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QUOTA FOR JAPAN
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CONFLICTING VIEWS
of
HAWAII and CALIFORNIA

A

Interesting correspondence a8 {o the proposed im-
migration quota for Japan has passed between
Wallace R. Farrington, publisher of the Honolulu
Star Bulletin, ex-Governor of Hawaii,
California Joint Tmmigration Committee, reprer
sonting the state bodies of the Amersican Legion,
Federation of Labor and Native Sons of the
Golden West. ] that two-
thirds of the entire population ii
Asiatic, while the combined whites and pure
native Hawaiians constitute less than one-
goventh; that the California Joint Committee is
maintained for the express purposeé of defending
the present exclusion law, which it claims i8 the
only logieal and non-discriminator defense
against gimilar peaecful invasion of California
and the mainland; and that quota for Japan
would nullify that law. Ex-Governor Farrington,
on the other hand, insists that quota is the rea-
gonable and fair solution of the question which
has arisen with Japan, and scores the California
Committee for what hoe calls prejudiee and the
blocking of goodwill and eommerce on the Paci-
fle. The points at {ssue are covered in this leaflet.
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This committoe is maintained solely to defend
the law exeluding aliens ineligible to eitizenship,
Quota for Japan, or for certain other countries
of Asin, would nullify that law; and such quota,
therefore, must be opposed by t]’m Committee un-
less its supporting bodies, named above, and
their nationals repudiate the policy they have
maintained for years.

As concerns the policy itself, the severity of
your eriticism may be aceonnted for partly by
the wide difference of n;lﬂniol: on the subjeet of
Asiatie immigration, held in Hawaii and Cali-
fornin respectively, and by evident lack of in-
formation as to the basie reasons which impelled
Congress in 1024 to refuse quota to Japan and
which still justify California in opposing it.

Asiatic Population of Hawall

Hawaii, in the interest of the plantations, has
for many years imported cheap Inbor from Asia,
until today her pure native Hawaiian stock and
the whites are entirely submerged, constituting
togother less than one-seventh of the totnl popu-
lation of the territory, while over two-thirds of
that total population is Asiatie—Japanese, Fili-
pinos and Chinese predominating. In eonse
quence, for many years, Organized Labor has
given public warning that there is no place for
white lnbor in Hawail.

While it is elaimod that this Asiatie popula-
tion has been assimilated, testimony on behalf
of Hawaii befare the House Immigration Com-
mitteo in 1021 showed that the great strike of
plantation employes was in cffect & racial con-
flict in whieh practically every Japancse on the
island of Oahu, regardless of nativity, religion,
pusition or responeibility, and either voluntarily
or under duress, took part against the Coucasions
by subseription or action, (‘‘* Ameriea amd Ja-
pan,'" J. C. p. 13)_ Again, within the past few
months, Governor Judd vetoed a mensure of the
Hawalian Legislature petitioning for statchood,
and declared that such a request shonld be post-
poned until time had ahnwnqhuw the Asiatic ma-

Aeelared opposition to Asiatie immigration
threatened seriously the re-election of Hawaii’s
Representative in Congress.

California’'s Defensive Policy

Under the ‘‘Gentlemon’s Agreoment'' made
by President Roosevelt in 1907 for the express
purpose of ' preventing the inereaso of Japanese
population in continental United States,”’ that
population inereased from abount 50,0°) in 1007
to about 150,000 in 1020. (Brief J. Q. p. 24.)

Warned by Hawaii’s expericnee, and regard-
less of Hawaii’s poliey and opinion, California
sought to proteet herself and the mainland
agninst a like fate by opposing the immigration,
under any pretext, of all those ineligible for
Ameriean citizsenship, and she forbade by law
the intermarriage of whites with any of the
eolored races, ineludiog Filipinos,

