Re (1878)

The petitioner was a Chinese immigrant man appeal-
ing to become a naturalized American citizen. Little
is known about the petitioner himself: he seems to
have been otherwise qualified for American citizen-
ship in terms of his physical and mental health, his
ability to support himself financially, no criminal
record, and a willingness to take an oath swearing alle-
giance to his new country. If he were a white European
immigrant to California, or even if he were of “African
nativity,” his case would not have appeared before the
federal courts. Indeed, even if he were a white
immigrant who had simply declared an intention to
become an American citizen (one day), he would have
been eligible for many of the political and economic
privileges afforded to American citizens in California
since 1849. Many voters and politicians in California
were not American citizens, and yet, because they
were white, they participated in mainstream politics
and ran successfully for city government, state office,
and for seats in Congress.

The petitioner was Chinese, however, and in the
California legislature, in the California Supreme Court,
and in cities like San Francisco, prominent political

leaders and judges had already insisted that the Chi-
nese should not be allowed to naturalize as American
citizens. In 1852, the year when migration from China
to California exceeded 20,000 persons, the state of
California had approved a Foreign Miner’s Tax aimed
at Chinese miners. Several legislators in that debate
had insisted that the Chinese would always remain
“foreign,” as they were not white and so should not
be naturalized as American citizens. Two years later,
in People v. Hall, the California Supreme Court invali-
dated a murder conviction and death sentence against
George Hall, because Chinese witnesses had “improp-
erly testified” in his case. Like other states, California
criminal procedure said that “no black or mulatto per-
son, or Indian, shall be allowed to give evidence in
favor of, or against a white man.” The Chinese were
most like “Indians,” and just as bad, the court said,
and the whole idea of Chinese men as American citi-
zens was offensive: “[the Chinese are] a race of people
whom nature has marked as inferior, and who are inca-
pable of progress or intellectual development beyond a
certain point, as their history has shown.”

By the 1870s, anti-Chinese sentiment was popular
and widespread. By the end of that decade, anyone
running for public office had to take a stand on
Chinese immigration, and politicians supportive of
the Chinese lost their races. The end of slavery in the
United States after the Civil War only heightened ten-
sions among whites, many of whom feared the devel-
opment of a “wage slavery” within an emergent
economic order where capitalists and industrialists
could and did employ immigrants, people of color,
women, and children for extremely low wages. White
men formed unions, demanded political “reforms,”
and otherwise sought to resist the possibility of being
rendered poor and politically powerless. In 1877, in
West Virginia, then in Maryland and in Pennsylvania,
railroad workers’ unions went on strike, violence
erupted, and President Hayes sent in federal troops to
quell the unrest.

In California during that year, the state was suffer-
ing an economic recession, brought about in part by a
prolonged drought. White working class unions were
especially active in San Francisco, especially the
Workingman’s Party led by Dennis Kearney. They
demanded that the “Chinese Must Go!” because the



Chinese depressed wages for white men, led corpora-
tions to favor this cheap labor over “American citi-
zens,” endangered the sanctity of white women and
white families, and thus represented the greatest threat
to white Christian civilization on the West Coast.
In June of that year, the “Kearney Riots” spread
throughout California, and widespread violence
against the Chinese became common. In this environ-
ment, the federal officials became more sympathetic
to American citizens who wished to exclude the
Chinese entirely, if only because the few federal offi-
cials who had been sympathetic to the Chinese were,
by now, ridiculed and threatened on a regular basis.

By the time Ah Yup’s petition came before Judge
Lorenzo Sawyer in California, in his capacity as a
federal Circuit Court judge, only one other Chinese
immigrant had successfully naturalized, and this was
in New York in 1873, far from the violent anti-
Chinese politics of the West Coast. Sawyer proceeded
with the present case carefully: he had asked members
of the Bar in California for their opinions, and he noted
in his own official one that many had opposed the
application. He reviewed the relevant federal statutes:
in 1802, “[Congress said that] any alien, being a free
white person, may be admitted to become a citizen.”
The rule in 1802 was a revised version of the Naturali-
zation Act of 1790, one of the first pieces of legislation
passed in the new Republic. After the Civil War,
Congress said in 1870 that “the naturalization laws
are hereby extended to aliens of African nativity, and
to persons of African descent.” In the 1870 revisions,
Congress omitted the reference to “white persons,”
but Sawyer reasoned that Congress had done so “prob-
ably inadvertently.” This was because, by 1875,
Congress produced another revision: “The provisions
of this title shall apply to aliens being free white per-
sons, and to aliens of African nativity, and to persons
of African descent.” The omission was not, in fact,
inadvertent at all.

Indeed, Sawyer noted within his opinion that
Radical Republicans like Senator Charles Sumner of
Massachusetts had insisted that naturalization ought
to be possible for all immigrants, irrespective of race.
He saw no problem of allowing Chinese American
citizens to be naturalized. His opponents from the
West, however, had sponsored editorials and cartoons
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in response, depicting Chinese men as legislators
and judges and governors, thus raising the specter
of Americans “ruled by Chinese.” Senator Jackson
Morton of Florida warned his colleagues not to allow
“a possible immigration of many millions, involving
another civilization[,] involving labor problems that
no intellect can solve without study and time.” Sumner
lost. Sawyer concluded: “It is clear, from these pro-
ceedings that congress retained the word ‘white’ in
the naturalization laws for the sole purpose of exclud-
ing the Chinese from the right of naturalization.”

There were other reasons for the judge’s decision
beyond congressional intent. The leading dictionaries
that defined “race” and racial groupings had the
Chinese under “Mongolian,” not “Caucasian.” In
terms of color, the Chinese were not white either,
according to leading anthropologists. The judge rea-
soned: “In popular language, in literature, nor in scien-
tific nomenclature, do we ordinarily, if ever, find the
words ‘white person’ used in a sense so comprehen-
sive as to include an individual of the Mongolian
race.” Therefore: “The petition must be denied.”

The practice of denying the privilege of naturaliza-
tion to Chinese immigrants survived until 1943, when
Congress revoked formally both the Chinese Exclu-
sion Act and the bar against naturalization. By then,
the United States and Nationalist China had formed
an alliance against the Empire of Japan during World
War II, and so both rules proved politically embarrass-
ing. Still, up until that time, the principle had been
extended to deny immigrants from Asia, including
Japan, Korea, India, and the Philippines, the same
privilege. Ah Yup became an important precedent in
the federal courts, cited often to support the idea that
Asians should be regarded as “aliens ineligible for cit-
izenship.”

John S. W. Park

See also People v. Hall (1854); Workingmen’s Parties
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Ahn, Philip (1905-1978)

As one of the first Korean Americans born in the
continental United States, Philip Ahn is today best
remembered as a pioneering character actor in Holly-
wood motion pictures, someone who played a number
of Japanese “heavies” in World War II films before
being cast as the wizened guru Master Kan in the cult
TV show Kung Fu (1972-1975). Born to Korean
immigrant parents on March 29, 1905, Ahn would
grow to be a prolific Asian American actor who por-
trayed a diverse cross-section of roles in over 200 films
and television programs from The Good Earth (1937)
and Love Is a Many-Splendored Thing (1955) to
Bonanza (1950-1973) and M*A*S*H (1972-1983).
His father, Ahn Chang Ho (a.k.a. “Dosan’), was
not only an anticolonial revolutionary, statesman,

____________

s

Korean American actor Philip Ahn, 1940s. (Photofest)

reformer, educator, and writer, but also a leader of the
first Korean immigration wave to hit American shores.
Before making a name for himself in the American
film industry, Dosan’s eldest son Philip became a
leader of the second generation community based in
Southern California, organizing the first Korean
American youth group (Ipal or Two-Eight Club) and
supervising assimilation and social activities of
immigrant children during the 1920s. As a teenager
growing up in Los Angeles, Ahn began to demonstrate
his talent in drama and public persuasion, gifts that he
inherited from Dosan, a bell-toned orator who gave
many emotive, patriotic speeches in Korea, the United
States, Mexico, Manchuria, and China. Young Ahn
honed his acting chops in school and church plays. It
was Philip’s childhood friend and neighbor Anna
May Wong who first introduced him to the world of
professional acting. The high schooler was spotted by
silent screen legend Douglas Fairbanks, Sr. when he
accompanied Anna May to the set of The Thief
of Baghdad (1924), a film in which the Chinese
American actress settled into the role of a Mongolian
slave girl. Fairbanks, Sr. gave Ahn a screen test and
offered him a minor role. Flushed with pride, Philip
hurried home to deliver the good news only to encoun-
ter the fierce disapproval of his Korean mother, Helen
Lee, who said, “No son of mine is going to get mixed
up with those awful people.”

A few years later, in 1935, she was forced to relent
when Philip got his second lucky break. As a sopho-
more majoring in Foreign Commerce at USC, Ahn
applied at Paramount Studios for a part-time position
in college football pictures, for which many USC ath-
letes and students were hired as extras. Instead of an
extra’s role, Philip was given a chance to audition for
director Lewis Milestone, who was searching for a
Chinese comedian to appear in a Bing Crosby musical
titled Anything Goes (1936). After hearing the
American-born Korean’s immaculate delivery of the
English dialogue, Milestone turned him down, saying
he was looking for a pidgin English speaker. On his
way out, a flash of inspiration shot through Philip’s
mind. He sauntered back to Milestone’s desk to inform
him: “You like ... aligh. You no likee me ... aligh.
Me no care. Hip sabee? Me go school ... aligh.” The
director broke into laughter and said, “Okay ... the
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part’s yours!” The following year, 1936, saw Philip
Ahn appear in five films, playing supporting roles
opposite Hollywood’s top stars, such as Gary Cooper,
Mae West, and Shirley Temple. Ahn’s early career
was peppered with dynamic supporting roles, and his
prewar heyday culminated with two roles as a romantic
lead opposite Anna May Wong in the Paramount B
pictures Daughter of Shanghai (1937) and King of
Chinatown (1939).

In Daughter of Shanghai, Ahn dismantled Oriental
stereotypes by playing an FBI agent who helps
Wong’s character solve a murder case. Their charac-
ters emerge as a romantic couple in the film’s final
scene. Two years later, the screen duo reunited in King
of Chinatown, a gangster film set in San Francisco’s
Chinatown, in which Ahn plays a lawyer who romanti-
cally pursues Wong’s character, a medical doctor. Fan
magazine discourse further solidified the myth of an
idealized Hollywood Oriental couple by promoting
an unverifiable, offscreen romantic union between the
two Asian American performers. Wong’s response to
this rumor was, “It would be like marrying my brother.”
Neither Ahn nor Wong ever married and both were
rumored to be gay, although ethnic newspapers often
interpreted Ahn’s bachelorhood as the result of his
fatherly responsibility to younger siblings as well as his
Korean-style piety to the mother, with whom he lived
until her death in 1969, only nine years before he suc-
cumbed to a fatal bout with lung cancer.

Daughter of Shanghai and King of Chinatown
represent the only romantic lead roles Ahn played
among the 100-odd titles in his filmography. As
Hollywood realigned its representational modes with
the public consensus of “yellow peril” in the wake of
the Pearl Harbor attacks and U.S. involvement in
World War II, Ahn became increasingly mobilized as
a Japanese impersonator (in lieu of Japanese American
actors facing internment). He earned such appellations
as “the man we love to hate” or “leering yellow mon-
ster” when appearing in a number of anti-Japanese
propaganda films, including Behind the Rising Sun
(1943), The Purple Heart (1944), Back to Bataan
(1945), and Blood on the Sun (1945).

Away from the camera, Philip Ahn sought to
bridge the United States and South Korea in political,
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diplomatic, and cultural spheres. In May 1962, in rec-
ognition of his civic contributions, Ahn was installed
as honorary mayor of Panorama City in the San Fer-
nando Valley, a post he kept until his death. There,
he helped his sister Soorah open an upscale Cantonese
restaurant in 1954, which would prosper over the next
three decades as the famous “Phil Ahn’s Moongate.”
Between his dual career as a movie and television actor
and as a successful restaurateur, Ahn actively worked
as a spokesperson of the Korean American community
and as a mediator between Korean politicians,
diplomats, and businessmen and their American
counterparts. In 1969, when Los Angeles was under
the governance of his friend Mayor Sam Yorty, Ahn
significantly contributed to establishing the Los
Angeles-Busan sister city affiliation, a program for
which he served as chairman.

As a token of esteem for this overlooked Asian
American screen icon, the City of Los Angeles under
Mayor Tom Bradley proclaimed November 14,
1984, as “Philip Ahn Day” or “Korean Day,” and post-
humously honored the actor with a star on the Holly-
wood Walk of Fame. Among his contemporary actors
of Asian descent, only Anna May Wong and Keye
Luke have received similar honors.

Hye Seung Chung

See also Hollywood, Asian Americans in; Indians in
American TV and Film; Wong, Anna May
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Ahn Chang Ho (1878-1938)

Ahn Chang Ho was one of the most significant figures
in Korea’s independence movement during the period
of Japanese annexation. He traveled extensively across
the world, leading and organizing an international net-
work of underground activities working toward the lib-
eration of his country. He was one of the earliest
leaders of the Korean American community. Ahn was
driven by a lifelong passion for achieving national
freedom, which was undeterred by repeated persecu-
tion and imprisonment. This shaped his legacy as a
practitioner of democracy committed to the practice
of constitutional self-government as a means of over-
coming colonial oppression.

Ahn was born October 11, 1878, in what is now
South Pyongyang, North Korea. His father was a
scholar and farmer who taught at the village school
(seodang) before his death when Ahn was eight. Ahn
studied Chinese classics until he moved to Seoul at
the age of 16. There he attended the Underwood
School (Gusae Hakdang), a missionary-sponsored
institution run by Horace G. Underwood and Reverend
F. S. Miller. Ahn remained at the school for four years,
over the course of which he was taught English by
Underwood, exposed to Westernized education, as
well as becoming a teacher and a Christian.

In Seoul, Ahn was also exposed to political ideol-
ogy and practices of supporting self-governing democ-
racy after becoming acquainted with Seo Jaepil, a
prominent reformist. Seo introduced Ahn to the
Independence Club, an organization he had founded
and that was comprised of reformists and activists
working toward their vision of an independent Korea.

Ahn began mobilizing politically at an early age.
Throughout his lifetime, Ahn’s simultaneous visibility
in the public eye as a spiritual leader and invisibility as
an underground activist resulted in a legacy defined by
complexity and often mystery. He was known to be a
gifted orator who could rally the masses by making
nationalist ideology and methodology accessible to
the public. However, deeply interested in philosophy
and education, Ahn was also known to be an intellec-
tual who wrote and drafted countless constitutions for
the various organizations and underground associa-
tions he established. His grassroots efforts across Asia

and the United States ultimately played a crucial role
in consolidating the Korean Provisional Government
in 1919. Ahn is remembered in history for a multitude
of identities and achievements including a pioneering
democrat, revolutionary in exile, military strategist,
grassroots organizer, reformist educator, and writer of
not only constitutions but patriotic songs (he is
believed to have contributed to the national anthem).

In 1902, a time when few Koreans were migrating
internationally, Ahn traveled to the United States with
his wife Helen Lee. He left with the intentions of fur-
thering his education in theology and education; how-
ever, after witnessing two Korean merchants fight
upon his arrival in America, he decided to continue
his activist efforts as well. Ahn and his wife moved to
Riverside, California, where he took evening classes
to study the Bible and English at a Methodist church
in Los Angeles. His initial community-organizing
efforts included running an employment agency plac-
ing Korean workers in orchards, an activity in which
he sometimes participated himself.

Ahn went on to found the United Korean Associa-
tion (Kongnip hyophoe) in 1905, which mobilized
Koreans in the United States. He wrote a democratic
constitution for the organization by applying his
knowledge of the American constitution. This docu-
ment was the beginning of a series of constitutions
Ahn would draft, which would often describe in detail
a system of separation of powers and checks and
balances.

In 1907, Ahn returned to Korea, where he foun-
ded the New People Society (Sinminhoe), an under-
ground revolutionary organization that also worked
toward strengthening the transnational relationship
between Korean Americans and Koreans. Up until
Japan’s annexation of Korea in 1910, Ahn worked
toward establishing branches of the Korean National
Association (Kungminhoe), a self-governing organiza-
tion supporting Korean independence in Russia,
Manchuria, and China, as well as strengthening grass-
roots efforts in America.

After the annexation, Ahn focused his energy on
what would eventually become the Provisional
Government of the Republic of Korea—a government
in exile in Shanghai, China. He traveled across Asia
and the United States mobilizing Korean National



Association branches and establishing a network of
independence activists that began to operate as the cen-
tral body of the Provisional Government. In 1913 he
created “Hungsadan,” a leadership-training society, in
San Francisco, California; later on he would also
establish the National Representatives of Congress in
1923 and the Korean Independence Party in 1929.
For every organization Ahn mobilized, he wrote a
commensurate constitution rooted in his core political
beliefs emphasizing self-governance and democracy.

The Provisional Government of the Republic
of Korea was officially formed in Shanghai in
August 1919 in the aftermath of the March First Move-
ment in Korea where massive demonstrations pro-
tested Japanese colonial rule; it consolidated three
smaller bodies of government in exile in Vladivostok,
Seoul, and Shanghai. Ahn accepted the position of
chief of the Bureau of Labor and drafted the Provi-
sional Constitution of the Republic of Korea. This
constitution delineated a presidential system with three
branches of government, was comprised of 8 chapters
and 58 articles; it was passed by the Provisional
Assembly on September 11, 1919.

Ahn, however, was also vested in militant efforts
and had a specific agenda for waging a war of indepen-
dence. As he traveled from Russia, Manchuria, and to
China, Ahn was uniting scattered Korean military
groups in systematic preparation for waging a war of
independence. Not only did he support democratic
government as a means of ending anticolonial strug-
gle, but he also worked toward military unification,
formulating military policy and rules, organizing and
training leaders, and forming alliances among groups.

Given his activities, it is no surprise that Ahn was
closely acquainted with other prominent nationalists
including Ahn Jung-gun, Kim Ku, Yi Dong-hwi, Yeo
Un-hyong, and Seo Jaepil. In 1926, he returned to
Korea where he was continuously arrested and impris-
oned by the Japanese authorities—first in connection
with Ahn Jung-gun’s assassination of the Japanese
Resident General of Korea Ito Hirobumi. In 1937, he
was arrested one final time; in poor health, he was
released on bail and transferred to the Kyungsung Uni-
versity hospital where he died on March 10, 1938.

Hyein Lee
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See also Korean Independence Movement in the
United States; Korean National Association (KNA)

References

Cummings, Bruce. 2005. Korea’s Place in the Sun. New
York: W.W. Norton.

Eckert, Carter J. 1991. Korea, Old and New: A History.
Seoul: Ilchokak Publishers.

Lee, Gwang Su. 2005. Dosan Ahn Chang Ho. Seoul: Hung
Sa Dahn.

Aikido in America

Aikido is a Japanese martial art that is practiced in the
United States and throughout the world. It is primarily
a complementary and defensive style of combat that
uses an attacker’s own energy to dispel an oncoming
attack. In practice, it is about learning to blend and
work together with one’s opponent for reciprocal ben-
efits. The word Aikido loosely translates to “the way of
harmony and spirit.” Physical strength and size are not
integral to the practice of Aikido, thus it can be per-
formed and effectively used by almost everyone. The
throws and falls that are common in Aikido practice
can be executed by students of almost any size or
weight as they are based on being centered and
grounded and emphasize hip rotation, motion, and get-
ting off of the line of attack. Aikido differs from many
other martial arts in that it is almost exclusively used
for practice, functional application, mental and physi-
cal benefits, and is not a competitive art/sport.

Aikido was created by Morihei Ueshiba (1883—
1969) who is also known as O-Sensei (great teacher).
Aikido was born out of Ueshiba’s training in the older
art of Daito-Ryu Aiki Jujitsu, his proficiency with multi-
ple weapons, and spiritual beliefs that focused on being
harmonious and being one with the surrounding uni-
verse. It is an early mixed martial art form with diverse
roots. Aikido is thus not only an empty hand style of
combat and self-defense, it also combines the use of joint
locks, nerve manipulation, and weapons including the jo
(wooden stick), bokken (wooden sword), and tanto
(wooden knife). The use of breath, meditation, and
mind-body awareness are also vital to the art.
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Aikido was first brought to the continental United
States and the territory of Hawaii in 1953. The first
Aikido dojo outside of Japan was established in
Honolulu, Hawaii and is still in use seven days a week.
Though there are Aikido dojos throughout the United
States, the art is especially popular in the Hawaiian
Islands perhaps because of the large local Japanese
population and its close ties to Japan.

Currently, there are several styles of Aikido that
are practiced and passed down. One of the primary
motivators for multiple styles emerging was a conflict
that occurred after O-Sensei’s death between his son,
Kisshomaru Ueshiba, and one of his students, Koichi
Tohei. The younger Ueshiba continued to teach his
father’s style whereas Tohei founded a new style with
a differing governing organization. Today, the most
common forms of Aikido practiced include Aikikai
(Ueshiba’s traditional style), Ki Aikido (which derived
from Tohei), and Iwama style that merged from
Kisshomaru Ueshiba’s student, Morihiro Saito. Many
high-ranking Sensei teaching in the United States
today are only two generations removed from the
founder.

Twenty-first-century Aikido in America adheres to
many of the traditions that were in use when it was first
brought over from Japan over 60 years ago. Students
begin as white belts and over the course of several
years take promotional tests (kyu tests) to achieve the
rank of Shodan (1st degree black belt). Shodan is re-
ally the beginning of the students’ own personal train-
ing where they begin to merge their years of Aikido
education with their own understanding of the practice.
There are several degrees of black belts that are
awarded and each additional degree requires years of
training. Unlike many martial arts where a student
can accumulate ranks and belts in a relatively short
period, Aikido is known for being an art where promo-
tions are given at a slower rate and students must prac-
tice for a longer period between each belt.

Advancement in Aikido requires a student to be
conversant in the Japanese language as tests are given
in Japanese. Students must also have a firm grasp of
dojo etiquette. Aikido has no preference for age, gen-
der, culture, ethnicity, or nationality but it adheres
strongly to respect for rank. Junior students are
expected to take direction from senior students and all

dojo members are expected to follow instruction from
their Sensei.

Aikido is sometimes criticized for being too com-
plementary and thus not brutal or effective enough as
a fighting art. However, as students progress, they are
expected to be able to execute techniques at a faster
pace and to fend off multiple attackers and attackers
brandishing weapons. Though Aikido is a noncom-
petitive martial art, many of its forms have the poten-
tial to cause serious to fatal injuries. A competitive
form of the art would require eliminating many of the
techniques.

Valerie Lo

See also Taeckwondo in America
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Akaka, Daniel K. (1924-)

Daniel Akaka was a Democrat U.S. Senator from
Hawaii, serving in that office between 1990 and
2013. Akaka is also the first senator in the United
States of native Hawaiian ancestry, as well as the only
Chinese American member currently in the Senate.
Daniel Akaka was born Daniel Kahikina Akaka on
September 11, 1924, in Honolulu, Hawaii. Upon
graduation from high school, Akaka enlisted in the
army and served with the U.S. Corps of Engineers
during World War II. His military service extended
between 1943 and 1947 in places among Saipan and
Tinian. After the war, Akaka studied at the University
of Hawaii and received a bachelor of education in
1952. Before becoming a member of the U.S. House
of Representatives in 1976, Akaka was first and fore-
most an educator. He worked as a high school teacher,
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vice-principal, principal, and chief program planner for
the Department of Education in the state of Hawaii. He
also received a Master of Education from the Univer-
sity of Hawaii in 1966.

After working in the Hawaii office of economic
opportunity and as special assistant for human
resources in the office of the governor George
Ariyoshi, Akaka ran for the House seat from Hawaii’s
second district and was elected into office in 1976. For
the next 14 years, Akaka would win six consecutive
House elections, extending his term as House
representative from 1976 to 1990.

In 1990, Akaka was appointed by Governor John
Waihee to the Senate to temporarily fill in for Senator
Masayuki “Spark™ Matsunaga, who had passed away
in April of that year. Akaka was sworn into office
on May 16, 1990. Later that year in November,
Akaka won the special election to serve out Senator
Matsunaga’s remaining term (4 years) and has sub-
sequently won all other Senatorial races since then
(1996, 2002, and 2008). He left office in early 2013.

As a Senate, Akaka served on a number of com-
mittees, including the Veterans’ Affairs Committee,
the Homeland Security and Governmental Affairs
Committee, the Armed Services Committee, the Indian
Affairs Committee, and the Banking, Housing, and
Urban Affairs Committee. Senator Akaka also has
extensive memberships in various caucuses, including
but not limited to the Congressional Asian Pacific
American Caucus and the Senate Army Caucus.

A World War II veteran himself, Senator Akaka
(along with Senator Daniel Inouye, also of Hawaii) is a
firm supporter of benefits for Filipino veterans, who
had fought under U.S. military command, but had not
received compensation for their work and dedication.
Sponsored by Senator Akaka, the Filipino veterans com-
pensation bill never made it out of the 110th Congress,
although the Veterans Benefits Enhancement Act of
2007 passed in both the Senate and the House. Ironi-
cally, benefit provisions for Filipino veterans would not
materialize until the inclusion of the provisions within
the Stimulus Bill. Along with the Stimulus Bill, benefit
for Filipino veterans was signed into law on February 17,
2009 by President Barack Obama.

Another noteworthy issue that Senator Akaka
championed is sovereign rights for native Hawaiians.

Alexander, Meena | 15

Since 2000, Akaka has endorsed and introduced vari-
ous forms of a bill that would secure these rights for
native Hawaiians. In the 111th Congress, Senator
Akaka, along with Senator Daniel Inouye, introduced
the Native Hawaiian Government Reorganization Act
of 2009, commonly referred to as the Akaka Bill. The
bill was endorsed by a Congressional House Commit-
tee and the Senate Indian Affairs Committee in
December 2009.

A lifelong public servant, Daniel Akaka is not
only one of the few Asian Americans that have
ever served in Congress; he had been in office for
over 30 years. During which time, he received many
awards and was honored by various organizations
such as the Vietnam Veterans of America, the State
of Hawaii, and the University of Hawaii Alumni
Association.

Jeanette Yih Harvie

See also Inouye, Daniel K.; Matsunaga, Masayuki
“Spark”; Political Representation
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Alexander, Meena (1951-)

Meena Alexander is an internationally acclaimed
writer, poet, and scholar. She is a Distinguished
Professor of English and a teacher of Creative Writing
at Hunter College and the Graduate Center of City
University of New York. Her areas of interest and
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expertise include poetry, aesthetics, and poetics in
transnational and Asian American literature, gender
and identity, and migration narratives. She has pub-
lished several volumes of poetry and also is the author
of memoir, fiction, a collection of personal essays and
a critical study of English Romanticism.

Meena Alexander was born in Allahabad, India
and raised in India and Sudan. She has a BA in English
and French from University of Khartoum in 1969 and
an MA and PhD in English in 1973 from Nottingham
University in England.

Meena Alexander’s multiple collections of poetry
include llliterate Heart (winner of the 2002 PEN Open
Book Award), Raw Silk (2004), and Quickly Changing
River (2008). She is also the editor of the Everyman
Library’s Indian Love Poems (2005). She has written
the acclaimed memoir, Fault Lines (picked by Publish-
ers Weekly as one of the best books of the year in
1993) as well as two novels, one of which is Nampally
Road (1991). She has published two collections of writ-
ings that include short stories, personal essays, and
poetry entitled The Shock of Arrival (1996) and the Poet-
ics of Dislocation (University of Michigan Poets on
Poetry series, 2009). She has two academic studies that
include Women in Romanticism. A book of essays on
her work has recently appeared: Passage to Manhattan:
Critical Essays on Meena Alexander (2009).

She has been the recipient of multiple awards and
honors for her work, including the 2009 Distinguished
Achievement Award in Literature from the South
Asian Literary Association (an organization allied to
the Modern Languages Association) for contributions
to American literature.

Alexander’s works are widely used in women and
gender studies, Asian American Studies, studies of
poetry, and the study of the South Asian diaspora.
Her work in the genres of poetry and memoir explores
the bridges and boundaries of creative expression. In
her memoir, Fault Lines, she interrogates her role as
an author with multiple affiliations and identities:
“I am a poet writing in America. But [am I an] American
poet? ... An Asian-American poet then? ... A woman
poet, a woman poet of color, a South Indian
woman who makes up lines in English ... A Third
World woman poet ...?” (193) Meena Alexander’s
work is marked by her ongoing commitment to address

and question the legacy of colonialism and its
continuing effects in the era of decolonization and
globalization in both transnational and American
contexts.

Shilpa S. Davé
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Ali, Agha Shahid (1949-2001)

Agha Shahid Ali was a diasporic Kashmiri poet and
professor. Ali penned several volumes of poetry in
English and was known for his vast array of literary
influences. Ali was mostly raised between Kashmir
and Delhi but spent a few years in the United States
as a youth when his parents were completing educa-
tional work abroad. After coming to the United States
for college, Ali spent the rest of his adult life in the
United States. As a creative writing professor, Ali held
positions in various institutions including University
of Massachusetts, Amherst, University of Utah, and
New York University. Before his death from cancer
in 2001 at the young age of 52, he had published sev-
eral collections of original poetry, translations of Urdu
poet Faiz Ahmed Faiz, and compilations of English
language ghazals by a myriad of writers.

Notably, he popularized English-language experi-
mentations with the ghazal format, borrowing from a
tradition of Urdu poetry based on a series of couplets.
In 2000, he published Ravishing DisUnities: Real
Ghazals in English, a collection of work from various
U.S.-based authors showcasing this fusion aesthetic.
Yet, he did not exclusively write in this style; many
of his edited collections contain ghazals alongside
numerous other poetic styles.

The importance of Urdu poetry on his work,
however, cannot be understated; one of Ali’s most
enduring influences was the Urdu poet Faiz Ahmed
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Faiz whose work Ali translated in The Rebel’s Silhou-
ette (1991). Though Ali had pioneered English-
language ghazals, he translated Faiz in a lyrical free
verse to capture the spirit of Faiz’s poetic impulse.
His choice to abandon this structure has remained con-
troversial within literary circles, even though Ali
included both the English and the original Urdu in his
book. His translations remain some of the most widely
circulated within the English-speaking world. This
compilation reflects Faiz’s politically left worldview,
including poems written when he was a political pris-
oner in Pakistan and his well-known composition
“Do Not Ask Me for that Love Again,” which narrated
his story of political disillusionment.

Thematically, Ali’s own work explored the tex-
tured experiences of diaspora. An early collection,
Half-Inch Himalayas (1987), contains the seminal
eponymous poem, a short musing on seeing the Hima-
layas shrunk to fit the picture postcard sent to him from
Kashmir. In The Nostalgist Map of America (1991),
Ali poetically explored the social and cultural geogra-
phy of the United States, poetically narrating a road
trip he had taken from one coast to another. Within
both of these compilations, Ali mobilized a diverse
set of literary references—from classic English writers
to Iranian poets. Although Ali wrote specifically from
within a Kashmiri diaspora, these references created a
historical texture that made palpable the interlinkages
between different experiences of displacement and
loss. His ability to cull together these distinct literary
traditions brought him recognition within the field of
creative writing.

Ali’s most lasting legacy, however, has been his
work that examined the conflict in Kashmir. Violence
erupted in Kashmir in 1989 after years of discontent
between Kashmiris who claimed they had been sys-
tematically disenfranchised by the Indian government.
These uprisings and his stunted ability to travel back to
(or receive news from) his homeland inspired the
poems that became his collection The Country Without
a Post Office (1997). The poems in this collection are
not documentary, per se—they do not attempt to pro-
vide a factual account of the insurgency. However,
they do utilize fragments of stories (his own and
others’) to narrate vignettes of life under occupation.
The poems grapple with the brutal effects of state
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violence on a myriad of levels. Some, like “I see Kash-
mir from New Delhi at Midnight,” reflect on the Indian
army’s tactics of torture in the infamous Papa II inter-
rogation centers. Others, like “Dear Shahid,” conjure
the image of the central post office in Kashmir in total
disarray—hundreds of letters littered everywhere, nei-
ther coming nor going. Yet, even Post Office does not
candidly express support for any particular political
configuration. He instead opted to explore the multiple
dimensions of human suffering and loss that itself
made a political intervention without explicitly under-
girding any party position. At the time of publication,
Kashmir conflict was continually framed in the
popular press as stemming from an essential conflict
between Hindus and Muslims. In poems like
“Farewell,” Ali intervened in these false binaries by
evoking how traditions of Kashmiri Shavisim and
Sufism were deeply interwoven. In doing so, he also
articulated a set of concerns that were specifically
Kashmiri, and not simply leftover conflict from India
and Pakistan’s bloody partition at the end of British
colonialism.

In the years since his passing, Agha Shahid Ali’s
significance to a transnational South Asian diasporic
imaginary has only grown. His posthumous collection
Rooms Are Never Finished (2002) meditated on the
death of his mother from brain cancer (the same dis-
ease that would kill him a few short years later) and
the journey back to Kashmir with her body. After Ali’s
own passing, Amitav Ghosh wrote a well-circulated
epitaph “The Ghat of the Only World,” that was pub-
lished in numerous locations, including the Journal of
Urdu Studies. Numerous writers have paid homage to
Ali’s writings on violence, memory, and affect in their
own work on Kashmir. Mirza Waheed and Salman
Rushdie both open their respective novels (The Col-
laborator [2011], and Shalimar the Clown [2006])
with quotes from The Country Without a Post Office.
In his memoir on growing up in Kashmir, Basharat
Peer also refers to Post Office, using Agha’s poetry to
begin a chapter on memories of torture in the infamous
Papa-2 interrogation center. Although most of Ali’s
impact has been in English-medium audience, his in-
fluence has not been exclusively so; in 2002 Srinagar-
based poet Shafi Shauq translated Post Office into a
Kashmiri-language collection of his work entitled
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Zuv Chhum Bramaan. From within a small but grow-

ing literary tradition that emerged since the Kashmir

conflict began, Ali’s work has become canonical.
Anjali Nath
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Ali, Sagib (1975-)

Saqib Ali is a software engineer and former state del-
egate in the Maryland House of Delegates. Between
2007 and 2011, Ali represented the 39th District,
which includes Montgomery County. Though he does
not consider his Muslim faith to be a defining factor
in his political beliefs, he was the state of Maryland’s
first Muslim elected official.

Saqib Ali was born on January 21, 1975, in
Chicago, Illinois. His parents are from India and
Pakistan, and he identifies as Pakistani American. Ali
studied computer science and earned a bachelor’s
degree in 1995, and a master’s degree in 2001, both
from the University of Maryland at College Park.

Ali recalls hearing his family members debating
over political issues, but not being involved through
voting or other forms of local community engagement.
Post 9/11, he wanted to break through the hesitance to
become involved in political matters that he sensed in
other Muslim Americans. In 2003 and 2004, Ali vol-
unteered as a legislative coordinator for the Howard
Dean presidential campaign. He worked full-time for
Congressman Chris Van Hollen’s reelection campaign
in 2004, which he supported largely because of Van
Hollen’s strong opposition to the Iraq War.

In 2006, Ali ran for the 39th District seat in the
Maryland House of Delegates on a platform emphasiz-
ing health care access, education funding, and civil
rights and civil liberties. Being a political newcomer,

this may have worked in his favor. Senator Patrick J.
Hogan and Delegates Nancy J. King and Charles E.
Barkley dropped incumbent Delegate Joan F. Stern
from their Democratic slate in the primary elections.
Saqib won an upset by getting more votes than Stern
in the primary and went on to win a seat in the general
election. Though Ali did not draw on religion as an
issue or cite links between his religion and his political
views, at least one individual protested his candidacy
with signs making derogatory comments about his
faith outside of Ali’s home and his campaign head-
quarters. In the same year, Kumar P. Barve was elected
to represent the 17th District, which made Maryland
the first state to have two South Asian legislators.

Ali served in the House of Delegates from 2007 to
2011, during which time he was a member of the Envi-
ronmental Matters Committee, the Washington Subur-
ban Sanitary Commission Matters Committee, and the
Montgomery County Delegation. A self-described
progressive, Ali’s support for gay marriage cost him
the backing of some, including that of a friend who
refused to continue hosting his campaign website
because of this position.

In 2010, Ali ran for State Senate against incumbent
Senator Nancy King. King’s campaign sent out six neg-
ative mailers targeting Ali, including one that accused
Ali of receiving money from special interest groups.
Ali criticized the mailer for containing a photo in which
his entire image, including his skin and facial features,
appeared to have been darkened. Though King’s cam-
paign claimed that the photo had not been intentionally
darkened, other neutral observers argued that King’s
campaign had also displayed racial insensitivity in other
instances. Ali lost to King by a narrow margin.

In 2012, Ali ran for the District 2 seat in the Mont-
gomery County Board of Education, but did not
advance past the primaries. He lives in Gaithersburg,
Maryland, with his wife, Susan, and two daughters,
Sofia and Sascha.

Katie Furuyama

See also Political Representation
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Alien Land Laws

The term, “alien land laws,” is actually a misnomer.
These laws should more properly be called antialien
land laws because their main purpose was to deny cer-
tain aliens—those deemed “ineligible to [sic] citizen-
ship”—the right to purchase, transfer, lease, or
control agricultural land. “Ineligible” persons referred
to immigrants born in Asian countries who were not
allowed to become U.S. citizens through naturaliza-
tion. These laws, passed in California in 1913 and
1920 and amended in 1923 and 1927; in Arizona in
1917; in Washington, Texas, and Louisiana in 1921;
in New Mexico in 1922; in Oregon, Idaho, and Mon-
tana in 1923; in Kansas and Arkansas in 1925; in
Washington (for the second time) in 1937; in Missouri
in 1939; in Nebraska, Utah, Wyoming, and Arkansas
(for the second time) in 1943; and in Minnesota and
Oregon (for the second time) in 1945, were not tar-
geted simply at alien landownership per se. Rather,
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by depriving Japanese immigrants of the right to own
or lease agricultural land, the laws aimed to keep Issei
(first-generation Japanese immigrants) as mere farm
laborers—a status they were trying to transcend by
leasing land as tenant farmers or even buying land for
farms of their own. Anti-Japanese individuals and
groups thought that by making the Issei’s lives as diffi-
cult as possible, the immigrants would sooner or later
leave California and other states with significant num-
bers of Issei farmers. The laws were part and parcel
of a multifaceted anti-Japanese movement that
spanned the first half of the twentieth century, culmi-
nating in the incarceration of both Issei and Nisei,
their U.S.-born children living in California,
Oregon, Washington, and a section of Arizona during
World War II. By enacting these anti-alien land laws,
California, in particular, and the federal government
engaged in a power struggle that played out within a
larger context in which the United States and Japan,
two militarily ascendant nations both eager to build
empires, competed for hegemony across the Pacific.
The competition ended only after Japan was defeated at
the end of World War II.

Because “eligibility” or “ineligibility” for U.S.
naturalized citizenship underpinned the classification
of aliens into several categories, a quick review of
U.S. naturalization laws is necessary before discussing
the antialien land laws themselves. In 1790 Congress
passed the first naturalization law to allow “free, white
persons” born in foreign countries who had resided in
the United States for at least two years to become natu-
ralized citizens. A 1795 law increased the required
period of residency to five years. In the aftermath of
the Civil War, the 1868 Fourteenth Amendment
declared that all children born in the United States, as
well as all foreign-born persons who had been natural-
ized, were U.S. citizens. The 1870 Naturalization Law
made it possible for persons of African nativity or
descent to also become citizens but neither the Four-
teenth Amendment nor the 1870 law mentioned Asian
immigrants—an omission that left their status indeter-
minate. In 1878 the U.S. Ninth Circuit Court of
Appeals ruled on the first “racial prerequisite” case
heard in the United States when it decided that Ah
Yup, a Chinese “of the Mongolian race,” who had peti-
tioned to become a naturalized citizen, was neither a
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white nor a black person and hence was not eligible for
naturalized citizenship. The 1882 Chinese Exclusion
Act reiterated that Chinese did not enjoy the right of
naturalization.

Two subsequent California cases, In re Hong Yen
Chang decided in 1890 and In re Gee Hop decided in
1895, revealed clearly that the question of whether
Asians had the right to become naturalized U.S. citi-
zens was full of ambiguities. An article entitled “Natu-
ralizing a Chinaman” published in the New York Times
on November 19, 1887 reported that Hong Yen Chang
was a graduate of Columbia University’s Law School.
In November 1887 the three men who examined him
during his bar examination unanimously recom-
mended that he be admitted to the New York bar.
However, two justices in the New York Supreme
Court decided he could not be admitted to the bar
because he was not a U.S. citizen. The justices were
unaware that a special bill had been introduced and
passed in the New York state legislature just a week ear-
lier to grant him a certificate of naturalization. After this
information became known, the New York State Bar
issued him a license to practice law in that state. How-
ever, three years later when he applied for a license to
practice law in California, the California Supreme Court
ruled that “a person of Mongolian nativity is not entitled
to naturalization under the laws of the United States and
a certificate showing the naturalization of such person by
the judgment of any court is void, and cannot entitle him
to admission to practice as an attorney in this state; nor
will his license to practice in all the courts of the state
of New York, issued by the supreme court of that state,
avail such applicant” because the documents he pos-
sessed had been given to him in violation of the 1882
Chinese Exclusion Law.

