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Chinese Immigration1 

 
The first significant law restricting immigration into the 

United States was the Chinese Exclusion Act of 1882. The law 

suspended all immigration of Chinese workers for ten years and 

barred Chinese immigrants then living in the United States 

(mostly in California) from applying for U.S. citizenship. George F. 

Hoar, a Republican senator from Massachusetts from 1877 to 

1904, was one of the outspoken opponents of this legislation. In the 

first viewpoint present here, taken from remarks made during the 

Senate debate on the 1882 Chinese Exclusion Act, Hoar opposes 

the bill as a violation of American ideals and as an unworthy 

expression of racial fears. 

The Chinese Exclusion Act of 1882 voided the 1868 

Burlingame Treaty with China, which had guaranteed 

unrestricted immigration between the two nations, as well as an 

1880 treaty that regulated but did not end Chinese immigration. 

The second viewpoint presented here is a speech by Senator James 

Harvey Slater of Oregon in favor of the Chinese Exclusion Act. 

Slater refutes the arguments of Senator George F. Hoar and others 

who charged that the immigration restriction ran counter to 

American ideals. 

 

 

Excluding Chinese Immigrations Runs 

Counter to the Spirit of America (1882) 
George F. Hoar (1826-1904)2 

 

Mr. President, a hundred years ago the American people 

founded a nation upon the moral law. They overthrew by force the 

                                                           
1 From Leone, Bruno, William Dudley, and John C. Chalberg, eds. Opposing 
Viewpoints in American History: Volume II: From Reconstruction to the Present.  
Greenhaven Press, Inc.: San Diego, CA, 1996. 
2 From George F. Hoar, Congressional Record, 47th Cong., 1st sess., 1882, vol. 13, 

pp. 1515-23. 

authority of their sovereign, and separated themselves from the 

country which had planted them, alleging as their justification to 

mankind certain proposition which they held to be self-evident. 

They declared—and that declaration is the one foremost action 

of human history—that all men equally derive from their Creator 

the right to the pursuit of happiness; that equality in the right to 

that pursuit is the fundamental rule of the divine justice in its 

application to mankind; that its security is the end for which 

governments are formed, and its destruction good cause why 

governments should be overthrown. For a hundred years this 

principle has been held in honor. Under its beneficent operation we 

have grown almost twentyfold. Thirteen States have become 

thirty-eight; three million have become fifty million; wealth and 

comfort and education and art have flourished in still larger 

proportion. Every twenty years there is added to the valuation of 

this country a wealth enough to buy the whole German Empire, 

with its buildings and its ships and its invested property. This has 

been the magnet that has drawn immigration hither. The human 

stream, hemmed in by banks invisible but impassable, does not 

turn toward Mexico, which can feed and clothe a world, or South 

America, which can feed and clothe a hundred worlds, but seeks 

only that belt of States where it finds this law in operation. The 

marvels of comfort and happiness it has wrought for us scarcely 

surpass what it has done for other countries. The immigrant sends 

back the message to those he has left behind. There is scarcely a 

nation in Europe west of Russia which has not felt the force of our 

example and whose institutions are not more or less slowly 

approximating to our own…. 

 

Racial Distinctions Are Unconstitutional 

 

Nothing is more in conflict with the genius of American 

institutions than legal distinctions between individuals based upon 

race or upon occupation. The framers of our Constitution believed 

in the safety and wisdom of adherence to abstract principles. They 

mean that their laws should make no distinction between men 

except such as were required by personal conduct and character. 
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The prejudice of race, the last of human delusions to be overcome, 

has been found until lately in our constitutions and statutes, and 

has left its hideous and ineradicable stains on our history in 

crimes committed by every generation. The negro, the Irishman, 

and the Indian, have in turn been its victims here, as the Jew and 

the Greek and the Hindu in Europe and Asia. But it is reserved for 

us at the present day, for the first time, to put into the public law 

of the world and into the national legislation of the foremost of 

republican nations a distinction inflicting upon a large class of 

men a degradation by reason of their race and by reason of their 

occupation…. 

Here is a declaration made by a compact between the two 

greatest nations of the Pacific [China and the United States], and 

now to be re-enforced by a solemn act of legislation, which places 

in the public law of the world and in the jurisprudence of America 

the principle that it is fit that there should hereafter be a 

distinction in the treatment of men by governments and in the 

recognition of their rights to the pursuit of happiness by a peaceful 

change of their homes, based not on conduct, not on character, but 

upon race and upon occupation. You may justly deny to the 

Chinese what you many not justly deny to the Irishman. You may 

deny to the laborer what you may not deny to the scholar or the 

idler. And this declaration is extorted from unwilling China by the 

demand of America. With paupers, [beggars], harlots, persons 

afflicted with pestilential disease, laborers are henceforth to be 

classed in the enumerations of American public law…. 

