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including generous donations and loans, free meals for the poor and elderly,
and the enforcement of unwritten law and order within the immigrant society.*”
Often, the crime syndicates placed Japanese association affiliates under their
thumb, as they habitually manipulated association leaders with money and the
threat of violence.”

However, moral reform was ultimately doomed for another reason: the
subsiding of the organized anti-Japanese movement. During the early 1920s,
the U.S. Supreme Court categorically ruled the Japanese to be an inadmissible
race that deserved neither citizenship, land ownership, nor agricultural ten-
ancy.”* By classifying the Japanese as racial pariahs along with the Chinese and
other Asians in no uncertain terms, the court thus nullified the foundations of
the Issei’s reformist endeavors. So different were the Japanese from the white
race that no moral uplift or cultural assimilation could overcome the chasm.
Although elite Issei did not discard their sense of superiority to the Chinese
and compatibility with the whites, the American judicial system declared the
Sinified state of the Japanese to be simply a matter of their “Mongolian” ori-
gin—one that could neither be discarded nor covered by cultural changes or
assimilation. Symbolizing the decisive triumph of racial exclusion, the National
Origins Act of 1924 dealt the coup de grace to transnational collaboration in
immigrant control, since its ban on immigration from Japan deprived the Jap-
anese associations of their delegated administrative functions and state-
authorized disciplining power. Then, in April 1926, with the formal severance
of their relations with Japanese diplomats, the Japanese associations found their
control network and their influence collapsing rapidly within the ethnic com-
munity.”

Yet, convergences and divergences among Japanese in the United States,
and between them and people of Japan, were more complicated than the re-
lations revolving merely around the networks of the Japanese associations and
the questions of immigrant moral reform and assimilation. Institutionalized
racism provided another crucial context, in which a different kind of social
formation transpired within the American West and between the two empires
during the first two decades of the twentieth century. Unlike the re-form of
the immigrant masses, which aimed to construct a community of civilized
citizen-subjects according to a modernizationist hierarchy of class and culture,
the simultaneous development represented the making of new relations of
power in terms of the wholly different logic among three racial(ized) groups—
America’s Japanese minority, American whites, and imperial Japanese—in a

transnational space.
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revealed the futility of the modernist belief that the Japanese should be able
to become honorary whites through acculturation. Whereas moral reform
could only precipitate a limited degree of community formation among lead-
ing Issei, the collective racial experience of Japanese immigrants conjoined
them beyond other kinds of differences. By 1924, zaibei dobo forged a genuine
awareness of their restricted lives in the United States, on the one hand, and
their emigrant perspective and interests vis-a-vis those in imperial Japan, on
the other. Tracing the developments in racial subordination to white America
and of the Tssei’s parting from their homeland, this chapter delineates the mak-
ing of an American minority, who engaged but never fully belonged to either

racial empire.

THE ANTI-JAPANESE MOVEMENT AND RACIAL
SUBORDINATION

In the historiography of Japanese immigrant history, the first quarter of the
twentieth century is generally narrated according to the “politics of prejudice,”
in which a call for Japanese exclusion grew from an agenda of organized labor
and its allies in California to a major issue of contention on Capitol Hill.
Having fought hostilities, discriminatory practices, and racist laws exhaustively
bur unsuccessfully, Japanese immigrants of the mid-1920s knew all too well that
they were subject inextricably to the regime of institutionalized racism regardless
of differences in age, social background, gender, occupation, and wealth. While
the laws prescribed the universal definitions of the Issei’s hegemonized state in
America, the varied dynamics of local political economies produced diversified
patterns of Japanese-white relations that were nonetheless hierarchically defined.
In particular, landless Issei farmers and members of the working class faced
intensified dependency, and propertied rural immigrants and urban residents
were placed under the forces of racial containment during the decades of Jap-
anese exclusion.

Japanese dependency was the most common pattern of racial subordina-
tion, especially in rural districts of the West, where a majority of Issei engaged
in agricultural pursuits. Prior to 1941, the nature of relations between Issei and
whites was often predicated on a shifting mode of farming and land tenure. In
California, as in other Western states, most Japanese agricultural landholdings
were leased or contracted farms, but types of tenancy underwent constant
change in the white-controlled agricultural economy. Between 1907 and 1923,
the percentage of farm tenancy seldom fell below 8o percent. From the first
decade of the 1900s, cash tenancy was dominant, and it peaked in 1920 with

an aggregate 192,150 acres. Three years later, the combined total of cash and
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share ”le.ases plummeted to 131,991 acres, while the farms under “croppi
tracts” jumped to 109,756 acres. Then, in 1929, these three forms I;IE ?g oy
accounted for only 166,762 acres combined, while the land under the cul fvation
of salaried “foremen” reached a total of 104,560 acres.> These shifts i; thatlon
tenancy resulted from the enforcement of the alien land laws, whose rest?g)g:'lese
on.theu land leases concomitantly helped to reconfigure th’e pattern of Tnlf .
actions between Issei farmers and white land owners. From the outset hef-
relations unfolded vertically rather than horizontally within the preexisti . e:li
order of the West, but Issei could still negotiate or challenge [t)he S sten ;o il
state and fe‘deral governments completed legalized Japanese CXCII};SiOII’I: E‘E:;
Western agriculture. By the mid-1920s, however, interracial relations were
co}:testabl; to the point of nearly total Japanese dependency on proper;:(;
w o
ten:;:i;-w o could arbitrarily dictate the use of a few loopholes for their Tssei
TI‘IC u?terracial situation in Walnut Grove, California, exemplified what
trans‘p1.red in many other Japanese farm settlements during that period. Sol T
consisting of tenant farmers, the community had the most common at.terne}fi
]apanes.e immigrant agriculture. Situated in the Sacramento River delt}; Walno
Grove 1nclud‘es a vast acreage of reclaimed peat fields where a handfu’l of Ellll—t
ropean Americans monopolized land and power once the United States gained
control of the area. Beginning in the early 1890s, Japanese entered the %e ion
as farm hands, supplanting the Chinese population after their exclusion. I\iost

Table 3.1. Japanese Agricultural Landholdings in California, 1905~1929

Own
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. > 775 62,048
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s 74,36 336,721 23,608 390,635
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— 62, 152,000 145,000 349,000
- 1773 131,991 109,756 304,520

