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Caucasion race had emerged from the savage
state." 5

\Vhile the attitude of most Californians towards

the Chinese was patronizing, with mixed feelings
of curiosity and hospitality, white miners \\"cre
beginning the cry "California for Americans!"

On April 13, 1850, the state legislature passed a
law taxing all foreign miners $20 per month; on
March 14, 1851, this law was repealed; the law
\\'as re-enacted in 1852 with the rate set at $3 per
month; in 1853 the rate was increased to $4; in
1855 it was increased to $6, with provision for an
automatic increase of $2 per month for each year
thereafter; in 1856 the tax was set at $4 again; in
1870 the tax was declared unconstitutional (see
Section, "In the Gold Mines").

\Vhatever injustice was brought upon the
abused Chinese, they could not seek protection
from the courts. The 1850 statute prohibiting
Negroes and Indians from testifying for or against
a white person was made applicable to the Chinese
by the Supreme Court in 185+6 It was not re
pealed until 1872, eighteen years later,

In spite of the fact that only the federal gov
ernment had the exclusive power to regulate com
merce, including transportation of passengers,
California continued to exclude and discourage
Chinese immigration by enactment of various state
laws.7 On April 28, 1855, an act was passcd to dis
courage the immigration of "persons who cannot
become citizens." A head tax of $5°.00 per person
was levied upon the masters, owners and con
signee of those ships who imported a.oy said per
son.8 This law was declared unconstitutional in

1857,9

In 1858 the legislature passed an exclusion law
that prohibited Chinese or Mongolian to enter the
state except when driven ashore by stress of
we:1ther or unavoidable accident. The penalty for
violation of this act was a fine of $400 to $600, or
imprisonment from six months to a year, or both.10
This law was later ruled unconstitutioI1al.

On April 26, 1862, a "po1ice tax" law was passed
whereby all Mongolians 18 years or over, unless
they had already paid a miners' tax, or were en
gaged in the production of sugar, rice, coffee, or
tea, had to pay a monthly capitation tax of $2.50.
This, also, was later ruled unconstitutional.

Although state legislatures passed laws that
were continual1y being declared unconstitutional

by the Supreme Court, it should be noted that
years elapsed before they \\'ere repealed.

Chinese children were denied the right to edu
cation in the public schools. The superintendent
of public instruction could withhold from the
school district all shares of the state school fund

if the code was violated. Later legislation (March
1866) permitted the Chinese to enter the public
schools as long as parents of white children did
not object.

In 1870 a penalty of not less than $1,000 was to
be levied on any person bringing an Asiatic into
the state without first presenting evidence of his
good character. In 1870 this law was determined
to be unconstitutional.

On July 25, 1870, San Francisco passed an ordi
nance forbidding any person to hire or let sleep
ing rooms with less than 500 cubic feet of air per
person. Th"e ordinance was ruled void by the
county court in September, 1873.11 On the other
hand, an 1870 ordinance prohibiting persons from
walking on sidewalks while using poles (to carry
material on shoulders) was upheld by the State
Supreme Court.

In May 1873 the "Queue" and "Laundry" ordi
nances were passed by the San Francisco Board of
Supervisors. Both were vetoed by Mayor VViliiam
Alvord but the "Laundry" ordinance was passed
over his veto. In 1874 the County Court declared
this latter ordinance void. The "Queue" ordinance

meant that every Chinese prisoner in jail would
have his hair cut or clipped to a uniform length
of an inch from the scalp. The "Laundry" ordi
nance stipulated that those laundries employing
one vehicle with a horse pay a 1icense of one
dollar per quarter, those who employ two vehicles
pay four dollars per quarter and those who em
ploy more than two, fifteen dollars per quarter;
those who employed no vehicle, fifteen dollars per
quartcr. It should be noted that the Chinese did
not employ horse-drawn vehicles.

On March 13, 1876, the San Francisco Super
visors once again passed the "Laundry" ordinance.
On May 2, 1876, it was declared void by the Dis
trict Court.