See also, Mr. President, how this class of immigrants, 

diminishing in itself, diminishes still more in its proportion to the 

rapidly increasing numbers who come from other lands. Against 

22,943 Asiatic immigrants in 1876, there are by 5,802 in 1880. In 

1878 there were 9,014 from Asia in a total of 153,207, or one in 

seventeen of the entire immigration; and this includes all persons 

who entered the port of San Francisco to go to any South American 

country. In 1879 there were 9,604 from China in a total of 250,565, 

or one in twenty-six. In 1880 there were 5,802 from China in a 

total immigration of 593,359, or one in one hundred and two. The 

whole Chinese population, then, when the census of 1880 was 

taken, was but one in five hundred of our people. The whole 

Chinese immigration was but one in one hundred and two fo the 

total immigration; while the total annual immigration quadrupled 

from 1878 to 1880, the Chinese was in 1880 little more than one-

half what it was in 1878, and one-fourth what it was in 1876. 

The number of immigrants of all nations was 720,045 in 1881. 

Of these 20,711 were Chinese. There is no record in the Bureau of 

Statistics of the number who departed within the year. But a very 

high anti-Chinese authority places it above 10,000. Perhaps the 

expectation that the hostile legislation under the treaty would not 

affect persons who entered before it took effect stimulated 

somewhat their coming. But the addition to the Chinese 

population was less than one seventy-second of the whole 

immigration. All the Chinese in the country do not exceed the 

population of its sixteenth city. All the Chinese in California 

hardly surpass the number which is easily governed in Shanghai 

by a police force of one hundred men. There are as many pure 

blooded Gypsies wandering about the country as there are Chinese 

in California. What an insult to American intelligence to ask leave 

of China to keep out her people, because this little handful of 

almond-eyed Asiatics threaten to destroy our boasted civilization. 

We go boasting of our democracy and our superiority, and our 

strength. The flag bears the stars of hope to all nations. A hundred 

thousand Chinese land in California and everything is changed. 

God has not made of one blood all the nations any longer. The self-

evident truth becomes a self-evident lie. The golden rule does not 

apply to the natives of the continent where it was first uttered. 

The United States surrender to China, the Republic to the despot, 

America to Asia, Jesus to Joss. 

 

Base Motives for the Exclusion Act 

 

The advocates of this legislation appeal to a twofold motive for 

its support. 

First. They invoke the old race prejudice which has so often 

played its hateful and bloody part in history. 
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Second. They say that the Chinese laborer works cheap and 

lives cheap, and so injures the American laborer with whom he 

competes. 

The old race prejudice, ever fruitful of crime and of folly, has 

not been confined to monarchies or to the dark ages. Our own 

Republic and our own generation have yielded to this delusion, and 

have paid the terrible penalty. I do not mean to go over the ground 

which Mr. Sumner, with his accustomed industry and learning, so 

thoroughly traversed in his lecture upon caste. But I wish to plant 

myself upon the greatest authority in modern science, himself 

perhaps the most perfect example of the greatness of the capacity 

of the human intellect under the most favorable conditions. Listen 

to Alexander von Humboldt, as quoted by Mr. Sumner: 

While we maintain the unity of the human species, 

we at the same time repel the depressing 

assumption of superior and inferior races of men. 

There are nations more susceptible of cultivation, 

more highly civilized, more ennobled by mental 

cultivation, than others, but none in themselves 

nobler than others.—Alexander Humboldt, quoted in 
Sumner’s Works, volume 13, page 157. 

What argument can be urged against the Chinese which was 

not heard against the negro within living memory?... 

Who is now so bold as to deny to the colored race fitness for 

citizenship? Twenty years have not passed by since the children of 

the African savage were emancipated from slavery. In that brief 

space they have vindicated their title to the highest privileges and 

their fitness for the highest of duties of citizenship. These despised 

saves have sat in the House and in the Senate. I have served with 

them for twelve years in both branches. Can you find an equal 

number, chosen on any principle of selection, whose conduct has 

been marked by more uniform good sense and propriety?.... 

It is scarcely forty years since the Irishman, who has been 

such a source of wealth and strength to America, began his exodus 

across the sea. There are men in this body, whose heads are not 

yet gray, who can remember how the arguments now used against 

the Chinese filled the American mind with alarm when used 

against the Irishman. He comes, said the honest bigotry of that 

day, only to get the means of living, and then to return; he will 

drive the American to starvation by the competition of his cheap 

labor; he lives in squalor and filth; he wants only a few potatoes for 

food; his is blindly attached to the Popish religion [Catholicism]; he 

owes allegiance to a foreign potentate; he is incapable of intelligent 

citizenship…. 

Even the humane and liberal John Stuart Mill says: 

If there were not other escape from that fatal 

immigration of the Irish—which has done and is 

doing so much to degrade the condition of our 

agricultural land and some classes of our town 

population—I should see no injustice and the 

greatest possible expediency in check that 

destructive inroad by prohibitive laws. 

In the early edition of his Political Economy, Mr. Bowen, the 

learned and able professor at Harvard, expresses the same fear for 

America. He says the annual addition to our population of 400,000 

foreigners, of whom one-fourth are Irish, is likely to effect a 

general and great depreciation in the price of labor. 

Throw down the little that is left for our protective 

system and let the emigration from Great Britain 

and Ireland to our shores increase to half a million 

annually, and within the lifetime of the present 

generation the laborer’s hire in our Atlantic States 

will be as low as it is in England. This we should 

regard as the greatest calamity which the folly of 

men or the wrath of Heaven could bring upon the 

land. 

