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Abstract

The purpose of this research was to develop asti@ge cycle of immigration using the
history of Chinese immigrant labor to demonstraehephase. Immigration is a much debated
topic at this time in American history, and thileyis designed to show America's role in its
initiation, promotion, and progression. Enumeratettin are the five stages of the "Immigrant
Train": (1) invitation, (2) response, (3) replacem€4) resentment, and (5) restrictions. Chinese
immigration was proven to fit within this cycle,c&now further analysis of other immigrant
groups may be supplemented and synthesized teebesarch to prove a working five-stage cycle

of immigration, with a focus on America's activderds process.
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Immigration is a much debated topic at this timé&merican history. America, from its

beginnings, has been a haven for immigrants anccounlel even argue that America was built
upon the support and strength of immigrants. Disicunsrelating to the positive and negative
effects of immigration often confuses the immigratissues. This paper proposes an American
cycle of immigration which shows the progressioinmigration as desirable in its first stage to

undesirable in its last.

The cycle proposed is as follows: (1) invitationthe immigrant comes to America
seeking a better life; (2) response — a massiwy eftaborers; (3) replacement — the shifting of
immigrant workers into the labor market at the "exge" of white citizens; (4) resentment —
sparked by the success of the immigrants, and tbeiacement of white workers due to their
willingness to work for low wages; (5) legal restions — the government places limits on the
number of immigrants able to enter the country emclmbers their activities. California is one
state in the spotlight questioning legal and illeganigration and has been involved in this
controversy since the late 1800's. The Chinese grants of that time period will be highlighted
in this paper to illustrate the cyclical stagespmsed in this "Immigration Train.”

This research is limited to specific instances Wwtbetter relate to this topic, concerning
the entrance of Chinese immigrants in Califorrjrtreplacement of American laborers in
employment, the general resentment held for thémeeSe laborers, and the government
restrictions which were subsequently placed on thdmrefore, other reasons for immigration
such as political asylum, famine, and restlessiési¢e not disregarded as legitimate, will not be

addressed.



Seielstad 2
|. Stage One: The Invitation

The first stage of this "train" was an invitationthe form of promising a new and better life
to the immigrants. Gold had been discovered inf@alia in 1948. Chinese immigrants, along
with immigrants of other nationalities, began pagrinto Califania. In January 1850, there was a
population of 789 Chinese in San Francisco alorar¢e jump from the three that had resided
there in 1848) but by the 1852 census, there were 3,886 Chimggstered in Nevada County;
3,019 in Placer County, 2,100 in Yuba County andli@05acramento County — making a total of
9,809 registered Chinese in Califoraldnfortunately, this calculation does not include 8an
Francisco (the most Chinese-concentrated city iffd@aia), Contre Costa, or Santa Clara census
data because the 1852 census records from thasesegere either lost or destroyeHowever,
the total number of Chinese in California was reitgverwhelming the total California population
which numbered approximately 260, 949 persons.

Gold was not the only motivation for Chinese immaigsn. The Manchu dynasty

was on the decline, and a corrupt and oppressivergment, coupled with heavy taxation and an
increasing population put pressure on the Chingzers. The population increase was not
compensated with an increase of arable land, andchHjority of the land was inaccessible to the
common man because it was concentrated to the ehipesf the elite. During the 1850s, several
natural disasters had created food shortages iy av@as of China and social unrest provoked

many to immigrate to America in search of opportyni

! Shih-Shan Henry Tsaihe Chinese Experience in Amerifindianapolis: Indiana University Press, 1986) 2.