The turbulent seventies, marked by govern
ment corruption, and railroad and land monopo
lies also had the Chinese problem with which to
contend. In this period numerous industries were
making the transition from sweatshop conditions
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to modern factory methods. Mass production
not only brought low priced merchandise, but it
also eliminated those sweatshops which did not
have sufficient capital to modernize. Heavy com
petition in manufactured products from the East
continued to bring wages down.12

In 1877, discontented laborers flocked into San
Francisco. An initial meeting of some six thousand
working men was convened in reaction to railroad
strikes and riots in the East. The anti-coolie agi
tators pushed through the crowd demanding that
something be done about the Chinese. This led to
a march into Chinatown whereupon wash houses
were destroyed and several buildings burned.13

In 1878 one Ah Yup was denied naturalization
by the San Francisco Circuit Court. This estab
lished a definite precedent in denying legal citizen
ship status to Chinese. The naturalization laws up
to that time did not expressly deny this right to
them.

California's second Constitution, adopted in
1879, prohibited employment of Chinese by any
corporations, state, municipal or county govern
ments. Historian 'T. H. Hittell summarized the
constitution as follows: "There can be no doubt

that the constitution of 1879was framed at a very
unfortunate time and under very unfavorable cir
cumstances. The people were too angry and des
perate to make a good constitution. Railroad and
labor troubles, worked up by demagogues, had
made them mad. An insane desire to 'cinch' capital
and expel the Chinese had seized hold of men's
minds and driven them into excesses ... "

In the midst of anti-Chinese agitation, -Congress
appointed a commission to investigate conditions
in California, Senator Oliver P. Morton of Indiana
proposed to the Senate that a committee be desig
nated to visit the West Coast to study the Chinese
question. The House of Representatives appointed
a similar committee and together they opened the
investigation in San Francisco in October, 1876.

The documented results of the inve~tigation
tended to favor the Chinese, but the committee
recommended that the treaty be modified to apply
only to commerce, and that separate legislation be
enacted to prevent immigration.14 No legislative
action was taken by Congress. California repre
sentatives continued to press the issue until vari
ous bills were introduced and, in 1879, the "15
passenger bill" was passed by both houses in Con-

gress, limiting Chinese immigrants to fifteen per
vessel. On March I, 1879, President Hayes vetoed
the measure as it violated the Burlingame Treaty
and the Constitution.15

\Vith the failure of passage of this bill, the anti
Chinese forces were more determined than ever

to force political leaders to abrogate the Bur
lingame Treaty.

The President appointed James B. Angell and
two commissioners, John F. Swift of California
and \Villiam 'T. Trescot of South Carolina, to
negotiate a new treaty.16 In 1880, the Burlingame
Treaty was amended to give the United States the
right to regulate, limit or suspend, but not abso
lutely to prohibit the immigration or residence of
Chinese laborers. Now that the Burlingame Treaty
was amended there was hope that through con
gressional action, California could begin to work
for total exclusion.

At the next session of Congress, Senator Miller
offered a bill which would suspend the immigra
tion of Chinese laborers, skilled and unskilled, for
a period of twenty years. While this bill was
under consideration, pro and con meetings were
held all over the country. In California, Governor
George C. Perkins proclaimed March 4th a legal
holiday for anti-Chinese demonstrations. This bill
was vetoed but immediately a new bill was pre
sented to the president modifying the suspension
period to ten years.

The Chinese Exclusion Act of May 6, 1882,was
passed. To correct the deficiencies of the enact
ment, an amended act was passed in 1884. The
Scott Act followed in 1888 and this was extended

another ten years in 1892.
It would seem that with the passage of the

above acts of exclusion, major physical violence
against the Chinese would subside. Yet, it was fol
lowing this period that the accumulation of anti
Chinese sentiments erupted.