These are but temperate expressions of opinions which drove 

less intelligent persons to frenzy and crime. The streets of 

Baltimore and of New Orleans ran with Irish blood. A great party 

was founded, and swept some States, on a platform of opposition to 

foreigners. 

I suppose no person now would like to repeat the arguments 

which were addressed to the Know-Nothing Party in 1855. The 

Irishman has contributed by his labor to cover our land with 
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railroads, which in their turn create cities, give value to land, and 

open new opportunities for labor. His sons and daughters are 

found in large numbers in our factories. He is acquiring land. He is 

a large depositor in our savings banks. He rendered indispensable 

service in war. More and more every year he ceases to be the dupe 

of demagogues, and is learning the higher duties of citizenship. 

Meantime, the wage of the American workman is higher and not 

lower for his presence. While he has bettered his own condition he 

has raised to a higher grade of social life and wealth the American 

laborer whose place he has taken…. 

 

The Chinese Character 

 

An argument is based on the character of the Chinese. Yu 

should take a race at its best, and not at its worst, in looking for its 

possibilities under the influence of freedom. The Chinese are in 

many particulars far superior to our own ancestry as they were 

when they first came forth into the light of history. Our British 

forefathers, at a time far within the historic period, remained in a 

degradation of superstition and a degradation of barbarism to 

which China never descended. Centuries after the Chinese 

philosopher had uttered the golden rule, and had said, “I like life 

and I like righteousness; if I cannot keep the two together I will let 

life go; and choose righteousness,” the Druids of Britain were 

offering human sacrifices to pagan deities. We must take a race at 

its best in determining its capacity for freedom. This race can 

furnish able merchants, skillful diplomatists, profound 

philosophers, faithful servants, industrious and docile laborers. An 

eminent member of the other House told me that he had dealt with 

Chinese merchants to the amount of hundreds of thousands, 

perhaps millions, and that they had never deceived him…. 

One of the ablest of the writers against the Chinese, Mr. 

James A. Whitney, sums up his opinion thus: 

The Chinese intellect, the Chinese character, is 

strong, vigorous, patient, and far-sighted. As 

diplomats, the statesmen of China have held their 

own with those of every nation in the world. 

Indeed, a large part of the argument of the Senator from 

California is based, not on Chinese inferiority, but on his dread of 

Chinese superiority in most of the occupations of life. Their 

civilization, he says, will be too strong for ours, if the two come in 

conflict in a fair field…. 

Now I wish to read a sentence or two from the report of 

Senator Morton, the last dying legacy of this great Senator and 

lover of human liberty, published since his death and left by him 

unfinished as his last public work. He says: 

If the Chinese in California were white people, being 

in all other respects what they are, I do not believe 

that the complaints and warfare made against them 

would have existed to any considerable extent. Their 

difference in color, dress, manners, and religion has, 

in my judgment, more to do with this hostility than 

their alleged vices or any actual injury to the white 

people of California…. 

 

As a rule, they are industrious, temperate, and 

honest in their dealings. Some thousands of them 

are employed as household servants in the cities and 

in the country. In this capacity the testimony 

generally concurs in giving them a high character. 

They very readily learn to perform all kinds of 

household duty, are devoted to their employment, 

and soon become exceedingly skillful. The testimony 

proved that they went to all parts of the State to 

serve in that capacity, when other servants or help 

of that kind could not be obtained from the cities, 

and that if they were banished it would be very 

hard, in fact, as many of the witnesses said, 

impossible to supply their places. As laborers upon 

the farms and in the gardens and vineyards nearly 

all of the witnesses speak of them in the highest 

terms…. 
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In the construction of railroads and other public 

works of California the Chinese have been of the 

greatest service and have performed the largest part 

of the labor…. 

It is said that two races have been side by side for thirty years 

and no step taken toward assimilation. It is admitted that they 

have learned our industries rapidly and intelligently. That they do 

not incline to become Christians or republicans may perhaps be 

accounted for by the treatment they have received. They are 

excluded by statute from the public schools. They have no honest 

trial by jury. Judge Blake, of the San Francisco criminal court, 

testifies: 

It is true that as a rule when a Chinaman’s case goes 

to a jury there is no help about it, the must convict 

him…. 

What special inducements have the Chinese to become 

republicans in a State which has established a constitution which 

in article 2, section 1, says: 

Every native male citizen of the United States, every 

male person who shall have acquired the rights of 

citizenship under or by virtue of the treaty of 

Queretaro, and every male naturalized citizen 

thereof, who shall have become such ninety days 

prior to any election, of the age of twenty-one years, 

who shall have been a resident of the State one year 

next preceding the election, and of the county in 

which he claims his vote ninety days, and in the 

lection precinct thirty days, shall be entitled to vote 

at all elections which are now or may hereafter be 

authorized by law: Provided, No native of China, no 

idiot, insane person, or person convicted of any 

infamous crime, and no person hereafter convicted of 

the embezzlement or misappropriation of public 

money, shall ever exercise the privileges of an 

elector in this State…. 