In the second case involving a cancellation of citi-
zenship for a Chinese, Gee Hop had been granted natu-
ralized citizenship in 1890 and had obtained a U.S.
passport before he left to visit China. Upon his return
to the United States in 1895, he was not allowed to dis-
embark from the ship he was on. So he filed a writ of
habeas corpus to secure his release. The judge who
heard his case decided that both his certificate of natu-
ralization and his passport were “facially void”
because, as a Chinese, he should never have been
given those documents in the first place.

The Chinese did win one victory, however, and it
was an important one. The 1898 U.S. Supreme Court
decision, United States v. Wong Kim Ark, affirmed that
children of Chinese ancestry born in the United States
were U.S. citizens, regardless of what their parents’
citizenship status might be. That landmark decision
upheld the principle that U.S. citizenship is based on
Jjus soli (“right of soil,” which means that a person’s
citizenship or nationality is determined according to
what country he or she is born in), and not jus san-
guinis (“right of blood,” under which citizenship or
nationality is based on the citizenship of an individ-
ual’s father).

The right of immigrant Japanese to be naturalized
was first considered during the last decade of the nine-
teenth century and the first decade of the twentieth. In
an 1894 case, In re Saito, heard in the U.S. First Circuit
Court in Massachusetts, the justices declared that
Japanese were “Mongolians” and that “the intent
of Congress” was to exclude all races except the
Caucasian white race from naturalized citizenship.
Two cases involving Japanese heard in Washington
State, In re Yamashita in 1902 and In re Buntaro
Kumagai in 1908, as well as a 1910 case considered
by the U.S. Fourth Circuit Court in Virginia, Bessho
v. United States, likewise declared Japanese ineligible
for naturalized citizenship.

Takuji Yamashita came to the United States as a
teenager, attended Tacoma High School, and gradu-
ated after only two years of study. In 1902 he gradu-
ated from the University of Washington’s Law
School and passed his bar examination with distinc-
tion. He applied for a license to practice law but was
told that he could not get a license because only U.S.
citizens could be admitted to the bar. Yamashita
appealed to the Washington Supreme Court, acting as
his own lawyer. Although the justices praised the brief
he had submitted as a document of “solid professional
quality” that contained legal arguments that were
“quite original,” they decided that because he was a
person of “the Japanese race” he was not eligible to
become a naturalized citizen. He fearlessly told the jus-
tices that denying him that right contradicted the val-
ues “of the most enlightened and liberty-loving nation
of them all.” Two decades later Yamashita and Charles
Kono formed a corporation, the Japanese Real Estate



Holding Company, and tried to file articles of incorpo-
ration for the company in an attempt to challenge
Washington State’s 1921 Alien Land Law (discussed
below). When Washington’s Secretary of State Jay
Hinkle refused to accept the filing papers, Yamashita
took his case to the Washington Supreme Court. When
that court ruled against him he appealed to the U.S.
Supreme Court. In 1922, in Yamashita v. Hinkle, the
high court affirmed the Washington Supreme Court’s
decision. Unable to practice law or to own and run a
landholding company, Yamashita earned his living as a
businessman. (To right a historic wrong, the Washington
Supreme Court admitted him posthumously to the state
bar as an honorary member in 2001.)

The Buntaro Kumagai case involved a veteran
who had served in the U.S. Army and was theoretically
eligible for citizenship under an 1862 law that had
been incorporated into the Act of 1901 to allow “any
alien” who had served in the army and had been honor-
ably discharged to petition for naturalization.
However, the U.S. District Court in Washington
decided that “any alien” meant only aliens who were
“free white persons,” so the court denied Buntaro
Kumagai’s petition. The Namiyo Bessho case
involved another veteran who had served in the U.S.
Navy for five years and was honorably discharged. In
his application for naturalization he relied on an 1894
law that granted citizenship to “any alien” who had
served in either the U.S. Navy or the Marine Corps
for five consecutive years and was honorably dis-
charged. The U.S. District Court in Virginia rejected
his application, saying that Congress did not intend to
include “Mongolians” in the term “any alien.” On
appeal, the U.S. Fourth Circuit Court of Appeals
affirmed the district court’s ruling.

In the same period, however, several Japanese
did manage to become naturalized citizens. In 1896
Ulysses Shinsei Kaneko, a businessman and labor con-
tractor in Riverside, California became a naturalized
citizen. A leader in the Japanese American commu-
nity, he served as the first president of the Riverside
Japanese Association. He was the first Issei to buy land
(20 acres) in Riverside in 1897 on which he planted an
orange grove. A Christian (that is probably how he
acquired “Ulysses” as his first name), he also helped
buy land to build a Japanese Methodist Church that
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he had cofounded. In subsequent years he worked as
an auditor for the City of Riverside, served as a juror,
worked as a court interpreter, and was elected to the
board of directors of Riverside’s Chamber of Com-
merce—an altogether unusual life trajectory for an
Issei in California in the early twentieth century.
Masuji Miyakawa, the second Issei to become a natu-
ralized American citizen, graduated from the Univer-
sity of Indiana Law School in 1905. He received his
certificate of naturalization the same year. In his appli-
cation for citizenship, he stated that he was descended
from samurai but he would be willing to “expressly
renounce such title of nobility in Japan” if he could
become a U.S. citizen. In 1907 Tamematsu Matsuki
also became a naturalized citizen in Florida. (No bio-
graphical information is available about him.)

Such contradictory outcomes underline the fact
that the racial assumptions embedded in U.S. citizen-
ship laws were arbitrary, socially constructed, and
highly malleable. The pseudoscientific category,
“Mongolian,” was enshrined not only in federal stat-
utes but also in California’s second constitution,
adopted in 1879, that stipulated “Mongolians” could
not become naturalized citizens. In the racial classifica-
tion schemes prevalent in the eighteenth, nineteenth,
and early twentieth centuries, “Mongolian” referred
to the “yellow race”—supposedly one of the world’s
major “races.” The other recognized “races” were the
Caucasian “white race,” the Negro (or “Ethiopian”)
“black race,” the [Native] American “red race,” and
the Malay (or Filipino) “brown race.” The racial basis
of U.S. citizenship laws was not overturned until
Congress passed the 1952 McCarran-Walter Act (also
known as the 1952 Immigration and Nationality Act).

Thus, at the dawn of the twentieth century the
answer to the question of whether Japanese could
become naturalized American citizens was still legally
ambiguous. Nonetheless, the racial classification,
“Mongolian,” became part of the ideological founda-
tion upon which the anti-Japanese movement devel-
oped. After the United States annexed Hawaii in
1898, Congress passed an Organic Act in 1900 to
make Hawaiian laws conform to U.S. laws. Before
1900 contract labor had been legal in Hawaii
where more than a hundred thousand Chinese and
Japanese contract workers had been recruited to work
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in the islands’ sugar cane plantations during the second
half of the nineteenth century. By that century’s end
Japanese comprised more than 70 percent of the plan-
tation labor force. Once they were freed from their
contracts, an increasing number of them migrated to
the U.S. mainland where wages were much higher than
in Hawaii. These re-migrants, together with new
migrants coming directly from Japan to the continental
United States, quickly made the Japanese presence
more visible in California, Oregon, Washington, and
further inland in the American West. Anti-Asian racial
paranoia that had subsided somewhat after the Chinese
were excluded in 1882 once again became an impor-
tant element in the politics of the Western states.

The California state assembly and senate together
passed a resolution unanimously in 1905 to warn
against the “growing and threatened invasion of our
State by Japanese immigrants.” In 1906 the San
Francisco school board attempted to place Japanese
children into segregated schools. When the Japanese
government protested, President Theodore Roosevelt,
wary of potential military conflict with Japan—a rising
military power that had defeated China in the 1894—
1895 Sino-Japanese War and 10 years later defeated
Russia and completely demolished the latter’s navy in
the 1904—-1905 Russo-Japanese war—intervened and
persuaded California’s officials to rescind the segrega-
tion order. In exchange, the president promised
California’s officials that he would negotiate with the
Japanese government to ask it to prevent any more
Japanese laborers from coming to the United States.
The agreement the two nations reached in 1907 was
called the Gentlemen’s Agreement; it went into effect
in 1908. Roosevelt also signed Executive Order 589
in 1907 to prohibit Japanese (as well as Koreans over
whose country Japan had imposed a protectorate in
1905) going to or were already in Hawaii, Mexico,
and Canada from re-migrating to the “continental
territory of the United States.” This stricture applied
to both skilled and unskilled laborers.

Despite the ongoing federal efforts to curb
Japanese immigration, in January 1907 California’s
legislators introduced the first antialien land bill in the
state assembly and the state senate passed a resolution
denouncing the federal intervention in the school seg-
regation case. However, after receiving a telegram

from the California congressional delegation in Wash-
ington, D.C. urging delay in light of the diplomatic
negotiations going on at the time between the United
States and Japan, the bill did not go forward. A month
later, however, a new antialien land bill was introduced
in the assembly and the state senate proposed to put a
measure on the ballot to ascertain the will of the voters
with regard to Japanese immigration and land owner-
ship. Again, President Roosevelt interceded. Not to
be thus stymied, five antialien bills, including one to
forbid ownership of land by aliens, were introduced
in the California legislature in 1909 but these, too,
were killed by Governor James Gillett “under the
bludgeoning of the big stick in the skilled hands of
President Roosevelt,” as Franklin Hichborn, chronicler
of the California legislature’s history, colorfully put it.
Equally important, because the final version of the
1909 antialien land bill applied to all aliens, European
investors and bankers who had purchased arable land
or who intended to purchase farmland in California
lobbied hard against its passage.

National party politics affected deeply the fate of
the proposed antialien land bills. After Hiram Johnson,
a Republican, won the governorship in California in
1910, Republican President William Howard Taft
summoned him to Washington to request that nothing
be done to antagonize Japan when that country and
the United States were negotiating what would become
the 1911 Treaty of Commerce and Navigation.
President Taft also warned Governor Johnson that
San Francisco, which was competing to host the 1915
Panama-Pacific Exposition—a huge international trade
fair to promote business between East Asia and
the United States that would simultaneously celebrate
the projected completion of the Panama Canal—would
not be considered as a possible site for the exposition if
anti-Japanese hostilities broke out there. Johnson
understood the warning and impeded the state legisla-
ture’s efforts to pass an antialien land bill during the
1911 legislative session. However, when Democrat
Woodrow Wilson won the presidency in 1912, Gover-
nor Johnson, who had run as the vice presidential can-
didate on the Progressive Party ticket during the 1912
elections, did not feel similarly compelled to help Wil-
son maintain amicable relations between the United
States and Japan. In 1913 five antialien land bills were



introduced in the California assembly and two in the
senate. Despite Japan’s outcry and U.S. Secretary of
State William Jennings Bryan’s cross-country trip to
California to urge Johnson and California’s lawmakers
not to pass the legislation, the governor defiantly
signed the final version of the bill into law on
May 19, 1913, the interests of the promoters of the
Panama-Pacific Exposition notwithstanding.

Section 1 of California’s 1913 Alien Land Law
stated that “all aliens eligible to citizenship ... may
acquire, possess, enjoy, transit and inherit real prop-
erty, or any interest therein, in this state, in the same
manner and to the same extent as citizens of the United
States, except as otherwise provided by the laws of this
state.” Section 2 indicated that “aliens other than those
mentioned in section one [emphasis added] ... may
acquire, possess, enjoy, and transfer real property, or
any interest therein, in this state, in the manner and to
the extent and for the purposes prescribed by any treaty
now existing between the government of the United
States and the nation or country of which such alien
is a citizen or subject, and not otherwise, and may in
addition thereto lease lands in this state for agricultural
purposes for a term not exceeding three years.” The
remaining six sections stipulated that companies, asso-
ciations, or corporations in which a majority of the
shareholders were ineligible aliens were similarly cur-
tailed. Title to any land purchased illegally would be
escheated (confiscated) with title passing to the state
of California. Heirs to farmland owned by ineligible
aliens could not inherit it; instead, the government
would sell such properties, deduct the expenses
incurred during that sale, and distribute the remaining
money to the heirs. The law was cleverly worded: it
avoided identifying who the ineligible aliens were
and what their countries of origin might be. This
semantic trick allowed Californians to claim that the
law did not single out Japanese for discrimination.

Japan and its ambassador to the United States saw
through the ruse immediately. Ten days before Gover-
nor Johnson signed the bill into law, the Japanese
ambassador to the United States, Chinda Sutemi, who
had received both his BA and MA degrees in the
United States, had earlier served as Japan’s consul in
San Francisco, and was thus quite knowledgeable
about the United States, wrote a letter of protest to
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Secretary of State Bryan, calling the alien land law
“unfair,” “discriminatory,” “prejudicial,” “inequi-
table,” “repugnant,” and “inconsistent with the provi-
sions of the treaty actually in force between Japan
and the United States, and is also opposed to the spirit
and fundamental principles of amity and good under-
standing upon which the conventional relations of the
two countries depend.” Ambassador Chinda argued
that the 1913 Alien Land Law was “a discrimination
against my countrymen whose right to become
American citizens has not yet been definitely estab-
lished.” Secretary Bryan responded that the California
law was “not political” and was “not part of any
general national policy which would indicate
unfriendliness . . . between the two nations. It is wholly
economic. It is based upon the particular economic
conditions existing in California as interpreted by her
own people, who wish to avoid certain conditions of
competition in their agricultural activities.” Bryan
pointed out that aliens in the United States had “the
privilege of suing in the Federal courts” if they felt
their rights had been infringed. Chinda rebutted that
the Japanese government was “unable to escape the
conclusion that the measure is unfair and intentionally
racially discriminatory.” Bryan asserted once again
that “[t]he contest is economic; the racial difference is
a mere mark or incident of the economic struggle”
[all emphasis added].

This diplomatic correspondence, preserved in the
archives of the U.S. State Department and housed in
the National Archives, prophesied the actions that
would be taken in the ensuing decade. Immigrant
Japanese would contest their right to become natural-
ized citizens until they lost decisively in the 1922
U.S. Supreme Court case, Takao Ozawa v. United
States (discussed below). Legislators in California
and other states would find increasingly effective ways
to strip Issei farmers of the right to cultivate the soil,
thus reducing competition against European American
farmers. Issei farmers and European American land-
owners who wished to lease land to them would go to
court repeatedly in efforts to have the anti-alien land
laws declared unconstitutional. To those European
American landowners who claimed that their lands
could not be used productively without Japanese
laborers and tenants, the alien land laws’ backers
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responded that the farm labor shortage would quickly
end once the Panama Canal was completed because
the canal would enable large numbers of European
farm hands to reach California more quickly and
cheaply by boat rather than having to travel overland
from the East coast to the West. The hoped-for relief
in the form of European immigrants substantiated the
Tokyo government’s argument that the main goal of
California’s 1913 Alien Land Law was to discriminate
against Japanese immigrants solely on the basis of
their race.

The racially charged antagonism toward Issei
developed in part because they were successful culti-
vators of the soil. Even more troubling to European
Americans was the Issei’s alacrity in climbing up the
agricultural ladder, moving upward from landless
wage laborers to sharecroppers or tenant farmers and
finally owner-operators of their own farms. The 1900
U.S. Census counted only 37 farms operated by
Japanese on 4,674 acres in California. The 1910
Census showed that there were 1,816 Japanese-
operated farms occupying a total of 99,524 acres.
Pioneer historian Yuji Ichioka, however, found much
larger numbers in Japanese-language sources that indi-
cated Issei (counting owner-operators, sharecroppers,
tenant farmers, and contract farmers together) cultivated
17,260 acres in 1902 (almost four times the acreage
reported in the 1900 Census), 61,858 acres in 1905,
131,292 acres in 1907 when the first alien land bills were
introduced in the California legislature, 194,742 acres in
1910 (almost double the figure in the 1910 Census), and
281,687 acres in 1913 when Governor Hiram Johnson
finally signed an alien land bill into law. Between
May 19, 1913, when the law was signed, and August 10,
when it went into effect, Japanese rushed to form land-
holding companies as the 1913 law did not prohibit such
companies. Of the 141 Japanese-owned companies in
existence in California at the end of 1913, 100 held agri-
cultural land; of the latter, 65 had been established
hastily in July and early August.

Issei also continued to buy land by placing titles in
the names of their U.S.-born children, some of whom
were very young. At the same time, they leased
increasingly more land from European American land-
owners who preferred to lease to them because the
financial returns from farms cultivated by Japanese

tenants were higher than from those leased to Euro-
pean American tenants. Even though leases were sup-
posed to last only a maximum of three years, official
records in California’s counties (that I have examined
systematically) show that many three-year leases were
renewed once, twice, or even three times, in the pro-
cess bypassing the three-year limitation. During World
War I there was an increased demand for food and
Issei farmers, as well as farmers of other ethnic origins,
prospered. By 1917 Issei farmers in California pro-
duced almost 90 percent of the state’s celery, aspara-
gus, onions, tomatoes, berries, and cantaloupes; more
than 70 percent of its flowers and ornamental shrubs;
50 percent of the seeds of various crops; 45 percent
of the sugar beets; 40 percent of the leafy vegetables;
and 35 percent of the grapes. These figures reflect the
fact that the 1913 Alien Land Law was not strictly
enforced both because of the nation’s wartime need
for food and because Japan and the United States were
allies during World War 1.

After World War I ended in 1918 the U.S. agricul-
tural economy went into a slump. Not only did prices
of farm commodities fall, but many discharged veter-
ans could not find jobs. Such conditions offered anti-
Japanese individuals and groups a chance to reenergize
the anti-Japanese movement. Their first target was the
1913 Alien Land Law; their ultimate goals were to
pressure Congress to pass a Japanese exclusion law to
bar not only male laborers but also picture brides and
to push through a constitutional amendment to deny
U.S. citizenship to children of Japanese ancestry born
in the United States. By then, European American
farmers and landowners had also turned against pro-
spective Japanese tenants because they, along with
Issei owner-operators, were hiring an increasing num-
ber of their coethnics as farm workers, thereby shrink-
ing the pool of Japanese agricultural laborers available
for hire by European American farmers. No further
increase in the number of Japanese farm workers could
be expected because the Gentlemen’s Agreement had
effectively stopped the immigration of Japanese male
laborers. Their decreasing numbers meant that Issei
farm workers could now demand higher wages, some-
thing that greatly troubled European Americans.

The widespread fears felt and the hostility shown
by white Californians were most succinctly enunciated



in several essays written by some of the state’s major
opinion-makers and published in the January 1921
issue of Annals of the American Academy of Political
and Social Science. U.S. Senator James D. Phelan,
running for reelection in 1920, called the situation a
“danger” because the Japanese were “impossible com-
petitors, and drive the white settlers, whose standards
of living are different, from their farms.” California
must take action, he said, because it was a matter of
“self-preservation to prevent the Japanese from
absorbing the soil, because the future of the white race,
American institutions and western civilization are put
in peril.” Marshall De Motte, chairman of the State
Board of Control, charged that neither Japanese immi-
grants nor their U.S.-born children will ever assimilate
because they “to the end hold their allegiance to a for-
eign imperial government.” Both Phelan and De Motte
averred that if Japan needed more territory, it should
expand in “other parts of Asia.” De Motte continued,
“This is a white man’s country. We cannot take in a
race ... which is not servile in character and can not
[sic] live side by side with whites without showing
aggression.” John S. Chambers, California’s state con-
troller, claimed that Japan had a “policy of peaceful
penetration, of conquest by colonization, ... [via a]
‘bloodless struggle.” ” He observed that whereas the
number of Japanese was still small, “it is the manner
in which they are located and operate that breathes
the danger.”

V. S. McClatchy, publisher of the Sacramento Bee
newspaper, warned about the “non-assimilability” of
the Japanese, their “unusually large [sic] birth-rate”
and “economic competition.” He particularly feared
that “their Government claims all Japanese, no matter
where born, as its citizens, ... [Japanese] hold that
their Mikado is one living God to whom they owe their
very existence, and therefore all obedience.” Thus, “in
the event of war” between Japan and the United States,
McClatchy predicted Japan would “recognize those
Japanese as the citizens of Japan” and they would have
to serve in Japan’s military forces against the United
States. In another article published in the Overland
Monthly and Out West Magazine in 1924, McClatchy
said that the Japanese were “alien invaders” trying to
“colonize the State” and thus posed “not only a
national but an international danger.” He then asked
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Californians to look at the situation in Hawaii “where
by the year 1940, Japanese will control the elections
because of the great number of their Hawaiian-born
children who will have reached the age of twenty-
one.” He warned that “the Japanese in California will
in time exceed the whites in number” also. He
implored Congress to take action before California,
Oregon, and Washington fall “under [the] economic
and racial control of the Japanese. For unfortunate
Hawaii it is already too late.” Paul Scharrenberg, a
labor leader, quoting a statement disseminated by the
executive council of the California State Federation
of Labor, declared, “[W]e have no grievance against
the Japanese as long as they remain in Japan” [empha-
sis added]. The message was clear: stay out of our
white man’s country; you are not wanted here.

In light of the fact that the California legislature
would not be in session in 1920, the anti-Japanese
forces placed an initiative, Proposition 1, on the ballot
for the 1920 elections in an effort to close the loop-
holes in the 1913 Alien Land Law. Various organiza-
tions, including the California Oriental Exclusion
League, the Los Angeles Anti-Asian Association, the
Fourteen Counties Association in the Sacramento
Valley, the Americanization League in the San Joaquin
Valley, and the Alien Regulation League in the
Imperial Valley, organized a campaign to push the
measure through. Long-established nativist groups
such as the Native Sons and Daughters of the
Golden West and the American Legion, as well as the
California State Grange that represented the interests
of farmers and the California State Federation of Labor
that looked out for the well-being of workers, joined
the anti-Japanese campaign. The initiative passed with
668,483 votes for and 222,086 votes against it. Ironi-
cally, however, U.S. Senator James D. Phelan, who
had staked his re-election campaign on his virulently
anti-Japanese stance, lost his reelection bid. Both
the vote count and Phelan’s loss showed that anti-
Japanese actions were by no means universally sup-
ported in California but the majority vote allowed the
initiative to become law.

The 1920 law that would go into effect on Decem-
ber 9, 1920, was longer and more complicated than the
1913 one. Section 1 of the new law repeated verbatim
section 1 of its 1913 predecessor. Section 2 was
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likewise similar to the 1913 version except the clause
allowing ineligible aliens to lease land for three years
was deleted. That meant that Issei could no longer
lease any land at all. Section 3 stipulated that “any
company, association or corporation ... of which a
majority of the members are aliens other than those
specified in section one ... or in which a majority of
the issued capital stock is owned by such aliens” could
not own or lease land except as prescribed by treaty.
Section 4 forbade ineligible aliens or companies, asso-
ciations, or corporations owned and/or controlled by
them to serve as guardians “of that portion of the estate
of a minor which consists of property which such alien
or such company, association or corporation is inhib-
ited from acquiring, possessing, enjoying or transfer-
ring.” Section 5 prohibited trustees from holding titles
to land on behalf of ineligible aliens or their minor
children.

The remaining sections authorized county superior
courts to remove illegal guardians or trustees. Heirs to
real property or shares of stock in landholding compa-
nies were not allowed to inherit the property or the
stocks. Instead, the government would sell the land or
the stocks and give the money to the heirs. Any real
property acquired illegally would be subject to escheat
and become the property of the state of California.
Violations of the guardianship and trusteeship prohibi-
tions would be considered misdemeanors punishable
by a fine not exceeding $1,000 and imprisonment not
exceeding one year or by both a fine and a prison term.
Two or more persons conspiring to transfer real prop-
erty would be fined up to $5,000 and/or imprisoned
for not more than two years. Every transfer of real
property to ineligible aliens would be void and subject
to escheat. Guardians of minors would have to file
annual financial reports at the office of California’s
secretary of state as well as in the offices of the county
clerks in the counties where the properties were
located. Finally, the legislature reserved the right to
amend the law. If “any section, subsection, sentence,
clause or phrase of this act is for any reason held to
be unconstitutional, such decisions shall not affect the
validity of the remaining portions of this act.”

During the run up to the 1920 election, Issei farm-
ers held emergency meetings under the auspices of the
Japanese Agricultural Association and the Japanese

Association of America. They set up a land litigation
committee and aimed to raise $25,000 as a legal
defense fund, half of which would be collected from
the farmers themselves and the other half from
Japanese in other occupations. They hired lawyers to
help them file 11 lawsuits (nine in California and two
in Washington) between 1920 and 1925 to contest the
new alien land laws in California and Washington
state—six of which reached the U.S. Supreme Court.
The first case heard in the California Supreme Court
in 1922, Estate of Tetsubumi Yano, gave the Issei
hope. Hayao Yano, a resident of Sutter County,
California, had purchased 14 acres and placed title in
the name of his two-year-old U.S.-born daughter, Tet-
subumi. He filed a petition in October 1920 (i.e.,
before the 1920 law went into effect in December) to
serve as guardian of her and her estate. Sutter County’s
Superior Court denied his petition and Yano appealed
to the California Supreme Court, which reversed the
lower court’s decision, declaring that section 4 of the
law was unconstitutional because it denied equal pro-
tection to the child, an American citizen, who had the
right to own property. Moreover, the justices said that
the only ground for denying guardianship was when a
guardian proved “incompetent,” which Hayao Yano
was not.

A second case that offered some optimism to the
Issei was In re K. Okahara, also decided by the
California Supreme Court in 1922. The sheriff of
Placer County had arrested K. Okahara and Toni
Vicencio for violating the 1920 Alien Land Law but
they filed for writs of habeas corpus and were released
from jail. Then Okahara and Vicencio signed an
employer-employee cropping contract in which
Vicencio turned over 20 acres of farmland to Okahara
for the purpose of planting an orchard and growing
vegetables. They were to share equally the proceeds
from the sale of the crops. The California Supreme
Court decided that such a contract was legal. For an
employee to do farm work, the justices reasoned, he
must be allowed to enter the employer’s land to
perform the work but that activity would not invo-
Ive the transfer of any interest in the land to the
employee. Neither could sharing the proceeds from
selling the crops be considered a transfer of an interest
in the land.



The relief following these two decisions, however,
was short-lived for in November 1923 the Japanese
lost four landmark cases in the U.S. Supreme Court:
Terrace v. Thompson, Porterfield v. Webb, Webb v.
O’Brien, and Frick v. Webb. Before the high court
handed down its decisions in these cases, three impor-
tant legal developments had occurred that affected the
outcome of the cases. First, in the 1922 Ozawa case,
the U.S. Supreme Court decided that despite Takao
Ozawa’s sterling qualifications (he came to the United
States as a “school boy” and worked as a domestic ser-
vant when attending Berkeley High School, then
attended the University of California, Berkeley for
three years, worked for an American company, was a
Christian, married a woman brought up in the United
States, sent his children to Sunday school, did not
register his children’s births at a Japanese consulate,
spoke English at home, and did not drink, smoke, gam-
ble, or “associate with any improper persons”), he was
not eligible to become a naturalized citizen because he
was neither a free white person nor a person of African
nativity or descent. Second, in 1923 the California
legislature amended the 1920 Alien Land Law to pro-
hibit cropping contracts (allowed under the 1920
law), to forbid an ineligible alien from occupying any
agricultural land, and to make escheat proceedings
retroactive. That is, even if a Japanese alien had bought
a piece of land before the 1920 law went into effect,
this land was still subject to confiscation from the date
of purchase because the owner, as an ineligible alien,
had no right to hold any agricultural land at all, regard-
less of when he might have bought it. Third, the
California legislature also amended Section 175(a) of
its Code of Civil Procedures to prohibit aliens who
were ineligible for naturalized citizenship from serving
as guardians of any estate consisting in whole or in part
of land suitable for farming, though such aliens could
still serve as guardians of the persons of their minor
children. (This was obviously a reaction to the 1922
Yano decision.)

The first case the U.S. Supreme Court ruled on,
Terrace v. Thompson, came on appeal from Washing-
ton State. In that state’s 1889 Constitution, Article 2,
section 33, drew a distinction between aliens who had
officially declared their intention to apply for natural-
ized citizenship who were allowed to own agricultural
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land, on the one hand, and aliens who had not made
such declarations and thus were not allowed to own
farm land, on the other hand. Washington passed its
1921 Alien Land Law to add a prohibition on leasing
new land or renewing old leases, again dividing aspir-
ing land or farm owners into declarants and nondeclar-
ants. This law said nothing about aliens ineligible for
citizenship; only after a second law passed in 1937
were aliens ineligible to citizenship barred from
owning or farming agricultural land in the state of
Washington. In contrast, California’s laws differenti-
ated aliens who were eligible versus those who were
ineligible for naturalization but made no reference to
declarants versus nondeclarants.

Frank Terrace was a European American who
owned some land in King County, Washington that
was “particularly adapted to raising vegetables.” He
and his family wished to lease that land for five years
to a Japanese named Nakatsuka, “a capable farmer”
who would be ““a desirable tenant.” When the Northwest
American Japanese Association decided to challenge
Washington’s 1921 Alien Land Law, it found willing lit-
igants in the Terrace family and Nakatsuka. Fearing the
criminal penalties specified in the 1921 law, their law-
yer, James B. Howe of Seattle, filed an interlocutory
injunction to enjoin the state’s attorney general, Lindsay
L. Thompson, from enforcing that law against them. (An
interlocutory injunction is a decree given provisionally
during a legal proceeding to restrain someone from car-
rying out an intended action.) Attorney Howe claimed
that the 1921 law violated both the United States and
Washington State constitutions and the 1911 treaty with
Japan. He stated that if his clients felt compelled, out of
fear, to submit to the law, they would be “deprived of
their property without due process of law and denied
the equal protection of the law.” The U.S. District Court
in Washington ruled that the 1921 law did not violate the
state constitution, the Fourteenth Amendment of the
U.S. Constitution, or the 1911 treaty. Attorney General
Thompson asked that the complaint be dismissed.
Anticipating an appeal, he also questioned whether it
was within the jurisdiction of the U.S. Supreme Court
to grant Terrace and Nakatsuka the “equitable relief”
they sought. Not to be stopped in their pursuit of justice,
Terrace, Nakatsuka, and Attorney Howe took the case to
the U.S. Supreme Court.
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Justice Pierce Butler, who had become an associ-
ate justice only on January 2, 1923, delivered the opin-
ion on behalf of the court on November 12, 1923. He
discussed both the “due process” and the “equal pro-
tection” clauses of the Fourteenth Amendment as they
related to the case. He noted that although the due pro-
cess clause may indeed be invoked to protect the right
of the Terrace family to use their land, as well as the
right of Nakatsuka to earn a living in a commonly rec-
ognized occupation, that protection “does not take
away from the State those powers of police . .. to pro-
mote the safety, peace, and good order of its people.”
Justice Butler then expounded on the equal protection
clause that “secures equal protection to all in the
enjoyment of their rights under like circumstances.”
However, he said that it “does not forbid every
distinction in the law of a State between citizen and
aliens resident therein.” According to him, a “perfect
uniformity of treatment of all persons is neither
practical nor desirable, ... classification of persons is
constantly necessary. ... The rule established by
Congress . .. furnishes a reasonable basis for classifi-
cation in a state law withholding from aliens the privi-
lege of land ownership as defined in the act.”

Justice Butler further argued that Washington’s
1921 Alien Land Law did not violate the 1911 treaty
with Japan because “the treaty not only contains no
provision giving Japanese the right to own or lease
land for agricultural purposes, but ... the high con-
tracting parties [i.e., Japan and the United States]
respectively intended to withhold a treaty grant of that
right to the citizens or subjects of either in the territo-
ries of the other.” Justice Butler referred to a letter
dated July 16, 1913 that Secretary of State Bryan had
sent to Ambassador Chinda in which Bryan noted that
it was “in accordance with the desire of Japan, the right
to own land was not conferred. ... the right to lease
land for other than residential and commercial pur-
poses was deliberately withheld by substituting the
words of the treaty ‘to lease land for residential and
commercial purposes’ for a more comprehensive
clause.” It was indeed true that foreigners had no right
to buy any kind of land in Japan though they could
lease it for up to 99 years. That fact unwittingly under-
cut the Isseis aspirations to own farm land in
the United States. The U.S. Supreme Court upheld

Washington’s 1921 Alien Land Law as well as
the decision of the U.S. District Court in Seattle.
Henceforth, any attempt by Japanese to own or lease
farm land in Washington would be illegal.

Justice Butler’s reasoning in this case became the
blueprint for the other three decisions that he also
penned. In Porterfield v. Webb, decided on the same
day as Terrace v. Thompson, a landowner named W.
L. Porterfield who had 80 acres in Los Angeles County
that were “particularly adapted to raising vegetables”
wished to lease that land for five years to H. Mizuno,
“a capable farmer and a desirous person to become a
tenant.” The Central Japanese Association of Southern
California had filed an interlocutory injunction in the
U.S. District Court in Los Angeles to enjoin Califor-
nia’s attorney general, Ulysses S. Webb, from pros-
ecuting Porterfield and Mizuno for criminal violations
under California’s 1920 Alien Land Law. Porterfield
and Mizuno were represented by attorney Louis
Marshall of New York, an expert on Constitutional
law who had experience arguing cases before the
U.S. Supreme Court. The Japanese Association of
America and the Central Japanese Association of
Southern California had jointly retained him to deal
with the land cases headed to the high court. Attorney
Marshall argued that should Porterfield and Mizuno
be compelled to submit to California’s 1920 law,
“whether valid or invalid,” they would be “deprived
of their property without due process of law and
denied equal protection of the laws.” He contended
that “the act is unconstitutional, because it deprives
Porterfield of the right to enter into contracts for the
leasing of his realty, and deprives Mizuno of his
liberty . .. by debarring him from entering into a con-
tract for the purpose of earning a living in a lawful
occupation.” Justice Butler, however, determined that
Attorney General Webb’s actions were not “arbitrary
and unreasonable,” as Marshall had charged.
Announcing that this case was similar to Terrace v.
Thompson, Justice Butler upheld the constitutionality
of California’s 1920 Alien Land Law and affirmed
the decision of the U.S. District Court in Los Angeles.
(Law professor Dudley McGovney has pointed out in
an article published in 1947 in volume 35, issue num-
ber 1 of the California Law Review, that the two cases
were not, in fact, identical because the basis for



dividing aliens into different classes was not the same.
The California law, but not the Washington state one,
based the distinction upon race alone.) Leasing land
to Issei farmers from then on would be illegal in
California. In subsequent years Japanese Americans
would encounter Attorney General Webb repeatedly
because he served for 37 years (1902-1938) in that
office and was an indefatigable crusader against the
Issei efforts to buy and lease farmland as well as their
right to earn a living as commercial fishermen.

A week later, on November 19, 1923, Justice
Butler delivered opinions in the other two cases, Webb
v. O’Brien and Frick v. Webb. J.J. O’Brien owned 10
acres in Santa Clara County, California and wanted to
sign a cropping contract for four years with an Issei
named J. Inouye, “a capable farmer.” The land litiga-
tion committee that the Japanese Agricultural Associa-
tion and the Japanese Association of America had
established jointly in the fall of 1920 acted on behalf
of O’Brien and Inouye and applied for an interlocutory
injunction to enjoin Santa Clara County’s district
attorney from taking action against them. The Santa
Clara County Superior Court granted the petition but
Attorney General Webb appealed and took the case to
the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of
California located in San Francisco, which reversed
the earlier decision. O’Brien, Inouye, and their lawyers
filed an appeal and took the case to the U.S. Supreme
Court. Attorney Marshall argued that “a contract is
necessary so that the owner may receive the largest
return from the land, and that the alien may receive
compensation therefrom.” If O’Brien and Inouye were
to be prosecuted, he said, they would “be deprived of
their property without due process of law and denied
the equal protection.” Justice Butler declared that “the
state has power to deny to aliens the right to own land
within its borders” and the 1920 law did not violate the
due process and equal protection clauses of the Four-
teenth Amendment nor did it contravene the 1911
treaty with Japan. The justice reasoned that sharecrop-
ping violated the 1920 Alien Land Law because “the
cropper has use, control, and benefit of land for agri-
cultural purposes substantially similar to that granted
to a lessee.” In this case, too, the U.S. Supreme Court
upheld the constitutionality of California’s 1920 Alien
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Land Law and its 1923 amendment, making cropping
contracts illegal from then on.

The last case, Frick v. Webb, involved Raymond
Frick who wished to sell 28 shares of stock in the
Merced Farm Company, which owned 2,200 acres of
land, to Satow Nobutada. Frick and Satow sought an
interlocutory injunction from the U.S. District Court in
San Francisco, which refused to grant them the injunc-
tion they asked for. Upon appeal, the case moved to the
U.S. Supreme Court. Justice Butler opined that a state
may “forbid indirect [emphasis added] as well as direct
ownership and control of agricultural land by ineligible
aliens. The right to carry on trade given by the treaty
does not give the privilege to acquire the stock.” Declar-
ing that Section 3 of the 1920 alien land did not “conflict
with the Fourteen Amendment or with the treaty,” the
U.S. Supreme Court once more upheld the constitution-
ality of California’s 1920 Alien Land Law, making Issei
ownership of stocks in a landholding company hence-
forth illegal.

Only three options now remained for Issei farmers:
(1) working for wages as farm laborers, (2) buying
land in the name of young Nisei (U.S.-born second
generation Japanese Americans), and (3) forming land
companies in which a majority of the stock holders
would be either Nisei or European American lawyers
who were paid for this service. The Nisei-owned or
European American—owned farms and landholding
companies could then hire Issei as laborers, foremen,
or managers and pay them wages but not a share of
the crops or a portion of the proceeds from the sale of
such crops. In the ensuing years, according to U.S.
Census statistics, both the number of Japanese-
operated farms, especially those cultivated by tenant
farmers, and the acreage they farmed fell during the
1920s. The number of tenant-operated farms declined
from 4,533 in 1920 to 1,580 in 1930. The number of
farms where Issei served as managers, however,
greatly increased from 113 in 1920 to 1,816 in 1930.
As more and more Nisei came of age during the
1930s, the number of farms with Issei managers
decreased from 1,816 in 1930 to only 249 in 1940,
whereas the number of farms operated by owners
and part owners increased from 560 to 1,487 bet-
ween 1930 and 1940. The acreage of owner- or part
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owner-operated farms increased from 26,152 in 1930
to 67,043 in 1940. It is clear that the Nisei “saved”
their families from economic disaster, but it is incor-
rect to assert, as some historians and economists have
done, that the antialien land laws had virtually no neg-
ative impacts on the livelihood of Japanese Americans.
Even though some three-fifths of the Japanese-
ancestry population continued to work on farms until
the beginning of World War II, it will never be known
what the increases, both in the number of farms and in
the acreages they cultivated, would have been if the
antialien land laws had never been passed.

The antialien land laws were also applicable to
Chinese until 1943, when Congress rescinded all the
Chinese exclusion laws and granted Chinese the right
of naturalization; [Asian] Indians between 1923, when
the U.S. Supreme Court, in United States v. Bhagat
Singh Thind, denied Indians the right of naturalization,
and 1946, when Congress made them eligible for
citizenship; and Koreans until 1952, when they and
Japanese finally secured the right of naturalization.
There was only a handful of escheat cases against
immigrant Chinese and Indians but none snared
immigrant Korean farmers whose number was very
small. In 1916 in Santa Barbara County, an escheat
action was brought against Gin Fook Bin, who had a
half interest in a residence on a 7,200 square foot lot.
(This case, People v. Gin Fook Bin et al., tried in Santa
Barbara County’s Superior Court, was never published
but a copy of the judgment is on file in the office of the
county clerk.) After Eugene Fung, who owned the
other half interest, died, Gin defaulted on the mortgage
on the property and the individuals who held the mort-
gage asked the state to escheat it. The county won the
case by arguing that Gin was an alien ineligible to cit-
izenship and the United States had no treaty with
China similar to the 1911 treaty with Japan that would
have allowed him to buy non-agricultural real prop-
erty. The house and lot were escheated and turned over
to the mortgage holders.