2 California Secretary of State, "1852 State Censats D htt:/ivww.learncalifornia.org/doc.asp?id441,
(LeamCalifomia.org2007).
California State Library Foundation, "Using the 295alifornia State Census,"
: i .ca. df/StateCensusResearch.pf, (State of California, 2007).
4 "1852 State Census Data."
> Tsai, 2,3.
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On July 4, 1864, Congress passed an "Act to Engedramigration” which, besides

establishing a "Commissioner of Immigration” untter Department of State, gave authorization
to "contract labor." This system allowed for Amanccitizens entering into the contract with
foreign laborers to pay for the traveling expensa@smigration with the provision that the
immigrants "pledge the wages of their labor foerat not exceeding twelve months” to repay said
expenses By its very name, this act encouraged immigratspecifically immigration for labor
purposes, and provided incentive to many, includihgnese laborers coming to California.
America seemed to be putting out the proverbialléaxme mat” to immigrant laborers

II. Stage Two: The Response

The second stage of the "immigrant train” was raspoa massive entry of Chinese
laborers in answer to the West's open invitatidre Chinese response and the West's lust for
commercial and missional networks into China (whelk formerly been a closed country),
inspired a series of treaties between the AmercahChinese governments. One of the many
treaties fostered between the United States antlaChiring the 1800s which sought to further
American trade in the lucrative Chinese markets tvaslreaty of Tien-Tsin. The Treaty of
Tien-Tsin increased the number of ports on the €ercoast open to Western trade, granted
Americans full access to the interior by opening Ytangtze River, provided protection from
persecution for Christian missionaries and Chireswerts, and set a low tariff for imported
goods which gave foreign trade in China the adgetta

This invitation of "free immigration” was formallypade in the Burlingame-Seward

Treaty of 1868 Actually a supplement of the Treaty of Tien-TsfrL858, the

Act to Encourage Immigration, (July 4, 1864).
Treaty of Tien-Tsin., (June 18, 1858).

The Burlingame-Seward Treaty, (July 28, 1868

0 ~N o
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Burlingame-Seward Treaty followed in the vein oégge and friendship between the United
States of America and the [Chinese] Empire, andiésen their people, respectiveRAnson
Burlingame, a lawyer and former Congressman frorsddahusetts, became the U.S. Minister to
China in 1861. During this time there was an efiiotthe West to convince China to adopt the
Western philosophies of government and foreignaahijaicy, which resulted in recommendations
made to the Chinese government to send diplomasisioms abroad. Ultimately effective, the
Chinese representatives embarked on a tour of #jermapitals of the Western world, included
Washington D.C., London, Paris, and Berlin, ang tlegjuested Burlingame to serve as an aid on
their expeditions. Burlingame resigned his positiothe United States Government to aid the
Chinese in forming a new, more favorable trefty.

While in Washington D.C., Burlingame negotiatedhatecretary of State William

Seward to revise and expand upon the Treaty of-T&n. The result was a document no longer
in the sole favor of the United States. ArticledHtablished the right of the Chinese government
to appoint consuls to American port cities. Artisécordially recognize[d] the inherent and
inalienable right of man to change his home anefjdhce" in regards to "the mutual advantage
of the free migration and immigration of [Americand Chinese] citizens and subjects
respectively from the one country to the other plarposes of curiosity, of trade, or as permanent
residents:* Article VII gave the citizens of each nation acceseducation while living within
the other country. Article VIII provided certaingtection from the external

influence of the United States on internal mattenscerning "domestic administration... or

o U.S. Department of State, "The Burlingame-Sewaehy, 1868."
htto://www.state.2ov/r/oa/ho/time/gn/82013.h{idSA.goy, 2007).

10 "The Burlingame-Seward Treaty, 1868."

1 The Burlingame-Seward Treaty.
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other material internal improvements,” acknowleddimat the decision to begin construction

projects and other internal "improvements” was tfidhe local government to make, not of U.S.
or other foreign power¥. The Burlingame-Seward Treaty provided China withrerights in its
negotiations with the United States, and also oppempethe door for free immigration between the
two countries — a provision utilized by Chinese imgrants to the full advantage. The California
census records showed that in 1880, there wer@xippately 75,132 Chinese immigrants
registered as living within the state.
[ll. Stage Three: Replacement