An eminent and learned judge of the Supreme Court of the 

United States gave a judgment on an ordinance of the city of San 

Francisco directing that the head of every person convicted of 

crime should be shaved, should be “cut or clipped to a uniform 

length of one inch from the scalp thereof”—an ordinance directed 

against the Chinese only, intended to impose upon them cruel and 

degrading punishments. Judge Field says, after pointing out the 

iniquity of this ordinance: 

It is not creditable to the humanity and civilization 

of our people, much less to their Christianity, that 

an ordinance of this character was possible…. 

There is a mass of evidence on this point. I might present 

many extracts from the report of the Congressional committee of 

1876, but I will not, in order to save the time of the Senate. I wish, 

however, to read one statement of Mr. Pixley, who represented the 

anti-Chinese side. After summing up the qualities of the men such 

as he has described, he says: 

In other words, I believe … that the Chinese have no 

souls to save, and if they have they are not worth the 

saving. 

But it is urged, and this, in my judgment, is the greatest 

argument for the bill, that the introduction of the labor of the 

Chinese reduces the wages of the American laborer. “We are 

ruined by Chinese cheap labor” is a cry not limited to the class to 

whose representation the brilliant humorist of California first 

ascribed it. I am not in favor of lowering anywhere the wages of 

any American laborer, skilled or unskilled. On the contrary, I 

believe the maintenance and the increase of the purchasing power 

of the wages of the American workingman should be the principal 

object of our legislation. The share in the product of agriculture or 

manufacture which goes to labor should, and I believe will, 

steadily increase. For that, and for that only, exists our protective 

system. The acquisition of wealth, national or individual, is to be 

desired only for that. The statement of the accomplished Senator 

from California on this point meets my heartiest concurrence. I 

have no sympathy with any men, if such there be, who favor high 

protection and cheap labor. 

But I believe that the Chinese, to whom the terms of the 

California Senator attribute skill enouch to displace the American 



 

Chinese Immigration—Page 6 
 

in every field requiring intellectual vigor, will learn very soon to 

insist on his full share of the product of his work. But whether that 

be true or not, the wealth he creates will make better and not 

worse the condition of every higher class of labor. There may be 

trouble or failure in adjusting new relations. But sooner or later 

every new class of industrious and productive laborers elevates the 

class it displaces. The dread of an injury to our labor from the 

Chinese rests on the same fallacy that opposed the introduction of 

labor-saving machinery, and which opposed the coming of the 

Irishman and the German and the Swede. Within my memory in 

New England all the lower places in factories, all places of 

domestic service, were filled by the sons and daughters of 

American farmers. The Irishman came over to take their places; 

but the American farmer’s son and daughter did not suffer; they 

only elevated to a higher plane. In the increases wealth of the 

community their share is much greater. The Irishman rose from 

the bog or the hovel of his native land to the comfort of a New 

England home and places his children in a New England school. 

The Yankee rises from the loom and the spinning-jenny to be the 

teacher, the skilled labor in the machine shop, the inventor, the 

merchant, or the opulent landholder and farmer of the West. 

I wish also to read in this connection what Mr. Morton says as 

his conclusion: 

That they have injuriously interfered with the white 

people of California, or have done them a serious 

injury, may well be doubted. The great fact is that 

there is today and always has been a scarcity of 

labor on the Pacific Coast. There is work for all who 

are there, both white and Mongolian, and the State 

would undoubtedly develop much more rapidly were 

there more and cheaper labor. There was much 

intelligent testimony to the fact that they Chinese by 

their labor opened up large avenues and demand for 

white labor. The Chinese performed the lowest kind, 

while the whites monopolized that of a superior 

character. This was well stated by Mr. Crocker, a 

very intelligent witness, largely interested in the 

Central Pacific and Southern California Railroads. 

In answer to a question as to what was the effect of 

Chinese upon white labor, and whether it was to 

deprive white men of employment, or had the effect 

at any time, he said: “I think that they afford white 

men labor. I think that their presence here affords to 

white men a more elevated class of labor. As I said 

before, if you should drive these 75,000 Chinamen 

off you would take 75,000 white men from an 

elevated class of work and put them down to doing 

this low class of labor that the Chinamen are now 

doing, and instead of elevating you would degrade 

the white labor to that extent.” 

Then again: 

For any man to ride to California, from one end of 

the states to the other, and see the miles upon miles 

of uncultivated land, and in the mountains millions 

of acres of timber, and the foothills waiting for 

someone to go and cultivate them, and then talk 

about there being too much labor here in the 

country, is simply nonsense, in my estimation. There 

is labor for all, and the fact that the Chinamen are 

here gives an opportunity to white men to go in and 

cultivate this land where they could not cultivated 

otherwise. Other evidence showed that my Chinese 

labor over 1,000,000 acres of tule lands have been 

reclaimed. This was work of the hardest and most 

unhealthy character, requiring them to work for a 

large part of the time in mud and water; but the 

lands, when reclaimed, were occupied and cultivated 

by white men, furnishing a great many homes, and 

were in fact the richest and most productive in 

California. They also chiefly performed the work in 

constructing irrigating canals for farming purposes, 

and dams and canals for supplying the mines with 

water, by which a very large extent of country was 

made exceedingly productive, furnishing homes and 
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employment for thousands of white men, and by 

which, also, the mines were made profitable, and 

created a large demand for white labor. The evidence 

further showed that the railroads, cheaply 

constructed by these people, were the pioneers in 

settlement and agriculture; that the settlements 

followed the railroads; that wherever a railroad was 

constructed the lands were taken up and converted 

into farms and homesteads. While there was 

complaint that the Chinese, by their cheap labor, 

took it from white people, inquiry failed to show that 

there was any considerable number of white people 

in California out of employment, except those who 

were willfully idle; that there was work, and 

remunerative work, for all who chose to perform it. 

