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[SECOND EDITION—WITH APPENDIX.]

THE OTHER SIDE

—OF THE—

CHINESE. QUESTION
IN CALIFORNIA ;

A REPLY TO THE CHARGES AGAINST THE CHINESE

As Embodied in the Resolutions adopted at the Anti-Chinese

Mass Meeting, held April 5th, 1876, in San Francisco.
S0 ety i Sl
Lespectfully Submitted to the Unbiased Judgment of the
Awmerican People, President and Congress,

BY THE FRIENDS OF

RIGHT, JUSTICE AND HUMANITY.

(‘:‘(_ {_fil{‘..__:_«; ‘{_‘:_.. A Jr‘. {
—— '__J"*-".'—#————____,_r
PREAMBLE.

Being fully aware that the subject in controversy, namely,
The Chinese Immigration to this Country, is”one of paramount
importance to both State and Nation ;

That it is a debatable question, of which thus far but one
side has had a full hearin ;

That it is the constitutional right and privilege of every
citizen in this Free RerusLic to write, publish and speak can-
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didly his own sentiments on any public subject, whether popu-
lar or unpopular ;

And, moreover, believing that several charges against the
Chinese, which are embodied in the Address and Resolutions
of the Citizens’ Anti-Chinese Committee, adopted at the Mass
Meeting held in San Francisco April 5th, are untrue, or ex-
aggerated ;

Tnr Friexps or Rigur, Justice Anp Huwmanity, While
entertaining the highest respect for said Committee and the
vast assembly which honored their Address and Resolutions
with their approval, they are compelled to dissent from
them, and to accept the challenge contained in the above
mentioned resolutions, ¢ to successfully refute the charges they
have made against the Chinese.”

In submitting this Repry to the intelligent and unbiased
judgment of the American people, President and Congress, the
Friexps of Riaur, Justice and Humaniry fondly hope that it
will receive the consideration it deserves, notwithstanding it
proceeds from a minority—since a question of’ a national in-
terest, like this of “ Chinese Immigration,” should be decided
from reason and fact and by the voice, not of one State alone,
but of the majority of States. :

The Committee open their address by declaring their inten-
tion to respect the provision of treaties, the decision of courts,
and the higher considerations of humanity, in dealing with the
Chinese who are domiciled in our midst.

The spirit of fairness and humanity toward a helpless class
of human beings. and of submission to law and authority, thus
shown by the Committee, is very commendable indeed.

Had, however, this fine declaration gone one step further,
and included the Chinese that may come hereafter, and before
the abrogation of the Amerjcan treaty with China, it would
be unexceptionable.

Why is this unjust discrimination as to treatment made
between the Chinese who are now domiciled in our midst and
those who are not and may come before the abrogation of the
treaty ?
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Have not the latter as well as the former been invited to this
country, “by the policy of our laws, and the sanction of our
highest legislative and judicial tribunals,” as the Committee
very justly remark upon referring to the Chinese in our midst ?

From observation, experience, and contact with the Chinese
for twenty-five years, the Committee consider it « their right to
claim an intelligent opinion on the Chinese question.”

No rcasonable man will say that their claim is not well
grounded. But it is not exclusively theirs. All persons
who thoroughly acquaint themselves with all the facts in
the Chinese case, both pro and con, are able to form an in-
telligent and correct judgment on this subject.. '

And if the people and Congress, outside of California, are
not competent to adjudicate this subject intelligently, why do
the Committee invoke, with so great fervor, their decision ?

REPLY TO THE CHARGES AGAINST THE
CHINESE.

st CHARGE— The Chinese will soon outnumber our people.
First CHARG The Chinese will soon outnumber our people.”

The Committee estimate the Chinese population in California
at 200,000, (about one fourth of the entire population of the
State) of whom 75,000 reside in San Francisco, and constitute
 one fourth part of our people.”

