w CHAPTER 7

The Auspicious Legacy of the

Ancestors in Hawaii

Most Chinese in Peru and Chicago in the early twentieth century were
born in China, and their experiences were strongly linked to global mi-
grant networks. In Hawaii, by the 1930s, as many as half of the Chinese
were locally born. They had little experience with the physical act of mi-
gration and were more likely to conceptualize their future primarily in
terms of Hawaii. Nonetheless, the precedents and institutions created by
earlier migrants, the reputation of the Chinese nation, and the opportu-
nities offered by transnational networks continued to shape their activi-
ties and public relations.

By the 1900s, China-born migrants in Hawaii had achieved even
more recognition as successful businessmen than the Chinese in Peru in
the 1920s. In Peru the image of the cosmopolitan businessman adhered
only to a handful of elites. In Hawaii, the image of the respectable mer-
chant was shared by a much larger spectrum of Chinese engaged in a
variety of small-scale retail and wholesale activities. They were well in-
tegrated into the Hawaiian economy and experienced less competition
over the control of segregated economies. As in Peru, the Chinese in Ha-
waii had close relations with diplomatic representatives from China and
made direct links between the international status of China and their
own local status. The stronger social status of Chinese in Hawaii, how-
ever, meant that even though the Chinese had close relationships with
Chinese officials, they were not so dependent on official representation,
and these relationships were often quite stormy. In the early 1900s, Chi-
nese nationalist politics was the most public site of conflict among Chi-
nese in Hawaii. The struggle for political recognition surpassed economic
interests, native place, and surname alliances as the issue that defined

competition among the Chinese.
By the 1920s, with the failure of the republic and the rise of a strong
locally born generation, Chinese increasingly defined themselves in terms
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of Hawaii . .
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BEFORE ANNEXATION
The Early Chinese Presence in Hawaii

I/?;tairiculturists, merchants, and financiers, Chinese created and domi-

andeplrijgifi (())11; Sth“e,i?het:i]ﬁ;zi Stlilralttcl:lcmn'ected rural Hawaii with Honolulu
e nineteen

they distributed a variety of consumer items irtrrllpf)erltletclilrli; /:lslenllgcsacnl?l l‘

?;Zfl ;Illldl haol.e (a word refer‘ring to Caucasians other than Portugufse ang

e mmigrants) firms in Honolulu to villages and plantation labor-

1s throughout the Islands, and they provided capital and tools to Chi-

Figure 16 The Hawaiian Islands
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nese rice growers. They cultivated good economic relatio'nslvsnth ‘ice):?
haoles and Hawaiians; among the former, theY found reliable m(eiufmn;
suppliers, millers, and financial connections with the former, an from
the latter they obtained favors from the royalty, a pool of temgo;a. y -
borers, and steady customers for their shops. They collected e;r; st 1Ip£)nd
locally grown produce back to Honolulu, often on terms. 9 atr e ane
credit with Hawaiians that few haoles would have been willing to gr ! ,
but which were secure investments for the Chinese, 'WhO were beite‘ar 1:(1
tegrated into rural life. As rice and taro planters, Chinese ﬁlso reclaim
and utilized land owned by themselves, haoles,. and Hawaiians. .
Some rice-growing districts were so heavily populated by C 1n<:(s)<i
migrants that they could appear to be independen.t of other Hawalnagom
cial structures, with water buffalo and fruit trees 1n'1ported direct y1 i
China. As late as the 1920s, many rice farmers continued to b? Perpfec):clelri-
by the behavior of white landowners and tax collectors. .The visits o o
nese or Hawaiian tax collectors and landlords W.ere .soc1a1 elvents, ;11 11(111
for food, smoking, and the reinforcement of soc1al. t-1es. Whllte 1ar(11 (gl s,
on the other hand, were an enigma. When they V‘131ted their lan sl, EZ
could only speak of contracts and avoided o.ther displays o'f mu;:cua coial_
mitment. They often knew nothing of farmmg ar.1d cared little dor socded
izing. The autonomy of Chinese agricultural districts, however, depen

precisely on the links to markets, money, and service?. proYlde\cflv Ey Ct};lle
nese who successfully merged into non-Chinese Hawaiian life. zn

need arose to deal directly with the haole owners, planters who ha con;
nections with interpreters and merchants in Honolulu were at a grea

advantage.! . N §
Chinese agricultural activities had roots in the ability of some promi

nent Chinese to ingratiate themselves and intermgrry with the local IOZS
alty in the early nineteenth century. Their connections and SpIOfestegillz >
them special economic concessions and access to land usually kep ot
reach of foreigners. As businessmen, Chinese were am(?'rlxg the mfmylace
trepreneurs who attempted to take advantage of Hawau. s. strtateglc pt e
on trans-Pacific trading routes and its status as a repro.v151on1ng pc?r d
whalers. The three Chinese commercial houses, Sarn?mg, Hungtal,T e;ln
Tyhune, were among the most important businesses m.Honog;l;lr.la : :Z
supplied ships, imported and exported goods and luxune's to naand
California, operated bakeries, ran inter-island .transporta'gon rlou ,kin
managed and financed sugar and rice plantations, oc.caswnal th(;)r Oo(g1
in partnership with white businessmen and com.pames. TheY. a gurlt
relations with the Hawaiian royalty and even en]oyeq a -Certam alln;o !
of respect among the rather exclusive haole community in Honolulu.

T
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Following the examples of the Americans and Germans in Hono-
luly, the Chinese merchants threw a great ball in 1856 to honor the mar-
riage of King Kamehameha V and Queen Emma. Although some partici-
pants were patronizing and astonished at the Chinese ability to throw
such a successful party, most praised it as a successful social event and
took pride in the cosmopolitan atmosphere it lent to Honolulu society.3
The ball was successful largely because of its embellishment of Western
social forms with smatterings of exotic detail. Elaborate Chinese cos-
tumes, beautifully presented food, and dance cards written in romanized
Cantonese impressed all who attended as tasteful, intriguing, and exotic
variations on the standard grand ball. Chinese merchants were also in-
vited to social affairs thrown by haoles, and cosmopolitan pride can be
seen in comments such as this from the Pacific Commercial Advertiser
about a soiree held by the British consul-general in 1861, which noted “a
striking and characteristic feature of our polyglot society—the presence
of our leading Chinese merchants, than whom His Majesty does not pos-
sess more faithful and devoted servants, as honored guests.” 4

Even in the increasing anti-Chinese atmosphere that arose between
the late 1860s and the 1880s, Chinese retained much of their political
clout. Although Hawaiians often allied with haole immigrants in opposi-
tion to Chinese, this rarely interfered with cordial personal relations in
day-to-day life. This was also true at the highest levels of government.
King Kalakaua, who reigned from 1874 to 1891 after running for election
on a platform of “Hawaii for the Hawaiians” and “Preserve and Increase
the Race,” was remembered by many Chinese as a “friend of the Chinese,”
and his reign was a golden period of Chinese influence in the Kingdom.$
Chinese lobbyists filled the halls of Congress, offering gifts and banquets
to receptive Hawaiian congressmen, assuring that many proposed anti-
Chinese measures never passed into law. In 1882, Commissioner of Im-
migration Armstrong wrote, “Everywhere the King goes he is welcomed
by [Chinese]; flowers are strewn in his pathway; satin banners with Chi-
nese dragons greet him at every turn; . . . the walls of the city are always
covered with Chinese emblems, and no one knows what they mean. . ..
It is a very uncomfortable condition to live under.” 6
Armstrong’s discomfort reminds us that Chinese political influence
was inseparable from growing stresses within the Hawaiian government.
Haoles were increasingly dissatisfied with Hawaiian rule and were making
ever-bolder attempts to control policy. Chinese were a haole concern not
only as potential laborers or “undesirable” immigrants, but also because
of growing rumors and fears that the Chinese government had designs on
Hawaii and may even have been planning a naval invasion. Attempts to
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sign a treaty between China and Hawaii were undermined bg lhazhe st:
position, and attempts to establish a Chinese' consulate were 1(; arz[ doe
eral years until 1881. Kalakaua’s 1879 invest'lture .of tk}le rr.lerccz e
Afong as a Hawaiian noble and member of. His Ma¥esty S Pr‘n?.f -
done in part as compensation for failed diplomatic negotiatio 1. oni
In the end the close relationship of Kalakaua ar.ld prominen -
nese led to the besmirching of both of their reputations .by thz Opxm
scandal of 1887. After the Hawaiian legislation réstore(:l- a hclenster Icl);)med
monopoly in 1886 at a set price of $30,000, a ChmeS(.e rlc.e plan e; e
Aki claimed Kalakaua had accepted $71,000 from him in re.:turb e
license but then granted the monopoly to Chun Al}lng, a Chma.- Or;lmis_
of Chun Afong, who had taken part in the first Ch.lnese educajuontao o
sion in Hartford, Connecticut, in 1872, accqmpamed YuI.1g V\lflzg et
in 1874 to investigate the conditions of Chmes.e plantat1on’ a oieto,the
ceived a degree at Yale, and had recently left his post as ‘ass'lsta(xil o e
Chinese envoy in Washington, Chen Lanbin. Kalakaua 1n51s.tf e e
thought the money from Aki was just a gift and that no Com}iné r&immEd
been promised in return. Aki took the case to court, whic e:i e
that the king could do no wrong and thus- f:oul'd not pe s;el.kaua ”
nancial immunity did not translate into political 1mmun1'ty].9 2 a aua s
tempted to counteract criticisms and gossip about the affair by buying

Pacific Commercial Advertiser, using money provided by Alung, ;vkz lzalg
eed to finance the purchase only after Kalakaua blocked an atte pe '
raise the Chinese landing fee from two dollar.s tq ten. .Such eféc?rti 1Zvelr887
vain. The opium scandal remained one more ]ustlﬁcatlon usec1 1nne Vc;, o
haole uprising that led to haole control of the legislature au;l ;11 e con-
stitution that revoked suffrage for all Asians not born on the Islands,

cluding those who had naturalized.®

agr

The Rise of the Haoles

The rise of anti-Chinese attitudes in Hawaii was ‘close'1y‘ linked .to.tl:agi
of haole power. Although far from united in .the‘lr opmlons,h @1sszoon e
contributed greatly to the early fund of negatw? 1'11.1ages of C m.(.es on
Islands. In their zeal to educate, nurture, and civilize the' Hawauane , ativ)é
often depicted the Chinese, with their opium‘ ?md gambhn%t as ezi xihge e
moral influence on the impressionable Hawanans... They believe e
of Chinese women led to the corruption of Hawaiian wc?.men,.wt i o
nese cleverness and lust for profit deceiveq 'the Hawa}lans into z; ! abg_
against their own best interests. Their opposition to Chinese v;ras 3 2
solute but closely linked to their conceptions of the nuclear family
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basis of Christian civilization. Although they occasionally opposed Chi-
nese immigration, they were just as likely to call for the immigration
of Chinese women, which they believed would result in families that
were more likely to treat Hawaii as a home. Indeed, as early as the mid-
nineteenth century, the offspring of unions between Chinese men and
Hawaiian women had come to symbolize the future of Hawaii, not only as
a sign of emerging Chinese-Hawaiian hybridity, but also because of their
ability and eagerness to conform to missionary ideas of what respectable
Hawaiian society should be like. Missionary teachers in Hilo commented
that the Chinese-Hawaiian girls “were the best educated, the most fluent
in English, the neatest housewives, and the most likely young ladies,” and
predicted of both girls and boys that they were “destined to occupy sta-
tions of great influence.”?
By the 1880s, anti-Chinese activities in Honolulu had received a
shot of energy from the growing community of haole artisans and from
newspapers claiming to be the organs of the working class. Their propa-
ganda accused the Chinese of pushing the Hawaiians out of employment
and found receptive ears among Hawaiian voters and politicians who were
excellent allies in presenting anti-Chinese bills to the Hawaiian congress.
The series of immigration bills which led to the near cessation of Chinese
immigration 1886 has already been outlined in chapter 2. After that year,
the legislature considered a new series of bills aimed mostly against Asian
property and economic influence. One of the most offensive to the Chi-
nese was a bill requiring that all business accounts be kept in English, Ha-
waiian, or a European language, which was pushed past King Kalakaua's
veto to become law in 1888. Several laws restricting Chinese land owner-
ship also passed over the next few years. None of these measures, however,
brought with them the same level of bloodthirsty popular participation
and demagoguery that had shaped the anti-Chinese movement in Cali-
fornia. Many of the earliest attempts to pass migration legislation were
against labor migration in general, rather than specifying Asians. Hawai-
ian resistance to all forms of immigration was linked to their hostility
against the planters who promoted it and the regime of disciplined labor
and profit they were trying to impose. Haoles and Asians were two sides of
the same problem in the eyes of Hawaiians: the white men took away their
land in the country, and the Asians their employment in the towns.10
In Peru, the thirty-year gap between the end of the labor trade and
the resurgence of Chinese migration had made the popular link between
elite exploitation and the spread of urban Chinese artisans and traders
somewhat implausible by the early twentieth century. In Hawaii, how-
ever, the rising influence of haole planters and money following the sugar




CHAPTER SEVEN

boom that came with the 1876 treaty of reciprocity with the United States
was very closely linked to the local status of Chinese. Not only did the
sheer number of Chinese migrants imported to work on the plantations
arouse local resistance, but they also lacked the wealth necessary to pre-
sent the cultured image cultivated by the merchants, and ex-plantation
workers were seen as flooding urban retail and artisanal trades with un-
reasonably cheap competition.