California has a population of 700,000. She can support 

seventeen million. Will it be claimed that these seventeen million 

will not be better off by finding there the wealth and the 

improvements which Chinese labor will prepare for their 

possession; by finding the railroad built, the swamp drained the 

highway smooth, the harbor dredged? 

Will it be maintained that if California could have for nothing 

what she gets cheaply from Chinese labor, she would not be better 

off, if the swamplands had been made prairie lands by nature; if 

the ravines had been filled and mountains tunneled by nature, so 

that the road-bed was ready for the rail; if every man, instead of 

buying shoes for Massachusetts, had a pair left gratis at his door, 

that the State would not be better off? Is barren land or productive 

land best for a State? Then surely the labor who does these things 

at least cost does most of the community, and gives the people who 

occupy the state opportunity for better profit in other fields of 

industry.... 

 

The Laws of the Universe 

 

Humanity, capable of infinite depths of degradation, is capable 

also of infinite heights of excellence. The Chinese, like all of the 

races, has given us it's examples of both. To rescue community 

from this degradation is, we are taught to believe, the great object 

of God's moral government on earth. It is not by injustice, 

exclusion, caste, but by reverence for the individual soul that we 

can aid in this consummation.  It is not by Chinese policies that 

China is to be civilized. I believe that the immortal truths of the 

Declaration of Independence came from the same source with the 

Golden Rule and the Sermon on the Mount. We can trust Him who 

promulgated these laws to keep the country safe that obeys them. 

The laws of the universe have their own sanction. They will not 

fail. The power that causes the compass to point to the north, that 

dismisses the star on its pathway through the skies, promising 

that in a thousand years it shall return again true to its hour, and 

keeps His word, will vindicate His own moral law. As surely as the 

path in which our fathers entered a hundred years ago led to 

safety, to strength, to glory, so surely the path on which we now 

propose to enter bring us to shame, to weakness, and to peril. 

 

 

Chinese Immigrants Should be Excluded (1882) 
James Harvey Slater (1826-1899)3 

 

I am in hearty accord with the promoters of this bill, and trust 

that it may pass substantially as it came from the hands of the 

committee. The only fear that I have is that it may not prove as 

effectual in checking the influx of Chinese laborers as its 

promoters hope and expect it will. It may turn out after a time that 

its provisions can be systematically evaded, but this will come not 

so much from the bill itself as the provisions of the treaty under 

which it is drawn, the defect being one difficult to meet with 

legislative provisions. 

 

 

 

                                                           
3 From James Harvey Slater, Congressional Record, 47th Cong., 1st sess., 1882, 

vol. 12, pp. 1635-36. 
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Treaty Considerations 

 

The bill is drawn in accordance with the provisions of the 

treaty, and whatever of defects there may prove to be in its 

provisions when it shall going to operation will have to be referred 

to the narrowness of the treaty stipulations in conformity with 

which it is constructed. It cannot be disguised that the treaty of 

1880 is so constructed that there is danger that no legislation, 

however carefully prepared, if kept strictly with in its provisions, 

will be certain to save it from proving to be a snare and a delusion. 

Under the treaty we may suspend for a limited period the coming 

of laborers from China to United States, but the coming of other 

classes for other purposes is unrestricted, and the rights which 

they may enjoy are made even greater than they were under the 

Burlingame treaty. They may come without limits as teachers, 

professors, traders, and merchants, and when here are to enjoy all 

the privileges of the citizens and subjects of the most favored 

nation, and being lawfully within the United States under treaty 

stipulations may they not change their locations and become 

laborers? As citizens and subjects of other nations they would 

certainly have this right. 

Possibly the treaty carries with it the power to extend 

legislation to the prohibiting of any Chinese other than laborers 

from emerging in the labor avocations of the country during the 

suspension of the coming of Chinese laborers, but the difficulty of 

enforcing such a provision would in my judgment rendered it of 

little value. It may be humiliating to confess, but the facts are, our 

commissioners who negotiated the late Chinese treaty were 

unequal to their task, and failed to properly accomplish, or even to 

comprehend, the work assigned to them.  And I fear, sir, that we of 

the Pacific coast will yet regret that we ever consented that this 

treaty might be finally consummated. But, like drowning men who 

catch at anything which promises the possibility of escape from 

peril, we were unwilling to make opposition to this treaty, fearing 

that nothing better might be obtained in any reasonable time, and 

also hoping that legislation under its provisions might be so 

framed as to check the tide of Chinese immigration to our coast 

until such time as the morbid and unnatural, though prevailing, 

craze about the universal brotherhood of man might in some 

degree subside and wiser councils prevail. 