The third stage was replacement, which refersdaHifting of Chinese workers into the
labor market at the "expense" of white citizensribgithe gold rush, a typical independent
miner would seek new discoveries at the expensed{ing the claim he had already begun to
excavate. Miners hoped to become prospectors wiihctaims and big finds. With this
mentality, they would abandon their claims afterdoging restless or upon hearing of a new
"fmd," and the Chinese miners would take up thiearaloned claims and turn a profit — to the
chagrin and hostility of their white neighbors.th the early 1860smining began to decline and
California found itself with an abundant supply@iv wage labor. In February of 1885harles
Crocker of the Central Pacific Railroad hired fi@inese laborers. Crocker was astonished by
the good results of his Chinese employees, andeqoesitly, hired between two to three
thousand Chinese laborers within six months.

The discovery of this seemingly inexhaustible resewas fortunate for the Central

Pacific Railroad. The company was beset with Igdgsoblems — workers abandoning

12
13

The Burlingame-Seward Treaty.

Ping ChiuChinese Labor in California: An Economic Stufiadison, Wisconsin: University of
Wisconsin Department of History, 1963) 7-9
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construction after news of a gold strike, deseréfigr their first pay day, and going on strike.

The railroad experienced no such problems wititthmese. Crocker's partner, Leland Stanford,
noted that the Chinese workers were "quiet, pegqaditient, industrious, ready and apt to learn,
and soon were as efficient as white workers." Mamgs when white workers would attempt a
strike, their jobs were simply and quickly filledtivChinesé! While the wage for railroad
construction was low, it was higher than the emgstvage for Chinese workers in

California at that time. The majority of the Chieemmployed by the railroad were unemployed
or underemployed ex-miners who already had expegienth the English language, and they
were prized for their availability, cheapness, &edmwork" skills. The Chinese were willing to
work with rock-blasting and dirt-shoveling, taskber common laborers avoided. They were
easy to manage and did not contribute to the dieany problems Central Pacific had
experienced among its white workers.

For the most part, Chinese laborers were toletayatieir fellow workers, until the
completion of the transcontinental railroad in 18é@ased them into the labor market with new
skills for similar jobs in mining and state railbbaompanies. Various railroads in California
employed between three to five thousand Chineswdab in the 1870s, and the number of
Chinese miners increased by 2,000 workers in tvewsy® approximately 17,000 in 1870.

Mining had been the reigning industry in Califorfoa many years, being the largest
source of investment and avenue of employmentothker industry existed as services offered to

the miners and the trade. Upon the reduction af g@ld and the consequent decline of the

14 Chiu, 44-45.
5 Chiu, 46.
16 Chiu, 48, 49.
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mining industry, the new focus of California trades directed toward agricultutéThe

mid-1870s was fraught with decreasing prices anckasing industrial costs. The
Transcontinental Railroad had been completed if®,1&@ving three to five thousand Chinese
workers unemployed, besides opening the West coastnerce to Eastern competition. The
Central Pacific Railroad monopolized Californid'set system of transportation and was in a
position of great political power and economic cohtBy setting its short-haul rates to the
maximum level, the railroad amassed great wealthowi threat of competition and endangered
agricultural market. California farm producerst \efth what seemed no other defense to
billowing freight costs, tapped into the abundaateheap and available Chinese labbr.

The larger than average farms in California had tegacy in the Spanish and Mexican
land grants of the past. As a coastal state, dgrreuprices in California were not determined by
local supply and demand but world markets (tholghwas debatable during the Gold Rush).
The size of these large farms required hired lainor product-price controlled profit margin. The
amount of labor supply available and the wageattehich they could be employed were crucial.
Chinese workers again provided producers with deglele and affordable labor, though
discriminatory laws excluded Chinese immigrantsrifrewning land in California. Chinese
laborers were preferred and found work in landam@tion projects and the fishing industry, and
many became small business owners in the Chinesmauaities scattered throughout the sthte.