In the late eighties, labor organizations had be
come powerful forces with central bodies in the

. main cities of the Pacific States. In California,
leadership came from the Knights of Labor who
called a convention in San Francisco in November

and December to discuss the Chinese question.
Resolutions were made to boycott Chinese goods,
to adopt anti-Chinese ordinances and to remove
the Chinese from the Pacific States. The Board of

Supervisors appointed a committee to investigate
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the condition of Chinatown. The result was the

re-enactment of old discriminating ordinances.17
On April 29, 1902, Congress extended indefi

nitely all laws relating to Chinese immigration,
including island territories and possessions.

The campaign against the immigration of the
Chinese had finally succeeded. (For further dis
cussion of the above acts as well as legislation up
to the present day, see section on Immigration).
It was not until December 1943 that President
Franklin Delano Roosevelt repealed the Chinese
Exclusion Acts, thereby lifting restrictions on im
migration of Chinese into the United States.
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IMMIGRATION LAWS
-IMMIGRATION

BURLINGAME TREATY OF 1868

The Burlingame Treaty of 1868 made between
China and the United States was the first of its

kind in which immigration to one another's coun
try was specified. The Preamble read:

"The United States of America and the Em

peror of China cordially recognize the inher
ent and inalienable right of man to change
his home and allegiance, and also the mutual
advantage of the free migration and emigra
tion of their citizens and subjects respec
tively, from one country to the other, for
the purpose of curiosity, of trade or as per
manent residents." 1

A principle of reciprocity in privileges, immuni
ties and exemptions was established under heading
"Laws Affecting Displaced Persons, etc.:"

"Citizens of the United States visiting or re
siding in China shall enjoy the same priv
ileges, immunities and exemptions in respect
to trav,:1and residence as may be enjoyed by
the citizens or subjects of the most favored
nation. And, reciprocally, Chinese subjects
visiting or residing in the United States, shall
enjoy the same privileges, immunities and
exemptions in respect to travel or residence
as may be enjoyed by the citizens or subjects
of the most favored nation. But nothing
herein contained shall be held to confer

naturalization upon citizens of the United
States in China, nor upon the subjects of
China in the United States." 2

However, because of the great influx of Chinese
immigrants to the United States, particularly Cali
fornia, this treaty was amended twelve years later,
in 1880, to give the United States the right to "reg
ulate, limit, or suspend such coming or residence,
but may not absolutely prohibit it." 3

CHINESE EXCLUSION ACTS, 1882 TO 1904

The modified Burlingame Treaty of 1880 be
came the basis for the Act of May 6, 1882 (22 Stat.
58), the first of the so-called "Chinese Exclusion
Acts." The two major provisions were: I) It
suspended the immigration of Chinese laborers
("skilled and unskilled and those engaged in min
ing") for ten years. However, the following
classes were exempted from the suspension: teach
ers, students, merchants and travelers. 2) It pro
hibited the naturalization of Chinese in the United

States. It stated specifically: "That hereafter no
State court or court of the United States shall

admit Chinese to citizenship."
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This Act was extended twice, with additional dence as with those in the United States (31
restrictions, first by the Geary Act of May 5, 1892 Stat. 141 ).9
(27 Stat. 25) and by the Act of April 29, 1902 (32

Stat. 176). On April 27, 1904, it was ,extended
without time limit (33 Stat. 428).4

Concerning the Chinese who were exempted
from exclusion, Rose Hum Lee expanded the list
to ten classes: I) merchants, their lawful wives and
minor children, 2) teachers, ministers and mission
aries, newspaper editors and other public instruc
tors, 3) travelers for curiosity or pleasure, 4) gov
ernment officials, their families, attendants, serv
ants and employees, 5) Chinese previously law
fully and permanently admitted to the United
States returning from temporary visits abroad, 6)
Chinese in continuous transit, 7) Chinese born in
the United States and their children, 8) Chinese
citizens lawfully admitted to the United States
who later went in transit from one part of the
United States to another through foreign contigu
ous territory, 9) bona fide seamen, 10) students.5

Teachers, students and travelers were limited to
short stays. Only merchants with a business estab
lishment in this country could remain for any
length of time.6