9 57,028 166,762 104,560 328’ 350
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rural Japanese farmers came from the ranks of enterprising dekasegi migrants,
who worked on farms and invested portions of their earnings as a stepping-
stone to tenant farming—a main path toward upward mobility in the Western
economy. As they accumulated capital and learned farming methods, Japanese
tenant farmers appeared increasingly in the delta, as in many parts of the West,
by the first decade of the twentieth century.? While the numbers of Issei share-
croppers and cash tenants there jumped from 254 and 102 to 360 and 198,
respectively, the aggregate acreage under Japanese cultivation more than tripled
from 2,100 to 7,124 acres between 1904 and 1905, with the especially conspic-
uous rise of the cash-tenancy ratio from 12 to 27 percent.* The white domi-
nation of resources, combined with the exorbitant prices of farmland, none-
theless thwarted Issei land ownership in Walnut Grove.
The quick growth of an Issei farming class in the delta coincided with the
cultivation of asparagus. Issei discoveries of niche crops that white farmers
tended to neglect—such as asparagus, berries, celery, onions, potatoes, and
cantaloupes—enabled them to dominate the production of those crops
throughout the Western states. In Walnut Grove, the success of Kamajiro Hotta
at cultivating this cash crop led to him being dubbed the Japanese “asparagus
king” and induced other Issei to follow.> When Hotta settled in the delta in
1904, no Japanese was reported to have raised the crop; within five years, Issei
asparagus farms increased to 5,549 acres, or half of the aggregate Japanese acreage
in Walnut Grove.®
Despite these impressive statistics, Japanese tenant farmers worked under
the rigid control of white landlords and other business interests, who hand-
somely benefited from their relationship to the immigrants. The Pacific Rural
Press described how the largest land owner in the delta region, Alex Brown,

managed his asparagus farms under Japanese cultivation:

The Brown acreage is leased to tenants who occupy nineteen different

camps and each with 100 to 175 acres; though 100 acres is about as
much as one camp can handle rightly. Tenants furnish labor only, and
get 60 per cent of the crop. They sublet the cutting to [Issei] contractors
at about $1.20 per cwt. . . . Cutting requires about 20 men per 100 acres.
Hauling, washing, culling, and cutting to proper lengths requires five

men more per 100 acres.”

After cutting asparagus, the Issei farmers delivered the crop to a packing shed
operated by Brown, from which the land owner shipped it to the New York
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successful “farmers” in the rep ile hi i
' glon, while his Issei sh
plan;\ed,‘tllled, and harvested the asparagus fields. Teeppen actally dleared
by o I;g:;?St this backdrop Japanese dependency gradually took hold. Propelled
o cones ns over the u(?checked expansion of the Japanese in agriculture, state
cats intervened on behalf of wary white £ i :
: er armers and residents with
Zse t(;) ;ucu(linscnbmg the modes of Japanese land tenure. In general lanvzillowir-l
o [; g erf: share t’enancy to cash leasing because of jts larger pr:)ﬁts as ex
conf;; He dln Brown’s case. Under sharecropping agreements, the land ’owner;
ed every aspect of farm operations in exch plyi
: e | : ange for supplying | -
lmg necessities, a}ild financial assistance. Cash leases, many larf)ioyr(rilsg fjllllj;lfagrm
€ssees too much autonomy, allowi e o
ot of e o 28 Y; ing workers like Horta to keep too large a
Enacted in 1913, California’ i
! , a’s first Alien Land Law i
| . produced -
:onllllc c.ondxt:;n that unilaterally favored white landlords. In keepi;gsjv?zetcg
uphemism “aliens ineligible for citizenship.” h imi X
A . el ! p," the law limited Issei land |
;c: itdree years in addm(?n to banning their land ownership, which facili:;t:i
te Ean corzersmn f’f Issei farming to “cropping contracts,” a variation of share
¢y- £ cropping contract gave no legal rights over the land and was an

this mode of i i i
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market and to a nearby cannery® This system worked so well for Brown that
it brought net profits of $40 to $50 per acre. Since he had nearly 2,700 acres
under asparagus cultivation around 1918, his annual net profit could reach as
high as $135,000. This land owner—tenant nexus made Brown one of the most

h . . .
k fa«’f:lgrer Iissel farm operations in the short term. Like their fellow Issei tenant
iy : ; sc?where, the Japanese of Walnur Grove continued to expand their
; g¢ during the latter half of the 1910s. As the aggregate figures of Japanese

6s
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leases in California more than doubled from 179,509 actes in 1909 to 360,329
acres in 1918, so too did the land cultivated by the delta Issei increase from
9,445 acres to 16,541 acres.”® And during the First World War, as figure 3.1
shows, the Japanese share in the production of the niche crops exceeded the
80 percent mark. Economic empowerment helped to offset racial dependency,
which progressed less visibly.

Landed whites and agribusiness interests began to fear a possible change in
the status quo in California agriculture and racial order in light of the steady
Japanese economic ascent. Through the 19108, what they characterized as the
Japanese “invasion” took various forms in the Western states. In central Cali-
fornia, for example, growing land ownership among local Issei accounted for a
major part of the racial “problem,” while the formation of ethnic wholesale
concerns and produce markets contributed to their economic competitiveness,
or “menace,” in other places.' In southern California, a “horizontal and vertical
integration” of niche farm industries brought together wholesale, retail, and
production into the composite ethnic economy. This enabled local Issei to
participate with Italians and Chinese in the operation of the City Market of
Los Angeles (Ninth Street Market), which competed with the older, Anglo-
dominated Wholesale Terminal Market (Seventh Street Market).'* Given these
developments, as the election of 1920 approached, incumbent U.S. senator
James D. Phelan and committed exclusionists like V. S. McClatchy agitated for
a more stringent alien land law in order to hold Japanese immigrants in check
and to “keep California white,” a political platform that met with enthusiastic
support from many disgruntled Californians.

What occurred in Walnut Grove was illustrative of the impact of the new
Alien Land Law (1920), which was designed to counterbalance Issei economic
strength with their intensifying dependency on white patrons. In the delta, the
local Caucasian population felt threatened especially by the Issei efforts to build
their own asparagus cannery, spurred by the dramatic expansion of Kamajiro
Hotta’s asparagus farm. In addition to his original 400-acre farm, Hotta had
leased in 1917, under a cash rental arrangement, 1,000 acres, which he had
sublet to other Issei.!s In 1920, the asparagus crop on this farm was ready for
its first harvest. In tandem with the 5,755 acres of asparagus under cultivation
by other Japanese growers in the delta, Hotta’s 1,400-acre farm appeared to
hold out the promise of controlling supply in the market, since the Japanese
acreage in Walnut Grove would amount to nearly 60 percent of the aggregate
12,000 acres in the entire state. Seeing this as their best chance to gain auton-
omy in farming, local Issei asparagus growers, who had already formed a guild
to challenge the white landlords” control, began to draft blueprints for a can-
nery, and by March 1920, the immigrant press joyously predicted that a
Japanese-owned cannery would “come to reality before long.”™”
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This turn of events particularly offended Alex Brown, who had already
been forced by collective bargaining to raise the crop share of his tenants in
1918. As the largest landlord in the region, he brooked no further attempts by
the Japanese to establish themselves as autonomous farmers. At this juncture,
Phelan and exclusionist groups sponsored an initiative to amend the 1913 Alien
Land Law. Intended to deny Japanese tenancy altogether, the new land bill
offered a practical solution to the local Japanese problem that Brown and
other land owners faced. Because even Hotta’s farm was under a cash lease, a
ban on Japanese immigrant tenancy would nullify the Japanese cannery plan.**
Indeed, after passage of the law in November 1920, all talks of a cannery
ceased among the delta Japanese, exemplifying the poisonous impact that le-
galized racism had on the lives of Issei farmers in California and, subsequently,
in other states.