The change from mining as California's main sowfoeconomic derivation led to the
advancement of banking and general economic maiarist the state. All this was fueled by a

new working class, born of the individual minersonfow required employment. There was now

w Chiu, 52, 53.
18 Chiu, 50, 51.
19 Chiu, 69.
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capital and labor in California — factors necessaryhe development of manufacturiffyt took

a number of years, but by 1870, employers had d&sed and begun utilizing Chinese labor in
their factories. A shortage of women laborers retstl the development of what was considered
"light industries" (those in which women generdibld the positions in other statésifially

forced employers to hire from the Chinese residéyshe 1870s, even with thecrease of white
women and children in California's population, ther" demographic who would have under
"normal” circumstances been able to obtain emplaoynmethese industries, the Chinese remained
the preferred personnel. According to employergsstution of white females for Chinese labor
was impractical. There were not enough femalestrbreplacement on a large scale, and they
were too inexperienced to turn a préfit.

Furthermore, many employers simply preferred Clanabkor, finding them to require less
surveillance and a higher quality end product. &mgloyer claimed that it took a Chinese
worker between six to eight months to finish atstmaking apprenticeship, whereas the white
females required one to two years to accomplistsémee; and even when these women were
paid higher wages for each piece they completg, shié earned far less than their Chinese
coworkers. Another employer shared his frustratmorscerning the undisciplined nature of the
white child laborers under his employ, but praigesl"Chinaman,” claiming that if you "show

him how to do a thing, and if you leave him and edwack, if it is a year afterward, you will

find him doing the work precisely as you instructeeh."?> Harper's Weeklya political

20 Chiu, 50,51
2 Chiu, 58.
2 Chiu, 58,59.
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magazine based in New York City, recognized theegapty of Chinese labor and workmanship

in the following news brief:

Boycotting the products of Chinese workmanshipan Srancisco is up-hill business. The wares
produced by the Chinamen are cheap, and of extejlexity; and when it comes to the question of
paying coin for needed articles, the cheap andlliextés usually preferred to the dear and less
conscientiously mad&.

Colonel William W. Hollister, an important Califamlandowner, believed the Chinese laborers
to be superior to all other immigrant groups anghfibthem intelligent, accurate, punctual, eager,
and skillful>* The Chinese immigrant was not only replacing,ibi@ome cases preempting, the
white worker. During the mid-to-late 1800s, the 1i&#se became the preferred source of labor in
California because of their availability, disciinobedience, adaptability, competence, and

willingness to work for low wages.

V. Stage Four: Resentment

As the Chinese laborer became the financial preéeref employers, Chinese
immigration experienced the fourth stage — a gdmesntment of the Chinese among white

citizens, sparked by the success of the immigramdistheir replacement of white workers due to

their willingness to work for low wages. At firsEhinese immigration had been seen as a
positive — ensuring a steady flow of economicalr@se immigrant labor. American industrial
leaders celebrated the Burlingame-Seward Treatycamstructive development for American

commerce; however, soon public anti-Chinese semtitoegan to rise. An excerpt fram

editorial in an 1870 edition in th&w York Herald Stated:

In spite of the Burlingame Treaty, and all the athess which American and European civilization has
made toward establishing a friendly feeling with tBhinese, it is evident, from recent events thesé
people remain as barbarous as ever. Their pagagsagss appears to be impregnable to the mild
influences of Christian civilization$

= Harper's Weekly!Waifs and Strays,” (September 3,1882) 615.
2 Tsai, 58.
% Stuart Creighton MillerThe Unwanted Immigrant: The American Image of thm€se, 1785-1882, (Lémngeles:

University of California Press, 1969) 113.
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The anti-Chinese sentiment rose and frequentlyoebgal into rioting and violence. Twenty-one

Chinese immigrants were murdered in the Los Angél@aatown massacre, which occurred in

1871. In 1877, the San Francisco riot, involviegs of thousands of rioters, lasted for three
days and was put down by the armed forces and 8aFranciscans. Hundreds of other similar
anti-Chinese incidents occurred, and by the 18B@se violent acts of resentment had spread to
the Midwest:”

Several factors contributed to and amplified resemt. First, there was the issue of
human nature. Mining was a very course and impblieness. Many miners became
ill-tempered and highly emotional in reaction te gtress. This disposition, together with the
Western man's general suspicion and hostility ofques different from himself and the foreign
habits and characteristics of the Chinese, creslted seemed to be unavoidable tension between
the white and Chinese populations in Californiae Thinese immigrants possessed a relatively
passive temperament, and they neither belongeabtr Linions nor generally patronized the
local saloon. Few knew English upon their arriaald secluded themselves in Chinese
communities. These factors contributed to a gerieeding that the Chinese immigrants were
weaklings, and they were subiject to ridicule arisemnilegalized" practice of robbef{It is
speculated that resentment was provoked by theyswlof the white laborer, whose
distinguishing laziness and pride prohibited hionirany real competition with the frugal
immigrant who would take whatever job that was adé and lucrative, and was "too

industrious and too efficient."

26 David M. Brownstoneand Irene M. Franélgcts about American ImmigratiofNew York: The H.W.
Wilson Co., 2001), 372.

2 S.W. Kung,Chinese in American Life: some aspects of thetpbhjs status, problems, and contributions,
(Seattle: University of Washington Press, 1962Y69,



Seielstad 11

While these jealousies were most likely real arabhd, it was economic depression and
successive unemployment that became the foremast$afueling the animosity directed at
Chinese immigrant laborers. The rise and fall eémsity in anti-Chinese movements throughout
the 1800s can be paralleled to the state of Caldaggconomics at that particular time. The influx
of labor in the late 1860s (brought on by the dindin self-employed mining to company
mining and the completion of the railroad) creadddrge class of unemployed workers,
resulting in anti-Chinese debate concerning thesirdbility in the workforce and the
repercussions of their employment. Interestinglgugih, a majority of urban anti-Chinese
propagators were skilled labor and non-factory woskvho were non-competitors with the
Chinese labor force. The job opportunities of theganty of those participating in anti-Chinese
agitation would not have been affected by the disioatory legislation promote.

Employers were seemingly ethically unaffected whieimg workers. Preference for
hiring one's own race was outweighed by profit oppoty. Employers maintained the
infeasibility of substituting white for Chinese @tand the inadequate supply of labor in the state.
There was no "army of unemployed... ready and eageke over any openings made by the
dismissal of the Chinese," and even if there wah sumultitude, many jobs required certain
skills to be performed at a specific wage, not fyelwillingness" for employment’

Inevitably, the political field involved itself ithe debate, and in 1852, the Democratic

Party was compelled by anti-Chinese pressure tptadioinese exclusion in its campaiga=The

28 Chiu, 54.
2 Chiu, 130.
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between the white wage laborers — who contendddthiaese laborers lowered wages, replaced
white workers, leaving them unemployed, and wereegdly incompatible to American culture;
and the governor, employers, and several importewspapers — who argued that the
exploitation of Chinese labor would result in apansion of job opportunities for all workefs.

The editor of th&.os Angeles Heraldlames N. Bassett, summed up the division:

My observation has been that the labor of the Glanveho are here now and are coming here tends to
make the rich richer and the poor poorer...Chitaser, undoubtedly, has been beneficial to a few

people and injurious to the massés.

The tension was not just among Chinese immigramdsadite citizens, but involved an
archetypal conflict between the classes. Wealthgleyers were reaping the benefits of cheap
labor and high quality products while the commoskilied laborer, who had taken a break from
the workforce to seek his fortune in the gold rusimed back to society and found his former
position occupied by the Chinese immigrant.