OTHER MAJOR EXCLUSION AND

RESTRICTIVE ACTS BETWEEN 1888 AND 1900

On September 13, 1888, nearly six and a half
years after the passage of the first Chinese Exclu
sion Act, a law was enacted (25 Stat. 476) where
by a Chinese laborer was not permitted to re-enter
the United States unless he had a lawful wife,
child, or parents in the United States, or property
therein valued at $I,000.7

Less than three weeks later, on October I, 1888,

the Scott Act (25 Stat. 504) was passed; it pro
hibited return of any Chinese laborers who had
departed from the United States. At the time of its
effective date, there were over 20,000 Chinese
who had temporarily left the United States with
certificate permitting them to return, 600 of them
were aboard ship on their return passage; they
were refused re-admission.8

Under the Act of July 7, 1898 (30 Stat. 750),

further immigration of Chinese into the Hawaiian
Islands was prohibited. Less than two years later,
April 30, 1900, the Chinese in Hawaii were also
required to register and obtain certificates of resi-

LAWS AFFECTING UNITED STATES

CITIZENS OF CHINESE ANCESTRY

In spite of the Chinese Exclusion Acts, Ameri
can citizens of Chinese ancestry were permitted to
bring their foreign-born wives and children to the
United States. However, this right was taken away
by the Immigration Act of 1924 (43 Stat. 153)' As
described by one immigration expert, this act in
troduced a novel provision: As a rule, no alien
ineligible to citizenship shall be admitted to the
United States as an immigrant.1O (This provision
was aimed mainly at the Japanese aliens who con
tinued to enter the United States in spite of the
"Gentlemen's Agreement made between the
United States and Japan.) As the Chinese were de
clared ineligibl.e to citizenship in the first Chinese
Exclusion Act of 1882, Chinese women were no
longer admitted even though they may have been
the wives of American-born Chinese. Some leni

ency was shown later, when the Act of June 13,
1930 (46 Stat. 581) was passed; it provided for
admission of such Chinese wives who were mar

ried to an American citizen prior to May 26, 1924,

the date of the approval of the Immigration Act
of 1924.

The number of Chinese wives so admitted has

never been large. Between 1906 and 1924, the aver
age was 150 per year. From 193 I to 1941, it was 60

per year. None, of course, were admitted between
1925 and 1930 because of the Immigration Act
of 1924.11

During a period of our history, an American
born woman loses her United States citizenship
upon marriage to a person ineligible for citizen
ship (Chinese, Japanese, other Asiatics) (2 Amer.
Jur. 560, Aliens, See. 185). However, this law was
later amended in 1930, and such married woman
was permitted to regain her citizenship through
naturalization. However, the American-born woman
of Chinese ancestry in similar situation did not
have this privilege as she, up to 1943, had no
naturalization privileges. 12

According to the United States laws, any person
born in the United States is a citizen of the United
States. Under certain conditions, a child, born
abroad of a father who is a United States citizen,
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inherits his father's citizenship ( '0 Stat. 604 [,855]
and others). Such a child is admissible to the

United States as a citizen.13 (A foreign-born
woman marrying a United States citizen derived
similar citizenship until '92 '-57 Stat. 60' ).14

After sixty-one years of exclusion, ,882 to '943,
it would have been logical to assume that the
Chinese population in the United States would
have been nearly extinct. However, at the time of
the Repeal of the Chinese Exclusion Acts in 1943,
there were approximately 78,000 Chinese in the
United States, of which 80 per cent were foreign

born.1S Many of them, born in China, were ad
mitted to this country as United States citizens
inherited through their fathers who allegedly were
born in the United States. As a result of the United

States Department of State's Report 011 the Prob
lems of Fraud in Hong KOllg concerning "paper
sons," and of the concerted efforts of the Ameri

can Consulate in Hong Kong and the Immigration
and Naturalization Service, a substantial number

of such Chinese gave "confession" of their true
identity. Since '959, the San Francisco District
Office of the Immigration and Naturalization
Service has obtained 8,000 such confessions, with