 

The Right to Control Immigration 

 

What was needed was the assertion authoritatively of our 

absolute right to control this immigration in our own way and in 

our own good time—the assertion of our right to terminate Chinese 

immigration absolutely and unconditionally when and as we 

please; and above and over all the assertion of our right as a nation 

to do just what China has always done under the Burlingame 

treaty as respects citizens of United States traveling or residing in 

China, and that is the right to prohibit Chinese residing or 

traveling in the United States from engaging in any of the labor 

avocations of the country. That is what was needed and what 

should have been insisted upon, and if we had had a foreign policy 

worthy a nation of fifty million people it is what would have been 

exacted, not as a concession from China but as a right belonging to 

us as a people and nation and as inherent to our sovereignty. 

It is humiliating to an American to read this later treaty and 

find from its terms and provisions that the United States is placed 

in the attitude of a recipient of favors from the hands and by the 

gracious benignity of the imperial Government of China, as if this 

country was a dependency. By its terms and provisions we are 

restricted in the exercise of rights which pertain to our 

Government as a sovereign State and which are important and 

necessary to the protection of the interests of our own citizens and 

to the preservation of the very form and substance of our 

Government. 

Since the promulgation of the Burlingame treaty the subjects 

of China have come to the United States and passed freely 

throughout every part of it. They have traveled upon our stages, 

steamboats, and railroads; they have gone singly and in small 

numbers into any and every part of it without molestation and in 

perfect safety; they have worked in our mines, and servants, as 

cooks, as common laborers, as mechanics and artisans, and have 
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been allowed to engage in any business they desired to; and, with 

rare exceptions, have been unmolested, and always found 

protection when protection was needed. How has it been during all 

that time with the citizens of the United States in China? Have 

they been allowed to enter China at any and all points or to engage 

in any of the labor avocations of the country? No, sir. Only in 

certain cities have they been permitted to come, and these have 

been limited in number, and even in those cities our citizens have 

been restricted to defined and designated limits, and they are not 

permitted to engage in any of the labor avocations of the country, 

but are restricted to commercial business, and not even permitted 

to engage in the internal trade of the country. If they venture out 

of the prescribed limits for foreigners in the cities where they are 

permitted to come, or if they venture into the country beyond the 

distance allowed, they do it at the peril of their lives. 

The Burlingame treaty was very unequal in its terms, and in 

its practical operation it was still more so. The commission sent to 

negotiate the new treaty seems to have overlooked these 

inequalities, and yet the agitation which led to their being sent out 

ought to have been a sufficient notice to them of these matters. 

Evidently, however, they and the power that sent them on their 

mission were so fully imbued with that theory of the modern 

philanthropist which takes to its embrace “all the world and the 

rest of mankind” without regard “to previous condition of 

servitude”, and makes but little inquiry as to the degree of 

development reached by its protégés in the process of evolution 

from lower forms, that the most important part of their mission, 

the assertion of the inherent right of a nation or people to control 

in its own way the admission into its own territory and among its 

own people of foreign elements, incongruous with and dangerous to 

the peace, happiness, and good order of its own community, was 

overlooked or subordinated to mere idea. 

The advocates and promoters of this bill are met with the 

objection that the principles upon which it rests [violate] the right 

of expatriation which we as a people have so long and so 

persistently proclaimed. Why, Mr. President [of the Senate], this is 

strange reasoning; the application of these principles can have no 

kind of application here. The circumstances under which we have 

so often asserted the fundamental right of every man to sever his 

relation with his native country does not and cannot apply to the 

relation the Chinese immigrant seeks to maintain in this country. 

We have asserted the right of expatriation in behalf of our adopted 

citizens when and wherever the governments from whence they 

came sought to enforce upon them obligations supposed and 

claimed to exist by reason of their having been born within their 

jurisdiction. We asserted the principle because we had taken upon 

ourselves the obligation of giving them protection for the 

allegiance—correlative obligations assumed when we received 

them into our political community. Certainly, sir; the Chinaman, 

according to our theories which we have made the basis of our 

political structure, has a right to expatriate himself from his 

native country and abjure the authority of his emperor and 

government, but does that clothe him with the right to demand 

admission into the social compact of any other country or 

community without the consent of such community? 

Why, sir, the mere statement of such a proposition carries 

with it its own refutation. No principle is better settled in 

international law than that aliens can acquire no other or greater 

right in or among a people to whom they would attach themselves 

than such people may or will accord them. The very right to come 

at all is derived not from the alien himself nor yet from the country 

whence he comes, but from the people with whom he would form 

new relations. 