This estimate is grossly incorrect. In order to be fair on
this point, we will give the statistics as they have been gathered
from reliable sources, beginning with the statement of’ Chinese
passengers arrived at and departed from the port of San Fran-
cisco since 1832, which was compiled from the Custom House
records and published in the San Francisco Evening Post.

‘Year, Arrived. Departed,
LBBD iioiesves bisosanst monssins e el TR 20,025 1,768
1 (I e TN S S R 4,270 4,421
o RS AT SR 16,084 2,339

Curried [orward....ooes vooiiins siraanins sareeiens 40,378 8,526
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Broughi formwanr e ccessodives saovopisitososs sivens 40,370 8,526
LS S LIRS () ST A oty B e P AN 3,329 3,473
o T R e I S Y O e L T 1 3,028
IODY ivunse daveonevel Gatausarsosbensasssns snesbaassise i iy s it 5,925 1,938
O L R L s 2 T i e 2,542
b e S s 3,175 2,450
(ko e A e e N R 2,000
FOOT s s e aaessammisiaiioiis s Papehiiai el s e P10 3,580
[ D ERRRN Wb trd. Sttt o Sl et a5 2,702
E8OB: rroeusi v oeshpbn s A Sl b Semis o S B 488 2,404
RO o8 varivnaitir dma e ducdiarngebon 230 B b e - O 2,682 3,910
T A L e 3,005 2:205
TGOV icrer cuvsransnisnsinn soresosin dourcomsasovsonssisis iriviseis "D ohey 3,111
i b b R el R SRR 4,475
TBBB s smndvmsenetsdii 2 S 0 DS OUL It 4,210
A B e i e e e TN R ceeeae 14,001 4,835
e Ty T P O e eeeee 10,870 4,236
LS e e e O P 3,260
2 bl s R e et Bt Wl alledl 20 4,800
- A I S L ] 7 6,805
D T e chee anasienae snmensisse bod wues b e o e 16,085 7,710
8 b B S ol el e i ) P g 18,021 65,302
BUEEL GUattor OF 1870, o caraiois clbass it oo 5,065 625

WAL 55150l Ftvavs Gavsvnyonsdnsossn Shavressn wonin DU 126°  OOLORY
“This gives an excess of arrivals over departures of 124137
The number of’ Chinese in California before this record began
to be kept is estimated at 10,000, so that the total of Chinese
now in the country, without deducting the deaths, would be
about 134,000. Deduct 24,000 for deaths, and we have the
round number of 110,000 Mongolians now with us.”—S. F'
Post, April 20th, 1876
Next we add the statement regarding the number of Chinese
in America, as obtained by the Senate Sub-Committee on Chi-
nese investigation from the Presidents of the six Chinese Com-
panies, which is as follows :
Sam Ylip o) aE s R R e S B A S S S, 5 T
DONTNE W ORCOMIDITING .. o o. o cocusimmivovshsissorsnissois orones oo 1,200
Kong Chow COTPATIY i coponsinesesimssbamsnesssinios s wereve vuvers vavens 19,000
Wing Young Company...........cc ... ceeveecorsner cernve cverernnn 75,000

HopD Wo COMPRNY -:iiisa voviiinonnsvivzes aveivins Weesviie eesessass 24,000
NN WO ORI ... o vives vevisionniasssnr s o o s civeneere 22,000

e e e S 8 wsnesi BT ey DAB B0
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B
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“They estimated that there were 30,000 in San Francisco.
and 30,000 in the State, outside of San Franecisco.”—&S. F.
Bulletin, April 20th, 1876.

Further, we append the statistics furnished to us by the
Presidents of the Six Companies, comprising the arrivals to
and departures from this coast by the Chinese, since 1873 to
the present time, which are as follows :

SAM YUP COMPANY.,
Year. Arrived. Departed.
LG vnaannises OO (O Co T A T R S 755 520
I S e L T Lt L e ML 842 495
k8TE- 0P 0L A PTA i iicivsiviisenitddsiis stis i atissets savans 172 120

KONG CHOW COMPANY.

i ot i A2 A AN vl S e e 1,290 . 888
it on L R S SO A T 1,510 914

L e e 8 0 0 b e e A e F o CRP e T oLl 91

YOUNG WO COMPANY."