:!o average of 850 per year. A considerable number
of them were later permitted to adjust their status
to that of permanent residents and eventually can
apply for naturalization.

hLvlIGRATIONANDNATURALIZATIONLAWS
AFFECTINGMEMBERSOFTHE UNITED STATES

ARMED FORCES,INCLUDINGCHINESE

\Vith the passage of Public Law ,62 on June 24,
'935 (49 Stat. [Part L] 397), several hundred Ori

ental veterans, including Chinese, who served in
the United States armed forces during World War
I, were granted the right to apply for United
States citizenship through naturalization.16

At the end of World War II, the War Brides Act

of December 28, '945 (59 Stat. 659) was enacted.

It waived visa requirements and other provisions
of the immigration law to permit wives of mem
bers of the American armed forces to enter the

United States. During the three years of its opera
tion, "7,999 aliens (war brides, war grooms, chil
dren) were admitted. Approximately 6,000 of
them were Chinese women.17

The G.!. Fiancees Act, passed on June 26, '946
(60 Stat. 339), permitted 5.000 alien fiancees of

members of the American armed forces to enter

the United States through June 29, 1946.18 It in
cluded the Chinese.

Mainly for the benefit of aliens of Japanese and
Korean ancestry, the Act of August '9, '950 (64
Stat. 464), made spouses and minor children of
members of the American armed forces, regardless
of the alien's race, eligible for immigration and
non-quota status if the marriage occurred prior to
March 19, 1952.19

REPEALOFCHINESEEXCLUSIONACTs- '943

On December 13, '943, President Franklin D.

Roosevelt signed the momentous "Act to Repeal
the Chinese Exclusion Acts, to Establish Quotas,

and for Other Purposes" (57 Stat. 600-' ).
In addition to the repealing of past acts relating

to exclusion and deportation of Chinese aliens, it
contained the following provisions: I) Most sig
nificantly, it permits the Chinese alien in the
United States to apply for citizenship; 2) It pro
vided for the admission of 105 Chinese per year,
with a preference of up to 75 per cent of the quota
given to Chinese born and residing in China.

However, there were two restrictions to this

Act: , ) The immigration regulations defined
"Chinese persons" as one who are "as much as one
half Chinese blood ... " For example, it meant that
a person with one-half English and one-half Chi
nese is a Chinese in the eyes of the immigration
law. Such a person is thus charged to the Chinese
quota of 105 and not to that of England. 2) Due
primarily to a technicality of drafting of the bilI,
and a desire to disclaim that the quota of 105 would
be an opening wedge for admission of more Chi
nese immigrants, Chinese wives and children of

American citizens, unlike others, were chargeable
to the Chinese quota of 105.20 European spouses
and children of American citizens are admitted on

a non-quota basis.

To remedy the inequity of the 1943 repeal act,
the Act of August 9, 1946 (60 Stat. 975) was
passed to place Chinese wives of American citizens
on a non-quota basis.

THE MCCARRAN-WALTERACT- 1952

The Immigration and Nationality Act, com
monly known as the McCarran- Walter Act, was
enacted by Congress on June 27, 1952, over Presi
dent Harry Truman's veto. This Act brought
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within one comprehensive statute the multitude One particular provision of the Act of Septem-
of laws relating to immigration and naturalization. ber 1I, 1957, benefited the Chinese who had ob-
It made all races eligible to naturalization. (Earlier, tained visas or documentation by fraud and mis-
the Chinese were granted this privilege in 1943, representation (e.g., "paper sons"). It waived de-
and the aliens of India and the Philippine Islands portation requirement for one who is the spouse,
in 1946). parent, or child of a United States citizen or

It eliminated race as a bar to immigration. How- permanent resident alien.
ever, the number of admissions for Asiatics was
extremely limited due to the principle of the
national origins quota, and to the Asia-Pacific-Tri
angle provisions. Most Asiatic countries were
given the maximum quota of 100 per year. In addi
tion, an alien of at least 50 per cent Asian ancestry
was chargeable to his country of ancestry, or the
Asia-Pacific Triangle in general, regardless of
where he was born and lived.

