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Preface
The place was indeed sacred. | felt it within my bones, as | wandered
through the remains of the camp. | easily made out the concrete
foundations and support blocks, and determined which ones served as
barracks for the internees and which ones as the toilets, washrooms, and
mess halls. | could see them, as clearly as the desert sky, the flimsy
structures of two-by-fours covered with tar paper nailed to joints with
wood strips. Small windows let light into barren rooms barely ten by
twenty feet, but they also let in the cold and heat and the ever present dust
and sand. Row upon row of those barracks, spare and drab, extended in
straight lines that covered where the earth met the sky.*

Gary Y. Okihiro, 1996

Visiting the Past

Summer 2007—as we turned off the highway onto the long dirt road, | felt a rush
of anticipation. My wife Stephanie and | had planned this trip for months, and with my
usual sense of compulsion, I had spent hours figuring our daily navigations. The trip,
which took us as far west as Yellowstone National Park, was originally conceived as a
plan to see one of the ten Japanese American internment camps. | chose the Heart
Mountain Relocation Center not because of its closeness to Indiana (Arkansas has two
centers), but its proximity to Yellowstone and other areas of interest. Heart Mountain
stands serenely in the background of the camp that bears its name (see Photo A.1).
Located between Powell and Cody, Wyoming, the facility was no easy task to locate.
The camp is not a major tourist attraction since many Americans are still naively unaware
of the wartime confinement of the Japanese Americans and their parents. A quaint

website dedicated to the creation of a memorial directs visitors to the area, but it is quite

! Gary Y. Okihiro, Whispered Silences: Japanese Americans and World War 11 (Seattle & London:
University of Washington Press, 1996), 92. Okihiro writes of his exploration of the Manzanar camp
located 200 miles northeast of Los Angeles.
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vague in its explanation on how to find the remnants of the center.” Careful internet
research lead me to the geographical location of the facility, and after studiously
comparing the numbers to a topographic map in conjunction with a road map, | charted
our eventual course.

The camp was not as difficult to find as my research had led me to believe. Along
the way, signs directed curious visitors to the remains of the center. After passing over
an old train track (Photo A.2), which had been used to bring the Japanese internees to the
relocation center, we parked in an empty gravel lot. Heart Mountain stood serenely to
our west and a small memorial to our southeast.

The memorial (Photo A.3) contains a glass plaque inscribed with the names of
individuals who resided in the camp sixty years ago (Photo A.4) as well as a dedication to
those fifteen Japanese Americans who were, at one point, interned at the Heart Mountain
Center before fighting and dying in the Second World War (Photo A.5). At its peak
population level in January of 1943, the Heart Mountain Center interned nearly 11,000
individuals with Japanese ancestry.® Near the memorial site stands the remains of the
hospital (Photo A.6), administrative office (Photo A.7), and platform where the residents
were gathered by the guards (Photo A.8). Open range surrounds the once vast relocation
center that now survives in silent memory.

In 2006, the U.S. federal government approved legislation to protect and preserve
the ten relocation centers. After working closely with the National Park Service, the

Heart Mountain Wyoming Foundation (a group dedicated to the preservation of the

2 Heart Mountain Wyoming Foundation, http://www.heartmountain.us/ (Accessed on November 14, 2008).
® War Relocation Authority, The Evacuated People: A Quantitative Description (Washington DC:
Government Printing Office, 1946), 15.



former internment camp) fought to get the remnants of the relocation center designated a
National Historic Landmark and won. At present, a plan exists to create an interactive
learning center at Heart Mountain.

At this point, the people of Wyoming are solely protecting this area. There are no
guides to show visitors around the memorial or to answer questions. A small leaflet
container holds a few yellow brochures bleached by the sun, and a short path meanders
behind the glass plaque. Guests can walk this short trail and read the informational signs
posted along the path to learn a brief history of the Japanese people brought to Heart
Mountain.

As | paced slowly upon the blacktop walking tour where many of the buildings
once stood, | felt transported to the past for brief moments. Scattered around the area
were artifacts from a time long past. Bricks, old can lids, and other forgotten relics lay
strewn around the area (see Photos A.9 and A.10). Back at the plaque, visitors had left
various artifacts from the area at the altar in front of the glass dedication. | bent over and
touched one of the broken bricks. | had been conducting research on the topic of the
forced Japanese American relocation for years now, and to actually stand on historic
land, feeling history underneath my fingertips, left me in awe. My parents had taken me
to historic locations during my childhood, but these were always places of interest to
them. For the first time in my life, | walked a forgotten path, something for which I had
developed a deep appreciation. Perhaps it was my maturity, or maybe it was from the
hours of research spent in libraries, but for the first time in my life, | felt connected to the
history of our country by more than an intellectual interest. An historical appreciation

exists that cannot be gleamed from books and study alone. | stood on the precipice of all



that which | had worked for up to that point, and | knew that | had more to learn. | saw
the sad tragic path forced upon the Japanese immigrants and their children in front of me.
Anti-immigration nativism toward anyone with Japanese ancestry was not a singular
event.

In the late 1800’s, Japanese men originally migrated for labor and financial
purposes in the western portion of the United States and only for short periods of time.
These individuals faced nativist aggression over the fear of declining wages and labor
competition caused by the introduction of Japanese migrants into the workforce. Once
the U.S. federal government outlawed the use of foreign contract labor, many Japanese
workers settled permanently, sent for their families still in Japan, and created
communities. The shift from migrant work created a greater influx of individuals of
Japanese ancestry into the country. These burgeoning communities on the West Coast
fought an uphill battle against discriminatory policy backed by U.S. nativism toward the
Japanese that kept them from gaining naturalized status, owning land, and having the
right to attend white schools. The Japanese immigrants and their children worked against
this nativist tide and still managed to assimilate by creating homes and families modeled
after the typical American dream. The December 1941 attack by Japan on Pearl Harbor
ushered in the next step in the gradual decline of Japanese American freedoms. These
family units had their lives dashed and their belongings sold. They were then shipped to
various internment camps spread predominantly around the western half of the United
States, where they would stay for the duration of the Second World War.

Though their lives improved after the end of the war, the damage inflicted upon

the Japanese American community took years to repair, while internal wounds still linger
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to this day. These events built upon a larger tapestry of racism based regionally on the
western coast of the United States before growing into national fears after the Japanese
attack. | see the internment camps not as a mere byproduct of the Second World War,
but as another step in a gradually declining narrative about social freedoms—a story that
began as many other immigrant stories do with the search for a better life supported by
U.S. civil liberties. These protections, however, were denied to the Japanese immigrants

and their children for nearly 60 years.
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Introduction
The Japanese are starting the same tide of immigration which we thought
we had checked in the case of the Chinese twenty years ago. In the
beginning of her history the gates of America were thrown open to the
liberty loving and oppressed of the world, but these people do not come
under the guarantees of our constitution. The Chinese and Japanese are
not bona fide citizens. They are not the stuff of which American citizens
can be made. History has idly taught us unless we can draw lessons from
it and in the fate of Rome, which fell into decay by reason of importation
of a servile population that displaced the small farmer and industrious
artisan, we may read our own doom unless we have the wisdom to take
effective measures for our protection. This is not a labor question, nor a
local one, but an American question involving the existence of our
republic.*

James D. Phelan, 1900

Nativism and the Decline of Social Freedoms

The excerpt above comes from a speech given in the summer of 1900 to
Californian labor groups by San Francisco Mayor James D. Phelan, who articulated
nativist fears toward the immigration and Americanization of anyone of Asian ancestry in
his comments.

This thesis concentrates on how nativism, through a series of discriminatory
policies over the span of fifty years, influenced the creation of the Japanese American
internment camps during the Second World War. My research into the experiences of the
Japanese immigrants from 1885 to the early 1930°s has led me to believe that the racisms
and cultural and economic segregations they dealt with were for the most part regionally
based on the West Coast. Although federal laws like the Cable Act of 1922, the
Gentleman’s Agreement of 1908, and the Immigration Act of 1924 all existed, the impact

of these laws did not affect the social consciousness of the American public as a whole.

! James D. Phelan, “Would Exclude the Japanese,” in The San Francisco Chronicle, 5 (May 8, 1900), 5.
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They did, however, reflect nativist opinions during the first quarter of the twentieth
century. After the attack on Pearl Harbor, the regional nativism directed at the Japanese
immigrants and the Japanese Americans was incorporated into the American national
consciousness.

This national nativism aimed at anyone of Japanese descent directly led to the
complete separation of a particular ethnic community from the entire western coast of the
United States and saw this group moved to internment camps. The creation of these
camps was not a plan put into action simply because of the Japanese attack on Pearl
Harbor, but a final decision made after careful consideration. Once all of the Japanese
Americans and Japanese immigrants on the coast had been relocated, the Office of
Commanding General J.L. DeWitt released a report regarding the relocation process.
The report begins by stating that “the ultimate decision to evacuate all persons of
Japanese ancestry from the Pacific Coast under Federal supervision was not made
coincidentally with the outbreak of war between Japan and the United States. It was
predicated upon a series of intermediate decisions, each of which formed a part of the
progressive development of the final decision.”® Nativism alone did not call for the
confinement of the Japanese living on the West Coast, or it would have happened in the
decades prior to the attack on Pearl Harbor. The needs of total war and the influence of
nationalism in conjunction with the fears represented by nativism all worked together to

incite the creation of the internment camps.

% Western Defense Command, Final Report: Japanese Evacuation from the West Coast 1942 (Washington
DC: Government Printing Office, 1943), chapter 1.
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Terminology and Statement of Thesis

It is important that | describe some of the terminology that | use throughout my
writing. In my thesis, | refer to the terms immigrant and migrant. An immigrant is an
individual who has changed residence from one country to another with the intent of
establishing a permanent residency. A migrant worker is normally described as a person
who works for hire for a preset period of time before moving onto another location within
the same country in search of another temporary job. For the purposes of my thesis, |
have broadened the term migrant to also describe an individual who travels from one
country to another for the purposes of contractual labor. These individuals have the
initial intent of only remaining in the foreign country for a finite amount of time. Once a
migrant establishes a home with the purpose of staying indefinitely, then this individual
has become an immigrant.

Nativism is the ideology that establishes the importance of the racial and ethnic
majority above those ethnic communities that have newly immigrated into the nation.
Nativism calls for a homogenous racial, cultural, national, and economic inclusion. In
some cases, cultural and national ties are required to be purged so that the immigrant
group can obtain social and political acceptance. In other cases, and depending on the
individual nativist, racism can influence the acculturation and assimilation of an
immigrant group, making it impossible to gain acceptance. In the case of the Japanese
immigrants and their children, the term unassimilable alien was used quite frequently by
nativists. This refers to an immigrant group that the dominant ethnic community felt was

incapable of ever obtaining any true measure of cultural assimilation.



A nativist is a member of the ethnic majority who harbors distrust toward the
immigrating community. Nativists have many motivating reasons behind their fears,
whether it is racism, culture, economics, politics, or national security. These will vary
depending entirely upon the individual. At the turn of the twentieth century, nativism
toward different racial and ethnic groups was regionally based. The threat of war,
however, and technological advancements in communication allowed for the elevation of
nativist concerns toward national stability to encompass a much wider population base.

I define discriminatory policy as any legislation that limits civil liberties based on
race, ethnicity, cultural background, national origin, gender, religious affiliation, or
sexual preference. My thesis will concentrate on how the ideological concept of nativism
decreases the protection of civil liberties within a democratic country when the
government (state and/or federal) creates discriminatory policy to bypass constitutionally
protected social freedoms and civil equalities under the declaration that is helping the
people living within national borders. | use legal documents (both state and federal)
supported by nativist propaganda, media reports, and academic studies levied against the
Japanese immigrants and their children, the Japanese Americans, from the period of 1885
to 1945 to explore this issue. The various laws created to discriminate against anyone of
Japanese descent act as parts of the over-arching immigrant narrative of the Japanese
Americans and illustrates a decline in the protection of personal freedoms because of
nativism.

Many times nativism consumes a society in the years preceding an eventual
conflict or in a post-war world, where dissolution and anger still remain in the forefront

of public thought. The initial case best describes American nativism and its attitudes pre-



World War Il toward anyone of Japanese ancestry. Tensions in the Pacific region had
been high for over thirty years even before the U.S. placed an oil embargo on Japan
directly leading up to the attack on Pearl Harbor. Public fears toward Asian Americans
and their foreign customs grew during the early part of the twentieth century as illustrated
by the enactment of the Japanese Alien Land Laws and the inability of the Japanese to
gain citizenship. These nativist fears culminated with the creation of internment camps
and the removal of more than a hundred thousand immigrants and American citizens of
Japanese ancestry from 86 restricted zones on the West Coast.