 

The Pursuit of Happiness 

 

Again, sir, we are told that in this legislation we are treading 

backward and forsaking the principles and traditions upon which 

our fathers one hundred years ago laid the foundation of 

government, and the Declaration of Independence is invoked as 

sufficient argument and showing of this statement. The right to 

the pursuit of happiness is asserted as conclusive of the whole 

question. No one will deny the axiomatic and self-evident truths of 

the Declaration of Independence respecting human rights, but that 
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they apply in this case may well be denied. The pursuit of 

happiness is certainly the inalienable right of every human being, 

but that pursuit must be regulated by human society and by 

human laws. It might be a great source of happiness to the 

highwayman to meet the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 

[Mr. Hoar] upon the highway and forcibly take from his possession 

his purse. Necessitous hunger and privation might impel to such 

an act, and the gold or currency that purse might be expected to 

contain would bring numberless benefits and blessings, not only to 

the highwayman, but also to those who might be dependent upon 

him; but the law of society steps in to protect the citizen in his 

right to go unmolested about his pursuits, and pronounces such 

acts criminal and affixes severe penalties to their commission. 

So it is daily demonstrated in a thousand ways that the 

pursuit of happiness is circumscribed and limited by the laws and 

necessities of organized society. What is true of the individual 

members of a community in this respect is equally true of nations 

and peoples, and also true of individuals leaving their native land 

in search of happiness and to better their own condition among 

another people in another country. They have no right in the 

pursuit of their own happiness to inflict injury upon the people of 

other communities. To assert the right of aliens to impose 

themselves upon or into communities to which they are alien 

without their consent and to their detriment, is to assert a 

principle, when carried to its logical consequences, subversive of 

all human government. Such a principle leads inevitably to 

anarchy. The law of life and self-preservation is as important and 

necessary to communities as to individuals, and is an inalienable 

and inherent in the one case as in the other; and no principle is 

more firmly imbedded in the ethics of international law than that 

is it both the right and the duty of the paramount authority in 

every state, in whatever form that authority may be vested, and 

however it may be exercised, to protect the state and the people of 

the state from all and every evil that may threaten its safety or 

menace the interests, prosperity, or happiness of its people, be 

they few or many, and herein alone can be found justification for a 

resort to the arbitrament of war. 

Teeming Hordes 

 

Disguise it as we may we cannot longer fail to recognize the 

fact that western civilization has met the eastern upon the shores 

of the Pacific. The westward march of the Caucasian has there met 

the same teeming hordes that generations ago gave a westward 

direction to his tireless energy by imposing on his east a living wall 

of Asiatics, impossible to pass or overcome. The Pacific Ocean until 

recently has proved an impassable barrier and no Mongolian had 

ever passed to its eastward shore. But recently developments in 

steamships and the establishment of lines of steam communication 

between San Francisco and the open ports of China and Japan 

have practically connected the two continents and bridged the 

intervening sea. So that for a few dollars a Chinese immigrant can 

come from any of the ports of China to San Francisco. A first but 

few came, some returned, and a larger number followed, and in 

that way a tide of immigrants swelled to considerable proportions. 

Almost from the first their coming was objected to, and as its 

effects become more and more apparent this opposition became 

more and more pronounced, until within the last seven or eight 

years it has been greatly intensified, and by its universality as well 

as intensity has served to hold in check and to keep down and 

diminish the number of Chinese coming to the United States. 

From 1850 to 1880 more than 200,000 Chinese landed on the 

Pacific coast. The census of 1880 shows that there were in that 

year 105,000 remaining in this country; but persons well informed 

in the customs and manners of the Chinese affirm that his is far 

below current figures. The smallness of their present numbers as 

compared to the total population of the country has been strongly 

contrasted and urged as a reason for discrediting the earnest 

statements of the people of the Pacific States and Territories that 

this Chinese population is a menace to good order and good 

government and the best interest of the people there. But the fact 

is overlooked that even according to the census there are 75,000 in 

the State of California, and some ten thousand in the State of 

Oregon, while the appeal of the Trades Assembly of California, 

quoted by the honorable Senator from Delaware [Mr. Baynard] on 
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last Friday, estimates after investigation, the Chinese population 

of California at 150,000, or 20 percent, greater than the male 

whites capable of bearing arms. From this it would seem that the 

adult Chinese male laboring element in California was very nearly 

equal to the adult white laboring element. If, however, the census 

report be taken, then they constitute something like one-half of the 

male laboring element in that State. 

But we are told by the honorable Senator from Massachusetts 

that the Chinese are the most easily governed race in the world; 

that every Chinaman in America has four hundred and ninety-

nine American to control him. But the honorable Senator omitted 

to state that of the four hundred and ninety-nine Americans four 

hundred and eighty-seven of them were from one thousand to 

three thousand miles away from where the evils of Chinese 

immigration are being felt. Why, sir, in the Pacific States and 

Territories beyond Utah there are, according to the census reports, 

one Chinaman to every twelve of the white population, and I have 

no doubt that if the exact numbers of the Chinese population could 

be ascertained that the ration would be one to every eight or ten of 

the white population. Carry this ration throughout the United 

States and there would be a Chinese population of adult male 

laborers of near 5,000,000 to compete with white labor, to depress 

and demoralize it by underbidding and bringing it down to 

starvation prices. Let me bring it a little closer, Mr. President. 