EST3nm omaioon, Jine 0o st saaken S8 LA aimih, Alintel Ol 694
L oy Sl TOM PR 2.0 | 670
LBTHEE0] APTIL Criinsaernensesrsstimwibensesnns spsnsvans 360 83

WING YOUNG COMPANTY.

L e = . 2,738
)

i
BB T O s v ave e uw o viivs sawara s aaillbse v s aedssine s s tuq kFss sa o 5,520 2,760
L S B O A D o apmnme st en e sanan Srashness 1,700 432

HOP WO COMPANY,

A R L IR 5 1,100
e Ul A e S i T o Tt S 1,400
RO s e bnosiniananion o ins et sauE a2 salbsba iy b pmossigr san sb sy By 200 1,500
QIBI6; WD €0 APPIL i1 iveiives b obovsssss ionbs sossibisiasie 800 150

YAN WO COMPANY,

) e Pestbuissasauisvuesissneennssitye assnnsiaseraiorsrenisravar D OU 240
T8T6; M to) BIPPIIL il o ot ieints dureb vasies Camtos dasidn sssviinesid OO 28



If therefore the population of San Francisco now reaches,
according to the generally accepted estimate, the number of
250,000, and that “of the entire State is 800,000, the Chinese
number in this State and City above given is less than one
eighth ot the population of the City and less than one
thirteenth of the population of the entire State.

Surely, this computation makes a great difference in the
estimate made by the Committee, that “the Chinese in Cali-
fornia constitute one-fourth of the population of the entire
State, and the Chinese in San Francisco are one fourth of its
population.” :

But the Committee aver that “considering the source from
whence comes the Chinese immigration, viz, China, which con-
tains 400,000,000 of inhabitants as against 40,000,000 who live
in the United States, and considering that this is an age of
cheap and quick transportation by reason of steam, etc., theey
feel alarmed at this increasing invasion (i e. immigration) lest
it may soon outnumber our Pacific Coast population and im-
peril our hest interests.” :




If «gold and silver discoveries” on this coast were the ‘cause
of Chinese immigration, as the Committee allege, together with
high wages for labor paid in early times, will any sensible man
believe that said immigration will increase when placer dig-
gings are exhausted and wages have fallen low.

The Committee may rest assured that cheap labor, which is
now so much decried, will prove in the end an effectual remedy
against Chinese immigration. The Chinese will only stop
coming to America, when it is made no longer profitable.

The Committee charge that the Chinese do not settle in
this country like the white people, at the same time they do
not want them to remain here, fearing that they may soon out-
number the white population

Pray, do not these contrary demands show inconsistency of
purpose ?




Finally, it must be rémembered that China has been a se-
cluded empire for ages, and the policy of the Imperial Govern-
ment is sternly opposed to the expatriation of its subjects—
hence it refuses to appoint any consular agent in our State for
their protection, saying that “if they come here they must
take the risk.”

The vision, therefore, of 400,000,000 of Chinamen soon over-
running the land, and driving out the white man—notwith-
standing the fact that after a period of twenty-five years of
Asiatic immigration, but 148,000 of them are domiciled in our
midst—is either a gross delusion of a diseased imagination, or
a wicked imposition, practiced on the credulous by scheming
demagogues.

SecoND CHARGE—* In the Labor Market the Chinese can wunder-
bid the white man or woman.”

Our first answer to this accusation is, that if underbidding
in the labor market were an offense punishable with banish-
ment, many white laborers, both skilled and unskilled, would
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be compelled to leave the country. Certainly this offense is
quite common to Furopeans, Africans, Americans, as well as
Asiatics. And under a penal statute prohibiting it, the invent-
ors of machines, the builders of railroads, nay all who make
use of steam or horse power on a large scale, should likewise
quit the country, because all of them, like the Chinese, only in
a greater measure, can underbid the white man or woman in
the labor market.




