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FOREWORD

No Equal Justice for Chinese

Since the founding of the republic, Americans have been fiercely engaged in a political and ideological debate over the idea of equal rights. This continuous discourse, sometimes manifested in very violent ways, helps to define our nation. To fight for every person and group in search of equality is a never-ending task as well as a paramount mission of the country. In its long, difficult journey of making a more tolerant and inclusive society, however, the United States has suffered many setbacks and overcome many obstacles. In the second half of the nineteenth century, the Chinese, then a group of new Asian immigrants, suddenly took center stage in this fundamental American struggle. Numerous occurrences of unfair treatment of these immigrants and their resistance to injustice were an inseparable part of the larger national experience.

In the final conquest of the nineteenth-century trans-Mississippi West, the Chinese played a dual role of victor and victim. During that period about half a million Chinese arrived in the United States, most of them residing in the West. Their exceptional contributions to major economic spheres, such as gold mining, railroad construction, and land reclamation, were crucial to the speedy settlement of the region. The Chinese, like many other unwelcome groups, also became a target of systematic political discrimination and widespread racial violence. In any ethnic subjugation throughout history, legal mistreatment and physical attack have often gone hand in hand. In learning about the sorrowful experience of early Chinese immigrants, however, more research has been done on ethnic violence than on biased jurisprudence. John Wunder belongs to a very elite circle of scholars who have proper training in both history and law. Such a special educational background allows him to pursue his interest in the legal history of the Chinese in the nineteenth-century American West. He has devoted much of his academic life to this field and become a revered expert. This book properly caps his successful scholarly career.

In addition to such notability, John Wunder’s work also demonstrates a lifelong journey of intellectual inquiry into the relationship between American laws and Chinese immigrants. In the mid-1970s, Wunder, an ambitious young historian, was contemplating producing, in timely fashion, a comprehensive legal history of Chinese immigrants in the nineteenth-century American West. He soon realized that producing such a monograph was not feasible because of the enormous number of trial-case files scattered across the West. It might take many years to amass all the necessary materials. However, this logistical hurdle didn’t diminish his enthusiasm for the study. Taking a more manageable case-study approach, he decided to write a single essay at a time, focusing on a small area or region. In the following forty-plus years, Wunder published, in addition to many other works, eight single-authored articles and one coauthored article on the subject. To cap his extraordinary scholarship in the study of western legal history, Wunder has now gathered all nine articles, plus a new piece, into this single volume. Amazingly, these ten separately written essays cover almost the entire American West, from California to Montana and Washington to New Mexico. The broad geographical scope of these studies indicates that Wunder, despite at first doubting the feasibility, eventually visited all the archives necessary to complete his grand project. This four-decade-long circuit ride also helped Wunder to find many unrelated local cases that shared either common political themes or legal doctrines.

Although Gold Mountain Turned to Dust is not exactly the kind of book Wunder envisioned forty years ago, this collection of conceivably connected and mutually supportive articles does meet the original goal of furnishing a basic text on the legal treatment of Chinese immigrants in the West. As in most anthologies, the essay-chapters are arranged according to their scope and focus, moving from general to specific. The first two essays deal with a pair of intertwined themes regarding the mistreatment of Chinese immigrants: racial violence and judicial discrimination, serving as a broad introduction to the book. Especially the leading chapter, “Anti-Chinese Violence in the American West, 1850–1910,” a quarter-century-old classic, remains as the first source to be consulted by anyone who wants to learn about anti-Chinese violence. The following eight pieces each examine legal precedents or judicial doctrines derived from these Chinese cases, which greatly complicated the western legal system.