Massachusetts has a population of 1,758,000. Now let the Senators 

of that State add to that population 175,000 adult Chinese laborers 

to compete with and underbid the working classes and they may be 

able to form some just conceptions of the condition of the poor 

laboring classes in the Pacific States and Territories. My 

impression is that there would be a small-sized bedlam in 

Massachusetts under such a state of facts. Pennsylvania has 

4,282,000 population. I ask her Senators what effect it would have 

upon the laboring population of the great States to send into it 

400,000 able-bodied laboring Chinese to depress the labor market 

in the struggle and competition that would ensue. The State of 

New York has a population of over 5,000,000; let the Senators of 

that State reflect what would be the effect of letting in 500,000 

Chinese laborers to compete with their laboring population. If 

Senators will but reflect upon these facts they can readily 

comprehend how it is that there is such a wonderful unanimity in 

sentiment in every locality where the blight of this immigration 

has been felt; they will no longer be surprised at the steady and 

growing opposition to that class of immigrants, an opposition so 

universal that in a secret vote by concealed ballots no more than 

800 votes were given favoring this immigration to 150,000 against 

it. 

 

Aliens from an Alien Culture 

 

Mr. President, the honorable Senator from Massachusetts [Mr. 

Hoar] asked “What argument can be urged against the Chinese 

which was not heard against the negro within living memories?” I 

do not suppose that I can satisfy the honorable Senator of the 

fallacy of his reasoning, but I may call attention to the utter want 

of any parallelism between the relations of the negro to the people 

of the United States and that of the Chinese, who desire to come 

among us as immigrants. The negro was native to the soil, born 

and bred within our jurisdiction, speaking our language, having, in 

a large degree, our civilization, and adhering to our religion. He 

was with us, if not of us; his ancestors were brought here against 

their will, and the generation with which we had to deal had no 

land, clime, or country, to call their own except the land in which 

they were born, and no ties with any people or race except those 

with whom they had been reared. From necessity they were to 

remain with and of us; the only question, was what should be the 

relation. 

The Chinese are aliens, born in a foreign land, speak a foreign 

tongue, owe allegiance to a foreign government, are idolaters in 

their religion, have a different civilization from ours, do not and 

will not assimilate with our people, come only to get money, and 

return; and they are [hostile] to our laws, evade them whenever 

and wherever they can. So numerous are they at home in their 

own country that existence among the lower orders of their people 

is, and has been for centuries, a struggle for existence, and through 
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this ceaseless struggle they have developed into a race of people of 

such character and physical qualities as to be able to exist and 

thrive where and under conditions the white man would perish 

and die out. They bring their customs with them, and persistently 

adhere to and retain them. Having the protection of our laws they 

systematically evade and violate them. They persistently and 

secretly maintain a code of laws and a form of government of their 

own, which they enforce with seeming certainty and effectiveness. 

Those who come as immigrants are of the lowest orders of the 

Chinese population, largely criminal. They bring with them their 

filth and frightful and nameless diseases and contagion. They 

bring no families as a general rule, but numbers of their country 

women are brought for the purposes of prostitution, and are 

bought and sold among themselves as slaves, and our laws and 

courts are powerless to prevent it. They enhance the cost of 

government, and increase the burdens of taxation, while they 

contribute practically nothing in the way of taxes. Their labor is 

essentially servile, and is demoralizing to ever class of white labor 

with which it comes in competition. 

 

Hordes of Heathens 

 

These, sir, are the people for whom the honorable Senator 

would open wide the door of admission, or, being open, would 

refuse to close it, but rather invites these hordes of heathens that 

swarm like rats in a cellar and live in filth and degradation along 

the sea-coast of China to come and compete with and degrade 

American labor, and compares them to the colored people born and 

reared in America. The negro is thoroughly American, if he is not 

Caucasian; the Chinese are neither Caucasian nor American, but 

are alien to our race, customs, religion, and civilization. The bill is 

not directed against those already here, but against the hordes 

that threaten to come. The terms of the treaty place whose here 

beyond the reach of legislative enactment, and effort is now being 

made to bring in a large number of Chinese laborers before 

legislation can be had. Last year’s immigration was over 20,000. 

This fact sufficiently demonstrates their purpose to come. 

Mr. President, thirty-two years ago last September I camped 

on the banks of the Sacramento River, where the city of that name 

now stands, then a city of tents. There I first met the Mongolian; 

from that date to the present time I have been familiar with them. 

I have seen them singly and in crowds as they passed through the 

country from one section to another, traveling on foot with their 

bamboo sticks and baggage; have seen them in the mines by tens 

and by hundreds, and in the towns and cities, where they 

congregate at times in great numbers; have seen them on the 

witness stand, in the courts as litigants and criminals; have 

prosecuted them and have defended them in courts. From this 

experience and observation I have formed the deliberate judgment 

that it will be a serious mistake to allow this tide of immigration to 

continue without restriction. After careful and thoughtful study of 

this whole matter I have settled down in the conviction that they 

should be prohibited from entering the labor avocations of the 

country, leaving them the right to come fro commercial purposes, 

for travel or curiosity, as the Burlingame treaty left them. 

I hope, Mr. President, the bill will pass substantially as 

reported. 