In People v. Indr Singh, litigated in San Bernar-
dino County’s Superior Court in 1927, a Sikh from
Punjab province in India, Indr Singh, had purchased
some land in the county in 1917. The county’s district
attorney escheated his property in 1926 because the
United States did not have a treaty with Great Britain,

at that time India’s colonial master, that allowed
Indians to buy land in the United States. However,
Attorney General Webb decided that the escheat action
would not be carried out if Singh would sell his land to
an eligible owner, which he did a few days later.
In Imperial County in 1933 the district attorney filed
suit against four Punjabi Indians and five European
American absentee landowners for conspiracy to
evade the 1920 Alien Land Law by forming the
California-Nevada Farming Corporation. The Indian
farmers were accused of cultivating and living on that
corporation’s land illegally. In response, the Indians
and European Americans became plaintiffs in
Singh et al. v. People decided in 1934. According to
historian-cum-anthropologist Karen Leonard who has
studied this case, during the court proceedings the
Indians “refused to state their race, nationality, and
place of birth,” making it impossible for the court to
prove they were ineligible aliens forbidden to own or
lease agricultural land. Though they were convicted
and sentenced to prison, they sought a new trial on a
technicality, but no new trial ever took place. So the
Indians did not have to serve time in prison.

Despite the 1923 landmark U.S. Supreme Court
decisions, cases involving Japanese continued to crop
up to challenge specific sections of the various alien
land laws. In Sonoma County, California a farmer
named S. Ikada wanted to buy 31 acres from Bartolo-
meu and Mary Souza. The Souzas declined to sell
because they feared prosecution for violating the alien
land law. Their attorney, W. A. Cockrill, offered to
hold title to the land that Ikada wanted to buy, which
reassured the Souzas. The sale went through but a
grand jury indicted Cockrill and Ikada for conspiracy
to violate the alien land laws and the Superior Court
of Sonoma County convicted them in People v.
Cockrill in 1923. They appealed to the state’s District
Court of Appeal for the Third District headquartered in
Sacramento but lost in that venue. The California
Supreme Court declined to hear the case, so it was
referred to the U.S. Supreme Court in 1925, where
Justice Butler once again delivered the opinion. In
Cockrill v. People, the justice stated that “Ikada fur-
nished the money ... and ... took possession of the
property. [So] Cockrill had no interest in the land.”
He concluded that the 1920 law did not violate either



the Fourteenth Amendment or the 1911 treaty and that
“Iplayment by such aliens for agricultural lands taken
in the name of persons not of that class reasonably
may be given a significance as evidence of intent to
avoid escheat.” The high court affirmed the decision
of the lower court.

In San Diego County, the Superior Court charged
landowner George Morrison, along with Issei farmers
H. Doi and H. Ozaki, for conspiracy to violate Califor-
nia’s 1920 Alien Land Law and its 1923 and 1927
amendments. Attorney Jacob Marion Wright of Los
Angeles, a lifelong fighter against inequality, repre-
sented the accused. The California Supreme Court, in
People v. Morrison, found the defendants guilty of
conspiracy and sentenced them to two years’ imprison-
ment because according to the 1927 amendment that
had been codified in California’s Code of Civil Pro-
cedure, “the acquisition, possession, enjoyment, use,
cultivation, occupation, or transferring of real property
or any interest therein, or the having in whole or in part
the beneficial use thereof by any defendant . .. and the
complaint, indictment or information alleges the alien-
age and ineligibility to United States citizenship of
such defendant, the burden of proving citizenship or
eligibility to citizenship shall thereupon devolve upon
such defendant.” Attorney Wright appealed both cases.
The more interesting case involved Morrison and Doi,
which made its way to the U.S. Supreme Court.

In the court’s 1934 decision, Morrison v. People of
State of California, Associate Justice Benjamin N.
Cardozo, who delivered the opinion, wrote that
although the 1911 treaty with Japan permitted Japa-
nese to buy land for residential or commercial uses, it
did not give them the right to buy, lease, control, or
otherwise use farmland as individuals or corporations.
The existing statutes did not violate the Fourteenth
Amendment, the justice proclaimed, when they put
the burden of proof on the alien to show whether
he was eligible for citizenship. The proof required
was “within limits of reason and fairness”; requir-
ing an alien to present such proof would not be “an
impairment of his immunities under the Federal
Constitution.”

Citing dozens of cases as legal precedents, Justice
Cardozo then focused on Section 9 of the 1920 Alien
Land Law that stated, “every transfer of real property,
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or of an interest therein . . . shall be void . . . [and] shall
escheat to the state if the property interest involved is
of such a character that an alien mentioned in section
two hereof is inhibited from acquiring, possessing,
enjoying or transferring it, and if the conveyance is
made with such intent to prevent, evade or avoid
escheat.” The key issue Justice Cardozo considered
was whether a conspiracy had occurred. He pointed
out that the burden of proving a potential tenant’s eli-
gibility or ineligibility for citizenship rested solely on
the tenant (in this case, Doi) and not on the farm owner
(in this case, Morrison). Yet, both men had been con-
victed. He declared, “Plainly as to Morrison, an impu-
tation of knowledge is a wholly arbitrary presumption”
because the law “does not make it a crime to put a les-
see into possession without knowledge or injury as to
race and place of birth.” Such a transaction would be
a crime only if there had been a “willful conspiracy to
violate the law. Nothing in the people’s evidence gives
support to the inference that Morrison had knowledge
of the disqualifications of his tenant.” Moreover, Doi
also “was not a conspirator, however guilty his own
state of mind, unless Morrison had shared in the guilty
knowledge and design.” In other words, a conspiracy
could be said to have occurred only if two or more
individuals were involved. Justice Cardozo reversed
the judgment of the California Supreme Court. He
handed down a split decision, striking down Section
9(a) of the 1920 law that prohibited the “taking of
property in the name of a person other than” that of
an alien ineligible to citizenship (in this instance,
Cockrill) if the ineligible alien (in this instance, Doi)
had paid for the land or had leased it, as unconstitu-
tional. However, he upheld the constitutionality of
Section 9(b) that targeted shares of stock held in the
name of a company, association, or corporation if the
stocks had been paid for by an alien ineligible to citi-
zenship. That decision let European Americans who
sold or leased land to Japanese aliens off the hook,
but the ineligible aliens themselves would still be sub-
ject to prosecution.

The Japanese did win a few cases outright. In 1925
in State of California v. Tojuero Togami, the Califor-
nia Supreme Court decided that leasing land on which
to build a health resort and sanitarium would not vio-
late the alien land law because the use to which the
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land would be put was not agricultural—the 1911
treaty with Japan explicitly allowed Japanese to buy,
lease, or use land for residential and commercial pur-
poses. In People v. Kosai, a 1925 case heard in the
Washington Supreme Court, the court ruled that mak-
ing a gift of land to a U.S. citizen even when that citi-
zen was a child did not violate Washington’s 1921
Alien Land Law. The following year, the same court
decided, in People v. Ishikawa, that in an escheat pro-
ceeding the officials who initiate the action must prove
that fraud had been committed when an ineligible alien
makes a gift of land to his U.S.-born child. Because the
court had already ruled that such gifts were not illegal,
the justice dismissed the escheat. In People v. Fujita,
decided in 1932, the California Supreme Court, like
its counterpart in the state of Washington, also ruled
that buying land as a gift to U.S. citizens—a class of
persons that included U.S.-born minor children of
Japanese ancestry—was not illegal. In Jordan v.
Tashiro, the U.S. Supreme Court decided in 1928 that
buying land to build a Japanese hospital in Los
Angeles was allowable under California’s alien land
laws because the land would be used for a commercial
purpose.

In the years between 1913 and 1942, relatively
few escheat actions were taken because California
Attorney General Webb lacked the financial and per-
sonnel resources to prosecute, and county district attor-
neys were busy with other matters and saw no reason
to help Webb because they would gain nothing from
putting time and energy into such cases. Before 1920,
only 11 escheat actions (nine in California and two in
Washington) were recorded. Between 1920 and 1940,
only 28 cases (16 in California, 8 in Washington, 1 in
Oregon, and 3 in Arizona) were recorded. (The actual
numbers might have been considerably larger because
the only cases that were recorded or published were
those in which the verdicts had been appealed.)
However, soon after World War II began, California
Attorney General Earl Warren, who had succeeded
Webb in 1939, asked the legislature to allocate
$200,000 to his office. He claimed that it was neces-
sary to escheat Japanese-held land to minimize the
possibility of Issei sabotage on behalf of their home-
land, Japan. Offering an incentive to county district
attorneys to take action, Warren promised them that

half of the proceeds received from escheat proceedings
would be given to the counties in which the escheated
land was located. Warren filed 20 escheat actions in
one fell swoop in early 1942 before he became too
busy to do so as he ran for office as governor of Cali-
fornia, an election he won. Robert W. Kenny, who suc-
ceeded Warren as California attorney general when
Warren became governor, filed another 40 escheat
actions before 1945 even though he did not share War-
ren’s enthusiasm for such prosecution. More often than
not, the Japanese lost their land when title was held in
the names of their U.S. citizen children but the land
had been paid for by the Issei parents. A few families
were able to retain their land by settling with the state.
To quiet title to their properties, they paid huge sums
of money to the state, often almost equal to the amount
they had originally paid to buy the land.

One family refused to give in to such blackmail
and they won a significant victory. Kajiro and Kohide
Oyama had bought six acres in San Diego County
and gifted it to their son Fred when he was six years
old in 1934. Fred’s father then petitioned to become
guardian of both Fred’s person and his estate. The
Superior Court of San Diego County approved his
request. In 1937 Kajiro Oyama bought another two
acres adjoining the original six acres, also in Fred’s
name. The San Diego Superior Court again approved
this purchase. Unfortunately, Kajiro Oyama failed to
file the annual reports mandated by Section 5 of the
1920 Alien Land Law. In early 1942, the Oyamas,
along with some 120,000 Issei and Nisei living on the
West Coast, were “evacuated” and incarcerated in con-
centration camps. Although they were thus impris-
oned, Attorney General Kenny escheated their eight
acres.

In a California Supreme Court hearing, attorneys
A. L. Wirin, Fred Okrand, and Saburo Kido repre-
sented the Oyamas. Wirin was a civil rights attorney
closely connected with the American Civil Liberties
Union in Southern California who, for 40 years,
defended many individuals, including Japanese, who
had been wronged one way or another; Kido was a
Nisei lawyer born in Hawaii and one of the founders
of the Japanese American Citizens League who served
as the organization’s national president in the
early 1940s when Japanese Americans were still in



concentration camps. California Attorney General
Kenny, Deputy Attorney General Everett W. Mattoon,
San Diego County’s District Attorney Thomas
Whelan, and Deputy District Attorney Duane J. Carnes
served as counsel for the state. In its 1946 decision,
People v. Oyama, delivered by Associate Justice
Douglas L. Edmonds, the California Supreme Court
ruled that both parcels of “the land conveyed to Fred
Y. Oyama” had rightfully been “escheated to the state
as of the date of the respective deeds” and that, in
doing so, the defendants had not been deprived of
due process and equal protection, as the Oyamas’ law-
yers had argued. Wirin et al. had also argued that
because an amendment to U.S. naturalization laws
had been enacted to allow aliens who had served
“honorably” in the U.S. military during World War II
to become naturalized citizens, it meant that had Kajiro
Oyama joined the army, he could have become a citi-
zen. Justice Edmonds, however, pointed out that the
amendment applied only to those who had already
served and not to individuals who might have served
or who planned to serve in the future. That is to say,
the amendment did “not abolish ineligibility to citizen-
ship of aliens regardless of race.” To rebut the claim of
the defendants’ lawyers that the statute of limitation
had passed for the escheat proceeding to occur, Justice
Edmonds pointed out that an amendment to the alien
land laws had been enacted in 1945 that stipulated,
“No statute of limitations shall apply or operate as a
bar to any escheat action now pending or hereafter
commenced pursuit to the provisions of this act.” He
concluded that the “property in question passed to the
State of California by reason of deficiencies existing
in the ineligible alien, and not in the citizen Oyama.
The citizen is not denied any constitutional guarantees
because an ineligible alien, for the purpose of evading
the Alien Land Law, attempted to pass title to him.
It is the deficiency of the alien father and not the
citizen son which is the controlling factor.” For that
reason, the court ruled that the escheat proceeding
was constitutional.

The Oyamas appealed and took their case to the
U.S. Supreme Court. Before the high court was able
to consider the case, Californians had voted down
Proposition 15 that was on the ballot in the Novem-
ber 1946 elections. Supporters of this proposition had
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gathered the requisite number of signatures to put it
on the ballot in an effort to validate the various amend-
ments to the 1920 Alien Land Law. Since the 1920 law
had been passed as an initiative, its amendments
needed to be validated via another initiative. But the
people of California voted down Proposition 15, with
797,067 for and 1,143,780 against the measure. They
let the world know that a majority of them no longer
supported the antialien land laws. After all, the United
States and its allies had just won a world war against
German Nazism and Italian and Japanese fascism.
Both ideologies contained strong racist undercurrents.
Consequently, it would be hypocritical for Americans
to continue to support laws tinged with racism.

The U.S. Supreme Court heard the Oyama case in
October 1947 and made its decision in January 1948.
That decision is perhaps the most interesting among
all the alien land law cases ever argued before the high
court, the lower federal courts, and the various state
and county courts. In this round, attorney A. L. Wirin
continued to represent Kajiro and Fred Oyama pro
bono; he was joined on the defense team by attorney
Dean G. Acheson of Washington, D.C., who would
soon be nominated by President Harry Truman and
confirmed by the U.S. Senate to become U.S. secretary
of state. California’s Assistant Attorney General Ever-
ett W. Mattoon and Deputy District Attorney of San
Diego County Duane J. Carnes, two of the officials
who had represented the state of California in People
v. Oyama before the California Supreme Court in
1946, again represented the state.

What makes Oyama et al. v. California (1948) so
interesting is that in addition to the six-to-three major-
ity opinion delivered by Chief Justice Fred M. Vinson,
there were two concurring opinions that offered addi-
tional reasons for overturning the alien land laws—
reasons that the chief justice did not discuss—as well
as two dissenting opinions. Attorneys Wirin and
Acheson presented three issues for the high court to
consider: (1) Fred Oyama, an American citizen, had
been deprived of equal protection guaranteed by the
Fourteenth Amendment to all persons, regardless of
their citizenship status, (2) His father, Kajiro Oyama,
had likewise been denied equal protection, and (3) the
escheat proceedings had contravened the due process
clause of the Fourteenth Amendment. Chief Justice
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Vinson determined that Fred Oyama had indeed been
deprived of equal protection and that the discrimina-
tion against him was “based solely on his parents’
country of origin.” Fred Oyama, he said, “faced at the
outset the necessity of overcoming a statutory pre-
sumption that the conveyances financed by his father
and recorded in Fred’s name were not gifts at all.”
Fred, therefore, faced obstacles that “do not beset the
path of most minor donees [recipients of donations or
gifts] in California. . . . The father’s deeds were visited
on the son; the ward became the guarantor of his
guardian’s conduct.” Fred “was saddled with an
onerous burden of proof which need not be borne by
California children generally.” The case “presents a
conflict between the State’s right to formulate a policy
of landholding within its bounds and the right of
American citizens to own land anywhere in the United
States. When these two rights clash, the rights of a citi-
zen may not be subordinated merely because of
his father’s country of origin.” For these reasons, the
chief justice reversed the decision of the California
Supreme Court and decided that Section 9(a) of the
state’s 1920 Alien Land Law was unconstitutional.
(Section 9[a] had already been struck down in
Morrison v. California, so he was simply reaffirming
that decision.) However, Chief Justice Vinson did not
address the broader question of whether the entire alien
land law was unconstitutional.

The first, relatively short concurrent opinion was
written by Associate Justice Hugo Black, with Associ-
ate William O. Douglas joining him, who noted that
“by this Alien Land Law California puts all Japanese
aliens within its boundaries on the lowest possible eco-
nomic level.” Justice Black noted that the United
States “had recently pledged ourselves to cooperate
with the United Nations to ‘promote ... universal
respect for, and observance of, human rights and fun-
damental freedoms for all without distinction as to
race, sex, language, or religion.” ”” He then asked point-
edly, “How can this nation be faithful to this
international pledge if state laws which bar land
ownership and occupancy by aliens on account of race
are permitted to be enforced?”

The second, very long, detailed, and passionate
concurrent opinion was written by Associate Justice
Frank Murphy, joined by Associate Justice Wiley B.

Rutledge. Justice Murphy reviewed the history of dis-
crimination against Asians in the United States so thor-
oughly that he might very well have been giving a
lecture in an Asian American history course. He began
by declaring, “The California Alien Land Law was
spawned of the great anti-Oriental virus which, at an
early date, infected many persons in that state. The his-
tory of this anti-Oriental agitation is not one that does
credit to a nation that prides itself, at least historically,
on being the friendly haven to the tired and the
oppressed of other lands.” He then noted that of the
73 recorded escheat actions taken against the Japanese,
59 were begun after Pearl Harbor “during a period
when the hysteria generated by World War II magni-
fied the opportunities for effective anti-Japanese
propaganda. Vigorous enforcement of the Alien Land
Law has been but one of the cruel discriminatory
actions which have marked this nation’s treatment
after 1941 of those residents who chanced to be of
Japanese origin. The Alien Land Law, in short, was
designed to effectuate a purely racial discrimination . . .
It is deeply rooted in racial, economic, and social antago-
nisms.” He asked “whether there is a rational basis for
the particular kind of discrimination involved” and said
the answer was “no.” He continued, “the discrimination
stems directly from racial hatred and intolerance. ...
Racism has no justifiable place whatever in our way of
life, even when it appears under the guise of ‘plenary
power’ "—that is, the absolute power of Congress to
pass laws. He observed that even though the nation’s
naturalization and citizenship laws drew a racial distinc-
tion between who could and who could not become citi-
zens, “it does not follow ... that California can blindly
adopt those distinctions for the purpose of determining
who may own and enjoy agricultural land. What may
be reasonable and constitutional for Congress for
one purpose may not be reasonable or constitutional
for a state legislature for another and wholly distinct
purpose.”

In response to anti-Japanese agitators who claimed
that “if ineligible aliens could lease or own farms, it is
within the realm of possibility that they might acquire
every square foot of land in California which is fit for
agriculture,” Justice Murphy cited demographic statis-
tics to show that Japanese formed only a minute per-
centage of California’s total population and the land



they farmed in 1940 was only 0.7 percent of the arable
acreage in the state. Therefore, “such a contention is
statistically absurd.” As for the charge that “American
farmers cannot compete successfully” against the Issei
and Nisei farmers, the justice said, “The success thus
achieved through diligence and efficiency ... does
not justify prohibiting the Japanese from owning or
using farmlands. Free competition and the survival
of the fittest are supposedly vital elements in the
American economic structure . . . Certainly from a con-
stitutional standpoint, superiority in efficiency and pro-
ductivity has never been thought to justify
discrimination.” In Justice Murphy’s eyes, “the basic
vice, the constitutional infirmity, of the Alien Land
Law is that its discrimination rests upon an unreal
racial foundation. It assumes that there is some racial
characteristic, common to all Japanese aliens, that
makes them unfit to own or use agricultural land in
California. There is no such characteristic.” The accu-
sations against the Japanese “merely represent social
and economic antagonisms which have been translated
into false racial terms. As such, they cannot form the
rationalization necessary to conform the statute to
the requirements of the equal protection clause of the
Fourteenth Amendment.” Justice Murphy concluded,
“The Alien Land Law does violence to the high ideals
of the Constitution of the United States and the Charter
of the United Nations. It is an unhappy facsimile, a dis-
heartening reminder, of the racial policy pursued by
those forces of evil whose destruction recently necessi-
tated a devastating war. . .. the penalty of unconstitu-
tionality should be imposed upon the Alien Land
Law.” Obviously, the Second World War was very
much on his mind.

The first dissenting opinion was penned by
Associate Justice Stanley F. Reed, joined by Associate
Justice Harold H. Burton. They believed that there has
to be a “balancing of constitutional rights; on the one
hand, the right of California to exclude ineligible ali-
ens from land ownership and, on the other hand, the
right of their citizen sons to hold land.” The Oyamas’
land had been escheated “because of the father’s viola-
tion of the law before it reaches the son.” According to
Justice Reed, Fred was not singled out for discrimina-
tion because “a grantee is a party to a sale of land
which the state attacks as being within the proscribed
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class must overcome the presumption . .. [regarding]
the legality of the transfer.” Fred must bear a burden
“not because of descent or nationality but because he
has been a party to a transaction which the state chal-
lenges as illegal.” Fred was not being discriminated
against because “placing more burdens upon some
than upon others is not in itself unconstitutional.” The
second dissent, written by Associate Justice Robert
H. Jackson, stated “[t]hat there is a discrimination in
this situation no one will deny.” According to him,
“if the Oyama lad . . . received this land from a citizen,
he would take it as free of presumption ... The only
discrimination which prejudices young Oyama is the
one which makes his father ineligible to own land or
be a donor of it.” Justice Jackson closed by stating,
“While I think that California has pursued a policy
of unnecessary severity by which the Oyamas lost
both land and investment, I do not see how this
Court ... can strip the State of the right to make its
Act effective.” Unlike Chief Justice Vinson who
prioritized individual rights over state rights, Justice
Jackson thought state rights could trump individual
rights.

In the aftermath of the Oyama decision, Attorney
General Kenny dropped all pending escheat proceed-
ings. Still, the standing of the 1920 Alien Land Law
and its various amendments remained unclear. The
Japanese American Citizens’ League decided to mount
a test case in an attempt to challenge the constitutional-
ity of these laws once and for all. Accordingly, an Issei
named Sei Fujii, publisher of a bilingual community
newspaper in Los Angeles, Kashu Mainichi, who had
graduated from the University of Southern California’s
Law School, purposely bought a small parcel and took
title in his own name in 1948. The Los Angeles
County Superior Court instituted an escheat action
against Fujii’s property. The United States had unilat-
erally abrogated the 1911 treaty with Japan in 1939
as war clouds gathered in East Asia (Japan had
invaded China in 1937) and had given Japan six
months’ notice that the termination would go into
effect in 1940. Issei therefore could no longer rely on
the right to buy or lease land for residential or commer-
cial uses that the treaty had guaranteed them for almost
three decades. Fujii was represented by Attorney Jacob
Marion Wright, a long-time crusader for justice who,
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over the course of several decades, represented many
other Issei and Nisei. Owen E. Kupfer, a lawyer who
often teamed up with Wright, also served as defense
counsel. California’s Attorney General Edmund G.
“Pat” Brown, Assistant Attorney General Everett W.
Mattoon, and Deputy Attorney General John F.
Hassler represented the state of California. Chief
Justice Phil S. Gibson of the California Supreme Court
delivered the opinion in Fujii v. California in 1952.

The chief justice first analyzed the United Nations
Charter and then the Fourteenth Amendment. He
disagreed with the plaintiff’s lawyers that the United
Nations Charter had invalidated and superseded
California’s Alien Land Law: “It is not disputed that
the charter is a treaty, and our federal Constitution pro-
vides that treaties made under the authority of the
United States are part of the supreme law of the land
and that the judges in every state are bound thereby.
A treaty, however, does not automatically supersede
local laws, which are inconsistent with it unless
the treaty provisions are self-executing.” He thought
the United Nations Charter was not a self-executing
treaty and would thus require corollary national or
state laws to be passed before the charter can become
operative. He said that the charter had been “framed
as a promise of future [emphasis added] action by
the member nations. . .. without infringing upon their
right to order their national affairs according to the
own best ability, in their own way, and in accordance
with their own political and economic institutions
and processes. ... The charter represents a moral
commitment . .. [but] the charter provisions relied on
by plaintiff were not intended to supersede existing
domestic legislation, and we cannot hold that they
operate to invalidate the Alien Land Law.”

Having dismissed the relevance of the UN Charter,
Chief Justice Gibson then turned to the claim made by
Fujii and his lawyers that the “statutory classification
of aliens on the basis of eligibility to citizenship is
arbitrary ... and unreasonable.” After reviewing
numerous earlier cases, including the rulings in the
various alien land law cases that the high court, as well
as lower courts, had dealt with, he decided that “[c]
onstitutional principles declared in recent years are
irreconcilable with the reasoning of the earlier cases
and lead us to conclude that the statute violates the

equal protection clause of the Fourteenth Amend-
ment.” He considered “the right to acquire, enjoy,
own and dispose of property” to be a civil right. He
then opined, “By its terms the land law classifies per-
sons on the basis of eligibility to citizenship, but in fact
it classifies on the basis of race or nationality.” He
recalled how Associate Justice Roger J. Traynor had
proclaimed, in Korematsu v. United States, a case
challenging the constitutionality of the internment of
Japanese Americans during World War II, that “the
classification . .. on the basis of race ... is ‘immedi-
ately suspect’ and will be subjected ‘to the most rigid
scrutiny.” ” Chief Justice Gibson then argued that it
was a “fallacy” to equate the alien land laws to the
federal prohibition on the naturalization of Asian ali-
ens because the two types of law are not the same—
that is, a naturalization law is different from a property
law. “Accordingly, if a state wishes to borrow a federal
system of grouping, it must justify the adopted classifi-
cation in its new setting, and the state’s use of the
distinction must stand or fall on its own merits.”
Thus, “there can be no justification for a classification”
that denied property rights of certain aliens “not
because of anything they have done or any beliefs
they hold, but solely because they are Japanese.” By
a four-to-three decision, the California Supreme
Court struck down California’s antialien land laws as
unconstitutional.

As it turned out, the 1952 Sei Fujii v. State of
California case, decided on April 17, 1952, might not
have been necessary had it been heard in the California
Supreme Court after December 24, 1952 because on
that date the 1952 Immigration and Nationality Act
(commonly called the McCarran-Walter Act) passed
by Congress on June 27, 1952 went into effect, remov-
ing racial barriers to naturalization. The Chinese in
1943 and the Filipinos and Indians in 1946 had already
gained the right of naturalization. The 1952 Act made
it possible for Japanese and Koreans to become
naturalized U.S. citizens also.

Several years before the U.S. Supreme Court
struck down California’s anti-alien land laws, the
Oregon Supreme Court had already struck down that
state’s antialien land law. In Kenji Namba v. McCourt,
decided in 1949, the court ruled that Oregon’s 1923
Alien Land Law was unconstitutional. In contrast,



even after the Fujii decision, the California legislature
did nothing to repeal its various antialien land laws
until 1956. That year Proposition 13, the goal of which
was to repeal California’s alien land laws, was placed
on the ballot in the 1956 elections. The proposition
passed; so it was the voters, and not California’s legis-
lators, who finally got rid of those discriminatory laws.
Not only that, but Proposition 13 also mandated that
the legislature appropriate money to compensate those
who had lost their land via escheat actions. The legisla-
ture had actually passed a law in 1951 to offer redress
to U.S. citizens and another law in 1953 to offer re-
dress to all the individuals who had been plaintiffs,
defendants, or appellants in the various alien land law
cases. However, no funds had been appropriated until
Proposition 13 forced the legislature to do so. In Wash-
ington State the Seattle Chapter of the Japanese Ameri-
can Citizens’ League spearheaded the movement to
repeal that state’s antialien land laws by forming a
Committee for the Repeal of the Alien Land Law.
However, a Washington State Senate Joint Resolution
No. 4 to repeal the law placed on the ballot in the
1960 elections was roundly defeated. The JACL
immediately began a new round of organizing so that
it could try again in 1962 but Senate Joint Resolution
No. 21 on the 1962 ballot, also for the purpose of
repealing the state’s anti-alien land law, again failed
to pass. A new effort four years later finally succeeded
via an amendment to the Washington state constitution
placed on the ballot for the 1966 elections. In time,
other states with anti-alien land laws also removed
them from their statutes. As of May 2012, Florida is
the only state remaining that has not yet repealed its
anti-alien land law. In the 2008 elections, Amendment
1 on the Florida ballot to repeal the law was voted
down, but the Alien Land Law Committee of the
Greater Orlando Asian American Bar Association is
continuing the fight with the support of the Florida
State Bar. Only when that effort succeeds will the last
vestige of decades-old, racially discriminatory, and
unconstitutional antialien land laws be thrown into
the dustbin of history.

Sucheng Chan

See also Chinese Exclusion Acts (1882-1943);
Japanese American Citizens League (JACL);
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Korematsu v. United States (1945); McCarran-Walter
Act of 1952; Shin-Issei/Shin-Nisei Identity; Ozawa v.
United States (1922); United States v. Thind (1923);
United States v. Wong Kim Ark (1898)
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“Aliens Ineligible for Citizenship”

Naturalization is that process through which a nonciti-
zen becomes a citizen. The word, “naturalization,”
shares a common Latin root with “nativity,
ity,” and “natural,” all denoting “birth”: a “naturalized
citizen” is a person whose legal status is the same as if
he were “naturally born” in his new country. The pro-
cedures governing naturalization, including an oath of
allegiance, all suggest a person’s “rebirth” as an
American citizen, a movement from nonmember to
member.

In the United States, Congress passed the first
Naturalization Act in 1790, and this has been a model
for subsequent naturalization statutes ever since. All
applicants for American citizenship had to attest to
“good moral character” and prove at least two years
of residency in the United States and at least one year
of residency within the state where they were petition-
ing for citizenship. They also had to show that they
were “free white persons.” “Good moral character”
typically meant a clean criminal record, or at least no

29 ¢

national-



38 | “Aliens Ineligible for Citizenship”

serious criminal convictions. (Before the Revolution,
colonial assemblies had complained that Britain was
sending too many “criminals” and “paupers” to the
New World.) The residency requirements were not
always strictly enforced, but the idea was that a natu-
ralized citizen should have acclimated to their new
country before exercising full political rights.

The third requirement was the most open to inter-
pretation: “free white person” excluded slaves of Afri-
can nativity, former slaves, and white persons who
were still indentured, people who were not “free.” At
the same time, several legislators understood “free
white person” to be a rather progressive term that
could include a wide range of people from Europe that
some Americans did not think were fit for American
citizenship, especially Jews, Catholics, Germans, Irish,
Italians, and Eastern Europeans. Benjamin Franklin,
for example, did not particularly care for the large
number of German immigrants in Pennsylvania, many
of whom seemed to retain their peculiar customs and
language even after living in the “English colony” for
years. In Boston and New York, many state and local
officials looked down on the Irish, insisting that these
impoverished immigrants would destroy democracy if
they were allowed to vote. States on the East Coast
complained bitterly about the Irish well into the nine-
teenth century.

Still, in other places, especially in the South and in
the West, Germans and Irish could pass into American
citizenship relatively easily, and most southern states
interpreted and implemented the federal naturalization
law as though it should include immigrants who were
not strictly “WASPs,” or White, Anglo-Saxon, and
Protestant. In districts with large numbers of African
American slaves, where “free whites” were especially
necessary to police and supervise the slaves, and could
perhaps one day enlarge the slaveholding interest
themselves, these “suspect whites” became American
citizens. Even Native Americans—particularly those
who had mixed ancestry, or who had converted to
Christianity and held private property—could be rec-
ognized as “free white persons” under the Naturaliza-
tion Act of 1790. They moved from “Indians not
taxed” to American citizens who volunteered in state
militias, voted for state and federal officials, and held
property, including chattel slaves.

In addition, by 1792, 12 of the 13 new states
refused to allow “paupers” to vote, and immigrants
who were so poor that they had to rely on charities,
including churches and almshouses were also typically
denied the privilege of naturalization. State govern-
ments put considerable pressure on ship captains and
freight companies, imposing “head taxes” and other
measures designed to curtail the migration of “pau-
pers” from Europe to the United States. Although
property qualifications for political rights would
decline, the first federal immigration rules were
designed to prevent the landing of poor people, con-
victs, and other “undesirables.” These rules were
common throughout the nineteenth century. In 1875,
in response to a California statute directed against
“lewd and debauched women,” the Page Act forbade
the migration of “contract laborers,” ostensibly to
make sure that all persons from “China, Japan, or any
Oriental country” should enjoy a “free and voluntary”
migration to the United States. Another section of the
Act declared that “the importation into the United
States of women for the purposes of prostitution is
hereby forbidden.” Federal judges observed, though,
that in San Francisco, these rules were typically
directed at Chinese women, while the “bedizened and
painted harlot of other countries . .. parade our streets
and open her hells in broad day, without molestation
and without censure.”

The Page Act was but a harbinger of things
to come. Debates about the political position of Asians
took a more urgent turn after the American Civil War,
after the Radical Republicans successfully ratified the
Thirteenth, Fourteenth, and Fifteenth Amendments,
and then, in 1870, they revised the naturalization stat-
utes to include “persons of African nativity.” These
rules were designed to guarantee that newly freed
black slaves would enjoy their new political rights as
American citizens.

But in 1878, Judge Lorenzo Sawyer in Ah Yup
observed that although “persons of African nativity”
and “free white persons” were eligible for naturaliza-
tion, Chinese were neither, and so were ineligible for
citizenship. He noted that the debates in Congress
about revisions to the naturalization statutes clearly
favored the exclusion of the Chinese for citizenship,
and so, after nearly three decades of immigration from



China to the United States, all Chinese were now
“aliens ineligible for citizenship.”

The idea that the Chinese were neither white nor
African was extended to other groups in other federal
cases. In 1889, a federal court said that Hawaiians
were not white; still another said in 1894 said that the
Japanese were not white; two separate courts in 1916
and 1917 said that Filipinos were not white; and in
1921, a Korean petitioner was denied the privilege of
naturalization because yet another federal court said that
Koreans were not white. Deciding who was or wasn’t
white was often a tricky thing: Armenians were from lit-
erally Asia, for example, but because they were assimi-
lated into white society and had a long history of
Christianity (among other reasons), the federal courts
eventually declared that they were white in 1909, and
again in 1925. In 1880, a federal court declared that a
biracial person (half white and half Native American)
was not white, and in 1912, three separate federal cases
came to the same conclusion: biracial people were not
white. Syrians and other people from the Middle East
were sometimes white, sometimes not; Asian Indians
were sometimes white, sometimes not. In 1942,
Arabians in a Michigan federal court were declared
white; in 1944, Arabians in Massachusetts were declared
nonwhite and thus ineligible for naturalization.

Whether an immigrant was “white” or not white
had severe consequences, and not just for purposes of
acquiring citizenship. Local governments used the
term, “aliens ineligible for citizenship,” in a broad set
of statutes, for example, to exclude Asians from
employment in the public sector—police departments,
fire departments, work in city government, and so on,
were restricted to American citizens or persons eligible
for citizenship. In 1922, Congress passed the Cable
Act, which provided that any woman who married an
“alien ineligible for citizenship” would acquire the sta-
tus of her husband, thereby rendering her ineligible for
citizenship, or stripping her of American citizenship
altogether. Curiously, “aliens ineligible for citizen-
ship” could serve in the American armed forces, but
with the exception of Filipino veterans after World
War I, other Asians were still ineligible for citizenship
even after their honorable discharge. (Congress finally
allowed all veterans of World War I to naturalize in
1935.) Politically and economically, “aliens ineligible
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for citizenship” were to be kept apart from mainstream
American life, and many hoped that such aliens would
return to their home countries rather than remain in the
United States.

In the early twentieth century, one of the most
severe economic disabilities against “aliens ineligible
for citizenship” came in the form of “alien land laws,”
prohibiting such aliens from owning or even leasing
agricultural lands. California was the first state to pass
such a rule in 1913, followed by an even stricter
version in 1920 that provided for confiscations of land
held in violation of the rule. Other states followed: by
1943, Texas, Nebraska, Montana, Idaho, Washington,
Minnesota, Missouri, Oregon, New Mexico, Arizona,
Louisiana, Wyoming, Arkansas, and Utah had all
passed alien land laws that prohibited “aliens ineligible
for citizenship” from leasing or owning agricultural
land. All of these rules were upheld by the United
States Supreme Court in a set of cases in 1923. All
worked to limit or eliminate Asians from the lucrative
agricultural economies of the United States: in places
like Fresno, California, which had both a large
Japanese and Armenian immigrant population, nativ-
ists were pleased that the Japanese were rendered
“ineligible for citizenship,” even as they were annoyed
that the Armenians were allowed to pass into Ameri-
can citizenship. Ultimately, however, race-based
exclusions in the immigration law forbade all Asians
from coming to the United States, first in 1917, and
then again in 1924. The “Asiatic Barred Zone”
included Turkey and Armenia in the West, India and
all of the islands north of Australia in the South, and
Mongolia and China in the North and East.

From the mid-1920s through World War II, “ali-
ens ineligible for citizenship” in the United States were
technically not “stateless,” but they suffered from
many of the symptoms of “statelessness” common to
many different ethnic and religious groups throughout
the world in the twentieth century. A Japanese
immigrant, for example, could never vote in local,
state, or national elections, and if he’d lived in the
United States for two or three decades, he didn’t and
couldn’t vote in Japanese elections either. After so
many years, the Japanese consulate did not necessarily
“protect” such a person, nor could he necessarily
demand help from American officials. Some people
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truly had no government: Koreans were subjects of the
Japanese emperor after 1910 because Korea as a politi-
cal entity had ceased to exist. Korean nationals
couldn’t petition for American citizenship, and
although the Japanese state purportedly protected all
Korean nationals, a great many Koreans hated the
Japanese state, and so many Koreans in the United
States did consider themselves “stateless,” much in
the same way that Jewish residents of Germany or
Russia were stateless. Before World War II, Nazi
Germany implemented a series of rules that would for-
mally dispossess all Jewish persons of their property,
and also eliminate all Jewish from the professions and
from other mainstream areas of economic, social, and
political life in the Third Reich.

In the United States, Congress gradually amended
naturalization rules to allow for Asians to pass into
American citizenship during and after World War II. In
1943, Chinese immigrants were allowed to naturalize,
in recognition of American alliances with the Nationalist
Chinese during the war. In 1946, Asian Indians and
Filipino immigrants were allowed to naturalize. In the
McCarran-Walter Act of 1952, race-based discrimina-
tions in the naturalization statute were completely
repealed, even though Senator Pat McCarran of Nevada
insisted on retaining immigration restrictions against
Asians in that rule. President Truman objected to these
restrictions and vetoed the bill; Congress passed the rule
over his veto.

The term, “alien ineligible for citizenship,” no
longer carries a strictly racial meaning; but politically,
it remains a forceful concept. The category still exists
in practice: persons with serious criminal records and
others with questionable moral character are ineligible
for citizenship, as are communists, anarchists, and terro-
rists. More significantly, the category includes an ever-
growing population of undocumented aliens—persons
who entered the United States “without inspection,” per-
sons who received no formal permission to be here.
There may be 12 million such persons in the United
States now and this population continues to grow.
Already, many of these persons are on the margins of
American economy and society, and so we continue to
live in a society where immigration status remains a
major, serious axis of inequality.

John S. W. Park

See also Ah Yup, In Re (1878); Chinese Exclusion Acts
(1882-1943); McCarran-Walter Act of 1952; Page
Law (1875)
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Allen, Horace Newton (1858-1932)

Horace Newton Allen was an American medical
doctor and a Protestant missionary during the tumultu-
ous era from 1884 to 1905 of Korean history. During
this period, Allen served as one of the most influential
advisor to Kojong, the last King of the Joseon
Dynasty. Allen was a determined critic of Japanese
imperialism in Korea, but Japanese victory over China
(Sino-Japanese War of 1894-1895) and Russia
(Russo-Japanese War of 1904) sealed the fate of the
nation first as a protectorate (1905) and then as a colony
of Japan through outright annexation (1910). When
Allen openly criticized Theodore Roosevelt administra-
tion’s support of Japan during the Russo-Japanese War,
the U.S. government recalled Allen in 1905 and termi-
nated his diplomatic career. In addition to his role as a
diplomat, Allen played a crucial role in bringing
American economic interests into Korea after the
Korean-American Treaty of 1882 established diplomatic
relationship between the two nations. Along with David
W. Deshler, Allen is also recognized as a key figure in
organizing Korean immigration to Hawaii.

Allen was born in Delaware, Ohio, on April 23,
1858. After graduating from Ohio Wesleyan University
in 1881, he received his medical degree from Miami
Medical School in Cincinnati, Ohio in 1883. Like many
other ambitious and educated young American men in
the postbellum era, Allen sought to make his mark in
the “new frontier” of East Asia. One year after joining
the Board of Foreign Missions of the Presbyterian
Church in China, Allen arrived in Korea as a physician
in the United States Legation on September 20, 1884.
His close tie to Kojong began when he successfully
administered treatment to Queen Min’s nephew, Min
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Young Ik, when he was injured during the ill-fated Gap-
sin Coup that sought to overthrow the Joseon Dynasty.
Grateful for his service and impressed with Western
medicine, the royal family supported Allen in building
the first Western medical facility in Korea that has
evolved to become Yonsei University’s College of
Medicine and its Severance Hospital where his legacy
remains prominent to this day.