No case involving Chinese immigrants is more discussed than People v. Hall (1854). What it did to the Chinese is equivalent to what the Dred Scott decision (1857) did to African Americans. In 1853, three white miners, including George Hall, robbed and murdered a Chinese miner in Nevada County, California. At the trial, both Chinese and white witnesses were called. The jury quickly convicted Hall and sentenced him to death. The defendant then appealed to the California Supreme Court on the grounds that he was convicted of murder upon the testimony of Chinese witnesses. At that time, California statutes prohibited only Indians and blacks from testifying against a “white man.” Introducing ingenious concepts of racial categorizing, the justices argued that since Chinese immigrants and Native Americans had the same Asian ancestors, the Chinese, of course, should not be allowed to possess the legal privilege to testify against whites. Therefore, the state supreme court reversed the lower court’s verdict and set Hall free. By crafting such a precedent, denying Chinese the right to testify in both civil and criminal proceedings, the ruling had an extremely deleterious impact on the life of Chinese immigrants in California—it made it more difficult to bring white perpetrators to justice. This case was directly responsible for many subsequent anti-Chinese violent acts. Despite the modest title, “People v. Hall (Cal, 1854) Revisited” is the first complete study of this landmark case. While providing a historical narrative, the essay dissects a number of intricate issues, such as racial classification, judicial activism, and legislative intrusion. With this, Wunder has moved up to a new level of the understanding of biased western legal tradition.

Less known, but no less significant, is Yick Wo v. Hopkins (1886), a US Supreme Court case that also receives a thorough examination here. Aimed at Chinese residents, San Francisco city and county ordinances in 1880 placed strict restrictions on laundry operations. By 1885 the Board of Supervisors had denied 200 of the 240 Chinese-owned laundries a license to operate because of alleged health and safety violations. Following the action of many rejected applicants, Yick Wo maintained his business without a license. Consequently, he was arrested by Sheriff Hopkins and found guilty in the police court. His refusal to pay a ten-dollar fine resulted in him spending ten days in jail. To carry on his fight against such injustice, Yick Wo hired a team of powerful white lawyers and made an appeal to the state supreme court. After having his appeal denied, Yick Wo took his case to the US Supreme Court, arguing that this state “police action” violated the recent US-China treaty and the Fourteenth Amendment. To the surprise of many, the justices agreed that the racially motivated ordinances targeted a particular group and declared them unconstitutional. A decade before Plessy v. Ferguson, the Chinese bravely challenged local discriminatory laws in the nation’s highest court and achieved a rare victory of its kind.

Aside from such high-profile legal battles, Wunder has discovered a great number of forgotten cases that clearly show the complexity of Chinese experiences in the western justice system. Chinese legal privileges in American courts differed from place to place, depending on local political atmospheres and individual dispositions. Compared to California and the Southwest, the Pacific Northwest gave the Chinese fairer legal treatment. Idaho’s courts, in particular, were most friendly to them and guaranteed several legal privileges. Taking credit, the Idaho Supreme Court played a crucial role in assuring such fairness for everyone, regardless of race or ethnicity. Not entirely dependent on the goodwill of a particular individual or court, the Chinese throughout the West fought aggressively against discrimination and injustice. They knew how to use effectively the American legal system to maximize their protection. In another distinctive aspect, these “Chinese cases” in the Pacific Northwest covered a variety of categories and tested a score of key legal doctrines, regarding taxation, assault, larceny, murder, lynching, prostitution, human trafficking, the drug trade, property ownership, business regulation, and employment opportunity. Despite handling evident disputes, many small cases forced the courts to make sophisticated arguments and complicated rulings. On many occasions, judges were forced to deal with such deep-seated concepts as natural rights, state sovereignty, due process, equal protection, legal representation, and dying declarations. After reading this volume, there should be no doubt about the rich contributions made by Chinese immigrants to western legal history.

In light of these profound revelations, the central theme of this book is that the passage of the Chinese Exclusion Act in 1882 marked a turning point for Chinese in the American legal system. Reflecting national political developments, anti-Chinese juridical sentiment steadily intensified in the late nineteenth century. The collapse of the Republican Reconstruction experiment gave a green light to Jim Crow and racial oppression. The Chinese had been blamed for an economic depression and white unemployment in the West. Under tremendous pressure from the region, Congress eventually passed the Chinese Exclusion Act to restrict Chinese immigration. Emboldened by this federal action, westerners also stepped up their own tempo of hostility toward Chinese. Consequentially, the 1880s witnessed a sharp increase in anti-Chinese violence. Nevertheless, Wunder is the first scholar to thoroughly examine the direct impact of this legislation on the western judicial system. As western legislators, judges, and jurists watched the enactment of discriminatory federal policies, local courts across the region became less sympathetic to the idea of equal protection and treated the Chinese less equitably. Statistical data show a clear trend of the precipitous decline of winning rates for Chinese parties in both criminal and civil courts. By the turn of the twentieth century, the doors to equal justice for the Chinese had been closed.