Quota for Japan means necessarily quota for
other Asiatic races, and each would be entitled
to the minimum quota of 100, China and Japan
to more, There would thus be admitted annually,
under the proposed ehange, and while the present
‘‘national origins’’ plan is in force, about one
thousand Asiatics of different races ineligible for
eitizenship. Cauveasinn Australia has a quota of
only 100. It is not, however, so mueh the actual
number admitted as the attendant nullifieation
of a basie principle of the immigration net—the
exelusion of all aliens ineligiblo to eit'zonship—
whieh California finds most dangerous. This pro-
vision is the barrier, non-diseriminatory as to
particular race or nation, which was ereeted to
proteet Californin and eventually the mainland
agninst possible penceful invasion of Asiaties—
such as has inundated Hawaii. Remove this
safeguard, nod a change in the manner of ap-
plying quota might open the gates to Asiatics.
For instance, n reversion to the ‘‘foreign born''
plan, in force temporarily from 1024 to 1928 (as
advoeated by some), would admit 2,000 Chinese
annually; and the not improbable demand from
Japan in the future that she be allowed as many

OF THE GOLDEN WEST

jority would exercise its control of the franchise,
till again, during the last eampaign an openly

PAUL SCHARRENBERG
SEC.-TREAS. STATE FED. OF LABOR
GRAND SEC'Y. NATIVE SONS
In response to
represents the state
You refer to the Joint

immigrants as any other first-class power could
not be consistently refused if Japanese had been
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Dear Mr. Farrington:
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recognized as eligible for immigration, It must
be remembered that Japan has declared that

uota will not satisfy her permanently and that
ghe must be conceded ultimately full “‘racial
equality’’, that is, the same rights and privileges
_for her nationals, including citizenship, as are
coneeded to Europeans,

Public Sentiment in California

Wallace M. Alexander, whose main busincss
interosts nre in Howaii, has organized a commit-
tee of fourteen to promote quota for Japun. It
assumes to represent California sentiment in that
direction. The following facts contradict that
assumption: First, the practically ununimouns de-
tion of the State Legislature (onu opposing
vote), which, in 1023, demanded the exelusion of
all aliens ineligible to citizenship; and in 1920
opposed quotn for Japan, or any modifieation of
the exclusion aety and intlﬂ.'ll was so deaf to the
approaches of the Alexander lobbying committee
that the idea of introdueing a resolution favor
ing quota was ubandoned: Next the pres-
enco on the Joint Committee of the State
Attorney General, in support of the Stato’s
ostablished policy: Finalr , the membership
of the thiee state bodies named above,
which maintain this Joint Committeo to oppose
quota for “‘ineligibles’’ offers a fair cross sce-
tion of public sentiment. In addition, tha Stato
Grango is similarly committed -in opposition to
such quota, as is its national body. On July 31,
1031, representatives of the national bodies of
the American Legion and the Amoriean Federa
tion of Labor appearad before the Tmmigration
Committee of the U. 8. Chamber of Commeree
in opposition to quota for Japan.

Equally untrue, and conelusively disproyed in
a speeinl report to this Committee, July 19, 1930,
is the statement that slump in certain branches
of our trade with Japan is due to ill will on
Japan’s part, while it is conceded that the cor-
ros&mm]ing a]utnr in our trade with other nations
is due to general world conditions. :

California has only friendship and admiration
for the Japancse people. She is selfishly con-

5

cerned in the maintenance of goodwill and the
promotion of commerce on the Pacific. She is not
willing, however, to barter state and national
wolfare for temporary inerease in trade, and it
is unfair to Japan to suggest that such a condi-
tion presents itaclf in this ecase. Congress, in
1024, refused to permit the countries of elthur
Earope or Asin to dietate our immigration policy
in their own interests; and California feels that
Japan, the only country which has continued to
find fault with that policy, has no just eause for
the dissatisfaction she is encouraged to profeds.

It is hoped that the facts herein stated will
materinlly temper your eriticism of those wLo
insist that no exception shall be made to the im-
migration law exeluding alions ineligible for our
citizenship. In any event, he assured of my high
personal regard.

Sincerely yours,

V. 8. McCLATCHY, Exec. Scey.
California Joint Immigration Committee.

VSM:DK ——

No. 270 Archives
. of




	MS-0012.2.15Dp001
	MS-0012.2.15Dp002
	MS-0012.2.15Dp003