California experienced a mild recession in 186®8stantial downsizing in 1870, a severe
depression in 1873, and the first real "industripression in 1878 Economic problems and
recession fueled anti-Chinese agitation and by#rly 1880s, Chinese exclusion was a part of
both the Republican and Democratic campaigns. Geimemigrants began leaving California en
masse, moving to Washington, Nevada, Arizona, WygmDregon, New York, Colorado, and
Louisiana. By 1880, there were 30,333 Chinesediumnthe United States outside of California, a

dramatic increase from the mere 13, 972 recordegéars earliet®

30 Chiu, 54, 55.
s Tsai,59.
32 Chiu, 55.

33 Chiu, 65.
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V. Stage Five: Legal Restrictions

Restrictions, the fifth and final stage of the ittrtabegan close to forty years after the first
influx of Chinese immigrants. In 1882, the goverminesponded to the overwhelming
convergence of Chinese laborers and the Califgohianarket with the Chinese Exclusion Act of
1882. In its preamble, it stated that in the opirobthe United States Government, "the coming of
Chinese laborers to this country endangers the goaet of certain localities?' This danger to
"the good order” was to be remedied by suspentiegntrance of Chinese laborers into the states
beginning ninety days after the act was passedEKikision Act was prescribed to expire in ten
years, and its exact wording was crucial: "duriagrssuspension it shall not be lawful for any
Chinese laborer to come, or, having so come dfeekpiration of said ninety days, to remain
within the United State® Section 14 stated "hereafter no State court ortcou
of the United States shall admit Chinese to cisbgo and all laws in conflict with this act are
hereby repealed?1t was at this moment that further Chinese immigratvent from simply
undesirable to illegal.

The Exclusion Act not only made Chinese immigraiiegal but outlined a system of
documentation for laborers already within the UthiBtates "for the purpose of properly
identifying Chinese laborers who were in the Uni&dtes... or who shall have come into the
same before the expiration of ninety days" andtater to furnish them with the proper evidence
of their right to go from, and come to, the Unitt@tes of their free will and accord." This record

included a registry book to be kept in the custasge, and certificates containing the name,

3 Chinese Exclusion Act, May 6, 1882.
35 Chinese Exclusion Act
36 Chinese Exclusion Act.
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age, occupation, last place of resident, physi@ksor peculiarities, and "all facts necessary
for the identification of each” given to each imnaigt. The Chinese laborers currently residing
in the United States had "the right to demandreceive, free of charge or cost, a certificate of
identification" when they wished to leavé.

Violations of the act for persons who "knowinglyddialsely substitute any name for the
name written in such a certificate or forge anyhscertificate... or falsely personate any person
named in any such certificate" included a misdereanfine not exceeding one thousand
dollars, and imprisonment for not more than a fiear tern?® Persons who were found to
knowingly aid and abet the illegal person were deeiguilty of a misdemeanor with the same
punishment. Vessels whose masters were found twikgty violate the provision of the act
were deemed forfeited to the government and "ligdbkeizure and condemnation.” Any person
found unlawfully within the United States was "t® temoved there from to the country from
whence he came, by the direction of the UnitedeStafThe practice of deportation, or the
lawful removal of an alien whose presence has beemed illegal or detrimental to public
welfare, had beguff.

Ten years later, on May 5, 1892 the Geary Act passed continuing "all laws now in
force prohibiting and regulating the coming intstbountry of Chinese persons and persons of
Chinese decertt. It too had a ten year term, but its provisionsenmore stringent. Those
Chinese persons found and convicted as illegal gramis were to be imprisoned for hard labor

for a period not exceeding one year and then "remdom the United States.” All Chinese

Chinese Exclusion Act.
Chinese Exclusion Act.
Chinese Exclusion Act.
4 "Deportation," Merriam-Webster's Dictionarylaiw, (Merriam-Webster, Inc., 1996).
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laborers were to "apply to the collector of inténeavenue.., for a certificate of residence" and
any who neglected, failed, or refused to comphhimibne year would be found "unlawfully
within the United States" and would be arresteddaeqpbrted? If by "accident, sickness, or
other unavoidable cause" one was unable to proldigaeertificate, he required "at least one
credible white witness" to prove that he was adessi at the time of the passage of the*3ithe
certificates were still free of charge, but thosese had been lost or destroyed were now
required to pay the cost for a duplicate and wdnaldietained until such duplicate was métle.
Anti-Chinese sentiment was still an issue amongf@alans, but many Americans in the
Mid-West and Eastern states did not comprehendrtnaty of the issue. In the House of
Representatives in Washington, D.C., the Honor8hlauel G. Hilborn of California delivered
a speech on the topic of Chinese Exclusion foptirposes of considering a bill to amend the
Geary Act. Apparently, the eastern perception efdpposition to Chinese immigration was that
it was confined to the lower class citizens of Baeific states. Mr. Hilborn suggested, however,
that "The people of the State of California weragtically unanimous in opposition to this class
of immigration** He stressed that Californians were unanimousain tpposition to further
Chinese immigration to the point that they had edatiscussion on the policy of Chinese
restriction simply because the popular vote hagbaly decided the matter. Hilborn explained

the issue was not confined to a political parta atass of people, and he offered statistics

4 Geary Act, May 5, 1892.

42 Geary Act.

43 Geary Act.

4 Geary Act.

s Hilborn, Samuel G., "Chinese Exclusion: spegicHon. Samuel G. Hilborn, of California, In thetse of
Representatives, Saturday, October 14, 1893," (iWgn: s.n., 1893).
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on the vote, as given by William Irwin, the curré&dlifornia Governor, showing that of the
161,405 votes cast, only 883 were "For Chinese gration” while 154,638 were "Against
Chinese Immigration (the remaining 5,884 countecew¥®oters who did not express any wish
on the subject"§®

During the discussion, a representative from Neuwk¥asked Hilborn why, considering the
majority of Californians disapproval of keeping tBkinese there, Californians continued to "hire
them and feed them and enable them to stay." Mibokh's response gave the key to the

conundrum:

We know that capital is soulless and selfish, duadlit will employ cheap labor, although it maylgdwn the
fabric of the Government... If we could eliminate tprinciple of selfishness from the human mindcaeld
get rid of the Chinese and all other undesirablaignants, but so long as selfishness abounds gpwilh
they be employed... | think by [means of a "boyttitey could be driven out, but that is not an Aitem

method.*’

During the continuance of his speech, Mr. Hilboistdssed the inherent "evils" of Chinese
immigration. To him, "it is a misnomer to call themmigrants; it is an invasion" and if it were
allowed to continue "they [the Chinese] could ouarus like an army of locust§&When asked

if he would class the Chinese as a civilized pedmeagreed that they had a civilization much
older than ours, but "the Chinese laborers in thitdd States come from the lowest grade of the
Chinese people’”He held that the white laborer could successfidiypete with the Chinaman,

but only "if he can and will go down to his leveldalive as he does” American

6
47
48
49
50

"Chinese Exclusion."
"Chinese Exclusion."
“Chinese Exclusion.”
“Chinese Exclusion.”
“Chinese Exclusion.”
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laborers would not be able to "live and supportif@s and educate their children on the wages
that satisfy the Chinaman" and this "glorious costene of our civilization" could not be
maintained®>!

When forced into competition with the Chinamanjtdys in manufacturing, the white

man must accept reduced wages until he has to lemaise he can no longer support his
family. The Chinese, if allowed to do so, could 'mpolize [the] labor fields... and destroy
[America's] great middle clas&While the Chinese population in California hadrdaesed
(75,132 in 1880; 72,472 in 1890), the total numifeChinese in the United States had increased.
Hilborn warned the House that "it would not be Idr&jore the Chinese question would loom up
in dangerous proportions in our Eastern citiessuilirbs." He concluded with the following
imperative:

If we would preserve the American laborer from rufrwe would preserve our civilization itself weust

exclude this peculiar people... But experiencetéiaght us this lesson: The civilization of the @tiand the

civilization of the Occident can not exist sidedigte in America. One or the other must go down.dNhi

shall it be?®

The speech was met with loud applatfse.