THE ACTOFOCTOBER3, 1965

On October 3, 1965, at the foot of the Statue of
Liberty, President Lyndon B. Johnson signed into
law (66 Stat. 175) a far-reaching bill amending the
immigration provisions of the McCarran- Walter
Act of 1952.

Its major purpose was to abolish the national
origins quota system on and after July I, 1968.
As a matter of course, the Asia-Pacific Triangle
provisions were repealed immediately. During the
interim period, July I, 1965 to June 30, 1968, the
unused portion of any country's quota was placed
in a pool from which visas were issued to qualified
aliens from countries in which the quota was over-

HONGKONGREFUGEESPAROLED

INTOU. S. A.- 1962-1965

To provide some alleviation of the conditions in
Hong Kong caused by the sudden great influx of
refugees fleeing Communist China, President John
F. Kennedy signed a Presidential Directive on
May 23, 1962, permitting the Hong Kong refugees
to enter the United States immediately as parolees.
This provision terminated at the end of 1965. As
of June 30, 1966, 15, III were so admitted; most of
them had been on the waiting list for visas for a
number of years. By the end of the 1966 fiscal year
9, I26 of them were accorded status as permanent
residents.

According to Mr. Gordon F. Davidson, Assist
ant Director- Travel Control, of the Immigration
and Naturalization Service, San Francisco, such
figures as the latter are included in the statistics on
the total number of Chinese immigrants admitted
for the fiscal or calendar year. It explains the
reason for the sudden Chinese increase in admis
sions as shown below:

LAWSAFFECTINGDISPLACEDPERSONS,
REFUGEES,FORWHICHCHINESEWERE
INCLUDEDASBENEFICIARY

Between 1948 and 1959, several emergency and
temporary laws were passed to permit a certain
number and types of displaced persons, refugees,
escapees, orphans, and relatives to be admitted to
the United States, and to allow the adjustment of
status to that of permanent residents for students,
visitors, skilled aliens, who were not able to return
to their own country for fear of persecution.
These laws were: I) Displaced Persons Act of
1948, amended and extended to June 30, 1954; 2)

Refugee Relief Act of 1953 which expired on
December 31, 1956; 3) Refugee Escapee Act of
September I I, 1957; and 4) Act of September 22,
1959. The latter act granted non-quota status to
aliens who were on the quota waiting list prior to
December 31, 1953, and whose petition had been
approved prior to January I, 1959; II 5 Chinese
were admitted under this provision.2I

Under the Displaced Person Act, a total of 3,465
Chinese students, visitors, and seamen had their
status adjusted to that of permanent residents from
1949 to 1954.22 .

In the Refugee Relief Act, a majority of those
who had their status adjusted was Chinese- 2,777
from China including some non-Chinese born in
China.23 In addition, this Act allotted a total of
2,000 visas to Chinese whose passport had been
endorsed by the Chinese Nationalist Government
for entry to the United States.

1963- 1964- 196)- 1966-"
1964 196) 1966 1967

China 4,658 5,009 4,057 '3,736
Hong Kong .. 7 I2 639 7'3 3,872
"Includes 9,126 and 11,051 parolees who adjusted their status.

1967- "
1968

19,741
5.355
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subscribed. An estimated 6,000 Chinese were ad
mitted under this provision between January 1966
and October 1966.

As of July I, 1968, each independent country
outside of the Western Hemisphere is granted a
quota of up to 20,000 per year. The alien's quota
is charged to his country of birth, not nationality
or race. Instead of being previously restricted to a
quota of 105 per year, the Chinese may use up to
20,000 annually.