And why should not the Asiatic as well as the African,
European and American seek employment to support life ? Is
it not the natural law of self preservation which is as impera-
tive on the Asiatic as on the Caucasian race ? ¢ Live and let
live” is the motto of modern humanitarianism which is not re-
stricted to place, person, or nationality.

It is claimed, however, by the Committee, that the Chinese
have lowered the standard price of labor in this State, so far
as to cause great injury to white men, women, boys and girls,
who being unable to live as they do, “have in many instances
Tieen brought to want and idleness, and in some cases to pov-
erty and crime.”

The charge is certainly grievous and requires investigation.




The entire case is thus clearly and forcibly summed up by a
farmer of Santa Clara, in a communication to the Chronicle,
under date of April 18, 1876 :

“Tt is said that wages are reduced by the Chinamen. This
is a grand mistake. We pay higher wages than are paid in any
other State of the Union.. The fact that a great deal of cheap
labor is secured, enables farmers and others to pay white men
more than they could do otherwise. As well say that horses
do a great deal of work simply for their boarding, ¢and that
they live on what a white man could not live on,” and thus
reduce wages. Why not banish the horses from the land ?
The farmer could have his ground spaded up. This would pro-
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vide labor for men who can vote. It would cost him five dol-
lars to raise a sack of wheat, but what of that ? The country
would prosper. White men would get employment. Now,
Mr. Editor, I know this to be a fact: That nine out of every
“ten men who carry on business in the country, look upon this
anti-Chinese talk and howl as uncalled for  They know that
the prosperity of the country depends very much upon the
labor of these same heathen Chinese.”

Finally, we advise the opponents of Chinese immigration not
to urge the argument of cheap labor too much, for it may
recoil with terrible force against white immigration. If the
American Government is to exclude all cheap labor, it must
then turn out of the country millions of’ emancipated negroes,
and must close the doors to hundreds of thousands of poor
emigrants who arrive every year from ircland, Germany,
Ttaly, Wales, and other parts of Europe.

Taird CHARGE :(—% The Clinese do not here invest their money ;
do not buy, but import from China most of the clothes they wear
and the food they consume ; send to China the proceeds of their
labor, and provide for the return of their dead bodies.”

e SR




Nor is it true that “the Chinese do not use or consume our
products, and that they altogether remit to China the proceeds
of their labor. We can do no better than repeat the answer
made on this same point to the Jesuit Buchard, in a lecture
delivered at Platt’s Hall, March 14th, 1873, by the Rev. O.
Gibson, a Protestant missionary for ten years in China, and
long resident of San Francisco, having charge of the Chinese
mission on this coast :

“It is about time that the fallacy was taken out of this kind
of talk. Many Chinamen wear garments made out of our
cloth, they wear our hoots and our hats ; they are fond of
watches, and jewelry, and sewing machines ; they ride in our
cars and steamers ; they eat our fish, and beef, and potatoes,
and exhaust our pork market. Take the one item of pork
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alone, and the Chinamen of this coast pay to our producers on
this coast half a million of dollars annually. If we would
itemize the various products which they consume, we should
find that they do not send home over ten per cent. of their
earnings.”’

To form an idea of the amount of money which the Chinese
pay annually to the people and Government of the State and
Nation, let us make the following modest computation :

If we reckon that each Chinaman pays yearly to the busi-
ness community of the State for the articles of life he uses and
the food he consumes, such as fresh meat and groceries, and for
his conveyance in street cars, railroads, and steamers, only $20
a year, or less than $2 per month ; upon the estimate we have
before made of only 60,000 Chinese sojourning in California,
the amount of money thus paid here by’ them amounts to
$1,200,000 annually.