The Korean-American Treaty of 1882 was fol-
lowed by similar treaties with Great Britain, France,
Germany, and other Western nations and paved the
way for opening up Korea’s economy to foreign inter-
ests. Allen relied on his privileged access to the
Korean court to advance American economic interest.
In addition to convincing the king to grant a monopoly
over Unsan gold mine to his close friend James Morse,
he played a crucial role in securing other lucrative con-
cessions to a cadre of Americans friends and business
partners including Leigh S.J. Hunt and Solat J. Fassett
(mining), Walter D. Townsend (railroad, oil, and lum-
ber), and Lucius H. Foote (pearl and fishing), the first
American government minister to Korea. With the
support of these American business leaders, the U.S.
government appointed Allen as the American minister
and consul general for Korea in 1897.

In March 1902, on his return trip from Washing-
ton, D.C., to Seoul, Allen met with representatives of
the Hawaiian plantation owners in San Francisco and
then with the Hawaiian Plantation Association in
Honolulu. In Hawaii, the passage of the Organic Act
of 1900 abolished the contract labor system and
allowed the plantation workers to organize and strike
for better wages and working conditions. In Hawaii,
the Chinese Exclusion Act of 1886 resulted in
Japanese workers dominating the plantation work
force. Allen advised the plantation owners of the avail-
ability of large numbers of Koreans who were in des-
perate poverty and their willingness to migrate to
Hawaii. Allen’s letter to Governor Sanford E. Dole
outlined Allen’s assurance that Koreans would make
an ideal work force in Hawaii. It was probably not lost
on plantation owners that Koreans suffered at the hand
of Japanese economic domination and that ethnic
antagonism between the two groups would be useful
in disciplining the Japanese workers in Hawaii.
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In Korea, Allen advised the king that sending
impoverished Koreans to Hawaii would lessen the bur-
den on Korean government and that remittances would
help family member who remained behind. Once he
secured government approval, he also relied on the exten-
sive network of protestant missionaries to whip up emi-
gration fever, promising in Hawaii a haven for religious
liberty and economic advancement. In November 1902,
Allen successfully lobbied the Korean government to
grant his friend and business partner, David W. Deshler,
who owned a steamer service between Incheon and
Kobe, Japan, the concession to transport Koreans to
Hawaii. On December 22, 1902, the arrangements
made by Allen and Deshler would result in the first ship-
load of 121 immigrants who left Incheon for Hawaii.
They were inspected by Japanese physicians in Kobe,
and sailed for Honolulu on S. S. Gaelic.

When Allen openly protested U.S. government’s
policy of nonintervention in Russo-Japanese War that
cleared the way for Japan’s imperial domination over
Korea, Washington recalled him as the U.S. minister
and consul general. He died in Toledo, Ohio on
December 11, 1932. Along with Horace Grant Under-
wood, the Presbyterian missionary who founded Yon-
sei University, Horace Allen left a lasting imprint of
U.S. influence during the final days of Joseon Dynasty.

Edward J. W. Park
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American Coalition for Filipino
Veterans (ACFV) Incorporated

The American Coalition for Filipino Veterans (ACFV)
Incorporated has been identified as the largest national
lobbying organization for World War II Filipino veter-
ans in the United States. The organization first formed
in 1996 in Arlington, Virginia among a group of veter-
ans in their 70s and 80s, whose goals involved obtaining
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full recognition of their service during the war and full
benefits from the Department of Veterans Affairs
(DVA). These veterans discovered that organizing
around recognition and benefits was necessary because
although the 1990 Immigration Act provided the means
to naturalization and American citizenship for the veter-
ans, the Act did not make them eligible for benefits that
American veterans receive such as old age pensions or
Medicare and were thus limited to Supplemental Secu-
rity Income. The lack of proper recognition and benefits
from the United States government for the service of
these veterans have rendered many of them poverty-
stricken and thus unable to financially petition for family
members to immigrate to the United States.

In the mid-1990s, the organization began to coor-
dinate efforts among other advocacy groups for the
Filipino veterans and their families, as well as
work tirelessly to garner the support of congressional
members. The leaders organized campaigns, conferen-
ces, and forums, among other campaign strategies,
to encourage Filipino American communities to
become involved in helping the veterans achieve
their objectives. The leaders also utilized media net-
works effectively to publicize its campaigns and
causes. The organization now has officers, represen-
tatives, and members all over the United States, in
states such as California, Washington, Hawaii,
Nevada, Pennsylvania, New Jersey, New York, and
Florida, as well as in the Philippines.

The organization has achieved some important
victories for the veterans in their movement toward
equity. The first victory is the Supplemental Security
Income Extension Act of 1999, which allowed the vet-
erans returning to the Philippines to continue to receive
SSI payments with reductions. The Act was to provide
sustenance to nearly 7,000 elderly naturalized veterans
who were unable to petition family members to immi-
grate to the United States because of lack of funds
and thus decided to return to their homeland to reunite
with them. Eric Lachica, director of ACFV and son of
a naturalized World War II Filipino veteran, argued
that the extension of the SSI payments with reductions
will simultaneously save the government money and
do the right thing by continuing to support its veterans.

Another important victory is the passage of the
American Recovery and Reinvestment Act signed by
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President Barack Obama on February 18, 2009. It con-
tained a provision for compensation for the veterans in
the form of lump sum payments in the amounts of
$15,000 for the veterans with U.S. citizenship and
$9,000 for those with Philippine citizenship. This
provision is entitled the Filipino Veterans Equity
Compensation Act and is argued to be reparations for
the legacy of the 1946 Rescission Act. This would
not have been possible without the efforts of
Representative Xavier Becerra (Democrat, California),
Representative Bob Filner (Democrat, California), the
late Senator Daniel Inouye (Democrat, Hawaii), Sena-
tor Daniel Akaka (Democrat, Hawaii), and other mem-
bers of the Congressional Asian Pacific American
Caucus as well as the efforts of other advocacy groups
such as the National Alliance for Filipino Veterans
Equity and Justice for Filipino American Veterans.

This legislation is considered by many as having
met the demands for justice among the Filipino veter-
ans and their families but this lacks full consensus.
The Filipino Veterans Equity Movement, which began
in the 1990s, initially sought to repeal sections in the
1946 Rescission Act that deny equal benefits regard-
less of the veterans’ nationality. Because the number
of elderly living veterans decreases daily, however,
they and their advocates have become open to com-
promises so long as the measures would provide bene-
fits and considerable support for the veterans and their
families. The first proposal of lump sum payments in
1998 from long-time advocate Alex Esclamado was
criticized by the ACFV as “lacking in principle.” The
movement leaders believe that these World War 11 Fil-
ipino veterans, naturalized or not, should receive bene-
fits fitting for American veterans. The compromises
met in the 2009 legislation were lump sum settlements
and the different amounts given to those with
American citizenship and Philippine citizenship.

The organization is now working on other issues
that have come up since the 2009 legislation. One is
the lack of expediency in the Army’s National Person-
nel Records in St. Louis, Missouri in releasing the
funds of the Filipino veterans, now in their 80s and
90s, and many of whom are naturalized American
citizens. The army’s bureaucratic documentation
requirements for verification of the Filipino veterans’
service during World War II are the issue. In one case,



the Army did not accept the authenticity of 94-year-old
veteran Celestino Almeda’s 1945-1946 documents
from the Philippine Commonwealth Army of the
United States, which ironically had been the basis of
citizenship acquisition in the United States in the
1990s (ACFV). The organization has been requesting
President Obama to issue an executive order to the
Secretary of the Army to attend to this matter.

The victories of ACFV are not limited to the
material realm. The thoughtful work of its leaders
since the mid-1990s has greatly benefited the Filipino
veterans and their families, won the support and
involvement of community members, and gained rec-
ognition for their plight and stories, which have previ-
ously remained unknown and unacknowledged by the
public. The ACFV has helped organize demonstrations
such as the one that occurred on July 12, 1997 when
the veterans and their advocates chained themselves
to the iron fences at the White House Garden, chanting
“We want justice!” Other campaign strategies included
hunger strikes and “die-ins” in front of the DVA head-
quarters. With the help of ACFV, the veterans have
been able to share their stories of sacrifice for the
United States and the Philippines.

Jimiliz M. Valiente-Neighbours

See also Filipino Americans in World War II
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American Missionaries in Postwar Japan

At the conclusion of World War 1II in the Pacific The-
ater, American occupation troops waded ashore in
Japan charged with not only rebuilding a war-torn
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country but also with ensuring that the tide of milita-
rism would never again rise in Japan. To that end,
General Douglas MacArthur was appointed to lead
the Occupation as Supreme Commander for the Allied
Powers, or SCAP, a name that came to be used to
describe the entire Occupation Authority in Japan.
The United States set the twin goals of democratization
and demilitarization for the Occupation in the “Initial
Post-Surrender Policy for Japan” document issued in
late August 1945. In MacArthur’s mind, bringing
Christianity to the Japanese would serve both of these
objectives. Using the broad powers mandated to him,
Douglas MacArthur made Christianizing Japan a cen-
tral goal of the Occupation and did nearly everything
in his authority to facilitate the return of Christian mis-
sionaries in Japan.

Although the American government claimed
that in the spirit of creating a democratic Japan, the
Occupation would promote freedom of religion and
thereby remain neutral on religious matters, Douglas
MacArthur did not share this vision. Ostensibly, he
would maintain that position, but in both public and
private exchanges he proclaimed his support for the
promotion of Christianity in Japan even if that support
contravened official policy. Many Americans believed
that Japan’s expulsion of Christian missionaries in the
late sixteenth and early seventeenth centuries had been
one of the factors that led the nation down the path to
militarism and conquest. To the leader of the Occupa-
tion, Japan’s defeat in World War II had left a spiritual
vacuum in the country and Christianity represented
Japan’s best hope for recovery and stability in the
future. If Japan became a Christian nation, MacArthur
believed that it would not only guarantee peace and
democracy within Japan, but would also make the
nation a beacon of anticommunism and a loyal friend
of the United States.

For MacArthur and those who answered his call,
Christianity and democracy were nearly interchange-
able concepts. The Supreme Commander believed that
Christianity and its values formed the basis of all good
peace-loving democracies. Moreover, Christianity
represented both the very antithesis of communistic
atheism, and a chance to align Japan with American
values and to incorporate it into the U.S. sphere of in-
fluence. If Japan was to be transformed in this way,
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the nation needed Christian faith as a foundation.
Thus, Christian missionaries in Japan served the goals
of the Occupation and were often perceived as a de
facto arm of the Occupation government.

American Christian missionaries coming to Japan,
and religious groups in general would find that they
had a powerful ally in the Supreme Commander, who
was not afraid to use his broad authority to show
favoritism toward them or to step beyond the bounda-
ries of religious neutrality. Despite the apprehension
of some of his subordinates on this issue, the General
pushed ahead and brought those under his command
in line to support missionary efforts as well. With the
exception of suppressing State Shinto and its negative
wartime associations with militaristic ultranationalism,
MacArthur believed that as long as he did not obstruct
the development of other religions in Japan, that his
advocacy for Christianity fell within his mandate to
establish and preserve freedom of religion.

However, the dominating faith of Japan had to be
dismantled before Christianity could thrive. The ear-
liest steps toward opening the door to Christianity in
Japan came on December 15, 1945, when the Occupa-
tion Authority issued a directive outlawing State
Shinto, which allowed other religions to take root.
Emperor Hirohito followed this directive with a proc-
lamation in January 1, 1946 renouncing his divinity.

Within the Occupation, MacArthur designated a
unit called the Religions and Cultural Resources Divi-
sion (RCR) to handle matters relating to the return of
Christian missionaries. Many members of this division
were themselves religious leaders and missionaries
brought in to assist the effort. The RCR kept both a
Protestant and Catholic religious advisor on staff to
provide guidance, consult with military and civilian
leaders, and advance the work of Christian religious
groups now welcome in Japan. For MacArthur person-
ally, the Occupation forces themselves would be the
first line of Christian influence in Japan. The leader
of the Occupation encouraged his troops to pray,
read the Bible, and exemplify Christian morals and
values for their former enemies. Military chaplains
were encouraged to spread the word of God to the
Japanese and to seek converts as part of their Occupa-
tion duties.

Occupation troops would not have to serve alone as
stewards of Christianity for long, as Catholic, Protestant,
and nondenominational groups rushed to answer the
call to return to Japan. At the start of the Occupation,
there were only about 100,000 Catholics and 200,000
Protestants among the Japanese populace. Arriving
missionaries pursued numerous different approaches
including direct ministry, motion pictures, and the dis-
tribution of religious literature to raise these numbers.

Early in the Occupation, only military personnel
were allowed to enter Japan. A cadre of American
religious leaders on a survey mission representing the
various Christian faiths in the United States was
the first nonmilitary group permitted to enter Japan.
These ecumenical leaders came from the World Council
of Churches, the International Missionary Council, and
the Federal Council of Churches. After flying in on a
military aircraft, they were welcomed into Japan in
October of 1945. Other Catholic and Protestant leaders
would follow and be lodged by the Occupation in the
Imperial Hotel of Tokyo or in U.S. Army facilities.

Because of Japan’s state of disarray and poverty
immediately after the war, missionaries relied heavily
upon assistance from the Occupation Authority to
carry out their work. Starvation brought on by a very
low-calorie daily diet posed an especially serious prob-
lem. To alleviate Japanese hunger, missionaries
received permission from SCAP to import food as well
as supplies, clothing, and other necessitates. Until they
could import their own vehicles, fuel, and housing
materials, Occupation forces stepped in and provided
for these needs.

Father Bruno Bitter, S.J., led the Rehabilitation
Committee of the Catholic Church in Japan, which
served as the primary body working to establish a
strong Catholic footing in Japan. He also served as an
advisor to SCAP. Father Bitter hoped to distribute
Bibles, prayer books, and other religious texts in
Japan, most of which had to be shipped over from
the United States and were not widely available in
Japanese. To remedy this problem, Bitter secured
access through MacArthur to facilities in Japan that
would allow him to set up printing presses in-country
for these items. With MacArthur’s blessing and assis-
tance, Bitter shipped over the raw materials for the



printing operation and accelerated his production and
distribution of these Japanese-language materials for
the people. To steadily churn out literature, Bitter
called upon Catholic professors in the United States
and Japan to write columns in these works, all the
while assuring them that they had the complete support
of MacArthur and his Occupation government.

At the higher levels of Church leadership, the
Supreme Commander maintained a long-running
relationship and correspondence with Cardinal Francis
Spellman, who served not only as Archbishop of New
York, but also as Military Bishop of the American
Armed Forces. MacArthur arranged for Spellman to
travel to Japan shortly after the war ended to give a
mass and treated the affair as a state visit from a digni-
tary. Cardinal Spellman would travel back to Japan in
1948 to observe the work of the American mission-
aries and assess their progress. He believed that their
pursuits were greatly aided and inspired by the
sponsorship of the Supreme Commander’s office.
Whenever Spellman visited Japan, he enjoyed
unique access to the highest levels of the Occupation
government, including MacArthur himself. The
Supreme Commander, as a matter of course, often
shielded himself behind an impenetrable bureaucratic
wall. However, he welcomed these meetings and
sought the Cardinal’s counsel and encouraged him
to return again in 1950. This exchange illustrated
MacArthur’s preference for the advice of religious
leaders and their privileged capacity to influence the
religious tone of the Occupation.

One of the prime examples of that preference came
as Catholics in Japan prepared to celebrate the quad-
rennial anniversary of the arrival of St. Francis Xavier
in Japan. In homage to Catholicism’s legacy in Japan,
a series of festivities were planned to commemorate
this event. To underscore the importance of the occa-
sion, which took place in May of 1949, Rome arranged
to have the relic of Xavier’s right arm shipped to
Japan. The presence of such a relic would undoubtedly
draw many to the celebration, but the Supreme Com-
mander generated more enthusiasm by encouraging
Catholics from the United States and Europe to make
a pilgrimage to Japan to attend. He also drew parallels
between the work of Xavier and that of the mission-
aries toiling in Japan at the time. By ennobling the

American Missionaries in Postwar Japan | 45

event, he enhanced the legitimacy of the proceedings
for the Catholic Church by ensuring a high turnout.

Protestant organizations like the Southern Baptist
Convention would send traditional preaching missions
to Japan and would write to Supreme Headquarters to
request assistance for their work. Word came down
from MacArthur and his staff that SCAP would pro-
vide whatever resources necessary to aid the mission
of organizations like the SBC. In fact missionary lead-
ers often sought the favor of the Allied command and
received unprecedented access to military resources
and material. Several times, they were given blanket
assurances of assistance, which they did not hesitate
to exploit.

Prior to 1948, standard Occupation policy dictated
that all missionaries seeking entrance into Japan had to
have prior experience in the field. This restriction did
not impose incredibly harsh limits on who was granted
permission to enter, but by 1948, SCAP altered these
rules to enlarge the stream of missionaries arriving in
Japan. From that point on, missionaries without expe-
rience were welcomed in Japan. Once again, rules
were loosened to facilitate the missionary endeavor.
Although over 1,000 missionaries answered the call
to serve in the first years of the Occupation, as of
1951 the number of missionaries operating in Japan
had swelled to 2,500.

The Christianizing crusade in Japan incorporated
not only missionaries on the ground, but those groups
who focused solely on the dissemination of religious
literature as a means of conversion. Their rationale
was that spreading the written word of God to as many
people as possible could have a longer and more far-
reaching impact. Notable groups who pursued this
course included the American Bible Society and the
Pocket Testament League. Under the auspices of
SCAP these groups would send millions of Bibles
and religious texts to Japan.

Founded in the United States during the nineteenth
century as a part of the time period’s religious revival-
ism, the American Bible Society believed in individual
engagement with religion through Scripture study.
In 1948, the American Bible Society informed Mac-
Arthur that it could not sustain its rate of production
and shipment of religious texts for Japanese consump-
tion. Alarmed, the Supreme Commander fired back a
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telegram warning the ABS that any decline in the
availability of those texts could have disastrous conse-
quences for the Christian movement in Japan. To stave
off this eventuality, he offered military transport and
facilities to aid their cause. Setting the goal of bringing
over 10 million Bibles into Japan, MacArthur paved
the way to make this dream a reality. Perhaps an even
starker example of his determination in this matter
was his encounter with the Pocket Testament League.

The Pocket Testament League’s origins also lie in
nineteenth-century America. They shared a similar
goal with the ABS of spreading Christianity widely
through immersion in religious texts like the Bible.
As with the ABS, MacArthur challenged the League
in 1949 to set higher goals than they had originally
intended for their distribution numbers in Japan. He
reiterated the goal of over 10 million Bibles for Japa-
nese consumption. To make this possible, MacArthur
promised the PTL unfettered access to Occupation re-
sources and concurrently issued an order to his troops
to assist the League in any way they might require.
Many within the PTL took this as the issuance of a
blank check and therefore requested use of transport,
storage, and housing facilities, which they mostly
received, enabling them to meet their goal.

Missionary groups like the Foreign Missions
Conference of North America made up of Presbyter-
ians, Baptists, Methodists, and Lutherans made less
traditional overtures for Christianity in the form of reli-
gious films. These projects were considered a welcome
addition to missionary efforts and so in the summer of
1948, SCAP granted access to filmmakers shooting a
film called Toru. The movie featured a Japanese war
veteran who returned to Japan to find his home
destroyed and family dead, whereupon he renounced
Shinto. This set the stage for his exposure to
Christianity and democracy. As a theme, many of
these films aimed to show the Japanese people the fal-
lacy of their past faith contrasted with the promise and
opportunity provided by Christianity.

Meanwhile, hoping to secure a Christian presence
among the next generation of Japanese leaders, groups
like the Lutheran International Walther League in
1949, lobbied to erect Christian youth centers, in this
case near the University of Hokkaido campus. It stood
to reason that the leaders of Japan’s tomorrow would

be educated and so many Christian groups flocked to
schools and college campuses to create outreach pro-
grams and gain converts. SCAP approved of these ini-
tiatives, reasoning that the youth of Japan needed
proper guidance in a divided world of competing
ideologies. To the IWL and the forces of the Occupa-
tion, there was no better guide than Christianity.

This rationale was implemented on an even
grander scale in the plans to build a Christian
university in Japan. A school such as this offered the
chance to secure an influential block of Japanese citi-
zens as a force for Christianity. The establishment of
International Christian University involved a massive
fundraising campaign to acquire land and begin con-
struction. Inside Japan and back in the United States,
the campaign attracted many highly placed supporters
like Ichimada Hisato, governor of the Bank of Japan,
and former Ambassador Joseph Grew as well as Doug-
las MacArthur himself, who consented to serve as the
campaign’s honorary chairman. Catholics already had
Sophia University in Tokyo, and Protestant groups
moved to match this accomplishment. The ICU
endeavor’s nobility seemed beyond question once it
had added the Supreme Commander to its list of advo-
cates. Numerous Protestant groups united behind this
quest. The university was opened in Tokyo in 1953
and remains so to this day.

To many, it seemed that the Japanese people
responded to these approaches. Prominent Japanese
Christian evangelist Kagawa Toyohiko, who had stud-
ied at Princeton Theological Seminary, rose to high
stature in postwar Japan as a leader of Japanese Protes-
tant Christianity. The Occupation forces deemed him
so important that they overlooked some of his wartime
activities, which supported Japanese militarism and
war aims. Kagawa embodied what Christian mission-
aries hoped to create in Japan and his leadership of
Japanese Protestantism superseded his sometimes con-
troversial rhetoric.

It seemed that Christianity had even made inroads
at the highest levels of the Japanese Government. In
May 1947, Katayama Tetsu became the first Christian
prime minister of Japan. His actual devotion to the
Christian cause was debatable. Nonetheless, the
Supreme Commander and Christians the world over
lionized him and proclaimed that his election heralded



the religious reorientation of the Japanese people.
Katayama’s tenure lasted less than 10 months, which
dampened the fervor accompanying his brief rise to
prominence.

The greatest prize to be won for Christianity
remained the Emperor and his family. In the early
years of the Occupation, this matter remained
shrouded in mystery as the Emperor demonstrated no
visible religious preference. Contrary to its earlier pat-
terns, Occupation forces adopted a hands-off policy
when it came to Imperial conversion. They did not fear
casting their support behind other proselytizing
endeavors, but apparently sought to avoid the appear-
ance of manipulating Japan’s constitutional sovereign.
A huge development occurred in 1948 when the
Empress and her daughters began taking religious les-
sons from a Presbyterian minister. Furthermore, the
Emperor called for an audience with several members
of the missionary community and held religious dis-
cussions with them. Although many in the nation and
Occupation held their breath, a Christian emperor was
not to be. Rather, Christianity seemed at most a
delightful curiosity for the Imperial family. This in
some way mirrored the reactions of many in Japan
toward Christianity. Others took a more disapproving
opinion of Christian missionaries.

Even with the backing of General Douglas Mac-
Arthur, American missionaries in Japan did not gain
converts in the large numbers they had expected. By
the end of the Occupation in 1952, only 200,000 Japa-
nese identified themselves as Protestant and 157,000
as Catholic. This meant that the Protestant population
remained exactly the same as it was before the war
and that Catholics had made only modest gains from
its 100,000-member starting point. In short, less than
one half of one percent of the 83 million citizens of
Japan at the time considered themselves Christian.

Reasons for the ineffectiveness of this campaign
vary and no one factor has been shown to be conclu-
sive. Some scholars believe that Shinto and Buddhism
were more deeply historically engrained in the
Japanese psyche, and so they gravitated toward those
religions. Many Japanese viewed Christianity as an
unsavory foreign influence, symbolic of American
control. Following centuries of religion endowing per-
sons or concepts in Japanese society with divine
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importance, some Japanese adopted a more secular
lifestyle. American missionaries may also have mis-
taken mild curiosity on the part of the Japanese popula-
tion for genuine interest in conversion, which bloated
their conversion estimates. Lastly, the zeal of many of
these missionary groups led in some cases to divisive-
ness and competition, which sullied their image in the
eyes of the Japanese. Japan would not be won for
Christianity, a religion whose popularity remains
somewhat limited to this day.

Brandon P. Seto

See also Japanese American Christianity
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American-Style Concentration Camps

With its entry into World War II, the federal
government decided that Japanese Americans on the
West Coast of the United States needed to be confined
in camps because of military/security risks that this
population supposedly posed. This suspicion has since
been shown to be unfounded, and in the Korematsu
and Hirabayashi coram nobis cases of the 1980s the
federal government had to acknowledge that its law-
yers had deceived the Supreme Court during the
1940s in this regard.

Because it is now regarded as one of the most sig-
nificant violations of civil and constitutional rights by
the government against its own citizens, the imprison-
ment of over 120,000 persons of Japanese descent in
American-style concentration camps during the 1940s
is a critically important topic in U.S. history. Even
though some scholars have incorrectly speculated that
further attention is redundant, the truth is that key
issues remain unresolved, and the larger significance
of this period continues to be theorized in interesting
ways.
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To begin with, the terminology used to describe
what happened is clouded by misleading words. Fol-
lowing Daniels, we choose to call the episode one of
mass incarceration, not “evacuation”; Japanese Amer-
icans were prisoners, not “internees.” They were
forced by the U.S. Army into Wartime Civil Control
Authority (WCCA) camps, not “assembly centers,”
and later, under the jurisdiction of the War Relocation
Authority, or WRA, they were held in American-
style concentration camps, not “relocation centers.”
The words we use to describe what happened are criti-
cal, and so it is important to begin by eschewing
government euphemisms.

Contrary to popular belief, the events that led up to
mass incarceration did not begin with the bombing
of Pearl Harbor. There was, in fact, a history of anti-
Japanese sentiment long before that. Historical
research reveals that both formal and informal dis-
crimination against Asian immigrants goes back to
the earlier anti-Chinese movement of the nineteenth
century. In response to Japan’s military activities in
countries like Korea and Manchuria, domestic intelli-
gence operations focusing on the Japanese American
community began as early as the 1920s in Hawaii and
in the 1930s on the U.S. mainland. After the Pearl
Harbor attack, the FBI, Navy, and Army consolidated
their lists, and the FBI raided select homes and impris-
oned more that 2,000 Issei (first-generation immi-
grants) in Justice Department “internment camps” (a
technical term that appropriately designates camps
where aliens are imprisoned), thus depriving the
community of key leaders.

Afterward, the head of the Western Defense
Command, General John L. DeWitt, established
military zones, imposed curfew, and passed over
100 additional orders restricting people of Japanese
ancestry. Early removal was cruelly enforced in sites
such as Terminal Island, south of Los Angeles in
February 1942, and in Bainbridge Island in Seattle’s
Puget Sound in March 1942. Individuals and families
in these locations, including some mothers whose
husbands had been arrested by the FBI, were forced
to leave within 48 hours. On February 19, 1942,
President Roosevelt signed Executive Order 9066,
which did not name people of Japanese ancestry spe-
cifically but allowed the Army to detain any person

or group construed as a threat to national security.
The Japanese American Citizens League, or JACL,
urged compliance with removal and incarceration to
prove the community’s loyalty to the United States.
Although wholesale resistance was not possible, many
blamed the JACL for overaccommodating because, by
the end of the war, not one person of Japanese ancestry
had been convicted of either sabotage or espionage.

In very quick order, the Army, under the guise of
the Wartime Civil Control Administration, or WCCA,
rounded up over 110,000 Japanese Americans on the
West Coast and confined them in 16 temporary camps
euphemistically called “assembly centers.” These tem-
porary camps were often located on local race tracks or
fairgrounds. Within a year, people were transferred to
one of ten more permanent camps that were set up in
desolate parts of the interior. These camps were man-
aged by a civilian agency, the WRA.

Initial conditions in the WRA camps were harsh.
Pregnant women and people with any kind of infirmity
were put at risk because medical personnel and sup-
plies were very limited. Even those who were able-
bodied resented the camps. In addition to being ripped
off and run out of their homes and communities by
government authorities, people’s distress had to do
with conditions that ranged from inadequate facilities
to poor food, overcrowding and an egregious lack of
privacy. There was dissent over such things as low
wages, rigid rules and regulations, as well as the exclu-
sion of Issei elders from the limited amount of self-
government the WRA allowed. From the beginning,
there were many forms of popular resistance on the
part of ordinary individuals. As a result, life in camp
was often tense. To make matters worse, misguided
WRA policies did little or nothing to help the overall
situation.

One of the bungled government moves was the
implementation of the compulsory “loyalty question-
naire” in 1943, which attempted to identify so-called
“disloyal” persons. Anyone who was deemed suspi-
cious was subsequently sent into “segregation” at the
WRA camp at Tule Lake. In many cases, the people
identified as disloyal were merely trying to stand up
for their rights. Second-generation Nisei with pro-
American sentiments were encouraged to either join
the military if they were eligible or to resettle to the



interior states of the U.S. mainland even though the
war was still in progress. Approximately, one-third of
the WRA camp residents did resettle before the war
ended. In terms of military service, more than 30,000
Japanese American men and women served in one
capacity or another by the end of the war, joining dif-
ferent branches of the U.S. Army, including the famed
442nd Regimental Combat Team and the 100th
Battalion, the Military Intelligence Service, and the
Women’s Army Corps, among others.

Resettling, as a whole, during and after the
war presented many critical challenges to each genera-
tion. What sparse research there is indicates that many
had to endure poverty and discrimination during
the 1940s and even into the 1950s. By the 1970s,
progressive Nisei who were influenced by the Civil
Rights Movement and the creation of Asian American
Studies programs, joined forces with their third-
generation children. Together the two generations
formed a plethora of grassroots organizations and
galvanized the larger community to expose the injusti-
ces that the WRA camps had wrought. In the end, the
passage of the Civil Liberties Act of 1988 was a tan-
gible victory after a hard-found battle for Redress (an
apology) and Reparations (monetary payment for dam-
ages done). Only about half of those imprisoned
received payment, however, because many Issei were
deceased by the time the bill was signed and were thus
rendered ineligible for monetary compensation.

What issues surrounding mass incarceration
remain for students and researchers to address in the
new millennium? Three thematic areas stand out:

1. The utility of particularistic accounts—that
discuss each camp in isolation—is now very
limited. At one level, this is because the basic
features of the WCCA and WRA camps have
already been described. Concomitantly, past
accounts have been guilty of overgeneralizing
about Japanese Americans as a whole. As a
result we lack information about intragroup
diversity. Japanese American women’s experi-
ences in camp, in terms of background
and generation, are a narrative that remains
underexplored. Class issues in camp adjust-
ment and resettlement are understudied.
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Mixed-race children have received little atten-
tion, and GLB (Gay, Lesbian, Bisexual) indi-
viduals have been virtually ignored.

South of the border, the U.S. State Department
worked with the Peruvian government to seize
over 1,800 persons of Japanese ancestry, who
were taken from their homes and communities
and confined in the Department of Justice
internment camp at Crystal City, Texas. In
Mexico, on the other hand, Mexican author-
ities sought to concentrate people of Japanese
ancestry in the northern states as well as in
Baja California to two cities in the central
Mexican highlands. Although policies varied
from country to county, many of the initiatives
against Japanese Latin Americans appear to
have been unduly influenced by the U.S. State
Department.

Because the Nikkei (persons of Japanese
ancestry, overseas) seized in 13 Central and
South American countries and sent up the
United States have never been adequately
compensated, the issue of full-scale Latin
American Japanese and Redress/ Reparations
continues into the new millennium. Here,
“The Crusade for Justice,” a Northern Califor-
nia community-based organization, has done
an outstanding job. To date, the full story of
Japanese Latin Americans, who were subject
to rendition (i.e., seizure) has never been writ-
ten; full compensation for losses has been
denied and so justice is still very much
pending.

The gradual passing of the Nisei generation is
pushing a wide range of issues to the forefront.
Scholars like Donna Nagata, artists and writ-
ers, as well as community members, have
asked “what is the long-term impact of the
camps” on subsequent generations? The
answer is not yet clear, in part because discus-
sion over the best methodologies of measure-
ment is ongoing. That in itself is an important
area of continuing study, if only because there
is variation within generation cohorts. Thus it
is hard to say, with authority, what the Nisei
generation’s response to the camps actually
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was. It depends on many things, including the
gender, age, and background of the individual
involved; what camp the person was in; and
even what transpired with their family and at
a personal level in the difficult years of reset-
tlement once the war was over.

Concomitantly, there is also debate over what
memories of incarceration are presented, who presents
them, and how best to record and communicate them.
Museums and historical societies, the foremost of
which is the Japanese American National Museum,
have engaged the issue of preservation for over three
decades now. Recent legislation such as Public Law
109-441, which provide federal funds to preserve
actual camp sites and buildings, have energized the
camp-specific organizations such as the Friends
of Minidoka and the Heart Mountain Wyoming
Foundation. Preservation, however, inherently entails
issues of representation, and so the construction of
memorials and “interpretive learning centers” have
raised a wide range of issues having to do with repre-
sentation, including terminology, context, diversity,
and impact.

Similarly, community-based organizations like the
Nikkei for Civil Rights and Redress (NCRR) have suc-
cessfully drawn attention to how the persecution and
challenges facing Muslim Americans bear an unfortu-
nate resemblance to those faced by the Issei and Nisei
during the 1940s. NCRR’s response to a number of
the issues raised, herein, has precisely to do with mak-
ing the history of mass incarceration relevant to our
lives today. In other words, the Japanese American
experience of mass incarceration must not be reduced
to a static history lesson. This vital piece of American
history has ongoing significance. Its continued study
is vital to the understanding of minorities, domestically
and globally, today.

Lane Ryo Hirabayashi and James A. Hirabayashi

See also Japanese Americans; Manzanar Children’s
Village (1942-1945); Manzanar Riot (1942)
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Angel Island Immigration Station

From 1910 to 1940, over 1 million people passed
through the port of San Francisco on their way into or
out of the United States. The Angel Island Immigration
Station, located in the San Francisco Bay, served as the
processing and detention center for an estimated
300,000 immigrants. One of almost 20 immigration
stations operating around the United States in the early
twentieth century, the immigration station on Angel
Island was the main Pacific gateway into and out of
the country. The majority of the newcomers came



from China, and the immigration station’s history of
detaining Chinese immigrants is most well known.
But there were also immigrants from over 80 different
countries who passed through Angel Island, including
Japan, India, Korea, Russia, Mexico, the Philippines,
Australia, New Zealand, and Germany. Of the
300,000 estimated detainees, there were approximately
100,000 Chinese, 70,000 Japanese, 8,000 South
Asians, 7,500 Russians, 1,000 Koreans, 1,000 Fili-
pinos, and 400 Mexicans. Many came for work or to
join family already here. Others hoped to find refuge
from the revolutionary violence, colonialism, or per-
secution ravaging their homelands.

Like Ellis Island, the Angel Island Immigration
Station was one of the country’s main ports of
entry for immigrants in the early twentieth century.
But although Angel Island was popularly called the
“Ellis Island of the West,” it was very different from
its counterpart in New York. Mainly a processing
center for European immigrants, Ellis Island was char-
acterized by American immigration laws that
restricted, but did not exclude, European immigrants.
In fact, one of the goals of Ellis Island was to begin
the process of turning European immigrants into natu-
ralized Americans. Angel Island, on the other hand,
was the chief port of entry for Asian immigrants and
was characterized by American immigration policies
that excluded Asians and barred them from becoming
naturalized citizens. Most European immigrants proc-
essed through Ellis Island spent only a few hours or
at most a few days there, whereas the processing time
for Asian, especially Chinese, immigrants on Angel
Island was measured in days and weeks.

Building the Immigration Station

Although the immigration station on Angel Island did
not open until 1910, its history is rooted in the United
States’ passage of the Chinese Exclusion Act of
1882. This law barred Chinese laborers, allowed only
members of elite “exempt” classes to enter, and required
the inspection of newly arriving Chinese immigrants.
Those who met the admission requirements were
allowed to enter the country; those who did not were
detained until they could be deported or until a final
decision on their cases was made. For many years,
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Chinese immigrants were detained in the two-story
“detention shed” built on the Pacific Mail Steamship
Company wharf in San Francisco. Numerous complaints
about the unsafe and overcrowded conditions at the shed
convinced federal government officials to construct a
permanent immigration facility. With the successful
operation of Ellis Island in mind, lawmakers suggested
that San Francisco build a similar immigration station
on an isolated island. Angel Island, the largest island
in the San Francisco Bay, was seen as a logical
choice. Architect Walter J. Matthews modeled the San
Francisco facility after its New York counterpart,
designing a station that grouped together buildings
that were devoted to specific functions, such as
administration, medical, and detention. The Angel Island
Immigration Station opened January 21, 1910. The first
immigrants arrived for processing the next day.

Immigrant Experiences on Angel Island

Although the station was designed to address the port
of San Francisco’s unique position as the primary
entry point for Chinese into the United States, an
increasingly diverse group of immigrants began to
arrive on Angel Island during and after World War 1.
A complex set of immigration laws regulated their
entry and treated immigrants differently based on their
race, nationality, gender, and class. Contract laborers,
anarchists, those “likely to become a public charge,”
and others were excluded under general immigration
laws. A diplomatic accord, known as the “Gentlemen’s
Agreement” between the United States and Japan, also
effectively ended the immigration of Japanese and
Korean laborers beginning in 1908. The 1917 Immi-
gration Act’s “Asiatic Barred Zone” barred South
Asians. The Quota Act of 1921 and the Immigration
Act of 1924 limited total annual admissions and set
temporary quotas for each immigrant group based on
their national origins. The economic depression of the
1930s sharply curtailed all immigration into the United
States, and at the same time, there was an increase in
arrests and deportations of immigrants already in the
country, particularly Filipinos and Mexicans. As the
United States continued to close its door to an ever-
widening group of immigrants, regulation of immigra-
tion on Angel Island became a complex, multifaceted
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process. The Angel Island Immigration Station also
played a key role in removing and deporting immi-
grants already in the United States, particularly during
the Filipino repatriation campaign of the 1930s.

The Angel Island Immigration Station employed a
large staff of immigrant inspectors, stenographers,
guards, clerks, deckhands, transportation employees,
engineers, telephone operators, plumbers, carpenters,
laundrymen, guards, and cooks. Missionaries and
representatives of immigrant and social service organ-
izations made regular visits to the immigration station
to offer religious services, occasional cultural pro-
grams, English classes, and comfort and assistance to
immigrant detainees. Methodist deaconess Katharine
Maurer, known as the “Angel of Angel Island,” served
Angel Island immigrants for 28 years.

There were some common inspection, medical,
and detention procedures that immigration officials
followed for all new arrivals. However, immigration

regulation on Angel Island also varied—sometimes
dramatically—across groups. There was a strict policy
of racial segregation separating whites and Asians, and
international relations, histories of colonialism, and
domestic hierarchies of race, ethnicity, class, and gen-
der in U.S. immigration policy all influenced how dif-
ferent immigrant groups came to Angel Island and
how they fared once there.

Chinese immigrants were judged solely through
the terms of the Chinese exclusion laws, which barred
Chinese laborers, but allowed for certain “exempt”
classes, like merchants and U.S. citizens to enter or re-
enter the country. Japanese, Koreans, and South
Asians eventually became excluded by race-based
laws, such as the Gentlemen’s Agreement and the
“Asiatic Barred Zone” in the 1917 immigration law,
but they were also subjected to class-based and general
immigration laws that barred “persons likely to
become a public charge” and others. Until 1935,

Chinese and Japanese women and children wait to be processed as they sit in a wire mesh enclosure at the Angel Island
internment barracks in San Francisco Bay in the late 1920s. (AP Photo)



Filipinos could enter the country without an entry visa
as U.S. nationals and were rarely brought to the immi-
gration station. For Russian immigrants, class, nation-
ality, and political convictions, but not race, were the
criteria for exclusion. Immigrants with wealth, educa-
tion, and powerful friends from all backgrounds almost
always faced less scrutiny than their fellow country-
men and entered the country after only minimal
inspections. Women of all backgrounds were judged
by evidence of their morality, their role in their fami-
lies, and their race. Women traveling alone or who
had checkered sexual pasts encountered more difficul-
ties than others traveling with their husbands who were
deemed to be “respectable.” For some immigrants,
race, class, and gender-based laws worked together to
either open the gate to America or keep it closed.
Immigrants actively challenged their treatment on
Angel Island and their exclusion from the country,
but the ways that they did so also differed. Some, like
the Chinese, Koreans, and Russians, were able to
marshal strong ethnic organizations to come to their
defense. Chinese were the most active litigants and
routinely hired the best lawyers to represent their cases
to the U.S. government. Jewish refugees relied on a
highly organized network of religious and other organ-
izations to come to their defense. Others like the
Japanese depended on their home governments as a
counterweight to American discrimination. Many,
such as Mexicans and Filipinos, called on family and
friends to verify their claims for admission. Others,
like South Asians, had fewer ethnic organizations and
an unresponsive, or even hostile, home government
that facilitated their exclusion from the United States.