By using the experiences of the first—and second—generations of Japanese
immigrants, my thesis explores how nativism supported the creation of laws meant to
preserve racial homogeneity, cultural superiority, economic segregation, and national
security from the Japanese immigrants living in California during the end of the
nineteenth century and first half of the twentieth century.®> While the majority of public
discomfort with Japanese immigration was focused in California, other Pacific states also
created discriminatory laws aimed at the Japanese immigrants and the Japanese
Americans. The largest population of people with Japanese ancestry was concentrated in
Hawaii, but this community was so large that it actually constituted the ethnic majority.
Hawaii was also not a state until after the end of World War 11, which is why | found
California the best example to show how nativism can cause a decline in the protection of

civil liberties.

® The Sansei, or third generation, were generally much younger, so for the purposes of my thesis, | will
concentrate on the Issei and Nisei.



Historiography

Mayor Phelan expressed his nativist opinion more than a hundred years ago, and
although nativist fears toward the immigration of the Japanese has virtually disappeared
since the end of the Second World War, the conceptual basis behind nativist opinions of
immigration has only transferred itself to other groups. Nativism is a salient discourse
that changes its concerns and moves its focus from one ethnic group to another depending
on the decade and the region in question.

John Highman defines nativism in his book Strangers in the Land *“as intense
opposition to an internal minority on the ground of its foreign (i.e., ‘un-American’)
connections.”* Even within a country where nativism has yet to take hold, racial fears of
an immigrant group can be found to exist. It is important to mention the difference
between the fear of immigration and the fear of a particular immigrant group. Fear of
immigration is concerned with the implications and influences that immigration in
general has upon the country and does not focus on one particular group. Although, the
fear of a particular immigrant community does not discount the fear of other immigrant
communities, it does however, only explore public and personal concerns regarding a
single group. Both discussions are important to nativism, but | will concentrate on the
fear of a single immigrant community for the purposes of my thesis.

Immigrant groups come to the United States with what would seem strange
customs to the existing cultural communities and remain in small close-knit groups for
the same reasons as the rest of the country. Humanity naturally congregates toward

likeness. Nathaniel S. Shaler, who wrote during the early twentieth century when the fear

* John Highman, Strangers in the Land: Patterns of American Nativism, 1860-1925 (New Brunswick &
London: Rutgers University Press, 1955), 4.



of the Japanese immigrants was increasing, states: “Seen as we may now behold it, the
common bond of mankind is in effect an instinctive desire of each individual to identify
himself with what he conceives to be his community.”® This conceived community is
important to understanding the underlying motivations of a nativist and his/her desires for
a homogenous society. Shaler’s book discusses the creation of human groups. The tribe
concept strengthened the individual by making him/her “strong enough to resist the
impact of the disintegrating forces of the savagery in which it originated.”® Shaler
believes that “the dislike of unrelated men which remained after the tribe was knit
together was no new evil, but the remnant of the hatred with which the primitive men
regarded their fellows.”” The fear of strange groups is a natural antipathy created by
primitive man as an instinctual manner in which one ethnic group deals with another. It
is then a natural progression that nativism would increase beyond tribal limitations to
include a growing civilization and its governing body. Because of its minority status, the
subordinate ethnic community finds itself at the epicenter of questions pertaining to its
motives and its loyalties either as a response to culture, race, economics, national
protection, etc.

William H. Katerberg’s book on nativism and liberal democracy argues that these
two ideologies can go hand in hand. Discriminatory policies, like those experienced by
the Japanese immigrants and their children, were enacted through democratic means.
Katerberg states that many Americans are beginning to ignore nativism. They ignorantly

believe that society has moved beyond the social and political intolerance of nativism.

® Nathaniel Shaler, The Neighbor: The Natural History of Human Contacts (Boston & New York:
Houghton Mifflin Company, 1904), 258.

® Ibid., 47.

" Ibid., 47.



Katerberg argues that “such hopes need to be reevaluated. Parochial identities and
conflict have made a profound comeback worldwide and have caught the attention of
politicians, the media, and the academy.”® He argues that nativism and liberal ideals
traditionally come from the same mould. American nativists fight against individuals
with different cultural backgrounds, who they fear will not assimilate to the established
democratic political structure. In their views, by enacting new legislation against these
different ethnicities, nativists feel they are protecting democracy.

In the case of the Japanese immigrants, race, economics, and politics inspired and
supported legislation restricting social freedoms of anyone of Asian ancestry.®
Historiography papers written by Roger Daniels and Sucheng Chan cover the first
hundred years of Asian immigration. Daniels organizes his article on the Japanese,
Chinese, and Filipinos into a chronological investigation of how events shaped
historiography from the mid-eighteen hundreds to the early nineteen seventies.'® Early
academic analysis of Asian immigration discussed the so-called “Yellow Peril” and the
threat Asian immigration posed to American national stability.™* Noted Asian historian,
Sucheng Chan, wrote another historiography.*? Although she briefly mentions the works

covered by Daniels, her intent was to focus on the writings released after the publication

& William H. Katerberg, “The Irony of Identity: An Essay on Nativism, Liberal Democracy, and Parochial
Identities in Canada and the United States,” in American Quarterly 47, no. 3, 493-524 (September 1995),
494.

% See Charles McClain, editor, Asian Americans and the Law: Historical and Contemporary Perspectives
(Berkeley: Garland Press, 1994) for an informative analysis by various authors on the subject of the
Japanese immigrants and American politics.

10 See Roger Daniels, “American Historians and the East Asian Immigrants,” in The Pacific Historical
Review 43, no. 4, 449-72 (November 1974).

1 See Samuel Busey, Immigration: Its Evils and Consequences (New York: DeWitt & Davenport
Publishing, 1856; New York: Arno Press, 1969). For contradictory views see Harvard professor Josiah
Royce, Race Questions, Provincialism and Other American Problems (Freeport: Books for Libraries Press,
1908; Freeport: Books for Libraries Press, 1967).

12 See Sucheng Chan, “Asian American Historiography,” in The Pacific Historical Review 65, no. 3, 363—
99 (August 1996).



of Daniels’ work. Chan’s historiography brings the analysis in upon itself by comparing
scholarly debate and the progression of academic thought up to the mid-nineties. She
argues that once scholarly study moved beyond racial debate over whether or not Asians
posed a national threat, academia solely concentrated on exploring prejudicial events
through white perspectives and motivations. It was not until later in the twentieth century
that academics gave agency to Asians and explored events, such as the Japanese
internment, through their perspective.

The first chapter of my thesis will concentrate on the exclusion of an immigrant
group based on cultural reasons and will begin with the first social contacts between
residents of the state of California and the Japanese immigrant population. Yuji Ichioka,
a pioneer in the field of Asian American study, has written many works regarding
Japanese immigration. In his book The Issei: the World of the First Generation Japanese
Immigrants, 1885-1924, Ichioka lays the groundwork for Japanese American study that is
still used by scholars today.*® Ichioka breaks Japanese immigration into chronological
phases. He writes that Japanese immigration did not pick up until around 1885. Ichioka
explains that the creation of the trans-continental railroad and the need for inexpensive
labor had a significant effect on Asian immigration to the United States. After the
creation of the Chinese Exclusion Act of 1880 barred Chinese immigrant workers to the
country, labor companies sought cheap labor from other countries like Japan. Ichioka
labels this initial period the dekasegi phase, which is a Japanese word that describes
temporary migratory laborers. This period lasted until 1908 when an agreement between

the United States and Japan stopped all labor migration to the U.S. Ichioka explains,

B3 yuji Ichioka, The Issei: the World of the First Generation Japanese Immigrants, 1885-1924 (New York:
MacMillan Publishing, 1988).



however, that this had a different result than intended. Japanese families were still
permitted to join their relatives in the U.S. Since the dekasegi workers could no longer
travel between countries for work, they simply stayed.

The second phase of Ichioka’s chronology describes the time in which the
Japanese immigrants formed family units, established homes, farms, businesses, and
communities. Ichioka’s work gives a great deal of study to the chronology of Japanese
immigration and an exploration into the Japanese American lifestyle. He also delves
deeply into the influences upon American nativism and the effects of discriminatory
legislation upon the Japanese immigrants and Japanese Americans. Although Ichioka’s
work has greatly influenced my writing, my thesis does not deal with these laws as
separate events but instead as single parts of a larger narrative.

David Palumbo-Liu’s book Asian/American: Historical Crossings of a Racial
Frontier, offers a wealth of knowledge regarding Japanese immigration.** Palumbo-Liu
goes a step further than Ichioka by exploring both the international interactions between
the U.S. and Japan as well as immigration issues. He concentrates his work on the ethnic
and social conflicts that arise between the two countries as Japan grew into an
imperialistic world power during the late nineteenth and early twentieth centuries. He
also discusses the nativist concern that the Japanese represented a group incapable of
assimilation. He writes that “bodily transformations are considered only in terms of
Eastern European and Mediterranean immigrants; it seemed to go without saying that
‘Orientals,” whom the [Immigration] Commission agreed should be excluded from the

nation, were not susceptible to such transformation, no matter how intense or lengthy

! David Palumbo-Liu, Asian/American: Historical Crossings of a Racial Frontier (Stanford: Stanford
University Press, 1999).
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their exposure—both the physiognomic and psychic gaps to be crossed were too great.”*®

Walter LaFeber wrote The Clash: A History of U.S.-Japan Relations, a factual study of
the interactions between the U.S., Japan, and Japanese immigrants.'® Both Palumbo-Liu
and LaFeber agree on the social exclusionary problems inherent within the United States
regarding the Japanese immigrants, and both discuss the process in which each country
progressed from the initial influences of Western culture upon Japan to the end of the
twentieth century. LaFeber’s work, however, gives greater consideration to the political
interactions between the two countries, while Palumbo-Liu’s book deals in larger detail
with how the interactions between the two countries affected the Japanese immigrants
and the Japanese Americans.

America’s vast immigrant background and large regional structure allows for the
existence of many variations of an American culture. Because of this, Americans look to
democracy as the force drawing the country together. For many Americans, nativism
hinges on the support and continuation of democracy. In American nativist views,
democracy is more than simply a political structure, but a force that gives them a shared
history and a reason for existing. Within the United States, democracy has evolved
beyond its original structure to become a cultural institution. Hans Kohn writes in his
book on American nationalism that:

In its very origin the United States was the embodiment of an idea. [...]

The ideology was a supra-national ideology, the philosophy of the

eighteenth century. But it was based upon, and limited by, the English

tradition which continued to be the single most important factor in the

development of American life. Only by accepting and maintaining the
English idea of constitutional liberty—and by thus remaining Anglo-

15 H

Ibid., 86.
16 Walter LaFeber, The Clash: A History of U.S.-Japan Relations (New York & London: Norton
Publishing, 1997).
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American—could the English colonies in North America continue and
solidify their political existence."’

Kohn’s book centers on the creation and continuation of American nationalism.
Nativism, an aspect sometimes incorporated by nationalism, is the representation of
national fears toward any individual with a different ethnic or national background,
whom nativists fear will not fully conform to the cultural expectations of the dominant
ethnic community. Highman writes: “Specific nativistic antagonisms may, and do, vary
widely in response to the changing character of minority irritants and the shifting
conditions of the day; but through each hostility ran the connecting, energizing force of
modern nationalism.”*®

Neither Kohn nor Highman’s works explicitly discuss the influence of
nationalism or nativism upon the Japanese immigrants and the Japanese Americans.
Kohn’s book does provide an understanding of the dire pressures felt by nativists in
California, though. The 1890 census reported that 2,039 individuals of Japanese descent
were living in the United States.® This is a small number when compared to other
immigrant groups, but still highly concentrated in the three Pacific coast states. By 1900,
however, 27,440 more Japanese had immigrated to the U.S.?® Nativists feared that the
immigrating Japanese would not Americanize and that they represented a slow invasion

force—one that was supplanting white anglicized culture as the dominant culture, one

that was taking American jobs, and one that was providing economic competition in the

" Hans Kohn, American Nationalism (New York: MacMillan Publishing, 1957), 13.

'8 John Highman, Strangers in the Land, 4.

19 yamato Ichihashi, Japanese in the United States: A Critical Study of the Problems of the Japanese
Immigrants and their Children (New York: Arno Press, 1969; Stanford: Stanford University Press, 1932),
53. Citations are to the 1969 edition.

2 |bid., 55.
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farming and retail markets. Their xenophobia was so strong that nativists gladly set
examples for the restricting of the civil liberties of anyone with Japanese ancestry.

