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“Border Crossings:

Race and Illegal Chinese Immigration on the Pacific Coast”
The 1893 U.S. District Court case of U.S. v. Wilson stands as one of the largest opium and immigrant smuggling cases in nineteenth-century U.S. West history.  It also demonstrated the changing nature of Chinese merchant power among Chinese immigrant populations and within the white community—power that was developed before, and strengthened during, the Chinese Exclusion era.  In the decades leading up to the 1882 Chinese Exclusion Act, Chinese merchants in Portland, Oregon and Victoria, British Columbia established profitable labor contract companies and import/export businesses.  Merchants also established themselves as unofficial leaders among the Chinese populations in these cities, providing labor contracting services, financial backing for Chinese businesses and individuals, and as representatives and spokesmen in U.S. courts of law in civil and criminal trials.  At the same time, and as the case of U.S. v. Wilson reveals, by the 1880s, many Chinese merchants had crossed over otherwise stringent racial boundaries that often separated the white and Chinese communities.  They were regularly praised for their business and personal dealings with members of the white communities in Portland and Victoria, as well as for their perceived willingness to assimilate to American standards of business and culture. As the U.S.-Canada border tightened after the 1882 Chinese Exclusion Act, Chinese merchants and whites worked together to turn profits off loopholes in the law.  Finally, the case highlights both the polarization of the Chinese communities into laborer and merchant class, as well as the special business relationships that took shape during the Exclusion era between wealthy Chinese and white businessmen and officials.
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“Transformative Journeys of Race and Rights: Dialogues across Literature and Jurisprudence in John Okada’s No-No Boy and Korematsu v. United States”

History knits together the fabric of disparate lives described in John Okada’s No-No Boy and the life of their legal counterpart, Fred Korematsu.  Representing transpacific rather than transatlantic migration, the noun “journey” in these literary and legal narratives describes the forced evacuation of all persons of Japanese ancestry in the Pacific Northwestern United States after the bombing of Pearl Harbor on December 7, 1941.  Asserting their “rights” as citizens of the United States, Korematsu and No-No Boy’s protagonist Ichiro, refused to relinquish their freedom.  Korematsu defied an exclusion order requiring him to proceed to an assigned detention center; Ichiro responded “no” to two inquiries on a loyalty questionnaire designed to coerce his enlistment in the U.S. military.  History informs us that President Franklin Roosevelt signed Executive Order 9066 on February 19, 1942.  As described in the 1944 Korematsu v. United States and the 1957 novel No-No Boy, this order rendered all persons it affected vulnerable to the “legalization of racism” (323 U.S. 214, 242).  This essay investigates what made Japanese Americans vulnerable by examining “journeys” between the American and Japanese cultures occasioned by state-sanctioned executive, legislative, and judicial actions undertaken by the U.S. government.  Exploring the contradictions between the values and ideals expressed by a Constitution based on the “rule of law” and “imprisonment in a concentration camp” (323 U.S. 214, 224), this essay probes the dialogues between the fictional No-No Boy and those “fictions” transforming the meaning of the war powers that enabled the Korematsu decision.    
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“Racial and Religious Agendas in Buddhism in America: A Case Study of Thich Nhat Hanh.”

Mimi Khuc uncovers the trajectory of race in the construction of ‘American Buddhism’ and reveals how ‘New Age’ elements in the tradition are conveniently and problematically obscured.  By focusing on the development of Vietnamese/ Vietnamese American Buddhism through a case study of Zen monk Thich Nhat Hanh, she questions the "orientalist" labeling of Vietnamese religiosity.