Immigrant Detention

An estimated 70 percent of all passengers arriving in
San Francisco were brought to Angel Island; the
remaining passengers, including returning residents
and citizens, were landed directly from the steamships.
Of those detained on Angel Island, nearly 60 percent
were detained up to three days. This rate of detention
contrasts dramatically with those for Ellis Island,
where only 10 percent of all arrivals were detained
for legal reasons and another 10 percent were detained
for medical treatment. Disparities in immigrant
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detention on Angel Island also existed. Seventy-six
percent of Chinese applicants were ferried over to the
island, compared to 38 percent of non-Asians. Com-
pared to other groups, Chinese also had the highest
rates of detention. Chinese comprised 70 percent of
those who spent any time on Angel Island, and their
average detention was 10 days. Quok Shee, who was
detained there from September 1916 to August 1918,
holds the record for the longest known detention at
the immigration station.

Immigrant detainees were housed in two separate
buildings. Whites and Asian women were generally
housed in separate detention quarters in the admin-
istration building. A separate “European” recreation yard
was attached. Asian men were housed in a separate
two-story detention barracks building that could house
300 to 400 males and 100 females at one time. It had
its own recreation yard for Asian detainees.

Immigrant detainees faced a mundane routine of
anxious waiting that could last days, weeks, and even
months and years. There was little privacy or re-
creation, and detainees vehemently complained about
the overcrowded and unsanitary conditions and the
poor quality food at the station. Some Chinese detain-
ees, who faced higher rates of detention and longer
detention periods than other groups, expressed their
frustrations through poetry written or carved into the
barracks walls.

One poem written by an anonymous Chinese
detainee, expresses the common feelings of frustration,
anger, and sadness that many detainees felt on Angel
Island.

I clasped my hands in parting with my
brothers and classmates.

Because of the mouth, I hastened to cross the
American ocean.

How was I to know that the western
barbarians had lost their hearts and reason?

With a hundred kinds of oppressive laws,
they mistreat us Chinese.

Chinese were the most prolific writers at the
immigration station. Researchers have discovered 310
Chinese poems and inscriptions. But other immigrants
also left their mark on the detention barracks walls.
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There are almost one hundred additional slogans and
inscriptions in Japanese, Korean, Russian, Punjabi,
and English.

National Historic Landmark

The Angel Island immigration station was abandoned for
many years after a 1940 fire destroyed its administration
building. But in the 1970s, community activists organized
to save the immigrant barracks from destruction after a
California state park ranger discovered Chinese poetry
carved into the barracks walls. Under the leadership of
the Angel Island Immigration Station Historical Advisory
Committee, the process of restoring the immigrant deten-
tion barracks began. Community historians and scholars
also started interviewing former immigrant detainees,
documenting the Chinese poetry found on the barracks
walls, and preserving the history of the immigration sta-
tion. In 1983, the immigration barracks was opened to
the public as an interpretive center. The immigration sta-
tion was designated a National Historic Landmark in
1998. State and federal funding supported additional
restoration efforts. In 2009, the restored immigration bar-
racks and immigration station site reopened to the public,
and in 2010, the immigration station marked its centen-
nial with events on and off the island.

No longer known just for its importance to
Chinese American history, the Angel Island Immigra-
tion Station National Historic Landmark is now recog-
nized for its centrality to American immigration in the
past, present, and future.

Erika Lee

See also Chinese Exclusion Acts (1882—-1943); Immi-
gration Act of 1917 and the “Barred Zone”; Immigra-
tion Act of 1924; Japanese Immigrant Women
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Anti-Asian Miscegenation Laws

The first antimiscegenation act dates back to colonial
America in 1661 when Maryland passed a law banning

interracial marriage between whites and blacks.
Through this form of racial regulation, lawmakers
sought to limit the interactions between free whites
and slaves. Although the sanctions were never uni-
formly instituted at a federal level, over the course of
the next three centuries, 38 states in the country exer-
cised some variation of antimiscegenation laws. In
the case of Asian Americans, the legislations lodged
against the members of the Asian community were
often rooted in fear of economic competition, the
desire to protect the political interests of whites, and
the social perception of the inability of Asian immi-
grants to assimilate. Mostly, marital jurisprudence
was instituted as a way to prevent intermarriages
between white women and Asian men.

Beginning in the 1860s, a series of antimiscegena-
tion laws were instituted with the purpose of regulating
marriages between the Asian immigrant population
and the dominant white public. Historically, the mid-
1800s witnessed the arrival of people of Chinese
descent in large numbers. The quest for gold in the
American West attracted many from overseas who
came to America with hopes of securing wealth and
fortune. As temporary workers, or sojourners as they
were called, many of these Chinese men had arrived
intent on finding riches and then returning home. As
such, the American public and lawmakers did not view
these Asian workers as capable of being assimilated
into American society. Because the majority of the
immigrants were male, the Chinese population experi-
enced an overwhelmingly disproportionate male
to female ratio. In 1870, for instance, there were 14
Chinese men for every Chinese woman. As a result,
as bachelor communities dotted the maps of the
American West, it raised concern on behalf of white
America of the need to police their mobility and resi-
dency as well as their ability to marry.

Compounded by the increasingly anti-Chinese
sentiments that emerged during the 1860s, the Chinese
then became the first Asian ethnic group to encounter
legal sanctions against their marriage to whites. In
1861, a physician from Nevada by the name of
Dr. John S. Pugh requested legal acts to forbid and
criminalize any Chinese-white marriages. With the
passage of this prohibition by the leading Union Party,
Nevada became the first state in the country to legally



interdict unions between a white person and an Asian
person. Idaho, Oregon, Arizona, and Wyoming soon
followed suit by enacting similar judicial limitations
on mixed marriages. These legal steps taken to demar-
cate racial lines were part of a growing practice in the
1860s of extending the illegality of interracial mar-
riages beyond whites and blacks. For instance, Section
3 of Arizona’s 1865 Territory Laws states, “All mar-
riages of white persons with negros, mulattoes, Indi-
ans, or mongolians are declared illegal and void”
(Sohoni 2007: 8). For most of the nineteenth century,
“Mongolian” and “Chinese” often appeared on state
regulations to communicate the restrictions placed on
Chinese bachelors.

During this period, political parties were funda-
mental to the successful passage of these laws. Union-
ists in Nevada and Oregon advanced proposals barring
the Chinese whereas the Democratic parties in Idaho
and Wyoming in addition to the Republicans in
Arizona endorsed similar legislations. There existed
little apprehension about the inclusion of the Chinese
on this type of racial regulation. Many of the barriers
set against the Chinese were enacted with the goal of
preventing marriages between Chinese men and white
women. To agitate public antagonism against this pop-
ulation, newspapers such as Harper’s Weekly con-
ferred onto Chinese men characteristics of sexual
deviancy and licentiousness that necessitated policing.

The enactment of the Page Law in 1875, coupled
with the emerging trend toward anti-Chinese miscege-
nation laws in the last decades of the 1800s, exacer-
bated conditions for the Chinese bachelor society.
In that year, Congress passed the law denying entry
to Asian contract laborers identified as “Chinese,”
“Japanese,” or “Mongolian.” Furthermore, the Page
Law banned the immigration of Chinese women under
the pretext of protecting American morality from the
perceived threat of Chinese prostitution. This would
in turn facilitate the passage of Chinese exclusion that
began in 1882 and lasted until 1943. As a result of
anti-Chinese hostility, political sentiments, and eco-
nomic competition, the Chinese also became the first
group denied entry and citizenship to the “land of the
free” on the basis of race. As a result, the increasing
efforts by Congress to limit the immigration of persons
from Asian countries from gaining citizenship

Anti-Asian Miscegenation Laws | 55

combined with antimiscegenation laws helped to fur-
ther complicate and retard the growth of the Asian
American community throughout the nineteenth
century.

Before the century’s end, California and Utah
would join the first five states in the country by each
adopting a provision against Asian-white marriages.
By this time, California was home to the largest Asian
ethnic population in America. In 1880, lawmakers
addressed the issue of interracial marriages between
the members of California’s existing Chinese commu-
nity and their white citizens by formally banning such
unions in Section 69 and Section 60 of the California
Civil Code. Under Section 69, marriage certificates
were denied to Chinese-white couples. Here, the term
“Chinese” replaced “Mongolian” to preclude such
marriages. Although Section 69 named the Chinese
as unsuitable marriage partners, Section 60 of the same
code, which was the antimiscegenation component,
remained unchanged. Throughout the latter half of the
nineteenth century to the beginning of the twentieth
century, “Chinese” and “Mongolian” had been applied
interchangeably to people of Chinese descent. How-
ever, until 1905, this practice was no longer effective
as concerns over the growing Japanese population
compelled legislators to remedy the disparity in the
two sections by classifying people of Japanese and
Chinese ancestry under the term “Mongolians.”

With the increased visibility of the Japanese popu-
lation, lawmakers took steps to ensure the exclusion of
this group from immigration and incorporation into
American society. Similar to their Chinese co-ethnics,
the Japanese were confronted with restrictions on
immigration in the form of the Gentleman’s Agree-
ment of 1908. Moreover, previous antimiscegenation
laws against the Chinese were modified to encompass
this second Asian group. In 1909, Montana enacted
the first statute specifically naming Japanese people,
in addition to the Chinese, among the list of individ-
uals forbidden to wed whites. Other states also
diligently cited “Chinese” and “Japanese” in their pro-
visions. However, “Mongolian” became the preferred
term for the 12 states with anti-Asian miscegenation
laws in place.

The experiences of Filipinos offer a different
narrative in the history of anti-Asian miscegenation.
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As American nationals, they did not encounter the
same immigration strictures as those placed on their
other Asian neighbors. Furthermore, unlike the
Chinese or Japanese, Filipinos did not fit under the cat-
egory of “Mongolians.” Further ambivalence colored
the status and identity of members of the Filipino com-
munity because many were of mixed ancestry, such as
Chinese, Spanish, and Pacific Islanders. As a result,
Filipino-white couples were able to acquire marriage
licenses in places like Los Angeles County until
California law was revised to restrict Filipinos. The
case of Salvador Roldan v. Los Angeles County in the
1930s illustrates this point. Here, a Filipino man sued
the city of Los Angeles, arguing that the ban on unions
between whites and “Mongolians” was not applicable
to Filipinos for they were part of the “Malay” race.
Court judges ruled on the part of the plaintiff on the
grounds that five racial groups (Caucasian, Mongolian,
Ethiopian, American, and Malay) are in existence and
Filipinos were not part of the Mongolian race. To
counter this ruling, lawmakers revised their antimisce-
genation laws to include people of “Malay” descent.
California’s case was not the first episode in American
history to demonstrate the lengths to which state offi-
cials would go to maintain the racial segregation of
marriage. In the first decades of the 1900s, Nevada’s
legislators strove to create a more expansive list of
excluded partners. With the adoption of a Democratic
plan, the revised law banned “any person of Ethiopian
or black race, Malay or brown race, Mongolian or yel-
low race, or the American Indian or red race” (Pascoe
2009: 91) from marriages to whites. This had a more
adverse effect on Filipinos, for Filipino men had a rel-
atively higher rate of exogamous marriages, especially
with whites, than did other Asians.

Although the first prohibitions on mixed marriages
were proposed and passed in the Western states, 15
states stretching from the West to the East had adopted
some form of miscegenation statutes against Asian eth-
nics well into the twentieth century. As with the Japa-
nese and the Filipinos, the arrivals of new immigrants
from other Asian countries like Korea and India forced
state policy makers to modify and define their antimis-
cegenation statutes. As such, the language of antimis-
cegenation differed from state to state. By 1939,
however, racial identifiers had expanded greatly

despite the fact that Asians and Asian Americans con-
stituted a paucity number in comparison to the domi-
nant white population. In addition to “Chinese,”
“Japanese,” and “Mongolian,” terms such as ‘“Malay,”
“Corean,” “Yellow Race,” and “Asiatic Indian”
appeared on interracial proscriptions throughout the
country to accommodate and exclude the different
Asian populations in America. In Virginia and Georgia
in 1924 and 1927, respectively, these provisions did
not directly list Asian Americans. Instead, they refused
to recognize any marriages between a white person
and a nonwhite person. Accordingly, only someone
of pure white or Caucasian blood can be defined as a
“white person” in Georgia’s laws. As a result, there
existed different approaches toward the exclusion of
Asian Americans through clearly articulated and
implicit wording in these measures.

The persisting nature of anti-Asian sentiments in
the twentieth century culminated in the passage of the
Cable Act of 1922 at the national level. Although
white men could annul their marriages to an ethnic
spouse by citing the union as an act of transgression
against existing antimiscegenation laws, denaturaliza-
tion was employed against women in mixed marriages.
Also known as the Married Women’s Independent
Nationality Act, this federal law revoked the citizenship
for any woman married to an “ineligible aliens.” As a
result of the 1923 ruling in the United States v. Thind,
only people of Asian ancestry were barred from citizen-
ship and naturalization through heavy reliance on racial
profiling. Under these conditions, the Cable Act particu-
larly punished those women married to or considering
marrying an Asian spouse. Asian women married to
Asian men experienced further discrimination under the
act. For instance, female immigrants from Europe or
Africa who qualified for naturalization could regain their
citizenship upon divorce or the death of their spouse. In
contrast, Asian women who were citizens by birth could
never reclaim their citizenship once they have entered
into a union with an immigrant man due to the Thind rul-
ing that denied Asians eligibility for naturalization. The
Cable Act was revoked in 1936 after it was proclaimed
that race could not be used to deny U.S.-born female citi-
zens of their right to naturalization.

Anti-Asian miscegenation laws did much to curtail
family formation for many members of the Asian



community. However, there were individuals who
found ways to circumvent the existing strictures by leav-
ing the state. A case in point, the engagement between a
Japanese man, Gunjiro Aoki, and his white fiancée,
Helen Emery, demonstrated the couple’s efforts to
undermine Section 69 and Section 60 in California.
The couple traveled throughout the Pacific West and
was finally able to marry in Seattle in 1909. Marriages
with other nonwhites offered another means of securing
the continuation of the family line, such as in the case
of Punjabi-Mexican intermarriages in the Imperial Val-
ley of California. Intraracial marriages among members
of the Asian American community was another method
of securing a family, however, there was still a dispro-
portionate number of Asian females as the Immigration
Act of 1917 added further restriction to immigration
from other Asian countries outside of Japan and China.
Much to the displeasure of opponents of intercul-
tural marriages, antimiscegenation laws in California
were finally eradicated in 1948 with the ruling in Perez
vs. Lippold. In this particular case, existing marital laws
prohibited Andrea Perez, a Mexican American woman
from marrying her African American fiancé because of
the ambiguity in classifying Mexican Americans as
either “White” or as a minority. The Supreme Court of
California ruled against the ban on interracial marriage
on the grounds that a state’s anti-miscegenation laws
stand in direct violation to the First Amendment and
the Fourteenth Amendment. As the first state to invali-
date these stipulations on marriages, it set a precedent
for the ultimate ruling of Loving v. Virginia in 1967. In
this case, the Supreme Court justices abrogated all state
proscriptions on intermarriages. Their ruling rested on
the argument that such state-imposed barriers violate
the Equal Protection clause. Furthermore, marriage is a
freedom intrinsic to the individual, and not one that can

be regulated and determined by the state.
Phung Su

See also United States v. Thind (1923)
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Anti-Asian Violence, History of

The history of anti-Asian violence began with the first
arrival of Asian immigrants in the United States and
progressed through the nineteenth and twentieth centu-
ries in successive phases of hostility. Intersected by
political, economic, nativist, social, xenophobic, and
even biological antagonisms, the most common form
of hostility during the 1800s was organized anti-
Chinese violence, harassment, and discrimination, fol-
lowed by anti-Japanese and anti-Filipino movements
respectively. The forms of anti-Asian violence ranged
from spontaneous groupings responding to perceived
local threats from Asian migration to highly organized
and coordinated acts of violence against Asian com-
munities. The three most common types of anti-Asian
violence were individual murders, property destruc-
tion, and organized expulsions. Although the history
of anti-Chinese violence became the model for other
anti-Asian immigrant persecutions, the reasons for
and manifestations of such violence vary.

The rise of anti-Chinese violence began in
the 1850s during the Gold Rush days in California.
Chinese miners were the primary victims of harass-
ment and physical violence. Anti-Chinese violence
spread to the fishing and agricultural communities up
and down the West Coast including Washington and
Oregon, and east into Wyoming, Colorado, and Idaho,
which included murders, arson, mass expulsions,
and mob violence. This period from the mid- to
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late-1880s saw the height of organized anti-
Chinese violence resulting in two major incidents
involving federal intervention in Rock Springs,
Wyoming Territory in September 1885 and in Seattle,
Washington Territory from October 1885 through
February 1886. Fueled by racial tensions and a conten-
tious labor dispute with the Union Pacific Coal
Mining’s policy of paying Chinese miners lower
wages than white miners, the Rock Springs Riot
erupted killing at least 28 Chinese miners, injuring
more than 15, and causing property damage that
included Chinese homes in excess of over $100,000.
Several organized anti-Chinese movements occurred
in the Washington territory most notably in Seattle.
The Knights of Labor, an organization of white
laborers, led a call to expel more than 300 Chinese
from Seattle. A riot ensued and clashed with the police
for several days. State militia and federal troops were
called to quell the violence. Most of the Chinese resi-
dents were forced to depart the city.

One of the more prominent anti-Chinese leaders in
California during the late 1870s was Denis Kearney.
The Chinese became a convenient target of Kearney’s
vitriolic speeches that began and ended with “The
Chinese must go!” Even though he was an Irish
immigrant himself, he quickly became a champion of
working class whites and unemployed laborers on an
anti-capitalist and anti-government platform. They
quickly focused their collective outrage on the Chinese
who took their jobs away, the corporatists who hired
the Chinese for lower wages, and a government that
protected the Chinese more than the white citizens.
Kearney participated in and rose up to the leader-
ship of the newly formed Workingmen’s Party of
California. More a collection of factions than a unified
and coherent labor movement, there were many inter-
nal disagreements and attempts to remove Kearney
from leadership. But it was his incendiary calls for vio-
lence and anti-Chinese rhetoric that resonated with a
large disenfranchised white majority, fueled its mem-
bership, and mobilized the organization into a political
force and a violent entity.

Subsequent Asian immigrants who came after the
Chinese in the early twentieth century also suffered
similar patterns of anti-Asian violence. When Chinese
immigration was closed with the passage of the

Chinese Exclusion Act in 1882, the onset of Japanese
immigration marked not only the second wave of
Asian immigration, but also the second phase of anti-
Asian violence, this one targeting Japanese immi-
grants. Like the Workingmen’s Party, the formation
of anti-Japanese organizations fueled contempt for,
and violence against, Japanese immigrants. One such
organization was the Asiatic Exclusion League (AEL)
formed in 1905, a broad coalition of labor unions in
San Francisco whose anti-Asian platform influenced
legislation restricting Asian immigration, specifically
that of Japanese and Korean immigrants. The AEL
focused their efforts to prevent the next influx of Asian
immigrants, using the very same racist representations
of Chinese immigrants to denigrate Japanese and
Korean immigrants as threats to white laborers, as an
inferior racial stock, as culturally and linguistically
unassimilable, as carriers of disease, peddlers of drugs,
harboring criminals, and overall, as a perpetual menace
to the American way of life.

Japanese and Korean farmworkers were subjected
to similar violent hostilities and forced expulsions that
the Chinese experienced in the 1800s. However, some
anti-Chinese and anti-Japanese movements were trans-
national, cross-border phenomena. Anti-Chinese and
anti-Japanese movements in Cananea, Sonora in
Mexico and across the border in Salt Lake River in
Arizona demonstrate that organized anti-Asian immi-
gration, exclusion, and violence occurred on both sides
of the border. Similar to the American experience, dis-
courses of the racial inferiority of Asians dominated
Cananea, representing the Chinese, and by extension
Asians in general, as undesirable. But anti-Chinese
hostility was at its height specifically in Sonora,
Mexico; in the early 1930s, Sonora was the only
Mexican state where a combination of resentment,
extreme anti-Chinese legislation, and political and
violent force were used. In fact, Sonora was the only
Mexican state to forcibly remove Chinese immigrants
from its territory even though it was ethnically diverse,
and economically prosperous with its mining and
railroad industry. Additional factors contributed to a
general anti-Asian sentiment that included a categori-
zation that placed Asians at the lowest end of the racial
hierarchy; the anti-Mexican experience of Canaean
miners in San Francisco’s Gold Rush, which was



reproduced against Chinese immigrants in Canaea; and
the rise of Mexican nationalism in the late nineteenth
and early twentieth centuries that, on the one hand,
sought a racially inclusive Mexican nation, and on
the other hand, was predicated on the exclusion of
any difference, indigenous, Asian, or otherwise. A
combination of social and political mobilization and
violence took its toll on the Chinese community, and
by 1932, over 3,000 Chinese were expelled from
Sonora, which ended the Chinese presence in the state.
Some fled to neighboring states such as Sinaloa,
Chihuahua, and Baja California Norte where they were
met with anti-Chinese organizations, but the mass
expulsion was never repeated. The incident clearly
influenced the neighbors in the U.S. state of Arizona
who were facing an emerging “problem” of Japanese
migration.

Thus, inspired by the expulsion of Chinese immi-
grants two years earlier in Sonora, Mexico, white
farmers in Salt River Valley in Arizona formed the
Farmers’ Anti-Oriental Society in 1934 amid alarms
over increasing Japanese migration from the Imperial
Valley in California. The farmers viewed the Japanese
as an economic threat, a condition made worse under
the Great Depression, and as part of a racial conspiracy
to takeover farmland from whites.

Like the anti-Chinese movement in Sonora,
Mexico, the Farmers’ Anti-Oriental Society demanded
the Japanese leave by August 25, 1934. A gathering of
over 600 white farmers and a parade of 150 cars were
organized to ensure that the ultimatum was obeyed.
Federal authorities attempted to defuse the situation
but were met with a reluctant Arizona governor and a
vitriolic response from the farmers. On September 14,
1934, the first of several assaults was reported on the
properties of the Salt River Valley Japanese farmers.
Six days later, dynamite was used to blow up three
dams on three separate Japanese farms, though again
no one was hurt. The government of Japan pressured
the United States to intervene. In return, federal offi-
cials pressed Arizona’s governor and legislature to
control the mob violence. The attacks, however, con-
tinued with neither the governor of Arizona stopping
them nor the farmers signaling retreat. In fact, it
became quite clear that the governor’s silence was an
act of tolerance of the attackers. The attacks continued

Anti-Asian Violence, History of | 59

through the year as anti-Japanese terrorism and harass-
ment in Salt River Valley escalated and eventually
waned. The threats, demonstrations, occasional vio-
lence, and political pressure persisted, at times becom-
ing volatile, resulting in the decrease in size of the
already small community by approximately 30 percent,
as families and individuals moved elsewhere. The
majority of the Japanese community however, despite
the attacks against themselves and their property,
remained.

The final period of anti-Asian violence was
directed against Filipinos beginning in the early
1900s, but a notable event occurred in 1930 in Palm
Beach near Watsonville, California. The first large
group of 2,000 Filipino laborers arrived in California
in 1923. They were mostly single men in their teens
and mid-20s, and by 1933, the population rose to an
estimated 65,000 with one-fifth living in Los Angeles.
Like the Chinese and Japanese immigrants, Filipinos
worked in the lowest and most exploitative sectors of
the industry in agriculture, canning, and service-
oriented jobs. Anti-Filipino violence once again
ensued from a similar intersection of economic, politi-
cal, and nativist factors.

However, discourses of race, sexuality, and mas-
culinity were also salient features that provided a dif-
ferent current to the manifestation of anti-Filipino
violence. In taxi dance halls and other recreational cen-
ters, downtown Los Angeles’s Little Manila from the
1930s until World War II, was a site of a vibrant “street
culture.” In essence, the bodies of Filipino workers
were sources of “enjoyment, style, and sensuality”
and the dance hall became a transracialized masculine
space whereby Filipinos and Mexicans could proclaim
their “sensuality and virility” in a life and space away
from the day’s toil.

However, the nights of sexual autonomy
and expression created conflicts between Filipino,
Mexican, and white laborers. For over a week starting
January 11, 1930, Watsonville, California was the site
for what was the most explosive demonstration of anti-
Filipino violence. A white mob totaling up to seven
hundred men went around town, raided the dance hall,
beat and shot all Filipinos in sight, ransacked and burnt
the homes of Filipinos, and assaulted and wounded as
many Filipinos as possible. Fueled in part by a Filipino



60 | Anti-Hate Crime Laws

masculinity and sexuality that was produced by men
who were flashier, danced better, and spent their
money more lavishly than their “fellow Nordic farm-
hands” the racial animosity and violence was a gen-
dered and sexualized competition over white women.
This “counterimage” of Filipinos as “brown hordes”
subverted white male expectations of masculinity and
sexuality, thus animating anti-Filipino violence.

This discursive construction is significant as are the
political, economic, social, and even biological institu-
tions that gave rise to anti-Asian movements and anti-
Orientalism. Furthermore, it is essential to deconstruct
the intersectional and often myriad reasons why these
movements targeted Asian immigrants so easily and fre-
quently provide a more complicated understanding that
anti-Asian movements cannot be solely explained by
racist attitudes alone. Such movements are intercon-
nected with class privilege and domination, laborers
and labor unions, rising unemployment and powerful
monopolies, the tightening grip from ruling political
elites and the weakening of democracy, the rise of
eugenics and its influence on immigration policies, and
the economic instabilities caused by the Great Depres-
sion. Moreover, this confluence of social, economic,
and political factors is transnational, suggesting that
anti-Asian movements are not a phenomenon solely lim-
ited to the United States.

Maxwell Leung

See also Chinese Exclusion Acts (1882-1943);
Japanese Exclusion; Watsonville Riots (1930)
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Anti-Hate Crime Laws

The case of Vincent Chin is central to understanding
the relationship between Asian American communities
and federal and state hate crime legislation. It was the



case that first raised the issue of anti-Asian violence
and the need for national awareness and political mobi-
lization. It was not only a tragedy but also a cautionary
tale about the importance and limitations of the law.

Vincent Chin was involved in an altercation with
Ronald Ebens and Michael Nitz at a local strip club
because he was mistakenly thought to be Japanese
when he was actually Chinese. The attack occurred at
the height of anti-Japanese sentiment spurred on by ris-
ing unemployment and recession because of the dein-
dustrialization of Detroit’s automotive manufacturing
base. Chin’s killers chased him down and brutally beat
him with a baseball bat. He died four days later from
the resulting injuries. What should have been a
straightforward case of murder became the rallying
cry for justice when both Ebens and Nitz were freed
on $3,000 bail and three years probation. The case
generated national outrage and produced a panethnic
and multicultural coalition to seek justice for Vincent
Chin led by American Citizens for Justice and commu-
nity activist Helen Zia. Their pressure successfully led
to a federal trial that convicted Ebens on charges of
violating Vincent Chin’s civil rights. However, on
appeal, the court reversed the conviction and Ebens
was set free. Neither Ebens nor Nitz spent a day in jail
for the murder of Vincent Chin.

Though justice in Chin’s case was never served, it
did provide lessons for future civil rights efforts.
Ronald Ebens’s and Michael Nitz’s acquittal of violat-
ing Vincent Chin’s civil rights occurred because of the
narrow application of federally protected activities
under the Civil Rights Act of 1964. The law, which
states that individuals who willfully intimidate or inter-
fere with the activities of another based on race, color,
religion, or national origin will be federally pros-
ecuted, is often referred to as the first anti-hate crime
legislation. However, the statute also established feder-
ally protected activities as a constituent requisite
before federal intervention can ensue. These activities
include, for example, attending school, applying for
employment, using the accommodations of a hotel or
other public service, attending a theater, and so on. In
other words, without evidence of an explicit bias-
motivation based on race, color, religion, or national
origin, in conjunction with the interference of a feder-
ally protected activity, federal intervention is not
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possible. Such a narrowly defined mandate often
had the effect of leaving the investigation and prosecu-
tion of hate crimes to individual state or local law
enforcement.

As a result, Vincent Chin’s murder, as well as
those of Matthew Shepard and James Byrd, Jr.,
became frequently cited examples of the apparent
flaws in the justice system. From community protests
to the floors of Congress, the names of Vincent Chin,
Matthew Shepard, and James Byrd, Jr. were invoked
to demonstrate the need for additional federal legisla-
tion to address the issue of hate violence in the United
States. Nearly 30 years after Vincent Chin’s death,
several major hate crimes legislation have been passed
beginning in 1990 with the Hate Crimes Statistics Act,
continuing in 1994 with the Violence Against Women
Act and Hate Crime Sentencing Enhancement Act, in
1996 with the Church Arson Prevention Act, and most
recently with the passage of the Matthew Shepard and
James Byrd, Jr., Hate Crimes Prevention Act signed
into law by President Barack Obama in 2009. This
law essentially improves upon the 1964 Civil Rights
Act, and augments federal coverage and intervention
by adding the categories of gender, sexual orientation,
gender identity, and disability to its list of coverage,
and removes the prerequisite that the victim be
engaged in a federally protected activity, thus giving
greater federal leeway to investigate and prosecute
hate crimes where local law enforcement are either
unable or unwilling to do so. It also provides funding
and requires the FBI to track statistics on hate crimes
based on gender and gender identity. The Act is
particularly noteworthy for including transgendered
persons.

However, although the 2009 law is generally seen
as a bookend to a series of federal anti-hate crimes
legislation, there still remain a number of gaps at
the state level with specific implications for Asian
American communities. In short, what federal laws
do not cover matters for Asian American communities.

The intensity and frequency of hate violence is
often dependent on several factors: demographic
changes in homogeneous communities, economic
inequality, education and community relations, the
persistence of negative or stereotypical media repre-
sentations, the domestic and international political
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environment, and finally, the relative strength of not
only hate groups but also political extremists. These
factors alone do not cause hate crime, but a combina-
tion of them can provide an environment ripe for it.
Not only are these social, political, historical, and eco-
nomic conditions significant in the rise or fall of hate
violence, but individual states and local governments
also have a vital function to address when and where
hate violence occurs. In other words, the ability of
law enforcement and community agencies to combat
hate violence at the local level is still dependent on
the strength of individual state hate crime statutes.

As the recent 2012 Census indicates, Asian
American communities are now more geographically
dispersed beyond areas of historically high concentra-
tions of Asian Americans such as Hawaii, California,
the New England region, and New York City. States
in the South and Midwest have seen the most growth
with South Asians in North Carolina, Hmong in
Minnesota, and Thai and Vietnamese communities in
Iowa, for example. As the face of the nation continues
to change and new Asian American communities
emerge, the important question to ask is not whether
anti-Asian violence will strike, but how community
organizations and local law enforcement agencies will
respond. On an individual state level, the most press-
ing concern is whether the state has even enacted
anti-hate crime laws. Despite federal laws regarding
the collection of statistics and even the recent Hate
Crimes Prevention Act, local law enforcement and
local courts are the first to respond and the first to act
if a hate crime has been committed. Many states have
weak versions of hate crime statutes that are too vague
to be enforced or that fail to include coverage of differ-
ent identities reflective of the communities within the
state, particularly those of sexual orientation and gen-
der identity. As of 2011, Indiana and South Carolina
have the weakest coverage whereas Wyoming has no
hate crime statute. Both situations negatively impact
the ability of Asian American communities to chal-
lenge hate and, more important, often leave victims
and their families with little recourse for action.

A persistent problem with understanding the
extent and scope of anti-Asian violence is the contin-
ued underreporting from victims because of immigrant
status, linguistic barriers, fear of retaliation, shame of

being a victim, fears of the police, the general lack of
awareness about hate violence and laws protecting vic-
tims and communities. These issues are especially
acute in recent immigrant communities and will con-
tinue to prove to be a challenge for law enforcement.
Without education and outreach services, support for
improved police-community relations, and bilingual
officers, accurately recording the actual extent and
reach of anti-Asian violence for the purposes of statis-
tical analysis and policy making can be difficult.

Addressing hate violence against victims who are
undocumented citizens presents particular challenges.
Fearing detention and deportation, undocumented citi-
zens often fail to report such violence. However, the
benefits of the U Visa Program may be an important
yet unused tool for protecting the identity of undocu-
mented immigrants and assisting law enforcement
agencies in the investigation and prosecution of a hate
crime. At present the U visa grants an undocumented
immigrant amnesty from deportation if they have suf-
fered from crimes of the following nature: abduction,
felonious assault, sexual assault, and others. Although
hate crime is not specifically labeled as a category, it
could be included under “other related crimes.” The
U visa could potentially give undocumented Asian
immigrants greater confidence in prosecuting their
assailants and protection in reporting hate crimes per-
petrated against them.

Federal and state anti-hate crime statutes are also
ambiguous in reference to bullying, especially among
Asian American youth. Higher peer harassment rates
were reported for South Asian and Southeast Asian
students from white and African American students,
whereas African American and Latino students
reported high incidents of discrimination and harass-
ment by adults such as teachers and police officers in
an educational setting. The harassment of Asian
American students ranges from repeated verbal abuse
to physical threats, robberies, and physical assaults.
Evidence suggests that bullying ought to be classified
as a hate crime because both phenomena share similar-
ities, including the effects of victimization and the
intentional selection of Asian American students as
easy targets. However, the No Child Left Behind Act
of 2001 complicates this classification, in that a school
could be declared “persistently dangerous” if there is a



pattern of repeated violent offenses and activities. Each
state defines what constitutes “persistently dangerous”
and often hate violence and/or bullying are included.
The provision allows a student who is the victim of a
violent crime to transfer to a “safe” school. However
in doing so, the incident may precipitate a loss of fund-
ing to the school, which encourages school administra-
tors to underreport the number of offenses committed
on school grounds to avoid being shut down. There-
fore, Asian American youth who have been victim-
ized, or who go to school in an environment of fear,
are often caught in a complicated legal and political
dilemma that offers very little recourse or protection.
When federal and state anti-hate crime laws do not
include bullying among the list of criminal activities,
when school officials do not comply with the provi-
sions offered in the No Child Left Behind Act
(NCLBA), or when school officials are politically
pressured to dismiss anti-Asian incidences to avoid
the more severe consequences of NCLBA, Asian
American youth victims and their families are often
left with few choices.

Hate crime statistics also indicate repeat victimiza-
tion in Asian American communities. Repeat victimi-
zation is a type of “crime pattern” that includes “hot
spots, crime series, and repeat offenders.” The pattern
occurs when a crime incident targets the same or simi-
lar victim within a specific time period, usually a year.
Repeat victimization is the aggregate of the initial and
subsequent offenses experienced by the victim or tar-
get. However, although data supporting the incidence
of repeat victimization is strong, the estimates are
conservative because victims may not report sub-
sequent incidents, relocate to a different area, or fail
to recall multiple events. Although interviews with
offenders indicate strong repeat victimization, such
studies are unreliable because of questions about the
offenders’ veracity. Like the incidences of bullying
and peer-to-peer racial harassment of Asian American
youth, initial data regarding repeat anti-Asian victimi-
zation show both strong anecdotal and statistical
evidence for its existence. In light of this evidence,
more needs to be done to enhance local law enforce-
ment effectiveness; in fact, the failure to identify,
document, and analyze repeat victimization over time
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can lead to exacerbating already fragile police-
community relations.

Even though statistical gathering on the national
level is limited because individual states are not com-
pelled by law to report hate crimes, the available data
have been extraordinarily useful as a longitudinal
measure of the national incidence of hate violence.
Without such statistics, the prevalence of minority-
on-minority violence could not have been ascertained.
Perhaps the most challenging limitation of statistical
data reporting is that such data is based upon single
identity victims, not multiple or intersectional. In other
words, only one animus is recorded even though a vic-
tim may have been targeted for multiple reasons such
as being Arab and Muslim, Chinese and female, les-
bian and Filipino, and so forth. The inability to count
crimes according to intersectional lines may inflate
one incidence of hate violence according to race, but
deflate the incidence according to another.

Finally, federal hate crimes legislation is inextri-
cably linked to its role in the politics of identity-
making and the construction of difference. Ironically,
although such legislation is important for the investi-
gation, prosecution, and incarceration of violent
offenders, it also affords the state the opportunity to
lump all Asian Americans together under the category
of race. The centrality of the state defines and legiti-
mates difference. Yet that construction occurs within
aracialized and gendered hegemonic formation. Social
issues such as immigration coupled with a xenophobic
discourse often position the state as both the instru-
ment through which “illegal immigration” must be
policed when protecting discourses of anti-immigrant
hysteria. Similarly, political speech of a caustic and
vitriolic nature is situated as both protected speech
under the First Amendment and is also a factor in the
production of hate violence. Hate crimes legislation
as it currently stands does not include hate speech as
a criminalized activity because of First Amendment
protections even though hate crime statistics data con-
sistently indicate that such incidents constitute two-
thirds of all hate incidents reported annually.

In other words, the very laws designed to combat,
challenge, provide legal recourse, and to symbolically
send the message that such acts will be punished have
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become ways in which identity is locked into place as
it were under the color and language of law. Thus,
lumping Asian Americans together as one subset of a
racial category occludes the ways in which the commu-
nity is also distinguishable and intersected by immigra-
tion status, generation, ethnic, and religious differences.
Accounting for these differences may offer a more
nuanced understanding of the phenomena of hate as
caused by interlinked relationships of domination. Laws
combating discrimination and hate violence still operate
within a limited black-white model, which often dis-
counts the ways in which immigration and language,
nativism, poverty, and inequality also intersect and high-
light the distinct experiences of Asian Americans. For
example, anti-immigrant rhetoric and policies, the
nation’s War on Terror, and even the manifestation of
“patriotic racism” as a post-9/11 phenomena reveal com-
plexities about how hate violence emerges, as well as
limitations regarding what the law can do to provide
legal recourse for victims, families, and communities.
Maxwell Leung

See also Chin, Vincent
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Anti-Japanese Movement in Hawaii

The anti-Japanese movement in Hawaii took place pri-
marily between 1900 and 1941 and was centered on
racial discrimination questions of Americanism and
loyalty. How much or how little the Japanese were
Americanized into the culture of Hawaii became an
excessive concern. The burning issue was could Japa-
nese immigrants and their children be taught to
become 100 percent Americans and fit into the
colonial structures which perpetuated the status quo?
Or indeed, was a Jap a Jap?

In Hawaii, the “loyalty” factor of the Japanese
reached a point of paranoia during the Oahu sugar
plantation strikes of 1909 and 1920. Historically, the
plantation of Hawaii, based on the production of sugar,
depended on a system of contracted year-round
laborers who would be paternalistically cared for and
given meager wages for back-breaking toil. As a con-
sequence, the system sought cheap foreign workers to
fit compliantly into the closed economic system of
the managerial haole (white) ruling class of Hawaii.
To maintain control, a policy of divide and rule was
implemented. Laborers were expected to remain in
“stables” (ethnically separated plantation camps).
Ethnic divisiveness, racial competitiveness, and jeal-
ousy were encouraged to prevent labor unionization
among the varied ethnic groups. In this isolated, pro-
tected, and paternalistically oppressive environment,
Hawaii’s Issei, first-generation Japanese, became a
concentrated, immobile community with a separate
language, religion, world view, and cultural milieu.
Although ethnically intact, the community was eco-
nomically locked into a laboring class of lower eco-
nomic status. Because land for independent farming
was not available in land-scarce Hawaii, the economy
did not offer mobility except for professionally trained
haoles and Chinese merchants. In the labor strikes of
1909 and 1920, the Japanese protested their economic
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situation but the sugar planters and government offi-
cials, rather than considering their demands, could
not understand why the Japanese were becoming so
obstinate and radicalizing an otherwise manageable
labor force. Because both the 1909 and 1920 strikes
were promulgated by the Japanese, supported by the
Japanese language newspapers, and run by predomi-
nantly Japanese strikers, the belief was that the
Japanese wanted to control Hawaii’s economic and
political life, in collaboration with the designs of the
Japanese Imperial government.

Before the Territorial Legislature in 1920, Gover-
nor Wallace Farrington made a speech on the topic of
“Hawaii’s Japanese Problem.” In this message, Far-
rington stressed that the 1920 sugar strike was the
result of Japanese aliens who were “malcontents and
agitators.” These radicals were seen as a direct threat
to American ideals and values. According to Farring-
ton, the activities of this definite portion of the
Japanese in Hawaii, whose purpose was “so thor-
oughly at variance with normal American develop-
ment,” could not be simply ignored.

But, the Governor also warned that in Hawaii the
problems of race could not be handled hastily. Hawaii
was founded on a basis of racial equality and equanim-
ity. Therefore, the Nisei, the children of the alien
Japanese population had to be given the opportunity
to prove that they were worthy and capable of being
Americans. The Nisei “should be encouraged in every
way to join the loyal American ranks and cooperate in
the advancement of our American commonwealth.”