Wunder has given us an intelligible book with implications far beyond circumscribed legal history. As we all know, many important battles over racial conflicts are fought in courtrooms. Thus Gold Mountain Turned to Dust provides another angle to view how the Chinese fared on the nineteenth-century American frontier. Yet the study is about more than just Chinese-white relationships. Since “Chinese litigations” often involved multiethnic groups and engaged in major political debates, the historical impact of these legal cases was enormous. Wunder also pays special attention to the top-down process of judicial discrimination by showing how national politics fueled anti-Chinese sentiment at the local level. What happened to the Chinese in the West fits squarely into a general pattern of Gilded Age race relations as the nation was retreating from the principle of equal rights. This legal history of Chinese immigrants, which Wunder successfully presents, is an inseparable part of the larger national experience of American race relations.

LIPING ZHU


PREFACE

A Personal Commentary

It all began in 1974. It involved three places, unlikely places to pursue a project on the legal history of the Chinese in the American West. It started with my trip from Cleveland, Ohio, where I was a first-year assistant professor of history at Case Western Reserve University, to my first meeting of the American Society for Legal History (ASLH) in Philadelphia. There I met similar young scholars who were excited about American legal history. I even found two scholars at the forefront of the legal history of the American West: Kermit Hall and Gordon Bakken. Sadly, both of these pioneers are no longer with us.

Together we attended many sessions in Philadelphia. In particular, the ASLH often held informal seminars on the teaching of American legal history, something all three of us needed; we gobbled up sample syllabi and the titles of monographs and articles with potential for assignments and lecture research. One of the more formal sessions I attended in Philadelphia featured several scholars who presented their research on how supreme courts in both slave and free states and territories handled legal disputes over slavery in the decades prior to the American Civil War. They uncovered a number of legal anomalies as well as hidden heroes of the law, men who sought to find ways to lessen the brutality of slavery as well as to end the barbarous treatment of African American men, women, and children.

It was in this session that I began to think about a potential comparative project featuring the legal history of African Americans and Chinese, in other words, the South and the West. I knew at this point that Chinese sometimes were not willingly traveling to the United States, and their journeys matched some of those experiences of the African passage to America. As I heard about the legal rights of African American slaves and free men and women, I wondered about whether these rights had been extended to Chinese immigrants and how that process worked.

The trip back to Cleveland found me sitting by Kermit and Gordon on the plane, and we had an intense talk about all that we had witnessed. I shared with them the beginnings of my thoughts on a project that would examine the legal rights of the Chinese in the American West. They were both encouraging. Little did I know then how long and complicated such a research project might become.

My thinking about the history of western law and the Chinese began actually before 1974, when I was strongly encouraged by my graduate school mentor at the University of Washington, Professor Vernon Carstensen, to write about Pacific Northwest legal history and justices of the peace in particular. With my JD and history MA from the University of Iowa, he believed I was uniquely positioned to study western legal history, and he was most encouraging. I arrived in Seattle in January 1971, and in 1974 I received my PhD from Washington and a one-year visiting position at Case Western that would turn into an assistant professorship.

Choosing to do a dissertation on Pacific Northwest justices of the peace was a challenge in that during the late nineteenth century, many of the wooden county courthouses that held justice of the peace original records had burned down, so much so that justice of the peace court records were in scarce supply. I diligently tracked down all that were available for Washington Territory. The largest trove, a complete run of records from 1854 to 1889, was located on Whidbey Island, a picturesque Pacific peninsula north of Seattle, in Island County’s county seat, Coupeville. There I spent the summer of 1975 copying and reading hundreds of justice of the peace case decisions and finding as much local history as I could discover. Island County’s auditor, Jimmie Jean Cook, made all of the records easily accessible. At the same time, my graduate school contemporary and good friend Richard White was researching his environmental history dissertation on Island County, and we collaborated frequently about these sources.