In the years to follow, Japanese-white relations were transformed in terms
both of legal and economic practice and of Issei consciousness. First, insti-
tutionalized racism in agriculture circumscribed the Japanese vision of social
existence within the narrow bounds characterized by dependency. Not only
did legal deprivation strengthen the dominance of propertied whites, but it
also cemented their hierarchical relations so firmly that there was no longer
much room for Issei to be able to negotiate, much less challenge the regime
of consolidated white power in the American West. Without legal entitlement
to tenancy, Issei farmers found it virtually impossible to defy their landlords,
who could now dictate the terms of their relations in the local political econ-

omy at will. White elites still tolerated the presence of the Japanese, contin-
uing to employ Issei farmers rather than lose a good source of profits and able
caretakers of their land.’ As long as such financial incentives remained avail-
able, the situation did not cause most Issei significantly greater difficulty than
the post-1913 adjustment, and yet, they now were almost totally dependent on
the whim and favor of their landlords. In Walnut Grove, a contemporary ob-
server noted that “the close entanglements of interest” between white landlords
and Issei farmers made the former still willing to offer a “verbal promise to
perpetuate [the Japanese] farming endeavor.” In the central California town of
Hanford, the situation was similar, but reportedly, local Issei farmers “were put
in such a precarious position as to live continuously with a deep sense of in-

security.”?

Indeed, in light of the contingency of economic ties, white paternalism
was never a reliable insurance. With their steadfast grip over rural Japanese
engendered by the law, land owners could—and often did—mistreat Issei ten-
ant farmers if and when such actions served their financial interests. A Japanese
diplomat chronicled how some Japanese in Placer County found themselves

left to the mercies of white exploitation:
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Th.ose who have verbal agreements for cash leases with landowners th
tetically have maintained close economic tjes for a number of ars, ad
so have sharecroppers built a relationship based on mutual trus};eaIr o
ality, these growers never ceased to encounter one trouble after z;n;ltljcm_
because they are an easy prey to deception. . . . The [Issei] farmers ;r)
cannot seek help from the authorities [due to their illegal leases], ;rzv ’

placed under the thumb of landowners and fruit-shipp;
-sh
control the marketing of the crop.2! ruit-shipping houses that

Extre.me abuses of course convinced many to give up on farmin h
case in the central California community of Armona where the %;is oty
of ISSCI. éen;nts left for urban areas or other states 22 Yet, for those th) nt?lzgetc}il
to avoid the worst abuses a i i
capricious favor of landlords Zfd'telr)i:zz.ﬂs’ e ol beter o count on the
The'practice of dependence on white paternalism notwithstanding, there
was a brief moment when Japanese farmers envisioned collective resistga’nce
a viable option. This popular struggle, spearheaded by ordinary Issei resid N
was short-lived, lasting only from 1921 to 1923. Paradoxically, when the she;lvtvs—,
down was all over, the poignant memory of their common experience in defe
cor.npounded Issei feelings of being a subordinate minority under consolid ezt
white Power. In this sense, the significance of the mass resistance la s
much. in the act of protest in and of itself but in s impact on they ont lso
consciousness. While failed resistance further reinforced the general pr s a;
dependence, it expedited the process in which a racialized identi ; ac““fbo‘
doho took shape among these Japanese in America. v s
Initiﬁlt thccla h.eart of this struggle and transformation was the cropping contract.
itially, during the first half of 1921, a large number of Issei tenant far
switched, or planned to switch, to that mode of farming, for it was stillal ngs
jhnd ezsy loophole that allowed them to remajn virtual sharecroppers ; iﬁl(—e
too;i J;nost landed w%ute's were no longer dissatisfied with their relationship
i panese, exclusionist zealots continued to press the state government
or vigorous enforcement of the law and prosecution of evasions. The croppin
c?ntract bec?.me a prime target of this racist judicial effort, and in the suriile%
of 1921, California’s attorney general, Ulysses S. Webb, himself an ard d
vocate for Japanese exclusion, declared in no uncertain terms that the o 'a ,
contract vsias a form of lease, and therefore illegal 24 TOPPIE
Vleszfszrszttasd; sgﬂilethlast bzstlor? of Japanese immigrant agriculture pro-
S a 110n ;n resistance of unprecedented form and scale.
iy a;d Commuiiarc elc.> urban mercha.nts and intellectuals set collective
s e ity po icy mandatefs, hl.<e moral reform, which usually
wnward within the hierarchy of Immugrant control mechanisms under
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the Japanese Association of America (or its equivalents). By contrast, this pop-
ular struggle emerged from rural farm districts where most ordinary Issei re-
sided, thereby thrusting #heir concerns and #heir desires on those in the cities.
For the first time, the Issei masses formed a tangible and formidable political
force within Japanese immigrant society, marking a significant shift in power
relations and community representation.?> When the core of their self-interest
was in peril, the apparatus of immigrant control conveniently functioned as
a vehicle for ordinary residents to have their voices heard by the elite and
their concerns reflected in its agendas and programs. Not only did residents
take advantage of the Japanese associations on their own behalf, but they more-
over tried to quell the racist assault by turning the American judicial system

against it.
By the fall of 1921, Issei farmers of northern and central California had
already reached a consensus about pursuing test cases against the Alien Land
Laws in the courts. Given the ambiguous legal status of the cropping contract,
the Japanese thought it offered the best chance for defending their interests as
de facto sharecroppers. Following Webb’s statement, rural representatives met
in San Francisco on September 2, 1921, to demand that the Japanese Association
of America immediately seek a test case concerning the legality of the cropping
contract. The San Francisco elites dragged their feet, first consulting the Japa-
nese consul and requesting his assistance.? No sooner had this inaction become
public knowledge than rural Japanese association affiliates began to take direct
action, lambasting the central body as “useless” and its leaders as “inept”—a
rare instance of outright defiance.?” Backed by popular demands, for example,
the Walnut Grove association leaders held a joint conference with their coun-
terparts from nearby Courtland and Isleton, where they agreed to persist in
pressing the Japanese Association of America for a test case. On October 2, the
region’s Issei leaders traveled to San Francisco to meet with other representatives
from throughout California, but there was still no response from the central
body. Disappointed, the delta’s Japanese farmers assembled for a second time
and argued that in view of the situation local residents should be prepared to
deal with the crisis on their own. To fight for their survival, the immigrants
declared that they must disregard the established order of the community hi-
erarchy in their quest of a judicial solution, even if local residents had to bear
the financial burden.?®
The wrath directed against the Japanese Association of America in the fall
of 1921 mirrored the urgency of the situation for great numbers of Issei farmers
in California. In the north and central valleys, the majority of Japanese tenants
expected the renewal of their leases in October or November 1921.%° Because
they had believed in the legality of the cropping contract, they had assumed a
simple transition to this arrangement. Nevertheless, as Webb’s announcement
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forecast the real possibility of prosecution, white landlords began to cancel
refused to enter into cropping contracts with the Japanese. Accordin tse v
source,.many Issei in the counties of Placer, Yolo, and Tulare had alrefd bone
placed in such a predicament by the end of October, and those in Sacrar}rll o,
Sol?.no, San Joaquin, Stanislus, and Kings counties were on the verge of ler%to’
their contracts. The acreage under the threat of state prosecution argnountocsimg
more th?n 90,000 acres, or about 30 percent of the total Japanese 1 . 'to
Jore than panese leases in
SOCia(t)i;anO;tiJ;r 13, I?izl;llovgliwclllelmed by popular pressure, the Japanese As-
erica finally filed a bill of ¢ i i
test case, followed by another lawsuit that chc::lrg;l;;ttﬁoer baarf fggi‘;ﬁ?ﬁﬁw
stocks in landholding companies—an issue that imperiled man farmo o
Fresno and Yolo counties.?! Similar grassroots efforts compelledythe Czrs 1;11
Japanese ‘Association of Southern California, based in Los Angeles, to contr
thé constitutionality of the ban on leasing, which was most crucial t’o this ntes’t
irrf:ls::(}ilents. .Afterfthe Wtai;shington state legislature passed its own Alien Landaie;\f
e spring of 192 ati i
" Ownpt estgcase'?z 1, the Japanese association headquarters in Seartle sponsored
Two years later, the Issei’s legal battle ended in great disappointment, Th
prospect for the cropping-contract case looked deceptively bright at 'ﬁrste
,

?»vherjas most other test cases in California and Washington were quickly re
ected. i i :
j On December 20, 1921, a lower court in California upheld the Japanese

ar p 9 3]
gulnent that tlle Cro plng contract was not in VlOlatlon Of thC 1920 statute

which the state of California swiftly appealed to the U.S. Supreme Court. In
the meantime, while other Western states, including Arizona in 1921 ;Lnd

Oregon, Idaho, and Montana in 1923, enacted almost identical laws against

Japanese immigrant agriculture, the Supreme Court also heard and rejected

Japgl}ese plea for citizenship in the historic Ozawa 2 U.S. decision ofJ I X
dec1‘s1on that made the application of the alien land laws to unnaturallgizazl;lEl
Issei a permanent fact of life., Consequently, Japanese farmers of the Amer; X
West.brac'ed anxiously for the definitive judgment on the last bastion of ];CE:-I
nese immigrant farming, but in November 1923, the Supreme Court failed 51

Issei, declaring the cropping contract to be illegal. )

Dumb-founded,” the immigrant press uniformly expressed disbelief and

anger after the ruling, which nonetheless soon gave way to a call for acqui
cence.*® Having exhausted every means of fighting legalized racism, “most q:c:es_
irs cznnnot but engage iI} farm labor from now on,” wrote the Rz;ﬁ} S/az'niov(‘)}
inC;:e engdeles rfemgnedly. Tt will surely be painful to bear the downfall from an
Sacrfme ent farmer to a mere laborer, but nothing can be done about it.”* A
" nto Japanese daily urged readers to accept the grim reality with good
gtace and endeavor to procure the “sympathy” and “trust” of white landlords
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through hard work.?> Speaking of the social status that wo’uld necessitate S;ii
attitudes, one editorial compared Issei to burakumin, Japan’s outa(ﬁsi: iro;.pir i
was often thought to be of alien origin, and another paper 'iar“ 1\;3[ ed tne; 2
to those they viewed as marginalized and powc?rless races, like A exlffl t,Issei
menians, Poles, and Negroes.”?® These comparisons 'p01gnant1y s ov‘v A?n >
collective consciousness began to incorporate the notion of‘ ]a[?t.lese in tOoe;licn
being socially and racially subordinate at the core, as deplCt(? in ; car on in
a San Francisco Japanese daily (fig. 3.2). Interviewing Issei 1nht le r.mal e
California town of Suisun, a Japanese diplomat reported th'e.psyc ological s ald
of rural residents: “[Japanese farmers] are in such low spirits. . . . One wou
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FIGURE 3.2. Issei under Racial Subor . . .

Printed at the height of exclusionist agitation, this 1921 cartoon exemplifies an el;‘nergm:c:n
sense of the collective self among many Japanese immigrants. Here a strLt‘gngg. ssei 1}111
personifies the “Japanese in America.” Despite his heavy bundle, labeled “exc usion,” he
still envisages a better future. In English and to the right in Japanese, the weeping sun

promised him: “Be patient and do your best, someday you will win.” Reprinted from Shin

Sekai New World, San Francisco), Jan. 21, 1921.
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feel as if the [Alien] Land Law of 1920 and 1923 had robbed them of their arms
and legs, leaving no autonomy to them. When land ownership and leases were
legal, they had so much hope and vigor; today, all you see are dejected old
men.”¥

Adding nuances to this process of racial formation, however, the Issei’s
chorus of acquiescence also manifested a future-looking rhetoric that attempted
to mitigate their degraded position in American society. When addressing the
issue at hand after the Supreme Court ruling, immigrant writers chanted a
specific Japanese phrase, innin Jicho (prudence and perseverance) as if it were a
new motto for all Japanese in the United States. Reified in the cartoon, the
concept corresponded to what the empathic Sun advised the struggling Issei
omnisciently: “Be patient and do your best; some day you will win.” Not only
did it offer confused immigrants direction, the promise of innin jicho also
helped them to historicize their bitter experience as simply an unexpected set-
back. Because the land laws applied only to the immigrants, their negative
effects would pass with the growth of Japanese American citizens, the Nisej.
Believing that their subordination was tied to their legal status, not to racial
heritage, many Issei felt that this was a temporary situation. Rather than wasting
their time lamenting what they had lost, the immigrants agreed that they might
as well consolidate forces and rebuild the ethnic agricultural economy.?® The
situation, in their opinion, would only improve if they persevered, hence they
accommodated racial subordination as a matter of expediency.

Whereas the legal defeat placed rural Japanese immigrants in utter depen-
dency, the Issei’s consent to their powerlessness ironically spared them from
total exclusion from Western agriculture. Among available loopholes, the “fore-
man” system emerged as the most prevalent replacement for the cropping con-
tract. This method allowed Japanese to maintain a standard of living equivalent
to tenant farmers, while playing the role of salaried workers. It of course re-
quired the blessing of landlords even more than a cropping contract, and de-
pending on the degree of interracial bonds, there appear to have been many
variations of farm foremanship. In Holister, California, for example, many Issei
foremen received a flac salary of $300 every month, three times greater than
the income of a mere laborer ($80-$100), while their Vacaville counterparts
tended to use the foreman arrangement simply as a front for sharecropping.
Walnut Grove Japanese, meanwhile, preferred to combine a monthly payment

0f $100 to $175 with an annual cash bonus of $2,000 to $3,000.3° Foremanship,

albeit a symbol of racial subordination and economic retreat, still enabled many
Issei to remain forward-looking, since they thought the arrangement continued
t0 help them lay sound foundations for the next generations. In this reconfi-

Buration of race relations in Western agriculture, however, Japanese tenant farm-
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ers coalesced an awareness of being a minority with their understanding of their
collective self on the basis of their frustrated past struggles, restricted present
circumstances, and shared optimisms for the future.

While dependency accounted for the situation of most rural Japanese, land-
holding Issei experienced a different kind of racial subordination. In California,
the farms under Japanese land ownership constituted between 10 and 20 percent
of the aggregate acreage from 1907 to 1923. The ratio of Issei land ownership
in Washington, on the other hand, neared 30 percent around 1923, due likely
to the absence of an alien land law in that state until 1921.% Despite this
relatively low percentage, propertied Issei tended to concentrate in certain rural
areas, engendering distinct race relations there. According to the 1914 California
data, landholding Issei farmers of Fresno and Los Angeles counties controlled
about 24 percent and 12 percent, respectively, of the total 29,735 Japanese-owned
acres in the state. In smaller communities, like Florin, Vacaville, Loomis, and
especially Livingston, Japanese farmers held markedly higher shares. In other
states, similar patterns of concentrations were evident, as in Hood River in
Oregon.# These communities and regions witnessed different patterns of
Japanese-white entanglements than the tenancy-dominated areas.

Around 1920, many Issei land owners encountered the forces of racial con-
tainment, whereby they were forced into living in accord with the will of their
white neighbors despite their ostensible autonomy. The passage of the alien
land laws effectively arrested the expansion of independent Japanese farming,
squeezing the settlements of Issei land owners into tighter areas. California
landholding statistics reveal a steady decrease in property from 74,769 acres in
1920 to 62,773 acres in 1923 and to 57,028 acres in 1929.# As landed Issei saw
their settlements diminished under the pressures of legalized racism, they sought
a greater degree of integration into the local white societies and political econ-
omies. While Japanese tenants seldom collided squarely with their landlords
over economic issues, independent Issei farmers tended to compete directly with
their white neighbors, which reinforced strained relations and the latter’s fever-
ish support for discriminatory legislation. Out of concern for their own survival
and for interracial peace at the local level, these Issei often became obsessed
with their image as loyal community members, and therefore they allowed the
dictates of local whites to take precedence over general ethnic concerns when
necessary.*

The central California town of Livingston offers a good example of Issei
containment. Known as the Yamato Colony, the ethnic community there
started with the expansionistic vision of Kyutaro Abiko, publisher of the Ni-
chibei Shimbun, who imagined an agricultural settlement comparable to New
England’s original Puritan colonies. In 1906, Abiko formed a landholding com-
pany and purchased 3,200 acres of undeveloped land in Merced County. The

74

ZAIBEI DOHO

tract was subdivided into 4o-acre parcels,

1v.vho V;iilhed to settle permanently as pioneer farmers and live frontier Christian
11ve:s. us, the Yefmato Colony consisted solely of land-owning farmers, who
at(eir or'ganlzed. their own agricultural cooperative equipped with a packing’ shed
and private rajl'road platform.# After enlarging the Yamato Colony by addin
1;1o.re tracts, Al?lko proceeded to establish a similar agricultural colony in neigh%
or1r(1ig Cortez in 1919—when exclusionist groups were engaged in a fierce prop
aganda campaign focused on the Japanese “tak 7 iforni ,
i paien | Japanese “takeover” of California before the
Led by the coalition of the Livingston Board of Trade and the Farm Center

Tapa . .
. Jap nese advocates organized a local political movement specifically tar-
geting the influx of new Issei settlers into ¢

he region. Many whi
believed that Abiko : “Yw ite townspeople
vasion” was financed by Tokyo to advance “a great Japanese in-

" in the area. In January 1920, they hastily resolved
nouncing “No More Japanese Wanted Here” alongside the
at both ends of the town.4s Although local agitators stressed
the arrival of “low class Japanese,”

which were then sold to Issei families

anti

to erect signs an-
highway entrance

th that they opposed

! not the current Issei residents

described as “high class men,” this distinct; i e e
s Inction came with a veiled threar. These

agitators effectively demanded that Japanese land owners align with th
w1tl‘1 their compatriots who wished to move to the Livingstgn—Cortez Zm’ n/it
an informal conference with Issei residents, the director of the whiterel?:; t
Center atrgued: “[Wle don’t want them [new Japanese settlers] and T am szf;
you dqnt want them either. . . . You must join us in this movement ro prot
youlr] interests as well as ours. We must work together.” To local Ja anp efft
consequences of declining this “proposal” were frighteningly clear-pa esei)t ?
exclusionists had already threatened in a mass meeting “to treat r’ 1130 N
who might sympathize with the [low-class] Japanese.”46 e
The.r.esponses of Livingston Issei illuminated their “fragile position” in th
%ocal political economy despite their landed status. e Japancse rer
idents were fully aware that their own safety and li
they were left with no alternative than to join for
fight against “Japanese invasion.” As soon as the
Yamato Colony Association (Y CA) convened an e
oyerwhelmmg majority voted to stage an exclusionist campaign of their o
First, the).r decided to circulate a petition to all Japanese households in Livivrin.
ston, urging them to pledge steadfast opposition to the entry of an .
]apane.se into Merced County. The YCA formed a three- e
;c:mmittee to severely p}mish anyone who refused to sign the petition. As an
toa::ja:gzo E:e fz(;rnrlm;umty,‘ the}t: then. sir'lgleﬁi out a renegade who had prepared
s peration by bringing in new Issei tenants and workers.
set up a sort of kangaroo court to coerce him into abandoning the

 Because the Japanese res-
velihoods were under threat,
ces with local whites in their

uproar began, the Japanese
mergency meeting, where the

person disciplinary

75




CONVERGENCES AND DIVERGENCES

plan, which this man did at the loss of several thousand dollars already invested
in the project.® Pitting the “interests” of Livingston Issei against those of their
co-ethnics, white racism induced local Issei farmers to act as accomplices in
blocking further Japanese settlement and land acquisition in the area.

The local exclusionist pressure was so strong that Yamato Colony Japanese
continued to pursue interracial “cooperation” despite criticisms from their fel-
low Issei, who reprimanded them for their “shameless treachery” and “disloy-
alty.”® Faced with ostracism from their compatriots, Livingston’s Japanese res-
idents were compelled to defend their position by issuing a statement in the
Japanese immigrant press. It argued that local Issei had never approved the
injustice of racism per se, but they had to “respect” the prevailing “public
opinion” there. In the document, the YCA president emphasized that the spe-
cific social dynamics of Livingston required this response. The solution to race
problems must first take into account the “locally particular circumstances,” he
reasoned, dismissing any criticisms without such consideration as “worthless.”
And their informed compromise, according to the YCA statement, had helped
to rehabilitate the Japanese race in the local perceptions.*

Ever faithful to the cause of their neighbors, a Livingston Japanese repre-
sentative also appeared with white exclusionists before a congressional hearing
on the “Japanese problem,” testifying against further immigration from Japan.
Asked if he thought there were “enough” Japanese in the United States, the
Issei told the chairman: “I think it is quite hard to Americanize [them]. I think
we have plenty of foreigners in this country; that we should first Americanize
those foreigners who are here, and after that I think it is better to prohibit the
newcomers.” Following this statement, a local white leader unabashedly praised
this Japanese speaker—and other Livingston Issei in effect—for their cooper-
ation and loyalty to Livingston, while hinting at a contrarily sinister image of

the rest of the Japanese in California:

(Iln about February or March Mr. [X] lived here actually in danger for
the attitude he took in attempting to solve the problem locally in Living-
ston; and also in Oakland and San Francisco, Mr. [X] was in danger
when he was there [to explain his position to other Issei]. His thought is
in harmony with ours, and we have these people [Japanese residents in

Livingston] with us.”!

By adhering to this accommodationist thinking to the temporary detriment
of ethnic unity, Livingston Issei sought further integration into the local society.
They collaborated with whites in forming the Livingston Anti-Japanese Com-
mittee, which served as “an American-Japanese clearing house for all matters
affecting the two people[s] in the district.”>? By stipulating a local ban on the
sale or lease of land properties to Japanese, the institutionalized interracial part-
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nership decidedly slowed down the
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and localized efforts to contain Issei in Littde Tokyo and other “colored” sec-
tions.

Influenced by the statewide exclusionist movement, anti-Japanese agitation
surged in Los Angeles around 1922. In the district of Rose Hill, the acquisition
of a residential tract by an Issei-owned firm stirred a commotion. While housing
was being built, nearby whites threatened to destroy the construction company
unless it scrapped the project. The same year, a proposed plan for a new Jap-
anese Methodist church building met staunch opposition from the neighbor-
hood association of Pico Heights. In 1923, an Issei found that the house he had
just acquired in the Belvedere section of Los Angeles was burned in an arson
attack, and afterward white residents erected a “Japs Keep Out” billboard. In
Sherman, an immigrant family encountered anti-Japanese signs, placards, and
banners when they moved into a new house there. Hollywood emerged as
another hot spot for segregationist activities. Local whites sought advice from
veteran agitators in Pico Heights and Belvedere, and, in a combination of
political lobbying and intimidation, they used the newly established Hollywood
Protective Association to fight “the invasion and colonization of the Japanese
in that section.”® Such racist harassment successfully deterred Issel residential
development in Rose Hill, frustrated the establishment of Japanese Christian
churches in Pico Heights and Hollywood, forced the Japanese family to aban-
don their property in Belvedere, and likely discouraged other Issei from moving
to new neighborhoods.” This experience taught the area’s Japanese immigrants

that white America would not tolerate them unless they remained segregated
in Little Tokyo.

Whether through dependency or containment, by the mid-1920s, racial
subordination had become the inescapable reality that pragmatically oriented
much of Japanese immigrant life. When the National Origins Act added further
insult by terminating Japanese immigration, no visible uproar or anger ema-
nated from Issei, who racher calmly interpreted it as a natural culmination of
the white supremacy that they had fought in vain. On July 1, 1924, the day
that the law became effective, an Issei woman resignedly wrote in her diary,
“We, the [Japanese] residents in America, are so accustomed to the unfair treat-
ment that this immoral nation has waged upon us, that we no longer find it
unfair. We are made to take it as business as usual.” A Los Angeles man likewise
recorded the community consensus, noting that “the Japanese in America. ..
do not seem to think much of it any longer.””®

Vernacular newspapers all expressed similar sentiments, but they valorized
the idea of innin jicho (prudence and perseverance) as usual. While lamenting
the “failures of the past twenty-some years of struggles against white exclusion-
ists,” the Shin Sekai of San Francisco expressed an ironic sense of closure and
determinedly swore to still “work out our destiny by ourselves.” Right after the
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passage of the law by the U.S. Congress, the immigrant newspaper wrote: “No
it is al% over. ... We are clearly branded as pariahs in America. . . . Yet 'eve V;
[America] dealt with us as pigs, or perceived us as dogs or cats we rmist fon 1
on -our work obstinately.” Admonishing against “rashness,” S’eattle’s Taib C:S
Nippo echoed the importance of innin jicho by urging r:eaders to “bﬂl "l”
concerned with defending [their] interest.” A few months later when t}el Oln .
was enforce:fi, the Nichibei Shimbun repeated the prevailing view in its ediior?:lv
statement: “[W]e can easily lose our livelihood in America unless i
... to our [new] circumstances.”>® e
’ Candidly admitting that there existed very few options or leeway, the Rafu
Shimpo of‘ Los Angeles summed up the situation for all Japanese re;idents i
the.Amencan West at this juncture. If an immigrant wished to stay i hn
United States, he could not but “resign to the reality of being excludeg ’frA; f
one“who found it too hard to swallow would either have to “return to .]a ay”
or “leave for other countries.”® Accepting their shared status as pariah -
hence a Prerequisite for remaining “the Japanese in America.” As rﬁuch :s ‘:;s
long social process of marginalization contributed to the Issei’s feelings of y
ness, they also crafted their racial consciousness calculatedly in ordergto “azrcll?:
inate ... to [their new] circumstances,” “defend [their] interest,” and above all
wor.k out [their] destiny” in the United States. Such mental’ (re)orientati ,
pr?wdec’l for what an Issei leader aptly characterized as their emergent “s i:l' 105
alliance,” or a teleological collective identity, as racially subordinate.5! P

ISSEI “DIASPORA”: AN ESCAPE FROM RACIAL
SUBORDINATION

While most Issei chose to stay, many immigrants rejected lives under the com
mand of another race. In order to break away from such social conditioni —
they left the United States for their homeland, or for third countries nlllng,
they believed they could remain “the people of a first-class nation.” ”_ET: zre
parture of these people further accelerated the formation of a relativel' cohesi :
self—contamf.:d group by moderating the multiplicity of racial identizfies Witl:’ir;
thebpopu!atxon. AccoFding to U.S. government statistics, annual Japanese dis-
Zm arkation peaked in 1923 and 1924. An analysis of the occupational break-
own reveals that the figures of these two years included more than twice as
many farmers as in other periods—a direct consequence of the alien land la
and defeated test cases.> Local Issei statistics corresponded to this trend Bv:
ltlleefe? 1920 and 1925, Walnut Grove’s Japanese farming population was C;lt in
If from 158 to 80, and the community of Turlock shrank by 8o percent. Th
grim reality likewise caused an exodus of Issei from Oregon; in the four .yearz
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attended the Japanese Army Academy after the Meiji Restoration and came to
California in 1890 with a dream of building a “new Japan” on the Western
frontier. His parting with the Shin Sekai and subsequent business failures led
to his relative obscurity during the 1910s, but at the peak of anti-Japanese
Having handed over their farms and businesses to others, they tzjfeh ‘ exclusion, Soejima published a weekly newspaper in which he advocated the
[their] entire families along with all the wealch they have- amassed hiere. colonization of Mexico’s northern frontier. Then in 1926, with the purchase of
Tt is doubtful that most have a plan to return to t.he United States. 500 acres near Hermosillo, Sonora, this sixty-five-year-old man, along with two
Should they find some means of making a living in Japan, _the}_f afre go- other Issei from California, took it upon himself to do just that.” Planning to
ing to stay there. If any of them happen to return here again, it 1; not build several dozen residences for additional Japanese colonialists, both from
because they truly wish to do so, but because they are forced to, being California and Japan, he had delivered boxcars of furniture, construction ma-
unable to get viable work [in Japan].* terials, farm tools, machinery, and even a large motorboat for coastal fishing,
_ umber of Issei made their way south of the border. Soejima’s ambitious venture was nonetheless short-lived; in 1928, a Mexican
In.the meantue, g nc anese Association Deliberative Council—an employee murdered him and another Issei in the course of a robbery, resulting
In April 1924, the Pa.a ¢ oast IJ:P American West—passed a resolution to in- in the dispersal of other Japanese and the abrupt demise of his colony.”
assefnbly of all assoc1at;0ns o e ioration to other U.S. states or other coun- With better luck, some Japanese founded similar colonial enterprises in
vestigate t.he prospects for gsnass‘refn gof America conducted a series of agricul- ; Brazil, a popular destination of emigrants from Japan after the Gentlemen’s
tries. While d.le Japanese . SOC?UOEL and in a few central states, the Central Agreement. Nagata Shigeshi, a one-time Issei who had taken over Shimanuki
tural surveys n t'he Alfnema}r: Ol(l: alifornia took charge of studying Mexico.” ; Hyodayu’s emigration society called Rikkokai, was most responsible for the
Japanese Assoclatlon © Szut te}fn try was pro-Japan, free from an ideology ‘ remigration of these Issei to South America. In late 1923, Nagata visited Cali-
Many.Issel there arguecilt n e gounurzdevelsped frontier where the Japanese ‘ fornia and personally witnessed the defeat of the cropping-contract test case.
of white supremacy, an T;l)loss;sse SZ?m » was a leading advocate of these ideas, Incensed, he had local Rikkokai disciples form a Brazil Study Group in Los
could le.gall}’ own 1an'd' - < gh arnf d, the remigration to Mexico was not Angeles. Following the passage of the 1924 Immigration Act, Nagata had a tight
but as its editor, Sh1{0 Y 1ob " d, avone who decided to stake the rest : network of Issei Rikkokai alumni spread propaganda to encourage Japanese to
recomn:len'd ed for. ordinary laborers, an hacay ital to start out as a land owner.® leave racist America for friendly Brazil, where experienced Issei farmers could
of his lfe in Mexlco' pad 1o enoul%/l ifo some Issei took his advice and - take the lead in creating a colonial utopia with their compatriots from Japan.”
Although Fujioka did not relocalze t(;ﬁ . ext c(;lonist s ~ Nagara’s disciples in California eventually obtained 2,600 acres in the forest of
crossed the bor.der to become seh—si bj:; relatively x';vell-educated immigrants, k Paulista near Sdo Paulo, Brazil. One group established a Christian settlement
Many remigrants appear to d :}‘: e views of early expansionists. Some resem- ‘ named Cultural Colony, and another established Tokyo Colony.”?
who either s}.xared or appreciate o 1o the 18905, Too humiliated to resign Another group of Issei traded lives as a racial minority in the United States
bled romantic co} Omal:tsdl'n o uthis roup of Issei, albeit small in number, for those of colonialists in Manchuria. Toyoji Chiba, president of the Japanese
themse%VeS P ra'C1al 5‘; g hmauonr’xese coguld E;onquer the wilderness of Mexico Agricultural Association in San Francisco, played a pivotal role in this move-
intertaln?d. the 1d.ea ’ atft el\]/lapﬁ.lcans assimilating them, and cooperating be- ment. Educated at Waseda University in Tokyo, Chiba was a typical Issei in-
by provldmg guldamitz7 %r h exlf " i;lto the category of expansionist entrepre- _ tellectual who interpreted Japanese immigration to North America as part and
nevolently V‘flth them'- e fishing ventures in Baja California and So- parcel of Japan’s overseas expansion.” In light of exclusionist agitation, he be-
neurs, who invested in farming 05 . Hjlg anese from southern California had came progressively pessimistic about the future of Japanese immigrant agricul-
two ozglr ;1[:: development of vegetable farms for ture in the United States. He predicted how badly the new Alien Land Law
L6 would affect Issei farmers, noting in one of his commentaries in 1921: “[T]he
. .. uintessential expansionist entrepreneur, who re- Ja}?anese in America will not be able to withstand the troubles caused by the
HaChlfO Soejima was a q Founder of the Shin Sekai newspaper, strict enforcement of the law, which should eventually impel them to quit farm
jected the ideology of white suIEl’_rerflaC}}’-l cent community of San Francisco operation, abandon permanent residency [in America], and relinquish their
;1@ was part of Zlhehcozriﬁ)dfeielIt)v;:nttieet}?isentury Born a samurai in 1861, he Vested interests there.””4 A few months later, Chiba himself abandoned per-
apanese around the ) ~

following 1924 the Japanese population of the state dropped frorr.l 2,374 10 1,568,
2 decrease of more than 30 percent.®® Observing each transpaaﬁc' steamer de-
parting with several hundred Issei, a Los Angeles writer reported in 1922:

nora. By 1927, for example,
acquired barren land near Ensenada
a growing Los Angeles consumer marke
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manent residency and headed for Manchuria, because he expressly wished to
“live in the sphere where Japan’s sovereign power extends, and work under the
Japanese flag in such a way that the fruits of our labor can directly benefit our
homeland.””> Hired as an agricultural specialist and colonial planner by Japan’s
South Manchurian Railway, Chiba found the Issei’s farming expertise beneficial
for agriculcural development in Manchuria and called for remigration to Man-
churia. The successful case of a former Fresno resident, Man’ei Awaya, who
developed a large apple orchard near Dalian, Manchuria, convinced Chiba of
the promise which that part of Japan’s “frontier” held for experienced Issei
farmers.”®

The departure of these expansionists and colonialists narrowed differences

among Japanese immigrants in the United States. Inasmuch as their frames of
reference and the material bases of their livelihood were both embedded in
American social relations, the remaining Issei became a unique group of Japa-
nese, who not only shared a lived racial experience but also endeavored to forge
a common destiny under racial subordination. In terms of their perspectives
and identities, white racism had brought different cohorts of the immigrants
much closer, and an awareness of mutually comparable social positioning and
collective interests had taken shape among them. The exodus of those, like
Soejima and Chiba, who would rather have lived as colonial masters than as
the racially subjugated helped further to facilitate the racialization of Japanese
immigrants as an American minority. This does not mean that “the Japanese
in America” came to form a homogeneous community; it continued to be full
of internal friction and divisions. Yet, inital diversities within the populace,
including nationalist mercantilists, colonial expansionists, and dekasegi individ-
ualists, became less pronounced, because all Japanese immigrants had to grapple
with the totalizing forces of American racism. The Othering and domination
of Japanese immigrants not only produced the appearance of an undifferen-
tiated race in the eyes of whites but in fact propelled Japanese immigrants to
categorize themselves consciously into a corporeal group, which they began to
call zaibei dobo.