Unlike Farrington, however, there were those in
Hawaii who maintained that such a notion of the
Americanization of the Japanese was an impossibility.
Because of their racial pride and perpetuation of
cultural and political ties with Japan, it was maintained
that the Japanese could never, would never, be
American citizens. They would forever remain an alien
population, threatening the control of government and
economy by their resistance to American democratic
institutions. In a speech delivered to the Honolulu
Rotary Club on October 27, 1921, Valentine S.
McClatchy, publisher of the Sacramento Bee and a
leading anti-Japanese agitator in California, addressed
the problems that the population in Hawaii faced from
the local Japanese. To the question of whether it was
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“practicable to mold Japanese, whether immigrants or
American born into good, dependable American citi-
zens,” McClatchy answered with a definitive “No.”

Three reasons were given by McClatchy for the
unassimilability of the Japanese: (1) because of racial
characteristics, heredity, and Buddhist religion,
Japanese were not oriented to America, (2) the
government of Japan considered all Japanese Jus san-
guinis, by blood to be Japanese citizens despite their
residence, and (3) the fact that the immigrants devel-
oped Japanese language schools and sent their children
back to Japan for an education showed that Japanese,
individually and en masse, even when born under an
American flag, would never be assimilated.

What was especially important about McClatchy’s
speech was the constant referent to California when
talking about the Japanese in Hawaii. Although the
Japanese American in California and the Japanese
American in Hawaii considered themselves to be “dif-
ferent” and had a different history, to the outside forces
that shaped their history, such a distinction was rarely
made. Though separated by 2,000 miles of ocean and
social systems that were distinctly contrasting, both
the West Coast and Hawaii Japanese shared a common
pressure and suspicion from their white neighbors
before World War II.

Another example of the rhetoric that harassed the
Japanese American community was an article “Will
the Hyphen Win in Hawaii” by Nathaniel Peffer. Pub-
lished in two parts by the ultraconservative American
Legion Weekly in October 1922, the article was an
“expos€” of how Americanism was being subverted
by the Japanese. The article stated that the large popu-
lation of Japanese became a threat in Hawaii because
they were no longer content to stay in the plantation
fields but persisted in bettering their lives through set-
ting themselves up as mechanics, artisans, shopkeepers
and small proprietors. In addition, those Japanese who
remained on the plantation sought greater control and
power by attempting to purchase large tracts of planta-
tion land.

Such audacity, Peffer argued, was natural for any
racial group who came to work in the fields and ulti-
mately settled in the Islands. The solution to Hawaii’s
threat of racial foreign control by an un-American
population was to bring in “every five years a huge
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number of Chinese, say 50,000, to start at the bottom
of the ladder, keep them there by compulsion and then
send them back and bring another fresh load.”

Peffer also brought forth another area of concern
against Japanese. Because the Japanese were growing
in numbers they constituted a threat of having a large
voting population. As one remedy for this problem,
he suggested that the working conditions on the
Islands be improved, greater industries provided, and
techniques developed that would make it possible to
recruit white workmen to the plantations. The safety
of the Hawaiian Islands could be achieved only by pre-
serving a racial balance that tilted its control to the
haole.

Beyond what anti-Japanese propagandists were
saying regarding the Americanization of Japanese, the
official posture of the American judicial system on
the matter added fuel to the anti-Japanese movement.
This position was determined in a court brief filed by
Takao Ozawa regarding “naturalization of a Japanese
Subject in the United States of America.”

Ozawa was a Japanese immigrant living in
Hawaii, who went to the courts to obtain citizenship
despite a 1789 naturalization law that stated that natu-
ralized citizens had to be “free, white and twenty-one
years of age.” In his brief Ozawa argued that by any
measure he was “white.” His culture, his children’s
culture, and his wife’s culture had been cleansed of
anything Japanese. The foods they ate, the utensils
they used, the magazines and newspapers they read,
the language they spoke were 100 percent American.
Ozawa had even moved his family from a predomi-
nantly Japanese area of Kalihi to what was then a haole
district of Kaimuki. As Ozawa judged his life, he was
American, ipso facto a “white man” and therefore enti-
tled to citizenship in the United States.

The Supreme Court, however, did not agree, and
the Ozawa case stood as an example of the irony of
the Americanization issue that confronted the Japanese
before 1941. Pressured to become “American,” some
did so with the knowledge that they would not be
accepted as full-fledged Americans by white standards.

It could not be denied, moreover, at the territorial
and community level, that the question of Japanese
assimilation living and working in Hawaii was a very
real one. According to historian Gary Okihiro, most

of Hawaii’s elite, that is, plantation owners, territorial
government officials, and U.S. military leaders sup-
ported and propelled the anti-Japanese movement.
From the time Japanese laborers were brought to the
cane fields until the end of World War 11, these people
were motivated not only because of their concern
about how to exploit Asian workers for the production
of sugar but a fear raised by the military of Japanese
imperialism.

For the U.S. military the question of Japanese
living in Hawaii was far more serious than their ability
to assimilate or their suitability for the plantation sys-
tem. The defense of the islands, the danger of war,
and alien domination were the issues. The large popu-
lation of Japanese in Hawaii, their concentration in cer-
tain areas of Oahu, the main island, proliferation of
Japanese language schools, Buddhist temples, reli-
gious shrines, and ethnic press constituted a serious
military threat.

By 1942 and the advent of the war with Japan, the
anti-Japanese movement reached a critical stage. Pearl
Harbor came to represent not only the “Date of
Infamy” in American military annals but a period in
which every Japanese American was confronted with
the question of loyalty. What in the 1900s to 1930s
might have been rhetorical arguments, racial, eco-
nomic, or military issues largely confined to maga-
zines, newspapers, or public speeches in Hawaii
became a frighteningly stark reality after December 7,
1941. America was at war with Japan.

On the mainland, December 7 resulted in the
removal of Japanese Issei and Nisei into concentration
camps scattered across the West Coast and the nation.
The official reasons behind Executive Order 9066
authorizing the imprisonment of Japanese Americans
were twofold. First, the government argued that the
Japanese should be relocated for humanitarian reason.
Japanese left to reside in mainland communities during
the war could be victims of racial riots with local citi-
zens taking up the war effort by retaliating against
homegrown “Japs.” Second, the government argued
that the Japanese community possibly contained an
undeterminable number of disloyal persons who could
be supportive of Japan’s war effort. The military view-
point behind relocation deemed that finding the guilty
culprits was too difficult; therefore, all Japanese should



be simply put into guarded concentrated areas, that is,
“relocation” camps.

Unofficially, two other motives behind incarcera-
tion seemed equally forceful. Economically, removal
of Japanese from productive farm areas would result
in prime agricultural land being auctioned off to anx-
ious Caucasian neighbors. Internment would turn a
handsome profit to growers who had long coveted Jap-
anese lands and markets. Racially, others on the West
Coast had nothing to gain but prejudicial satisfaction
that the despised Japanese population would be impris-
oned and hopefully shipped back to Japan. Racist and
economic opportunists formed powerful lobbies that
agitated successfully for Japanese relocation.

In Hawaii despite the anti-Japanese movement, a
mixture of factors mitigated against incarceration.
Although some 1,400 primarily Issei and Kibei, Nisei
born in Hawaii but educated in Japan, were detained
and placed in internment camps as potentially danger-
ous saboteurs and community leaders, the bulk of the
Island Japanese population was not affected. This was
partially because of the loyalties and amity that they
had established as a numerically significant group.
The Japanese composed over 30 percent of Hawaii’s
population at the time of war and had long-standing
attachments and friendships in the Islands. Logistics
also diminished the few voices calling for relocation
of Hawaii’s Japanese. The Japanese were too big a
population to move. They were too vital to the Island
defense economy. Removing Japanese would seri-
ously disrupt Hawaii’s labor market. As a result,
prominent Islanders, both out of self-interest and pater-
nalistic instinct, spoke out in favor of Japanese in
Hawaii. Although the inability of the Japanese on the
mainland to gain non-Japanese support resulted in
their wartime incarceration, in the Islands the efforts
of Nisei adaptation and the integral nature of the
Japanese to the economy suppressed many of the fears
and racial condemnation.

To be sure, in Hawaii where the population
remained largely free from the concentration camps,
there was a tremendous outburst of American loyalty
and patriotism. The effort of Nisei in defense work
and later in combat, the exploits of the 100th Infantry
Battalion and 442nd Regimental Combat Team gave
the Japanese American a wholly new image. They
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had become a glorious group of valiant martyrs who,
even though distrusted and hated by Americans, gave
their energies and lives to defeat their ancestral home-
land and war enemies.

News releases of military actions in Europe typi-
fied the new image:

The 100" Battalion performs valiantly in Italy
against overwhelming odds . . . Due to heavy losses,
100" called the Purple Heart Battalion ... The
442" Combat Team, absorbing the 100" as its
1°' Battalion, fights bitterly in France and
Germany . .. The 442" rescues troops of the Texas
“Lost Battalion” ... Valor of 442" Nisei soldiers
earns combat unit the plaudit of “Army’s Most
Decorated Unit.”

The new image was certainly founded in truth. No one
could deny that the Nisei soldier fought valiantly—the
100th and 442nd won seven Presidential Distinguished
Unit citations, and nearly 6,000 awards were given to
individual members. No one could deny that the Nisei
gave their fair share of blood for American victory—
the 442nd in their European campaign lost 650 men,
with 3,506 wounded and 67 missing.

Praise came even from the Pacific war zone, where
Nisei and Kibei Japanese language interpreters from
Hawaii, part of the “Top Secret” Military Intelligence
Service (MIS) served. After V-J Day General Charles
Willoughby, Chief of Staff of Intelligence, would
announce that “the Nisei shortened the war in the
Pacific by two years.”

The war period (1941-1945) is probably the most
important watershed in Japanese American history. It
marks the culmination on the mainland of years of
racial bitterness and hate with the wholesale incarcera-
tion of an ethnic group into concentration camps—
one of the most tragic institutions in the history of
American democracy. In Hawaii the war quelled the
anti-Japanese movement; it ended years of questioning
Japanese loyalty with a resolute but qualified, commu-
nity support and acceptance of the Japanese American
ethnic group.

After the war, the suspicions, the prejudice, the
discrimination, the stereotypes, and the secondary sta-
tus of the Japanese American would be replaced with
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social admiration, open opportunities, and an aggres-
siveness of ethnic pride and purpose.
Dennis M. Ogawa

See also Ethnic Communities in Hawaii; Japanese
Exclusion
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Anti-Trafficking Movement

On December 6, 1865, the United States adopted the
Thirteenth Amendment, which states that neither slav-
ery nor involuntary servitude shall exist within the
United States or its jurisdictions. There is a disturbing
reminder, however, that 150 years later slavery still
exists as what is referred to as human trafficking or
“Modern Day Slavery.” Implemented in 2000, the
Trafficking Victim’s Protect Act is reflective of U.S.
anti-trafficking policy priorities to prevent human traf-
ficking, prosecute traffickers, and protect victims of
human trafficking. Human trafficking is the recruit-
ment, harboring, transportation, provision, or
obtaining of a person for the purpose of a commercial
sex act, labor, or servitude through force, fraud, or
coercion, or in which the person forced to perform
such an act is under the age of 18 years; or for the pur-
pose of subjection to involuntary servitude, peonage,
debt bondage or slavery. In spite of the mere 5.6 per-
cent that Asian Americans constitute of the total U.S.
population, Asians and Pacific Islanders comprised of
the largest group of people trafficked to the United
States. Fifty percent of the 14,500 to 17,500 individ-
uals trafficked into the United States in 2004 were
Asians. Asians are trafficked to the United States for
economic, political, social, cultural, and environmental
reasons. And the industries they are trafficked into are

those where there is a demand for their labor or sex—
from the garment industry to massage parlors. And
the traffickers are diverse: family members, friends,
lovers, corporate companies, and organized crime syn-
dicates. Asian Americans are a part of the anti-
trafficking movement in two significant ways: (1) as a
subject of U.S. anti-trafficking efforts as victims,
and (2) active participants as leaders in U.S. anti-
trafficking efforts.

Although the image of Asian women and girls sex
trafficked into brothels in Asia is a part of the U.S.
imaginary in the present, discourse of Asian sex slaves
is not a recent phenomenon. At the turn of the nine-
teenth century, it was estimated that of the 20,000
Chinese in the Bay Area, women represented
only 12.5 percent of the population, approximately
40 percent of whom were slaves—women and girls
kidnapped and auctioned to slave merchants into a life
in brothels. Others were lured by false promises or sold
by their own families with the belief that they would
become indentured servants or brides. Women in the
sex industries rarely aged into their 20s or older; it
was common for victims to die from diseases related
to their prostitution and abuse, be murdered, or commit
suicide. An infamous Chinese madam known as Ah
Toy began importing women from China into Califor-
nia brothels in the 1850s. The Page Act of 1875 was
implemented to prevent Chinese women migrating to
the United States with the intention of becoming pros-
titutes. However, it was clear that there was a demand
for their sexual services, where anti-immigration poli-
cies did not prevent the sexual slavery of Chinese
women. In 1873 a church organization, Donaldina
Cameron House, responded to women and girls sold
into sex slavery in San Francisco, California. Secret
passages at Cameron House where girls would escape
from the building when their traffickers came to
retrieve them may still be found at this historic site
that continues to serve the Asian community in San
Francisco.

Asians were also brought into the Americas
through the coolie trade in which it was seen as featur-
ing the worst aspects of slavery. Laborers sent to the
Americas, Cuba, and Hawaii symbolized for abolition-
ists the enslaved plantation labor systems even after
slavery ended. The trade was emblematic of the cruelty



of coerced labor. These laborers were primarily
Chinese and Indian, but other laborers were also
imported from the Philippines, Japan, and Korea. Sim-
ilar to the Page Act, some argued for the Chinese
Exclusion Act of 1882, making the case that it would
prevent the slavery of Asian immigrants imported to
the Americas as coolie laborers. However, it was not
until 1938 that the United States would begin to
improve working conditions for laborers with the pas-
sage of the Fair Labor Standard Act. Asians did not
reap the benefits from U.S. changes to labor laws. By
1924 all Asians were discriminated against from
migrating to the United States with the passage of the
Johnson Reed Act, which placed a restriction on immi-
gration. Asian labor exploitation was rendered an
invisible issue until major cases hit the newspapers in
the 1990s.

In 1995, the public was horrified when it came to
the fore that 71 Thai nationals had been held in slavery
for seven years in a garment factory in El Monte,
California. The Thai women and men were forced to
work as much as 22 hours each day in poor conditions,
to live in unlivable conditions with 8 to 10 crowded
into a room where rats crawled over them as they slept,
and were under constant surveillance by their traffick-
ers. Sixty-seven of those trafficked were women. They
left behind families in impoverished rural villages in
Thailand from which they emigrated. The case high-
lighted the problematic practices in U.S. laboring
industries for Asian immigrants. After homeland secu-
rity raided the factories, the Thai workers were treated
like criminals and sent to a deportation center. In
response to such dangerous practices of U.S. compa-
nies and the maltreatment of immigrants in the United
States, Asian Pacific American Labor Alliance, the
Asian Pacific American Legal Center, Coalition for
Human Immigrant Rights of Los Angeles, the Korean
Immigrant Workers’ Advocates, Thai Community
Development Center, and UNITE were among the
organizations to advocate for the Thai workers. The
organizing led to successful criminal and civil cases,
and raised awareness surrounding the need to advocate
for the human rights for Asian migrants. In 2010,
Henry Ong, in collaboration with the Thai Community
Development Center, created a successful play,
“Fabric,” based on the incident.
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Asian Americans organizing to address violence
include initiatives that point to the tensions within the
Asian American community and the Lakireddy Bali
Reddy v. USA case is a testament to such. In 2000, after
a 17-year-old girl died from carbon monoxide poison-
ing in an apartment Reddy owned, newspapers
unveiled to the public that Reddy had run a sex traf-
ficking ring for 15 years. Reddy, an immigrant
from India, received an MA in engineering from the
University of California, Berkeley. From engineer to
restaurant owner to real-estate magnate, Reddy was
the largest property owner in Berkeley, receiving
$1 million per month in rental income. It also came to
light that he trafficked girls ages 12 to 14 years old
from India to Berkeley, where they were exploited for
labor in his restaurants and apartment buildings, and
served as sex slaves. The Indian girls were of a lower
caste—"‘untouchables.” In response to the Reddy case,
an organization formed to educate the community
about the violence against South Asians as well as vio-
lence within the South Asian community—Alliance of
South Asians Taking Actions (ASATA).

Asian American survivors of human trafficking are
also speaking out about their exploitation. Chong Kim
experienced a life of human trafficking that started in
1994 when she was forced to perpetuate Asian stereo-
types when being sex trafficked in Oklahoma and
eventually in Nevada. Kim continues to speak out
and is currently working on a film project to raise
awareness about human trafficking. In 2010, the story
of Minh Dang changed the perception of who Asian
American sex-trafficked persons are—they are not
all migrants. Dang is a second-generation Asian
American raised in San Jose who was trafficked by
her own parents. Her father and mother sold her for
sex in which they told her that it was a part of her filial
responsibilities. Minh estimates that her parents made
$2 million from sex trafficking her, which enabled
them to buy two homes and send to remittances to
Vietnam. Few Asian-run survivor organizations exist,
but the work of the Coalition to Abolish Slavery and
Trafficking in Los Angeles has a survivor Caucus that
was conceived in 2003.

Not only are survivors informing the movement
but also most notably are how they are impacting
U.S. national agendas in policy, organizing, and direct
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services. The Polaris Project is the U.S. National
Human Trafficking Resource Center that provides the
national hotline for human trafficking, direct services,
and leads U.S. anti-trafficking advocacy for policies.
In 2002, Katherine Chon, a Korean American, and
Derek Ellerman, a biracial Asian American founded
the Polaris Project. They embarked on a journey to
mobilize what would become the leading national
agency in the United States to fight human trafficking
after they had read a newspaper article about six Asian
women brought to work in massage parlors that were
fronts for brothels in the United States. They were
inspired to do something about human trafficking after
reading that the investigating officer stated that the
case was like slavery. They named their initiative after
the Underground Railroad that helped slaves run away
from the South in the nineteenth century abolition
movement by following the North Star—Polaris
Project.

Asian Americans continue to define the anti-
trafficking movement as legal advocates, social serv-
ices providers, refugee organizations, scholars, teach-
ers, students, writers, and artists. And these efforts are
not only addressing the U.S. responses to human traf-
ficking but also have global impact.

Annie Fukushima

See also Cameron House
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Aoki, Richard (1938-2009)

Educator, counselor, Marxist, and Field Marshal in
the Black Panther Party, Richard Aoki was born in
San Leandro, California, to Nisei parents. He attended
the University of California and received a bachelor’s
in Sociology and a master’s degree in Social Work.
For more than four decades he worked as a community
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activist, educator, and advisor in a number of
progressive organizations and educational institutions.
His grandparents came to California around 1900.
His grandfather, Jitsuji, a socialist, manufactured noo-
dles and was active in the Japanese Methodist
Episcopal church, where his children performed in
plays and social affairs. He also spoke at Buddhist
meetings, however, suggesting his sophistication.

Aoki grew up in West Oakland and, during the
World War II, Topaz, Utah, a relocation center that
was among his first memories and where his parents
split up. He lived in the camp with his brother and their
father until 1945. His father was a “no-no boy,” one
who protested this mistreatment and violations of their
civil rights, refusing to swear loyalty to the United
States and enlist in the military. In 1945 the Aokis
moved back to Oakland, Richard residing with his
brother, father, uncle, and grandparents for 10 years.

Given the family’s samurai heritage, it is under-
standable that he acquired and devoted himself to the
concept of bushido, service, for his entire life. Home
schooled until adolescence by his father, a University
of California, Berkeley alum, he became acquainted
with his father’s and his grandfather’s libraries—
another vital part of his Japanese and American
heritage.

West Oakland included a number of African
Americans in addition to Japanese Americans and
other ethnic groups, and he learned from his black
friends about the lynchings and brutalities that took
place down South. In Oakland he witnessed the notori-
ous behavior of the local police, many of whom were
recruited from the Deep South and who were particu-
larly vicious in their mistreatment of African
Americans and the poor generally. This was the main
issue taken up by the Black Panthers in 1966.

In junior high school, both Richard and his brother
received superior scores on their tests, and Richard
was valedictorian of his class. He also excelled at
Berkeley High School, completing a three-year pro-
gram in two-and-a-half years and was eligible to attend
the University of California.

He also rebelled as a teenage delinquent, commit-
ting numerous acts of petty theft. Rather than enroll
in the university, however, and convinced of the immi-
nence of war, at 18 he volunteered to serve in the U.S.
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Army—opartly to help out his mother and brother
financially.

After eight years of active and reserve service, he
left the military after learning of its human rights viola-
tions in Vietnam. Somewhat conservative at the outset
of the 1960s, he gradually moved from being a loyal
supporter of the war to becoming an antiwar protestor
by 1965. He supported civil rights causes although he
toiled at different working class jobs and was most
impressed by the left-wingers that he met. They rec-
ommended progressive books, and he read vora-
ciously. Identifying as he did with the oppressed and
impoverished, he eventually adopted Marxism and
joined the Socialist Workers’ Party.

At the same time, Black nationalism, and the
Nation of Islam and its main minister, Malcolm X,
who broke with the organization under considerable
controversy, influenced him profoundly. Aoki fol-
lowed closely the political evolution of Malcolm X,
and he differed with the socialists on the issue of the
viability of black nationalism. He also supported the
Cuban Revolution and, during his lifetime, wars of lib-
eration in Africa, Asia, and South America as well as
at home. Though he admired the Fidelistas, he ended
up closer to Maoism in his theoretical position.

Around 1964 he enrolled in Merritt Community
College along with Huey Newton and Bobby Seale.
These Oaklanders, also admirers of Malcolm X, set
out to form the Black Panther Party in 1966. They con-
sulted Aoki on their 10-point platform and a variety of
political issues. He knew their families and admired
Newton and Seale, as well as their principled program,
and provided invaluable advice on strategy and tactics
as well as educational and political issues. He ques-
tioned whether an Asian American might join them.
Newton responded that Aoki was oppressed and a per-
son of color, so he was therefore eligible. He rode
along with the Panthers when they stopped to witness
police arrests, and he became a Field Marshal early in
the Party’s history.

That same year, 1966, he enrolled at UC Berkeley
and worked with several campus organizations,
including Tri-Continental Progressive Students Asso-
ciation, composed of Third World students. These
meetings and associations expanded his evol-
ving political consciousness and his knowledge of
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international politics. He received his bachelor’s in
Sociology and his off-campus activism continued. He
co-founded Black Politics, a journal of liberation, dedi-
cating the first issue to the defense of Huey Newton,
who was arrested for killing a police officer following
a traffic stop in 1967.

By 1968 he worked with young Asian American
students, founding the Asian American Political Asso-
ciation (AAPA), one of the first organizations of its
kind on college campuses. They supported the Pan-
thers, opposed racism, militarism, and U.S. imperial-
ism and, most important, joined with the Mexican,
black, and Native American student associations to
form the Third World Liberation Front, which started
a campus strike in the winter of 1969 that lasted for
10 weeks. Students of color, with the assistance of
their campus and off-campus allies, demanded a Third
World College in what was the longest and most
expensive confrontation in the campus’s history.
Eventually the university agreed to support a Depart-
ment of Ethnic Studies with four components for the
respective ethnic groups.

When attending graduate school he was elected
president of the School of Social Welfare’s 1970 class
at the time sitting in the Berkeley city jail. He also was
a teaching assistant for the first Asian American Stud-
ies course at Berkeley and, after the strike, served as
coordinator for the Asian American Studies program.

Community Organization and Public Admin-
istration was his major in Social Welfare, and he
devoted his entire professional life to serving the com-
munity. In 1971, he returned to Merritt College, which
also allowed him to link up again with the Panthers. He
spent most of his career at Alameda County College,
where he was teacher, counselor, and administrator
for over 20 years, helping nontraditional students meet
their career goals.

After retirement, Aoki continued his community
work, opposing the wars in Asia, imperialism and rac-
ism, and supporting multiracial coalitions, prison re-
form, and Panther reunions. He was the subject of an
autobiography and a documentary. His support for
the Panthers and revolutionary nationalism never
wavered, and he considered his work in the Party the
most important political activity in his life.

Douglas Daniels
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Ariyoshi, George R. (1926-)

George R. Ariyoshi is an American politician, lawyer,
and businessman. Notably, Ariyoshi was the third gov-
ernor of the State of Hawaii, serving between 1974 and
1986. He was also the first Asian American as well as
Japanese American to be elected into the office of
gOVernor.

George Ryoichi Ariyoshi was born on March 12,
1926, in Honolulu, Hawaii to Japanese immigrant
parents. In his youth, Ariyoshi lived with his family
in a small two-room house in China Town and his
father was a semiprofessional Sumo wrestler who
operated a tofu shop. After graduating from high
school in 1944, Ariyoshi served briefly as an inter-
preter for the U.S. Army Military Intelligence in Japan.
After the war, Ariyoshi started his studies at the Uni-
versity of Hawaii but later transferred to Michigan
State University, graduating in 1949 with a bachelor
of arts. He would also obtain a law degree from the
University of Michigan. After law school, Ariyoshi
returned to his native Hawaii to pursue private law
practice. In 1969, Ariyoshi served as a member of the
American Bar Association House of Delegates. He
would also serve as president of the Hawaii Bar
Association and the Hawaii Bar Foundation.

In 1954, Ariyoshi was elected into the Territorial
House of Representatives. This was the beginning of
Ariyoshi’s illustrious political career. Four years later
in 1958, Ariyoshi was elected into the Territorial
Senate. After Hawaii became the fiftieth state in
1959, Ariyoshi would also serve as one of the first
Senators in the Hawaiian State Senate until 1970.

In 1970, John A. Burns was reelected as governor
of Hawaii with Ariyoshi as his lieutenant governor.
Ariyoshi would step in as the governor for Burns in
1973 after Burns became terminally ill. In 1974,
Ariyoshi ran for his first term as governor and took
office as the first Asian American (and Japanese



American) to ever capture the gubernatorial office.
Ariyoshi would eventually serve a total of three terms
as governor (reelected in 1978 and 1982), spanning
his service between 1973 and 1986—a total of
13 years.

During Ariyoshi’s tenure as governor, his
administration would be known for its ability to
resolve crisis and to pull the Hawaiian community
together. He would also be known for conservative fis-
cal policies, the steady development of Hawaii’s tour-
ism, and progressive approaches to trade. As for
Ariyoshi’s own political style, it is what he once
described as “quiet and effective,” which had also at
one time been his campaign slogan. A staunch
Democrat, Ariyoshi believed that the dominance of
the Democratic Party in Hawaii had transformed his
state into one that is open, equal, prosperous, and
diverse. Barred by term limits, Ariyoshi left the
governor’s office in 1986 and was succeeded by John
Waihee.

As a person of Japanese descent, Ariyoshi worked
hard to bridge the differences between those in the Jap-
anese American community with the mainstream
American public—a rift that was the result of World
War II. In his autobiography With Obligations to All,
Ariyoshi described the struggles that many Japanese
Americans (including his own family) experienced
between the need and desire for the “American” or
“Japanese” way of life. Nonetheless, Ariyoshi had
came to terms with such struggles and professed that
everyone, including himself, must accept who we are
as an individual. For Ariyoshi, the idea of being
“American” is one that is multifaceted and unique
depending on one’s particular heritage. In other words,
being American has different meanings for different
individuals.

Although Ariyoshi retired from politics after 1986,
he remained active as a businessman and has been con-
tinuously involved in the Hawaiian community.
Ariyoshi served for many years as a member on the
Board of Governors of the East-West Center. The
George R. Ariyoshi Fund, a scholarship that provides
financial support for students, was also established at
the East-West Center through the grants from the
Hawaii Pacific Rim Society. Furthermore, drawing on
his experience in the Hawaiian legislature and the
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governor’s office, Ariyoshi had been a regular con-
tributor at Hawaii Business (magazine). Ariyoshi’s
articles mainly featured leadership lessons from his
days as governor and helped to bridge the understand-
ing between business and politics.

In George R. Ariyoshi’s distinguished political
career, he never lost an election. His overall contribu-
tion to the American society is one that is exemplary
regardless of race or ethnicity.

Jeanette Yih Harvie

See also Political Representation
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Artists in New York (1900-1940)

The waves of immigration from Asia to the United
States in the nineteenth and early twentieth centuries
led thousands of Asians to the West Coast. Relatively
few of them continued to the East Coast, but among
them were ambitious, adventurous artists who wanted
to work in the inspiring milieu of the New York art
world.

What defines artists as Asian American? A simple
standard is that they either emigrated from Asian coun-
tries, or a significant part of their ancestry was Asian—
one or both parents. Those who emigrated made up
most of the artists in the period under question here,
the first half of the twentieth century—and by the law
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of the United States they were not permitted to become
American citizens until after 1943, a situation that
affected their lives and their careers as artists. Like all
immigrants, these artists carried with them the tradi-
tions of their ancestors as they assimilated in varying
degrees to the customs of their new homes. The dia-
logue between inherited practices and newfound ideas
played out in various ways in their art. Some of them
adopted Anglo/European styles exclusively; some
were multistylistic, using Western traditions and tech-
niques at times and working in the vocabularies of
their ancestral cultures at others; and some developed
unique fusions of East and West. In general the paint-
ers were very comfortable working in ink or water-
soluble paint on paper. Those who studied in the
United States became adept at painting with oil on can-
vas, and they often included subjects with an Asian
reference into their works.

Asian artists who traveled to the United States in
the early twentieth century found a culture already
sympathetic to Eastern art, thanks in part to the craze
for Japonisme that hit Paris and the rest of Europe in
the late nineteenth century. Asian artistic practices
influenced leading artists like the Impressionists in
Paris and James McNeil Whistler, the American expa-
triate, in London. They spread to the United States
where there were active collectors of Asian art and also
art workers like the half Chinese critic, Sadakichi
Hartmann, and the artist and teacher, Arthur Wesley
Dow. In Dow’s widely circulated instructional book,
Composition, he advocated the Western adaptation of
Asian artistic traditions, which he taught to his many
students, including Georgia O’Keeffe. Dow worked
in Boston with Ernst Fenollosa, who had spent years
in Japan and who was one of the creators of the great
collection of Japanese art at the Boston Museum of
Fine Arts.

Among the first artists to come to the United States
from China was Li Tiefu (1869-1952) who studied at
prominent art schools in New York in the 1910s and
learned how to use oil paint in a realistic, Western style
before he returned to China in 1930. Other artists who
studied on the East Coast in the first decades of the
twentieth century and took Western-style painting
back to China were Feng Gangbo (1884-1984) and
Wong Chiu Foon (1896-1971). In contrast, Yun Gee

(1906-1963), born in Guangdon province, spent a sub-
stantial part of his career in the United States and
painted in avant-garde styles that were radical for the
time. His Where Is My Mother (1926-1927) is
an essential document of the Asian American experi-
ence, rendered in the modernist, boldly colored
geometric style he encountered in art school in
San Francisco. Gee used this abstract style to express
a personal allegory of immigration: his face, with its
conspicuously Chinese features, dominates the compo-
sition at the lower right, streaked with tears as he
misses his mother, back in China, rendered as a blocky
abstracted female figure at the top left. The angular
boats that come between them represent his voyage,
and the faces that recede into the composition next to
him indicate that he was only one of many who experi-
enced the yearning of the immigrant. His signature,
against the right edge of the canvas, expresses the
fusion of cultures: spelled with the letters of the
Western alphabet, it is aligned on the vertical axis of
Chinese script.

Yun Gee is today one of the most respected of the
Chinese immigrant artists, but the Asian American art
world of the first half of the twentieth century was
dominated by the Japanese, as immigration law
discriminated against the Chinese decades before the
Japanese also became targets of exclusion. As a result
there were sufficient quantities of Japanese artists to
organize into groups on both the East and West coasts.
The leading Japanese artist was Yasuo Kuniyoshi
(1889-1953), who came from Okayama to Seattle in
1907, and then moved to New York to be an artist.
His artistic style, a unique combination of elements of
Western realism and oil painting technique with
aspects of folk art and Japanese traditions, propelled
him to success in the 1920s. On his way to recognition
he participated in several exhibitions with other
Japanese artists in the 1920s. One opportunity for
artists of Asian origin to exhibit was with The Society
of Independent Artists, founded by Marcel Duchamp
and others in 1917 to be a venue where any artist could
exhibit without the oversight of a jury.

Like the Society of Independent Artists, The
MacDowell Club was formed to give artists opportuni-
ties to show outside conservative juried exhibitions,
and it hosted an exhibition of Japanese artists in



1917. Many of the artists in that group went on
to organize shows in 1922 and 1927, including
Kuniyoshi and artists less well known today, like the
sculptor Kamamura who specialized in cows, an ani-
mal then exotic to the Japanese, and others who are
almost totally forgotten, like George Tera.

Several of these artists studied at The Art Students
League and painted scenes of life in New York, though
often through Asian eyes. For example, Toshi
Smimizu (1887-1945) painted scenes of Chinatown,
which is adjacent to the Lower East Side. The Lower
East Side tenements, crowded with thousands of poor
immigrants from Europe, inspired the painters of the
Ash Can School, several of whom taught at the Art
Students League. Shimizu followed his teachers to
downtown Manhattan, but found his imagery in
Chinatown, a few blocks west.
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In the 1920s many Asian American artists, like
their American contemporaries, went to Paris to absorb
the dynamic new modern art culture developing there,
meeting artists from Asia who had gone straight from
their native countries to the French capital. Kuniyoshi
had two extended stays and Isamu Noguchi (1904—
1988) had the rare opportunity to work as assistant to
the great sculptor, Constantin Brancusi. Kuniyoshi’s
idiosyncratic Self Portrait as a Golfer (1927) reflects
the influence of the School of Paris figuration. But at
the same time the artist emphasized his Asian features
and posed himself wearing Western golf togs when
standing like a samurai holding a golf club in place of
a sword, in a major painting full of multicultural
references.

Japanese artists who went to Paris returned to New
York to hard times and political upheaval. Once the

/

Japanese American artist Isamu Noguchi poses with one of his sculptures in New York City, 1938. (AP Photo)
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Depression was felt full force, the government estab-
lished relief programs to help artists in exchange for
their work—but these programs were controversial,
and in 1937 Asian Americans, who were not eligible
to be American citizens, were expelled from them.

The artists who were adventurous enough to leave
their native countries for the United States were inde-
pendent spirits, and many of them had leftist political
views. In the mid-1930s they organized three exhibi-
tions at the progressive ACA Galleries protesting their
exclusion from the government projects. These shows
included both Japanese and Chinese artists, an unusual
stepping up to visibility of the Chinese who tended to
work within the Chinese community and not to have
a presence in the established New York art world.
They were led by Chu H. Jor, who studied at the Art
Students League before founding the Chinese Art Club
in Chinatown in 1935, to promote art awareness in his
community. Unfortunately, little is known about the
actual art made by Jor and his colleagues. His Japanese
contemporaries working in New York are better
known today, although here also there are many artists
whose names have come down to us but whose works
have yet to be discovered.

Eitaro Ishigaki was active in the ACA shows,
which included non-Asian artists. Ishigaki’s biography
is typical of several of his compatriots: he came from
Japan to the West Coast, became interested in art in
San Francisco, and then moved to New York where
he studied at The Art Students League and had a career
before returning to Japan for his last years. He was one
of the most leftist of the Japanese American artists, a
founder of the John Reed Club and active in several
liberal art organizations. For the Works Projects
Administration he painted two large murals in a court-
house in Harlem on the subjects of American indepen-
dence and the freeing of the slaves. He was removed
from the project when it was decided that only United
States citizens were eligible for government aid; assist-
ants completed the murals. Then they were criticized
because his treatment of several presidents was consid-
ered unflattering and were destroyed three years later.

Ishigaki’s Harlem mural about the freeing of
slaves touched on a topic that was sensitive in the
1930s, when lynchings of African Americans were

horrifyingly prevalent in the South. Liberal American
artists responded with protest images, again encour-
aged by the ACA Galleries. Japanese American artists
could easily empathize with their black contemporar-
ies, another minority facing discrimination, and they
made works that joined in the protest. Among them
were Ishigaki, painter Hideo Noda, the young sculptor,
Leo Amino (1911-1989), who would become best
known for his innovative abstract plastic sculptures
from the 1950s, but who in the 1930s made a somber,
assemblage sculpture of an inert body hanging from a
tree. The young Noguchi dramatically suspended a
contorted, life-sized figure from a rope in his Death
(Lynched Figure) (1934).

As global political and economic tensions grew in
the 1930s, leftist artists organized The American
Artists Congress; signatories to its first call for support
in 1936 included Ishigaki, one of the organizers,
Kuniyoshi, who would become an officer, Japanese
artists Thomas Nagai, Noguchi, Sakari Suzuki, Chuzo
Tamotzu, and Chikamichi Yamasaki, and Hawaiian
born Isami Doi. The Japanese invasion of Manchuria
in 1931 further politicized Asian artists in the United
States. Yun Gee made a series of drawings and paint-
ings critical of Japanese military aggression, as did
some of the Japanese artists in New York, including
Ishigaki, and Kuniyoshi actually held an exhibition of
his works as a benefit for the Chinese. The ACA gal-
lery continued its activism in this regard, for example,
hosting a show of a traveling exhibition of Chinese
graphic art, some of it political, in 1938.

The Japanese bombing of Pearl Harbor in Decem-
ber 1941 was a traumatic event for Asians in the
United States. Kuniyoshi wrote, “A few short days
have changed my status in this country although
I myself have not changed at all.” Japanese living in
the United States, and already barred from becoming
citizens, were suddenly classified “enemy aliens.”
Those on the West Coast were put in internment
camps, whereas those in the East were spared thanks
to their far smaller numbers. Even so, Isamu Noguchi
took the radical action of voluntarily being admitted
to Poston camp in Arizona with the desire to help his
compatriots. His optimism was short-lived, and after
six difficult months he negotiated his release.
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The years after the war were a period of readjust-
ment. In 1946 Dong Kingman, of Chinese descent,
famous for his cityscape watercolors, moved from
San Francisco to New York, finding new inspiration
in views of the metropolis. Abstraction replaced repre-
sentation as the prevailing artistic language, as the
Abstract Expressionists rose to dominance, Kenzo
Okada among them, with many more Asian Americans
following suit. Several major Abstract Expressionist
artists made rapidly brushed, black and white paintings
and drawings, with clear affinities to Asian calligra-
phy, spurring ongoing debates about the degree of in-
fluence from Asia.

After the war immigration laws gradually relaxed,
allowing a flow of younger Asian American artists into
the country. The range of countries of origin expanded
with greater global travel, and significant artists
entered the New York art world from the Philippines
(Alfonso Ossorio), Hawaii (Reuben Tam), and else-
where. Women began to play a significant role in the
scene as well, as pioneering performance artists like
Yayoi Kusama and Yoko Ono made works using
actual people. The New York art world grew and more
and more Asian Americans participated, including
sculptor Fumio Yoshimura, conceptual painter On
Kawara, video art pioneer Nam June Paik, and painters
such as Martin Wong and Byron Kim. There were
many others too, and today with easier global travel
and increased communication it is a new world with
some artists having studios in several countries, East
and West, as types of artistic creativity evolve, even
as the old dialogues between traditions persist, even if
in new forms.

Tom Wolf
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Asian American Campaign Finance
Scandal of 1996

The Asian American Campaign Finance Scandal of
1996 was a major political incident that brought
unprecedented attention to the purported influence of
the Chinese government on American electoral poli-
tics. Alternatively named “Chinagate,” the incident
would eventually expand to include other Asian gov-
ernments and business interests and tarnish Asian
American political participation by linking it with sub-
versive foreign influence. As the circle of those who
benefitted from controversial and illegal campaign
donations expanded to include both of the major politi-
cal parties. The Monica Lewinsky scandal broke in
January 1998, politicians and the media lost much
motivation and interest in pursuing the scandal. The
Department of Justice concluded their five-year inves-
tigation in 2001 and brought the scandal to a close.

In the run up to the 1996 presidential campaign,
there was a perception that the Chinese government
was actively seeking to influence the U.S. government.
The rising China-U.S. trade gap and renewed tensions
across Taiwan Strait added to the broad and growing
concern that China, with its vast financial resources,
would seek to influence American elections to protect
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their economic, political, and military interests and to
improve its national image. The presidential campaign
was already estimated to be the most expensive cam-
paign ever, and politicians and political pundits
warned that temptation to accept illegal foreign contri-
butions would be high. A final ingredient in this mix
was the practice of “bundling” political contributions
where highly connected individuals gathered funds
from multiple sources and then bundled them into a
single large donation that made tracing the identity of
individual donors less obvious and more difficult.