Equally significant was the decline of the monarchy and missionary
influence, and its replacement by a rising haole oligarchy.!’ The inefficient
social structures and relatively tolerant attitudes of earlier governments—
to the point of actively promoting racial hybridity—fell aside in the face
of a labor regime that was ideologically dependent on the maintenance
of racial distinctions. As their wealth increased, haole planters no longer
depended so much on cultivating good relations with Hawaiians in order
to make their fortunes; instead, they justified their exploitation as part
of the natural order of things. This rapidly consolidating haole oligarchy,
made up mostly of the descendants of missionaries and merchants linked
together in a multistranded web of marriage, education, social clubs, and
friendship, was increasingly exclusive. Armed with biological arguments
about the inferiority of nonwhite races, they were also increasingly con-
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marri :
; irr;?ge sypported popular theories of racial succession and evolution
.u. the Asian population was less accommodating, showing no signs o%
; . :
gfvmg Way demographically. The belief that Asians were not yet capable
€Xercising or appreciating democracy made this persistence seem 1
the more threatening and ominous.12 )
503 1‘1151ng.haole ambitions came to a head in the brief revolution of
- R, in wl‘uch the last remnants of the monarchy were overthrown, and
ek epubhc' of Havxfau was created. One of the unfulfilled goals of thé rev-
X c?n Wa.s Immediate annexation to the United States, in the hope that
ilrlrni)ncan influence could buttress haole civilization against the swarm-
thg Crgivr\;n m:n beneath them. Failing that, laws were passed forbidding
€se to naturalize. Nonetheless, despit
: 3 € a common conte
the Asians, the haole elit ill divi ; o
€ was still divided over how they sh i
corporated into Island life. What ini s beld e
: . €ver opinions the planters held
the Asians, they still need g ey geeray
) ed them to work their field
o s, and they generall
teerheo‘;e}ii tl?at ;che less educated and more dependent the laborers, the bety
. €r instigators of the 1893 revolution i : -
were professionals and
chants from Honolulu who wi illi rests on
ere unwilling to support planter i
' . : terests on
many issues, including Asian immigrati i -
‘ , gration. The vision of illiterat i
: : ' e, Asian
oolies bound to the plantation regime was exactly what the profe;sional
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I;;ole;f;ared most in their vision of an Americanized Hawaii. In their
W, 1f Asians were to be admitted at all :
they needed to be educated
nitted , and
;glenable to controlled participation in a democratic state. A compro
1 . . ) i
se was reached in which quota of five thousand Chinese laborers a year

was admitted on the provision th
at R
expired. they return home after their contracts

temptuous of the ability of nonwhite peoples to govern their own affairs.
They became more openly rebellious against government policies they
perceived as contrary to their own interests, and projected their own in-
terests as the true “interests of Hawaii.” By the late 1880s, cynics and sup-
porters of the oligarchy both commonly asserted that the only morality
on the Islands was that determined by the needs of sugar.

The prejudices of the haole oligarchy were entangled in a slightly
different set of fears than were the prejudices of the Hawaiians, haole ar-
tisans, and earlier missionaries, although clearly based on the same com-
mon fund of negative images and stereotypes. Their initial motivation in
promoting images of the Chinese as a degraded race arose from their in-
terest in the continued immigration of easily controlled laborers. Later,
with the availability of Portuguese and Japanese laborers in the 1880s,
many planters changed their attitude toward the Chinese and came to
dislike them as troublemakers (as happened with other ethnic groups that
were perceived as too numerous). As haoles became increasingly con-
vinced that their destiny as white men was to rule and bring order to
the Islands, their primary concern was not the economic competition or
moral influence of the Asians, but their fear that a predominance of
Asians would make it difficult to remake the Islands in their own image.
The decline of the native Hawaiian population through disease and inter-

Negotiating Political Shifts

glesplte their political troubles, Chinese migrants flourished in Hawaii in
o Ifi t);e(ia;i tletweeln the Reciprocity Treaty of 1876 and annexation by the
atesin 1898. They increased in numbe i
1, their economic strength
gz:\;v and expanded, they became entrenched at the nodes of many logcal
ﬁes (eorrrﬁt;vorfs, andfa Isligniﬁc.amt minority decided to settle their fami-
east part of their families) on the Island i
. : s. The stipulati
: pulations of
t.he Reciprocity Treaty worked together with the declining native popula-
t1on to create opportunities that led to the entrenchment of Chinese in
erests in the Islands. Both Chinese -
. and haole planters grew fi i
and socially independent of th ii aves of Chines,
' e Hawaiians. The new waves of Chi
socia inese
i1111m1gra‘c10n promoted by the government in the wake of the treaty were
ntended to serve sugar interests but also worked to the benefit of Chinese
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companies, which not only profited from the Frafﬁc in. labor:;s lllts:ellfé l;)l;t
from channeling their labor into the produc‘tlon of rice, w .1‘c: ad be
come duty-free in the United States. The decline of the Ha-wamanlripC ep "
tion left disused taro fields and swamplands for reclama'tlon as o [; -
dies, often in remote areas where Chinese could achieve I‘1/\‘7eat n and
power with almost no competition. Much of the wealth .of C 1ne's o
panies and individuals in Honolulu was based on their extensiv

i in rural areas.
WOrkSPeE;)clli::l glk(llillrlleg:e response to the anti-Chinese movemept was rare bfe-:
fore 1887, but when Chinese channels to high-level ofﬁ?lal 1n-ﬂuer1cdei ZZZI
cut off by the haole control of the governmer.lt, the Chmes.e 1mm:titionsy
began to respond to anti-Chinese measures with maés meet;ngzg . (SEIf:
legal action, increased security, bribery, and revo.h%tlon. A ao e
Protection Bureau) was created in 1887 and‘sohcilted w@e Par Aphand_
and contributions to the struggle against an’sl-Chlnese 'agltatlon. —
bill posted by the society called for contribut1ogs, drawing fcll‘otmte);nscle)nd
across the Western Pacific to assert that the‘ Chinese needed to tr. scend
their existing divisions (Hakka-bendi conflicts were rampant) an
concert against the threats confronting them:

We Chinese m Hawaii left our home villages to make our fortunes. At
first we lived peacefully and happily, but later on conﬂict.s arose among
ourselves as we cut each other’s skins. And because of this weakness
we were frequently subject to foreign exploitation. . . . If we. are not
harmonious among ourselves and do not promote frien(?smp afn(.)ng
our countrymer, how can we protect our property anc.l.l.lfe? This is
why the establishment of a Protective Bureau in Ha.wan is the m(l)lst
pressing need. Remember the massacre of Chinese 1'n Peru, also t he
driving out of Chinese in Los Angeles and the burning of stozes there.
Beware that we don't fall into the same trouble.'3

The handbill did not locate the source of the thr.eat in the ant1-lCl.nn§:2
sentiments of Hawaiians, or even in the haole oh'garchy,. but ori yC gl e
“Foreign Worker Party” (Waiguo Gongdang). Despite their ngw taheir o
mass mobilization, the Chinese still did not want to antagonize

patrorsl?)i?encfft gﬁ: 1r<lslor1ey collected by the Bao’an Ju was used for phys;ﬂcl:il3
protection, including the purchase of rifles and hlI‘lI"lg of watc?n;x;(.)u <
organization also attempted to forestall the necesm‘ty of battle e in
legal and political channels. They had the 1888 legislation requdedired
business records to be kept in Hawaiian or European languages e
unconstitutional by the Supreme Court. Later that year, mass meetings,

ﬁ
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petitions, and bribes to congressmen helped defeat a proposed constitu-
tional amendment that would have allowed the Legislative Assembly to
forbid the employment of Chinese in any occupation except the produc-
tion of rice and sugar, deny them the right to own land, and block them
from remaining in the country for more than six years. More public meet-
ings and legal action blocked proposed legislation in 1894 that would
have prohibited Chinese from entering mercantile or mechanical trades
and resulted in an anti-foot-binding law being declared unconstitutional
in 1895. They were less successful in regaining the suffrage denied them
by the constitution of 1887, regaining voting rights only for Chinese
born on the Islands. This loss was especially galling because suffrage had
been returned to Japanese residents that year on the same terms as for the
haoles.1+
A few Chinese even collaborated in the unsuccessful, pro-monarchy
rebellion of 1889 led by Robert Wilcox, but this alliance did more harm
than good, because further restrictions on Chinese rights during the Re-
public were often justified by the suspicion that Chinese were contribut-
ing to other ”counterrevolutionary” movements. Moreover, this alliance
of Chinese migrants and Hawaiian royalists was not promising for the
Chinese, since the kind of nationalism that fueled the uprisings was gen-
erally no more accepting of Chinese immigration than it was of haole
dominance. In the 1890 elections, Wilcox’s Hawaiian Political Associa-
tion formed a coalition with the haole-dominated Mechanics’ and Work-
ingmen’s Political Associations, two parties that had little in common
other than a conviction that Hawaii should not be overrun by Asians.15
This period of open conflict between Chinese and the rulers of Ha-
waii was brief. By the time of annexation in 1898, a strategy of concilia-
tion and emphasis on common mutual interests was more common. If
racial destiny was one pillar upon which the oligarchy rested its claim to
rule, private property and wealth was the other. In the months before the
1887 haole uprising, assertions that the brown man was not fit to gov-
ern his own affairs were entangled with statements like this one in the
Hawaiian Gazette: “Advocates of universal suffrage may put forward what
specious ideas of human equality they please, but it stands to reason the
necessity of government lies as much in property rights as anything else. 5
Life and property are the two principal wards of organized government, i
as they are the only stakes which we have to pledge in defense of estab-
lished order.” 16 The pillars of property and race tended to support each
other. The property requirements for suffrage effectively excluded many
nonwhite groups from the vote, and racist laws further hindered them
from ever acquiring property. At the same time, biological and evolution-
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ary theories were used to explain haole dominance and superior wealth
as part of the natural development of racial difference. It was a vicious
circle that the oligarchy had no intention of ever straightening out.

Yet, the glorification of property and sugar interests as fundamental
national values provided a window of opportunity for Chinese integra-
tion. It was a minuscule window, to be sure, but accessible via a genre of
commercial republicanism similar to that exploited by the Chinese in
Peru. A reputation as respectable merchants was certainly not sufficient
for entry into the haole oligarchy, but still raised the status of Chinese in
comparison to other local groups. Moreover, social order based on wealth
and hierarchy easily intersected with the interests of most migrants. The
search for wealth was what drew most Chinese to Hawaii in the first place,
and the accumulation and proper use of this wealth was a key marker of
status for Chinese migrants around the world. By the late nineteenth cen-
tury, Chinese nationalists had begun to explain the low status of China
in the modern world as the result of its commercial weakness and tech-
nological inferiority. The ability to attain wealth was increasingly accepted
as a marker of status. The superior treatment accorded to Japanese mi-
grants throughout the Americas after the turn of the century confirmed
the importance of wealth as the route to respectability.

Of course, given that international prestige was also deeply entan-
gled with racial and cultural discourses, wealth was rarely a sufficient
basis for respect as an equal. Given that racism also permeated more egal-
itarian and leveling democratic rhetoric, however, the window of oppor-
tunity offered by Hawaiian commercial republicanism was larger than
that offered by populist democratic movements that opposed propertied
interests. Populist democratic rhetoric was an integral part of the most
belligerent anti-Chinese movements in California, Peru, and Hawaii. In
populist visions, Chinese were a degraded people incapable of assimila-
tion, and they were further stigmatized as tools of the capitalist to exploit
and degrade the working man. Nothing short of the complete exclusion
of Asians would do if an egalitarian and homogeneous society were to
be attained. That is, democracy was understood as a national quality.
The more the Chinese might attempt to integrate themselves economi-
cally, the more they would be rejected as subversive competitors or alien
exploiters.

Promoters of commercial republicanism, on the other hand, de-
pended on growing intercourse with the outside and the maintenance of
class and racial distinctions. Thus, even though the subjugation of a con-

trollable work force was in their interest, they also welcomed the rise of

—ﬁ—
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mlc.ldlex.nen who could facilitate commercial interactions across class and
rac1a.l divides. In places like Peru and Hawaii, where a small, white alri
dominated a large population of a different color, the abilit); of Chie s
t? conduct themselves as respectable merchants helped to place t}?ese
sllghtly above the subjugated masses. In places like Chicago orpCalifome' .
which aspired to a common culture or individualistic egalitarianism Cllle'l’
nese were often rejected as different or excessively parochial and ,b li
wards. In places like Peru, Hawaii, or even the southern United St;'cC _
thhere ruling groups did not hope to forge a common culture and hier:::
< a}; g/v;z tr::re acceptable, Chinese were more able to occupy an interme-
. HaIn Iieru, Chinese positioned them'selves as international merchants.