Persons born in the colony of Hong Kong have
their quota chargeable to that of Great Britain,
not to exceed I per cent of its number of visas
per year.---
I r.hry Robert Coolidge, Cbinese I1mnigration (N.Y.,

190<», p. 149·
2 Ibid., p. 148.
3 Ibid., pp. 160-61.
4Fred \v. Riggs, Pressure on Congress: A study of the

Repeal of Cbinese Exclusions (N.Y., 1950), pp. z06-z08.
S Rose Hum Lee, The Chinese in the United States (Hong

Kong, 1960), p.14'
6 Bctty Lee Sung, Mountain of Gold: The Story of the

Chinese in America (N.Y., 1¢7), p. 100.
7 F. \v. Riggs, op. cit., p. 206.
8 M. R. Coolidge, op. cit., p. 203.
9 F. \v. Riggs, op. cit., p. 2°7.

10 Frank L. Auerbach, Immigration Laws of the United
States (Indianapolis, 1955), p. 9.

11 S. \v. Kung, Chinese in American Ufe; Some Aspects of
Their History, StatUs, Problems, and Contributions.
(Seattle, 1¢2), p. 97.

12R. H. Lee, op. cit., p. 15.
13 S. \v. Kung, op. cit., p. 97.
14R. H. Lee, op. cit., p. 14.

1S B. L. Sung, op. cit., p. 98•.16Alfred H. Song, "Politics and Policies of the Oriental
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p. Dvorin and Arthur J. Misner (Palo Alto, 11)66),p. 398.

17R. H. Lee, op. cit., p. 18.
18F. L. Auerbach, op. cit., p. I I.
19F. L. Auerbach, op. cit., p. I I.
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IN THE GOLD MINES
ROUTES TO THE MINES

A few Chinese were among the first to venture
into the gold mining districts after its discovery in
1848. However, in 1850, only 500 out of 57,787.
miners in California, were Chinese. In 1851 Chi
nese immigration to California increased sharply
(see section on immigration). Many of these new
comers turned to the mining camps as a first
venture.

San Francisco was the starting point for the

Chinese argonauts. Generally, after landing in San
Francisco, several days were spent in procuring
necessary supplies and consulting one or another
of the district associations. Then the immigrant
would set off, in the company of his fellow coun
trymen, headed for the gold mining districts. 2

From San Francisco the group usually traveled
by water to Stockton if they were going to the
Southern Mines on the tributaries of the San Joa
quin, or via Sacramento for the Northern Mines
on the American River. If the Chinese wished to

try their luck at the Northern Mines on the
Feather and Yuba Rivers they proceeded further
up the Sacramento River to Marysville.2 Chinese
also apeared on the scene when gold was discov
ered in the Trinity County area in the early 1850'S.
In 1853, they first apeared in Shasta County on
their way to the new mines.3

Groups of Chinese hiking to the mining areas
from the riyer ports must have presented quite an
unusual sight, as evidenced by the following de
scriptions by contemporaries:

"Crowds of Chinamen were ... bound for the

diggings, ... each man with a bamboo laid across
his shoulder, from both ends of which was sus
pended a higgledy-piggledy collection of mining
tools, Chinese baskets and boxes, immense boots
and a variety of Chinese 'fixins' which no one but a
Chinaman could tell the use of - all speaking at
once ... " 4

"They were mostly dressed in the national cos
tume, peticoat [sic] trowsers [sic] reaching to the
knees, big jackets, lined ... and quilted, and huge
basket hats, made of split bamboo. The lower part
of their legs are encased in blue cotton stockings,
made of cloth and with soles fully an inch in
depth ... " S

CHINESE CAMPS AND CHINATOWNS

The Chinese miners set up camps characterized
by small tents and brush houses, nearby their
claims, generally on the banks of a stream.6

People from each particular region in Kwang
tung Province tended to live and work together.
Feuds over mining rights occurred frequently be
tween groups. This was the cause of the so-called
"Weaverville War" in 1854 between a group of
Sze Yup people and a group from Heungshan.
Fighting also flared up between the Sam Yup peo
ple and Hakkas in 1856 at Chinese Camp.7 These
have been the subject of many highly colored ac-
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counts, but it should be understood that these were
not tong wars, but rather private feuds. However,
by and large, the Chinese were peaceful both
among themselves and in relation to others.