51
52
53
54

"Chinese Exclusion."
"Chinese Exclusion.”
“Chinese Exclusion.”
“Chinese Exclusion.”
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VI. Conclusion
Restrictions continued well into the B@entury, but complete Chinese exclusion found
its end in the Magnuson Act of 19%43The Magnuson Act repealed the Exclusion Act 0f2,88
the act barring all further Chinese immigratioroitite United States for a period of ten years,
and which had been extended with successive erdasits until it was made indefinite in 1904.
The Magnuson Act established a quota of 150 Chimaesegrants allowed into the United States
each year, and made Chinese immigrants eligibleifimenship — a privilege they had not been
able to enjoy since the 1790 racial bar on citihgn®
The Immigration and Nationality Act of 1965 estahkd a national immigrant quota that
would end racial discrimination, which had partanly targeted Asian immigrants. Race, national
origin, and ancestry were no longer consideretienselection process; selection was instead
based upon (1) the applicant's occupational skility preference given to those with special
abilities or training needed in the United Statex] (2) applicants related to U.S. citizens or
permanent resident aliens, with preference givamtoediate family for the purposes of
reunification.>’
Though anti-Chinese sentiment continued, evenrsasféhe segregation of Chinese
schoolchildren and restrictions on Chinese worketding public employment in some states, the
vestiges of anti-Chinese discrimination were grélgwamoved from California after World

War Il. Some anti-Chinese factions may be stibxmstence today, but those who would subscribe

» The Magnuson Act, (December 17, 1943).
% Tsai, 116.
57 The Immigration and Nationality Act, July 1, 1968.
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to such ideals would most likely be consideredistac' The general "white" population does not
view Americans of Chinese descent as an imminegaatho their livelihoods. Although, as a
point of interest, remnants of America's historyGtiinese exclusion does still remain in the
United States Code, under Title 8 (Aliens and Nwtidy), chapter seven — entitled "Exclusion
of Chinese." The sections within have either begrealed or omitted, nevertheless, it is the only
chapter of Title 8 devoted entirely to a particulationality or ethnic group.

Chinese exclusion is definitely an interesting esudiscuss, as many wonder today if
Chinese immigration was as harmful as the Calitorsiin the late 1800s alleged it to be, and what
would have been the result of immigration had retsbns not been made. It is obvious that the
Chinese labor issue was cited as the source of oftisé economic problems in California
during that period, when other factors could hawetrcbuted as much to the instability, if not
more. Factors such as the outdated technology aatiinery, archaic business organizations,
and inefficient sweat shops so prevalent in thef@ala industry at the time were never fully
addressed’

Proposed here was a five-stage cycle of immigratotitled "The Immigrant Train,"
which focuses on America's role in creating théimtsion between the "desirable” and the
"undesirable" immigrant. Chinese immigrant labanfr1850 to the turn of the #8entury was
used to illustrate this sequence, as Chinese inatmgrwas traced through (1) America's
Invitation with the 1864Act to Encourage Immigration and Burlingame-Sewknehty of 1868;

(2) the Chinese enthusiastic and overwhelnfitegponse(3) the subsequeReplacemendf

37 The Immigration and Nationality Act, July 1, 1968.

8 The United States Cod§iitle 8: Aliens and Nationality, Chapter 7: Exclas of Chinese,” (United
States House of Representatives: Office of the Rawision Council, 2006).

59 Chiu, 131.



Seielstad 20

white workers with Chinese laborers, specificatiythe areas of mining, agriculture, and
manufacturing; (4) growinBesentmergmong the working class and the anti-Chinese moreme
which weaved its way through the California econoand political scene; and final{ys)
Restrictionson Chinese immigration, preventing Chinese labdrera entering the United States
legally for over sixty years.
VII. Recommendation

This paper indicates a need for further researsigusther ethnic groups to effectively
demonstrate this cyclical "Immigrant Train." Thelaar proposes that additional analysis be
done with Japanese and Mexican immigrants in Gaii#oas auxiliary subjects to verify the

furtherance of this cycle.
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