.wau, they deployed a commercial identity even more effectivel
than .1n Peru, but as the basis of a local ethnic identity and heritage Ch'y
nese in Peru avoided drawing attention to long-term local roots ie.ca .
they did not want to link themselves to the coolie legacy or hoi ollogsi

the.lovx'fer classes. The Chinese in Hawaii, on the other hand C(I))uld s

their history as businessmen and their role in the early devel,o mentu S?‘

sugflr to portray themselves as pioneers and builders of an emef ent HO

Wé'lll. This image gained strength after annexation, when a fund%)f at ‘"}'

otic rhejtoric backed by the power of the American state became availp;blr:

The.Chmese could use the image of the groundbreaking pioneer in .

traying themselves as avid Americanizers from the very moment tlilir—

lanc.ied on the Islands, and they could also select from the more populi }‘:
s.tralns of American republicanism in order to challenge the morlz: ; lls

sive Americanizing visions of the oligarchy. o

URBANIZATION AND CHANGING CHINESE ASSOCIATIONS

From 1900 to 1930 the proportion of Chinese who resided in Honolul

1n'creased from 35 to 71 percent. The rice economy was in decline, taki .
with it the rural economic networks that were the basis for much C'Ihi ose
we?lth. This shift coincided with a rise in the proportion of locall 1;1;::1:
Chinese counted by the census, which grew from 15 to 72 percentyThu

much of this increased urbanization was due to locally born Cilinesse,
and .new migrants settling in Honolulu, and the rural Chinese population
Was Increasingly dominated by aging migrants without families. Chines

in Honolulu were involved in a variety of small- to medium-si-zed retaii
trades, service occupations, and a slowly rising number of semiskilled and
professional occupations. The rural networks that had once isolated the
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Hongmen Associations

The first known noncommercial Chinese association in Honczllulu wa; :ﬁi
i i €0
ianyihui in 1854 to provide for burial and car :
Manoa Lianyihui, founded in e O
i t hundred years several more
migrant dead. Over the nex ' T forent oatts of
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were established by differen e pas o
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v The creftion of Hongmen societies was usually sponsored by wealthy
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Chinese merchants, They gained
ing as officers and mediators,
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‘The Hongmen disappeared as the Chinese moved to Honolulu after
the turn of the century. As the interests of migrant elites became focused
less on the organization of Chinese labor and more on developing busi-
ness contacts and gaining individual respect as Honolulu merchants, the
support of associations like the Hongmen became less relevant to them.
The Hongmen that survived in rural areas became more and more ori-

ented toward charitable services for the old migrants who had stayed be-
hind. Some of the clubhouses were made int

grants, some became homes for the wealth
and some served as resorts for Chinese tra
were abandoned in the end,
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velers from Honolulu, but most

pted to negotiate the changing
ti-Qing reputation of the Hong-
ovements after the turn of the
leaders had joined local Hong-
sen on Maui in 1903. Both joined for the pur-
connections (for Sun, this translated into le-
rancisco Zhigongtang when he attempted to
Hawaii-born citizen the next year) although
close an identification with these migrant or-
his rejection, these politicized Hongmen be-
€wspapers and political agendas. In 19 13, two
n in Honolulu consolidated into one associa-
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tion, taking the Zhigongtang name in 1919 and later bec9ming active in
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The United Chinese Society
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The UCS was unlike the Six Companies (but similar to the S ba o
the early New York CCBA) in that membership was granted on tlr'le ‘ asi
of individual prestige rather than to representatives of other as}sloatatlgﬁis;
i nts.
-five prominent Honolulu mercha
The first members were twenty ‘ erchancs. The
e ignored in favor of urban
meant that the rural Hongmen wer T ( an merchan
i ir i ts were not always distinct). On
interests (although their interes on theoher
to assure equal representation
hand, a strong effort was made .
and bendi. The prominent bendi merchant C. Alee was thc'a first pres%cti.exgcs,
and the Christian Hakka Goo Kim was made vice president, positio ;
they held until 1890. The president and vice president also held concu
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rent positions as Chinese commercial agent and vice-commercial agent
to Hawaii.

Many Hawaiian officials and legislators feared that the UCS had
subversive or extraterritorial ambitions. Formal recognition and incorpo-
Iation as an association under the laws of the kingdom were not granted
until the UCS agreed that the minister of the interior and the Board of
Trustees could approve the appointment of all officers, and that minutes
of all UCS meetings would be provided to the government in English. De-
spite these initial suspicions, the government proved more than willing
to delegate responsibility for the enforcement of its new immigration re-
strictions to the UCS. As of 1887, passports for Chinese leaving Hawaii
with the intent to return were issued by the commercial agent for a fee of
five dollars, two of which went into the UCS treasury and became one of
its most important sources of funds. Thus, the merchants who ran the
UCS had their status and contro] over migration formally recognized by
both the Hawaiian and Chinese governments.

Village and native Pplace associations began to appear in Honolulu
after 1890 and continued to arise through the 1950s. The majority of
them were established by migrants from districts and villages in Zhong-
shan county. The 1892 Jaw allowing for a quota of five thousand laborers
ayear led to a burst in the Siyi population of Hawaii, and the Siyi huiguan
was established 1897, later splitting into the Yiyi Tang in 1901 and the
Gangzhou huiguan for migrants from Xinhui in 1907 22 One stated func-
tion of these associations was to take over the mutual aid and socializing
functions of the declining Hongmen societies. Yet burial associations al-
ready existed to take care of the dead, and guilds were replacing the Hong-
men to provide for the concerns of employment. They were also relatively
inactive in providing formal representation for their constituencies, never
pressing for formal representation in the UCS or acting as an important
base of factionalization in Honolulu. In San Francisco, the native place as-
sociations had been the basis of Six Companies power. In Honolulu they
were adjuncts to UCS power, spreading merchant influence deeper into
the Chinese community in Hawaii and then beyond to villages in China.

Building the Chinese Nation and Dividing the Chinese

The UCS seems to have succeeded in reconciling the Hakka-bendi feuds
that plagued the Chinese of Hawaii through the 1880s. C. Alee and Goo
Kim continued to dominate the association until 1902. Over the next
decade, however, UCS officerships became much less stable as Chinese
wealth moved away from isolated rural fiefdoms and concentrated in
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Honolulu. By 1912, struggles to control the UCS had become openly hos-
tile, to the extent that association activities were suspended from 1916 to
1919, pending resolution of a dispute between two competing slates of
officers claiming legitimate election. The issue that most divided the two
sides was the political future of China. The noisy and well-promulgated
ideological hostilities easily drowned out any other pretext for conflict.

Unlike Peru or Chicago, Honolulu did not give rise to a single domi-
nant person or clique. The extensive economic opportunities throughout
the Islands in the late nineteenth century meant that nobody had been
able to dominate flows of migration and economic activity. Even in Ho-
nolulu after the turn of the century, migrant fortunes were based less on
the control of other migrants through credit, extortion, or the financing
of migration than on direct economic relationships with the greater Ho-
nolulu society. Thus, migrants did not struggle so violently over economic
domination, nor were the lines of conflict drawn around Kinship, native
place, or direct economic competition. Correspondingly, the structure of
migrant institutions in Honolulu was never so well articulated and in-
volved in the daily lives of migrants that it could facilitate domination.
Most kinship and native place assistance was still relatively informal, and
more prominent merchants had clients with a variety of surnames and
dialects. '

It was relatively easy for a Chinese to operate a reasonably successful
business in Hawaii while remaining aloof from political entanglements.
Social involvement was necessary, however, to translate that wealth into
prestige. The successful merchant who did not devote time and money to
organizations and fund-raising was generally looked down upon.?* Lo-
cated in the middle of the Pacific Ocean, Honolulu was a prominent site
for the early organizing activities of the Qing government, reformers, and
revolutionaries. Competition for recognition in Chinese politics led to a
highly factionalized migrant community.

Sun Yat-sen founded his first revolutionary organization, the Xing-
zhonghui, in Honolulu in 1894 “to promote the interest and uphold the
dignity of China.” It attracted about fifty young men, a good portion of
whom were Hakkas and Christians or had been classmates of Sun during
his days at the Iolani School. Many of them had also been involved in the
1889 Wilcox uprising. The association collected six thousand dollars for
Sun to instigate an uprising in China that year and held military drills in
the yard of the Reverend Frank Damon (who later claimed that the over-
throw of the Qing in 1911 was “God-ordained for the advancement of
humanity,” and even took some credit for it, claiming that “I had the
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honor to place in Sun Yat Sen’s hands a copy of a volume on Ameri
democracy which I believe has been the foundation for his pro aenczn
fo.r a constitutional government in China.”)2¢In 1896, in theli/vaiegafnh'a
failed uprising, Sun returned to Hawaii to find that th’e militar tra(’) i "
h'ad be.en discontinued, and the former Xingzhonghui memberz re H'nncgi
him with somewhat less enthusiasm. Although the impact of thec)fél'Ve
zhonghui at the time of its founding was minimal, it attain d ach
greater significance later as some Chinese in ’ v
olutionary heritage.

1 égte;e;i IinL .Chines.e politics was rekindled on a much larger scale
o :i lang Qichao spent nearly half a year in Hawaii. He es-
ished a branch of the Emperor Protection Association in Honoluly
helped found the New Ching News (Xin Zhongguo Bao), and traveleci
around the 'Isl'ands giving speeches, engaging in debates, and establishin
more association branches. Association officers claimed that from 80 tg
99 percent of the migrants on the Islands joined, includin, \
X.1ngzhonghui members. This organization lasted much lg
Xingzhonghui, although contact between the migrants and promi
reform. leac’lers quickly dwindled and transformed into mutualpsusplirc]ieolg
;fter Liang’s departure. Liang even avoided visiting the Islands in 1903 on
is retgrn from a tour of the United States, claiming that the Emper
Protection Association there was evil and a “national humiliation,” V\?hicoli

Hawaii sought to claim a rev-

many former
nger than the

oo KA1 Chmes'e consul vYas posted in Hawaii after annexation in 1898.
m continued as vice-consul for several years, and officers of the

.UCS were all appointed as members of the consular staff, but their polit
ical .agendas often conflicted with that of the consul. Eve’n though many
of his staff were Emperor Protection Association members, the ﬁrsgt c;n anly
Yang Weibin, aggressively persecuted all association activi’ty in Hawa’r'lsll:l ,
s.uccessfully opposed incorporation of the Emperor Protection As o i :
.tlon 1.1nder the territorial government and had the viceroy of Guan Sc(lJ -
1mprllson the family of a man who had housed Liang Qichao durii 0}11]' .
s"cay. in Hawaii. The president of the Honolulu Emperor Protection zfss;f
zlatloln, ang Leong, wa.s harder to punish because he was a Hawaii-born
American citizen, and his family was in Honolulu. Yang settled for hav-
;ng tﬁe tal?lets from his lineage’s ancestral hall confiscated, causing line-
: agter im .ersdto deman.d that Wong pay the redemption money. Yang
. promised nonreprisal to any migrant who filed a $5.25 certificate
with the consulate swearing that he belonged to no society opposed to
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the Chinese government. The last straw was when Yang announced his
intention to send $9,500 of the $25,000 in relief money collected by the
UCS for the victims of the 1900 Chinatown fire to Beijing to help finance
the continued reconstruction of the Summer Palace. The destruction of
the palace by British forces in 1860 and the frequent misuse of funds in
its reconstruction from the 1870s on made it a potent symbol of Qing
weakness and corruption. The UCS, led by C. K. Ai and assisted by Secre-
tary of State Hay, appealed to the Chinese minister in Washington for the
impeachment of Yang and succeeded in having him recalled in 1902.2¢
Hawaii was an important center for the development of debates be-
tween reformers and revolutionaries. During his visit to Hawaii in 1903,
Sun was impressed by the effects of Liang Qichao’s journalistic activities
and started to become more active in developing his own propaganda. By
1905, many Chinese in Hawaii had become frustrated with the remote-
ness of the leaders of the Emperor Protection Association. The arrival of
revolutionary newspaper editor Loo Sun from Hong Kong at about this
time and the founding of the revolutionary Liberty News (Ziyou Xinbao) in
1908 kept political debate in the public eye. The Liberty News soon com-
peted with the New China News as a key organ of Chinese revolutionary
propaganda in the Western Hemisphere, and the two papers never tired
of spitting invective at each other. Political opponents twice attempted to
have Loo Sun thrown out of Hawaii on immigration charges. The first at-
tempt was based on technicalities in his admission status, and the second
tried to have him deported as an anarchist on the basis of articles he had
written praising the recent assassination of a Japanese prince. The Liberty
News writers claimed that the group attempting to have him deported was
made up of the Chinese consul working in conjunction with the Emperor
Protection Association, and later revolutionary histories claimed that Wu
Tingfang and several prominent Hawaii merchants had personally helped
him beat the charges.?’” The competition extended to education, and two
new Chinese schools opened in Honolulu within four days of each other
in February 1911: the Minglun School (fig. 17), with a reformist agenda,
and the Huamin School, with a revolutionary agenda.
By 1911, the Chinese consuls had become deeply enmeshed in this
web of local conflict. They had also been deeply involved in the immi-
gration process since 1906, when the consul asked the Immigration Bu-
reau to notify him immediately if any Chinese were refused admission,
so that he could assist in arranging an appeal.?® They were also often in-
volved in property disputes brought to the UCS for mediation, not only
as respected judges but also as partisan supporters of interested parties,

Flgur(.e 17 Minglun School, circa 1915. (Source: Old Chinese Immigrati
Case Files, 1903 ~15, case number C-1983. Honolulu District Office Regr . ;011
of thfz Immigration and Naturalization Service, Record Group 85 I\'Iat' Cor1S
Archives and Records Administration — Pacific Region [San Franclisco])Iona

occe?sionally threatening to use their influence to terrorize the opposition’
family in China.2? Consul Liang Guoying (fig. 18), who took flII:)S os(t)lils
1910, brought the scandal and conflict surrounding the consulal’ze to .
Peak. Although the Liberty News routinely accused him of working h 3
in hand with the Constitutionalists, in the end he managed to uni’cg o
of the factions in Hawaii against him. The two acts which most offe nzlozc
the l(?cal Chinese were his intention to conduct a census of all thsncg'
gese In Hawaii, requiring that each person counted pay a $1.25 enume .
jc1on fee, and his sending a list accusing seven Honolulu mi'grants of tfa-
ing “dangerous revolutionary characters” to the viceroy in Guan done-
The negative reaction was so universal among the local Chinese tl? t thg.
UCS formally requested Liang to retract his charges. ne
' When the Liberty News printed the full text of Liang’s report to the
cheroy 'r‘evealing that his insinuations about the loyalty of the migrants
in Hawaii were much broader than previously realized, a large publii rall
was he.ld, and the UCS petitioned the Chinese minister in Washington t<})’
have Liang removed. The increasingly besieged Liang brought a libel suit
to the Hawaiian courts against individuals he thought had slandered hil;
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fortunately, the good feelings that came with an internationally respected
republic were short-lived. As the unity of the republic quickly crumbled,
so did the unity of the Chinese in Hawaii.

In 1911, the Chinese Chamber of Commerce had arisen as a new
platform in the competition for prestige and had already sowed the seeds
for later discord. The establishment of Chambers of Commerce as the rep-
resentative organs of migrant communities around the world had been
promoted by the Qing since 1907. The push to establish chambers was re-
newed as the Qing tried to revitalize its relations with Chinese migrants
in the final months of its reign. The government provided the bylaws and
constitutions of these chambers and delegated to them the authority to
work with the consuls as intermediaries between Beijing and the local mi-
grant population. Two competing chambers arose in Hawaii. One was the
Chinese Merchants’ Association (Zhonghua Zongshanghui), formed in Ay-

gust 1911 by the same men who were officers in the UCS. The rival Over-
F?gure - ing, Chinese seas Chinese Merchants’ Association (Huagiao Shanghui) was established
Iggﬁfﬁfiﬁ:ﬁ;ﬁ, 1910. . a few months later by followers of Sun Yat-sen, inspired by the revolution
(Source: Edgeworth Col- then occurring in China.3! In the UCS elections of December 1912, fol-
lection, Bishop Museum, lowers of Sun Yat-sen packed the hall with newly registered members and
Honolulu, Hawai'i; Neg. got themselves elected into contro] of the society.
CD 24917-XS 16939) The ousted officers tried unsuccessfully to contest the elections
in the territorial courts, but they were more successful in blocking rec-
ognition from China. By the time the new Republic of China got around
to giving some attention to overseas Chinese, conservative military
strongman Yuan Shikai had already taken power from Sun in China.
His government recognized the Chinese Merchants’ Association as the
legitimate Chamber of Commerce in Honoluluy, and its newly appointed
consul ignored the reception arranged for him on 1 January 1913 by the
revolutionary UCS. The consul also replaced the former role of UCS offi-
cers in the consulate with an Advisory Board made up of the conserva-
tive ex-UCS officers, who were concurrently members of the National
People’s Constitutional Party, a reorganization of the Emperor Protection
After the Revolution ; Association ordered by Yuan. They were responsible for investigating all
the complaints and immigration matters brought before the consul and

; i ing rolled over into
The unity of the migrant response fto ]1;1?21 fb'Gelcl:?i}c’)lnn)gfor the revolution thus recaptured much of the power they had previously exercised through
widespread support (or at least lack of pu ] ; the UCS.32

. . ina. The

of 1911 and the establishment of a republican governmen‘t 11:1 Chlr}c?og e
i litical differences and the mixed reac

momentary suppression of po : . : o
Liang’s humiliation in court remind us that involvement in Chlneset‘lz)(:l
itics reflected not only a concern for personal prestige or even a na ihat
alist concern for the fate of China, but also an awareness of.the way o
the status of China reflected on their local status as an ethnic group.

|

in the mass meeting. He lost the suit, and the judge criticizeg 1111111 for 11115y
“foreign” i lues. Pleased at Liang’s defeat, ma

ing methods “foreign” to American va . :

Cfinese further denounced him for having broug}.1t internal problf:rrkrllz

into the American courts for judgment by outsiders 1p the first place.d .

Liberty News expressed a mixture of glee at seeing Liang er.nbarr.asse rialy
i i d resentment that American imperial-

the judge and opposing lawyers an : . -

ists ]could so easily humiliate a formal representatl\fe of Chlnal. 1TPI’;e Chi

nese minister in Washington asked Liang to resign in early 1911.

The group of men ousted from the UCS leadership-—many of whom
had been staunch Constitutionalists in opposition to the revolutionaries
—readily embraced republicanism after the revolution, but their republi-
canism was firmly opposed to Sun Yat-sen and his Supporters. In 1913, a
forty-eight page booklet in English, entitled Chinese in Hawaii: A Resume
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of the Social, Industrial, and Economic Progress of the Chinese in the Hawaiian
Islands, with an Historical Sketch of the Events Leading to the Foundation of
the Chinese Republic, was published “to Commemorate the recognition of
China as a Republic by the United States, and the Friendship which has
long Existed between the Two Great Nations of the East and the West.” 33
It was a clearly partisan publication insisting that Yuan Shikai was “the
only strong man fitted to establish the new republic on a firm footing.”
It gave credit to Sun and his followers for instigating the revolution, only
to criticize them for turning against Yuan in the second revolution of
1913, thus “endangering the life of the young republic, and so losing the
prestige they had gained, only to become wanderers on the face of the

earth.” 34

Individual Accommodations

The greater part of Chinese in Hawaii was devoted to promoting the Chi-
nese in the eyes of non-Chinese. Many individuals were quoted as urging
the Chinese in Hawaii to bury their factional differences—both in poli-
tics and business—and work together. On the one hand, this can be in-
terpreted as the supporters of Yuan pressuring the followers of Sun to con-
cede their loss. Yet such calls gave these conflicts a different tone than the
conflicts in Chicago, where factions always strove to completely discredit
each other, and only outsiders ever called for compromise. Factionalism
in Chicago developed a wide social base through violence, migrant insti-
tutions, and concrete economic interests. The process of struggle and its
outcome directly affected all the local Chinese. In Hawaii, however, the
causes and effects of factionalization were comparatively abstract. The re-
lentlessly dogmatic drawing of lines that accompanied nationalist dis-
course in Hawaii stood in contrast to the flexible political leanings of most
individuals. The newspapers and a handful of devoted partisans made up
the core of political factions, but the support they received from political
parties was contingent and fickle, determined more by opportunistic am-
bitions and changing political winds than by the relatively less flexible
bonds of kinship, credit, or sworn brotherhood. Almost anyone who trav-
eled the Islands giving speeches in Chinese, be he a revolutionary, re-
former, or Christian missionary, was bound to attract the attention and
contributions of entertainment-starved migrants.
Two of the most prominent Chinese at the turn of the century, Chu
Gem and C. K. Ai, are good examples of the ways in which individuals
could flexibly negotiate migrant politics. Of the two, Chu was more of a

—ﬁ—
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Figure 19

Chung Kun Ai, 1913. (Source:
Old Chinese Immigration
Case Files, 1903-15, case
number C-633. Honolulu
District Office, Records of the
Immigration and Naturaliza-
tion Service, Record Group
85. National Archives and
Records Administration—
Pacific Region [San Francisco])

Pﬁgl(}:ﬁrﬁo;mdan}s His biography in the 1913 booklet called him the
rince” and described him as “ i
: : possessing probably the wi
iai;:(ciga;m:nce 01’fl any Chinese in Hawaii, honored and trustedyby alvlv {’d fe{Set
0 boast that he had never been sued .
- He had long b
) : y g been a foll
;)n ;tlht;e riform parties, was a “staunch supporter” of the Minglun Sc}(l);t)elr
preSid:l teiftlrtlfl prggsuan Huaxing Bao (Flourishing China News).36 He Was,
e several times from 1906 t '
t ; . 0 1921 and lead
tl;: écl)ll?servalt\zve slate during the split of 1912. He was also presidezrt 2:
inese Merchant’s Association from i i
: : . its founding until 1918 a
hc;u;;ierf and hlofng—tlme president of the Siyi huiguan. On the other hggda
0 Tought for Loo Sun’s right to reside i ii |
: € in Hawaii as an edit
to obtain land for the revoluti ! the st
: tionary Huamin School, led th
against consul Liang Guoying, and ¢ s e
. ollected funds to assi
sul Zhang Zuofan, who had b it
- , een arrested in China f lotti i
Yuan in 1913. He was als i il v by
. 0 an investor in the City Mill i
(fig. 19), a prominent su o et e i
, pporter of Sun Yat-s i
Fespect in his mtontoger en who referred to Chu with
C. K. Ai isti
s I‘i i?}i wz;ls a Clﬁnstlan Hakka who attended Iolani School with Sun
-sen, whom he used to steal mangos, swim
e e 1 , , and beat up Hawai-
carrln kl(tis. He was an original member of the Xingzhonghui andliater baf:
. Oearilasure.r of the Emperor Protection Society upon its founding in
nd president of the UCS from 1902 to 1905, He lost his enthusiasm
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for the reformers in 1905, when he was snubbed py Li.ang Qiche}fo dur;lrgg_
a visit to Japan to inquire about the fate of contnbutx.ons sentdr}cl)'m o
waii. He later became a sponsor of the Liberty News., whlc_:h earneB 1rnu y
enmity of more die-hard reformers. In an intervn?.w with the Htéiiasaid
Immigration in 1915, Constitutionalist Party President Wong o Shi:
“1 know that all the merchants and all the good people favor Yua -
kai’s government.” When confronted with the fact th:j\’t the promlnoSe
merchant C. K. Ai did not favor Yuan, he responde'd, Do you tsgp})fi)na?
C. K. Ai got money he is high class; what does C..K. Ai know al:,>’2171A the.r
... I think that kind of people no good for China, r'10 good. no e
merchant was more cautious in his estimation of Ai wh.en he. remelrol(z1 :
that “his speech and his acts seem to belong to the Nationalist [rev
i [ don’t know.” 38 N
tlonazicpoircz;; 1’; his autobiography, Ai had tired of Chi.nese p(?llthS I:Z
1915 and devoted more of his efforts to directly promot%ng Chinese 1nt
terests in Hawaii. His desire to contribute to Fhe ecor.xom.lc d;\lzg SPIVI\I,; ”
of the republic had been frustrated during a trip to Ch1na. inl o yl e
he saw as the shortsightedness and petty greed of republican officia and
businessmen. Upon his return to Hawaii, he l?ecame ..a cofounder ? e
Chinese American Bank in 1916 and the American Chlnes? Federation °
Hawaii in 1917. He also worked hard to modify Tche exclus'xon lavas, rr;;)n:
ing from an interest in promoting the immigration of C1'11nese rice Emn_
tation laborers that began during his days as a UCS pres%flent to ah s ”
ger interest in overcoming the travel difficulties of Hawa‘u-born C 1n§ to.
After some business failures in the 1920s, Ai grew mqeasimgly <‘ievote 1o
his Christianity. This devotion coincided with a rekmdhr'lg of mt:lresu _
his home village, as was common among many f)lder. mlgral.nts. he sU E_
ported charitable activities directed toward Chlna,. 1nclud1n.g t ue "
bounded Faith-Love Mission, and started the C. K.. Ai Foundation tto tahe
in the preservation of Chinese culture, with Partlcule}r referelicl;e a<13l e
villages in the area around Xishan Village, China, V.thh was .e nees
tral home of the Trustor.”3° Such generalized char.lty was leSTi 1pv ved
with subscription lists and lineage interests than with clothe's 'nvteis and
missionary activities, and it drew attention to the status of its instig
" HaXi%;Lconversion to Hawaii-based issues was an example of a more
general decline in revolutionary passions in the deca(.fle a.fter 191..2..11\/Ian37
revolutionaries disliked the thought of plungir.lg China into .a ctwlll 1;/;7;11 :
and supporters of Yuan Shikai were put off by his a.tteml').t.s to uf]ts :Yuan,s
self as emperor. The succession of governments in-Beijing afte
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death in 1916 inspired little loyalty from anybody. By 1920, the old UCS
officers were reelected, and a close working relationship between the UCS
and the Chinese Merchants’ Association was established. Over the next
twelve years they gave their allegiance to the Beijing governments, al-
though the instability of those governments meant that in practice this
allegiance was little more than loyalty to the idea of a Chinese Republic.
Even without close support from China, the local status of these two as-
sociations as the most important Chinese institutions in the Islands grew
stronger. By 1926 the Chinese Merchants’ Association had changed its
English name to Chinese Chamber of Commerce in Honolulu, and ex-
tended its membership to include all substantial merchants who cared to
register. They also unveiled plans for the construction of a new building,
which, when completed in 1929, had a direct corridor to the UCS cham-
bers, physically symbolizing how indistinguishable the two organizations
had become.
The rise of the Guomindang to national power in 1927 led to some
shuffling of political alignments in Honolulu, but not with the level of
hostility manifested after 1911. Through the late 1930s, two competing
Guomindang branches existed in Hawaii, a pro—Chiang Kai-shek faction
and a leftist, anti-Chiang faction centered around the Liberty News. For
many migrants, however, the rise of the Guomindang was an opportunity
for Hongmen members, Constitutionalists, and supporters of the north-
€rn governments to admit the eclipse of their respective causes and throw
their support behind an ambitious new government which made con-
certed and effective efforts to woo the wealthy migrant elite and had at-
tained a high level of international respect. The rise of the Guomindang
also meant the rewriting of migrant history as the valiant struggle of Sun
Yat-sen and his masses of supporters in Hawaii to overcome the wrong-
headed deceptions propagated by the reformers. Much of the previous
factionalism was swept under the carpet, whereas selected events like the
founding of the Xingzhonghui and the struggles against consul Liang
Guoying were recalled with pride for decades.

The Guomindang victory over political loyalties was, to some ex-
tent, built upon the indifference of the migrants. Chinese in Hawaii had
become more committed to defining themselves as an ethnic group. The
circulation of Chinese-language newspapers had dropped to less than a
thousand by the late 1920s, and many observers noted that only old,
China-born migrants were still interested in the ideological differences
and home town gossip recorded in their pages.*® The Chinese nation was
no longer relevant as an immediate source of political contention, and
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local migrants were happy to grasp any image of China as earnestly striv-
ing to take a place in the modern world.

FroOM HISTORY TO HERITAGE

Annexation

Most of the haole oligarchy on Hawaii welcomed annexation becil‘lse 1’;
ised to add institutiona
ket for Island produce and promise :
B s or ther tion had some dis-
i i j Itural control. Annexatio
backing for their project of cu : L some o
two of the most serious drawbac
advantages, however, and jicks revolved
i lated to the sugar planters’ des
around Asians. The first was re . . -
expensive, controllable labor. The Chinese exclusion lawslwere 1rﬁrr(1ieglo
: i ters ha
ds after annexation, and the plan
ately extended to the Islan e had e
i try of Japanese and Korean
reason to believe that the free en an o o
i h longer. Fortunately for the pla )
be allowed to continue for muc : ’ e
colonization of the Philippines by the United Statesl.111<1 11898 iﬁ:g .
i inst which it was highly unlikely any
new source of migrants agains hatnew
i theless, rice and sugar planters co
barriers would be erected. None , : e conte
iti ification of Chinese exclusion throug
to petition Congress for a modi clus e
19505 as they came to fear the growing Japanese an(.l Filipino popl.lla:ci .
:Fhe second drawback of annexation came with the Organic dc °
- ; ex-
1900, which established the territorial govemme.nt of .Hawa1.1 an Lo
tendéd United States citizenship to all individuals, including 11‘51.511'1[5‘,I o
or naturalized on the Islands. The Americanizing efforts of the mred
a
tensive than many haoles were prep
States Congress were far more ex any h :
for. Although haoles were divided over the desirability of m(})lre g?nezz
: i icti t Chine
i igrati nified around the conviction tha
immigration, they were more u : | har Chinese
i icted to the plantations and n
and other Asians should be restric
to take part in the affairs of the Islands. Unfortunately for then.l, tlie
Americanization project of the federal government ‘d1d not want sin:jptz
to support the continued dominance of the haole oligarchy. ;t ;Vanti 1
i isti itist loca
i i less desirable characteristics of eli
undermine what it saw as the : SO el o
i its own lines of direct control. Asia
ower structures and impose i . !  tur
gut to be the unintended beneficiaries of this project. C(.)'ngress. %ns1stc;c1
that the letter of American democracy be upheld in Ha~wa-lcll{ ali c1tlzzr(;se o
i d democratic and juridical prec
every race were given the vote, an : : I
werey followed to the extent that several bills presented 1n. the Ha(;vaufitlg
legislature to limit Chinese occupational activities were r(f.]ected, esEl ’
w;gdespread haole support. These moves toward encouraging the pa(rl :;Il-
pation and inclusion of Asians came more from a position of fear and be
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siegement than from tolerance. Federal representatives reasoned that if
Asians were not actively assimilated, Hawaii would become a colony like
Singapore, Hong Kong, or the Philippines, where the ruling elite was a mj-
nority among the Asian masses.
The fears of the haole oligarchy that enfranchisement would create
undue Asian influence on local politics were considerably exaggerated,
especially in the case of the Chinese. In 1902, only 143 Chinese were reg-
istered to vote. The number of Chinese voters did not begin to reflect
the significance of the Chinese population in Hawaii until 1930, when
the 4,402 Chinese registered to vote amounted to 8.4 percent of the vot-
ing population. Even then, only 48 percent of those eligible to vote that
year actually voted, the lowest percentage of all ethnic groups, and they
tended to support the ruling haoles by voting Republican.*! Even the Jap-
anese, who had greater influence both through sheer number of voters
and through Iabor organization, which exploded into the great strikes of
1920, never came near to the takeover envisioned by haole alarmists. The
Hawaiians, on the other hand, did make a brief attempt for power in 1900,
That year Robert Wilcox ran for and won the position of Hawaiian repre-
sentative to the United States Congress as the candidate of the Home Rule
Party. By 1902 the oligarchy had reorganized itself within the Republi-
can Party and recaptured congressional representation with the election
of their candidate, Jonah Kalanianaole Kuhio, a member of the Hawai-
ian royalty. Using their considerable wealth to distribute patronage, offer
bribes, and provide extravagant election parties, the Republican Party
dominated representation to Washington and elective positions within
Hawaii over the next four decades, until the imposition of martial law
in 1941.
As far as Chinese legislation was concerned, Home Rule would not
have been much different than Republican dominance. Although Hawai-
ians were generally more cordial to the Chinese on a daily basis, they
shared haole political fears when it came to Asi
tative Kuhio was beholden to the interest
dustry, but he occasionally felt that as a
he should also uphold the spirit of Rob
forms that Kuhio refused to abandon, d
tion to cut off Asian immigration, bloc
and pass legislation that facilitated h
of government jobs by Hawaiians. So
homesteading as preferable to Asian i
perception that the haoles had alread
ians. Such a position was, in part, base

ans. Republican Represen-
s of his patrons in the sugar in-
member of the Hawaiian royalty
ert Wilcox. One of Wilcox’s plat-
espite his patrons, was the inten-
k Asian economic opportunities,
omesteading and the acquisition
metimes he even promoted haole
mmigration, despite the common
y stolen the land from the Hawai-
d on the fear that too many Asians
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. s ii-
in Hawaii might lead to the loss of self-rule and the imposition o.f a m}l1 i
Er commission on Hawaii. It was a threat often evoked by the (;lhgarc V\Z;

i S
an(}:ll it worked in subduing political challenges frc.>m Asians w ol,. fa e
will see below, would have lost access to the political tool of egali
American rhetoric.

The Imposition of American Hegemony

i to
Despite the fears of an Asian takeover, most local haoles cgntn}llu?dex
erciive Asians as little more than servants or laborers, desplt'e.;c elrand
fensive commercial activities. Most books and articles ;DZ .VISI Of“swell
i sians. -
i ly mentioned the presence o ‘
residents on the Islands bare ned the o
i id that the “Asiatics” in Hawaii
known haole in 1910 said t e s
instituti toms of the Islands as di
act on the institutions and cus o
fhe ranges,” and five years later an observer from the federal gover(;lgere
, Chinese, and Kore-
thought of the Japanese, ,
noted that the haole leaders he Ja > C ©
ans “primarily as instruments of production.”*? Racial issues v‘vlt;re g?rlac_
ally not mentioned in polite company, which obscured the pillar
ism that helped buttress haole power. N _
o New hgole migration from the mainland—settlers and military Eer
i i f racism as well as
d more direct expressions o .
sonnel—brought cruder an . e
i i hy and their comfort wi ;
a distaste for the haole oligarc . ) the socle e
ii i ulation of middle-class whi
archy of Hawaii. This new pop e oty mor
lusive networks of the hao g
ther the advantages and exc : haole ongrely ot
i i itude toward Asians as children
their often patriarchal attitu e O o
ere much more inclined to
carefully watched over. They wi nOr¢ o kel to iy
i t to their own livelihood an
chants as a subversive threa ely loplay
along with the polite racial etiquette that pervaded much public disc
in Hawaii. . s
" The most influential bearers of these new attitudes were thegaf)alles
who came with the new federal agencies as administrators and od' da O,;
i n
Although taking positions next to the oligarchy as ruiler; thezft aln e
i ith the pa: -
tiny deeply enmeshed wi :
share the same sense of a des . et vestge th
the oligarchic system as a feu
ture of the Islands. They saw . feudal vestige that
tic civilizing just as much as
needed reform and democra s e s
i is difference in political and mor
brown men. At times this i Howed 20 many
tion and laxity that had allo
an all-out attack on the corrup . i lowed w0 iy
i ive i lace. Circuit Court Judge Este
Asians to arrive in the first p dg genied all but
i refused admission by the
e habeas corpus case of Chinese ‘ rean o
;)rllllmigration put before him in 1900, often on the basis of technicalitie

federal immigration agents in Hawaii,
way to local practices of racial etiquette.
inspector made an (unsuccessful) pleato
a Chinese named Yong Yee who was ab
Estes’s unproblematic incorporation o
the United States was now replaced by
continuing struggle to impose righte
Hawaiian agricultural
nese into the Islands
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or hesitating testimony. When he demanded tha

t a claimant for Ameri-
can citizenship must “prove b

Yy a preponderance of the evidence that he
was born in these Islands,” he went against not only precedents of lax

enforcement set by previous Hawaiian governments, but also judicial
precedent established on the mainland, where it was the duty of the Im-
migration Bureau to prove that claimants presented to the court were not
citizens.*3 He did, however, succeed in setting a local precedent so strong
that few Chinese attempted to appeal to him in succeeding years. In one
decision he summarized the motivation behind his work, a simultane-
ously egalitarian and racist vision of Hawaii’s future as an inalienable part

of the United States, which showed great unfamiliarity with the economic
conditions of Chinese in Hawaii:

Chinese laborers come to America to work only .. . and not to become

a part of the body politic; they rarely bring their families with them or
€ncourage American home life; they are always Chinamen in America
and not Americans; they live apart here as in China. It thus seems dan-
gerous to the American republic to admit on an equal footing with
American labor, these vast hordes of Chinamen who neither love this
country nor assimilate with its civilization. The presence of such a
people tends to create class and racial distinctions, and tends also to
lower the standard of American manhood, by placing beside them,
competing in the field of labor, a different race of men, who know

nothing of the free institutions and only seek our shores fo

I a tempo-
rary advantage.

Although not stated explicitly, Estes’s attack was directed as much against
oligarchic sugar interests as against the Chinese. It was firmly in the tra-
dition of crude connections made between cheap Chinese labor and de-

grading capitalistic monopoly that had fueled many anti-Chinese labor
Organizations in California,

Twenty years later, this same egalitarian vision was in vogue among

but the explicit racism had given
In 1921, a Honolulu immigration
the secretary of labor on behalf of
out to be deported for polygamy.
f Hawaii into the sovereignty of
an almost apocalyptic vision of the
ous justice. The agent blamed the
-political complex not for having allowed the Chi-
but for having exacerbated the undesirable morality
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of the Chinese, who, in turn, still retained the potential for redemption
under the tutelage of American democratic institutions:

[The Chinese] were kept under a paternal industrialism in which they
were permitted to follow the practices which were customary in their
own country. . . . Following their own customs among themselves, to
themselves doubtless there was not the sense of moral turpitude that
would obtain in similar cases of one of our own social order to which
these laborers were not made to conform to any extent. The elements
of moral stability were subordinated to the maintenance of the satis-
fied, ignorant, laboring class. The land was practically permitted to be
polluted for profit. It is now the task of our government to put right in
the place of rot. Immunity for Oriental laxity must pass; but in view
of the past and endeavoring to bring about a better state of affairs, it
would seem that justice might be tempered with mercy. Yong Yee was
simple, honest, and direct in his admissions, and his conduct must
have been due to the ignorance which was abetted by those in power
in this community in years past. He may have regarded himself, if

still under the domination of old ideas, as without sin, when before
annexation many like unto himself were practically so treated. How-
ever, the law came with annexation, and for him sin revived, and he,
like others, was deported. . . . Had the enlightening officials of these
islands before annexation placed moral considerations before material,
I'am of the opinion that this Chinaman would have had the knowl-
edge and felt the necessity of conforming to the higher conditions and
methods of conduct which are deemed necessary by us to the stability
and welfare of the State.45

In this context, the appropriation of a vocabulary of Americaniza-
tion by Chinese was useful not only as a way to project a positive im-
age of themselves, but also as an appeal to the support of outside power
against a haole oligarchy invested in perpetuating the inferiority of Asian
residents. The oligarchy had wrapped itself in the cloak of American cul-
ture, thus making conformity to American ideology the standard for re-
spect in Hawaii. Nonetheless, the United States also brought a critique of
the oligarchy that could easily be used by less powerful ethnic groups to
claim a stronger progressive and egalitarian heritage on the Islands than
the haoles. As a result of the simultaneous political power and social ab-
straction of democratic ideology in Hawaii, becoming American for Chi-
nese on the distant islands would become easier than in the United States.

th . .
1 be credit for the Prosperity of Hawaii today, in consequence of their
abor developing the sugar and rice Plantations, the fruit farms and

Iespected and esteemned, anq th
e , ey have
stituted a peaceable and Iaw-abiding portion of the community.+6

ply in Hawaii. They a
e fr onalities for exclusio
China in the eyes of the world,”

was actually beneficial because
own business,”

rgued that singling out Chij-
n “has the effect of lowering
and that the Chinese presence on Hawaii

they were law-abiding, “minded their
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measures that led to the great Chinatown fire

bubonic plague prevention
of 1900. In the long run, however, immigration and opium were the only
o issues that ran contrary to Chinese interests. Before annexation, laws
t vigorously enforced, and the

drug was a common aspect of migrant life, offered as a matter of course

tw
against the importation of opium were N0

to guests, friends, and temporary workers on the rice farms. Federal en-

forcement after annexation severely affected the supply and price of the
d many merchants to lose an im- .

drug, forcing many addicts to quit an
portant source of profit.#” Dislike of anti-opium measures was generally
kept quiet, however, whereas exclusion could be protested publicly.
The first wave of Chinese protests against the exclusion laws in Ha-
waii from 1900 to 1905 generally included complaints against rigorous
and humiliating treatment of “respectable” merchants, while admitting
the value of restricting «yndesirable” classes. C. K. Aiwas a local leader of
the 1905 anti-American boycott, even though his City Mill had won the
contract to build the local immigration offices and detention quarters in
1903 —a job on which he claimed to have lost five thousand dollars.*® By
the middle of the decade, protests focused on the argument that the Is-
lands would benefit economically from the immigration of Chinese agri-
cultural laborers. The UCS often worked with sugar planters in writing pe-
titions to the United States Congress and the Department of Commerce
and Labor requesting a modification of the exclusion laws. In 1915, the
Rice Grower’s Association even sent a delegation to Washington for a
congressional hearing. This movement was finally a dead issue in 1921,
after even an attempt by sugar interests to play up the specter of the Japa-
nese menace in the wake of the recent sugar plantation strikes could not
procure the admission of Chinese laborers.*

Most public statements against exclusion were carefully tailored to
show that Chinese were more than willing to conform in most other as-
pects of Hawaiian life and Americanization. The 1913 booklet quoted
above, Chinese it Hawaii, was a typical vehicle for such imagery. An article
entitled “Chinese Labor Problem” explicitly addressed the issue of the
exclusion laws, asking why the Chinese were made to bear the brunt of
mainland prejudice when, “qs a race they had never disturbed the bal-
ance of power. They had not meddled in politics; they were peace loving
and law abiding, and all they had ever expected was the right to engage
in commerce and trade without molestation.” 50 The article expressed the
hope that the emergence of China as a democratic nation-state would lead
to a reduction in the “indignities” the Chinese were forced to suffer, but
most of all it emphasized how the exclusion laws hurt the local economy,
arguing not only that the rice and sugar industries would benefit if Ha-
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“the d:\tzlz);:;ii f)r;) H;ht he enforcement of the exclusion laws, but that

cheap labor to place tl:em.Er natural. resources of the Islands which require

The introductory article ton a paying basis will be materially hastened.” "

nomic significance of C}?. tempted to make a connection between the eco-
‘ inese and their cultural contributions to Hawaii:

No b o .
o fe‘(ter indication of the industry of the Chinese can be found th
e fact that from the most hu i N
mble beginnings, m. h i
beautiful and comfort eapecs e o g
able homes which in all
. respects are on a
with those of the most culti n
ultivated persons of oth i
of t er races. Pianos and
othi of
o er musical instruments are found in their houses, and many of
) ’
eir sons and daughters are accomplished musicians. They are pa

trons ir inti
. of the arts, acquiring paintings and statuary, and are const
in attendance at theaters.52 .

I i .
pices ; 119128 S élshglese Informa.tlon Committee was set up under the aus-
with the Reverend Eé)vtropggate ldeés favorable to Chinese immigration
gandist, The committ ard W. Thwing as chairman and principle propa:
distributed in Hawai eedPUt out a weekly newsletter in English that was
ticles repeated the 1 }ilnl to government agencies in Washington. The ar-
cireulation since 1 SV;SO;I éa:dgcel:ezfap;:v-VChinei; images that had been in
which w new themes of their own, all
sixty yea?;dlg EZC;T; standafq fare .for Chinese publications over the ne)(:f
had taugh‘; Kin, Kamesl‘i additions included the story of how the Chinese
and more full %nte . ameha”I h Ow to organize his port, charge tariffs
ginning of they ninetgr atehHaWau into the international market at the be:
onto the internatiorf elnt century, thus initiating the entrance of Hawaii
on the commercial o sase .T.he strongest emphasis was always placed
the wealth of the ISleIlescll)ectablhtylof the Chinese, their contributions to
temnational market Cnhij;:sr;i ;ll:llﬁgyp:\;c;rﬁtial af a link to an extensive in-
stitutions was also a signi ocal cultural and political in-
baseball team was a pafticif:r?; ?elreicrirll: ‘tgl?ii-success of the local Chinese

In the appeal of the Chinese of Hawaii to the American people on b
half of a limited immigration of Chinese to Hawaii, the athletic spi 'e-
;ne‘l}ftn.ot be an unimportant factor. In a country wl/lere the athleiipcmlc
iri . . .
ﬂ;ie lif1es 2; ,:;io;;llz;; 1:S iﬁi:;thhere it plays as important a part in
ere, and whe i i

owes .not a little of his popularity to his athleticr:pil;ii C: ;:atfslilsli)gflztrate
mon interest could be found. . . . With the common ‘t;ond of aththiH:s
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recognized, much of the prejudice that has existed in the past is likely
to give way, and open candid minds to new information and new con-
siderations on the questions involved in this desire to permit a limited

Chinese immigration to the Hawaiian Islands.*

By and large, Chinese made a show of welcoming American insti-
tutions after annexation. They even began to accommodate themselves
to the exclusion laws as it became increasingly clear they would not be
modified. The basis by which exclusion was made palatable could be seen
as early as 1911, when Yong Got, the president of the Hilo Tongmenghui,
was unable to reenter Hawaii after a trip to China because somebody had
reported to the Immigration Bureau that his Hawaiian birth certificate was
false. This incident provided yet another opportunity for the New China
News and the Liberty News to hurl invective at each other. The opening
salvos of the debate by the New China News focused on what it saw as the
hypocrisy of Yong'’s involvement in Chinese politics while claiming to be
a citizen of the United States. The paper waxed particularly satirical in por-
traying the opportunism of Yong’s claim to American citizenship: “China
is weak, America is strong. He doesn’t recognize weakness, just strength.
He understands the state of the world. Scholars, ancestors, and descen-
dants will all take him for a sage.”* The reformers went on to criticize
Yong’s use of a false birth certificate because it had made the immigration
inspectors suspicious, so that they might begin deporting people.

In response, Wen Xiongfei, the America-born editor of the Liberty
News, wrote an editorial entitled “Emperor Protection Association acts as
loyal official to the American Government.” It argued that the reformers
were collaborating with the enforcement of exclusion by turning Yong
in to the immigration officials and were thus traitors not only against
China, but against the good reputation of the Chinese in Hawaii:

Only Hawaiian birth certificates get good treatment from the Ameri-
can government. . . . The American government’s treating the Hawai-
ian born so well is a result of the Hawaiian overseas Chinese having
created these conditions for themselves. The natives born in San Fran-
cisco all know about the special privileges of the Hawaiian born, and
want the same privileges. Why can’t they get them? Because of the big
smuggling industry. The people involved in it attack each other daily.
If it is not A attacking the legitimacy of B’s certificate, then B is attack-
ing the witnesses for A’s certificate. . . . We Chinese have caused the
laws to be stringently enforced. Since I have come to Hawalii, I have
noticed that the Hawaii officials treat the Chinese well here, not like
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in ?ahfornia. We cannot fail to put forth the good reputation of the
Chinese here as a reason for this.ss

ghf article made. no attempt to show that Yong Got was born in Hawaii
ngt I;(r)ge;cie;ih‘;vlth a:j long dia.tribe about how the Constitutionalists did,
non care goo rep.utatu?n of the locally born Chinese, but only
about money and inducing persecution by foreigners. The ar
me.nt.was strong enough to put the New China News on the: defe 'gu-
(cillz(iiumng that others had unmasked Yong’s birth certificate beforen‘flla‘;e’
‘ I11 iin% thats ;che}f would never have voluntarily called attention to suct};
iy pra(zt;;tim]ﬁls e:charlllge revealed a tacit understanding that matters
migration should take prec i i
tas and also showed the extent to Wllljicherfli?gfa?z:};glieoflilicca% e
law-abiding citizens could supersede all other concerns ’ e
o Thls grovx.rlng w1llingn.e-ss to comply with exclusion reached an ex-
‘ € In an article by Hawaii-born lawyer Ernest S. Ing, published in E
glish and Chinese in a 1929 volume of self-promotion p’ut out by th nChI?-
nese, entitled Chinese of Hawaii. Ing argued that in light of }ih great
peneﬁts offered by residence and citizenship in the United State ; ngat
sion and the inability to naturalize were only minor inconvenie . excflll -
emphasized how Chinese citizens resident in Hawaii were “alien fI;iC: S;i ’e’
Who shared many of the rights of citizens and owed a temporar " lf :
giance to the United States of America. He further remarked ‘cI;lat T

lix-zing under these advantages and restrictions, the civil status of the
alien Chinese cannot be said to be oppressive, though far from bein
enviable. . . . If our Chinese-American citizens suffer any hardships :
through restrictions imposed upon their alien relatives, this is on ac-
count of the disadvantages growing out of the operation of the immi-
gration and naturalization laws of the United States and does not dero-
gate from the value of their citizenship.s7

hic }frgt;rdrflilzcaedi e;(c:ulsion to an unfortunate historical circumstance
e i nota quately ret.le.ct the status of local Chinese, discounting
Cnm.m'atlon and suspicion that also existed in Hawaii a ainst lo-
cally born citizens of Asian extraction. As late as 1933, the goven%or of tl(1)
territory wrote, “Our citizens are largely of oriental blc’>od and for the i
part are recognized as aliens until the contrary is proved.” s8 It is unliolS
that Ing was ignorant of such attitudes. He was, instead. just proce 1cl'e y
o‘ne step further in a strategy that Chinese had followéd sinPC)e ane a
tion—that of manifesting extreme loyalty and devotion to demolclrz}i?(;
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and commercial institutions in order to gain peace :and a.cceptam?fe. Tl“us
step was consistent with a growing trend among Chinese in Hawai to m;
terpret their migrant past within the American' framework -as a heritage o

pioneering immigrants dedicated to the building of America.

ANCESTORS FOR AMERICANIZATION

Ethnic Associations

As a generation of Hawaii-born Chinese came of age in the.19205, t'hey
reinterpreted their past from within the framew.ork of Amer'1CE}n nation-
alism and began to revive and create many immigrant e?ssoc1at10ns as ve-
hicles of that interpretation. The Chinese were redefining them§elves as
ethnic groups in the context of multicultural Hor.lolulu, and.Ck.nnese as-
sociations were the markers of that ethnicity. Village assoc1at19ns con-
tinued to be founded through the 1950s, and many of th.em contmue.d to
sponsor the building of schools, ancestral halls, and public works proj 1eicts
in home villages in China, but this interest began to carry a flavor of char-
itable volunteerism. Contributors to these projects we.re concerned l.ess
with bolstering their status in the eyes of villagers in China and more with
promoting the image of Chinese in Hawaii as a humane and generous
peopli“'he shift in orientation toward Hawaii emerged more clearly 11’1 the
surname associations and the large Zhongshan and- Hakka huiguan
founded after the 1920s. The emergence of these associations also mar.ked
the rising participation of the locally born. On iI'ItO the 197.05., Chma(;
born migrants continued to be more involved in village assoc1§t19ns an

the locally born in the surname associations.> The.se new assoc1at1(.)cllls nz
longer emerged primarily from the context of mlg‘rant ITlut‘ual aid an

links back to China; they now centered around picnics, bn.dgmg ’Ehe gen-
eration gap, historical preservation, and relations .w.ith nelghboru.lg. eth-
nic groups. They were often created with the exphc'lt goal of prov1c.hng1a
site for social activities and networking opportunities, and professionals
like dentists or merchants used them to build clientelg. For example, Elhe
Mao family association founded in 1931 claimed thajc its purp(?se V\./as to
bring together the old and young,” to help and ad.v1se those in dlstrezss,
to remember the hardship and struggles of the pioneer Maos, and “to
keep pace with the American standard of livin.g and to develop bet.ter
American citizens,” this last function perhaps being fulfilled by the main-
tenance of a vacation resort outside of Honolulu for members.5° They also
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functioned as constituencies for individuals who wanted to use them as
stepping stones for entry into other Chinese associations.

The Hakka and Zhongshan huiguan had no strong links to China
and were very much products of perceived interests in Hawaii. Before the
1920s, most Hakkas had been strongly involved in organizations like
Christian churches, the YMCA, the Chinese-English Debating Society, na-
tionalist organizations, and the long-lived Guo An Association, and they
did not feel the need for a formalized organization that explicitly revolved
around being Hakka. Several locally born Hakkas talked about forming
the Renhe huiguan around 1911, but it only met informally until 1921. Tt
was unable to get together funds to erect a clubhouse—a crucial marker
of associational prestige—until 1937, when it also changed its name to
the Chongzhenghui and linked itself to the world network of Hakka as-
sociations under the same name. The clubhouse emerged long after the
association was of any use in providing practical mutual aid services to

migrants. The aims behind it could be better appreciated in the opening
ceremonies, to which leaders from all of the other native place and kin-
ship associations were invited. Speeches were given in Cantonese rather
than Hakka, and the main topics were the speakers themselves, their ac-
complishments, and their contributions to the Chinese community.6!
More than anything, the Chongzhenghui was a platform for ambitious
Hakkas to gain face and integrate themselves into the larger migrant
community. Similarly, in 1950 all of the district and village associations
from Zhongshan came together to establish a Zhongshan huiguan. As
most associational services were already being provided by the smaller as-
sociations, there was little necessity for its creation other than to invest
its members and representatives with a status equal to those from the Siyi
and Hakka huiguan.s?

Only three surname associations had been created before the 1920s:

a Lin association in 1889, a Huang association in 1906, and a Longgang

Gongsuo, for the Liu, Zhang, Guan, and Zhao surnames in 1919. These

early associations had purposefully sought memberships and officers that

spanned the district boundaries of Zhongshan, in the hope that they

could serve to resolve disputes between people from different districts. A

few more associations were founded in the 1920s, and a handful contin-

ued to be established in each decade through the 1960s.53 Many of these
associations had a strong interest in maintaining ancestral halls in China
and in editing and publishing family genealogies. In fact, family re-
searchers in the 1980s occasionally found that all the remaining geneal-
0gy books for their lineage were to be found in Honolulu, This interest,
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. . .

however, was often less of a filial interest in the mamtenagce of fa pat;
’ i i t of a gen-

i lish a pedigree as the descendan

line than an attempt to estab : . N

uine immigrant family, as is evident in the public statfzmen;i accomp.

nying the reorganization of the Lin family association in 1931:

About one hundred years ago people of our clan with.a pioneer spirit,
and progressive mind, crossed the sea and came tg this plac.elfro;r; .
Kwangtung. We, the posterity, should revere the pioneer spmtI;) °
clan people, which can rival that of Colgmbus and Magellan. .w ]
don’t have an organization to bring our clan people together, fr1e1'1 -
ship will be diminished, and we’'ll treat each other .as strang.ers. I‘lclls,f
therefore, evident that our clan needs an organization to bring a oh
our people together. . . . We must have past history as a model fozl the
present. . . . Since the establishment it has now been several de‘cazl e;il
As time goes by, all the deeds [the founders] have done are buried.
the records have been lost.®

The ancestors appealed to were not those who had found(.ad the L‘l,\l,lhf;m;
i i in China but the immigrant pioneers )
ily several generations back in
C}(f)lumbus and Magellan had supposedly done for the Europeans, had
d a place for the Lins in Hawaii. .
oree Mafly of the new surname groups strove for a broad mer‘nbersh.l%)
beyond the descendants of a single lineage and residepts gi }ell smtgiljn\;ll é
i family association explaine e ra
lage. The president of the Gu n ex]
b eghin d th?s in 1966, writing, “With the Goos, historically they (éagle .frollll;
i Chinese by heritage and basica
different villages. We felt that we were ’ -
illage doesn't matter. . . . We
Goos, so whether we are of the same vi :
like to base it on the American system where you are c():fh Qerme;g ncl)irl}lltzs
i ican.” 66 Belonging to a Chinese -
ian ancestry but basically American . . oy
iati i individuals into the Chinese com ,
sociation not only integrated in ' : -
but provided them with an immigrant heritage that linked them to Amer
ica more than the homeland. . o
- Sociologist Clarence Glick wrote in 1938 that Chinese assoc1at;o;15
. p—
in Honolulu were losing vitality and becoming less relevant.s” T uilaﬁlolnz
i ion in the 1950s, adding that many assoc
Char echoed this evaluation in t , asoclanions
i i f the income from the land an
only continued to exist because o ' . ' _
in Zthey owned.8 In the 1970s, anthropologist Judith 1\{Ior.nson alsolre
Cofded a general belief among the Chinese that the assoc1at19ns weredo's-
ing vitality and that young people in particular were not thIESttet 11(11
i i did not take
i 1 perspective, however, she
them.s® From her longer historica ' ddnotts e
is j lick also removed this evaluation
this judgment at face value. G : . .
VEISi]OIl of his dissertation published in 1980. Focusing her attention on
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the native place associations, Morrison argued that even when they did

not engage in any significant charitable or communal activities, their ex-

istence as the institutional representation of a particular group was still
meaningful, both in relation to other Chinese and as a marker of Chinese
ethnicity which distinguished them from non-Chinese. While agreeing
with Chinese observers that the native place associations in Honoluly
primarily attracted the interest of older men, she argued that this was a re-
flection the human life cycle rather than an associational life cycle. These

old men still recruited successful, middle-aged businessmen to act as offi-

cers because of the prestige and connections they could bring to the as-

sociation. Most of them accepted the positions willingly,
ously having had more interest in associations such as the
Association and the Rotary Club, reflecting an awareness
tant role of the associations in Creating their own positions
multiethnic business community.

despite previ-
Chinese Civic
of the impor-
in Honolulu’s

Morrison’s observations were a reformulation of arguments made in
the 1930s by Clarence Glick and Romanzo Adams. They argued that on
an emotional level the associations emphasized a common cultural heri-
tage, and on a practical level the network of banquets, inaugurations, and
commemorations attended by officers of the various groups fostered a
concrete sense of connection. Moreover, status granted to the immigrants
through the associations often translated to status in the eyes of other

ethnic groups. Summarizing his understanding of the relation between
migrants and associations, Glick wrote,

The activities of the migrant brought him formal, highly valued rec-
ognition from China; they brought him the more personal esteem of
the other members of the Chinatown community; and, finally, as
these Chinese activities secured recognition from the dominant island
groups, the migrant who achieved “face”
the esteem of the interracial society. .

in Chinatown was raised in

- - In a sense, assimilation of the
migrant into a Chinatown society meant at the same time accommo-

dation to a larger interracial society of which Chinatown was an inte-
gral but distinct part. To the extent that the migrant willingly partici-
pated in the emerging interracial society, he did so in the role of a
recognized member of a distinct racial and cultural group.70

Even older migrants who had not reoriented their consciousness in
terms of Hawaii adapted to the localization taking place around them. In
their old age they wanted to enjoy the trappings of the status in Chinese
terms, such as wearing the clothes of Manchu officials in birthday cere-
monies performed for their honor and arranging for elaborate funerals
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with around-the-clock wailers, mourning clothes, public pr(?ces}slions, (;hre
burning of paper money, servants, horses, and cars for use 1r(1: }tl : e utr; een —
world. Significantly, they did not feel they. had to go back to . 1nathe v
joy these things. Families had taken root in Hawaii, and death on -
lands was no longer a threat of ghostliness. As or{e ?ld man remaltr1
about his desire to be buried permanently in Hawaii, “I wan.t tobet te}rj
with my children, and my children’s children.” 7! It was Posmble tot e: aof
lish a new patriline, based on the efforts of the founding ‘ance;; to .ur_
course these funeral rituals, as well as other ntu.als tk}at continued to s -
round Chinese New Year and marriage ceremf)nles, did nc?t have the SE::H
significance as in China. Most younger participants V\{ere 1gnoran.t or iheir
scornful of what they saw to be the superstitious beliefs under.lylng.
performance. Yet, many still took part in them as a part of their heritage.
These rituals became ethnic markers in much th.e sam? way as tl:te susr(;
name groups. As in China, differing interpret?ltlons did not C;na er e
much as the way in which common participation drew boundaries a

forged orderly social relationships.

Racial Succession

The work of sociologists like Adams and Glick is useful not only zecausz
of its insight into the Chinese community in anolulu, .but' also e‘:ausa
the Chinese themselves began to draw on their theone:s in creia ing
place for themselves in Hawaiian society. By the 1930§, with the 1;1creas(;
ing arrival of servicemen and other haoles ‘f‘rom the malnlanfi, cracS Sisov;lle(r) f
appearing in the racial etiquette of Hawaii, and a popt%lar impre 0o
the mixed races of Hawaii as a breeding ground of delinquency v:ra o
ginning to emerge. On the other hand, scholars who.had been attrac ¢
to the Islands as a successful experiment .in me'ltlng-pot dem.oizlz
helped preserve racial etiquette in the face of 1ncreas1ngl}f olperll I:C:S o
sion by depicting Hawaii as an example of smooth racial rela 13 > an
amalgamation. Many Chinese were qtlﬂck to latch on to these mode
them into social reality.

attemlg)ljrtl(()iirrlllga lzfom sugar planters made possible the research of Stanl.ey
Porteus that led to the book Temperament and Race in 192§. It ?fvas. a pio-
neer of race research in Hawaii, and the strongest aFademlc. Vo%ce in s;p-
port of inherent racial difference. It was the deﬁnitlve' apphcatlo.n to . ai
waii of theories which attempted to describe personah.ty as the Pl}(l)logllccae
properties of racial groups, working from the .assunllptxon that t edp 30t
in the community that each racial group attains will be determined, o
by the weight of the environmental handicap, but rather by the mental,
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temperamental, or character traits which each possess.” 72 Thus, for Por-
teus, it was natural that the Chinese had a status inferior to that of the
haoles in Hawaii. Although they were intelligent, it was only a practical
intelligence based on the desire to accumulate money. They were still de-
sirable residents, however, because they were “unlikely to scheme for the
advancement of their group” and each had “all the virtues of a useful cit-
izen without the embarrassing ambition to be one.”7? That is, the Chi-
nese kept to their place under the terms of Island racial etiquette.

The Chinese and the missionaries who often represented them in
the petitions and pamphlets written at the beginning of the century had
often cooperated in producing such a judgment. Their emphasis on eco-
nomic contributions to Hawaiian history and their unwillingness to in-
terfere in local affairs had seemed very opportune in light of their desire
to obtain the entry of more Chinese migrants while diffusing fears of an
Asian takeover. Most of their hopes for political status were pinned pub-
licly on the recognition of China as a modern nation-state. By the 1920s,
however, the failure of the Chinese republic and a growing awareness of
the limit to upward mobility inherent in the racial characterization of
the Chinese led to a search for new explanations of their position in Ha-
waii. Newer sociological theories that explained the status of local ethnic
groups as the result of universal historical and environmental processes
rather than internal characteristics found quick favor.

A group called the Overseas Penman’s Club put out a slew of com-
memorative and promotional volumes and yearbooks during the 1930s.
For the most part, they contained the usual hodgepodge of statistics, bi-
ographies, accounts of funds collected to “save China,” business directo-
ries, brief histories of associations, and advertisements that have filled
Chinese commemorative volumes throughout the world. Yet the descrip-
tions of the cultural and economic significance of Chinese in Hawaii
marked a slight change from earlier publications in Hawaii. Their first
publication in 1929, The Chinese of Hawaii, had a Chinese section largely
devoted to the new task of promoting the legacy of Sun Yat-sen and
rewriting the history of the Chinese in Hawaii from the perspective of the
Guomindang. The English section, on the other hand, was much more at-
tentive to redefining the Chinese experience in Hawaii in terms of popu-
lar American discourses of hardy pioneering, cultural pluralism, and ea-
ger modernization. It was dedicated “to the spirit of progress which has
characterized Chinese life from the days of the earliest pioneers; to the fu-
ture of a Chinese community in its service to all in this territory.”

In addition to the articles written by Hawaii-born Chinese profes-
sionals on the usual topics of athletics, churches, and economic success,
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it included an article by Romanzo Adams entitled “The Meaning of the
Chinese Experience in Hawaii.” It was intended as a reinterpretation of the
Chinese presence on Hawaii that emphasized “the special circumstances
under which they have lived and thus [made] them more understandable
to others on the basis of our common humanity.” 7 He argued that, un-
til recently, Hawaii-born Chinese “seemed to desire unrestricted social re-
lations with Caucasians, but what they really did want was a satisfactory
social life on the American plan with people of similar education and in-
terests, and most of such persons, for the time being, happened to be
Caucasians.” 7S As more and more Chinese received an American educa-
tion, however, they were able to forsake haole companionship and create
networks and associations among themselves without giving up their
claim to be truly American. He argued further that the love of China
taught in the Chinese-language schools should be encouraged, because it
instilled in children the values necessary to be able to love the United
States as well. Adams concluded with homage to the immigrant heritage
that echoed the opening dedication, asserting that “when the immigrant
generation shall have passed away, their posterity will erect to them me-
morials in lasting granite. In literature their achievements will be cele-
brated, and their virtues will be recounted for the instruction of youth.” 76
Adams saw this ethnic solidarity of educated Chinese as a tempo-
rary phase. In other writings he made it clear that he was a strong advo-
cate of intermarriage and total integration, and showed more awareness
of haole discrimination against the Chinese. Chinese, however, latched
onto this vision of an identity that was simultaneously Chinese and Amer-
icanized. The nature of this identity was developed more extensively in
the second volume of Chinese of Hawaii in 1936. In this volume, the Chi-
nese and English sections were much more similar, centered on two eco-
nomic and educational histories of the Chinese in Hawaii written by Kum
Pui Lai and Paul Kimm-Chow Goo. With the help of copious statistics,
these articles presented a celebration of Chinese success in Hawaii shaped
by theories of ethnic succession then being pursued in Hawaii by sociol-
ogist Andrew Lind. As explained by Lai, ethnic succession meant that
“success in cultural adjustments of the immigrant groups in Hawaii seems
to vary with their length of residence, numerical size, and group solidar-
ity. ... This ‘graduation’ from the rural plantations to the business houses
and then to professional occupations in the cities of Honolulu and Hilo
appears to be duplicated by each group after a period of labor in the sugar
camps and pineapple fields.””” Thus, as the Chinese were the first group
to arrive after the haoles, this theory claimed a status for the Chinese as
the second most integrated and important group in Hawaii (native Ha-
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wallans were not taken into consideration by this theory,
’

- exc
unfortunate victims of succession). ept as the

. Fro;rzj Lhe perspective of ethnic succession, nothing more than the
ing o inese arrival in Hawaii w.
' as necessary to explain their st
as a unique Hawaiian ethnic i s s
‘ group. Chinese success on th
p ! . e Islands was
ue to their having come together as Chinese, but the influence of Chi-
nese culture and connections to China could be tak
N . .
: orec;l a’lcc wfllll, depending on the context. Thus, Paul Kim-Chow Goo could
ssert of the Chinese that “their ch isti i
aracteristic traits of ind i
dence, thriftiness, endu it
, , rance, love of peace, and pati i
' . 3 3 patience were im
l : . portant
ul; g;az st?ggle torise to the top against resentment, prejudice, and mis
Istanding, which in time gave w. : -
) ay to better understandin
. L) 2 . g/ and a
(r)ntgre fn;n(-flly spirit ensued,” without necessarily negating his claim that
o er ethnic groups in Hawaii, “like the Chinese, are all the products of
unifsame.atgen;eral ground pattern, and they proceed on the same general
ormity of progress.”’® He could depj i
. eépict the Chinese as inh
noble and industrious whil idi i
€ avoiding any of the biologic ializi
: ¢ an ally racializ
implications of such a mode of izati . o
characterization because the
! a Yy were con-
gxﬁgent cyltural (‘l'uahtles rather than deterministic traits. The status of
N ;nese in Hawaii was now determined by environmental and historic
ctors. Whereas much assimilation theory on the mainland required the

breaki . L
eakH.lg down .of group identities as a basis for assimilation into the cos-
mopolitan and individualistic larger society,

basis for pluralistic integration as a group wi

en into account or ig-

racial succession provided a
th a particular local history.

Ethnic Consolidation

}:Z?;IeKél;f-Chanl the‘ Chinese consul in Hawaii, wrote an article entitled
' Inese as Builders of Hawaii” for a 1937 issue of the Pan Paci
magazine devoted to the Chinese in Hawaii. In it he transformed th .
cess of ethnic succession into a dramatic procession: “Huge obst Tpr'o-
the way of foreign language and culture and strange envi%onmej; ere
fought and conquered through the dogged patience and persist Weri
leach succeeding generation. From farmer to merchant andpmerd?;lcli fo
;;;‘lzr }:ﬁfeih;lzzs;' gogiesslfd.” 7% This article was jumping ahead of itself.
n stuck on the plateau o
.Cades, and in 1937, describing Chineie as leadfelrlsli\rlzlsl:ll;rfeosvci):;fruflo‘cl}l:' dli-
;Efctha-n empiri;al observation. In 1938 Lind himself noted that etlﬁlli;
ession on the Islands was no longer i i
pearing to have hit a kind of status qui. Tafllse(ilyx?rirll)lelrc jfs ;o(;felscseiowasl’ nd
leadership positions at the top was limited and had already bee?laﬁ?lzg
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by haoles, leaving fewer avenues of mobility for those on the bottom.®
Adams often explained this impasse as a result of haole discrimination
and decried it as an unfortunate barrier to complete integration. The haole
oligarchy dominated the largest business interests in agriculture, ship-
ping, wholesale distribution, and department stores, and they cooperated
closely to exclude all economic and political competition, leaving only
smaller retail concerns and a few selected products to the Chinese.

The Chinese also took part in the reproduction of this stagnant sta-
tus quo. Few Chinese writers acknowledged racial restrictions on the de-
velopment of Chinese economic life, preferring instead to underline their
contributions, commitments, and general acceptance in Hawaiian soci-
ety. They presented themselves as satisfied with their second rank on the
ethnic totem pole and tended to adhere to the racial etiquette of the Is-
lands, rarely posing challenges to the haoles or any other ethnic groups for
that matter. Unlike the Japanese and Filipinos, they were never involved
in strikes or political opposition to the haoles, and even during the anti-
Japanese war they generally restrained themselves from participating to
the prevailing discourse of fear and prejudice against the Japanese on the
Islands (although they untiringly attacked the ambitions of the Japanese
government).8! They held a precarious position and worked hard not to
disturb it.

In economic activities, ethnicity and ethnic associations facilitated
the consolidation of business connections and the protection of those in-
terests from the interference of other groups. Chinese had a very clear
sense of what kinds of merchandise were part of the Chinese economy,
such as poi, tea, and fish, and few Chinese were willing to invest in prod-
ucts like coffee or pineapples, which were believed to be dominated by
other ethnic groups. Yet within this Chinese economic sphere relations
were shaped more by intense competition than cooperation. Occasional
attempts to set up committees for business regulation and price control
generally met with failure. Frustrated or ambitious Chinese businessmen
would occasionally talk about the “need to modernize” as a criticism of
other Chinese businesses for their tendency to hire managers and em-
ployees on the basis of family ties rather than competency, their reluc-
tance to adopt more efficient management techniques, and their un-
willingness to depart from the exclusively Chinese business networks.?>
Nonetheless, even sophisticated financial institutions like the Chinese
American bank, established in 1916, and the Liberty Bank, established in
1922, tended to reinforce a segregated Chinese economy in Honolulu.

Many children of Chinese and Hawaiian parents preferred to pub-
licly identify with the Chinese rather than the Hawaiian side of their an-

—~—
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c.estry in deference to the higher status of the Chinese and co
ﬁleé?l ﬂ}llat Chinesfe were more diligent and had more business srl?iﬁlsorelvbez
&0 many of them had been raised only by their Hawaii :
after their Chinese fathers had returned to China, died, or :;ar;lgthers
: , , oned
;;;rgsl\;lilgaer:r;g t;l:ir?;dér;clll th:l:irdf;mily histories to assert that their
a had bee
n.len thought to be of superior quality. Onntli(e) f)t‘:)hr:r ;Ceﬁ?(iarsr,oi\rzlid o
?;;tcocn;f:iousrgss meant that Chinese were increasingly le’ssg likel;l %oe;}cl-
inese-Hawaiians into their ne iati ;
"Rersonal character or family connectiozsrisc;;fn:;z(zﬁﬁl&%ui -
migrant past, and economic niche were becoming one and the sélme "
unabll(:/Itz;nZC Eic:;cea;c;jyou?g C.hinese w.ith professional ambitions were
Hovait ot o 0 ir ﬁ){a S, given the limited Opportunities available in
vancement, Findins rsfcz) }esjyc’g; Iflecel t‘he glass ceiling placed on their ad-
.sional skills, many moved to the mae;nllznfjiagvr,a;(t)(r)eec);erilcrﬁzrflh eltr p(;;)je&
In search of employment (where they were known for theirYItaIO t u']a
b.aéeball and ukulele playing). From 1924 to 1931, 911 more A o 'S n
gltll'zens h;ft Cgor China from Hawaii than returned.84,Many of thosi:n;::zg
1n§se ad developed a sincere sense of patriotism for Ameri
American values during their education in public sChoolsmale(rt::(:eal : n
t(i}::);gse;\;e;:holr;’iton, Thomas J(‘efferson, and English constitut,ional ﬁblgrg
' ' personal heritage.8s Nonetheless, as Romanzo Adam
told his Chinese readers in 1929, Chinese enthusiasm for America and d :
mocracy often faded quickly after the young graduates found th a‘cn he-
they had learned in the integrated halls of the school was no essarily
the reality of work and economic competition they had
when they left. A visit to the mainland and the experience
racism there often left a deep impression on many Hawaii-
One student in the 1920s told how bad experiences whi
?alifornia had made him rethink his feelings toward Chi
While I am being more and more Americanized—ado
more American customs, habits, and ways of thinking—
more sympathetic to China.”
Career, but was not certain h

also been rejected while tryi
forni

t necessarily
to deal with
of more open
born Chinese.
le studying in
na and Hawaii:
pting more and
‘ Lam also feeling
He considered going to China to begin his
e could fit in there, either, because he had
50 T ditome ng to mix with students from China in Cali-
con o2 4 S con%mon among many young Chinese in an
€n 1dentity was closely tied to national inclusion. A common re-

S
fponse was the cllevelopment of a pluralist alternative through the rein-
orcement of Chinese ethnicity in Hawaii.

In the context of Hawaii, the goals of

“Americanization” were diffi-
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i ional patriotism rather . ) .
nological conveniences, and a commitment to ?latlorf; is such, the pro- Chinese Mlgra tion and the Ear]y_
hial cultural attachments. , . ;
than what were seen as paroc ' : t e P . -
f taking root as a Chinese ethnic group in Hawaii was not m o Twentieth Century World Orden
feren f the experiences of other Chinese migrants around the wor f
nt from the S _ ‘
fl?}rlz most significant differences in Hawaii were the transformsni){:hat
onnections to villages in China into distant heritages an(jsx the .ac e
\ i lite. As Americans,
i dominated by a small e
ccess to modernity was not Iel : '
;oung Chinese felt that modern life should be within their reach

I'want to be able to rely on you, [my father] who inked each piece of
our own laundry with the word “Center,” to find out how we landed
in a country where we are eccentric people (Maxine Hong Kingston,

‘ China Men).1

There is no East here. West is meeting West. This was all West. All

you saw was West. This is The Journey in the West. T am so fucking
offended. Why aren’t you offended? . . . These sinophiles dig us so
much, they're drooling over us. They think they know us—the wide
range of us from sweet to sour—because they eat in Chinese restau-

\ . rants. . . . What's so “exotic”? We're about as exotic as shit (Wittman
Ah Sing, complaining about reviews Ppraising his staging of an old Chi-
nese novel, in Maxine Hong Kingston, Tripmaster Monkey) 2

I'm tired of all this Chinese this, Chinese that. You people, you think

gambling, extortion, corruption are kosher? Because it's a thousand

years old? Well all this thousand-year-old stuff, it’s a lot of shit to me.

This is America you're living in, and it’s two hundred years old, so you

better get your clocks fixed. You're not special, and you're not beyond
the law, any more than the Puerto Ricans or the Polacks. So we’re all

, going to obey the law the way it says (Lieutenant Stanley White, in

v Year of the Dragon, a Dino de Laurentiis film).3

American children hear no stories about ghosts. They spend a dime at

the drugstore to buy a Superman comic book. This “Superman” is an

all-knowing, resourceful, omnipotent hero who can overcome any dif-

il : ficulty. .. . Superman represents actual capabilities or future potential,
\ while ghosts symbolize belief in and reverence for the accumulated

L past. As much as old Mrs. Park, trying to lessen the distance between

k kl ; . east and west, might lead me over to the corner of the living room to
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