In the mining towns Chinatowns also sprang up
to serve both white and Chinese miners in a vari

ety of ways: by establishing laundries, boarding
houses, restaurants, general stores, etc.s

A big Chinatown in the northwestern part of
the State sprang up in Weaverville, where several
thousand Chinese lived and mined. Other China
towns in this area were in Shasta and Yreka. In
the Northern Mines, Chinese settlements were
established in towns such as Goodyear's Bar, Co
loma, Placerville, Dutch Flat, Nevada City, Grass
\ "alley,and Auburn. Oroville and Marysville once
bo~sted Chinese populations rivaling that of San
Francisco.9

Chinese were also numerous in the Southern

:\lining District. Several thousands settled in Chi
nese Camp, some eight or ten miles south of
Sonora. (It is said that Chinese Camp was settled
by a group of Chinese, part of the crew of a
stranded ship, who were persuaded by a ship's cap
tain to wash gold for him.) As the Chinese "vere
gradually driven from other camps in the area
(see below), they also congregated in China Camp
and the town became the distribution center of
Chinese labor for all the Southern Mines.Io

Towns in the region, such as Bear Valley, Sonora,
Coulterville, Mokelumne Hill, Angel's Camp,
Hornitos, Knight's Ferry and Columbia also once
had their thriving "Chinese Camps." 11 -

EARLY RELATIONS WITH THE CHINESE

At first, when there were few Chinese miners,
they were regarded and tolerated as curiosities.
They in turn " ... invariably treated in ... [a]
hospitable manner anyone who visited their
camps, and seemed rather pleased than otherwise
at the interest and curiosity excited by ·their do-
mestic arrangements ... "12 .

The Chinese quickly learned however that it was
more prudent not to contest the richer diggings
with the white miners, but satisfied themselves by
working only leftover claims or reworking the
tailings that the whites had discarded.13

FOREIGN MINERS' TAX

As the influx of Chinese increased, hostility
against them also increased. In 1852 white miners

pressured the legislature in passing a miner's
license tax, levying a $3 monthly tax on foreign
miners. Actually this was aimed only at the Chi
nese (see section on Anti-Chinese Legislation).
Under the law the tax collectors were allowed to

keep part of the money collected as their fee; they
were further authorized to seize and sell the prop
erty of those who failed to pay.

"A Foreign miner's tax collector may be a good
man, and be honest and lenient, but his commission
does not hinder him from being the opposite. It
really tends to make him so ... " Thus, such inci
dents as the following were recorded: "I was sorry
to stab the poor creature, but the law makes it nec
essary to collect the tax, and that's where I get my
profit." "He was running away and I shot to stop
him, I didn't think it would hit." "I took all the
dust the rascal had. There were seven beside him.

And they didn't pay me last month." 14
There were also bogus collectors who preyed

on the Chinese. Rev. William Speer heard from
one who "had no money to keep Christmas with,
but went amongst the Chinamen, and sold them to
the amount of nine dollars of counterfeit tax

recei pts.15
The Foreign Miners' Tax was subsequently and

successively raised to $4 (1853) and $6 (1856). In
1856 various tax collectors testified that "... [the
tax] is very hard on them .... It ought to be $2 a
month. Then they would all cheerfully pay it.
Now when they see a collector coming, they make
signals up and down the gulches, and maybe most
of the men working a claim will run away and
hide, leaving three or four to save appearances." 16

The Marysville Herald in 1856said that "... for
several months past, the Chinese in most sections
of the mines have not averaged $6 dollars a month
... " Consequently the Chinese began to enter
other occupations. The newspaper went on to say
that " ... the increased [miners] tax is causing a
depletion of the county treasuries."16

Responding to pressure from the mining coun
ties the legislature returned the tax to $4 per
month, at which rate it remained until 1870.17
CRIMES AGAINST CHINESE

Not only were the Chinese subject to harass
ment, both physical and legal, but their lives were
also constantly in jeopardy, as can be seen from
the following extract from the report of a commit
tee of the state legislature in 1862:


