CHAPTER 6

Exotica and Respectability
in Chicago’s Chinatown

Chinatown is exotic—exotic, not because it is a colony of Chinese,

but because it is a colony of Chinese in an alien land. ‘ '
Ruth Soong, A Survey of the Education of Chinese Children in Chicago

Chinese in Peru occasionally attempted to isolate their activities into a
distinct sphere of uniquely Chinese interests. T h.e1r s.,ta o
ited by the negative perceptions surrounding their history as plantati

tus was also lim-

laborers and a general discourse favoring all things European. aILd W;lvhlgz;
Nonetheless, in the 1920s, the migrant elite attempted to ch‘m. the .
ruvian social hierarchy by drawing attention to their modeml.zmg am/

1 and domestic business activities, and their status as

i snationa
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i tionals. These attempts were not entire '
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tieth century, Chinese in Chicagq built an
y. They estab-

178

EXOTICA AND RESPECTABILITY IN CHICAGO'S CHINATOWN.. ... ................. 179

of the exotic oriental. The migrants and migrant elite in Chicago were no
less sophisticated than those in Peru, but the social context of Chicago
and the weight of historical precedent in the United States created a situ-
ation in which they were less able to mobilize transnational resources in
a bid to move up the local status ladder. Links to China and migrant as-
sociations could rarely be presented as anything more than the paro-
chial attachments of immigrants. At the same time, migrant associations
formed the nexus of power in Chicago rather than businesses. Competi-
tion and anti-Chinese attitudes made it difficult for Chinese to gain great
success as businessmen. Within this context, Chinese on the West Coast
had built a complex of powerful associations in the nineteenth century.
The precedents and organizational strength of these associations contin-
ued to shape Chinatowns that emerged in the eastern United States after
the turn of the century.

The condition of Chicago as a polyglot migrant frontier at the cut-
ting edge of global industrial society actually helped to isolate the Chi-
nese. Not only did the wealth of Chinese in Chicago not measure up to
that of the most successful Chinese in Peru in absolute terms, but what-
ever commercial importance they did attain was completely overshad-
owed by the modernizing glory of Chicago. In Peru, Chinese could also
develop a status as foreign nationals with diplomatic represerntation,
whereas in Chicago they could never be anything more than one of many
struggling immigrant groups, and a strange and marginalized one at that.
Even when local migrants did have the resources to appeal to the Chinese
legation in Washington, the history of Sino-American relations offered
only a legacy of accumulating humiliations. Revolutionary transforma-
tion and the modernization of China were, at best, only amusing sidebars
in Chicago newspapers.

The difficulties of obtaining wealth were one consequence of the
weight of anti-Chinese history in the United States. Not only were anti-
Chinese activities in the nineteenth century much better organized in the
western United States than in Peru in the nineteenth century, but the
racial gaps that Chinese had been able to exploit as middlemen in Peru
were unavailable. As a result, Chinese were successfully excluded from
many lucrative occupations in the United States. Opposition to Chinese
also resulted in the formation of a strong and defensive institutional
structure that continued to shape migrant politics in the eastern United
States. Given these strong institutional resources and potential difficulties
of economic diversification, fortifying the borders of an isolated enclave
was the best strategy available for a migrant elite to consolidate its power.
In this context, ties to home and to strong transnational credit networks
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were not mobilized as cosmopolitan commerc'%alism. bu.1t asa r'1ar.rovc;r p?):
rochialism which helped shape migrant isolation. Slrr.nlarly, limite pre
tential resources meant that conflicts among th.e migrants wer; more
divisive and violent, and dominance, when achieved, was riluc mfof
complete. In a city that had become a 1abor.at0ry for the deV:,l opzn';r; o
assimilation theory, the Chinese offered an 1mag? of Ol.d world tra 1Otic—-
bonds. To paraphrase Ruth Soong, Chinatown in Chicago vYas ex e
exotic, not because it was a colony of Chiflese, but because it was
ony of Chinese that had become invested 1n.a status quo-. chi
I focus here on a period of particularly intense co.nﬂlct a‘rno'ng'
nese migrants in Chicago between 1904 and 1?12. .Thls con.f}.lct 1}53 :/:tf;
esting not only for its open violence and un.d1sgulsed hos't1t1t§,a P
the insight it provides into the way that m1g.rants.negot.1a. e 2o
intersection of kinship networks, Chinese nationalist politics, ' 1Wi§e
municipal politics, local economic interests, fe1.1cils between na‘;;;mlocal
sworn brotherhood societies, and public identities .as respec.ta e !
merchants. These struggles culminated in the relocation 9f Chm.at;)w? 1n
1912 and the consolidation of a predominant power fact%on. 'Thls ac 1okS
combined a local numerical predominance based on kinship ne.;wgrb
and control over migration opportunities with the resources provided by

a multi-city sworn brotherhood association and privileged access tc.> loca;
law enforcement. With the rise of this faction, control was consolidate

nted themselves as sophisticated local
g exotic pleasures to a city of consumers
and of representing their peaceful and unique ethni'c constituency tocc())trlrll:
erwise uncomprehending outsiders. At the .sam.e tlII}e, they briex.zert com
pletely suppressed the images of violent retnbutl(?n, 1nsc‘ruta e 1121 illl ,
and insularity that clung to them and had effectively d1sc9urage g 'g
politicians, social workers, and other competitors from in-

under migrant elites who prese
businessmen capable of providin

sters, unions,
terfering in their turf.

THE LEGACY OF THE WEST
The “Companies”

In its reporting on the Chin Wai murder trial of 1908, the Chica(%o inbunlf:’
wrote that one would have to go back two thousand years for ; rtlo;;vd-
edge of ancient Chinese history . . . necessary' to a prope.:r u1.1 elz(reseamg
ing of the case.”! Two thousand years was certainly excessive, il p

with tendencies by both Chinese and non-Chinese to mystify Chinese

social organization, but the reporter was correctin sensing that the context
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of the murder was more complex than just the economic struggle over
control of gambling described by the prosecuting attorneys. We probably
need to go back only about fifty years and as far as San Francisco to
develop an understanding of that context. I have already mentioned (and
much has been written on) the ways in which discrimination pushed
Chinese into marginalized service occupations like household service,
laundries, and, to a lesser extent, restaurants. Although the profits to be
gained from these occupations were limited, laundries in particular were
easily adaptable to eastward expansion because of the low start-up capi-
tal and vast potential clientele in towns and cities throughout the United
States. The lack of diversification in this migrant economy made it eas-
ily contained and regulated, which, in turn, discouraged new attempts at
diversification.

The organizational structure of the Chinese in Chicago was also
linked, through precedent and direct institutional connections, to the his-
tory of Chinese associations on the West Coast. Sworn brotherhood soci-
eties, native place associations, political parties, kinship groups, and the
CCBA were all established in Chicago by migrants aware of the models
provided in other American cities. Some of these organizations were af-
filiated with larger institutions elsewhere, and others were just reproduc-
tions of familiar forms. Reproduction did not mean cloning, however, and
slight differences in institutions and the relations between them always
emerged as they moved across North America.

The beginnings of Chinese migration to California in the 1850s were
quickly dominated by native place huiguan. These huiguan provided the
usual mutual aid services, such as mediation, a place to stay, and care af-
ter death for people from the same part of China, but their original pur-
pose was to serve and regulate the interests of merchants channeling
migrants from Chinese villages to the gold mines of the Sierra Nevada.
Migrants had their passage funded by a credit-ticket system in which they
borrowed money for their passage and either worked directly for the man
who loaned the money or were held to a fixed repayment schedule until
the balance and interest were repaid. Although the huiguan were known
as Chinese “companies,” they did not directly earn profit so much as help
manage the investments of the recruiters and employers who did. In this
context, mutual aid became a form of social control in which migrants

were met by huiguan representatives as soon as they stepped off the boat,
quickly distributed to branches set up near the gold mines, and forbidden
to return to China unless they had paid a fee and cleared all of their debts.
As the gold mines were exhausted, the huiguan retreated to more cir-
cumscribed activities in San Francisco, but the transnational recruitment
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networks they initiated to take advantage of the gold rush still channeled
laborers into railroad work, agriculture, and canning factories throughout
the nineteenth century. Many employers preferred to deal with Chinese
labor because they were efficiently mobilized and controlled by respon-
sible Chinese foremen.2 The responsiveness of these networks to non-
Chinese industry could still be seen in 1924, when the Chinese consul in

Vancouver remarked that whenever the Canadian Pacific railroad needed

laborers, it could easily “tell someone here, who tells someone else in
China. Over there they start a sort of new immigration society and send

over so many men.”3
Violence between migrants in California was present from the be-
ginning. In the 1850s, the largest incidents were between bendi and Hak-
kas. By the late 1860s, lines of conflict had broken from precedents set
in China and revolved around the competing interests of huiguan in the
United States. With the end of the gold rush, many huiguan came to be
associated with particular occupations or other economic interests in San
Francisco, and they formed, split, fused, and regrouped with amazing flu-
idity in the early years as these spheres of control were negotiated. In
1862, the Consolidated Chinese Benevolent Association was formed in
San Francisco as a centralizing institution intended to promote harmony
within the Chinese community and present a unified front in dealings
with non-Chinese. The CCBA was popularly known as the Six Companies
because it was established at a time when six huiguan were in existence.
Its functions mark the extent to which huiguan had already developed be-
yond merely organizing business and labor. Its membership included rep-
resentatives from each of the huiguan, and offices were to be rotated be-
tween these representatives, although the distribution of representation
was violently debated over the next decades as various huiguan grew and
declined in size and power. The arrangement nonetheless impressed the
Qing government, which delegated some formal diplomatic responsibil-
ities to the Six Companies in the 1880s and used it as a model to promote
the establishment of similar organizations in other countries. On their
part, the huiguan also imported degree holders from China to act as pres-
idents, although they rarely amounted to much more than figureheads.
In this way, the Six Companies positioned itself at the nexus of interac-
tion among the kin and native place organizations, the Chinese govern-
ment, and the non-Chinese world.

CCBAs, native place, and surname associations were soon set up in
communities around the western United States and in New York, follow-
ing the examples of those in San Francisco. The San Francisco institutions
claimed most of these new associations as branches but generally left
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them.to act independently, although when local associations had a seri
ous dispute they could not handle, they often referred it to San Franc'en-
for me.diation. Thus, local associations could potentially be partof twci 5'}(170
erarchical networks, one leading up from small family associations to thl-
local CCBA and another leading to larger branches in other cities. Th .
latte.:r networks also served as channels through which merchant;; C elscel
cultivate and maintain dispersed connections and arrange lodging fi 01u

wealthy members when traveling. s

“Fighting” Tongs

The r'apid growth of Chinese population in California, an economic d
pression, and the completion of the railroad projects l;rought man .
employed Chinese to San Francisco in the 1870s, and conflicts camZ tu n-
p.eak.‘1 Migrants increasingly criticized the huiguan as exploitative inst'? :
tions that defended the interests of merchants without providing th: Ilu-
gal ar.1d other kinds of protection they promised in return. The sirn: M
associations that grew over this decade were smaller orga'nizations tlrlne
often offered better personal services and participation but still tended ‘? t
e@erge under the influence of ambitious merchants. Although the some(3
times came into conflict with the huiguan, they generally tended Zo int
grate themselves as subdivisions of those larger institutions. On the oth .
hand, the sworn brotherhood societies that rose in the 187.05 ositi e(;
themselves as a clear challenge to huiguan dominance. poone
Tbe tongs (I follow the practice of calling sworn brotherhoods in
El}llelgnlted States tf)ngs-a romanization of the Chinese word meaning
. all”’—to emphasize the particularities of their development here) de
picted th.emselves as egalitarian institutions supporting the interests o;
tbe working man in the face of merchant exploitation. Their initiatio
r1tua1§ and rhetoric of loyalty and sworn brotherhood removed them fromn
the hierarchies of family and place that structured the huiguan and sur-
name. associations. They also provided a means for tighter organizati
and discipline. Whereas other associations were forced to accept anyb ?:ln
V\‘IhO ﬁt the unrigorous qualifications of name or hometown pthe 2:1;' d
51o.n rituals of the tongs provided for selectivity at all levels ,of memb .
ship, as well as a mystifying initiation with the potential to heighten t;r-
zznse of. inclusion and difference from outsiders. These ritualsg were ac?
hi :iiiii 5by written by-laws and well-defined internal organizational
The first tong in San Francisco had been established in 1852, but the
early ones tended to restrain the scope of their interests and v:rere not
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significant on the migrant political scene. Their importance developed throughout the mining communities and railroad camps in the Pacific
within the context of an increasing hostility between Sanyi and Siyi mi- Northwest and Canada) was established in the 1880s as a forum for therec-
grants. Although Sanyi migrants were fewer, they controlled much of the , onciliatio.n of these differences, a sort of Consolidated Benevolent Tong.
migrant economy and were politically dominant in the Six Companies. ; As tl.Ie Zblgongtang had no other representational or economic functions
The numerically superior Siyi migrants were mostly laborers unable to de- ; to bind it together, it was much less successful than the Six Companies,
velop significant power as individuals or through their institutions. The .and b.y the earl'y twentieth century it had become much more interested
tongs’ outspoken anti-merchant rhetoric and activities led to a strong o in Chinese politics than in mediating local conflicts.8
identification with Siyi interests. They were therefore excluded from rep- . . The dominance of the Six Companies was most severely challenged
resentation in the Six Companies and disparaged as disreputable groups In 1893, after it failed to have the Geary Act requiring the registration of
of outlaws, as Chinese merchants cooperated with non-Chinese in prop- ; all Chinese laborers in the United States declared unconstitutional. Not
agating images of “fighting tongs,” “dens of hatchetmen,” and “high- only ‘tvas this a great loss of face for the Six Companies, but it was one
binders.” The activities of tongs often lived up to these images, but so did ; @ore instance in which the United States government bypassed the me-
the activities of many surname associations and huiguan. diating services of the CCBA to establish direct control over migrants.
The disrepute surrounding the tongs grew with the criminalization A bF)ycott of Sanyi businesses and a new rash of wars pitting the tongs
of gambling and prostitution. Before 1877, police did not include the San | against the huiguan flared through the West Coast Chinatowns. The Six
Francisco Chinatown within their regular jurisdiction, and vice estab- Companies identified itself with the cause of public order and attempted
lishments could openly pay five dollars per officer per night for protec- to enlist the San Francisco police to fight on its side. It was a losing battle,
tion. The extension of police jurisdiction in 1877 was just one of many ; however, and the struggle resulted in the removal of many Sanyi busi-
attempts to “clean up” Chinatown, both physically and morally. In addi- nesses t(.) Mexico and a reorganization of the Six Companies so that rep-
tion to constituting the Chinese quarter as a unique racial problem, these resentation was based on the numerical size of a huiguan, a change which
movements also pushed vice underground, as payments and protection ; lf!d to Siyi domination. Despite the reorganization, Six Companies pres-
took on an aura of corruption and bribery. Conscious of their roles as tige among the Chinese was impaired by the struggles. The persistence of
representatives of the Chinese community and respectable merchants, ; American's in treating it as the legitimate organ representing the Chinese
huiguan officers disassociated themselves from these practices as much as Communlty contributed greatly to whatever status it regained.
possible, and the tongs stepped into the void. Individual huiguan leaders Despite occasional outbursts, armed conflict between Chinese mi-
continued to own many of the establishments, but protection was or- grants on the West Coast declined in the first decade of the twentieth cen-
ganized by the tongs.6 tury. A varie.ty of factors coincided with this growing peace. The Chinese
By the 1880s, violent tong wars had become a significant aspect of Peace Association was established as a federation of tongs working to-
migrant life in San Francisco. Some of the hostilities could be described as gether .for mutual harmony, similar to the Zhigongtang thirty years ear-
class conflict, such as the battles of tongs against the wealthy Wong clan ; h'er. It is sometimes given credit for fostering cooperation and reducing
and the Six Companies or the celebrated war against the Sanyi Huiguan, violence, although if the founding date of 1913 is correct, it was more a
which ended with the killing of the powerful, American-educated Sanyi .result of reduced hostilities than a cause.? More ideologically motivated
gangster Little Pete in 1896. Many wars, however, were between the tongs lnterp'reta.tlons have credited the nationalist movements and revolution-
themselves. They often started on emotional public pretexts of wounded ary agitation after the turn of the century as laying the groundwork for a
honor and indignation, such as a stolen woman or a slap in the face, ~ SenSf.E of unity among the migrants. Reformers and revolutionaries all em-
but the conquest of protection territory also provided practical economic pha§1zed how internal divisions were detrimental to the greater goal of es-
motivation. These wars developed into cycles of revenge that continued ; tablishing China as a respected modern nation. This view ignores how
through the first years of the twentieth century, often following a stan- the enmity.between competing nationalist groups and their supporters
dard progression from insult to negotiation, battle, and resolution, which often exploited and aggravated previously existing differences within mi-
grant communities. It also ignores the concurrent rise of tong violence in

included a banquet and formalized peace treaty.” The Zhigongtang (not
connected to the network of fraternal associations carrying the same name the eastern United States.
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A more likely explanation was the reoriegtation (?f the Chn;z(;)::lrel
economy. With the rebuilding of the San Francisco C'hm21‘cowlI)1r:ViouSl
earthquake of 1906, tourism was a growing source.of 1nc.ome. f endin};
non-Chinese who entered Chinatown w1t1'.1 the' intention (; s;;n e
money and enjoying themselves were mainly }n searccfll ) guand Chi:
opium, and prostitution. As vice distrirclts we]:ej SE::; \(J)rfl ;E;(C)ting, on

chants began to consider the possi

r(l;llls:n;sl: rpatronalge fo restaurants and curio shops. Pl.enjcy of ~ICI:)2)e§ 211:1
an improved public reputation could result f.rom restricting _Vl ot
nese clientele and keeping it out of the public eye.‘ The p.re.v1.ous 5; o
division between tong and huiguan became an am1ab1e.d1V13101'1 9 Wiﬂ;
Merchants careful about their images avoided any public :;1s;soc.1at1<;3r23 Now!
the tongs or claimed to have joined tongs or.ﬂy f_or self—pro’tecnotrlll.er s
the scenes, merchant capital and tong orgamz.atlon worked toge 1
maintenance and extraction of profit from vice. By t.he 19295, tongsn o
often seen as rigidly controlled by businessmen with jth'elr eyei o o
bottom line, and many Chinese had begun to romanticize jche tf))negt <
the previous century as brotherhoods of noble braves fighting g:; e
for honor and self-protection. The tongs of the 1?205 Wer§ not see? e
dependent on violence, but as exercising that violence in acts o y

10
calculated and cowardly assassination.

Entrepreneurial Tongs

Just at the time that West Coast violence was dying d(?wn, 'tong v101e1;ci
in the eastern United States bloomed, and Chigese nationalism wa{f s::;t Sd
up in its wake. The new breed of entrepreneurial tongs Pro'vedhwe 01 e
to the goals of accumulating wealth and influence w1th1;1 ‘; ee}rr : Higan
and less organized Chinatowns of the east. Most of them ha dv h};\ s
populations in the nineteenth century, usually focused arm.mt : z; e
of village networks. Most native place and surname associatio o
eastern United States date back no earlier than the late 1-89053;01;5. o ey
modeling themselves upon organizat;on? blln Sarlll il::rlzrslczfsc;.e : th nlts inﬂu:
ieuan were no longer flexible ve :
grlliew l;sltte;:;cllq lgfcome somewhat static vehicles of symbolic p@s(t;g:aizz
their officers. Moreover, most of the migrants to the <.eastem Unite e
were from Taishan county, which usually meant, if the S.an Franc}lI "
model were to be followed, only the establishment. of a N1r.1gyang e
guan, with the few migrants from other parts of China banq11;lg tog;m —
in a Liancheng Huiguan (Allied Association) as a counterweight to g

yang power.
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These broad-based eastern huiguan were unable to articulate any co-
herent interests within the community. The aggressive tongs, newly reor-
ganized around commercial interests, could much more actively and flex-
ibly promote the interests of their leaders in the context of these growing
Chinatowns. As they grew more powerful, the tongs even pushed aside
CCBAs as the dominant organizations in most eastern Chinatowns. Even
the powerful New York CCBA—which had been established in 1883 with
a membership of prominent merchants rather than huiguan representa-
tives—was forced to allow tong representation in its councils, although
it did not submit as completely as other eastern CCBAs to the centrality
of tongs as the dominant Chinatown organization.!

Although evidence is scanty, the first organizations created by Chi-
nese migrants to the eastern United States seem to have been sworn
brotherhood associations. Most of the Siyi men in Philadelphia in the
1880s belonged to the Yixing Association, which the wealthier Sanyi men
held in contempt.’2 A branch of the Zhigongtang was established in New
York by the 1890s, and various sources have mentioned other fraternal
societies that existed in New York around the turn of the century.!3 One
Chinese source from the 1920s dated the establishment of the Chinese
Free Masons (a common reference to the Zhigongtang) in Chicago back
to 1881.14 By 1905, however, the On Leong Tong (Hall of Peaceful Con-
scientiousness) and the Hip Sing Tong (Hall of United Victory) had begun
to displace all these organizations and become the most powerful Chi-
nese institutions in the eastern United States.

The Hip Sing Tong had been established in San Francisco in the
1870s, purportedly by a scholar who had failed in business. By the 1890s,
it had developed a reputation for aggressive expansionism, tight organi-
zation, and the ready acceptance of Christians into its ranks, for which it
was sometimes known as “the Church.”15 A branch was established in
New York around the turn of the century. The On Leong Tong first ap-

peared in New York some time before 1903, led by local migrants who
perceived the arrival of the Hip Sing as a threat to their interests. It was
probably a reorganization of one or more previously existing fraternal as-
sociations. Tom Lee, the “Mayor of Chinatown” and a deputy Sheriff of
New York County, was the public figurehead and patron, although Louie
Yong Hock and Moy Dong Yue, “The Silver Tongued Orator,” are gener-
ally credited as founders.16

Although the two tongs were similar in their goals and forms of or-
ganization, a popular distinction arose between them which defined the

Hip Sing as an organization made up of working men and the On Leong
as an organization of merchants. Sources sympathetic to the Hip Sing




CHAPTER SIX

have claimed it was a more democratic organization, which resultidbuf
gunmen who were more daring and less likely to harass 1nnkolcer111 anz
standers without provocation. The On Leong Tong', on th; ot eicham;
was widely considered to be a wealthier tong dc.)mlnated P)II m;zin iy
and restaurateurs who felt threatened by the arrival of the hlpd ;g).ts h
was a distinction of rhetoric more than fact, tl.lat probably tia ;?Other-
the timing of their establishment. The rhetor.lc o.f democ;a ic profher-
hood that had surrounded the growth of tongs in nineteent -cin ywas
Francisco seems to have clung to the Hip Sing, whergas the Ofn eoncgtable
founded in the early twentieth century, when the image o hretspi ane
local merchants had once again become more potent than t 2} o egaCh
tarian brotherhood and loyalty. Despite tt.lese popular percegnon;ation
tong commonly characterized itself to white reporters as ba\n azs(?lden i’
of respectable merchants,” while accusing the other of being
I "
hlghb\llillgc;i;xt the competition of effective native Rlace ass'o?i'atior;séhoiri
Leong and Hip Sing quickly moved beyon‘d the ‘hmlted act1?71t1e'sloﬂvalc;
western predecessors and became locked in ar? 1ntens§ temtonta;lOns bu};
throughout the east, not only over the protection ?f vice o;i:)era.ties ;Nith
over the right to collect from all Chinatown businesses. (111 ci P
smaller Chinese populations, such as Milwauk‘ee, Cleveljal‘l , ellln indw
napolis, one tong would usually dominate, but in larger cmis t ezrations
hold competing territories. The On Leong also' extended its o;)the ons
into Hip Sing territory in the Southwest, and violence t'>etwe‘t:)er e o
tongs occurred as far away as Mexico.'® At jﬁrst, the vanoust e o
the Hip Sing and On Leong were loosely allleq through a sys en11d - com-
mon symbols and mutual recognition. Trav(elhlnia?];;gziilsezcg o elz’ -
i ranches in other cities, and lo
iisal}i?;;ei?ﬁ lt)he resources of other branches, but activities were rarely
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sion. As mentioned in chapter 4, sworn brotherhoods often had a mili-
tary aspect, although not all of them were committed to military organi-
zation. The violent history of tongs in the United States, however, had
made it a standard feature by the time of the On Leong and Hip Sing. The
control that tongs had over the lives, deaths, and loyalties of its members
can easily be exaggerated, but, as early as the 1880s, the vocabulary of
loyalty and brotherhood had already been supplemented by an explic-
itly hierarchical military rhetoric. A letter to a Zhigongtang soldier in the
Northwest in 1888 was much less egalitarian and mutual-aid oriented
than the Zhigongtang rules quoted in chapter 4, leaving little doubt as to
his subservient place in the scheme of the organization:

It has been said that to plan schemes, and devise methods, and to
hold the seal is the work of the literary class, while to oppose foes,
fight battles, and plant firm government is the work of the military.
Now this tong appoints salaried solders to be ready to protect its mem-
bers and assist others. This is our object. All, therefore, who undertake
the military service of this tong must obey orders, and without orders
they must not dare to act. . . . When orders are given, you shall ad-
Vvance valiantly to your assigned task. Never shrink or turn back upon

the battlefield. You must be punctual and use all of your ability for the
good of the Commonwealth.20

The letter went on to outline the financial compensation that would be
provided to him or his family in the case of injury or death.

These soldiers were just one part of well-developed tong bureaucra-
cies. An ex-tong officer in 1930 described the internal organization of a
tong as composed of three groups: the officers who directed the military
actions and handled the daily affairs of the tong, the elders who acted as
advisors, and the ordinary members from whom the “armed guards” were

recruited. The office of interpreter was especially important because it
had the exclusive responsibility of dealing with outsiders, Important de-
cisions were made at joint meetings of elders and officials. A committee
of twelve elders was also established to act as a tribunal for the settlement
of all grievances. This committee was also responsible for raising funds in
case of war, often providing the money out of their own pockets and get-
ting it back by a levy on all of the members. 21

Even if this ex-officer’s description of tong organization was some-
what sensationalized (published in a book entitled Tong Warl), it still
shows some of the advantages a prominent Chinese merchant could
gain by joining. The ready-made structures of hierarchy, discipline, and
paramilitary corps were easily put to the service of building commercial

coordinated. Over time, their organizations became much mor'e centl(rlal-
ized. The On Leong formally unified around 1910 as a fe(.ierajaon ur(l1 er
national officers and with annual meetings. The older Hip Sing ha tco
. . n
d local interests, but in order to remai
overcome more deeply entrenche ts, b -
competitive it also coordinated itself as a federationin 1918 ata Salx(; F;u:l
cisco convention.'® Hostilities originating in a single locale cou e
quickly spread across the nation.

Bureaucratic Tongs

The On Leong and Hip Sing each developed a dedicated military branch
in the service of the central organization, which facilitated their expan-
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monopolies and territorial control. Domination through a tong could
easily bypass the much more difficult process of building up networks
and alliances through kinship, debt, and the constant manipulation of
social relations. Tong affiliation, however, also came with negative as-
pects, such as their poor public reputation. One of the first steps taken
by the On Leong and Hip Sing in the east was to reject the word tong in
favor of names that often included references to workers or merchants
(although, in accordance with popular distinctions, the On Leong has
stuck with the English name “On Leong Merchant’s Association,” while
the Hip Sing eventually settled on “Hip Sing Association”). This image
renovation was part of a larger attempt to appropriate the images of pub-
lic benevolence and inclusive membership enjoyed by CCBAs and hui-
guan, and to take over their functions of business regulation, conflict me-
diation, and public representation.
The minutes from the annual national Hip Sing conferences in the
1930s read like meetings of the board of directors of a joint stock com-
pany specializing in tribute extraction.?? Concern with the efficient ac-
cumulation of profit and the management of territory was expressed
through a vocabulary of morality and gratitude. References to egalitarian
brotherhood and democratic procedure were mixed in with hierarchical
expressions of generosity and gratitude. Prospective brothers (kunzhong)
were to be given a careful background check and a trial membership pe-
riod in order to determine if they were “virtuous and law-abiding types”
(liangshan fenzi). Weekly payments from businesses were called “incense
and oil contributions” (xiang you yin), and the five-hundred-dollar fee re-
quired to open a new business in Hip Sing territory was demanded as grat-
itude to the tong for having “endured ten thousand difficulties and per-
sisted unflinchingly through a hundred troubles” (gian xin wan ku, bai zhe
bu nao) in making the opportunity possible. Modern republican rhetoric
was also thrown into the mix, as branches from throughout the United
States each voted for a “congressman” (yiyuan) who would be sent to the
national conference. Other common topics included membership dues,
the setting of extortion prices and payment deadlines, the distribution of
profits throughout all the branches, the naming of a national “foreign af-
fairs” (waijiao) representative, the granting of scholarships to children of
members, donations to universities in China, and solvency qualifications
for officers.

At the fourteenth annual meeting in 1931, regulations were drawn
up for a new Chinatown being formed in Newark, New Jersey. A set of
cleven rules demarcated the territory of the new Chinatown, set monthly
fees and tong membership requirements for businesses established there,
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made provisions for extra funds to be collected in the case of “harassment
by Western officials” (xichai nao luan), made schedules for the repa ment
of st.art-up loans, and declared that tong members who started bgsi}rll se
qut51de the territory and any outsiders who caused trouble inside th eises
ritory would be regarded as enemies. It did not own any businessese ber‘;
worked closely with the Yongli Company in making start-up loans a,v 1;
able to individuals and partnerships. Three-tenths of the “incense andal'i
contributions” would go to the central tong office in New York one-ﬁf(z;l
to the local branch, and one half to the Yongli Company. D’es ite th
extensive regulations, local branches still acted with a certai'n amI;unt (;
IeiIue’com;(my. One of the justifications for creating a new set of rules fgr
an ;v;;y.was that nobody was following the old rules in other Chinatowns
Tongs in the United States had become merchants of protection that
assumed the form of tribute-extracting regimes. Individual tong memb
often had a large financial interest in gambling houses lottergi;es rosir'S
tutes, smuggling, and opium, and the tong itself may c;c<22151011a1’1phav1 -
owned a few shares in such enterprises, but most of the power of th}; t .
came through dealing in protection. The services they offered to b?ln'g
r'lesses. and individuals under their protection included prevention of "
lice .ralds, exclusion of competitors, mediation of disputes backed b fl? ,
realistic threat of enforcement, and the promise not to victimize ’chy i
trons themselves. Their resources included the connections the y Il)ta'l-
vated with police, politicians, and the courts; the armed men uner (:}11 1
control; and, perhaps most important, their reputations for takin :H
venge a.lnd enforcing agreements swiftly and ruthlessly. The isolatiogn cen;
t.he Chinese in American society was an asset that facilitated the tongs’
rls.e to power, which they actively nurtured. By establishing firm boungd
aries around Chinese activities and monitoring interaction across thos -
boundaries, they set themselves up as overlords and indispensable med'e
ators. They also provided stable conditions which both fostered and '1-
cumscribed the extent of Chinese economic activities. .

CHINESE IN CHICAGO
In the City of Progress

From the late nineteenth century through the 1920s Chicago was kno

around the world as a showcase of the goods and ill; of modernity. Pr‘c;vn
ress -and poverty, towering buildings and crumbling ghettos mas‘s rg-
duction and insular neighborhoods of displaced peasants exi;ted sidg l;)y
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side. Observers, investigators, and activists of any persuasion could find
something there to capture their interests, fuel their visions, and ignite
their moral fires. Except for the attention directed by a few University of
Chicago sociologists toward what they perceived as the more exotic spec-
imens in this social laboratory, the Chinese tended to get lost amidst this
seething metropolis. Too many other causes, spectacles, stories, juxtapo-
sitions, injustices, and inspirations competed for the attention of onlook-
ers and residents. As a result, Chinese migrants in Chicago generally es-
caped the fate of migrants on the West Coast, who sooner or later became
the objects of one or another project of public scrutiny, reform, or rejec-
tion. Any public attention the Chinese in Chicago did attract was usually
as one of many diverting pieces of exotica inherent to a big city like Chi-
cago: an interesting shopping excursion, an amusing sideline to the nor-
mal glut of crime and delinquency that backed up the Chicago courts, or
another bit of color in the circus of Chicago politics. A typical example
occurred in 1924, when ex-mayor Bill Thompson launched his boat, the
“Big Bill,” on his ill-fated journey to the South Seas to find the elusive
tree-climbing fish: “More fascinating than the customary political ha-
rangues . . . were the antics of a band of Chinese who rushed through the
craft beating tom-toms and making weird noises designed to chase the
devils away.” 23
No legislation was ever passed against the Chinese in Chicago, and
I have seen no newspaper article criticizing their presence in the city.
When the newspapers editorialized about the “Chinese problem,” it was
as a distant difficulty in faraway states. There was some opposition to
Chinese students in the public schools in early 1900s, partly due to their
advanced age, but such students were still commonplace in the 1920s.2*
There was also some calls for police crackdowns after flare-ups of tong vi-
olence in the 1920s, but the only instance of organized anti-Chinese ac-
tivity was motivated by an event that took place in New York in June 1909,
when the murder of a Christian English-school teacher by her Chinese
lover generated a brief wave of sensationalized press reports and local
alarm directed at Chinese Sunday schools located in residential districts
of Chicago. An English school on the South Side was invaded by police,
and a few incidents of Chinese being arrested for approaching white girls
for reasons as innocuous as the desire to offer an umbrella took place.
More often than not, however, newspaper editorials condemned unjust
treatment of the Chinese. Many teenage girls—the purported objects of
the Chinese threat—seemed more thrilled than terrified; groups of them
sought out Chinatown tours in New York and watched Chinese men on
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their way through the alleys to and from English school. The attenti
proved to be short-lived, and active displays of prejudicé: soon facle(lioerl
aanol;l};e ;::r?jetl(ljhicagf)an was no more tolerant toward Chinese tha;n
arybody. ! € nation. Day-to-day racial divisions could be seen
ng Chicago dance hall owners who wanted to discourage Asi
patrons (who were predominantly Filipino): “Our patrons are higgh-dl:;;
f}f:}?laer.:hsy WOI;\I't go to the se?me pla(?es where these Chinks or whatever
o Chg - - - . No really white guy is willing to go in and dance with
e Chinks or Japs or whatnot.”26 What was different about Chica
wa:s that the Chinese were rarely taken into account in the formulati o
of 15§ues involving reform, hostility, and distinction. The bulk of ’chel:i)‘:l
tent1o.n went to investigating, categorizing, and assimilating the mass -
of Whlte European immigrants and to Creating hard and fast bound 'es
a'ga%nst the growing black population.2” Chinatown took up a rel t'anle S
limited area, Chinese residents were dispersed throughout tlljle cit a' 1:}’13 d
rr?ade no attempt to move beyond laundry and restaurant businessye’s a ezil
did not fit into the major black and white racial division that cam Ii
structure most racial perceptions and policy in Chicago. As with the iexz

gr S
’ 1

Bachelortown

The setting of the Chicago Chinatown before 1912 offers a physical met;
phor for how the Chinese in Chicago got lost in the melee of larger ¢ N
cerné. It occupied a block of South Clark Street between Van Bufen ; rti
Harrison, just south of the central business district (known as the Lo;1 ;
see fig. 12). The multiple reputations and notoriety of Clark Street stro f,
lcm.ershadowed the Chinese presence. An 1894 article referred to it as ”?l% }‘;
Midway Plaisance’ of thoroughfares. . . . Here the representatives of "i
most every nation under eastern and western skies mingle in the hete o
geneous throngs which ceaselessly, day and night, walk the pavement icz);
lljocal ward boss Bathhouse John Coughlin referred to this block a S;th
greatest little old stem in the world,” meaning that it was an attraitivs
fla?e f9r transients and “sporting” men interested in gambling, sex, in-
Oxication, and cheap lodging.?? Indeed, the bulk of Clark Street’s fa’m
and the attraction that brought visitors from around the Midwest aros,e(;

from its position as a main thoroughfare of the “Levee,” the largest vice
. . . ’
district in one of the most “wide open towns” in the United States

Like many other Chinatowns throughout the world, the Chicago
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Van Buren

188

22nd Street

43rd Street

University i
ey A Figure 12
- Chinatowns
in Chicago

Chinatown in this period was not a residential district so much as a col-
lection of stores, dormitories, and recreational venues that served a dis-
persed Chinese population. The Chinese establishments provided ser-
vices exactly like the other businesses with which they shared the street.
Gambling halls and brothels were concentrated directly south and east of
the Chinese. Chinese businesses and association halls shared buildings on
Clark Street with the Salvation Army, bars, flophouses, pawn shops, bar-
bers, dime museums, and oyster bays run by a variety of ethnic groups.
The Hip Sing Tong shared a building with the “Deutsches Gast Haus,” an
Italian grocery, and Harrison’s lunchroom (fig. 13). Black Mushmouth
Johnson’s gambling house, famous for clientele of all races and bets as low
as a nickel, was right next door to one of the earliest Chinese restaurants,
the Bow Wo Fung. The Kenna Saloon, headquarters of Hinky Dink Kenna,
John Coughlin’s partner as ward boss, was one story below the King Yen
Lo, an upscale restaurant with a citywide reputation. What the denizens
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lgllIB eal qllfl €Is O lp) ng Cllg, ar tIEEtI 07. (Source' hl

‘(,)vi ilil)rk li‘crleet had in common was that, except for the prostitutes, they
e achelors attracted to the area for entertain igi
Political and reform pressures gradually forced thlzl;rrléifllﬁ::l:p IOdlz)gll'ng'
houses farther and farther south in the period from 1897 to 190§ a‘:n ‘Eg
:lv(;phogses and bars remair}ed along with the Chinese on Clark S,treet be-
. een Van Buren and Harrison at least through 1912, when the expand
Ing central business district and rising property Values' constituted aI;nI;re-

unstoppable threat.30

’fl
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Colorful accounts of turn-of-the-century Clark Street usually de-
picted the Chinese as merely one more example of Levee decadence. One
reminiscence described them as “the most respectable, or rather the least
disreputable, part of the Levee.” 31 The most common reference was at-
mospheric: the smell of opium wafting up from the basements. The ac-
tivities on Clark Street drew constant attention from reformers and
moralists. The same discourses of hygiene and morality that were else-
where conflated with constructions of race were here focused on the de-
piction and condemnation of a promiscuous lifestyle, and investigations
usually ignored the Chinese in favor of flashier attractions like elegant
brothels, gigantic beer mugs, enormous black madams, and other color-
ful figures like Bathhouse John and Hinky Dink.

Coughlin and Kenna represented the First Ward—which included
the Levee and the Loop—in the Chicago city council from 1892 to 1936.%
They were commonly considered as two of the “gray wolves,” politicians
who tirelessly maintained Chicago’s reputation for graft and corruption.
Coughlin was also famous for his loud clothes, awful poetry, and pock-
ets full of nickels which he shared liberally with everybody he passed on
Clark Street. Kenna was much more reserved and thought to be the brains
of the ward. From within the confines of the Kenna saloon at election

time, he coordinated the packing of the local flophouses with voters from
throughout the city, the stuffing of ballot boxes, and the provision of
mugs of beer and shots of whiskey as the payoff for favorable votes. Their

efforts were rewarded by the "hoodle”—kickbacks and bribes that came
with the granting of public works contracts—available to them after tak-
ing office, although Coughlin and Kenna had a reputation for not taking
“the big stuff” and preferring to cultivate good relations with the mayors.
Reform-minded citizens consistently attacked such local bosses for
fostering patriarchal dependence and a lack of civic morality. Other writ-
ers have romanticized them as a buffer against the exploitative and in-
vasive practices of a cold, heartless society, depicting them as always
ready with personal attention, sympathy for the common man, an open
pocket, and perhaps even a job for friends in need. Beyond moral pos-
turing and personalized favors, Kenna’s and Coughlin’s power also de-
pended on the systematic organization of services most in demand in
their ward. Not only were they tireless in making deals and fighting leg-
islation that threatened the segregated vice district in Chicago, but they
also established a fund to buy off police and politicians, to send prosti-
tutes with tuberculosis to the sanitarium, and to keep lawyers on retainer
if any of their constituents got in trouble. Most of the money for the fund
was collected through mandatory contributions levied on brothels, and
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protection was given in return only if food and liquor was purchased f;
Esri)vedt r;lerchants. Such stipulations mirrored the kinds of s;rarrl(;ren
nts . . . )
pent aeszzoac i:lltsil;icsl.by Chinese surname, native place, and sworn brother-
therefBelngf 11‘1e11g1b1¢. f.or ci.tizenship, the Chinese could not vote and were
' ore of little political interest to Coughlin and Kenna. This was prob
ably 1-n Bathhouse John’s mind in 1894 when, as a new aiderma tpr? -
to buﬂfi his image in the city council, he scapegoated the Chine; tfﬁng
troducing anti-opium laws into the city council and organizing vi '1y e
groups toraid Clark Street basements. He professed shock at seeirgl f ouns
American girls in the arms of Chinamen whom I knew to be as ge yr(a)llcllndg
its any human beings ever become,” and continued with the warning thzt
So long as those who know nothing of the habits of the Chineseg :
pe.r them and raise the cry of persecution whenever an effort is m gam-
raid their dens, they will feel comparatively secure. As for me, I kn th t'o
methods, and opium smoking don’t go in the first ward.” 33 ' o thelr
lationTl;ls negative atte.ntion marked an uncharacteristic low point in re-
o mse Eltxc/)vreeelsl the Chlnelie and local politicians. As Coughlin and Kenna
ecure in their position as lo i i i
years, they developed a peaceﬁﬁ coexistence xii{d;’ E:lee 1((3)111(11:1;; slelrlc'lc‘e;dmg
Zl:rllofSt c;rtaintlly based on contributions to the Kenna-Couglr’lIin lpfro:iis
ur.1 , as the Chinese were often able to secure the use of lawvers hel -
01.1 retainer there. By 1905, Kenna even found a WY . e'd
his political campaigns. Republican mayoral cal?c?fd?cz tﬁ:rﬁ;gr}ilgés alf
Ej:;gt;i ;[; be;mirch ﬂjle \Tirtuous demeanor of Democratic candidate Ed-
Kenna gt ZldS;( .que‘s(tlonmg his relationship with Kenna. In response,
place on Van Bure Sret o it the answer. 1ot know whas e sy
' e the answer. ! i
but i-f it is anything like I told him it’s a peac(;eiiflzl.l”tTl;neotzglcllz;dhe Sal'd’
:;1;011111 }(llhi?:;e 1cihamcters, was printed up in green ink and distrei'bvtjtréz
ghout the first ward. Whether or not Ki i
sight into the relationship of Kenna and ]C))tlilnnegiz iiizoitgeriflf: E:)i;
iorf tﬁhri t1r_espoc;15e shows tl?e gap t.)e.tween issues that were cons;dered serious
B Izvar al.lq citywide politics.3* Local Chinese proved useful again
dOSirIll . ;OI:;HEELPEI government bega‘n police raids with the intention of
closins evee ff)r good. Businesses closed for liquor violations
1m.es reopened behind documents and licenses issued to Chinese
;:;)‘igpa;n;s, such as when Fréiberg’s, a notorious bar and dance hall, and
red hangout of Coughlin and Kenna, reappeared as the Hop Li
Company in 1915.35 b Hine

The powerful rackets of Chicago also tended to leave the Chinese in
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peace. The gambling 1ings controlled by men like Michael MacDofnleec:
and Monte Tennes around the turn of the century .created a systemtoC ees
and regulation as rigorous as anything the mun.1c1pa1 governme.nhin .
devise: “[Tennes] established systematic excluslog. Anyone wis hdgthe
enter the gambling business had to apply to this rmg. The ITlaIl a e
location would be investigated, the leading gamblers in the cigy };/vo oo
asked to approve the applicant, and if disapproved he wouf etiis e
upon the ‘dead list."”¢ Chinese houses appeared‘to be frt?e rom hie I
terference, possibly having made arrangements with the nr%gf;las :rad(ets
tivity. Even the Allied Laundry Council—one of the most vigi arlld ackers
in Chicago, violently devoted to assuring that no laundry wou

they set for the city—seemed to leave the Chinese alone,

cut the prices on

although they energetically organized laundries run b.y members”of ? ;
ethnic groups. The common perception was that Chinese were p01so]r31
to racketeers, their tight insularity preventing successful interference by

outsiders.3”

CONFLICT AMONG THE CHICAGO CHINESE

The Rise of the Moys

In 1926, Moy Dong Chew, by then frequently referred tg as the' ”parter;:
arch” and “historian” of Chinatown, recalled some.of‘ his ﬁr'st imp o
sions of Chicago in the 1870s to Ting-chiu Fan, a Chn.stlan- Ch1nés§ gr -
uate student in the School of Social Services at the Unlvers?ty of N 1cagOL
“[The residents of Chicago] never said to me that the Chinese have g

the perfection of crimes of four thousand years. They .never asked ;nz
whether or not I ate rats and snakes. They seemed to behe.ve that wfe ad
souls to save and these souls were worth saving. The Chicagoans foun

but they liked to mix with us. I was des-

i ople, to be sure ‘
us a peculiar people, , 35 Moy wras a chronic

tined not to return to my fatherland, I thought. nie
politician, and everything he said must be evaluated as part of a cz; tche
lated strategy of social relations. Over his ne‘arly fifty year.s asil or(lie 3610 -
most prominent Chinese in the city, he was mstru.mer'ltal int ethe COE_
ment of Chinese public relations and social org?nlzatlon. In fur' er ”

versations with the graduate student, Moy contlnu('ed to empha.s1z<:,i 1sog ),(
the mild but unobjectionable exoticness of the Chinese, the frien .ty Et
limited interest that non-Chinese had in the Chinese, and a comqu n;le1 .
to establishing himself as a citizen of the city. [t was a co.nversa'aonmote
could be expected coming from a businessman .att.emptl.ng toogf)ro o
and maintaining his sway over a limited and specialized niche. Of course,

T
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Moy’s comfortable role as a spokesman and his vision of the role of the
Chinese in Chicago cannot be taken for granted. It emerged from an en-
ergetic power struggle in the decade before 1912, during which the vo-
cabulary used by Chinese to depict unity and difference was much more
varied and unstable,
Both numerically and socially, men of the Moy surname have dom-
inated the Chicago migrant community since their arrival. Moy Dong
Chew arrived in Chicago in the mid-1870s, followed shortly afterwards by
his brothers Moy Dong Hoy (Sam Moy) and Moy Dong Yee. They bought
a shop in the Loop from a man known as Opium Dong, which they called
the Hip Lung Ying Kee Company. They moved the store to a small con-
centration of laundries on South Clark Street in 1884, and it became the
nucleus of the first Chinatown in Chicago. For years, this shop was a fo-
cal point of Moy power and identity, referred to in Chicago newspapers
as “the center of Chinese society.” Reporters routinely visited it in search
of Moy Dong Chew—who had taken on the identity of the company and
was often known as Hip Lung—if they wanted a “representative” opin-
ion from the Chinese community or a colorful description of New Year’s
festivities. By 1928, about eight hundred Moys lived in the city, making
up a quarter of the Chinese population.3® Numerical superiority and their
early presence were important factors behind their power, but such ad-
vantages could be maintained only through constant attention to al-
liances and access to outside resources.

A conflict in 1893 highlights some of the social resources the Moys
could draw on in Chicago. That year, Wong Aloy (who in 1904 would be-
come interpreter for the Bureau of Immigration) had allegedly been
beaten by some Moys as part of a feud between the Wong and Moy fam-
ilies. Wong Chin Foo, who had studied American law and spoke “choice”
English, came from New York to pursue Wong Aloy’s case in court. His
learning was sorely tested against the extensive Moy connections in the
city. Shortly after his arrival, Wong told reporters that he had just visited
State’s Attorney Kern, and had come to the conclusion that “it is impos-
sible for any Chinaman in the City of Chicago who is not friendly to the
Moy family to obtain justice through [State’s Attorney Kern].” He re-
ported having told Kern that he did not believe the rumors to the effect
that “whatever Sam Moy or Hip Lung did they were all right with the
state’s attorney,” and that Kern had replied, “You may believe them. It is
true. ... I have my information from Sam Moy, who is a resident of Chi-
cago, and I prefer his testimony to yours. Moreover, I want you to un-
derstand that if you prosecute Sam Moy or Hip Lung, you prosecute me.
Those men are my friends and in no case will I prosecute them.” Kern
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i d
later justified his attitude to a reporter by making a frequently folrmullegc;:1
distinction between respectable Chicago residents and troublemaking

outsiders:

In my opinion Wong Chin Foo is an adventurer. He came to Chicagcl)l ‘
at this time, I think, for the purpose of stirring up a quarrel among the
Chinamen that he might reap benefit from it. As I understand from
Hip Lung, whom I have known for a number of years a.s a pros?er?u:
merchant and peaceful man, he is considered a professw.nal mischief-
maker, who travels about among his people in an ostensibly self- .
sacrificing manner for his personal profit. I think I understand China-
men thoroughly, and believing that Wong Chin Foo had come. her.e to
create trouble in Chinatown, I thought the surest way of avertmfg 1.t
would be to read the riot act to him. I told Wong Chin Foo that if it
had been a white man in the case he would have been fined $25 and
the case disposed of long ago. They are making a trivial matter the

excuse for a bitter factional fight.*0

Wong was not immediately discouraged. He saw a ray of hope iI.l }11}51 p:z:
ception that the “financial power of [the Hip Lung Comé);ny] 12 : a;ethe
itsi ivi " and that Moy Dong Chew w
cret of its influence over civil courts” an : : :
moment financially crippled after sending eight thousand dolla.rs toczgg
his connections in Canada who had gotten into trouble smugghngdthe
nese into the United States. On his part, Moy D(?ng .Chew accfusif o
Wongs of raising six hundred dollars for his assassination a1111d ;I o erI di
i i t of five hundred from the Moys.
to withdraw prosecution on paymen )
not know the results of this particular tussle, but Kern would contlnﬁe to
be a friend of the Moys for decades. In 1912 he was owrier ofa ne}v:r, tIVIr;,eS
1 4
story building occupied by the Hip Lung Company. I\;Vhﬂel?n; eerzstangs
i himself as a man who
ave him the confidence to present ! -
ghinamen," they acquired not only a legal and financial patron buta f?lt:e
lic promoter of their trustworthiness and prosperity as members O

Chicago commercial community.

Two Types of Integration

Wong Chin Foo had long been an advocate of assim.ilation into A;r;lz?iir;
society and cultivated the same kind of co.sr.n.opohtan. demea'n & e
Chinese elite of Peru in the 1920s.#2 His activities provide a polm. o
trast from which to better understand the kinds of personal re.atllon r[; _
and ethnic boundaries cultivated by the Moys. Wong was a tlT.‘e ess I;nd
moter of assimilation and Westernization when talking to Chinese,

EXOTICA AND RESPECTABILITY IN CHICAGO'S CHINATOWN

of Chinese culture when talking to non-Chinese, oOccasionally presenting
himself as a “Buddhist missionary” who criticized the hypocrisies and re-
ligious intolerance of Christians. He traveled widely about the country
giving speeches, publishing articles in English, asserting the value of Chi-
nese as quality immigrants and potential American citizens, and engag-
ing in debates in which he defended the value of Chinese culture against
a host of criticisms large and small—including the accusation that both-
ered Moy Dong Chew of being snake and rat eaters. In 1892 he had formed
the Chinese Equal Rights League of America to fight against exclusion,
and to demand “an equal franchise for the Americanized Chinese of the
United States.” 3 Although Wong was an unusual character among the
migrants, he was not a complete outsider in Chicago, despite the claims
of State’s Attorney Kern. In 1881, he had even helped the Moys persuade
the mayor to use his influence to stop the prosecution of minor gambling
and opium use at the Hip Lung Company. He had also led three Moys, one
adult and two children, to the criminal court for naturalization as Ameri-
can citizens, which proved to be impossible in view of recent precedents
in New York and California against citizenship for Chinese.

In 1893, shortly after his legal conflict with the Moys had brought
him back to Chicago, Wong began producing a handwritten bimonthly
newspaper called the Chinese American, which was a revival of a paper of
the same name he had published in New York a decade earlier. The open-
ing issue proclaimed in English, “[This paper] especially will appeal to the
members of the Americanized Chinese of this country who understand
the English Language and love the institutions and civilization of Amer-
ica, and are willing to cast their life lots with us here instead of with the
people of China.” It then criticized migrants who did not invest more
money in their businesses in America, continued to wear Chinese clothes,
and engaged in traditional practices, saying their behavior was “not a
proper way for followers of confusion [sic] to do.” s The English section
also printed one of Wong’s speeches against the exclusion laws and praised
a group of Chinese merchants who had put up ninety thousand dollars
to establish a booth at the World’s Colombian Exposition when the Chi-

nese government failed to do so. The booth included a “Chinese temple
and joss house” and a panorama of “Chinese Heaven and Hell,” so that
visitors could “see all and save a trip to China.” The investors had also
learned an “expensive lesson” about what was lacking in the display and
were “going to place some pretty Chinese ladies within their various de-
partments shortly.” The Chinese section included international news,
with a special emphasis on conflict between Japan and China; national
news, with criticisms of the Geary Act and the Six Companies for fail-
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ing to successfully oppose it; local Chicago news; exhortations to study
and learn; pieces of gossip from China; stories of miraculous events, like
women who gave birth to pigs and rocks, and the doctors who cured
them; warnings about counterfeiters and fraudulent business schemes;
and explanations of American culture. \
Despite his enthusiasm and eclecticism, Wong was unable to de-
velop the influence among other migrants or the practical mutual under-
standing with non-Chinese that the Moys had. Wong’s calls for Americans
to respect Chinese culture, and for Chinese to assimilate into American
life while maintaining selected aspects of Chinese culture were idealistic
and in the spirit of American liberalism, but they served the practical
needs of only a handful of his contemporaries. Newspapers published in
English and the encouragement of large investments in the United States
are only two of the most obvious examples of how Wong’s agenda was ir-
relevant to most migrants. The average migrant, linked to a family in
China and embedded in migrant networks was likely to find American-
ization risky, if not impossible or undesirable. The practical alliances in
the service of day-to-day interests offered by the Moys were much more
responsive to the immediate interests of the migrants, although this re-
sponsiveness was ultimately self-seeking and limited migrant horizons.
Between them, the three Moy brothers divided the labor necessary
to establish themselves at the center of the social and economic networks
which ran through the migrant community in Chicago. As an officer for
several important migrant organizations and the head of an important
import and export company, Moy Dong Chew was a key figure in Chi-
cago migrant politics. He was often sought to act as a guarantor or to safe-
guard the money and valuables of kinsmen. He also maintained extensive
connections throughout the United States which facilitated his many im-
migrant smuggling projects. Moy Dong Hoy was most active in establish-
ing practical relations with the non-Chinese world. He could frequently
be found at the Bureau of Immigration testifying as to the respectability
of one person, the kinship of another, the financial status of somebody
else, which business transactions he had witnessed, and whose money he
was holding in safekeeping. The agents were pleased by his ability to pro-
duce information and documentation that easily conformed to bureau-
cratic requirements. They added weight to his statements by describing
him to the Washington office as a well-known and “respectable local
merchant.” Moy could even get immigration officials to send telegrams
to the border requesting that they expedite the entry of his friends.¢ The
third brother, Moy Dong Yee, spent much of his time in Hong Kong,
China, and the Hip Lung branch in San Francisco, where he established
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agd confirmed business connections, made sure that money invested i
Ylllage affairs was suitably deployed, and looked out for family busin o
Interests. He was not always successful in imposing the will o)f] the Mess
bro'thers, as in 1905 when thirty thousand Hong Kong dollars sent Ct)y
China for the establishment of a school had to be returned to the Unit g
States bec.ause nobody could agree on where to build the school.*’ e
‘ Their cousin Moy Dong Mow, known as Charlie Kee was. also an
1mp0r.tant part of the Moy establishment. He had run a cigar' store in Chi
ca.go since the 1880s but made his home at the Hip Lung Company al ’
w1‘Fh the three brothers. He was also one of several Moys wholzver); h'ong
as interpreters for the Bureau of Immigration around the turn of the clree
tl}ry. .He accompanied special agent Greenhalgh on an undercover ton-
Cll:Cu1t .of the United States from 1898 to 1899 to investigate Chinese i N
migration cities and ports throughout the country, carrying a letter ofl'm-
Froduction from Moy Dong Chew. He was also an important middlemm-
1n. the citizen discharge scam in upstate New York in 1903-4, wo k'an
with White lawyers both to facilitate the connections between ;heni amg
jche Chinese and to shake down and threaten Chinese who were not w'ril
ing to pay the fees. By 1907, he and Greenhalgh had quit the bureau a;(;
Were suspected of traveling the country representing themselves as agent
in order to extort money from other migrants.*s As late as 1914, two gen S
afte'r Kee was murdered in Seattle, investigators on the Gulf Co;st stiifl callrs
spaired of establishing any kind of efficient border controls against Ch?-
lrllese sn}ug%Iing, in large part because of the pernicious influence of thle-
t(I)\/It?ly ring. 4? Smuggl'ing not only produced profit but helped contribute
. e numerical dominance of the Moys in Chicago, as well as link man
migrants to the brothers through bonds of debt and obligation ¢

Moy versus Chin

By ;che turn of the century the Wongs had pretty much fallen out of the
picture as pretenders to local power in Chicago, but the Chin family net-
work was mounting an even larger challenge to Moy influence in Chicago

’ and the Midwest. By the end of the nineteenth century at least five Chin

merchants in Chicago were wealthy enough to establish households with
cona‘lbines brought from China.s° By 1907, Chin F. Foin was the rn1 t
prqmment Chinese restaurateur in Chicago and a pioneer in u sc(e-l)lS

Chinese dining (see fig. 14). He had arrived in the United States inp1892e
at the age of fifteen and come to Chicago in 1895. By 1905, he was th

owner of the King Yen Lo above Kenna's saloon, and by 191’2 he anzl h'e
four brothers owned five restaurants in Chicago. It was said that he spoklz
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Figure 14 Chin F. Foin, with
his wife, Yoklund Wong, 1903.
(Source: Chinese Immigration .
Case Files, C-440. Chicago District
Office, Records of the Immigration
and Naturalization Service, Record

Group 85)

German fluently, belonged to an exclusive social c.lub, rod(i horseba:)c:(,i \Zﬁf
the first Chinese in Chicago to own an autor‘nc'Jbﬂe, and v.vas athhicagO
around American.” 5! He counted Chinese m11.11sters, prom1fn'en -
socialites, and Kang Youwei among his acquaintances and nenS (.)f o
Tongs and Chinese political parties bf)th emerged asf egf,aHi S
flict between the Chins and Moys. Tl;e (Olhlcig(?nlz;r;r;ci;g?' ” eon fstory
Tong was established by 1905, and the On Le . 1.0 o T St
about the establishment of the On Leong te.lls of the arriva o
i m San Francisco to establish a new chapter in C 1ce'1go.
gagrisiinvz;v:off((})le proposed meeting hall he got lost and stopped in a

store owned by some Moys to ask directions:

Innocently, he explained his mission. The store keeper clalled in sev-
eral other of his Moy kinsmen, who listened to the man'’s story c.>f how
he had brought the flag, seal, and book of oaths from San Franasc((l)
for the purpose of forming a tong there, and theyibecame 1ncer§et ;
They jumped to the conclusion that they were being harmed, t at i
new tong was being formed to combat them. Therefo're, thinew ong
had a bitter enemy even before it was founded in Chicago.

I ———..
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Apocryphal as this story may be, it nonetheless captures well how new
tong chapters were quickly embedded in local disputes. In fact, the iden-
tification of Moys with the On Leong already had a long history. The Port-
land, Oregon, Hip Sing had puta price on the head of Charlie Kee in 1899,
and New York On Leong founder Moy Dong Yue was most likely a cousin
of the three brothers. By 1907, the conflict between Moys and Chins cen-
tered on the control of gambling, and what better way to obtain resources
for such a battle than to join a tong of national scope with long experi-
ence in such battles?

The Moys and Chins were also attracted to the local Emperor Pro-
tection Association as a platform from which to build and extend their
prestige. An Emperor Protection Association branch was established in
Chicago in June of 1903, a month before Liang Qichao (who devoted
more space in his memoirs to the sights and modernity of Chicago than
to local Chinese) passed through the city. Moy Dong Chew was the first
president of the local branch, but the Chins would play a more important
role in association activities and attract more recognition from the promi-
nent reform leaders.s* Kang Youwei passed through Chicago on 23 May
1903, attracting a crowd of four hundred Chinese to his speech criticiz-
ing the exclusion laws.s Later that year, Kang and his associate Tom Le-
ung began to solicit capital from investors across America and China to
establish a new restaurant as part of the Commercial Corporation. The
original plan was to find a location near Leung’s residence in Los Angeles,
but Chin F. Foin recommended a site he had located in the Chicago Loop.
Kang and Leung took Chin’s advice and made him manager. He super-
vised all aspects of design and decoration, including the importation of
expensive fittings from China, and the new King Joy Lo promised to be
even more splendid than the old King Yen Lo above Kenna’s Saloon, which
had established Chin’s reputation as a restaurateur.

Kang Youwei himself took an interest in the naming and decor of
the restaurant, and was there for the opening in May 1907. During that
visit he distributed many articles of imperial clothing in return for dona-
tions, and many local migrants had their pictures taken in them.56 Chin F.
Foin continued to enjoy a heady stream of social successes in the months
right after the opening, not only among other migrants but also among
Qing officials sympathetic to the reformers and among local Chicagoans
sympathetic to a luxurious dining experience. He achieved a major social
coup in November, when the acting Chinese minister and many promi-
nent Chicagoans attended the naming ceremony of his one-month-old
baby at the King Joy Lo. The baby was named Theodore Chungow Chin,
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Chungow being the name suggested by the previous minister, and Theo-
dore the name suggested by the acting one in honor of President Roose-
velt’s willingness to mitigate the rigors of exclusion enforcement.s’
The King Joy Lo was plagued with scandal nearly from the start.
That same November investors were already wondering when they would
see some return on their investments. Tom Leung, the manager-in-
absentia in Los Angeles, was accused of inefficient management and of
using $160,000 he had borrowed from the Commercial Corporation for
his own purposes. The delay of profits from the King Joy Lo also led to de-
lays in the establishment of other Commercial Corporation enterprises
and to the general aura of corruption and disenchantment gradually ad-
hering to the Emperor Protection Association. Kang Youwei interpreted
Leung’s behavior as a betrayal of his trust and claimed to have fallen sick
for months due to heartbreak.s® The scandal was concurrent with aggres-
sive attacks on Chin interests in Chicago as their relations with the Moys
broke down to a state of naked, unmasked hostility. Local papers noted
that Moy Dong Chew played a prominent role in the Chinese reception
committees for Minister Wu Tingfang’s visit to Chicago in May and June
of 1908, as Chin F. Foin and the King Joy Lo receded from the limelight.
Wu turned his attention to matters of state and sent his secretary to help
straighten out problems that had arisen in the Emperor Protection Asso-
ciation.5? The secretary quickly found himself immersed in a conflict that
ranged far beyond the concerns of Chinese reform politics. In response to
accusations surrounding the King Joy Lo scandal, the Chins were accusing
Moy Dong Chew of not having used his moral influence as president of
the Emperor Protection Association to forestall the establishment of the
On Leong Tong the previous year, and both sides repeated the accusa-
tions that were part of a widely publicized trial that month, in which the
Chins accused Moy Dong Chew and his brother of the murder of a fellow

clansman.

Murder

The event that most clearly marked the degeneration of local struggles
into irreconcilable hostility was the murder of Chin Wai in October 1907,
just months after the establishment of the King Joy Lo and the On Leong
Tong. Fortified by Hip Sing power and Reform Association prestige, the
Chins had challenged the Moy dominance of local gambling in the sum-
mer of 1907. The Chin lawyers later claimed that “Hip Lung . . . attempted
to form a Chinese gambling trust with himself at the head, and when he
met opposition, instead of resorting to underselling, secret agreements,
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:;1(1 lfbattilng, he simply decided to kill off a few of the independents as
ject lesson.” €% The Chins had accompani i
. . panied their opposition with a
g;oilslaeiandfaccgmpalgn, Circulating proclamations calling upon all the
se O icago to resist the tyranny and i

Chew and establish an “open” Chj ) Moy Dong Cheor oY e

, pen” Chinatown. Moy Dong Chew iusti i

dominance to white re iming y 1 boen sespora

porters by claiming that he had be i

' 0 wh €n responsibl
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: er. The atmosphere on Clark §
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t
ﬁk(l)e gl;nshots .chased and captured Harry Lee, a Christian laundry man
m rorty-third Street, as he attempted to hide on the Hip .
pany premises.62 P e Com-
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atter the murder echoed Moy Dong Chew i i
der on a society of highbi i  desconded wpont po -
ghbinders which had descended i
They drew these ima ¢ the fom of e
ges from newspaper articles at th
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cribing them as united in a sing]
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The Trial

The Moys and Chins drew from different social resources finhorga;\lrzlrlg
forces for their upcoming court battleé Thteh Ivg)lys 1in;ltcri::etésehoiﬂtn ge E(e)bert .

i most associated with Sou ar . . .
Ziit?éﬁ?frie of the lawyers held on retainer by‘f the Coughh?-Il(lenél;
fund, to lead their defense team. He had a reputation for suc(:.essi ;ﬂz -
fending the seemingly hopeless cases of glax‘ll}; rx;veeilslc-)l:rrllsg:i Icnfr(l)lI beiI.lg ¢

n for a melodramatic and q f
va:isefllci(:; ];I)leoczgle higher up,” and for having 1.)een convi?ted of czn':mpt
of court and assault, including one on an assistant state’s at.torn z ol
The Chins also worked through First Ward connec:tlons,t fu o
lowed them further afield in their search for legal talent. The mos I;Il;r -
member of the Chin prosecution was ex-mayor .and future.gove nor o
Illinois, Edward F. Dunne. Dunne had a progressive rePutatlond—;aX ned
in his campaigns as county judge against corpora.tte ,l')nb:e;yfander X
sion—as “a living symbol of justice and htlur.lamty, a ' e Sln N
underdog,” and as one who loaded his administration with | ong- e
friends and short-haired women.” %8 Altklzot\;lgh a(l;lr aelrilsiréyb;)a If(;)r:fli ppe;
ot strongly associated wit em
1131‘11:11;2 g:sss Irleforrn thgt};ad been the bane of the .Levee fqr SO many l};arts(;
but with a more widely based brand of .popuhsm wh1chha}p1;f:d <
working-class voters. His successful 1905 bid for the m.ayors (;;1 jadbeen
greatly assisted by the support of Kenna and Cogghhn (altl) e g;own
inked broadside). It was an unlikely alliance which had bro 1e domn
quickly when Dunne pushed for the enforc?ment of .saloon ;: o;he o
Sundays and authorized a few raids on garpbhng est'abhshmetfl S. e
of First Ward support was crucial in his failure to gain .ree}ec 1;)n nl thé
but only months after the election he was ?nce again .mvo ve e
affairs of South Clark Street as he accompanied two Chlneseh or;1 : igt;al
profile visit to the death bed of Chin Wai. On the way tg t estroe Gi 0:
they made sure that reporters noticed their stop at the Hamsor} . ai}; "
lice station to request two detectives to escort them as pro.tec}tllocilt gSa st
bad elements who might not want them to hear What Chin had to tizils

Despite their choice of lawyers, the Moys d.ld not lack conlllule;1 ons

with men of moral stature equal to Dunne’s. Their supply of weu— o
gentlemen to act as character witnesses included Dunne, as IYve a: o
cago banker, upper-class reformer, and ex-Secretary of the [;easttzfn ezt
man Gage, who had held office in 1898 wh(.en th.e Treasuryh ef;l mer
was aggressively prosecuting a smuggling ring hnke}e)ql‘to t'c Ife tg)al Wa(c;r
Company.”® Despite the presence of such respectability,
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plagued with scandal before it even started. It took an unusually long
time to select a jury, and accusations never stopped circulating as to the
integrity of the jurors, many of whom were “men of wealth and high
business rating” in Chicago. One juror was claimed to have been seduced
by a pretty woman from New York into trading his vote for a kiss.” After
the trial Cantwell and his key witnesses, John Moseland and politician
H. H. Stridiron, who claimed to have seen the murder and that the mur-
derer was not any of the accused, were themselves accused and convicted
of perjury. Stridiron left the country in July in an attempt to flee justice,
but later turned himself in.72
The perjury evidence came too late to influence the verdict. The
Moy brothers and Harry Lee were acquitted on 17 Jiune 1908. Shortly af-
ter the verdict they gave a great banquet in honor of all who had assisted
them, at which a Chinese orchestra played the “Star Spangled Banner”
along with various Chinese tunes.”s The Chins were distressed. They had
put their necks on the line by asking for the death penalty, although they
had backed down from this demand as the trial began to turn against
them. Many Chins closed their businesses and left the city in fear of Moy
reprisals.” Other Chins did not give up, and weeks after the verdict Dunne
was once again in their service accusing the police of conspiring with the
Moys to harass Chins with vagrancy arrests on Clark Street.?s Later, in
1909, the Chins took advantage of a growing sentiment in the municipal
government to push vice underground and again cooperated with Dunne
and the police in raiding Clark Street gambling houses.”s Violence burst
out again in 1911, shortly after the festive opening ceremonies of a new
Hip Sing headquarters at 358 South Clark Street. By the end of the year,
two On Leong members had been shot in Chicago—one was killed and
the other hospitalized.”” Charlie Kee was shot in the back in Seattle in
March of 1912, in what was reputedly a dispute over opium smuggling.
By this time, however, the Moys had already begun preparations for their
trump card: the relocation of Chinatown.

The Move

In February of 1912 it was announced that Chinatown would move two
miles south of the Clark Street location to the intersection of Twenty-
second and Archer. Many of the Clark Street leases were due to expire in
the next three months, and forty ten-year building leases on Twenty-
second Street had been arranged at a cost of over fifty thousand dollars.
Plans were also made for the erection of new buildings, the addition of
ornate balconies and facades to the old ones, and the construction of a
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. o n7g
“ te Chinatown in America.
temple for what was to be “the most comple

Not all the Chinese businesses and associations tolok part.in (‘;he rrg:fl;
ip Si hops allied around it remained on
The Hip Sing Tong and a few s nd It emamne o pad
t of May, the majority of the
Street. Nonetheless, by the firs . :
followed the Moys to the new location, leaving behind only a few p?rsti;i
hung on the walls denouncing the Hip Singas a den of hatchet men
i the first time.””?
have come out into the open for ‘
The move had been encouraged by the expansion qf 'thet;er’:t;zcd
business district and the rising rents and threats of demohtg)lr;rk ;treet
ied i helor-oriented establishments on
companied it. Other bac o O e was
i f skyscrapers. Even Hinky
also gave way to the erection O y e
i ilding that housed the Kenna
forced out in 1911 when the bui e S
i d and slated for demolition. A newspap
the King Yen Lo was purchase s
i “ Dink’s Throne Seat, Deat
article entitled, “Progress Menaces ; o s
i " hearing the news, The little
Chinatown,” reported that upon o
k. ... ‘I guess de first wards g
too overcome for a moment to spea . i’
south. . . . First it was Custom House place. Now dey want Chuflll.( t}(;:v;.lt .
As far as the Chinese were concerned, the move was n9t a 1g1 :
carefully planned and executed relocation. Even arrangmgk tilf easzfl *
lished with a remarkable armm
Twenty-second and Archer was acCOmplis :
of craZy planning, aimed both at befuddling hostile propertﬁy'owlrlleri atnill
i ip Sing i Public announcements originally state
forestalling Hip Sing interference. - _
that Chinatown would be relocating at Wabash and Twentybsecac:lrslzl,v\r];el
ing i idents. It was an elaborate ruse, bec -
sulting in protests by local resi 1 pe
the brothels and gamblers w
bash and Twenty-second was where e -
i i Clark Street had reestablishe
been neighbors of the Chinese on e wene
i by raids a few years earlier. y
selves after being chased south | ‘ e e soon:
f property OWNers in Chicago w. .
probably the Jast group 0 ' B tion was
i j Chinese presence. i
taneously organize to objectto a . ' ' le : -
diverted to that area, leases were quietly signed with building owners 1
i i t at Archer.8!
a residential area a few blocks wes
The move provided the opportunity for a new start away frg.m :k;g
unsatisfactory Clark Street gambling situation, which l?ad b.een ;ut]zrcadi_
Hip Sing interference and increased city-sponsored raids a1mem]e;ers o
i i i low-ranking On Leong me
cating vice. During the move, some :
actedgon their own initiative to establish a clear-cut mon(?poly on ;wgr:g;
second Street. With the assistance of attorney Charles Pcllﬂle, Whot t:; L
i i 9 Clark Street raids agains
ier worked with Dunne in the 190 a8 (
Ez)n they struck a deal with Mayor Harrison to allow hmlteq gambhrflfg
withi%; the new Chinatown, provided that absolutely no police payo 13(
took place. When they presented this plan to the rest of the tong, Fran
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Moy and the other officers were infuriated, responding to the unautho-
rized negotiators with physical violence. The officers suspected that by ar-
ranging this deal, which undermined their established informal arrange-
ments for protection; these men were expecting some kind of special
payoff or, even worse, were attempting to usurp tong leadership. Lick-
ing their wounds, the renegades presented their plan at the national On
Leong conference that year, but the tong backed the Frank Moy fac-
tion. Gambling flourished in the new Chinatown via payoffs channeled
through the usual Moy connections.82
In the years to come, the new Chinatown and the On Leong would
flourish, dominating the site in a way never achieved on Clark Street. The
new Chinatown was in a much more isolated location than Clark Street,
with railroad lines and vacant lots demarcating clear boundaries on three
sides. Most non-Chinese businesses moved out over the next twenty
years, and the new Chinatown became completely dominated by Chi-
nese businesses. It survived the widening of Twenty-second Street in 1922,
erecting new buildings and slowly pressing south down Wentworth Street.
Chinese families even began to move into the surrounding residential
neighborhood. In contrast, the Hip Sing territory on Clark Street appeared
more and more abandoned. Some sources even claimed that the On Leong
continued to rent Clark Street buildings and leave them empty to con-
tribute to the appearance of desolation.’3 The Hip Sing attempted to re-
juvenate its territory in the late 1920s by sponsoring a new Chinatown at
Twenty-third and State Streets, about a half mile east of the On Leong
Chinatown, but was not successful. By 1931, the Chicago Hip Sing Presi-
dent, Li Weiyang, was requesting the national Hip Sing congress to find
a means of putting pressure on local businesses that refused to repay the
loans he had given out for start-up capital. By the early 1940s, the Hip
Sing and a few businesses associated with it had retreated back to South
Clark Street.84
The move became a fertile source for interpretations of the history
of Chinese in Chicago. A Chinese student at the University of Chicago in
the 1920s suggested that the move occurred in 1912 because that was the
year of the Chinese revolution and the “progressive” Chinese felt they
had to move away from the more conservative reformers.85 Ting-chiu
Fan, who got much of his information from Moy Dong Chew, took a dif-
ferent nationalist slant that downplayed internal schism by pushing the
move back to 1905. He argued that the anti-American boycott in China
that year had engendered anti-Chinese feelings in Chicago, which had
led to rent increases on Clark Street and the creation of tongs and other
mutual aid societies for self-protection against whites.® An interpretation
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offered decades later by an ex-Chicago resident in Commun.ist Chme& rx:lfas
even more explicit in blaming 1905 rent incr.ease.s as .a racist con:lpl hgfj
by the white Chicago bourgeoisie.?” An immlgratlon inspector w tct) nad
been posted in Chicago after the move localized ile 1905 blc\)ZCOStUd :
Chicago protest against rising rents on Clark Street.®® A young ; c:Z ethn}irc
ing at the University of Chicago in the 1920s V\‘ras able to con af eehnie
politics, Chinese factionalism, and the enthusiasm of 'students ’ o.d >
movements all into one explanation. He repeated the 1nspecfor S dl : teiv o
a local boycott, but brought the date back up to 1912 and cle;ime nle e
led by the local CCBA over the objections and defiance of the reneg;
1 i 89

e SlAnlilrf)OsItlill of these explanations reflected the expanding consc?ciusi
ness of Chinese in Chicago by interpreting the move in terms of pohtlce;
events linked to a national or even global scale. I would argue, }.1owevee;
that the move was primarily a bid for local hegem.ony. Rent 1ncr;as ;
were a factor, but not a determining one—the Hip Sing an.d a few :h otpa
remained on Clark Street until the 1970s. More? to the point .wass. aof-
move away from the expanding business district and the Hip u(;g y
fered a level of isolation and autonomy that fostered On Leong orn11
nance. On Twenty-second Street, the Chinese had a corner of Chicago a

to themselves.

THE CONSOLIDATION OF THE CHICAGO CHINESE

After 1912, Moy Dong Chew started delegating many of his respor.151b1he-:
ties to Frank, who became the personification ?f On Leong d.om;na‘,r\lrzl ;
through the late 1930s. Frank (whose immigration recc?rds claim he s
born in Portland, Oregon) had married a local, non-?hmese woné? !
had a home in Hyde Park near the University of (?hlcago. Local hmez ;
were impressed by his gold chains and tailored sglts, and by howd ; vl\Iar
driven to the front door of the On Leong in his four-thqusan 0 .
black Lincoln.?® Non-Chinese knew him as the Mayor of Chlnato;N,,I;; a;IliS
one reporter said he was “as hospitable as a .Sou’thern Flolione : s
death in 1937 was reportedly due to “overexertion in pa.tr.1ot1c actlfVl ies, 1
a reference to his involvement in anti-Japanese fund ralsmg,. lele u;lgr;_
boasted a procession of over three hundred autos.”? H.e live -?1 1§ak
profile life with wide connections, yet even today gld Chinese s't1 ;p .
of him with hesitancy and a touch of fear. The skills of me'n lcllks lr)artlh
Moy in accumulating friendships and status symbols recognize ‘y ond
Chinese and non-Chinese were an important part of the boundaries a
protection being wrapped around local Chinese.

e

EXOTICA AND RESPECTABILITY IN CHICAGO’S CHINATOWN

The growth of the new Chinatown was part of the increasing dom-
ination of the On Leong Tong. The success of both was manifested in
1927 with the erection of a massive tong headquarters near the corner of
Twenty-second and Wentworth. It was soon known as the “Chinatown
City Hall,” a title usually reserved for local CCBAs. A 1931 article in the
Chicago Tribune quoted a prominent migrant as saying the On Leong
“pretty completely directs the economic, political, and social life of Chi-
natown.”*3 This domination meant first of all that gambling operations
and business territory were made more stable and secure from outside
interference. It also marked a transformation in the activities and self-
image of the tong. The collaboration between tongs and merchants in
San Francisco that had arisen with the growth of tourism after 1906 was
taken one step further in Chicago, where the main organ of merchant in-
terests was the On Leong Tong itself. The On Leong went beyond merely
asserting that it was an association of “respectable merchants,” and tried
to fill the role of charitable and representative Chinatown organization.
In achieving this, the On Leong did more than just perform the usual me-
diating, benevolent, and legal functions of a CCBA. It also presented a
public face to non-Chinese as a group of businessmen actively marketing
their specialization in oriental delights.

Why a Tong?

The limitations of the Chinese economic role in the United States meant
that individual Chinese, unlike those in Peru, were rarely able to claim
recognition based on their positions as successful, independent business-
men. Whatever prestige individual Chinese in the United States could at-
tain among non-Chinese was strongly based on a reputation as a repre-
sentative of the Chinese community. Migrant associations played a key
role in defining that Chinese community and legitimizing individual
claims to represent it. As a manager of the Hip Lung Company, Moy Dong
Chew had earned some public recognition. Backed by the On Leong,
Frank Moy became the Mayor of Chinatown. Idealistic but poorly con-
nected men like Wong Chin Foo could gain publicity, but were much less
successful in exercising influence. The legitimizing power of these associ-
ations had roots in their importance in organizing the earliest flows of
migration (whereas migration to Peru was organized by white planters)
and was maintained through the success of the Six Companies and other
CCBAs in placing themselves at the nexus of complex associational net-
works and portraying their interests as identical to those of the local Chi-
nese community. As the Chinese moved east, the political significance of




CHAPTER SIX

migrant associations was maintained, but tongs replaced CCBAs as the
dominant institutions. The Chicago On Leong was a model example of
this transformation, so successful that by the 1920s it was an anchor

in the national On Leong system. Why did the tong prevail over

point
onal guilds as a

huiguan, family, business, political parties, and occupati
vehicle for the consolidation of Moy power in Chicago?
In brief, tongs offered more flexible alliances, superior resources, and

an organizational structure easily put in the service of the economic in-
terests of its leaders. The huiguan of the 1850s had offered similar bene-
fits, but by the twentieth century they had become somewhat ossified in
their actions and structure. Surname and native place organizations were
limited in their range of membership and consequently in their ability to
centralize power and represent the migrant community as a whole. Large-
scale labor mobilization was no longer a primary source of wealth, al-

though great profits still came from smuggling and the sale of papers.

Consequently, strong connections in China were no longer as critical as

connections with officials and underground networks. Moreover, after

the upheavals of the late nineteenth century, the huiguan had surren-

dered much of their direct involvement in economic affairs and devel-

oped pretenses toward broad representation. In Chicago, almost all the

migrants came from Taishan county, and all could make some claim to
representation in the local Ningyang Huiguan. Rotating officerships and
little selectivity regarding membership made such a huiguan difficult to
mobilize as an effective organizational tool under the dominance of a
single clique. A brief burst of huiguan creation took place in Chicago in
1911 “to fight against Moys,” but none of them lasted very long.** By the
early twentieth century, surname and native place associations had be-
come much more relevant as institutions for the maintenance of small-
scale mutual aid and links to villages in China.

A CCBA had been established in Chicago in 1904 but was merely a
figurehead institution through most of its history. It had little influence
over the conflicts before 1912, and after the move to Twenty-second
Street the On Leong began to perform the community-wide mediation
and regulation that usually belonged to the CCBA. In the 1920s, most mi-
grants would only accept CCBA mediation if Moy Dong Chew and Toy
Fong (a wealthy merchant who had only resided in Chicago sporadically
before the late teens) were present, suggesting how power was vested in

the CCBA only at the pleasure of powerful men.%s
Chinese political parties after the turn of the century also offered

avenues of prestige that reached out beyond the local migrant commu-
nities and village-based migrant networks. These organizations, however,
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la§ked a stable financial basis other than the solicitation of funds f
n?1g.rants. They tended to demand too many contributions without oro-
viding enough in return, and attempts like the King Joy Lo to develg "
st.able source of income could prove fruitless under the stresses of i I<:)1'a
vidual and local interests. As the Emperor Protection Association ¢ o,
bled under the weight of scandal, Sun Yat-sen’s revolutionary move;Ll m‘;
finally gained momentum as he passed through Chicago at the endenf
1909, early 1910, and again at the beginning of 1911. The second To .
menghui in the United States was established during his 1910 visit n‘gl
most of the dozen or so original members—more than half of whorr; e
Moys—being Christians. His visit in April 1911 was a much more si W"f;e
cant event, coming on the heels of an unprecedented show of su g?cl' -
New York, which had resulted in the public humiliation of the lezlvjv Yoillz
CCBA president. He was met at the train station by leaders of the Hip Sin
the On Leong, and the Zhigongtang.% By the following Februar ph .
ever, the Chicago Chinese were already using the Chinese New Ye}; ! OV\II-
tebration to celebrate the ascension of Sun’s rival Yuan Shikai to ’cher brcs.
1de‘ncy (including homage to George Washington for good measure) p’f’ilsc;
t(ilfgcago Moys .and the Hip Sing both remained supporters of the Cc;nsti-
onal Party into the 1920s, but interest in political organizations as a
source of status was largely deflated by the failure of the 1912 republic.®?
To-ngs, on the other hand, were open to people of any surname fro'm
any‘ native place, and even of any race, while at the same time beiia
lictlve abogt who would be initiated. Thus, tongs were ideal vehigci:;
’; t;ough vﬂych a gI.OLlI:‘) l‘ike the Moys could institutionalize alliances with
er families and individuals while retaining control of the institutional
structure of officers, elders, and common members. Tong affiliations al
offered access to resources outside of Chicago, especially after the o
formally confederated into a nationwide organization, while still reys Wer‘te
ing the autonomous control of local branches over n,early all local ll;ec'-
ness ac.tivities. These resources included ready access to armed men anL:iSI-
commitment of nationwide resources to the regulation and exploitatior?
of economic activities. Migrant elites could focus tong resources to thei
b'eneﬁt in local situations, or use the tong as a forum to pursue thei .
bitions beyond the limits of the local migrant community. e

Benevolent Tongs

COan Le;)ng and Hip Sing members continued to murder each other in Chi-
thgo after 1912, more as an aspect of nationwide conflict among the tongs
an as a consequence of local struggles. Even the nationwide war of
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1924, which originated in factionalism in the Chicago On Leong branch,
is best understood on a national scale. Chin Jack Lem had been one of the
renegades who tried to establish a new gambling arrangement with the
mayor in 1912. Despite that failure, he rose quickly within the Chicago
branch, building a career out of his reputation for ruthless violence. At
the 1924 national On Leong meeting in Pittsburgh, Chin was expelled
along with New York founder Moy Dong Yue and other members who
supported the Constitutional Party and were known as the “conserva-
tive” faction. Leaders of the “progressive” faction that had taken over in-
cluded Lee Toy of Chicago, who was elected national president and na-
tional interpreter for the tong that year. They had reportedly won the
1924 election through “American” vote-canvassing tactics, which meant
handing out flyers at the door and attempting to bypass the usual prac-
tice of a previously orchestrated consensus. When Chin Jack Lem and
some of his followers joined the Hip Sing in New York, violence erupted
throughout the United States.”® '

The extension of rivalries based in the Chicago On Leong to a na-
tional scale reflected not only the increasingly tight relationship between
the branches, but also the extent to which local challenges had been sub-
dued in Chicago. As local power was consolidated, the On Leong became
the main stage for power struggles, and individual ambitions could be di-
rected outward toward national influence. The On Leong freely sent in-
spectors to Clark Street to make sure that no On Leong members were
gambling there, but Hip Sing members were afraid to go without armed
escorts to Twenty-second Street to take part in CCBA meetings.” The
Chins had forsaken the Hip Sing as well. By the 1920s, most of the promi-
nent Chins who had not left Chicago had drifted over to the new China-
town and became involved in the On Leong.'® That the Chicago Hip Sing
retained any autonomy at all was more a result of the nationwide balance
of power than any local tolerance on the part of the On Leong.

Control of gambling always remained the primary basis of On Leong
power, both financially and socially. The creation a secure space for gam-
bling activities was a crucial aspect of the undisputed territorial monop-
oly of the On Leong. During the four years from 1905 to 1908, 2,239 Chi-
nese were arrested in Chicago (a number amounting to well over half of
the entire Chinese population), 64 percent for gaming violations.1?! In
the eleven years from 1914 to 1925 (excluding 1919, for which I have no
data), only 1,913 Chinese were arrested, a decline in the yearly average of
nearly 70 percent. Of 484 convictions, only 11 percent were for gaming,
and those were said to have been gamblers in small, independent houses
that did not pay protection to the tongs. Of the other convictions, 24 per-
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c'ent were for disorderly conduct, and 18 percent for prostitution, activi
gles which usually took place outside of tong influence, althOL;gh glle
thzifgg:_lfozr concealed weapons may have had some connection with
One migrant recalled, “When we talk about gambling, this is con-
'nected to the American police, because it was them who arrest’ed amble
it was them who indulged and protected gambling, and it was aglso theii;
whf) used gambling to stir up fights among the Chinese.” 193 This obser
vation was accurate in pointing out the significance of local police indul-
genc‘e,.but not in evaluating the results. When collaboration betweer;
munl.(:lpal and tong officials over gambling went smoothly, as was th
case in Chicago after 1912, the local Chinese community V:vas not di i
.rupted so much as enclosed within a barrier. The interests of non-Chinesse;
n segregating the Chinese resonated with tong interests in dominatin
them. The less access that average Chinese had to outside opportunitieg
the more the tong elite could earn profit and prestige by interposing th X
selves between migrants and the non-Chinese world. s
. .The rise of the On Leong also corresponded with a more general
shift in the political relations of the city as a whole. When the Mcg) s left
Claﬂf Street in 1912, the neighborhood was already disappearin yboth
physically and socially. As vice was pushed underground in thge/ ear]
twentieth century, its open protection by politicians like Coughlin ang
Ken'na became a thing of the past. Independent crime syndicates grew in
tlllelr place, reaching full flower during prohibition. This shift accom
nied the rise of big business, not only as a source of profit and patronf at;
f:(i)r gangrs}t;ers and politicians, but also as a model of organizational efi-
ency. The new crimi izati
ey, The ew crim inal was an organization man, and profit was the
Tongs were changing with the times. In abandoning Clark Street
the Moys disentangled themselves from neighborhood political relatio ‘
and .found an isolated location in which the tong could be the final aﬁs
thgrlty, retaining its own legal staff and making its own deals with cit of-
ficials. The tong itself had also attained a level of organizational strer}ll th-
and profit orientation unknown in the nineteenth century. Chinese mger
chants in the United States had always engaged in a range of activitie;
t'hat might be considered conspiratorial, illegal, or exploitative in certain
situations. With the On Leong, however, the criminal tong and respect
able Chinese merchant association became one and the same. At theliec -
of ‘Fhe century, Chinese merchants had interacted ﬂexibl}; with 1;1 Ia?
politicians and vice entrepreneurs. By the 1920s, they had develo ec?
coherent institutional identity for themselves as local businessmen E1)“heii:
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most high-profile interactions with non-Chinese no longer appeared as
special friendships, but as open commercial and public relations encoun-
ters. At the same time, they never restrained the violence and flow of cash
that continued to underwrite the less public side of Chicago business. The
main thing that tongs lacked was respectability as legitimate organs of
migrant representation, but the Chicago On Leong was a pioneer in de-
veloping that respectability.

Respectability and Exotica

Although the Chicago On Leong was closely linked to nationwide tong
activities, locally it attempted to dissociate itself from tong activities and
legitimize its domination as a representative and benevolent business-
man’s community center in the style of a CCBA. Moy Dong Chew told
Ting-chiu Fan in 1925 that tongs were growing weaker in the United
States and that none of the respected Chinese belonged to them. Fan's
thesis did not even refer to the On Leong, but only to a “Chinese Associa-
tion” that was “a branch of a national organization in North America” that
provided social services, arbitrated disputes, certified documents, main-
tained order, and represented the Chinese.1% A University of Chicago stu-
dent from North China claimed the On Leong was primarily an arbitra-
tion agency.1°6 The Moy sociology student who had credited the CCBA
for moving Chinatown felt compelled to recognize the existence of un-
savory activities among the Chinese in Chicago, but shifted the blame
away from the On Leong by explaining how the legitimate leaders of the
On Leong were occasionally “put to shame due to the malpractices of
some of the black sheep of the colony who have learned the tricks of
lower-class American politicians in the ward.” 17 Susan Lee Moy’s 1979
master’s thesis continued this tradition of describing the Chicago On
Leong as the sum of its charitable and commercial activities, but she was
perhaps a bit less romantic when she suggested that it was also “the only
organization with power and money enough to carry on large commu-
nity projects.” 18 The establishment of the On Leong as the local Chinese

government even included attempts to rewrite history by appropriating

some of the past glories of the Chins. Within a year after Chin F. Foin’s

death in 1924, Moy Dong Chew assumed credit for the King Joy Lo by
pushing its establishment back to the 1890s as the first chop suey house
in Chicago and implying that he and Minister Wu Tingfang had estab-

lished it as a joint effort to improve the lot of local Chinese.!%

Journalists visiting the On Leong in the 1930s were impressed by
the “intelligent, courteous, and educated business men,” who received

restaurateurs like Chin F. Foin had made mu
American-style meals, but by the 1920s, they wer
'Inarket of customers searching for something
ing, like Chinese American chop suey and fort
served in an atmosphere of vague oriental e
like Golden Pheasant Inn, Bamboo Inn, Peaco
and Oriental Garden, and in a spectrum of de
and gold interiors, pointed reed hats, and cu

Figure 15 Wentworth Street and On

Chicago Historical Society, ong Tong Building, 1952. (Source:

ICHI-04881; photograph by J. Sherwin Murphy)

}‘Zhe%n.llo The mosjc notable manifestation of the rise of a local Chinese
i rlll:ildessf??ml?umty was the increasing commodification of Chineseness
Ot itself as a salable product. Sophisti
. . - Sophisticated On Leong businessmen
;)Illlciie;smgly marketed a product of mild oriental exoticism. The On Leong
Ing was probably the most visible exampl is ¢
. . f this Chine bli
identity (fig. 15). Its solid, hea min " evoked
. , vy form and dominating presence ev.

' oked

the power of the On Leong, while the jade-colored trimmings and pagoda-

shaped turrets offered an exoti i i
s urrets ically seductive lure which could be seen for

Restaurants were at the core of this economy. Turn-of-the-century
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€ tapping into a growing
different yet unthreaten-
une cookies. The food was
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appear as if written by a Chinese brush to bamboo and thatched grass
lobbies serving “Polynesian cocktails.” Some Chinese earned money giv-
ing tours of Chinatown to diners leaving the restaurants. By the late
1930s, these tours were even sponsored by the WPA, and a receptionist
was kept in the lobby of On Leong Tong building to welcome visitors.!!!
If Frank Moy was a symbol of rising On Leong dominance, Gerald
Moye personified its mature public face as head of a benevolent local
business organization selling the tastes and sights of the Orient. Moye, a
long-time president of the Chicago On Leong after Frank’s death, was a
lawyer educated at the University of Illinois and a partner in the firm
Moye, Gleason, and Dillon. He had also managed a small tourist attrac-
tion called the Ling Long Museum in the 1930s, which offered a pano-
rama of the “Highlights of Chinese History and Chicago’s Chinatown.”
The descriptive pamphlet for the museum began with a brief summary of
Chinese history, in which the Chinese Republic received most of the at-
tention, and then asserted that the Chinese in Chicago were the inheri-
tors of this noble historical legacy. It quickly made a point of diffusing
any suspicions that this legacy might be a threat to American sovereignty
by stating that “there is really no political set-up in Chinatown. We do
not have a ‘mayor’ or a ‘city hall.” It continued by explaining that “tongs
are simply merchant associations, and are strictly of American origin . . .
[consisting of] well-educated men . . . [making] efforts toward philan-
thropic goals rather than confined to rivalry.” This image of civilized be-
havior stopped short of the aim of total assimilation into America with
the assertion that Chinatown was still independent and “self-governed
by Chinese without political alliances, through the cooperation of the
different associations.” 12 The pamphlet concluded with an invitation for
outsiders to visit a tourist trail which included stops at the On Leong
building, the Methodist Church, and the larger souvenir shops.
In many ways, Gerald Moye was finally putting into practice Wong
Chin Foo’s vision from over forty years before of the Chinese as a dedi-
cated commercial community deploying selected aspects of Chineseness
as a basis for integration into American society. By the 1920s, Chinese in
both Chicago and Peru were actively promoting positive images of them-
selves as Chinese. In Peru, this Chineseness was expressed primarily as
membership in the Chinese nation, based in part on claims of racial and
cultural affinity, but also modeled after prestigious European colonies de-
fined by their cosmopolitanism and modernity. The Chinese in Chicago,
however, defined their qualities as a group not so much in terms of in-
ternational standards as in terms of local material interests and institu-
tions. These qualities included their ability to take care of themselves, get
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along wi o .
o loﬁ :;nctil ;ilue; eri.:lghbors, and provide attractive products from far away
e ZkIongs had few l.inks t.o anY.particular locale in China and (except for
igongtang, which tried to involve itself in national politics in Chi
rather than local hometown issues) most of their goals and resourc e
focusgd on local interests outside of China. Their networking .alc:rosse ;\Iwetr}?
America was a form of collaboration designed to fortify the interests (f)rl
cal .branche.s. Thus, local affairs and access to the non-Chinese woﬂd(:/ve(r)e;
f;jﬁz qomlnated by tongs, which helped perpetuate the status quo of
ries, restaurants, and gambling. Direct links to China primarily in-
v.olved profits from smuggling migrants (or, more likely, from the ryt
tion of smugglers). Once in the United States, howeve’r these mli) ants
were generally left to their own means. The tongs only “ protected"g rlanti
enterprises; they were not the nodes of business and credit network O‘tc>a
cause such networks always reached ultimately beyond North Ams’ 'e-
and beyond tong surveillance. This was unlike the elite businesses in ;ﬂca
that Cc?uld channel migrants all the way from Hong Kong and int th(_er'u
extensive local business networks. Migrant elites in Peru both (r)oﬁtelé
from transnational networks and publicly drew upon them as ap me i
to upward mobility. In Chicago, however, organizations and small ban's
I?GSSES other than the tongs continued to make up the fabric of tra o
tional networks, which remained strong along with the relativel nli'n:
proportion of new migrants. Local power was left to the tongs whiZh Iigd
developed in conjunction with the racism and economic oppc;rtunit' y f
North America. They could not, however, develop the connection e
essary to dominate transnational networks. Rather, they coo eratec: n'e(;
tho'se networks to orient migrants in such a way as to per el‘zuat tthlt
cal isolation upon which tong domination was built. P T

Continuing Patterns

The On Leong building still marks the entrance to the Twenty-second
Street -Chinatown. It was raided by federal agents in the late 1980 Olfl

gambling and closed for several years but has now been occupied ands o
ovated by a Christian social service organization. A plaquf installe(rie'n-
the.doorway in 1993 to recognize the building as a historical monum ot
praises the community-building aspects of the On Leong: .

The business association that commissioned this building was instru-
mental in creating Chicago’s Chinatown in 1912. The building housed
various meeting halls, a school, a shrine, and the association’s officers
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Its design was derived from the architecture of the Kwangtung region
of China, the ancestral region of many of Chinatown’s residents.

The conflicts of Chinatown history receive less public acknowledg-
ment than the benevolent merchant facade, but they are still evident to-
day. When the federal government bought out the Hip Sing property on
Clark Street in 1974 to build a parking garage and prison, the Hip Sing
moved eight miles north to Argyle Street. With funds donated by the Na-
tionalist government in Taiwan, it purchased several buildings and made
plans for a beautiful mall complete with fountains and pagodas.'** The
plans for the Argyle Street Chinatown were as ambitious as those that ac-
companied the move to Twenty-second Street but were much less suc-
cessful. The new Chinatown was saved from obscurity only by the waves
of Southeast Asian migrants who came to Chicago in the 1980s. The
Twenty-second Street Chinatown remains almost exclusively Chinese;
many residents can trace their networks back to migrants who arrived
much earlier in the century, while Argyle Street now boasts businesses
with signs written in at least five languages.

Patterns of violence also persisted. Four years after the Argyle Street
move, some old men gambling in the Hip Sing building were brutally at-
tacked by a youth gang affiliated with the On Leong. Chinese statements
to the media provided denials and assertions similar to those heard in
1907: that the perpetrators were outsiders from New York, that they vic-
timized the Hip Sing because the Twenty-second Street Chinatown was
too close-knit for freelance criminals to operate in, and that the tongs
themselves were only involved in social and charitable activities.!'* The
less public side of this continued legacy of tong domination can be seen
in observations made to a white reporter by a Chinese merchant in New

York in the 1980s:

[Extortion] is the cost of doing business here. Maybe 1 percent of
places getting extorted are unhappy. It's status quo. I'm upset now be-
cause we're in the first phase of disorganized crime. It's so setious it's
terrifying. Those kids come in. We have no one to negotiate with. You
can’t b.s. your way out, or make a deal. This is new. In eighty years,
this is new. We don’t know who they are—it’s not the same guys each
time. We think it’s free-lance kids. Vietnamese don’t respect anybody.
Things are changing. . . . I know the management of the tong that
controls my street, its general, and its lieutenants. To save face, I'll
complain to its second rung, not the top. The kid gets taken care of.
... I'm for tranquillity. I'm not looking for reform. I'm typical, I think.
Chinese are the richest people on earth, you know. All these guys out
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there are getting rich. They don't view themselves as enslaved by
gangs and associations. The IRS enslaves me, not the gangs.!1s

For thi
States 5 ; ;13115 merihantilthe tongs were more legitimate than the United
rnment in their claim to govern i
and extract tribute. H
pressed a belief that Chinese succ security
ess depended to some ext i
from outside interfere i 1 st ey
nce. This was not necessaril
' : Yy an accurate assess-
m .
. }(lelnnt of his best interests. Different assessments of the best interests of
€5¢ communities are evident in th i
: ' € resistance of the Chinese Hand
Laun;lr}f Alliance against the New York CCBA in the 1930s, in the de
ma . L) - . ! i
andn. s t(})lr rlghjcs.gf citizenship by Chinese American Citizens Alliances
nd utlh 16:9261((:)t1v1t1es of social service oOrganizations that have emergeci
e the s. Nonetheless, the conti
, nued relevance of this merchant’
assessment is based on the succes ssoria,
: s of tongs and other mi i
: : ed ' 1grant associa-
10ns in monopolizing contacts with non-Chinese and directing the Chi-

nese toward networks that link th . .
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