Against this backdrop, a group of Asian Ameri-
cans began to provide their access to American politi-
cians in exchange for large sums of money from
foreign governments, business interests, and private
individuals. Six key figures in the controversy—
Charlie Yah-lin Trie, John Huang, James Riady,
Johnny Chung, Ted Sioeng, and Maria Hsia—were
accused of conspiring to funnel large sums of foreign
contributions to influence U.S. political campaigns.
What is clear is that all six had extensive personal con-
nections and business interests in Asia and their ability
to make large campaign donations granted them easy
access to the highest levels of U.S. government and
other political institutions. The Democratic Party, the
party of incumbent President Bill Clinton, was the
largest beneficiary of financial donations with the larg-
est share going to the Democratic National Committee
(DNC) and the campaign funds for President Bill
Clinton and Vice President Al Gore.

Because federal election campaign laws require
the public disclosure of the names of campaign donors,
the media, armed with a list of suspicious names,
played the key role in defining the scandal. From Octo-
ber 7 to December 5, 1996, William Safire of the New
York Times wrote six columns that defined the scandal
as a case of Asian Americans attempting to influence
the presidential race by funneling Asian money into
the Clinton campaign. All of the major newspapers in
the country ran front-page stories and editorials that
often conflated Asians with Asian Americans—most
often by using the term “Asian” to refer to both U.S.
citizens and Asian nationals. For the Republicans
who were trying to wrestle away power from President
Bill Clinton, this was political red meat that called for
public displays of outrage and calls for official
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investigations. For the Democrats, the political optics
of the party receiving millions of dollars from the
Chinese Communist Party led them to put as much dis-
tance as possible between themselves and anything
related to Asia, including Asian Americans.

The House of Representatives and the Senate, both
controlled by the Republicans, launched exhaustive
investigations: the House investigation, headed by
Representative Dan Burton (R-Indiana), was the most
expensive investigation to date at $7.4 million,
surpassing the cost of Watergate investigation in
inflation-adjusted dollars ($7 million). Eager to
clear their name, the Clinton White House and the
Democratic Party gave full support behind investiga-
tions by the Department of Justice. Collectively, these
investigations clearly demonstrated that foreign enti-
ties did give money to key figures of the scandal, and
the money did end up in various political campaigns.

What remained unclear, however, is the motiva-
tion of the key figures in the scandal. Were they acting
as agents of the Chinese government? Or, were they
simply ambitious individuals who were playing loose
with facts and perceptions to ingratiate themselves to
those with money and power? Collectively, they were
a motley crew. James Riady and John Huang were
connected to Indonesia-based Lippo Bank that had
offices in the United States and funneled millions of
dollars to the DNC. Maria Hsia channeled other funds
that Huang and Riady raised through the Hsi Lai
Buddhist Temple near Los Angeles to contribute to
the DNC, the presidential campaign, and Patrick
Kennedy’s campaign for Congress. Johnny Chung
used his ties to Chinese aerospace and military con-
tractors to donate $366,000 to the DNC. Charlie Trie,
the most colorful figure, befriended President Clinton
when then governor frequented his Chinese restaurant
in Little Rock and bundled hundreds of thousands of
dollars to donate to Clinton’s legal defense fund and
for the president’s birthday party in New York in
1994. The findings of the investigations hardly depict
the work of a sophisticated international spy ring:
Charlie Trie’s donation to Clinton’s defense fund was
made in part with consecutively numbered money
orders with the same handwriting that had supposedly
come from multiple contributors; Maria Hsia used the
Temple’s nuns and monks to write the large checks to



Asian American Campaign Finance Scandal of 1996 | 79

the DNC; and Johnny Chung visited the White House
49 times in between bundling money from companies
with known ties to the Chinese military.

The bipartisan nature of the scandal was revealed
when the investigations discovered that significant
sums of money ended up in Republican campaigns.
Ted Sioeng, an Indonesian businessman, had donated
to the Republican State Treasurer Matt Fong’s cam-
paign. In addition, House Speaker Newt Gingrich soli-
cited a donation from Sioeng in 1995 to support his
think-tank. Moreover, the House investigation found
that Congressman Chang-jun “Jay” Kim (R-Diamond
Bar) had received and concealed $230,000 in illegal
donations, including foreign donations from South
Korea, back in 1992 during his first successful
congressional campaign. In an ironic twist, the
Republican Jay Kim would be the sole elected official
found guilty of violating federal election laws in a
scandal that began with the prospect of Chinese money
being funneled to the Democratic Party. After pleading
guilty, Jay Kim was sentenced to two months of house
arrest but was allowed to remain in office until he was
defeated in the Republican primary in 1998.

After a five-year investigation, the Department of
Justice concluded their investigation of the scandal in
2001. Despite the intensity of the initial allegations of
espionage and treason, the investigations resulted in
convictions on violations of federal campaign laws,
making political contributions in someone else’s name,
and making false statements to the Federal Election
Commission. All of the punishments were relatively
mild, consisting of months of home detention, a couple
of years probation, hundreds of hours of community
service, and thousands of dollars in fines. James Riady
was the lone exception with an $8.6 million fine, but
like other key figures in the scandal, he evaded any
prison time.

If the key figures of the Asian American Cam-
paign Finance Scandal of 1996 walked away lar-
gely unscathed, the same cannot be said of Asian
Americans and their political participation. Ling-Chi
Wang has argued that the media, the government, and
the political parties racialized the scandal: Asians and
Asian Americans were conflated in the narrative of
the scandal, and this conflation “de-naturalized” Asian
Americans in the eyes of the American public. Once

again, Asian Americans were portrayed as perpetual
foreigners whose political activities were tied most
intimately to advancing the interest of Asia even at
the expense of the United States. At the height of the
scandal, Asian American political involvement was
viewed with suspicion and hostility, and their political
donations were strictly vetted to look for foreign
money and ulterior motives. Wang argues that the
scandal played a key role in Clinton’s reluctance to
appoint an Asian American to the Cabinet (Norman
Y. Mineta was appointed Secretary of Commerce in
2000 in the last year of the Clinton presidency).

In addition to this broader attack, the scandal high-
lighted the class-based inequality in political access
within the Asian American community. Asian Ameri-
can community-based organizations and political
advocacy groups were astounded by how financial con-
tributions opened the door to political access. Although
the political interests of poor, working- and middle-
class Asian Americans were met with indifference
among elected political leaders and major political
parties, wealthy Asians and Asian Americans had no
trouble accessing even the highest levels of U.S.
government and other political institutions. Investiga-
tions reported Johnny Chung visited the White House
49 times, only to be outdone by John Huang’s 78. Maria
Hsia hosted fundraising events attended by Al Gore, and
James Riady met President Clinton six times. For many
Asian American political activists, it was difficult not to
be cynical in light of money’s tight grip on American
democracy. For Asian Americans, the Campaign
Scandal of 1996 delivered bitter lessons on their precari-
ous membership in American politics and the decisive
role of money in determining their access.

Edward J. W. Park
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Asian American Comparative
Collection (AACC)

The Asian American Comparative Collection (AACC)
is in the Laboratory of Anthropology, a unit of the
Department of Sociology/Anthropology at the Univer-
sity of Idaho, Moscow. The AACC is a teaching,
study, and research collection whose purpose is to
investigate, interpret, understand, and appreciate the
history, culture, archaeological sites, and artifacts of
past and present Americans of Asian and Asian Pacific
Islander ancestry.

Founded in 1982 by Dr. Priscilla Wegars to sup-
port the University’s excavations of archaeological
sites related to Asian immigrants in the Pacific North-
west, the AACC strives to obtain an actual example,
or, where that is not possible, an image, of every arti-
fact of Asian manufacture that is likely to be found
on such sites or in related museum exhibits.

As part of the Laboratory of Anthropology, the
AACC assists in the Laboratory’s mission of enabling
students to practice anthropology, archaeology, eth-
nography, and linguistics before entering the profes-
sional community. In addition, the AACC aids the
work of the University of Idaho’s Office of Multicul-
tural Affairs (OMA), particularly with respect to assis-
tance with the University of Idaho’s Asian American
Pacific Islander Association (AAPIA). For example,
every spring OMA and AAPIA sponsor celebrations
of Asian Pacific American Heritage Month on the
University of Idaho campus. The AACC loans books,
artifacts, and videos to AAPIA student members for
on-campus exhibits and film showings.

The AACC provides opportunities for university
students to use AACC materials for class projects and
to undertake internships and directed studies on mate-
rials in the Collection. Faculty members have used
AACC resources to inform both classroom lectures
and published research. The AACC serves the public
through outreach efforts such as lectures, discussions,
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slide presentations, exhibits, artifact loans, tours, refer-
ence services, artifact identifications, a website, a news-
letter, volunteer opportunities, and other activities as
needed and requested. Additionally, the AACC partners
with the local Palouse Asian American Association
(PAAA) and the Lewis-Clark Center for Arts &
History’s Beuk Aie Temple exhibit, in Lewiston, Idaho,
raise awareness of the Asian Pacific American presence
in, and contributions to, the Pacific Northwest.

The AACC specializes in the following major
areas: (1) artifacts, images, and bibliographical materi-
als that enhance understanding of the economic, cul-
tural, community, and historical contributions of
people of Asian ancestry who immigrated to the West
during the mid-nineteenth to mid-twentieth centuries;
(2) items illustrating the experiences of people of Japa-
nese ancestry confined in internment and incarceration
camps in Idaho and elsewhere during World War 1I;
(3) items necessary for appreciating the peoples,
homelands, and cultures of late twentieth- and early
twenty-first-century Asian and Pacific Islander immi-
grants to this region, and for understanding their trans-
formation from Asians to Asian Americans; and (4)
items documenting past and present anti-Asian senti-
ment, stereotypes, and propaganda.

Recently, the AACC has broadened its scope to
advocate accurate terminology, sensitive museum
exhibits, and nonracist geographic names. The AACC
also works to destroy legends, myths, and stereotypes;
to promote accurate usage of Asian languages; and to
involve the Asian American community in taking
ownership of its own history.

Priscilla Wegars
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Asian American Labor in Alaska

The U.S. Census estimates that by the turn of the cen-
tury, Asians, Native Hawaiians, and Pacific Islanders
composed 4.5 percent of Alaska’s total civilian work-
force. These include workers of Asian Indian, Chinese,
Filipino, Japanese, Korean, and Vietnamese descent,
along with Native Hawaiians and Pacific Islanders.

Asian laborers, however, have been part of the
state’s workforce since the 1860s. Whaling ship
records dating back to 1865 identify crewmembers as
“Manila men” or individuals from the Philippines
who served on exploratory and fur-trading vessels.

The first major wave of Asian laborers arrived later
in the nineteenth century to work in Alaska’s booming
fish-canning industry and in smaller numbers at gold
mines. In 1870, a gang of 13 Chinese salmon cannery
hands was brought in by the Hume Brothers cannery
on the Columbia River; within a decade Chinese work-
ers numbered nearly 3,000, scattered among several
dozen canneries. In 1880, the discovery of gold in the
Silver Bow Basin valley also attracted Chinese
laborers who cost mining companies considerably less
than their European counterparts. These were immi-
grants who had originally taken part in the forty-niner
rush in California, moved on to the Cassiar rush in
Canada, and eventually ended in Alaska.

The influx of Chinese workers was stemmed by
the Chinese Exclusion Act of 1882, which outlawed
new immigration from China and prevented Chinese
workers from returning to the United States. Within a
few years, the effects of the statute were felt by can-
neries that had depended on cheap labor provided by
the Chinese. Japanese workers came to fill the unmet
demand. In time, the newcomers gained the acceptance
of their predecessors, with some rising to become fore-
men and labor contractors themselves. They never
fully displaced Chinese laborers and their hierarchy,
but the Japanese did comprise a significant percentage
of the labor force.

The mining companies also felt the effects of the
Chinese Exclusion Act and sinophobia sweeping the
West Coast during the latter half of the nineteenth
century. Intense animus from the white community
drove Chinese immigrants out of communities from
California all the way to Alaska. In 1886, the citizens
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of Juneau demanded that the Treadwell Gold Mining
Company discharge all its Chinese employees.

In 1898, Spain ceded the Philippines to the United
States under the Treaty of Paris. Filipinos became
American nationals and were free to migrate to
America. Filipino men seeking their fortunes eventu-
ally found their way to the canneries and mines of
Alaska.

Filipino American cannery workers first appeared
in the canneries in 1911. Along with other Asian can-
nery workers, Filipinos performed line jobs in the
plants, primarily processing salmon. The tasks of
Asian crews included sorting, gutting, cleaning, and
packing fish. White crews were assigned the mainte-
nance and operations of canneries. Filipino miners in
turn labored at Alaskan mines from 1914 through the
closing of mining operations, where they worked
primarily as ore sorters.

From late 1907 through early 1908, President The-
odore Roosevelt negotiated the Gentleman’s Agree-
ment with Japan, an informal pact that effectively
ended the influx of Japanese immigrant workers into
the United States. In exchange for ending the segrega-
tion of Japanese school children in San Francisco,
Japan put a stop to emigration of its citizens to the
United States.

By the 1920s, as both the Chinese Exclusion Act
and the Gentleman’s Agreement went into full effect,
Filipinos arrived in significant numbers, replacing
most of the Japanese and Chinese laborers in the
canneries.

Filipino American workers were called “school-
boys,” as many came up from the West Coast during
the summer months to work at the canneries, aspiring
to earn enough money to pursue an education. The
men never did make enough though because of the
abusive contracting system at the plants.

Filipinos were recruited by an elite group of Asian
labor contractors hired by the canneries. These con-
tractors were responsible for managing and paying
the wages and expenses of workers. Unscrupulous
recruiters used the system to abuse and create harsh
working conditions for the laborers.

Labor contractors exploited the new recruits’ lim-
ited language proficiency and ignorance of American
wage scales. The new immigrants compared what they
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were offered with what they had earned in the
Philippines, giving them the impression that they were
fairly and adequately paid. Filipino workers also
unwittingly signed contracts that bound them to work
in the canneries for long periods of time. In the mean-
time, contractors profited handsomely on the differ-
ence between actual and estimated labor costs and
kickbacks from merchants who sold cannery gear to
the laborers. Moreover, some contractors did not pay
workers at the end of a season, leaving them stranded
and penniless. By the 1930s, however, Filipino can-
nery workers who called themselves “Alaskeros” had
become the dominant Asian group and a few became
contractors themselves.

The Great Depression, which began with the stock
market crash of 1929, saw wages for low-skilled jobs
like those in the canneries precipitously drop. The
harsh economic times coupled with abuses at the hands
of labor contractors led Alaskeros to unionize and fight
for their rights.

On June 19, 1933, the Cannery Workers’ and
Farm Laborers’ Union (CWFLU) was organized in
Seattle to represent workers in Alaska’s salmon can-
neries who were primarily Filipino. The CWFLU was
also chartered as Local 19527 by the American Feder-
ation of Labor (AFL) later that year. At about the same
time, Asian and other waterfront workers in San
Francisco had formed their own union, the Alaska
Cannery Workers Union.

The Asian labor movement eventually galvanized
after a couple of setbacks. On December 1, 1936,
CWFLU’s president, Virgil Duyungan, and its secre-
tary, Aurelio Simon, were murdered by an agent of a
labor contractor. Soon thereafter, the discriminatory
practices of the AFL led the CWFLU to break their
affiliation with the federation and shift allegiance to
the Congress of Industrial Organizations (CIO). On
November 4, 1937, Seattle and San Francisco unions
joined the United Cannery, Agricultural, Packing-
house, and Allied Workers of American (UCAPAW)
under the CIO. CWFLU becomes UCAPAWA-CIO
Local 7. By 1938 the contracting system at Alaska’s
canneries had been abolished.

The 1940s were turbulent years for the labor
movement. World War II brought about the internment
of Japanese immigrants and Japanese Americans,

thereby limiting union activity largely to Filipino
American workers. Union membership declined as
cannery workers enlisted in the military or found jobs
in the defense industries. Those left dealt with political
strife within and among unions. The war also brought
about government-imposed emergency controls,
including a ban on strikes and a wage freeze. By the
summer of 1950, Local 7 had become Local 37 of the
International Longshoremen and Warehousemen
Union (ILWU).

The 1950s were equally volatile. The communist
witch hunts implicated the cannery workers union
and began to take its toll. One of Local 37 leaders,
Ernesto Mangaoang, and 30 other Filipinos were
placed in jail on November 17, 1949 under the suspi-
cion of being communists. After close to three months
of incarceration Mangaoang was released and ordered
deported for his “subversive” acts.

Mangaoang was dogged by the deportation orders
and court cases the next few years. His case made its
way to the United States Supreme Court, and in 1953,
his defense attorney, John Caughlan, argued that Man-
gaoang could not be deported as a subversive alien
because he came to the United States when the Philip-
pines was still an American territory. The Supreme
Court ruled in Mangaoang’s favor and the landmark
decision established residency rights for thousands of
Filipino Americans who came into the country before
the Philippines gained its independence from the
United States in 1946. Although Mangaoang was a
hero to the rank-and-file members of the union, he
was ousted by the leadership in the fall of 1954.

The Immigration and Nationality Act of 1965
abolished the national origins quota system that
had been in place since the 1920s and opened the
doors for immigrants from Asia, Africa, and Latin
America.

During the 1970s, Alaska’s canneries attracted Fil-
ipino and other immigrants. The younger newcomers
found little in common with the union’s older leader-
ship. Silme and Nemesio Domingo and Gene Viernes
first established a separate organization, the Alaska
Cannery Workers Association (ACWA), and later
fought to reform Local 37 from within alongside other
reform-minded members. By the fall of 1980, the
reform forces had gained control of the union.
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On June 1, 1981, Silme Domingo and Gene
Viernes were shot and killed in the union hall. Before
dying, Domingo named two Filipinos, Pompeyo
Benito Guloy, Jr. and Jimmie Ramil, as the murderers.
Local 37’s president, Tony Baruso, became a suspect.
The Philippine government under Dictator Ferdinand
Marcos was also implicated in the killings. Guloy and
Ramil were convicted of the crime that fall, although
it took a decade for Baruso to be charged, tried, and
convicted of planning the murders. In 1987, the union
changed its name again to IBU/ILWU, Region 37
reflecting a merger of the Longshoremen’s Union with
the Inlandboatmen’s Union of the Pacific.

Today, Asian Americans, Native Hawaiians, and
Pacific Islanders belong to the broad and diverse work-
force of Alaska. They tend to be concentrated in
administrative, service, and blue-collar occupations,
though they are also among managerial and profes-
sional ranks.

Erwin de Leon

See also Chinese Exclusion Acts (1882-1943);
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Asian American Legal Defense and
Education Fund (AALDEF)

The Asian American Legal Defense and Education
Fund (AALDEF) was founded in 1974 and is a
national organization that protects and promotes the
civil rights of Asian Americans. It is a nonprofit
organization that is supported by contributions from
foundations, corporations and individuals from across
the world. It is a founding member of the Public Inter-
est Law Center in New York. In 1992, AALDEF and
its sister organizations, the Asian Law Caucus in San
Francisco and the Asian Pacific American Legal
Center in Los Angeles, founded the National Asian
Pacific American Legal Consortium (NAPALC),
located in Washington, D.C.

AALDEF combines litigation, advocacy, and edu-
cation to organize Asian American communities
across the country. AALDEF focuses on issues affect-
ing Asian Americans including: immigrant rights,
civic participation and voting rights, economic justice
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for workers, language access to services, Census and
redistricting policy, affirmative action, youth rights
and educational equity, housing and environmental
justice, and the elimination of anti-Asian violence,
police misconduct, and human trafficking.

It has a 21-person staff, including 11 lawyers and
over 300 volunteers, including pro bono attorneys,
community workers, and students. AALDEF provides
legal resources for community-based organizations
and facilitates grassroots community-organizing
efforts. It also conducts free, multilingual legal advice
clinics for low-income Asian Americans and new
immigrants, educates Asian Americans about their
legal rights, comments on proposed legislation and
governmental policies; and trains students in public
interest law and encourages them to use their legal
skills to serve the community.

AALDEF has nine central litigation and social
justice campaigns:

(1) Economic justice for workers in the restaurant,
garment, hotel, nail salon, construction, and
domestic service industries, where wages may
be as low as $1.40/hour without overtime pay.
In 2008, AALDEF helped 36 Chinese
immigrant delivery workers win an unprec-
edented $4.6 million judgment against two Sai-
gon Grill restaurants in New York City.

(2) Immigrant rights and post-9/11 civil liberties
campaign advocates for fair immigration poli-
cies that promote family reunification, enforce
protection for all workers, and calls for the rec-
ognition of the human rights of undocumented
immigrants in the United States.

(3) The voting rights and civic participation project
aims to improve access of Asian Americans to
the electoral process by monitoring polling sta-
tions for anti-Asian voter discrimination and
challenging redistricting plans that go against
communities of interest. In 2000, AALDEF
conducted the largest exit poll to date survey-
ing over 5,000 Asian Americans who cast their
votes in New York City.

(4) Educational equity and youth rights initiative
responds to school dropout rates and post-9/11

Asian American Legal Defense and Education Fund (AALDEF)

racial and ethnic profiling of Asian American
students to advocate for policies that address
the diverse needs of Asian American students.
This initiative seeks to challenge the model
minority stereotype surrounding Asian Ameri-
can students, which prevents them from receiv-
ing adequate attention and resources to aid
school retention and improve academic access
and performance.

(5) Anti-trafficking initiative provides legal repre-
sentation to trafficked women and youth in the
United States. In 1993, AALDEEF stepped in
to represent the Chinese immigrants who were
trafficked on the Golden Venture ship, which
ran aground in Far Rockaway, New York.

(6) Housing and environmental justice project
fights against displacement of low-income resi-
dents due to gentrification. In 1986, AADELF
won a major ruling in New York’s highest
court in Chinese Staff and Workers Association
v. City of New York. This victory successfully
blocked the construction of the Henry Street
Tower, a proposed luxury high-rise condomin-
ium in Chinatown.

(7) Affirmative action campaign supports pro-
grams and policies that promote equal opportu-
nity and racial diversity in the workplace and in
higher education.

(8) Anti-Asian bias project provides legal assis-
tance to Asian Americans who are victims of
bias in the workplace, at school, and in their
neighborhoods.

(9) AALDEF’s Twenty10 Project seeks to secure a
more accurate count of Asian Americans in the
2010 Census through policy advocacy, com-
munity education, and organizing. This data is
influential in decisions to allocate funds for
government programs in education, employ-
ment, healthcare, and transportation and hous-
ing benefits.

With their nine programs, AALDEF continues to
be the leading social justice agency on the East Coast
concerned with the civil rights of Asian Americans.

Winnie Tam Hung
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Asian American LGBT Activism

See LGBT Activism

Asian American Movement (AAM)

The Asian American Movement (AAM), as the collec-
tive action of ordinary people in a sustained and
widely distributed struggle to effect social change,
emerged in the late 1960s. The AAM was largely
student-based and urban but also included multiple
generations of activists from diverse socioeconomic
backgrounds. It took place throughout California, par-
ticularly the San Francisco Bay Area and Los Angeles,
and New York City, but it also extended from Hawaii
to Denver to Boston. The AAM is distinguished from
earlier activism—Iabor strikes, opposition to exclusion
and racist legislation, and support for homeland issues
—by its pan-Asian focus, bringing together mainly
Chinese, Japanese, and Filipinos but also Koreans,
South Asians, and Southeast Asians united against
racism. Influenced by Black Power and Third World
revolutions, the AAM drew heavily from an anti-
imperialist, antiracist politic that emphasized solidarity
with United States and international Third World
struggles. The Movement created numerous commu-
nity service programs, many of which exist to this
day. It inspired a rich outpouring of music, visual art,
poetry, and other creative works; forced a more com-
plex discussion of race and activism; generated a
radical vision for a transformed society; raised the
political consciousness and practice of an entire gener-
ation; and motivated future generations to struggle for
justice.

Still, Asian American activism remains virtually
invisible within mainstream scholarly and public
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communities. Two frameworks—the logic governing
U.S. race relations and the tendency toward liberalism
—help explain the erasure of the AAM. First, the
model minority image was popularized in two
respected national newsmagazines (see the January 9,
1966, issue of New York Times Magazine, and the
December 26, 1966, issue of U.S. News & World
Report). The dominance of this image promoted hard
work, frugality, self-reliance—and not resistance—as
pathways to upward mobility. That the articles were
published in 1966, the same year that birthed Black
Power and the Black Panther Party, created a divide
between the black protest tradition and an alleged
Asian American political passivity. Second, social
movement studies created a “good sixties/bad sixties”
binary that privileged the pre-1968 civil rights and
early New Left movements. In addition, although the
field of Asian American studies has produced the bulk
of AAM studies, particularly between the late 1960s
and late 1970s and since the mid-1990s, the field has
not developed anything like the substantive focus on
Black freedom movements created in black Studies,
history, and related areas. Even as more analytic
AAM studies have been published since 2000, there
is little by way of a historiographical analysis of the
AAM, though a notable exception is Fujino.

The AAM may well have started with the coining
of the term, “Asian American,” by the Asian American
Political Alliance (AAPA) and its cofounder Yuji
Ichioka in Berkeley in May 1968. From the start,
pan-Asian formation was a political strategy—rather
than an assumption of any shared cultures, traditions,
or histories—to unite small numbers of disparate
groups to contest a common racial oppression. Social
demographics enabled this unity when the baby boom
generation, sharing a common language, media, and
youth culture, met on college campuses. In addition,
the growth of Third World anticolonial movements
and the rise of Black Power created the political condi-
tions that linked pan-Asianness to Third World solid-
arity and internationalism.

Berkeley’s AAPA inspired political youth forma-
tions nationwide. Until then, the numerous Asian
American organizations on college campuses and
in the community were primarily social or cultural in
focus. In September 1968, UCLA’s Oriental Concern
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(started as Sansei Concern in April 1968) convened an
“I am Yellow, Curious” Asian American conference.
In January 1969, UC Berkeley’s Chinese and Japanese
American clubs sponsored “The Asian Experience in
America/Yellow Identity” symposium that gave direc-
tion to the emerging AAM. George Woo, fiery speaker
and ICSA and Chinatown activist, chastised students
for developing an identity devoid of community
responsibility. Most attendees were eager to engage
in community work and to support the San Francisco
State’s Third World strike, then two-months strong,
though some questioned whether racism affected
Asian Americans and whether confrontation was
necessary. In the end, participants passed a resolution
supporting the Third World strike and the general
movement for Asian American studies. The next
day, AAPA held a strategic planning meeting. To their
surprise, the attendees, representing 13 campuses
throughout California as well as New York and
Hawaii, voted to form AAPA chapters nationwide.
This loose formation of AAPA groups was instrumen-
tal in developing the nationwide AAM.

Berkeley’s AAPA illustrates how the overall
AAM, although embracing diverse politics, was
shaped in the milieu of Black Power and Third World
radicalism. There was widespread unity about provid-
ing community service and on opposing racism. The
majority also embraced an anti-imperialist politic
linked to Third World solidarity and internationalism.
To some, anti-imperialism meant a focus on economic
inequalities among people and between nations.
Others applied a Marxist analysis of capitalism and a
Leninist analysis of imperialism. The AAM youth con-
tested their parents’ generation’s views on race and
mobility, represented by assimilationist aspirations to
move toward whiteness. In the monthly newspaper
Gidra, produced at UCLA and known as the “voice
of the Asian American Movement,” Amy Uyematsu
called on the AAM to adopt Black Power’s desire for
self-determination over integration and for giving
power to the most oppressed. She inverted the anti-
black racism expressed by many Asian Americans by
seeking solidarity with blacks in the fight against rac-
ism. AAM activists were already immersed in Black
Power struggles, most notably Yuri Kochiyama, con-
nected with Malcolm X and associates in Harlem;

Richard Aoki, the highest-ranking Asian American
in the Black Panther Party; and the San Francisco
Chinatown street youth of the Red Guard Party.

Though the AAM was a broad, multifaceted
movement that resists simple quantification, it is also
reasonable to identify five major issues of Asian
American organizing. First, as seen in the Yellow
Identity symposium, the Third World strikes for ethnic
studies, launched at San Francisco State College in
November 1968 and UC Berkeley in January 1969,
sparked the AAM. The students had four major goals
in establishing Third World studies. First, they cen-
tered the experiences and perspectives of racial groups
through ethnic studies classes. Second, they increased
access to higher education for racially and economi-
cally marginalized students through special admissions
programs. Third, as Chinatown and other working-
class youth entered college, students reevaluated
the relationship between campus and community.
They transformed courses to focus on community
service and empowerment, rather than on corporate
training for individual upward mobility. Fourth, they
demanded self-determination through control of the
curriculum and the hiring of faculty. Asian American
and ethnic studies programs soon developed at UCLA,
UC Santa Barbara, City College of New York, and
elsewhere around the nation.

Second, as reflected in George Woo’s call for a
community focus, the AAM prioritized providing
direct services to and empowering Asian American
working-class communities. From the Asian Commu-
nity Center (ACC) in San Francisco (emerging from
Berkeley’s AAPA), to the Gidra newspaper collective
in Los Angeles, to I Wor Kuen (IWK) in New York
(emerging from Columbia’s AAPA), there was a
strong emphasis on “serve the people” programs.
IWK, in its first newspaper issue, rebuked the
government for failing human rights demands for
decent health care, housing, education, and jobs, and
sought to empower the Chinatown community to crea-
tively meet its own needs. The ACC credited Mao with
the phrase “serve the people” and the Black Panthers
with the idea of providing services to ameliorate social
problems, although revealing contradictions about the
self-serving interests of resource-rich governments
and corporations. From the ACC’s Everybody’s



Bookstore, to the East Bay Japanese for Action serv-
ices for seniors emerging from Berkeley’s Asian
American studies, to IWK’s establishment of New
York Chinatown’s first health clinic, to East Wind’s
efforts to take over the Resthaven mental health
facility in Los Angeles Chinatown, to Yellow Brother-
hood’s self-help drug program, to Asian Sisters’ child-
care, to widespread efforts to resist the redevelopment
of Little Tokyos, Chinatowns, and Manilatowns, the
AAM was ripe with community service programs.
The best known of these community struggles was
the San Francisco International Hotel campaign, which
for 10 years (1968-1977) galvanized the AAM around
housing rights for Filipino and Chinese seniors.
Third, protests against the Vietnam War domi-
nated U.S. activism and ignited worldwide struggles.
The war fought in Asia held special meaning to a
movement developing pan-Asian unity. Moving
beyond the liberal peace movement’s focus on
American interests, AAM activist situated the war in
terms of racism, genocide, and U.S. imperialism. At
the home of leading AAM activist Yuri Kochiyama,
Malcolm X stated as early as June 1964: “The struggle
of the Vietnamese is the struggle of all Third World
people. It’s the struggle against imperialism, colonial-
ism, and neo-colonialism.” This analysis was widely
promoted in the AAM. The Los Angeles Asian Coali-
tion expressed in a 1973 Gidra article: “In Vietnam,
corporations are financing a war to create new markets
and develop a cheap labor force, at the expense of
democratic rights of Vietnamese people.” AAPA in
Berkeley expressed “solidarity with the Vietnamese
people and the NLF [National Liberation Front
opposed to both the South Vietnamese and U.S. gov-
ernments], and demand[ed] an end to imperialism,
political repression, and the exploitation of all Third
World peoples.” Asian Americans for Action (AAA)
in New York City printed their position on the Viet-
nam War, demanding an immediate withdrawal of
troops and support for Vietnamese self-determination.
AAA further linked Vietnam with U.S. expansionism
throughout the Pacific Rim and led the AAM’s efforts,
in solidarity with Japanese antiwar activists, to repeal
the U.S.-Japan Security Treaty and remove the U.S.
military from Okinawa. Kochiyama, who worked with
AAA, expressed the interconnectedness of U.S.
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militarism in Asia: “The bases set up on Okinawa are
invasion bases to Asian countries (especially Vietnam,
Cambodia, Laos, Thailand, and Korea), to attack, sup-
ply military arms and ammunitions, and to transport
supplies, and to train and entertain US soldiers.”

A 1971 Gidra article, “GI’s and Asian Women,”
posited that the dehumanizing images of Asian women
promoted their use as sex objects, while perpetuating
racism against all Asians, making it easier for U.S. sol-
diers to kill “gooks” in Vietnam. As long as U.S. mili-
tary aggression occurs in Asia, the author cautioned,
racism will continue against Asian Americans. Black
and Chicano activists also denounced the hypocrisy
of the United States for fighting for freedom and
democracy abroad although ignoring inequalities at
home. By raising the incarceration of Japanese Ameri-
cans and the atrocities of Hiroshima, AAM groups
called attention to the existence of anti-Asian racism
as well as U.S. imperialist policies in Asia. AAM
activists had moved the antiwar movement from focus-
ing primarily on protecting American lives to a discus-
sion of ending racism and imperialism in the United
States and abroad.

Fourth, in the midst of U.S. postwar prosperity and
the transformation of Japan from archenemy to subor-
dinate ally, Asian American upward mobility in jobs,
education, and residence served to obscure their
working-class past and present. Although the main-
stream Japanese and Chinese American communities
reveled in their newly acquired model minority status,
AAM activists raised awareness of the deplorable
labor and living conditions of working-class Chinese,
Filipino, and Japanese communities. AAM activists
traveled to Delano in Central California to support
Filipino and Mexican farm workers in the famous
grape strike by Cesar Chavez’s United Farm Workers
of America (UFW). In 1965, Filipino workers, older
and with more political and labor experience, started
the strike, though Mexican farm workers predominated
in numbers. AAM activists also supported Chicano
students who pressured colleges to refrain from pur-
chasing grapes in solidarity with the nationwide con-
sumer boycott. Whether renovating the International
Hotel or helping to build Agbayani Village, a UFW
retirement home, AAM activists demonstrated solidar-
ity with working-class elders.
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There was a strong focus on labor issues and his-
tory in Asian American studies courses, AAM publica-
tions like Gidra and Bridge, and the newspapers of
AAPA, AAA, and other AAM organizations. Perhaps
most influential were Carlos Bulosan’s semiautobio-
graphical novel, America Is in the Heart, detailing the
agonizing struggles of Filipino laborers of the 1930s
and *40s, and Karl Yoneda’s essay “100 Years of Jap-
anese Labor History in the USA,” published in the
major Asian American studies textbook, Roots. That
Bulosan and Yoneda were both connected with
communism/socialism and militant labor organizing
illustrates the ways capitalist critiques shaped the
AAM. Through a combination of political struggle,
life experiences, and study, many AAM activists
gained a class consciousness and a few even dropped
out of college to live out their working-class politics,
to dignify manual labor, and to organize in Asian
American communities. Wei Min She activist Steve
Louie became a dock worker and East Wind activist
Mo Nishida, with a bachelor’s degree in chemistry,
chose manual labor and residence in Los Angeles
Little Tokyo to stay close to the rhythms of this
community. In 1974 in New York Chinatown, Asian
Americans for Equal Employment was founded to pro-
test the lack of Chinese construction workers in the
building of Confucius Plaza, a 44-story, 760-unit pub-
lic housing cooperative that included a school, day-
care, stores, and community space. Also in 1974 in
San Francisco Chinatown, Wei Min She and the Asian
Community Center organized support for 135 mainly
Chinese garment workers at the Jung Sai sewing com-
pany to protest years of harassment, speed-ups, and
sweatshop conditions.

Fifth, although the AAM focused heavily on race,
class, and nation, the very act of women participating
in political struggles, for the first time in large num-
bers, inspired an awareness of gender inequality in
society and within the movement itself. Like other
women of color, Asian American women felt alienated
from the predominantly white liberal feminist move-
ment by its inattention to race and class. Instead, they
sought to work alongside “our brothers” against sex-
ism because “[i]t is the social system [of capitalism],
not men, which is the enemy.” Drawing from Black
and Chicana feminism, the Asian American women’s

movement promoted a politic of intersectionality to
address the “triple oppression” of sexism, racism, and
class inequality. In consciousness-raising rap sessions,
Asian American women told moving stories about the
ways sexism affected their lives and shared frustra-
tions, anger, hopes, and struggles in supportive spaces.
They developed small and intensive study groups to
examine the historical roots of women’s oppression.
One particularly poignant moment occurred at an
AAM meeting when one man introduced himself and
then said, “[T]his is my wife; she has nothing to say.”
The women exploded in anger—a response that likely
would not have occurred outside of this developing
feminist consciousness. As they protested being rel-
egated to “women’s roles” and marginalized from
leadership, they pushed several AAM publications,
notably Gidra, Bridge, and East Wind, to devote spe-
cial issues to women’s liberation. Student-based wom-
en’s collectives at UC Berkeley and Stanford
University published Asian American women’s
anthologies. Berkeley’s Asian Women articulated a
feminist analysis of Asian women’s subordination
linked to capitalism and racism. Articles centered on
opposition to the Vietnam War, including a delega-
tion’s report on the influential Indochinese Women’s
Conference in Vancouver, and on how the U.S. gov-
ernment’s use of toxic chemicals in Vietnam and the
sterilization of Third World women created a situation
of “genocide.” Though there was less attention to sex-
uality than in current women’s anthologies, Asian
Women criticized the inequality of birth control (sterili-
zation and IUDs to Third World women and the Pill to
middle-class U.S. women), advocated women’s con-
trol of their own bodies and sexuality, and supported
gay rights. That Asian Women became the main text-
book in Asian American women’s courses suggests
the impact of the journal’s radical critiques of racism,
patriarchy, capitalism, and imperialism on the AAM.
AAM organizations also started their own wom-
en’s collectives to support women’s issues and leader-
ship. Recognizing that mothering placed strains on
women activists that limited their participation and
leadership, groups like I Wor Kuen developed a child-
care system where all activists, parents and non-
parents, men and women, had to rotate childcare duties
and numerous collective households provided support



for childcare and household work. The intensity of
children’s needs and sexism in society, however, made
it near impossible for AAM activists and organizations
to fully reconcile the gender inequality in parenting
and movement leadership. Still, the collective
leadership models embraced by the AAM and Asian
American women’s advocacy enabled women’s par-
ticipation in ways not previously seen. Notably, Asian
American women provided the major leadership in
I Wor Kuen and its later incarnation as the League of
Revolutionary Struggle. AAM activists also started
centers to serve women’s needs. In Los Angeles, rec-
ognizing that women constituted one-third of drug
overdoses and that women drug users faced sexual
assault and other vulnerabilities, Asian Sisters gained
federal funding to provide a drug treatment program.
In 1972, Asian Sisters established the Asian Women’s
Center to expand its services to include childcare,
health, education, and counseling. Replicating the
AAM’s collective leadership model, the Center oper-
ated through egalitarian coordinating committees and
collectivized salaries to expand its staff.

In 1977, after a 10-year battle, the elderly tenants
were evicted from the International Hotel. Their eviction
and the hotel’s later demolition symbolize the end of the
AAM. Not only did the prolonged struggle and loss
deflate the AAM in a period of overall social movement
decline and professionalization of activists, many AAM
organizations, located at the I Hotel, lost their offices.
Although the most vibrant phase of the AAM ended, just
as the I Hotel activists resurrected the new International
Hotel and International Hotel Manilatown Center at the
site 30 years ago, the AAM continues.

One most important legacy of the 1960s—70s
AAM is the infrastructure of community-based organ-
izations. The Asian Law Caucus in San Francisco,
established in 1972 as the AAM’s first legal organiza-
tion, continues to this day serving Asian American
working-class communities. In the 1980s, the Asian
Law Caucus reopened the landmark case of Fred Kore-
matsu and successfully overturned his 1940s convic-
tion for evading evacuation orders. Many new
organizations also emerged. Though too numerous to
name, these include several South Asian women’s
organizations fighting domestic violence, the Korean
Immigrant Workers Advocates organizing Korean and
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Latino workers in Koreatown restaurants, and the Nikkei
for Civil Rights & Redress (formerly the National Coun-
cil for Redress/Reparations) that issued immediate calls
for nondiscrimination against Arabs and Muslims in the
wake of 9/11 and organized widespread support for
Japanese American Ehren Watada, the first commis-
sioned officer to refuse deployment to Iraq. In the mid-
1990s, the Asian Immigrant Women’s Advocates
launched a nationwide campaign for Chinese immigrant
garment workers denied back wages from Jessica
McClintock. The three-year struggle helped spark the
anti-sweatshop movement on college campuses nation-
wide and a labor consciousness in a new generation of
youth. In these ways, the AAM continues to the present,
providing direct services, organizing for political and
economic rights, developing political frameworks for
contesting multiple inequalities, inspiring a radical
vision of liberation, and engaging new and veteran
activists in the struggles for justice.

Diane Carol Fujino

See also Asian American Political Alliance (AAPA);
I Wor Kuen IWK); Korematsu v. United States (1945)
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Asian American Muslims

Asian American Muslims refer to adherents of the
religion of Islam who are of Asian American descent.
In fact, the term “Asian American Muslim” is rarely
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used in scholarly research and the mass media, because
this term concerns two complex and shifting concepts/
categories—Asian American and American Muslim—
that are developed based on different and sometimes
competing social, economic, and political goals.