Highman’s book uses a less analytical approach to the exploration of nativism.
After establishing his definition, he then chronologically follows changing social
opinions toward minority groups for a sixty-five year period from 1860 to 1925.
Highman takes a broad approach to the concept of nativism by covering many minority
groups; he barely touches on the experiences of Asian Americans on the West Coast
though. Discriminations against Asians are only off-handedly acknowledged in favor of
his greater analysis of the east coast with its large Jewish and Italian populations as well
as the southern U.S. with its large African American population. Highman’s discussion
of these groups still provides themes (i.e. the increase and decrease in anti-immigrant
rhetoric during a soft economy) which can be applied to a discussion of the Asian
experience. The structure of my work closely resembles that of Highman’s. Kohn writes
to explain the causes behind nationalism and nativism; Highman, on the other hand, uses
his writing to explore the results of these beliefs. His lack of depth into the West Coast
immigrant environment provides me with fertile ground to explore.

Nicholas Robins’ book Native Insurgencies and the Genocidal Impulse in the
Americas has also influenced my structure and analysis of nativism.?* Robins’ work
concentrates on Native American nativism toward the colonists in the western United
States. Robins uses three narratives showing a breakdown in relations between the
dominant ethnic group and the immigrant community to illustrate the evolution of Native

American nativism in three separate areas. He writes that these native communities rose

%! Nicholas Robins, Native Insurgencies and the Genocidal Impulse in the Americas (Bloomington &
Indianapolis: Indiana University Press, 2005).
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up to protect themselves from a group that they saw as a threat to their culture. He begins
by exploring the birth of the conflict, the encouragement by political leaders upon the
masses to rise up against this presumed threat, and finally the slaughter of white settlers.
Major differences exist in the experiences of these Native American groups and the
Japanese immigrants and the Japanese Americans. The Native American groups that
Robins discusses did not regulate white rights, nor intern them into camps. The nativist
aggression propagandized by powerful leaders who call for their fellow country men and
women to arms does, however, parallel the rise of men like P.H. McCarthy and James
Phelan.?

Mae M. Ngai’s book Impossible Subjects discusses the creation of the term alien
citizen. Ngai believes that some American citizens, who are labeled unassimilable
because of their racial and ethnic background, are presumed to be aliens by mainstream
America despite their citizenship status.?® She writes that her book charts “the historical
origins of the ‘illegal alien” in American law and society and the emergence of illegal
immigration as the central problem in U.S. immigration policy in the twentieth
century.”?* She argues that race study changed from simply looking at physical
differences by adding national origins to the mix. The national heritage of an immigrant

influenced public and political opinion toward an immigrant community. Ngai continues

22 See the September 1909 Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science for a
discussion of whether or not to exclude Asians from the United States. Of special interest is the article by
Fresno Republican editor, Chester H. Rowell, “Chinese and Japanese Immigrants—A Comparison,” in The
Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 34, no. 2, 3-10 (September 1909), who
discussed the ethnic differences between the Chinese and the Japanese. He feared that the Japanese,
although hard-working and industrious, could not be trusted because of their ambivalence toward
contractual obligations.

2 Mae M. Ngai, Impossible Subjects: Illegal Aliens and the Making of Modern America (Princeton &
Oxford: Princeton University Press, 2004), 2.

bid., 3.
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later in her work to discuss in detail the enactment and implementation of the
Immigration Act of 1924, which limited the number of non-white immigrants from other
countries into the United States. She also explores the effects of the racially prejudicial
legislation like the 1924 Act and the Japanese internment. The 1924 Act caused the
Japanese government to impose a 100% tariff on all U.S. goods and ruined the trading
business between the two countries.?

My second chapter will explore Japanese attempts to gain citizenship. Alexander
M. Bickel discusses the role of citizenship in the American Constitution in an article he
wrote for the Arizona Law Review. In this article, he explains that the topic of citizenship
was not discussed in the Constitution prior to Reconstruction except to designate who
could hold certain offices such as the presidency. He discusses the Civil Rights Act of
1866, which stated that “all persons born in the United States [...] are hereby declared to
be citizens of the United States.”®® The Civil Rights Act allowed the second generation
of Japanese immigrants to gain citizenship, while their parents were unable to become
naturalized citizens. Bickel’s article chronicles the advancement of the birth-right
citizenship topic in the political arena, and his work provides readers with a basis for
understanding how the question of citizenship has progressed historically.

Linda Bosniak defines citizenship as a means of conveying “a state of democratic
belonging or inclusion, yet this inclusion is usually premised on a conception of a
community that is bounded and exclusive.”?” Citizenship paradoxically acts as a manner

of including and excluding. It is meant, as Bosnhiak describes, to work against

% 1bid., 49.

%6 Civil Rights Act of 1866, 14 Stat. 27, April 9, 1866.

%" Linda Bosniak, The Citizen and the Alien: Dilemmas of Contemporary Membership (Princeton &
Oxford: Princeton University Press, 2006), 1.
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subordination of the general populace by those in power, but the exclusion of citizenship
and the desire of immigrants to gain citizenship status allows for the subordination of the
immigrant community. This is important to the study of the Japanese immigrants who
were denied the right of naturalization. Ngai’s book argues that, even though Japanese
immigrant children gained citizenship by birth, the nativist belief that Asians were
incapable of full assimilation forced alien citizenship status upon them.?® They might
have been legally present in the U.S., but to nativists, the Japanese Americans were not
rightfully present in the United States.

Bosniak also questions whether or not non-citizens can gain acceptance since they
are excluded. She comes to the conclusion that academics should not accept citizenship
as the normative goal sought by all immigrants, many of whom may be content with
simply adopting select cultural norms and the economic structures of the host society.
This can be seen in the different attitudes of the Japanese immigrants and their children
toward Americanization—a topic | will discuss in greater detail in the first and second
chapters. She also states that “citizenship too often seems to represent all things to all
people; in the process it is often hard to know what is at stake and how the concept
advances discussion at all.”?® Bosniak’s work influenced my understanding of the
influences of citizenship on immigration and how the denial of citizenship acts as
exclusionary concept used to govern the lives of those excluded.

Rogers Brubaker discusses the scholarly need to group races, individuals with
similar cultural backgrounds, and people with similar national origins together for

academic exploration, which he calls groupism. He defines groupism as the “tendency to

8 Mae M. Ngai, Impossible Subjects, 2-3.
 |bid., 35.
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take discrete, bounded groups as basic constituents of social life [and treat these] ethnic
groups, nations, and races as substantial entities to which interests and agency can be
attributed.”® He believes that cultures, communities, tribes, and races do not have to be
bounded together. He argues that groupism is only one way of viewing ethnicity. He
believes that scholars should view groupness as an ever-changing variable. Brubaker
does not intend to belittle the group dynamic, but instead wants to analyze the fact that
there is a dynamic and how it changes. As Ngai and Bosniak discuss, the groupness
associated with the Japanese immigrant community was not just the result of likeness but
also as a direct result of their exclusion by the rest of society, and their own attempts to
maintain their cultural heritage.

The third chapter of the paper will go beyond social fears and explore the
legislative results of nativist actions. Restrictions against the Japanese immigrants were
no longer relegated to the question of citizenship.

In his book, The Politics of Prejudice, Roger Daniels argues that prejudice is a
learned behavior, one that is pushed by both political and economic interests.** His
concerns lie with how politics can create a racially prejudicial environment with the
intent of preserving racial, political, and economic homogeneity. The influx of Japanese
immigrants to California created a large minority group. Tensions in the Pacific region
had been high since the turn of the century, and the white majority in the state feared that
the Japanese immigrant growth represented an invading force that would eventually

sweep through the country supplanting white anglicized culture as the dominant culture

% Rogers Brubaker, Ethnicity without Groups (Cambridge & London: Harvard University Press, 2004), 8.
* Roger Daniels, The Politics of Prejudice: The Anti-Japanese Movement in California and the Struggle
for Japanese Exclusion (Berkeley: University of California Press, 1962).
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within America. He writes that “the Anti-Japanese movement was in many ways merely
a continuation of the long-standing agitation against the Chinese which began in the early
18507s.”* In another book about race and the Asian American experience, American
Racism: Exploration of the Nature of Prejudice, Daniels along with Harry L. Kitano
argue that racial anger by white America ran deeper for the Japanese than the Chinese
because white America viewed China as a geographic location and Japan as a nation.*
This is perhaps indicative of the Westernization of Japan and its imperial presence in the
Pacific.

White America created a two-category racial system in the United States
consisting of whites and non-whites. The American social, economic, and political
system strove to maintain this status quo, while early academic analysis concentrated
mainly on the discussion of whether or not Asians and other minority groups posed a
threat to national survival. As the century progressed and Japan grew as a world power,
the Japanese became the central group targeted by nativism on the Pacific coast.

In the book Farming the Home Place, Valerie Matsumoto studies the forces that
shape a rural ethnic community and how these changes progress over time. She uses the
small town of Cortez, California to demonstrate the ethnic support network between the
earliest Japanese immigrants. She writes that: “Cortez illustrates the cultivation of ethnic
134

community and culture as a choice reflective of shared history and changing needs.

The influx of these homogenous communities allowed for unified strength in the face of

% bid., 16.

% Roger Daniels & Harry H.L. Kitano, American Racism: Exploration of the Nature of Prejudice
(Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall, Inc., 1970), 45.

* Valerie Matsumoto, Farming the Home Place: A Japanese American Community in California, 1919-
1982 (Ithaca & London: Cornell University Press, 1993), 11.
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discrimination, but also exacerbated existing racial fears that the Japanese immigrants
were resistant to Americanization.

Although both Daniels’ and Matsumoto’s books provide an understanding of the
influences upon American nativism toward the Japanese immigrants and the Japanese
Americans, they also give a great deal of study into the factors that existed within a
society that allow for the creation of these discriminatory laws and provide a greater
understanding of how these laws were created.

In 1913, the state of California enacted a land law which kept anyone of Asian
ancestry from owning land. It also limited the number of years that these individuals
could lease land to three year segments. Historians still debate the cause of the California
Alien Land Laws. Some like Daniels argue that racial reasons influenced the creation of
these discriminatory policies, while others argue that economic competition forced the
enactment of these laws. Masakazu lwata writes in his article about the influence of
Japanese farmers on Californian agriculture:

The Japanese worked diligently under the most trying circumstances.

Their vaulting ambitions soon enabled them to make successfully the

transition from laborers to tenant farmers. As farm operators, the

[Japanese immigrants] continued a life of struggle not only against the

elements but also against adverse social, economic, and political pressures.

But despite such discriminatory legislation as the anti-alien land laws, the

Japanese, many of whom sought protection in organization, made notable

advances in agriculture.®
The contribution of Japanese immigrant farmers upon the agricultural success of

California has been veiled by the forced relocation of the Japanese during the Second

World War. Early Japanese migrants came to the U.S. as labor for railroad construction.

* Masakazu Iwata, “The Japanese Immigrants in California Agriculture,” in Agricultural History 36, no. 1,
25-37 (January 1962), 25.
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After the creation of the Gentleman’s Agreement, many of these workers transitioned to
mine work, factory work, and large scale farm labor. Iwata writes that these immigrants
were also used as strike breakers against white unionized employees. Their willingness
to work longer hours at less pay and the resistance of white unions to include Japanese
workers gave business owners the upper hand in strike negotiations.

Japanese desires to improve themselves both financially and socially drew them
to farming, an occupation highly respected in Japan, and one in which they could control
their own destiny. lwata states that “after the first World War, agitation against the
Japanese farmers was revived. Agitators found no difficulty in winning adherents for the
Anti-alien movement among the stream of returning doughboys and workers released
from war industries, many of whom now felt their own economic insecurity in contrast to
the established position of the Japanese.”®® Despite these social feelings, Iwata’s article
reveals that the Japanese, in actuality, posed no real competition to white farmers.
Instead, they farmed areas avoided by white farmers and made these undesirable
environments fertile. They also increased food production, thereby reducing food costs.

Robert Higgs writes in his article, “Landless by Law: Japanese Immigrants in
California Agriculture to 1941,” that even before the advent of the land laws, many
Japanese immigrants did not even own farms. A study from the Immigration
Commission in 1909 shows that two thirds of all Japanese immigrant workers held
positions in agriculture with most of these individuals actually working as farm hands or
tenant farmers. Higgs’ article concentrates on farm tenancy by Japanese migrants in

California. After the first land law went into effect in 1913, ownership of land by

% bid., 30.
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Japanese immigrants sharply decreased, while land tenancy increased. Higgs’ article
discusses the economic competition that existed within the leasing of land. Out of
respect for white landlords, the California state government did not forbid land tenancy
but instead restricted it to three year increments. This allowed the white landlords to
frequently raise the lease rates of Japanese tenants, who had no other alternatives but to
pay the higher costs. It became more financially beneficial for white owners to lease
their land to Japanese families instead of white ones, who expected lower costs. Unlike
Iwata, Higgs writes that “Japanese tenants invariably occupied more valuable land than
their white neighbors; in some places, such as Alameda, Orange, Sacramento, and Solano
Counties, much more valuable land.”*” Both authors provide a breakdown of the number
of Japanese farms in select areas, but neither provides the reader with an explanation as to
the financial condition of the land. It is likely that Japanese families owned less desirable
land than tenant farmers who leased better quality and more expensive land from white
owners.