Our opponents say that the Chinese have scarcely any real
estate property ; if so, they must, and do, pay high rents for
their dwellings. In San Francisco alone, their rental in the
quarter they inhabit, which comprises about eight blocks, can-
not be less than $150,000 per month, which, being added to the
rental paid by the Chinese wash-houses and cigar stores
throuhout the City, it will swell to $200,000 monthly, or
$2.400,000 yearly. Assuming that the 30,000 Chinese in cities
and towns throughout the State, outside of San Francisco, pay
no less than $500,000 for house rent and that the annual insur-
ance paid by Chinese merchants is no less than $100,000, we
have a total of $3,000,000 paid annually by the Chinese to real
estate owners in this State.

Add now the poll tax, which is for threm $120,000 ; also the
license tax for mining, washing, etc., which can beno less than
$50,000 a year, and behold a grand total of the amount of
money disbursed annually by the Chinese population in the
State of California, for the benefit of the Government, merchants,
real estate owners, railroad and steamer companies, equal to
$4.370,000.

This vast sum, however, does not comprise the Custom duties
which the Chinese pay for the articles they import to the
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United States. Rev. O. Gibson has estimated the duties on
their imports to be no less than $2.000,000 each year Cer-
tainly the figures of Chinese imports for 1874 and 1875, as
gathered from the Custom House, seem to warrant this state-
ment-

IMPoRTS 1874 AND 1875.

1874, 1875.
T R O R T e B groeee snneeneee $1,096,400 $ 518,926
| R e b s St e s S R 812,261 1,141,462
Y 3 0 e o e e 226,632 757,640
Sugar ......, Sssve asaususas susararasionenenave vitasinnides 481,278 183,656
g Lo et RS o R AL Lo S o Y AT Ll 6 T 626,424 209,336
) | U o S o R S T D e ey B i B 151,585 162,823

OLBEr artiales vt vt o veenanenn, 1,874,422 1,741,739

TORIS . e.e vocvmuinriavesatninssnsuosions S, 688,797 $45715.589
Gran @ bota]l .. . .l e sans annsmaionst Leaes ereeeeenenn $9,404,379
Now do not these figures effectively contradict the statement
which has so much prejudiced the popular mind against the
Chinese, that they spend no money in this State, but “remit
to China the proceeds ot their labor ?

Fourra Cuarce: “ The majority of Chinamen have been im-
ported under servile-labor contracts, and the women for lewd
purposes, aqgainst the spirit and letter of our law.

This charge is indeed serious ; for it asserts that Chinamen
and Chinawomen are slaves, and slavery of any kind is pro-
hibited by the Constitution and laws of the United States.

There is no question, therefore, as to the nature of the
offense ; the only question is as to its existence. Therefore we
ask, where is the proof? Have any considerable number of
Chinamen and Chinawomen been interrogated as they should,
with regard to their condition of life, and whether they have
come to this country of their own free will and accord? We
have not learned that any considerable body of Chinese
have yet been examined on this particular, and that they have
uniformly sustained the charge.

But who are the parties that have made these contracts and
are holding Chinamen and Chinawomen in bondage ? This is
equally unknown.

The Anti-Chinese Committee speak of secret companies that
hold them in servitude and enforce the labor contracts under
severe penalties, which our laws cannot prevent.

Where are the particulars that will corroborate this state-
ment 7 None are given by the Committee. Surely if it be
true, that nearly 60,000 Chinese, both men and women, are held
in servitude in California, is it probable that none, or even few
of them, have yet songht to escape, when the opportunity of



SUNDRY CHARGES AND CONCLUSION,

We dismiss as unworthy of consideration the charges that
“ The Chinese are pagans; are not a homogeneous race, do not
adopt our manners, our food, our style of dress, ete.”
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It will be a sad day, indeed, for this great Republie, when it
shall prescribe personal qualities of this kind as conditions to
immigration. America will again become 2 wild then, and her

eat boast as “The Land of the Free’ will be no more.

Such qualifications for simple residents as recommended by the
known even in the most despotic

Anti-Chinese Committee are un
countries.
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