In the U.S. Census, Asian Americans usually refer
to U.S. citizens or residents who originate from the
peoples of the Far East, Southeast Asia, and South
Asia, such as Chinese, Filipino, Indian, Vietnamese,
Korean, Japanese, and others; whereas, Asians from
other parts of the Asian continent, such as Siberia, cen-
tral Asia, Asian Minor, the Arabia peninsula and the Per-
sian Gulf area, are usually not considered “Asian” but
classified as “white.” Therefore, if not otherwise noted,
Asian American Muslims normally refer to Muslims
originated from the East Asia, South Asia, and Southeast
Asia. However, although Arab Americans are usually
not considered Asian in the United States, the earliest
Muslim immigrants to the United States at the end of
nineteenth century were mostly Arabs from the Greater
Syrian region of the falling Ottoman Empire and often
categorized as “Turkey in Asia” or “other Asian” in the
U.S. Census. Because racial categories evolve con-
stantly, the boundaries of Asian American Muslims
may shift in the future.

History

At the end of nineteenth century, Arabs from various
parts of the Ottoman Empire began to appear on the
American shore. Among these Arab immigrants, the
majority were Christians who fled their homeland to
the New World to escape religious persecution under
the Ottoman Empire and the worsened economic con-
ditions in the Mount Lebanon area. Along with these
Christians, a smaller number of Arab Muslims also
arrived, including Sunni, Shi’a, Alawite, and Druze.
However, eager to be distinguished from Muslim
“Turks” who were often stigmatized, these Arab
Muslims identified themselves as Syrians. In fact, both
Christian and Muslim Arabs were initially (and to a
large degree are still) viewed by outsiders as a single
community. Official U.S. immigration records listed
them as “Turkey in Asia” or “Other Asian.” These
Arab Muslims are probably the earliest Muslim
immigrants to the United States who were considered

Asian in terms of race. The racial categorization of
Arab Americans has gone through significant changes
during the last 100 years. After first being labeled as
“Turkey in Asia,” or “Asiatic,” or “colored,” they later
became “white.”

These early Muslim immigrants from the Asian
continent are characterized as sojourners who came
only for economic betterment and intended to go home
when conditions improved. Many of them were unedu-
cated men. Most found employment as unskilled
laborers in factories, mines, and in peddling. Some
later became small shopkeepers and even large mer-
chants. Some sent for their families, whereas others
married locally to Christian women. These immigrants
mostly settled in major urban areas such as New York,
Chicago, Boston, Detroit, and Toledo. Instead of seek-
ing to assimilate into mainstream American society, as
more and more Arabic-speaking immigrants and
refugees came to the United States, Arab Muslims
formed ethnic communities around the metropolises,
especially the Detroit area.

During the same period of time, a small number of
South Asian Muslims also set their feet on American
soil. A few peasants from the present-day Pakistani
Punjab area arrived around 1900. However, as Asian
immigration was stopped by the National Origins
Quota Act of 1924 and the peasants ended up marrying
primarily Mexican American women, these immi-
grants failed to establish large ethnic communities as
the Arabs did. Although the United States enacted the
Luce-Celler Act extending citizenship through natu-
ralization to Indians, this legislation was still limited
by the quota system set in 1924 legislation and thus
produced few immigrants. Large numbers of Indian
and Pakistani immigrants (among them a large number
of Muslims) would begin to arrive only after the major
changes in U.S. immigration legislation in 1965.
Scholars believe that Muslim identity did not play an
important role for these early Muslim immigrants.
People preferred to use ethnic terms to identify them-
selves, such as “Arab” and “Asian Indian.” For these
early Muslim immigrants, identities associated with
tribal or ethnic affiliations or places of birth were more
important than their Muslim identity.

The Immigration and Naturalization Services Act
of 1965 abolished the national-origin quotas that had



been in place in the United States since the Immigra-
tion Act of 1924. This act dramatically changed the
face of American society by allowing immigrants from
all over the world who were not allowed previously to
enter the United States. Many believe that the 1965
legislation turned the United States into a multicultural
nation from a nation primarily comprised of white
Europeans and African Americans. Since the imple-
mentation of the law, the relative proportion of the
white population has been in steady decline. Hispanics
have replaced African Americans as the largest racial
minority in the United States. There has been enor-
mous growth of immigration from non-European
nations, especially Asian countries, since the imple-
mentation of the law as well. In addition to changes
in the demographic composition of American pop-
ulation, the change of immigration policy also drasti-
cally changed the American religious structure.
The Protestant-Catholic-Jewish religious landscape
described by sociologist Will Herbert in the 1950s
soon turned into a prospering religious market where
various religious traditions brought by immigrants
compete. When Buddhists and Hindus were building
their temples, and Sikhs were constructing Gurdwaras,
Muslims also started establishing Islamic centers and
mosques across the country.

Soon after the passage of the Immigration Act of
1965, immigration statistics and the Census show a
sharp rise in the number of immigrants from India
and Pakistan in the late 1960s, from Bangladesh
after 1970-1971, and from Afghanistan after 1979.
Although the law prohibited the Census Bureau from
asking about religious affiliation in its regular surveys,
based on the high percentage of Muslims in South
Asian countries, scholars believe that a large number
of Muslims also entered the country. This significant
increase in the number of South Asian Muslims
changed the face of the American Muslim community
as well as the racial/ethnic relation and power structure
within the diverse community. Today, Asian American
Muslims are predominantly South Asian in origin.
South Asian Muslim also becomes one of the three
largest ethnic groups representing Islam in the United
States, the other two being Arab Muslim and
African American Muslim. With the establishment of
many Islamic organizations across the country, Asian
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American Muslims now become more and more
visible in American society.

Demographics

Because the law prohibited the Census Bureau from
asking about religious affiliation in its regular surveys,
precise demographic composition of Muslim popula-
tion is hard to obtain. Therefore, we can only obtain
rough estimates of the population of Asian American
Muslims.

According to a survey conducted by the American
Muslim Council—one of the largest Muslim lobbying
organizations in the United States—the major Muslim
racial and ethnic groups are African American (42%),
South Asian (24.4%), Arab (12.4%), and white (2%)
(Nu’man, cited in Schmidt 2004). Yet, a widely cited
Muslim ethnic group breakdown is based on a more
detailed Faith Communities Today (FACT) survey
conducted by the Hartford Theological Seminary
(2001). According to this survey, regular mosque
attendees are made up of South Asians (33%), African
Americans (30%), Arabs (25%), Africans (3.4%),
Europeans (2.1%), white Americans (1.6%), Southeast
Asians (1.3%), Caribbeans (1.2%), Turkish (1.1%),
Iranians (0.7%), and Hispanics/Latinos (0.6%).
The FACT survey also reports that converts make
up 30 percent of the U.S. Mosque participants.
Among the converts, 64 percent are African American,
27 percent are White, 6 percent are Hispanic, and
3 percent are classified as others. However, this survey
gathers data from mosques and excludes the “un-
mosqued” Muslims. A more recent national survey
conducted by the Pew Research Center (2007) presents
a somewhat different picture. According to its report,
38 percent of the interviewees describe themselves as
white, 26 percent as black, 20 percent Asian, and
16 percent other or mixed race.

Though Islam is the fastest-growing religion in the
United States, the Muslim population is still very
small, making up roughly 0.6 to 2.4 percent of the
U.S. population, or 1.1 to 8 million based on available
studies. Thus, Asian American Muslims are but a tiny
fraction of the U.S. population. Yet, its importance
both to the Muslim community and the Asian
American community is not to be ignored.
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Members of the Patel family from Gujarat, India, sit around a table during their traditional Eid al-Adha meal in Clifton, New
Jersey, October 26, 2012. (Robert Nickelsberg/Getty Images)

The majority of Asian American Muslims are
from the South Asian countries such as Afghanistan,
Bangladesh, India, Pakistan, Iran, and others. There
are also a small number of Southeast Asian Muslims,
mainly from Malaysia and Indonesia, and Chinese
Muslims (or Huihui), mostly arrived in Southern
California in the years around 1949 when the Chinese
Communist Party (CCP) seized power. Except Iranian
American Muslims who are largely Shi’ites, Asian
American Muslims are predominantly Sunnis.

South Asian Muslims

South Asian Muslims, mainly from India,
Pakistan, Bangladesh, and Afghanistan, have a largely
shared cultural, social, and political history and are
usually deemed as one diasporic group in the United
States. They mostly arrived after the passage of the

1965 Immigration Act and have been growing steadily
during the last half century. Because of the 1965 Immi-
gration Act that gives priorities to professionals, most
new South Asian immigrants were well educated and
highly skilled professionals ready for employment or
post-graduate students who later sought employment
in the United States and became citizens or permanent
residents. According to the 1990 U.S. Census, immi-
grants from India had the highest median household
income, the highest percentage of bachelor’s degrees,
and the highest percentage of professional employ-
ment. Studies indicate that South Asian Muslims,
especially Pakistanis and Indian Muslims, are usually
of higher socioeconomic status than Muslims of other
ethnic background. This advantage coupled with their
mastery of the English language enable South Asians
to assume leadership roles in many local Muslim com-
munities as well as national Islamic organizations.



Scholars argue that South Asian Muslims’ experi-
ences in the United States are very different from those
of Arab Muslims and African American Muslims.
Throughout their long-time interaction with Hindus in
the Indian subcontinent, South Asian Muslims are
more or less influenced by the Hindu culture, espe-
cially in the aspects of food, clothing style, entertain-
ment options, wedding ceremonies, and so on. In
addition, South Asians are often categorized as Asian
Americans—an important pan-ethnic identity devel-
oped in the U.S. racial and ethnic politics. Like other
Asian Americans, as “model minority,” South Asian
Muslims face different opportunities and challenges
than Arab Muslims, who are more deeply involved in
the Arab American struggles, and African American
Muslims, whose utmost concern has been racial
discrimination. Ethnic mosques that have been
widely established in the United States deepen such
differences among various ethnic groups within the
American Muslim community. Some worry that the
growing impact of South Asians at various levels
may create conflict as they develop their own vision
of how Islam should be practiced in the United States.
The friction between indigenous African Americans,
who are often “new Muslims,” and new immigrants,
who are “new Americans,” also create barriers for
Muslims from divergent backgrounds to come together
and form a unifying “American Muslim” community.

Thus, it is important to understand the tension
between Asian American identity and American
Muslim identity, as the former emphasizes on racial
and ethnic relations; whereas the latter centers on the
relations between Muslims minority and non-Muslim
majority, which is critical in the post-9/11 American
society. How South Asians negotiate their multiple
identities has far-reaching impact on the development
of both Asian American and American Muslim
communities, especially on the latter. Research on
American Muslim community is growing but still
small in scale and number.

Ahmadis among South Asian Muslims

I include a short description of Ahmadis in this section
is because Ahmadis played a role in spreading Islam in
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the United States, especially through their contact with
African American Muslims.

The Ahmadiyya movement began in the Punjab
area in 1889 by Mirza Ghulam Ahmad, who claimed
that he was the mahdi—or the rightful leader from the
Prophet’s family. The movement began to send mis-
sionaries to the United States in the 1920s. These mis-
sionaries published the first English-language Muslim
newspaper in the United States and provided English
translations of the Qur’an to African American
Muslims and taught them about the five pillars of
Islam.

After the Pakistani government declared Ahmadis
as non-Muslims in 1974, Ahmadi immigrants in the
United States encountered vehement opposition from
mainstream Sunni Muslims and are often stigmatized.
The relationship between Ahmadi immigrants and
African American Ahmadis has not been easy either.
Unlike African American Ahmadis who often concen-
trate in inner cities, immigrant Ahmadis usually live
in the suburbs and have better socio-economic condi-
tions. Yvonne Haddad and Jane Smith’s 1993 book,
Mission to America: Five Islamic Sectarian Commun-
ities in North America, carefully examines the history
of Ahmadi community in the United States.

Other Asian American Muslims

Other major Asian American Muslim subgroups are
Southeast Asian Muslims and Chinese Muslims. How-
ever, because of their small numbers, these ethnic
Muslim groups are rarely documented in the literature.

Southeast Asian Muslims mostly come from
Indonesia and Malaysia. According to the 2000 U.S.
Census, there are about 70,000 Indonesia Americans
in the United States. Although Indonesia is the most
populous Muslim-majority country in the world with
a Muslim population of more than 200 million, Indo-
nesian American Muslims are rarely documented
because of their small number—they are only part of
the 1.3 percent Southeast Asians reported in the FACT
survey. Out of about 46,000 Malaysian Americans
(2000 U.S. Census), of whom many are Chinese
Malaysians in ethnicity, Malaysian Muslims are also
very few in number. According to anecdotal accounts,
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Malaysian Muslim students on university campuses in
the 1990s were active members of the Muslim Student
Associations (MSA) and some even played leadership
roles in the MSAs.

The presence of Islam in China dates back to 650
C.E. Prior to the 1950s, Muslims in China of various
ethnic backgrounds are generally identified as Huihui,
meaning returning. Since the 1950s, the Chinese
government applied a nationality system, according
to which 10 ethnic groups are now recognized as
followers of Islam. Hui Zu, or Hui people, the largest
ethnic Muslim minority in China, are mostly indistin-
guishable from Han Chinese—the majority—in terms
of facial appearance and language. In the years before
and after 1949 when the Chinese Communist Party
came into power, a small number of Hui people fled
to the United States, many by way of Taiwan. Among
them many were Hui officials or Hui generals in the
Kuomingtang government, such as Ma Bufang and
Bai Chongxi. Like other Chinese immigrants during
that period of time, many Chinese Muslims also settled
down in California. During the 1980s, as the result
of the loosened emigration policy, more Chinese
Muslims made their ways to the United States, among
whom many were first generation college students in
their families. Now, Chinese American Muslim com-
munity in the Los Angeles area still actively holds
various community activities and is planning on estab-
lishing a Chinese mosque. Aminah Beverly McCloud,
an Islamic scholar at Depaul University, is probably
the first scholar that writes about Chinese American
Muslims, although only briefly.

Yuting Wang

See also Immigration Act of 1924

References

Abdo, Geneive. 2006. Mecca and Main Street: Muslim Life
in America After 9/11. New York: Oxford University
Press.

Abraham, Nabeel, and Andrew Shryock, eds. 2000. Arab
Detroit: From Margin to Mainstream. Detroit: Wayne
State University Press.

Faith Communities Today. http://fact.hartsem.edu/Press/
factoid5.pdf. Accessed September 7, 2012.

Haddad, Yvonne Yazbeck. 2002. Muslim Minorities in the
West: Visible and Invisible. New York: Altamira Press.

Haddad, Yvonne Yazbeck, and Jane I. Smith, eds. 1993.
Mission to America: Five Islamic Sectarian Commun-
ities in North America. Gainesville: University Press
of Florida.

Leonard, Karen 1. 1992. Making Ethnic Choices:
California’s Punjabi Mexican Americas. Philadelphia:
Temple University Press.

Leonard, Karen 1. 1997. South Asian Americans. Westport,
CT: Greenwood Press.

Leonard, Karen 1. 2003. Muslims in the United States:
The State of Research. New York: Russell Sage
Foundation.

McCloud, Aminah Beverly. 2006. Transnational Muslims
in American Society. Gainesville: University Press of
Florida.

Pew Research Center. 2007. “Muslim Americans: Middle
Class and Mostly Mainstream.” http://pewresearch
.org/assets/pdf/muslim-americans.pdf. Accessed
September 7, 2012.

Schmidt, Garbi. 2004. Islam in Urban America: Sunni Mus-
lims in Chicago. Philadelphia: Temple University
Press.

Asian American 1.5 Generation

See 1.5 Generation Asian Americans

Asian American Political Alliance
(AAPA)

The Asian American Political Alliance (AAPA) was
the one of the most influential organizations of
the Asian American Movement. At a time when pan-
Asian unity was uncommon, AAPA coined the
very term “Asian American” that has since become
common nomenclature in U.S. society. AAPA, first
formed at the University of California, Berkeley (UC
Berkeley) in May 1968, inspired the formation of a
loose network of AAPA organizations nationwide,
which were among the most important student forma-
tions of the early Asian American Movement.

Yuji Ichioka and Emma Gee, themselves a pan-
Asian couple, recruited student leaders at UC Berkeley
and politically minded individuals from on- and off-
campus to form an Asian American caucus of the
Peace and Freedom Party. But at that first meeting,
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held at the couple’s home, an independent organiza-
tion evolved. Influenced by the radicalism of the Peace
and Freedom Party, Black Power, and the New Left,
AAPA viewed itself as “a people’s alliance to effect
political and social change” and sought to “develop
an American Society [sic] which is just, humane,
equal, and gives the people the right to control their
own lives.” Their program, “AAPA Is,” asserted that
“American society is historically racist and is one
which has systematically employed social discrimina-
tion and economic imperialism, both domestically
and internationally, to exploit all people, but especially
non-Whites.” This one sentence, printed in the first
issue of their newspaper (Nov.—Dec. 1968), revealed
three key components of AAPA’s program. First,
AAPA asserted that Asian American oppression was
rooted in racism, imperialism, and economic exploita-
tion under capitalism. Though less emphasized, AAPA
also struggled against sexism and included lengthy
articles on women’s liberation in their newspaper. The
organization embraced leftist politics and sought a fun-
damental transformation of society that was ideo-
logically aligned with Black Power. Second, from its
beginning, the new pan-Asian unity promoted by AAPA
was intricately linked to Third World radicalism and
justice for “all people.” AAPA’s gaze was thus expan-
sive and inclusive. Third, the AAPA paid attention to
local, national, and global issues and analyzed their
interconnections. In addition, AAPA connected the per-
sonal with the political in attending to various aspects
of oppression—social, psychological, economic, and
political. They stated that, “[O]ur concept of ‘political’
encompasses the complete redefinition of traditional
politics, so that the necessity for personal involvement
and interaction with others as human beings is realized.”
AAPA thus emphasized small group work, so that
“trust” and “an understanding of another’s actions”
could facilitate their political endeavors.

Two early AAPA projects focused on opposition
to U.S. militarism and the struggle for ethnic studies.
Given that several Japanese American members, or
their parents, had been incarcerated during World
War II, AAPA emerged as one of the earliest groups
to promote Japanese American redress. In the first
issue of its newspaper, the group also denounced Title
IT of the McCarran Act of 1950, which authorized
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the detention of any person suspected of being a
threat to national security. Recognizing that the U.S.
government might again incarcerate people without any
evidence and that this time the main target would be
Black militants, AAPA forged Afro-Asian solidarity.
The group also strongly protested the Vietnam War.
Unlike many U.S. antiwar groups that focused on saving
American lives, AAPA stressed self-determination for
Vietnamese people and defended “all oppressed peoples
and their struggles for liberation.” AAPA also supported
the new Draft Help center in San Francisco Chinatown,
informing working-class immigrants of their deferral
rights and opposing fighting in “a war against other
Asians in a nation that is being exploited by America.”

AAPA exerted leadership in the Third World
strikes at San Francisco State College (SF State) and
UC Berkeley, which spurred the development of Asian
American and ethnic studies programs throughout the
nation. Inspired by Berkeley’s AAPA, an AAPA chapter
emerged at SF State that played a pivotal role in that cam-
pus’s five-month strike. At UC Berkeley, AAPA created
the campus’s first Asian American Studies course,
offered in winter 1969. When Berkeley’s strike for ethnic
studies began that same quarter, AAPA provided the
major Asian American leadership. In January 1969,
Asian American student groups from throughout
California and beyond attended the Yellow Identity sym-
posium at UC Berkeley and committed themselves to
supporting the two-month old San Francisco State strike
and the general movement for ethnic studies.

Though unplanned, the Yellow Identity delegates
also agreed to form AAPA chapters at their respective
campuses. This was similar to, but less structured than,
the Chicano student gathering at UC Santa Barbara,
where participants agreed to form MEChA organiza-
tions and created El Plan de Santa Barbara to guide
the establishment of Chicano Studies. Various AAPA
chapters made significant political contributions. At
Columbia University, for example, AAPA helped form
I Wor Kuen in New York’s Chinatown, which later
became the first nationwide revolutionary Asian
American organization. At Yale University, AAPA
helped create the first Asian American Studies journal,
Amerasia Journal. At UC Berkeley, AAPA dis-
solved in September 1969 primarily because the
organization’s very success led to its demise. Many



9 |

AAPA members went onto develop UC Berkeley’s
Asian American Studies program. They taught the
very first Asian American Studies courses, developed
curriculum, hired (and fired) faculty members, and
linked the university to the community. The other sec-
tor of Berkeley’s AAPA went directly into the commu-
nity, many working to stave off the destruction the
International Hotel, home of working-class Filipino
and Chinese seniors, as developers sought to make
San Francisco into the “Wall Street of the West.”
Though Berkeley’s AAPA was short lived, it
inspired the formation of AAPA organizations through-
out the nation that collectively built the Asian American
Movement. By coining the term, “Asian American,”
Berkeley’s AAPA helped to develop a political and
pan-Asian identity used to galvanize Asian Americans
in the struggle against racism. AAPA raised the political
consciousness of youth across the nation and created
concrete community services for youth, workers, and
the elderly. Former AAPA members might well be cor-
rect when they say that the Asian American Movement
started in Berkeley with the birth of AAPA.
Diane Carol Fujino

See also Asian American Movement (AAM); I Wor
Kuen (IWK)
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Asian American Sites and Museum
Exhibits (Pacific Northwest and Great
Basin)

During the late nineteenth and early twentieth centu-
ries thousands of Chinese, Japanese, and other Asian
people migrated to the Pacific Northwest and Great

Asian American Sites and Museum Exhibits (Pacific Northwest and Great Basin)

Basin. By working abroad, these immigrants, at first
mostly men, hoped to earn enough money to support
their families at home, and to provide themselves with
a comfortable retirement. Other migrants wanted to
enrich themselves by providing services that catered to
the Asian, and often, Caucasian, population; these
included laundries, fruit and vegetable gardens, stores,
restaurants, and other businesses. The nationally signifi-
cant sites and repositories described here are only a small
sample of those that exist. Not included are Asian art
museums or classical Chinese or Japanese gardens.

Because most of the first Chinese immigrants
worked as miners, it is not surprising that many
mining-related sites remain. For example, gold discov-
eries in 1862 on northeastern Oregon’s Granite Creek
eventually led to the Chinese establishing mining
claims there. The Ah Hee Diggings site near Granite
consists of some 16 acres of hand-stacked rock tailings
(often mistakenly called “Chinese Walls”), Chinese
habitation features within the tailings are a “mess
hall”/living site on a neighboring terrace and an associ-
ated ditch system.

Another spectacular, well-preserved Chinese min-
ing site in northeastern Oregon, on Union Creek
between Granite and Baker City, contains hand-
stacked rock tailings; a rock-lined, terraced ditch or
ground-sluicing trench; and a Chinese habitation area.
The terraced trench has three tiers of walls with a total
height of between 15 and 20 feet.

In Oregon’s Applegate Valley, near Medford, Gin
Lin, a Chinese mining boss, purchased mining claims
in 1881. Visitors can take a self-guided tour of his
hydraulic workings. Placer and hydraulic mining fea-
tures along the Lower Salmon River in Idaho date to
the 1880s and 1890s and contain reservoirs, ditches,
terraces, rock walls, and tailings piles. Living sites,
some with chimneys, include semisubterranean dwell-
ings and rock shelters. Raft trips provide the best
access to these sites. One somber Chinese mining
site, in Hells Canyon on the Snake River, is Chinese
Massacre Cove. There, in 1887, Caucasian thugs mas-
sacred over 30 Chinese miners at Deep Creek. This site
is most accessible via jet boat from Lewiston.

Early Chinese immigrant gardeners turned mar-
ginal land into lush, productive plots by terracing hilly
areas and improving the soil. Remnants of Chinese
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vegetable gardens survive in many locations; place
names, such as “China Gardens,” provide clues to their
former presence. Chinese gardens near Warren, Idaho,
date between 1869 and the 1920s.

Many communities had Chinatowns where today
there is little or no Asian presence. In larger cities,
however, much remains. Seattle’s International
District was, historically, the home of Chinese,
Japanese, and Filipino immigrants. Places of particular
interest include Canton Alley, Hing Hay Park, and
the Panama Hotel. Seattle’s Wing Luke Asian
Museum is a pan-Asian facility that maintains a per-
manent exhibit illuminating the history of Asian and
Pacific Islander immigration to, and settlement in,
Washington State.

Japanese immigrants to the Pacific Northwest
came in fewer numbers than did the Chinese. Most of
the sites associated with Japanese Americans relate to
the shameful internment and incarceration of the West
Coast’s citizens and permanent resident aliens follow-
ing Japan’s attack on Pearl Harbor in December 1941.
The Minidoka National Historic Site, established by
the War Relocation Authority, is in southern Idaho,
near Jerome. It housed more than 9,000 Japanese and
Japanese Americans who were forcibly removed from
the Seattle and Portland areas. Portions of a stone
guardhouse and a stone visitors’ waiting room remain.
Near Delta, Utah, the former Topaz incarceration camp
housed some 8,000 people of Japanese descent from
the San Francisco area. Visitors can still see roads,
rock walls, garden remnants, concrete slabs, and mis-
cellaneous artifacts.

The only World War II internment camp in the
United States for Japanese alien road workers was
located near Lowell, Idaho, at Canyon Creek. Today,
little remains of the Kooskia Internment Camp,
but many photographs, at the University of Idaho,
Moscow, evoke the internees’ experiences from mid-
1943 to mid-1945.

Numerous museums and other repositories,
such as the University of Idaho’s Asian American
Comparative Collection (AACC), have exhibits or col-
lections of artifacts related to Asian immigrants. The
National Archives-Pacific Alaska Region in Seattle,
Washington, houses many records from Oregon,
Washington, Idaho, and Alaska, documenting how

the United States immigration policy impacted Asian
and Asian American travel, immigration, and business.

Chinese merchants established stores to provide
Chinese immigrants with familiar foodstuffs, smoking
materials, and other items imported from their home-
land. The stores often served as post offices, hiring
halls, social centers, and opium-smoking establish-
ments. One Chinese store that can still be visited is
now the Kam Wah Chung Museum in John Day,
Oregon.

Between 1888 and 1890 the Chinese community
of Lewiston, Idaho, collected money to buy land and
build a new temple. The temple building was demol-
ished in 1960, but the temple furnishings eventually
became the property of the Lewis-Clark Center for Arts
& History, a unit of Lewis-Clark State College. Follow-
ing a lengthy cleaning and restoration process, the gilded
temple altar, original altar furnishings, exquisite painted
glass lanterns, wooden sign boards, and other temple
accoutrements became part of a three-room exhibit on
the history of the Chinese in Lewiston.

The Mai Wah Society in Butte, Montana, owns a
building that once housed the Wah Chong Tai Co.
store and the Mai Wah Noodle Parlor. The World
Museum of Mining has buildings with exhibits depict-
ing a Chinese apothecary shop and a Chinese laundry.

Museums related to Japanese Americans include
the Oregon Nikkei Endowment in Portland, which
honors Oregon’s Japanese Americans. The Great
Basin Museum in Delta, Utah, houses numerous arti-
facts from the World War II Topaz incarceration camp
for Japanese Americans.

Some Idaho facilities relevant to Asian Americans
in the West include the Pon Yam House in Idaho City;
Polly Bemis’s home on the Main Salmon River; and
The Historical Museum at St. Gertrude, in Cottonwood.
Local inquiry, books, and the Internet will surely reward
the visitor with other site and museum gems that are
“worth a visit,” or even “worth a journey.”

Priscilla Wegars
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Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders
(AAPIs) in Higher Education

Asian American and Pacific Islanders (AAPIs) are one
of the fastest-growing racial groups in American
higher education. Paralleling a steady stream of AAPI
immigrants and refugees entering the United States,
AAPI college enrollment increased over six-fold from
169,300 to 1.3 million between 1976 and 2009. AAPI
college enrollment is projected to increase 30 percent
between 2009 and 2019.

Access. AAPIs viewed as an aggregate show a
fast-growing population within American higher edu-
cation; however, access to higher education continues
to be a challenge for marginalized AAPI sub-groups.
Over half of Vietnamese, Hmong, Laotian, and
Cambodian adults (25 years or older) have neither
enrolled in nor completed any postsecondary educa-
tion. Comparable challenges can be found among
Pacific Islander populations—approximately half of
all Native Hawaiians, Guamanians, Samoans and
Tongan adults have not enrolled in any form of
postsecondary education.

Enrollment. Two out of three AAPI students are
enrolled in just 200 higher education institutions
located in just eight states. Nearly half of all AAPI col-
lege students are enrolled in California, New York,
and Texas. AAPI college students enroll in a broad
range of postsecondary institutions. The largest sector
(47.3 percent) of AAPI college enrollment is in the
community college sector and 38.4 percent of AAPI’s

Asian Americans and Pacific Islanders (AAPIs) in Higher Education

enroll in public four-year institutions. AAPI students
attend public institutions of higher education and in
some states, like California and Nevada; over half of
all AAPI college students are attending public commu-
nity colleges. Consistent with other racial groups,
more than two-thirds (69 percent) of AAPIs attending
four-year institutions are enrolled in public institu-
tions. AAPI enrollment at public two-year community
colleges has been increasing at a faster rate than AAPI
enrollment at four-year colleges. AAPI enrollment at
public two-year colleges increased 73.3 percent com-
pared to 42.2 percent in public four-year colleges and
a 53.4 percent increase in private four-year colleges.
Between 1990 and 2000, the largest growth of AAPI
two-year college enrollment occurred in the Midwest
(86 percent) and South (75.2 percent).

Representation. Viewed as an important pathway to
mobility, AAPIs invest heavily in higher education.
Although AAPIs represent just 6 percent of the total
United States population, AAPI’s account for approxi-
mately 6.5 percent of undergraduate enrollment, 6.2 per-
cent of graduate enrollment, 12 percent of professional
school enrollment, 8.4 percent of faculty members,
3.4 percent of administrators, 1.4 percent of chief student
affairs officers, and 1 percent of college presidents.

AAPI women are underrepresented as faculty in
contrast to the large and growing number of AAPI
women students. The low percentages of AAPIs in
higher education among administrators reflect the
pipeline problem. The pipeline for AAPI women nar-
rows at higher levels of faculty and administration.

Although AAPIs appear to be well represented
among the faculty, there are challenges to looking at
data on AAPIs because the population is highly hetero-
geneous and data are rarely disaggregated to distin-
guish between ethnic groups, generation status, or
national origin. It is important to note that parity at
the entry levels does not translate into parity at the
higher academic levels.

Admissions. In the 1980s, American institutions of
higher education received an influx of strong applica-
tions from Asian American applicants; however, their
low acceptance rates led to suspicions that institutions
were setting quotas for Asian American students and
led to investigations. The investigation found that admis-
sions policies were adjusted so that standards for
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admittance of APA college students would be higher.
This controversy over APA admissions has endured as
AAPI postsecondary enrollments continue to rise.

APAHE. In 1987, at a conference in Oakland on the
admissions debate during the height of the five-year fight
against discriminatory admissions policy facing AAPI
applicants, Asian Pacific Americans in Higher Education
(APAHE) was formed as the first organization to address
higher education issues facing AAPI students, staff, fac-
ulty, and administrators in California. APAHE became a
national organization in 2000. Since 1997, APAHE has
partnered with LEAP (Leadership Education for Asian
Pacifics) to offer the annual Leadership Development
Program in Higher Education (LDPHE), developing a
pipeline that aids in the increase of visible AAPI leaders
in higher education.

Online network. In the early 1990s, as Asian
Americans proceeded to graduate and professional
schools, they found online support in the form of the
Asian American Graduate and Professional Student
Organization (AAGPSO) and Association of Asian
American Studies (AAAS) email networks. AAGPSO
formed in 1992 from a student organization at Ohio
State University and the AAAS email network formed
out of AAGPSO mailing list members at the national
AAAS conference in 1994 establishing an electronic
community for Asian American studies. The email net-
works allowed for students isolated on their campuses
to establish intimate online conversations, collabora-
tions and relationships with AAPI graduate and profes-
sional students across the country.

Asian American, Native Alaskan, Pacific Islander
Service Institutions (AANAPISI). In 2007, AAPT’s
were included as the newest type of minority serving
institutions (MSI) in higher education. The AANAPISI
program provides grants to eligible institutions
of higher education to improve academic quality,
increase self-sufficiency, and strengthen capacity to
make a substantial contribution to American higher
education resources. Eligible institutions have over
10 percent AAPI student enrollment and 50 percent
of their degree-seeking students are recipients of
federal financial aid. There are 116 institutions in the
United States that meet the AANAPISI eligibility cri-
teria. As of 2011, there are 52 AANAPISI designated
institutions of higher education in the United States.

And to date, 15 of the designated institutions receive
funding through the AANAPISI grant.

Early students. Yung Wing, a member of Delta
Kappa Epsilon fraternity, became the first Chinese
American to graduate from an American university—
Yale University—in 1854. He pioneered the Chinese
Educational Mission that brought 120 government-
sponsored students from China to study in America
from 1872 to 1881. Tsuda Umeko, the youngest
member of the Iwakura Embassy, a Japanese diplo-
matic mission, attended Bryn Mawr College from
1889 to 1892 before becoming an advocate for
Japanese women’s education and founding Tsuda Col-
lege in 1900. In 1903 the first large wave of Filipinos
to immigrate to the United States arrived—the pensio-
nados were students on government scholarship.

Early Asian students in America were actively
involved in student organizations ranging from student
newspapers to sports teams. Many of these Asian
American students were welcome in traditional
Greek-letter student organizations. Two of the four
early Japanese students who graduated from Rutgers,
Kusakabe Taro (Class of 1870) and Matsudaira
Tadanari (Class of 1879), were elected into Phi Beta
Kappa. Early Chinese students, Mun Yew Chung,
Yale Class of 1883, was a member of Delta Kappa
Epsilon fraternity; Yan Phou Lee, Yale Class of
1897, was elected to Phi Beta Kappa; Ngan-Chan
Yang a student at Colgate University in 1909 was a
member of Beta Theta Pi; Hu Shi a 1910 Cornell
University graduate was elected to Phi Beta Kappa;
Ching Ye “C.Y” Tang, the first Chinese student at
Beloit College and a member of the class of 1918,
was a member of Theta Kappa Epsilon; and James
Yen, Yale Class of 1919 was a member of Beta Theta
Pi fraternity. Although their numbers remained small
their participation was welcome.

AAPI Student Organizations. AAPI college stu-
dent organizations serve the interests (e.g., academic,
athletic, social, cultural, philanthropic, political, pro-
fessional, and spiritual) and advocacy needs of their
members. As the numbers of AAPI students increased
in American higher education so did the need for
AAPI student organizations. Push and pull factors are
at play as AAPI students are met with a campus
climate that is not always inclusive or welcoming.
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Early Asian American student organizations
included the Chinese Students’ Alliance of America,
which was created by students from Berkeley,
Oakland, and San Francisco in 1902. Filipino Students
at the State Normal School (now San Diego State
University) established the Filipino Students’ Club in
1903. The Ithaca Chinese Students’ Alliance (now
recognized as the Chinese Students Association) was
founded in 1904 at Cornell University. The first
Chinese American fraternity and the Chinese Students’
Christian Association were founded in 1909; and the
first Chinese American Greek-letter fraternity in the
United States, Rho Psi, that was established at Cornell
University in 1916.

At Stanford University, white students expelled a
Chinese student from a residence hall in the 1920s,
which led to the establishment of their own residential
Chinese Club House. In response to this type of
social exclusion, early Chinese American college
students created and participated in the nationwide
Chinese Students’ Alliance and the Sigma Omicron
Pi Chinese sorority, which was founded in 1930 by
Chinese American women at San Francisco State
Teachers’ College. Chinese student organizations
developed at every campus across the country where
Chinese students enrolled, serving Chinese students
from the People’s Republic of China and Taiwan.
Japanese American student organizations filled the void
for college students who faced institutional racism and
a lack of support networks. Organizations such as the
Nisei Bruin Club at UCLA, the Nisei Trojan Club at
the University of Southern California (USC), and the
Japanese Men’s Student Club and Japanese Women’s
Student Club at UC Berkeley afforded Japanese
Americans resources and opportunities from which they
were excluded in mainstream campus clubs.

After the late 1960s, large numbers of Asian
students began to enter colleges and universities, and
Asian American student organizations were created
around the United States. The political awakening of
college students in the late 1960s and early 1970s
coincided with the formation of Filipino college
student organizations such as Pilipino American
Collegiate Endeavor (PACE) at San Francisco State
University in 1967, Pilipino American Alliance
(PAA) at UC Berkeley in 1969, Samahang Pilipino at
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UCLA in 1972, and Kababayan at UC Irvine in
1974. By the mid-1970s, the Southeast Asian student
organization formed following an influx of refugees
from Vietnam, Laos, and Cambodia. Between 1976
and 1979, Vietnamese American student organizations
were founded at a variety of institutions, including
USC in 1976; Virginia’s George Mason University,
UC San Diego, and UCLA in 1977; the University of
Maryland College Park in 1978; and UC Irvine and
Virginia Tech in 1979.

Numerous AAPI student organizations formed as
regional or national organizations to benefit the
campus-based organizations and students through
unity, collaboration, and shared resources and net-
working. These organizations facilitate communica-
tion between and among various institutions of higher
education although empowering and developing
young leaders and advocating for social justice. When
institutions do not have the critical mass necessary to
create a campus organization, AAPI regional college
student organizations play an important role in the col-
legiate lives of AAPI college students. The organiza-
tions range from regional pan-Asian organizations
like Asian Pacific Student Union (APSU), East Coast
Asian American Student Union (ECAASU), Midwest
Asian American Student Union (MAASU), the Asian
Greek Council (AGC); and the National APIA
Panhellenic Council (NAPA) to ethnic-specific
regional and national organizations like Southern
California Pilipino American Student Alliance
(SCPASA), Mid-Atlantic Union of Vietnamese Student
Associations (MAUVSA), South Asian Awareness Net-
work (SAAN), the Southern California Korean College
Students Association (SCKCSA or Chongdae) to
regional or national student conferences like Korean
American Student Conference (KASCON), Union of
North American Vietnamese American Student
Associations’ (UNAVASA) conference and the National
Asian American Student Conference (NAASCON).

Today, these student organizations range from
ethnic-specific organizations to pan-AAPI organiza-
tions, preprofessional organizations to campus minis-
tries, a cappella to dance, Greek letter organizations
to advocacy organizations, as well as campus-based,
regional and national AAPI student organizations.
Students who seek peer support and a forum for
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cultural identification create AAPI student organiza-
tions. Campus-based student organizations as well as
regional and national organizations utilize the collec-
tive voice of AAPI students to address and advocate
on behalf of AAPI student issues such as admissions
policies, campus climate, Asian American studies,
off-campus Asian American community, resource cen-
ters, funding, and increased faculty and staff represen-
tation. AAPI student organizations may assume
institutional responsibility over advocacy, education,
programming, support, mediation, and the overall
quality of life for AAPI students through heritage
weeks, special programs, social activities, and dissemi-
nation of information regarding ethnic minority issues
through newsletters and forums.

Asian Pacific American Studies. An interdiscipli-
nary academic discipline that examines all aspects of
Asian American and Pacific Islander experiences
began in the 1960s as a result of student protests and
community advocacy. In December 1968, students at
San Francisco State College (now San Francisco State
University) called for ethnic studies and open admis-
sions. It was the first campus uprising involving Asian
Americans as a collective force, and it marked the
beginning of the Asian American movement. Asian
American studies programs can be found up and down
the state of California and across the country at institu-
tions like the University of Washington, University of
[linois at Urbana-Champaign, University of Colorado,
Cornell University, State University of New York at
Binghamton, and Columbia University. In 2010, Syra-
cuse University introduced a minor in Asian American
studies—addressing ongoing advocacy efforts from
Asian American student organizations dating back to
1997. In addition, Asian American organizations con-
tinue to advocate for increasing the number of courses
offered at Princeton University as recently as 2009.
Throughout the country, Asian American student
organizations continue to demand that programs are
established (Rutgers University) whereas others fight
to save existing programs from budget cuts (California
State University, Los Angeles). The Association of
Asian American Studies (AAAS) was founded in
1979 to advance the highest professional standard of
excellence in teaching and research in the field of
Asian American studies.

Asian American and Pacific Islander Student Serv-
ices. Institutions of higher education have responded to
the increasing needs of Asian American and Pacific
Islander students by providing programs, services,
and facilities to address the cocurricular needs of AAPI
students. These offices and centers offer intentional
institution-based community building, educational
programs, academic collaborations, service learning,
student empowerment, personal and student group
advisement, resources, leadership development, as
well as individual and collective advocacy at institu-
tions including Brown University, Colorado State
University-Fort Collins, Indiana University, Loyola
Marymount University, Northwestern University,
Oregon State University, Pomona College, Rutgers
University, Stanford, the University of Connecticut,
and the University of lowa.

Cynya Michelle Ko
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