Like Daniels and Matsumoto, Higgs later blames pure racism (supported by
Japanese economic success) as the main reason for white discrimination.® Problematic
is the fact that Higgs’s structure does not quite support his final claim. Although he
states that economic desires influenced preexisting racial problems, he interestingly uses
economics to explain these racially prejudicial laws. On the other hand, lwata structures
his paper as an economic deconstruction of the land laws. He may come to the final

conclusion that no real economic competition existed between whites and Japanese, but

%" Robert Higgs, “Landless by Law: Japanese Immigrants in California Agriculture to 1941,” in The
Journal of Economic History 38, no. 1, 205-25 (March 1978), 210.
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he does acknowledge, however, that even though economic competition between the
races might have been illusory, it still existed in the minds of the white voting majority.
To Iwata, race supports economic interests, not the other way around.

Some academics focus their analysis of the land laws on the political nature of the
United States, specifically the state of California. These scholars study the political
climate, changes in majority power of a bipartisan system, or in the case of Brian J.
Gaines and Wendy K. Tam Cho, the voting records for the enactment of the land laws.
Gaines and Tam Cho study whether or not race or economics played a greater role in
political decision making like the 1920 amendment to the existing land law. They argue
“that racially discriminatory policy may be the result of self-interest and competition in
the face of scarcity or prejudices and affects based on group identities.”*® Their work
concentrates on county voting records which they use to gauge public support for the
1920 amendment. A racial cause for the enactment of the land laws would argue that an
area with a high degree of racial tension and a large minority group would more than
likely see greater backing for a law that gave the solitary ethnic group with voting rights
economic control of the environment. All of these expectations turned out to be false,
however. Instead they found that counties with lower population numbers of Japanese
immigrants and their off-spring actually gave greater support to the law, while those areas
with large numbers of Japanese farmers generally provided less backing for the law.
Gaines and Tam Cho come to the conclusion that “a simple economic model of support

for this racially discriminatory policy is inadequate because purely economic, nonracial

% Brian J. Gaines & Wendy K. Tam Cho, “On California’s 1920 Alien Land Law: The Psychology and
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variables had no effect. But a simple psychological model is also inadequate, insofar as
some of the racial variables had unexpected effects.”*® Even this quantitative study by
political scientists was unable to draw a firm conclusion, which is why my thesis does not
take a stance on the cause behind the land laws. Whether or not race, economic
competition, or politics are acting as motivations behind nativist concerns will depend
entirely upon the individual.

The final chapter of my thesis will concentrate on the nativist question of whether
or not an ethnic group has the right to exist in a select area and the creation of laws
forcibly removing them from these places. During the Second World War, propaganda
dehumanized the Japanese by making them into subhuman villains who threatened the
American way of life. Ads and literature attacking an enemy country during a time of
war is an integral part of war propaganda. The attacks upon the Japanese were, however,
not against an enemy regime (such as Hitler and the Nazis or Mussolini and fascism) but
against their very racial existence. John W. Dower explores the differences in war
propaganda during World War 1l between Germany, Italy, and Japan and how these
differences illustrate varied racial opinions toward these groups. The Germans and
Italians were never seen as the true enemy. Americans concentrated their rage upon the
ideological regimes at the head of these countries. Dower uses war posters showing
Hitler, Mussolini, and a non-descript Japanese soldier with exaggerated features to
support his theory that wartime propaganda from World War |1 revealed the racist
concept that the Japanese as an ethnic group were evil. The fact that Germans and

Italians were white Europeans provided white Americans with racial and cultural

9 Ipid., 290.
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connectivity and allowed them to view only the leaders of Germany, Italy, and their
ideological principles as actually bad.

The Japanese represented an enemy both across the Pacific Ocean but on
American soil as well. The belief that the Japanese immigrants and Japanese Americans
were incapable of Americanization, made them prime targets of nativist concerns that
these communities would ally themselves with their Japanese brethren and strike at the
U.S.* Although some fears were directed toward German and Italian Americans, their
similar skin tones, appearance, and cultural attributes allowed them to more easily
assimilate and thereby show their allegiance than immigrants from Japan.

In the book By Order of the President, Greg Robinson discusses the racial
environment that led to the creation of the internment camps.** Like Dower, he uses the
idea that some individuals within white America felt that the Japanese immigrants and
Japanese Americans represented an invasion force, and he discusses the evolution of this
thought process into the belief that internment camps were a necessary by-product of war.
Unlike Dower, Robinson does not delve into comparative study of how Americans
treated Germans and Italians versus anyone of Japanese ancestry. He instead looks at the
chronology of events related to the creation of the camps and the relocation of the
Japanese immigrants and the Japanese Americans. My thesis utilizes his concept that the
camps were the end result of a larger narrative. My work, though, gives greater detail to

the events that transpired in the decades prior to 1940, an area of focus only given brief

* See headline “Japanese Invasion: The Problem of the Hour for the United States,” in San Francisco
Chronicle, February 23, 1905 for one example of a time when the Japanese were described as a race
incapable of assimilation.
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attention in Robinsons’ work. His book instead pays great detail to the political decision-
making process involved in the creation of the internment camps. As | wrote my fourth
chapter, I found Robinsons’ work helpful in understanding the chronology of events and
the persons involved. Although both of our discussions have narrative structures, his
book looks at the process not as a decline in the social stability of a democratic country,
but as events to be explored and explained.

In War without Mercy, John W. Dower writes in greater detail about the racial
influences upon the Second World War that he only briefly covered in his earlier
mentioned article. He argues that World War Il was many things to many people. To
some it was a war with new technological innovations, while to others it was a war of
ideologies. To many, however, it was “a race war.”** Apart from the studies done of the
genocide of Europe’s Jewish population, Dower feels that racism remains one of the most
neglected aspects of World War Il. He poses the question: “When and where did race
play a significant role in the war?”* The subject of race has such broad implications,
that the thousands of books and articles written about the Second World War have only
barely touched upon the surface of possible discussions.

The idea of racial and ethnic superiority and protection allowed for a war where
the acquisition of land or the allocation of power were all divided upon racial and cultural
lines. In his article, “Under Cover of War,” Jay Winter writes: “When industrialized
nations, supported by imperial dominions, took the decision to go to war, and stayed at

war over an extended period, they opened a Pandora’s box. What they let free was a kind

%% John W. Dower, War without Mercy: Race and Power in the Pacific War (New York: Pantheon Books,
1986), 4.
“Ibid., 4.

25



of war unlike the world had ever seen before [...] which I call ‘total war.””*> Winter
argues that modern warfare grew to encompass all aspects of a country. The concept of
nationalism made the protection of the nation (including its people, places, and
mechanisms) a priority. The mobilization for total war drew every day citizens into its
maw. The peasantry, which had remained neutral during older conflicts, now helped to
produce the mechanisms of warfare: machines, soldiers, and propaganda. The concept of
total war influenced the need for the internment of the Japanese immigrants and Japanese
Americans. These individuals represented a possible threat to the American war machine
(including military instillations, sensitive information, war production, and the general
population). Nativism by itself did not call for the internment of the Japanese living on
the West Coast, or it would have happened some time before the attack on Pearl Harbor.
After December 7™, however, nativism worked in unison with American nationalism and
the country’s needs for total war to incite the creation of the internment camps.

Naturally race and culture, which had for centuries divided countries, took on an
added importance. The race war discussed in Dower’s book illustrates the evolution of
the ideology of war. Since humanity uses race and culture to define individuals, a race
war was not fought over land and power but for the domination of one race or culture
over another with land and power no longer the object of war, but the spoils associated
with victory. The true object of war became the survival of an ideal—a belief in a certain
culture’s prominence, support for a particular political system, or the presumed

infallibility of a nation’s economic structure. Whatever this ideal may be, its survival

*® Jay Winter, “Under Cover of War: The Armenian Genocide in the Context of Total War,” in The Specter
of Genocide: Mass Murder in Historical Perspective, edited by Robert Gellately & Ben Kiernan, 189-213
(Cambridge: Cambridge University Press, 2003), 189.
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was dependant upon community support. Each individual within the community played
his/her part in the success of the nation. Symbiotically, individual well-being was
dependent upon the continuation, protection, and growth of the nation.

Nativists fear that the intrusion of other groups into the home country signals the
decline in prosperity for the dominant ethnic group either as competition or as a threat to
their very racial and cultural survival—for the United States it is the survival of America
as a concept that moves nativists to fight against the inclusion of minority groups. If race
and culture is now a battlefield, then even if one’s country is not at war (as was the case
with the Japanese and the United States from 1885 to 1941), the influx of other ethnic
groups still represents a possible threat to the cultural continuation of the dominant ethnic
community. The advancements in modern technology (i.e. radio and the movies), the
attack on Pearl Harbor, and the war in the Pacific with Japan promoted the increase in
nativism toward the Japanese to rise to national levels.

A race war does not have to be defined in the same manner used by Dower and
Winter. Ronald Takaki in Double Victory takes a more positive approach to the inclusion
of race into wartime thinking. He argues that the race topics brought to the forefront
during the war allowed for social growth and eventually the equality of civil liberties for
minority groups here in the United States. Takaki believes that his book offers a different
memory of race and the Second World War. He writes:

Ordinary men and women from America’s minority communities are

given special focus. History is told from the bottom up, through the lives

of everyday Americans—Joseph Kurihara as he angrily stared at the

barbed-wire fence of an internment camp for Japanese Americans, Fred

Smith as he joined the all-black Tuskegee squadron because he wanted to

“fly and fight” for freedom, Mexican-American Alex Romandia as he

enlisted with his Jewish friends in order to show that they were “more
American than the Anglos,” Snohomish Indian Harriet Shelton Williams
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as she worked on the assembly lines of Boeing Aircraft in Washington,

and Jewish-American soldier Murray Shapiro as he wrote home from

“somewhere in Germany” to say he was “knocking on Hitler’s

doorstep.”*°
As these minorities fought for freedom in their various manners, they also dealt with
nativism, racism, and discrimination here in the United States, which parallels the
wartime cry for victory at home and abroad. Minority groups dealing with discrimination
in the U.S. believed that their show of loyalty and increased solidarity with the rest of the
country during war times would compel the enactment of equality back in the States.

Takaki also writes that the racisms of Nazi Germany forced the U.S. to put itself
in opposition to German racial policy. Takaki feels that these were the initial steps on the
road to civil rights for all racial groups here in the U.S. Although Dower might argue
that this is simply an example of American hypocrisy at work, his writing does not refute
the possibility that the wartime experiences of minority groups may have later influenced
civil rights activists. If anything the realization of this hypocrisy, related the need for
change. Takaki’s work is one of progress, while mine is one of decline. He looks to the
positive gains in civil rights in the decades to come and uses the Second World War as
the beginning of those changes. My work instead looks at the lack of civil rights and the
hypocrisies from the decades prior. | use World War Il as the culmination of

discriminatory legislation against anyone with Japanese ancestry living within the United

States.

“® Ronald Takaki, Double Victory: A Multicultural History of America in World War 11 (Boston, New York,
& London: Little, Brown & Company, 2000), 4-5.
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Methodology & Structure

The majority of my thesis concentrates on the American political and legislative
landscapes. Within a democratic nation, discriminatory laws pass because they are
supported by more than just politicians; they also have the backing of large numbers
within the American populace as well. The legal documents I use are supported by
examples of public opinion, thereby revealing how nativist fears guided the passage of
discriminatory legislation through the American legal system by democratic means.

It is important to reveal the laws at the heart of my thesis. In 1790, the U.S.
government passed a Nationality Act that allowed citizenship to “all free whites.”*’ In
1870, the U.S. passed another Nationality Act that gave citizenship rights to “persons of
African descent.”*® These two laws seem harmless in their basic essence, but became a
central concept that allowed the U.S. government to create discriminatory policy against
the Japanese. Since neither of these two documents specifically mentions anyone of
Asian ancestry, various legal entities like the Supreme Court were able to state that these
individuals were not able to gain citizenship except through birth. They labeled Asians
as aliens ineligible for citizenship.