One of the justice of the peace cases I found surprisingly resulted in the conviction of Ah Loy for violating Washington Territory game laws when he killed six quail. I noted that this was the only prosecution of game law violations by justices of the peace in the thirty-five years of the territorial period. Three Chinese—Ah Tune, Ah Torn, and Ah Goon (Chinese names in court documents are most often recorded phonetically and do not represent accurate naming)—were found guilty of opium smoking during that same time. These are documented in my book Inferior Courts, Superior Justice: A History of the Justices of the Peace on the Northwest Frontier, 1853–1889 (Westport, CT: Greenwood Press, 1979). I wondered, Why were these Chinese singled out by the legal system?

The third place I would learn about is Nevada City, California, where in 1853 a jury found young gold miner George Hall guilty of murdering another young gold miner, Ling Sing. This controversial case went all the way to the California Supreme Court, whose justices in essence ruled that the Chinese were from Asia and American Indians came from Asia, and therefore a Chinese person could not testify against a white person in California’s courts because American Indians were banned from testifying against whites. Early in California history a racialization of the law took hold. Not long ago I visited Nevada City and found extensive records of the people involved in this seminal case. Thus, Philadelphia, Coupeville, and Nevada City introduced me to the legal history of the Chinese in the American West.

Hall and Bakken thought I should create a prospectus on this project to do a legal history of the Chinese in the American West and submit it for the western series at the University of Nebraska Press. Hall had published one of his first books with the press and had been treated well. I did just that, submitted it to the University of Nebraska Press, and received a preliminary contract. Shortly thereafter, when I began to work on this project in earnest, I discovered a major impediment to the speedy completion of a monograph: disparate source locations. Documents tracing the legal history of the Chinese are not located in one or a few repositories. They are confined to multiple individual state and territorial locations. This impediment caused my preliminary contract with the University of Nebraska Press to expire.

Moreover, Chinese documents in the West were too often hidden away and not obvious. One example will suffice. From federal records, I found that there were two anti-Chinese movements in New Mexico—one supposedly in Taos, and one in Silver City and southwestern New Mexico. Each community had requested federal troops and the infusion of federal funds for their towns. Silver City, I discovered by going there, had a significant history of Chinese settlement because of mining, and it even had a secret underground location below the Main Street stores where Chinese went for security. But Taos was another matter. I spent several days in Taos trying to find a Chinese presence; no newspapers had Chinese stories, no local hospitals or funeral homes had records of Chinese. I began to doubt the Chinese were there. As I was driving out of town, hopelessly frustrated, I drove by a privately owned museum that looked like simply a collection of junk. Even so, I decided to go inside, and there I found the proprietor and asked him about any records or evidence of Chinese in Taos that he had. He said to wait a minute, and he went into his back room. After much banging and moving of furniture around, he came out and presented me with an 1880s quilt done by a Presbyterian women’s group. It was a city directory, and on the quilt were three Chinese business establishments—two laundries and a restaurant—with their business names and addresses. This little story tells how searching for sources on this topic can be a complicated and yet rewarding historical task.

Rather than attempt the monograph, over the years I have written and published a number of essays on this topic. They have been printed in different journals and collections. Each essay required a visit to local archives. Each required reconstructing the Chinese presence. And each necessitated exploring local as well as state and territorial legal records. It has been a tremendously engaging experience, but it has taken significant time to digest and synthesize. One must be very careful to ask the tough questions of one’s sources, and this challenge is magnified by the fact that individual Chinese, with the exception of some in San Francisco and some other California areas, did not leave written diaries, accounts, or journals. Many Chinese were nonliterate. That means one must rely all too often on secondary sources of the times and places, and they must be carefully weighed.

Thus, before you lies a collection of ten essays that represents over forty-plus years of painstaking research from throughout the American West. I am the sole author of most of them (one was coauthored with a now-late PhD student of mine, Clare [Bud] McKanna Jr.), and all but one (“People v. Hall [Cal, 1854] Revisited”) has been previously published. The actual seven-page California Supreme Court case is included at the end of the People v. Hall essay.

I wish you good reading.