‘Whereas the much-desired label of honorary white slipped through the
Issei’s fingers in the context of America’s hierarchalized race relations, the for-
mation of the new community set them apart decisively from their home com-
patriots in a transnational context. Borrowing from Rogers Brubaker’s formu-
lation of “triadic relational interplay,” we can envision that the society of
Japanese immigrants (a racialized national minority) came to stand tangentially
between white America (a disciplining racial regime) and imperial Japan (the
external national homeland) by the mid-1920s.77 The cases of Japanese-white
entanglement and estrangement underscored the trajectory in which the Issei
were transformed into minority “Americans,” marked by their racial Otherness,
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in th i
e constellation of power on the borderland of the American West.7s Ques-

tions
of race and power were also at the center of the growing cleavages between

the I'ssei s?ciety and their external national homeland, Japan. Whereas the

ner in wlfuch the Japanese in America understood their relationship to erl??tz;
was contingent on their everyday experiences of rejection, subjugation, and
COO.PtaUOI‘l, t.he imperial Japanese perception of race relations drew on, ho
their empire interacted with Western powers. In contrast to the Issei’s localize‘;{
perspective, most people in Japan interpreted their racial identity and positi

in terms of geopolitics and internationa) power relations. pesen

RACIAL DIVERGENCE: AN AMERICAN
A : MINORI
THE “LEADER OF THE ASIATIC? TAND

Unlike the Tssei’s strategic compliance with white America, the people £
countered Japanese exclusion from the United States Wit’h thgr fwnorz;I oy
After Fhe passage of the U.S. Immigration Act on April 12, 1924, 2 Whirlii?xllrzi
of ant.l—Amerlca.msm swept the Japanese islands. Domestic newspapers carried
sen_satlonal stories of racial oppression across the Pacific and opinion mak
rf:-glstered fury against the treatment of the Japanese as infezrior Sh[i)busaw H;Z elis'
dispatched a telegram to white friends and associates in the [jnited Stat:1 : f‘lg(/l
f:arnestly pray that [the] proposed exclusion provision will not become Is‘ f .
in that event we fear all past efforts for [the] promotion of good will beg:vvv n
Fhe two nations will be nullified.”” Afrer the president signed the bill into f:;
in May, optimism vanished, and intense protests emanated even from America’s
most ardent supporters in Japan. Kaneko Kentaro, 2 Harvard-educated statal
man, a'bruptly resigned his post as the president of the America-Japan Soci o
Erofessmg that he “felt as if the hopes of [his] life were destroyeg” and tity’
the ‘WOLIIHdS will not be healed so long as the racial discrimination ¢l .
femains in the law.” Nitobe Inazo, an alumnus of Johns Hopkins and Zuse
secretary general of the League of Nations, echoed Kaneko’s ire, dedarilll ntlf;
he WOll%d never set foot on American soil again unless the United States re gealed
the racist immigration law.® Meanwhile, anti-American meetings Werf c
vened throughout Japan. Between April and early July, Tokyo alogne witne onci
I;llore than a h.uzlldred anti-American gatherings, some of which attracted seVS::al
;e Cotusar;d participants. The day that Japanese exclusion officially went into ef:
,Alrl;y L was ‘solelmnly observed as a day of national humiliation.

e erica’s rejection .of racial equali.ty ma.de a significant dent in the collec-
) panese mind. Mja)or themes of discussion in the enraged nation included

; icaens ypzcrEmy of American democracy, Fhe domination of the world by Amer-

and Luropeans, and even the notion of immigration exclusion as a dec-
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laration of war against Japan, but the crux of the debate converged upon the
matter of race.®! In light of white American definitions that insisted on scien-
ifically rationalized boundaries, many Japanese intellectuals also started to ac-
cept the biological basis of differences among racial/national groups. Highlight-
ing the physiognomic proximity of the Japanese fto the peoples of the
neighboring region, a new appreciation of scientific racism by many Japanese
ironically propelled them to embrace an idea of racial responsibility for their
«Asian brothers.” In the scheme of global power politics, this perspective saw
California’s exclusionist movement as yet another manifestation of ongoing con-
frontations between whites and other races throughout the world. As Japanese
understandings of American race relations were projected onto the worldwide
hierarchy and struggle of races, protesters of the U.S. Immigration Act in Japan
came to consider it their own destiny as the “leader of the Asiatic” to assemble
2 unified racial front against white Americans. While immigration exclusion
helped to steer Japan’s diplomacy away from international conciliation, the
Japanese idea of race relations underwent a notable shift, one which, some
historians have argued, paved the way for the wartime ideology of the Greater
East Asian Co-Prosperity Sphere.®
Generally, Issei showed little sympathy for anti-Americanism and overly
confrontational racial attitudes in their native land. From their standpoint, the
Japanese were getting caught up in the same kind of irrational rhetoric that
they had long fought in the United States. Los Angeles leader Shiro Fujioka
warned the Japanese people “not to give measure for measure.” Even if the
United States humiliated Japan by classifying its people as unworthy of admis-
sion, he stressed that the nation must avoid lowering its standard to the level
of the “moral losers,” that is, the white exclusionists.®> A San Francisco ver-
nacular paper criticized the Japanese for retaliating against American racism
with unreasonable boycotts and unjustified attacks on white Christian mission-
aries in Japan. Comparing the plight of American residents in hostile Japan
with the sufferings of their own under white supremacy, Issei writers took
exception to the Japanese confusion of local social relations with international
politics—the very thetorical manipulation that had allowed California exclu-
sionists to construct a notion of “Japanese invasion.” In their criticisms, im-
migrants focused squarely on the ramifications that anti-Americanism would
have on their livelihoods in the United States. A Shin Sekai editor characterized
the homeland reactions as “a nefarious nuisance” to “the Japanese in America,”
arguing that antagonism coward Americans in Japan would likely come back
t0 haunt them. “You may all feel good afterwards, but what will become of
us?” asked the writer of his home compatriots.* Yet, Japan’s new politics of
racial confrontation demonstrated no real concern for overseas residents, whose

ZAIBEI DOHO

welfare was only of secondary significance to the empire’s overall
power and its ascent in the global order.’ aues fo
identh:ltreldAmerlcan Tacism, Whi.le bir.1d.ing Issei clloser together, cleaved their
entity and community from their native land during the first half of the 1920s
D1verg.ent .paths—one characterized by Issei struggle for survival und : al
subordination and another that led to the racial supremacy of th i racfa\l
]apan'ese——complicated the relationships between zaibei doho and theeiinlllien
land 1n‘the ensging years. Untl the attack on Pearl Harbor, however, t}r:ele_
paths did not directly collide with, or completely repel, one another. as,m S}ex
jh}];piflse .AmtItric:h ne\lffr simply confronted or completely cast a;vay frlg;n
erica. In the changing historical con i i
and interr.xational relations, tie g]apanese immigt::;i (c)(i;ri?nr?l;siat; ::xjfie iielmo'ns
state co.ntmued to find each other useful for their respective goals Wh? .
?hn.g with the dilemmas of life as a racial minority in Americf Iss<;i m in g'rap(;
intricate ties with Japan and yet strenuously guarded their I’ICW ide;ililtamed
ethnic interests from cooptation by imperial racism. The triangular relatixstlip

among zaibei doho and the two i
empites turned even more convol i
uted
the turbulent decade of the 1930s. duting