None of the inequalities experienced by the Japanese immigrants and their
children would have been possible, however, if there hadn’t existed an atmosphere of
nativist aggression. The articles, speeches, letters, and scholarly works I use throughout
my writing will illustrate that the nativism present within the United States toward

Japanese immigration was not the work of a few individuals but a perpetuating ideal that

*" Naturalization Act of 1790, 1 Stat. 103 (March 26, 1790).
*® Naturalization Act of 1870, 16 Stat. 254 (July 14, 1870).
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grew from the West Coast, predominantly in California, to eventually encompass national
sentiment.

As earlier stated, | saw the internment camps not as a result of the war in the
Pacific, but as another discrimination following decades of inequalities. My thesis is
comprised of four chapters and a conclusion. The four chapters encompass the exclusion
of culture, the loss or exclusion of citizenship, the loss of social equality, and the loss of
freedom. The majority of the paper will move chronologically from 1885 (the point
many historians attribute to the first full scale immigration by the Japanese to the U.S.) to
1945 (the end of the Second World War).

The first chapter of my thesis introduces the Japanese immigrants and Japanese
Americans and examines the exclusion of culture. At the heart of this chapter lies the
question of and the nativist need for assimilation. In the U.S. this is called
Americanization of divergent ethnic groups. Many within the United States felt that
Americanization was necessary to protect a presumed American cultural heritage. In the
case of the Japanese, public opinion deemed them incapable of Americanization.

The second chapter of my thesis explores the period from 1885 to 1907 and
concentrates on the loss or exclusion of citizenship. This section will deal with the
beginnings of Japanese immigration, the initial cultural conflicts between white America
and the Japanese, and laws that restricted Japanese American citizenship. While the first
chapter brings up the idea that some cultures threatened American national strength, the
second chapter shows the influence of these fears upon the laws being created.

The third chapter of my thesis covers the years 1906 to 1924 and uses the loss of

civil liberties to discuss the laws that restricted equal rights for Japanese immigrants and
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their children. The California Alien Land Laws and the segregation of Japanese children
from the California Public School System both play a large part in showing how the
initial fears of a different ethnic community evolved into the need for separation of the
two groups. Like chapter two, the third chapter of my thesis shows how nativist fears
encouraged the creation of laws dismissing equality of a select ethnic community.

The fourth chapter of my thesis continues through the 1930°s and uses the loss of
one’s freedom to show the evolution of nativist fears from regional concerns to national
ones. The advent of World War 1l took the idea of separateness even further. It was no
longer enough that threatening minority groups be kept at a distance; it was now
imperative that these groups be taken away so as to negate any threat they may represent.
The fourth chapter deals directly with the power of the government to rescind personal
freedoms based on a person’s ethnicity and is illustrated by the creation of the War

Relocation Authority and the internment camps.
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Chapter 1: Nativism and the Exclusion of Culture
There are many who land here who really never get to America. They
become Americanized in everything but in heart. To teach the foreigner
English is a necessary step; but it is not an end in itself; it is merely one of
the implements of Americanization. This may hold diverse peoples
together for a while, just as economic opportunity and financial reward
may cover their isolation. But unless, in their living—rather than in their
livelihood—they daily exercise the principles on which the Republic rests,
we have among us a shell of citizenship liable to explode at the least
upsetting of economic balance, rather than the vital spirit which is at the
basis of American life."

Calvin Coolidge, 1921

The Initial Steps of Japanese Immigration

In early summer of 1900, a mass meeting gathered at the Metropolitan Hall in San
Francisco to discuss the threat of Japanese immigrants upon labor stability. P.H.
McCarthy, Chairman of the Sailors Union and Labor Council, was the main speaker and
organizer of this event meant to enrage existing fears toward the Asian immigrants and
their children. San Francisco Mayor James D. Phelan, a strong advocate throughout his
tenure in politics for the exclusion of Asian immigrants, spoke passionately about the
very survival of America as a nation. He mentioned Chinese immigration, which had
originally grown in the mid-nineteenth century during the California gold rush, had been
almost completely stopped with the induction of the Chinese Exclusion Law of 1882.

The Chinese were brought in as cheep migrant labor to aid in the completion of

the trans-continental railroad. The completion of the railroad project left thousands of

! Calvin Coolidge, “Whose Country is This?” in Good Housekeeping, 137 (February 1921), 15. Coolidge
wrote this article when he was the Vice President of the United States. He felt that the country was
originally meant to help those hard-working individuals in need of escape from religious persecution or un-
democratic governments, but had since become a dumping ground for anyone of any physical and
emotional stature. He believed that the creation of an immigration test could keep out undesirable
immigrants.
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Chinese immigrants without work and competing for other jobs with U.S. citizens.
During the 1870’s western states began lobbying for the restriction of Chinese
immigration. In 1876, a Californian ballot revealed that 154,638 individuals supported
Chinese exclusion while 883 people did not. An 1879 ballot in Nevada voted 17,259 for
exclusion with 183 individuals voting against such measures. In 1880, outgoing
President Rutherford B. Hayes enacted a treaty with China that allowed the U.S. to limit
or suspend Chinese immigration.? By 1882, the U.S. government created the Exclusion
Law as a way of discouraging labor competition by barring the immigration of anyone of
Chinese ancestry. The law stipulated that the federal government would control
immigration issues. It also banned the migration of Chinese labor for 10 years. The need
for cheap labor did not dissipate though, and the exclusion of the Chinese only left a
vacuum for other groups to fill. Around 1885 a great influx of Japanese immigrants
poured into the country’s western boarder as cheap labor for other projects and large
farms. The use of the Japanese as migrant laborers continued through 1908 when an
agreement brokered by President Theodore Roosevelt with the Japanese government
slowed the migration.

Up until the mid-nineteenth century, Japan practiced national isolationism. The
Tokugawa Shogunate prohibited emigration from Japan and isolated the country from
outside influence. The Tokugawa period came after a period of war between several
factions fighting for control before the country was ultimately united under Shogun
Tokugawa Leyasu. Although the Shogunate administered national decisions, the

Emperor of Japan was still regarded as the legitimate ruler of the country. The Japanese

2 Rogers M. Smith, Civic Ideals: Conflicting Visions of Citizenship in U.S. History (New Haven & London:
Yale University Press), 358.
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social structure during this period followed a strict hierarchical ladder that consisted of
the Samurai at the top of the system, followed by farmers, artisans, and finally traders.

Not until 1854, when Admiral Matthew C. Perry’s U.S. warships arrived at Tokyo
Bay, did the Japanese open its borders to outsiders.® The Japanese government did not
allow its citizens to emigrate to other countries until 1866. Before that time, only a few
individuals temporarily migrated for educational purposes to other countries.* In 1867,
the last Tokugawa Shogun returned administrative powers to the emperor, effectively
ending this period in Japanese history. The Emperor, however, maintained his more
priestly duties, and gave administrative powers to the Mieji Oligarchy. In effect,
parliamentary control simply changed hands from the Shogunate to another group elected
by the Emperor. This period became known as the Meiji Restoration.

The Restoration saw the opening of Japan to western influences and
industrialization. To support this rapid growth, the Japanese government increased land
taxation. Many farmers lost their land to support the industrial growth of the country. In
1884, Japan allowed their citizens to immigrate in the hopes of colonizing the Pacific
region. David O’Brien and Stephen Fugita contend that between 1883 and 1890, 367,000
farmers were forced off their property because of over taxation.> The opening of Japan
to outside trade also created extreme economic competition within the country, forcing
many Japanese families, who could now travel abroad, to search for sources of income

outside of Japan’s borders.

® This was actually Perry’s second visit. His first came in 1853, when he presented a letter from President
Millard Fillmore demanding the opening of trade. At this point, Americans were only able to trade with
Japan under the guise of the Dutch flag. Perry came with nine warships on his second visit to force a treaty.
% Yamato Ichihashi, Japanese in the United States, 3.

® David J. O’Brien & Stephen S. Fugita, The Japanese American Experience (Bloomington & Indianapolis:
Indiana University Press, 1991), 10.
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In effect, Western influence and competition from other countries, like the United
States, forced Japanese laborers to migrate to the U.S. and thereby exported the same
economic competition feared by individuals like P.H. McCarthy, who was also at one
time the head of the San Francisco Buildings Trade Council and the eventual Mayor of
San Francisco. McCarthy said at the earlier mentioned Labor meeting: “We urge the
passage of an act of Congress, or the adoption of such other measures as may be
necessary for the total exclusion of all classes of Japanese other than members of the

diplomatic staff, such a law has become a necessity.”®

Marcus Braun, an Immigrant
Inspector for the Department of Commerce and Labor, argued for the creation of an
armed guard along the U.S. borders and for a registration law, requiring all immigrants
“to register their residence either with the local police or with a special bureau to be
created for that purpose.”’ McCarthy, Phelan, Braun, and others were elected officials
and representatives of the people of California through their official positions and
organizations. | use them and others throughout my thesis as examples of nativist ideas
toward the Japanese immigrants and their children.®

The origins behind the discriminatory laws created by the federal and state
governments meant to discourage Japanese immigration can be traced back to the nativist

statements regarding the supposed dangers of Asian immigration. Japan, more than any

other Eastern Nation, tried to model itself on Western imperialist culture. Just like its

¢ p.H. McCarthy, “Would Exclude the Japanese,” in The San Francisco Chronicle, 5 (May 8, 1900), 5.

" Marcus Braun, “How Can we Enforce our Exclusion Laws?” in The Annals of the American Academy of
Political and Social Science 34, no. 2, 140-2 (September 1909), 142.

8 For contradictory arguments see Max J. Kohler, “Un-American Character of Race Legislation,” in The
Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social Science 34, no. 2, 55-73 (September 1909).
Kohler, a former Assistant U.S. District Attorney, warned about the dangers of race-discrimination, which
he believed contradicted the very core of American doctrine and showed a complete disregard for the social
well-being of these individuals.
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European counterparts, the Empire of Japan began to spread its influence throughout the
Pacific and Asian regions. Wars with China in 1894 and Russia in 1904 over sections of
Manchuria and Korea only solidified its power in the area. These conquests also
increased apprehension within the United States, which held interests in the Pacific
arena—namely its territories in the Philippines and Hawaii, which were both recently
acquired in 1898. Roosevelt trusted neither Russia nor Japan, and his motives for
creating a labor treaty with Japan stemmed from his desire for a peaceful resolution to the
tensions between the United States and the island nation. He viewed Japan as a growing
threat to U.S. interests in the area, and expressed those concerns in a letter to Captain
Alfred Thayer Mahan, where he stated: “We should build a dozen new battleships, half of
them on the Pacific Coast; and these battleships should have a large coal capacity and a
consequent increased radius of action. | am fully alive to the danger from Japan, and |
know that it is idle to rely on any sentimental good will towards us.”® Seven years later
after becoming President of the United States and two years before winning the Noble
Peace Prize for helping to end the Russo-Japanese war, he wrote:

I never anticipated in the least such a rise as this of Japan’s, but | have

never been able to make myself afraid of Russia in the present. I like the

Russian people and | believe in them. [...] But I see nothing of permanent

good that can come to Russia, either for herself or for the rest of the world,

until her people begin to tread the path of orderly freedom, of civil liberty,

and of a measure of self-government. [...] | was a firm believer in the

Japanese people, and that | most earnestly hoped as well as believed that

Japan would simply take her place from now on among the great civilized
nations. ™

® Theodore Roosevelt to Capt. Alfred Thayer Mahan (letter, May 3, 1897) in Theodore Roosevelt: Letters
and Speeches, edited by Louis Auchincloss, 94-6 (New York: Harvard University Press, 1951), 94.
Captain Mahan, a close-friend of Roosevelt’s, was an expert on naval history and tactics.

19 Theodore Roosevelt to Cecil Spring-Rice (letter, June 13, 1904) in Theodore Roosevelt: Letters and
Speeches, edited by Louis Auchincloss, 333-8 (New York: Harvard University Press, 1951), 333-4.
Spring-Rice, a British diplomat and friend of Roosevelt’s, would later serve as the British Ambassador to
the United States.
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Roosevelt feared that instability in the Pacific region would only complicate U.S.
interests in the region. Peaceful coexistence with Japan was paramount to avoiding
unnecessary conflict.