JOHN R. WUNDER
Professor Emeritus of History
University of Nebraska–Lincoln
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CHAPTER 1

Anti-Chinese Violence in the American West, 1850–1910

American Laws, more ferocious than tigers: Many are the people jailed inside wooden walls, Detained, interrogated, tortured, Like birds plunged into an open trap—What suffering! To whom can I complain of the tragedy? I shout to Heaven, but there is no way out! Had I only known such difficulty in passing the Golden Gate . . . Fed up with this treatment, I regret my journey here.1

THIS POEM WAS written by an unknown Chinese resident of San Francisco’s Chinatown around 1910. It contains telling words, words of frustration, resignation, and regret, but also words describing the brutality of the failure of American law to stem the wrath of the crowd toward America’s newest immigrants of the late nineteenth century.

Almost from the first moment Chinese came ashore at San Francisco, anti-Chinese violence occurred. This violence took a variety of forms.2 Foremost in the public eye was the anti-Chinese riot or movement. It consisted of groups of armed non-Chinese, usually whites, who wantonly attacked Chinese individuals or groups. Crimes of arson, assault, robbery, burglary, kidnapping, and murder were frequent byproducts of this action.

Very little attention has been drawn to this particular aspect of American history. A number of scholars have written brief essays about the anti-Chinese movement in specific places and times, but minimal analysis of it has occurred. Recent texts have also included sections about anti-Chinese riots. No summary of existing secondary sources exists, and some riots that cry out for original source documentation have never been perused by historians.3

Moreover, basic questions have not been investigated. How many anti-Chinese movements were there? Where did they occur? When did they occur? Are there trends that can be identified that flow from the geographical and temporal demarcation of anti-Chinese riots? The specific victims of the violence need to be identified and personalized. Who were they? What was done to the victims? What was the nature of the violence? How many Chinese were murdered and displaced? What was the Chinese reaction to the violence? These questions require answers, as do many others about anti-Chinese violence.

Anti-Chinese Violence: Place and Time

There has been no systematic cataloging of anti-Chinese violence in the American West. In part this is due to the only recent discovery of this phenomenon by historians of American law and historians of the American West. Two recent works have attempted a limited survey of major anti-Chinese riot locations. In 1987, Sucheng Chan, in her introduction to Bitter Melon: Stories from the Last Rural Chinese Town in America, recorded seventy-one outbreaks of violence in nine states (Arizona, California, Washington, Idaho, Montana, Oregon, Wyoming, Utah, and Nevada).4 One year earlier Shih-Shan Henry Tsai, in The Chinese Experience in America, identified fifty-five anti-Chinese riots in nine states (Alaska, California, Colorado, Hawaii, Nevada, Oregon, South Dakota, Washington, and Wyoming).5

Research in the secondary literature and several primary sources has yielded 153 examples of anti-Chinese violence in the American West ranging through fourteen states (including those five states held in common by Shih-Shan Henry Tsai and Sucheng Chan—California, Nevada, Oregon, Washington, and Wyoming; the four states examined by Shih-Shan Henry Tsai—Arizona, Idaho, Montana, and Utah; the four states discussed by Sucheng Chan—Alaska, Hawaii, South Dakota, and Colorado; and the additional state of New Mexico, not previously observed). The time frame covers from 1852 and the first outbreak of anti-Chinese violence in San Francisco to the last major acts of violence, in 1903 in Tonopah, Nevada, and the destruction of a Chinatown in Reno in 1908.6 This compilation lends itself to examining and identifying several new generalizations about anti-Chinese movements in the nineteenth-century American West.

The Geography of Anti-Chinese Violence

Much can be gained from asking basic questions about the distribution of anti-Chinese violence. Where this violence took place is important in understanding why it happened. In addition, the nature of the violence needs cataloguing. This is not an easy task, as the literature available does not always include this kind of information. Nevertheless, the number of murders per anti-Chinese outbreak and estimates on the dislocation of Chinese can be ascertained from table 1.7

Table 1 suggests a variety of surprises. First, it should be noted that these figures are underestimates. Chinese were reluctant to report accurately their numbers, as were African Americans and Native Americans, two other groups subjected to significant racial violence in the United States during the nineteenth century. Indeed, in both primary and secondary sources, writers were oftentimes estimating displacements and deaths of Chinese based on firsthand or second- and thirdhand knowledge.

The greatest number of situations of anti-Chinese violence occurred in California. This is not surprising since the largest migration of whites and Chinese came to California. More unexpected is the fact that the second-highest number of anti-Chinese incidents is a tossup among Nevada, Washington, Arizona, Idaho, and Oregon. Neither Arizona, Idaho, nor Oregon had significant numbers of Chinese, and where the actual violence took place was in isolated rural areas.

Clearly, anti-Chinese outbreaks in specific states do not correlate with the number of recorded murders from the riots. The most killed were in Oregon, not California, with Wyoming a close third. This is because most of the anti-Chinese movements in California were devoted more to the destruction of Chinese property and to forcing Chinese into a refugee status. The high numbers for Oregon and Wyoming come from two particularly violent outbreaks. In Oregon in 1887 seven whites, cowhands on nearby ranches, came upon a group of about forty Chinese miners northeast of Enterprise near the Snake River and the Idaho border. Thirty-one Chinese were murdered, and the murderers took $10,000 in gold dust. Eventually four of the seven were apprehended. The three who were not escaped to Latin America. Of the four arrested, one died in jail, and at the trial a local jury acquitted the others.8


TABLE 1. Anti-Chinese Violence in the American West, 1852–1908
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Wyoming’s anti-Chinese violence has become much more famous. It stems from the Rock Springs Massacre, which many historians incorrectly attribute as the beginning of anti-Chinese sentiment and riots in the American West. In the late 1860s coal mines were opened in western Wyoming by the Union Pacific Railroad. At first the mines were staffed by miners from Ireland, Wales, and Scandinavia. However, a bitter strike in 1875 resulted in Union Pacific hiring Beckwith, Quinn & Company from Evanston, Wyoming Territory, to supply strikebreakers. They did so with Chinese labor.

By 1885, 500 miners resided in Rock Springs: 150 were white and 350 were Chinese. An additional 100 unemployed white miners were living in the town. On September 2 a conflict over work assignments occurred at the No. 6 Mine. This led to the formation of a mob of approximately 150 white miners, who, armed with rifles, opened fire on the Chinese section in Rock Springs. Houses and stores were set aflame. By the next morning 28 Chinese were killed and 15 were wounded, while 500 more Chinese fled for their lives into the hills. Approximately $150,000 worth of damage to Chinese property had occurred; seventy-nine buildings were torched.

The railroad took the refugees to Evanston. There it decided that this form of labor violence had to be resisted at all costs. Thus, on September 9, 1885, seven hundred Chinese boarded the train in Evanston and returned to Rock Springs. They were joined by federal troops, who were based at Rock Springs to maintain order. On September 21, the mines were reopened. Whites were encouraged to leave the area. The railroad replaced Chinese homes, and the troops stayed in Rock Springs for nearly fourteen years. Eventually the United States sent $147,000 to China as payment for the losses sustained in the Rock Springs Massacre. Later that year a grand jury met in the neighboring community of Green River to consider indictments against sixteen whites arrested for the Chinese murders, but it decided that none should be charged. There were no trials and no convictions.9

The Rock Springs Massacre and the Snake River Massacre both occurred in rural areas of the West. This highlights another important generalization that can be made from table 1. Massacres of Chinese occurred with equal frequency in rural and urban areas. Ten or more Chinese were murdered in or near Tubac, Arizona Territory (1873), Los Angeles (1871), Loon Creek, Idaho Territory (1872), Enterprise, Oregon (1887), and Rock Springs, Wyoming Territory (1885).

Over 10,500 Chinese were driven from their homes and businesses during the era of anti-Chinese upheavals in the West. The dislocation of Chinese residents was, of course, much greater in urban areas. Most significant among these upheavals were the anti-Chinese outbreaks in Los Angeles (1871), San Francisco (1877), Denver (1880), Tacoma (1885), Seattle (1886), and Portland (1886). Each of these cities participated in a significant attempt to force its Chinese residents to leave. The most common form of criminality used to force out the Chinese was arson. Other, more creative means involved cities declaring Chinatowns unsafe or unsanitary. Robbery, threats, and mass public meetings were also used effectively. Chinese displacements in western cities have been estimated from two hundred Chinese in Los Angeles to over one thousand Chinese in Tacoma and Seattle.

Although Seattle and Tacoma are cities in close proximity and they both participated in the anti-Chinese hysteria of the mid-1880s, they approached the matter differently. In 1884 anti-Chinese agitation began in Tacoma when a water company hired Chinese to lay pipe in the city despite increasing white unemployment from the lumber mills. The local newspaper published rabid editorials condemning the Chinese. The Workingmen’s Union was formed by 125 laborers, and it quickly became involved in local politics, eventually electing a Sinophobic mayor, R. Jacob Weisbach. On September 28, 1885, an anti-Chinese congress convened in Seattle, presided over by Mayor Weisbach of Tacoma. The congress included delegates from all over western Washington. Labor organizations were well represented. The delegates declared that the Chinese must leave western Washington by November 1. To accomplish this demand, the congress encouraged communities to set up anti-Chinese cells, or “ouster committees.”

On October 3, a mass meeting was held in Tacoma. It selected a Committee of Fifteen and instructed its members to plan the exodus of the Chinese to occur by the November 1 deadline. On November 3, one month later, five hundred whites went to Chinatown and demanded that the Chinese leave Tacoma. The mob began forcibly ejecting the Chinese from their homes and businesses. What few possessions they could retrieve were dumped in wagons. Chinese Tacomans were then forced to walk in the cold and rain to the railroad depot, where they were sent on their way to Portland. Two Chinese died during this ordeal.

Immediately after the Tacoma riot, other communities near the Puget Sound sought to implement the “Chinese Must Go” campaign. Puyallup (Pierce County), Issaquah (King County), Port Townsend (Kitsap County), Everett (Snohomish County), Anacortes (Skagit County), and Bellingham (Whatcom County) accomplished what were called “peaceable expulsions,” and Seattle began to consider what it should do. On November 8, US troops were sent to Seattle to protect the Chinese. Unlike the Rock Springs detachment that stayed for over a decade, troops in Seattle remained in place for barely a week. The sheriff of King County, John McGraw, and Seattle businessmen reassured the governor, federal troops, and Seattle’s Chinese community that no anti-Chinese riot would occur in Seattle. They were wrong.

In January 1886, the Tacoma Committee of Fifteen was placed on trial in Seattle for conspiring to deny Chinese their civil rights. The committee was acquitted. In February, the committee and its followers decided to inspect Seattle’s Chinatown for sanitary law violations, but the primary goal was to force the Chinese onto a steamer set to sail to San Francisco. With the acquiescence of Seattle’s police force, four hundred Chinese were forced to the Seattle docks. The captain of the boat demanded fare for the Chinese; the crowd came up with enough money to put about one hundred on board. Finally Sheriff McGraw, the fire department, and a group of University of Washington college students stopped the forced exodus and gained control of the dock. The Chinese were asked if they wished to stay or leave, but by this point most preferred to leave Seattle; all but fifteen left that week, presumably for San Francisco. Thus, by the end of March 1886, most of the Chinese had been forced to leave western Washington, the two largest contingents coming from Seattle and Tacoma.10

Rural areas also participated in the removal of the Chinese. Major efforts to force out Chinese residents were made in Chico, California, in 1877; Eureka, California, in 1885; and Bonners Ferry, Idaho, in 1892. Chico, located in the Sacramento Valley of north central California, was an early center of anti-Chinese activities in the 1850s and 1860s and experienced many vicious efforts to remove its Chinese residents. Its newspaper, the Butte County Free Press, changed its name to the Chico Caucasian to emphasize its opposition to the Chinese. Several attempts were made in the 1870s to burn down Chico’s Chinatown, and approximately three hundred Chinese were displaced by 1877. That same year nine Chinese were murdered in attacks on Chinese gardeners, woodchoppers, and miners in or near Chico.11

Eight years later, along the northern California coast in Eureka, a city councilman was killed by a stray bullet from the gun of one of two Chinese having a dispute. The Humboldt Times editorialized advocating removal, and a citizens’ committee organized. On February 8, two days after the councilman’s death, a rally was held in Eureka and a riot ensued whereby 480 Chinese were forced to leave Eureka and the surrounding communities. The Chinese in Eureka were not about to leave without compensation. Wing Hing sued the city of Eureka for restitution of the value of his property. A hearing was held in San Francisco, and federal
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