Roosevelt, who was cognizant of Japan’s growing power in the Pacific, feared
that any discriminatory laws against the Japanese immigrants might be seen as a hostile
act toward the Japanese Empire and could spark a conflict between the two nations. In
1908, he brokered a mutually beneficial accord with Japan that limited labor competition
by halting the temporary migration of Japanese laborers. This treaty is known as the
Gentleman’s Agreement and can be can be viewed as what Yuji Ichioka has described as
the defining moment that separates two phases of Japanese immigration history.**
Valerie J. Matsumoto states that the first phase of Japanese immigrant workers originally
“intended to make their fortunes and then return to their homeland. They considered
themselves dekasegi workers, only going away temporarily.”*? No longer able to freely
move between the two countries, many Japanese laborers accepted this new situation and
sent for their families to join them in the United States. Once they shifted from migrant
workers to immigrants, they moved from this initial phase to another one. Ichioka’s
secondary phase consists of the period in which the Japanese immigrants established
homes, businesses, and families within the U.S.

To better understand the Japanese American experience, one must first learn some
of the basic terms associated with this specific ethnic community. The first generation, or
rather, those immigrants who originally came as dekasegi workers (both male and

female) are known as the Issei. Ineligible for naturalization because of discriminatory

1y uji Ichioka, The Issei, 3-4.
12 valerie J. Matsumoto, Farming the Home Place, 22.
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laws placed upon Asians, the Issei did not gain the right of naturalization until 1952.
This initial generation tried to walk a fine line between the two cultures. They held
tightly to their ethnic heritage (so as to not forget where they came from), while at the
same time they adopted American customs.

The second generation of Japanese immigrants, or Nisei, gained U.S. citizenship
by being born on U.S. soil. Unlike their parents, they held dual citizenship with both the
United States as well as with Japan. They retained their parent’s Japanese citizenship,
which required that they serve in the Japanese army. As discussed during a House
Committee on Immigration and Naturalization:

Under Japan’s Nationality Law, it would appear, therefore, that every

Japanese born in America, and an American citizen under our law, is

liable to serve his time in the Japanese army, and to fight for Japan in time

of war. In order to enforce this allegiance, the Japanese government keeps

a record of all Japanese born abroad. Japanese subjects are required to

register births with the local Japanese consulate. A birth certificate is also

forwarded to the district in Japan where the parents originally lived thus

when the Japanese reach the age of seventeen, they are placed on the

military register.

The dual citizenship of the Nisei was one of the major questions regarding the
assimilability of the Japanese immigrants. What many Americans of the time failed to
realize was that most Issei did not register their children for this selective service draft

instituted by the Japanese government, therefore remaining completely anonymous. The

Japanese government though, viewed the Japanese immigrants to the United States and

¥ House Committee on Immigration and Naturalization, Japanese Immigration: Hearings on Immigration
and Naturalization on the Pacific Coast (Washington DC: Government Printing Office, 1921), 1189,
quoted in Raymond Leslie Buell, “Some Legal Aspects of the Japanese Question,” in Asian Americans and
the Law: Historical and Contemporary Perspectives, edited by Charles McClain, 3-24 (Berkeley: Garland
Press, 1994).
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throughout the Pacific as colonial agents.** In March 15, 1916, Japan instituted the
Japanese Expatriation Law, to aid second generation Japanese immigrants in severing
their ties to the nation. The law was, however, best described as a farce. It stipulated that
only Japanese minors born abroad and under fifteen years of age, or between the ages of
fifteen and seventeen with the written consent of a parent or guardian, or older than
seventeen and who had served at least two years in the Japanese army could expatriate
themselves from Japan. These limitations made it difficult for the Nisei to actually
separate themselves from Japan. The Nisei hoped to establish themselves as American
citizens not just legally but culturally as well. They did this for multiple reasons
depending entirely upon the individual. Some assimilated as a response to the racist
discrimination placed upon anyone deemed un-American, while others did so out of a

sincere desire to assimilate.™®

Japanese Immigrant Assimilation

At the time that the Japanese were emigrating to the United States, academics felt
that one of three possibilities occurred: the acculturation of the dominant ethnic
community with cultural aspects brought by the migrating subordinate community; the
accommaodation of the two groups after each adopts select ethnic characteristics from the

other, thereby bringing the two groups into a close union and eventually merging two

4 See Mark I. Choate, Emigrant Nation: The Making of Italy Abroad (Cambridge & London: Harvard
University Press, 2008), 222. Choate’s book concentrates on Italian emigration, but frequently throughout
his book, he compares Italian colonization and emigration with that of Japan’s.

15 See Lon Kurashige, Japanese American Celebration and Conflict: A History of Ethnic Identity and
Festival in Los Angeles, 1934-1990 (Berkeley: University of California Press, 2002) to learn more about
how the second generation tried to adapt to American culture and how the older generation attempted to
help them maintain cultural ties to their ancestry. He believes that the celebration of Nisei week was a
response by the Issei to ensure the survival of their ethnic heritage through the younger generation and a
common thread with immigration studies regardless of the ethnic group.
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separate ethnicities into one ethnic culture; and the assimilation of the subordinate culture
into the dominate one.*

This section of chapter one will deal with how the Issei and the Nisei assimilated
many aspects of American culture. O’Brien and Fugita state:

The Meiji Restoration illustrates a typical Japanese way of dealing with

new exigencies. As in an earlier period when they adopted significant

elements of Chinese culture, and during the post World War 11 period

when they adopted Western ideas of government and fashion—some

forcibly—the nineteenth century Japanese were able to incorporate ideas

and practices from the outside without altering their basic forms of social

organization.*’
O’Brien and Fugita call this Japanese cultural relativism, which they believe is based
upon a group survival dynamic. Because the Japanese believe that cultural ideas are not
sacred, they do not consider outside customs bad simply because they are foreign.
Instead, their cultural survival instinct looks to whether or not multiple cultural
classifications can exist harmoniously with each community adopting important aspects
of the other. They write that “the incorporation of these ‘foreign’ elements into Japanese
culture did not weaken the integrity of the Japanese social system.”*® Cultural relativism
affirms that foreign cultural elements only weaken an ethnic group if the community
assumes that any cultural aspects lost in the transition are essential to its very survival.

The Japanese felt that the survival of the group was more important than preserving

cultural traditions, styles, and pursuits. Adapting to new cultural environments and

16 See Emory S. Bogardus, “A Race Relations Cycle,” The American Journal of Sociology 35, no. 4, 612-7
(January 1930). Bogardus, a prominent American sociologist, outlined a country’s acculturation,
accommodation, and assimilation of an immigrant group. He placed these three aspects as inevitable
agents that take place over historical connections between the two divergent ethnicities. His study is
important to understanding one possible cycle followed by immigrant groups, and is also helpful to
learning important terminology related to immigration and cultural studies.
g David J. O’Brien & Stephen S. Fugita, The Japanese American Experience, 10.

Ibid., 9.
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customs meant a better chance of group survival. Mamoru Iga writes about the desire for
growth within the Japanese community: “In a closed society, it strengthened the attitude
of conformity to tradition, but in the process of cultural contact with “superior’ culture, it
implied an eagerness to learn from ‘more advanced’ countries.”*

Discriminations levied against the Japanese only encouraged the spread of
Japanese culture in select regions of the West Coast. O’Brien and Fugita write that:

One additional ‘advantage’ the Issei had over most European immigrant

groups in recreating traditional community life was that they were more

insulated from mainstream society by virtue of the more intense

discrimination against them in employment and housing. The Japanese

did not experience the kind of complete isolation enforced upon blacks, as

illustrated by the fact that most Nisei children attended public schools with

whites, but they did nonetheless live apart from white society in many

significant ways.?°
Despite this segregation, the Nisei still adopted many American concepts and activities.
They formed bowling leagues, formal dance classes, and basketball teams, which allowed
them to participate in traditional American activities while still participating in the
Japanese immigrant community.?* Nisei attempts at assimilation became known as the
beika-movement.? Harry Kitano writes that even though the Nisei were pushed to do
well in their American schools they also attended Japanese language schools. He claims
that “most Nisei who attended these schools, some for as long as ten years, are still [in

1969] unable to speak Japanese with any degree of fluency.”®® He does appreciate,

however, the many friendships he made and the memories he gained from the experience.

19 Mamoru Iga, “The Japanese Social Structure and the Source of mental Strains of Japanese Immigrants in
the United States,” in Social Forces 35, no. 3, 271-8 (March 1957), 275.
% David J. O’Brien & Stephen S. Fugita, The Japanese American Experience, 34-5.
21 H
Ibid., 36.
22 Gary Okihiro, Whispered Silences, 145.
% Harry H.L. Kitano, Japanese Americans: the Evolution of a Subculture (Englewood Cliffs: Prentice Hall
Inc., 1969), 25.

41



In 1900 the Japanese Association of America (JAA) was formed to combat anti-
Asian activity in California.?* It began receiving support from Japan in 1908 and acted
as a way of improving relations with the native masses in the United States. It was only
open to successful males since the Japanese government was trying to improve the image
of its citizens that emigrated around the world. Although Japan originally encouraged the
emigration of basic laborers, as it Westernized and grew imperialistically, the Japanese
government changed its stance and wanted to improve its national image. “In 1900 the
empire stopped the emigration of Japanese born laborers to the United States, Canada,
and Mexico, and this ban was strengthened in 1908 with the diplomatically negotiated
Gentlemen’s Agreements.”® Another group, the Japanese American Citizens League
(JACL) formed much later in 1929.% The JACL was originally comprised
predominantly of Nisei and whose goals included improved relations between Japanese
Americans and the rest of the country and the cessation of discriminatory policy against
peoples of Japanese descent. The JACL differed from the JAA in that it was not
nationally backed by Japan and was open to all sexes and classes. Although both groups
desired the cessation of anti-Japanese rhetoric, the JAA was a political move meant to
improve Japan’s image, while the JACL was an immigrant organization meant to create
unity with the native population. The JACL pushed for assimilation of the Japanese
American community to help end nativist aggression and foster unity within the United

States. Their creed dictates that:

2t Frank Van Nuys, Americanizing the West: Race, Immigrants, and Citizenship, 1890-1930 (Lawrence:
University of Kansas, 2002), 13. Van Nuys argues that Americanization was central to progressive
opinions toward immigration and that Americanization attempts in the Western United States represented a
desire to tame an uncultivated racial frontier.

2 Mark 1. Choate, Emigrant Nation, 222.

% Japanese American Citizens League, http://www.jacl.org/, accessed on October 9, 2009.
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Although some individuals may discriminate against me, I shall never

become bitter or lose faith, for | know that such persons are not

representative of the majority of the American people. [...] Because |

believe in America, and | trust she believes in me, and because | have

received innumerable benefits from her, | pledge myself to do honor to her

at all times and all places; to support her constitution; to obey her laws; to

respect her flag; to defend her against all enemies, foreign and domestic;

to actively assume my duties and obligations as a citizen, cheerfully and

without any reservations whatsoever, in the hope that | may become a

better American in a greater America.?’
Research compiled by the JACL lists that fluency in Japanese by the Issei was 100%.
This language ability declined to 19.3% with the Nisei. Japanese Buddhist affiliation
dropped from 62.6% with the first generation to 36.1% with the second generation. And
participation in Japanese American community activities such as reading a Japanese
American newspaper and community help in securing employment both dropped from
91.4% to 64% and 95.9% to 50.6% respectively. Most of the statistics compiled by the
JARP (Japanese American Research Project) show an even sharper decline with the third
generation—only aspects dealing directly with the family unit seemed to rebound
slightly. The importance of family continuity, help securing employment, and parental
marriage influence each showed slight increases from the Nisei to the third generation.?®

Although the Nisei viewed themselves as American citizens and wanted to
participate in uniquely American activities, they also respected the cultural traditions of
their parents. David K. Yoo writes that the Nisei “formed Japanese clubs in high schools

and colleges.”? During World War |, anything that was deemed as un-American came

under attack. The Japanese Language schools were criticized, but most Japanese

%" David J. O’Brien & Stephen S. Fugita, The Japanese American Experience, 40.

%8 Eric Woodrum, “An Assessment of Japanese American Assimilation, Pluralism, and Subordination,” in
The American Journal of Sociology 87, no. 1, 157-69 (July 1981), 161.

# David K. Yoo, Growing up Nisei: Race, Generation, and Culture among Japanese Americans of
California, 1924-49 (Urbana & Chicago: University of Illinois Press, 2000), 9-10.
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Americans argued that the schools simply complemented their U.S. education and did not
hinder their assimilation. Yoo writes that textbooks and teachers at these schools
“encouraged the Nisei to be good Americans and become fully conversant with life in the
United States. [...] The Japanese consulate thought of the schools as part of the larger
Americanization effort. In Contrast, Japanese associations, geared to immigrant
concerns, viewed the schools in more nationalistic terms.”*® Some language teachers
might have had sincere desires for their students to fully assimilate, but the second
generation needed little reminder from their parents, teachers, or the rest of American
society that they were American citizens of Japanese ancestry.*!

There are two sides to the scholarly debate regarding the assimilation of the Nisei.
On one side of the issue lies the Assimilationist camp, who argue that the second
generation rejected their parental heritage and assimilated because they truly desired to
adopt presumed American cultural norms. On the other side of the debate, the
Revisionists contend that the Nisei assimilated as a response to the racisms and fears
present within American society during this time period.

The truth probably lies somewhere in between these two arguments. Some Nisei
assimilated to American culture because they knew that greater separation from their
parent’s cultural beliefs would aid in their acceptance within the United States. The
desire for social acceptance can be a strong attraction for people, but sometimes it has
absolutely nothing to do with the avoidance of the social outcast label. Other individuals,

however, want to act a certain way simply because that is how they choose to be. Many

% bid., 29.
%! 1bid., 29.
%2 Lon Kurashige, Japanese American, 3-4.
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people react to negative social constructs by accepting those who shun them in an attempt
to avoid being cast as the social “other.” Only this argument puts the entire decision
making process as a reactionary result of outside influences and neglects the idea of
agency held by the Nisei. It assumes that this younger generation had no control over
their own future—that they were simply reacting to aspects already present within the
social fabric of the time. One has to consider that many Nisei assimilated of their own
free will and not as a reaction to the nativism present in Californian society. To project a
single expectation upon an entire minority group with individuals from different family
backgrounds with variant life experiences, opinions, and personalities together remains

just as neglectful as the nativist stance that casted all Asians into one large group.

Nativism and Americanization

At a 1916 convention regarding citizenship, Woodrow Wilson stated that
Americanization should come naturally to immigrants. He compares it to an “infection”
and calls it “a process of self-examination, [and] a process of purification.”** The
concept of Americanization is similar to assimilation; only it expresses an even stronger
connotation where the immigrant is not simply required to assimilate to the political and
economic structure of the dominant ethnicity, but to acquiesce to every single aspect of a
believed cultural heritage.

Assimilation expresses the adoption of the existing political system, the economic

structure, outward cultural attributes (i.e. language, styles of dress, and activities), and

* Woodrow Wilson, “On Citizenship,” (address, Citizenship Convention, Washington, DC, July 13, 1916)
in The Messages and Papers of Woodrow Wilson, edited by Albert Shaw, 290-4 (New York: The Review
of Reviews Company, 1924), 294.
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other inward cultural concepts (i.e. behavior). It does not expect the complete dissolution
of the immigrant’s culture. Instead assimilation is an aspect of culture that may happen
naturally. Richard Alba and Victor Nee discuss a race relations cycle presented by
Robert E. Park and Ernest W. Burgess in 1921. Park and Burgess discussed the fusion of
the immigrant group with the dominant ethnic community. They believed that the
minority community would eventually share the historical memories, sentiments, and
attitudes of the majority, thereby being incorporated into the cultural community.** Alba
and Nee believe that “this definition does not appear to require what many critics assume
assimilation must—namely, the erasure of all signs of ethnic origins. Instead, it equates
assimilation with the social processes that bring ethnic minorities into the mainstream of
American life.”*® The specification of Americanization, rather, reveals the expectations
of the dominant cultural community to be the complete submission by the immigrant
population in the adoption of social and cultural standards. Milton M. Gordon supports
that: “Social assimilation does not require the complete identification of all the units, but
such modifications as eliminate the characteristics of foreign origin, and enable them all
to fit smoothly into the typical structure and functioning of the new cultural unit.”*® Alba
and Nee agree with Gordon’s view that assimilation does not require complete
submission, but they do have a problem with the lack of regard for a multi-ethnic
society.>” Gordon’s race relations cycle presents the concept that a minority group will,

after a time, naturally and completely assimilate to the dominant cultural standard. This

* Robert E. Park & Ernest W. Burgess, Introduction to the Science of Sociology (Chicago: University of
Chicago, 1921), 735.

* Richard Alba & Victor Nee, “Rethinking Assimilation Theory for a New Era of Immigration,” in
International Migration Review 31, no. 41, 826-74 (Winter 1997), 828.
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differs from Alba and Nee, who feel that assimilation does not require a complete
transformation.

In his book on assimilation, Nathan Glazer discusses the “decline in the positive
attitude toward the term “assimilation.””*® He cites the First World War as the catalyst
for the negative transformation of academic opinion toward assimilation. Glazer’s work
was published before the September 11" terrorist attack, and because of this, he believes
that assimilationist numbers are relatively small. His goal is not to support
assimilationism but instead to reveal that even during relative times of peace, assimilation
is still a powerful force affecting racial and immigration discussions within the United
States.®® Author Noah Pickus also believes that assimilation only became viewed as a
bad concept after World War 1. He differs from Glazer, however, in that he argues for
what he believes are the positive effects of assimilation. He contends that cultural
monoism supports nationalism, which “makes both liberty and justice possible” in the
United States.”> What Pickus calls assimilation bears resemblance to Americanization.
Assimilation is something that may occur naturally, while Americanization is the
expected outcome for immigrants, or what Pickus would describe as a necessity for a
successful America.

Americanization can also be a governmental policy, while assimilation is
something that may occur over time. Progressives felt that Americanization was central

to the civilizing of the American west, which at the onset of the twentieth century was

% See Nathan Glazer, “Is Assimilation Dead?” in Annals of the American Academy of Political and Social
Science 530, 122-36 (November 1993), 122.

% 1bid., 123.

0 Noah Pickus, True Faith and Allegiance: Immigration and American Civic Nationalism (Princeton &
Oxford: Princeton University Press, 2005), 153.
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still a frontier land. The formation of educational groups like the Bureau of Education
aided in the federal government’s attempts at Americanizing immigrants. Frank Van
Nuys writes that the “federal bureaucrats’ endorsement of education for Americanization
reflected the progressives’ faith in the power of education as well as education reformers’
recognition of environmental forces in shaping individuals.”** Van Nuys quotes the
Federal Commissioner of Education, Philander P. Claxton, who likens Americanization
to a form of enlightenment.** To further encourage Americanizing education, the federal
government formed a National Americanization Day Committee tasked with the job of
planning and implementing an Americanization Day celebration on July 4, 1915.%

In reality, a one true American culture has never existed. America is a
combination of separate ethnic and racial groups that have come together under the flag
of support for democratic and capitalistic opportunities. This is why democracy and the
importance of its survival are central to American nationalism. Democracy becomes the
shared origin for these disparate groups. No true American culture exists for immigrants
to assimilate to, but a large majority of the American populace has created a single
imaginary American culture from democratic expectations and unified cultural desires of
the dominant white Anglicized majority, whose cultural beliefs, in actuality, are derived
from various customs through cultural accommodation. Americanization has the
expectation of cultural genocide toward any cultural differences or ethnic groups it does

not openly bring into its amebic structure.

* Frank Van Nuys, Americanizing the West, 42.
2 1bid., 42.
“ |bid., 44.
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Around the turn of the twentieth century, Americanization required some
immigrant groups to completely conform to presumed cultural norms, while others it
coldly deemed incapable of any true or lasting alterations. Ethnic communities like the
Japanese immigrants and their children fall into this second category and act as
opposition unifiers of the general population by having the mantle of “other” placed upon
them.

The melting pot concept championed by many within the U.S. connotes the idea
that America is a nation of many nations where many immigrant groups have come
together—each adding their own ethnic distinctiveness to society as a whole, thereby
changing and being changed into a vast indistinguishable mass of people. The melting
pot theory does not accurately describe American cultural society though. John Highman
writes: “In some degree a multi-ethnic melting pot indubitably has worked—but so
imperfectly, so inconsistently, so incompletely! It worked, but it did not prevail.
Whereas virtually all of the local or tribal identities that the people of this country
brought with them from other lands have been obliterated, every one of the racial and
national groupings that was created in America has stubbornly persisted.”** The melting
pot view does not truly express the intentions of Americanization. Nor does it truly
describe an American community with hundreds of subcultures divided by regional and
ancestral customs all maintaining their own insular identity, while prescribing to the basic

economic and political constructs of the United States.

# John Highman, “Problems of Assimilation in the United States,” in Major Problems in American
Immigration and Ethnic History, edited by Jon Gjerde, 16-22 (Boston & New York: Houghton Mifflin
Company, 1998), 17-8.
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In his book on second generation Japanese immigrants, David K. Yoo discusses
the cultural experiences of the Nisei and how they dealt with American racisms toward
inclusion and assimilation of Asians. He mentions the acculturation of select parts of
European immigrant heritages upon the American social conscience:

European Americans, by virtue of their “whiteness,” occupy an unmarked

category that privileges it as normative. [...] Inasubtle turn, ‘cult of

ethnicity’ proponents have reasserted the virtue of Anglo-American

assimilation as the American way, reinscribing the past to reflect one

nation, indivisible. In this schema, St. Patrick’s Day, Columbus Day, and

Oktoberfest are really celebrations of ethnicity more than they are about

being Irish, Italian, or German American. Hence all Americans can

become “ethnic’ and embrace these festivals.*

The participation in ethnic festivals and holidays by completely divergent groups within
the country also acts as an example of how European immigrants influenced the body
politic. At the beginning of the twentieth century, the country viewed the acculturation of
Japanese customs with extreme fear and resistance. The Japanese, like their European
counterparts, were expected to Americanize, and although Calvin Coolidge, in the earlier
mentioned quote, wrote about the need for all immigrant groups to Americanize, he
ignored how the general populace had adopted at least some aspects of European
immigrant ethnicities.

The early part of the century saw the creation of the Asian Exclusion League in
California as a response to the immigration of the Japanese into the area. Quoted within

a 1911 proceeding, the Exclusion League outlined the importance of their existence and

the necessity of separating ethnic communities incapable of Americanization from the

** David K. Yoo, Growing up Nisei, 9-10.

50



rest of the country.*® It stated that individuals from certain racial groups (in this case
Asians) held physical and mental characteristics passed down through generations that
would mark “them as separate and distinct people with us but not of us, they become a
source of trouble and of possible danger. [...] Therefore it is of the utmost importance
for a nation, and especially in case of a republic, to have a homogeneous population.”*’
Americanization is a representation of the nativist concern that a non-homogenous
society is vulnerable to outside cultural threats. A single cultural community within a
nation dissipates loyalty questions. As shown in the Exclusion league quote, many
within the United States, especially those with political power and public influence, felt
the Japanese incapable of Americanization. It is useful to mention that some felt
anglicized white America also incapable of any form of cultural assimilation. John P.
Young, a reporter for the San Francisco Chronicle, argued that white America and the
Japanese were polar opposites, who would always be reticent of cultural and ethnic
submission. He called them both “unassimilable races” and believed that it was
dangerous to bring them into close contact.*® Nevada Senator, Francis G. Newlands, also
agreed that the survival of the two groups depended on complete separation, thereby
avoiding a social Darwinist clash for ethnic supremacy. He wrote: “Race tolerance [...]

means race amalgamation, and this is undesirable. Race intolerance means, ultimately,

race war and mutual destruction or the reduction of one race to servitude.”*® Newlands

% Asiatic Exclusion League, “Asians Cannot Be Assimilated,” in Major Problems in American
Immigration and Ethnic History, edited by Jon Gjerde, 278-80 (University of California Berkeley:
Houghton Mifflin Company, 1998), 279.
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felt that contact between two unassimilable ethnic groups would eventually lead to race
conflict and the inevitable conquest of one over the other.

Mae M. Ngai discusses the paradoxical effect of the separation of immigrants into
segregated communities and the use of the term unassimilable alien. She argues that
immigrants inhabit homogenous communities as a response to forced separation. These
areas are then labeled high crime regions consisting of ethnic groups who refuse to
Americanize. She writes: “Indeed, the association of these minority groups as
unassimilable foreigners has led to the creation of ‘alien citizens’—persons who are
American citizens by virtue of their birth in the United States but who are presumed to be
foreign by the mainstream of American culture and, at times, by the state.”*® By
separating immigrant communities, American society works against greater inclusion of
the minority group and reinforces the status of non-assimilation.

U.S. nativism thrives upon the belief that some minority groups pose a threat to
national stability. Theodore Roosevelt wrote about the importance of Americanism in a
letter to Stanwood Menken, the Executive Director of National Security League.”® He
stated that “unless we are Americans and nothing else, we are not a nation at all—and
thoroughgoing preparedness in time of peace against war—for if we are not thus
prepared, we shall remain a nation only until some more virile nation finds it worthwhile

to conquer us.”>?

Within the Industrial Commission’s Report on Immigration in 1901,
Cleveland L. Dam, an attorney at law for the city and county of San Francisco, stated:

“The Japanese stop at nothing, evidently imbued with the idea that he represents a

% Mae M. Ngai, Impossible Subjects, 2.

*L A non-profit, non-partisan organization dedicated to higher military budgets.

*2 Theodore Roosevelt to Stanwood Menken (letter, January 10, 1917) in Theodore Roosevelt: Letters and
Speeches, edited by Louis Auchincloss, 7107 (New York: Harvard University Press, 1951), 710-11.
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superior civilization.”® The fear expressed by Cleveland Dam that the Japanese viewed
themselves as a superior race stems not from anything done by the Japanese immigrants,
but from the nationalist argument that the United States is superior to other nations and
the nativist fear of being supplanted or proved incorrect. The rise of Japan as a national
power and rival in the Pacific region fed the nativism expressed by Dam. Racial and
cultural connections of native born white Americans to white Europeans allowed for
greater inclusion. The differences in national heritage, cultural traditions, and race
created a divide that separated white America from those individuals with Japanese
ancestry and fed nativist fears of Japan as a national rival.

In my introduction | used a speech by San Francisco Mayor James D. Phelan. In
the latter part of this speech, he discussed the fall of the Roman Empire and how outside
immigration brought about its decline and eventual downfall. “This is not a labor
question,” he said.>* Just like Rome, the immigration question is central to the survival
of America, its government, its ideals, its people, and its Anglicized cultural and ethnic
identity. Chester H. Rowell, editor for the Fresno Republican Paper, stated that:

Against Asiatic immigration we could not survive. The numbers who

would come would be greater than we could encyst, and the races who

would come are those which we could never absorb. The permanence not

merely of American civilization, but of the white race on this continent,

depends on our not doing, on the Pacific side, what we have done on the

Atlantic side. [...] There is no other possible national menace at all to be

compared with this.”>

Nativists feared that the Japanese only partially adopted American cultural values

for financial gain and not out of a sincere desire to Americanize. At the earlier

%% Cleveland L. Dam, “Affidavit of Mr. Cleveland L. Dam,” in Reports of the Industrial Commission on
Immigration 15, 767-8 (Washington DC: Government Printing Office, 1901), 768.
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mentioned labor meeting, McCarthy also stated “that the assumed virtue of the Japanese,
I.e., their partial adoption of American customs, makes them more dangerous as
competitors.”®® Coolidge, the eventual President of the United States, articulated that the
refusal of an immigrant to completely adopt American cultural norms would leave the
individual as “shell of a citizen” and a problem for the entire nation.>’ He also felt that
all immigrant groups needed to be restricted and tested to make sure that they were “not
inconsistent with American institutions.”®® The cultural relativism practiced by the
Japanese differed from its American counterpart, which labeled the survival and
protection of ideological principles, such as democracy, as the defining characteristic of
its cultural strength. Both groups and individuals remain subordinate to these ideologies
and are meant to service the continuation of these cultural tropes.

The Americanism described by Theodore Roosevelt is based on the protection of
concepts and our loyalty to the institutions that support them. He felt that it was the
responsibility of everyone within the country: every man, women, and child to aid in the
Americanization of immigrants. Gayle Gullett in her article on women progressives and
Americanization in the early part of the twentieth century argues that women actively
participated in the Americanization process of immigrant groups. The California chapter
of the Daughters of the American Revolution, the California Federation of Women’s
Clubs, and the National General Federation of Women’s Clubs took up the
Americanization campaign. Gullet states: “The ultimate goal of Americanization was to

transform rural peasants of dubious national loyalties into contented and reasonably

% P H. McCarthy, “Would Exclude the Japanese,” 5.
> Calvin Coolidge, “Whose Country is this?” 15.
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rewarded American workers who accepted the elite leadership of American society.”>

Progressive Americanizers wanted to mold workers into loyal employees and citizens.*
In 1907, the North American Civic League for Immigrants (NACL) formed in New York
City. Just like the women’s organization mentioned earlier, the NACL harbored the
progressive idea that education in the home and in the work place would cultivate good
behavior by laborers." The group became so popular that it spread across the country
and eventually had an immigrant aid center in Los Angeles.

Roosevelt believed that it was the responsibility of the general American
population to provide immigrants with American cultural values, therefore protecting the
nation by forcing the immigrant to dismiss their original national allegiance and shed
their old traditions. The immigrant does this by adopting the shared historical narrative
of the dominant group and makes it their own: Italians no longer consider themselves
Italian or even Italian Americans but instead Americans with a prideful connection to the
nation’s democratic origins and concerns for its ultimate future. The migrant group also
takes pride in the influence they bring to the shared American historical narrative which
continues to evolve by adding other immigrant group narratives and incorporating them
into its over-arching discourse. The immigrant experience eventually becomes a part of
the shared national heritage and contributes to the entire national origin. The historic
significance of Ellis Island and the increase of European immigration to the U.S. during
the early twentieth century is no longer a concern but now an important aspect of

American history. Connecting immigrant groups in this manner to the dominant ethnic

% Gayle Gullet, “Women Progressives and the Politics of Americanization in California, 1915-1920,” The
Pacific Historical Review 64, no. 1, 75-94 (February 1995), 75.
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community can dissolve nativism associated with a particular ethnic group. This concept
works for nativism when it is driven by economic, national, and cultural concerns. When
nativism is supported by racial reasons, however, it creates a wall between the immigrant
group and social acceptance. So while some nativists will accept the immigrant group
once they feel the community has sufficiently assimilated, has adopted a new national
allegiance, or does not pose a real economic threat, others may still denounce
immigration of this particular ethnic group, based purely on racial differences.

In the 1930’s when Japan was again at war with China, many Japanese
communities here in the United States became very active in fund raising projects to help
Japan. Jonathan Dresner writes in his review of a posthumously and only partially
completed book by Yuji Ichioka that this created a great deal of tension between the Issei
and the Nisei. The patriotic support of their homeland was mainly supported by the older
generation, while the Nisei, “organized under groups like the JACL, were largely
uninvolved or actively hostile to Issei efforts to engage them in Japan-orientated
activities, and American authorities were suspicious of this unassimilated minority.”®

Although the Japanese faced great hurdles in their attempts at social acceptance
because of national, cultural, and economic reasons, racial differences remained a
problem for the Japanese who immigrated to the United States. Nativists who held racial
views toward the Japanese were always going to see them as a threat to national stability,
cultural dominance, and economic strength. These race-based nativist fears influenced

the creation of discriminatory naturalization laws in the United States. Just as the

Japanese immigrants faced an up-hill battle to prove themselves culturally to the rest of

62 Jonathan Dresner, Review of Yuji Ichioka, Before Internment: Essays in Prewar Japanese-American
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the country, they also had to fight for citizenship status—a subject | will explore in my

next chapter.
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Chapter 2: Nativism and the Exclusion of Citizenship
The time has come, in my judgment, when the United States, as a matter
of self-protection and self-preservation, must declare by statutory
enactment that it will not tolerate further race complications upon our soil.
Our country, by law to take effect upon the expiration of existing treaties,
should prevent the immigration of all peoples other than those of the white
race, except under restricted conditions relating to international commerce,
travel, and education.*

Francis G. Newlands, 1909

Race Competition and the Fear of Increased Japanese Immigration

In September 1909, Senator Francis G. Newlands from Nevada stated the above
quote in an essay he wrote regarding immigration issues. He argued for race segregation,
not within the United States alone, but throughout the entire world. He thought that it
was unfair for the U.S. to ask Japan to restrict its peoples from coming to the United
States since the U.S. government would never enact such a restrictive law against its own
people. He believed, however, that it was the responsibility of each nation to stipulate
what immigration into their respective countries they would allow, thereby avoiding race
competition all-together. Newlands did not argue that the Japanese were incapable of
Americanization, but he did contend that “two such powerful races, of such differing
views” should refrain from living in the same territory.? Pragmatically, he felt as if it
was in the best interest of the entire world if national borders were racially divided so as
to avoid ethnic conflict.

The headline for the February 23" issue of the San Francisco Chronicle stated in

extremely large bold letters: “JAPANESE INVASION: THE PROBLEM OF THE

! Francis G. Newlands, “A Western View of the Race Question,” 51.
2 -
Ibid., 50.
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HOUR FOR THE UNITED STATES.”® This headline was atop the 1905 issue of the
Chronicle, and was meant to garner public support and encourage awareness to the
growing Japanese immigrant population in California. Mae M. Ngai writes that by
giving the government the power to regulate immigration, in essence it presumes that
immigrants represent potential agents of a foreign country.* She contends that in truth
immigrants have traditionally come to the U.S. not as troops in an eventual conflict, but
as individuals seeking personal and familial improvement or to escape persecution.

Early twentieth century nativists feared the ramifications of increased
immigration and a decline in native born numbers. Some nativists did not view the
Japanese immigrants as direct competition, but rather, as an inferior race, which would
ultimately dilute American strength and eventually lead to the failure of the American
nation. Declining birth rates within the white American community exacerbated fears of
“race suicide.”® General Francis Amasa Walker, President of the Massachusetts Institute
of Technology, looked at population statistics and forecast racial doom for Anglicized
white America. Walker, a follower of Social Darwinist theory and an active nativist, had
also served as the President of the American Statistical Association in 1882 and the
Superintendent of the 1870 and 1880 censuses. Although Walker’s nativist fears focused

on the immigration of individuals from Eastern and Southern Europe, his arguments and

® Headline “Japanese Invasion: The Problem of the Hour for the United States.” Beginning with the
February 23, 1905 issue of the newspaper, the San Francisco Chronicle began releasing regular articles
about the so-called “Asian threat.”
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statistical calculations were aligned with those made by the Japanese Exclusion League.
In an article for The Atlantic Monthly journal, he wrote: “Only a short time ago, the
immigrants from southern Italy, Hungary, Austria, and Russia together made up hardly
more than one percent of our immigration. Today the proportion has risen to something
like forty percent, and threatens soon to become fifty or sixty percent, or even more.”®
Walker labeled these individuals as “beaten men from beaten races” who he felt
represented the worst societal failures.” Paradoxically, it is these same societal failures
that he feared would overrun the United States, therefore succeeding in the U.S. because
of increased numbers and declining birth rates of Anglicized white American citizens.
The transcripts from a 1911 Asiatic Exclusion League meeting stated:

Don’t be deceived by any delusive hope that the yellow race can possibly

become amalgamated with the white race in this country through

intermarriage. The very thought is preposterous and revolting in view of

their physical, mental and moral differences. [...] We must, as a nation,

take immediate and vigorous measures to stop further Asiatic immigration,

for what will be the fate of the nation when the white race is

outnumbered.®
Three years later, Francis A. Walker, wrote a book on economics and statistics. His book
explored in great detail population statistics, industrial and agricultural numbers, gender
and political calculations, and many other statistical influences upon and within the
United States. He even dedicated entire chapters to immigration and the degradation that

it caused within the U.S. He cautioned that the decline in native born white Americans

was due to the increase in immigration.® Walker felt that Americans pulled away from
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the competition for industrial jobs, but also refused to do the lowest forms of day labor.
Native born white families shrank as parents refused to bare sons and daughters in a
society they disagreed with.’ In 1912, Russian born statistician, Isaac A. Hourwich,
published his book on immigration. In his chapter titled Race Suicide, he attacked
Walker’s theory of declining birthrates and the increase of immigration. He argued that
the decline in native born births should be attributed to the switch within the U.S. from an
agrarian lifestyle to that of an industrial one.

Walker used census data from 1820 to 1890 and theories regarding population
increases to support his ideas toward declining birth rates. Hourwich wrote that Walker’s
“conclusion illustrates in a striking manner the effect of a preconceived idea upon the
reasoning ability of a scientific writer.”** Hourwich referred to a point in Walker’s book
where he had discussed the 1870 census results. Walker had written about the social
changes happening in the United States as American society industrialized and had
claimed that it was absurd for statisticians to continue applying former birth rate
calculations to projected population numbers in lieu of societal changes.*> He had argued
that native birth rates would continue to decline each decade because families no longer
required many children to run personal farms. Hourwich agreed with Walker’s idea, but
he felt that Walker let his nativist leanings subjugate his scientific conclusions regarding
immigration issues. To disprove Walker’s claim that immigration had caused native birth
rates to decline, Hourwich wrote that “the number of children under five years of age to

one hundred women of the child-bearing age decreased in 1810-1830 by 9.9, and in
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1880-1900 by 9.4. Thus the twenty-year period of recent immigration did not
substantially differ in this respect from the time when, according to General Walker
himself, immigration had not affected the birth-rate among native Americans.”*® Even if
native birth rates were not slowing as a result of increased immigration as Walker had
cl