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OZET
Doktora Tezi

Irki Tammmlamak: Cagdas Cinli-Amerikal Yazarlarin Romanlarinda Karma-
Irk iliskiler

Ozlem Karagoz

Dokuz Eyliil Universitesi
Sosyal Bilimler Enstitiisii
Bati Dilleri ve Edebiyati Anabilim Dah
Amerikan Kiiltiirii ve Edebiyati Boliimii

Bu calisma, ¢cagdas Cinli-Amerikah yazarlarin romanlarinda karma-irk
iliskileri incelemeyi hedeflemistir. Amerikan toplumunun kurulusundaki ideal,
bu toplumu diger toplumlardan farkh yapan o6zellik, farkh irklardan insanlarin
karisarak Amerikan ulusunu olusturmasidir. Irklarin karismasi, 1rkcihk,
ayrimcilik ve sosyal onyargilar nedeniyle hi¢ de kolay olmamistir. Cagdas Cinli-
Amerikalh yazarlarin romanlar: incelenerek, karma-irk iliskilerin “riza”
kavramindan ¢ok “soy” kavramina dayandigi ortaya konmustur.

Bu cahismanin ilk olarak hedefledigi sey, Amerika’ya goc¢lerinin
nedenlerinden ve Amerikan tarihinin gelisimindeki ©Onemli rollerinden
baslayarak, yasadiklar1 benzersiz deneyimleri gostermek amaciyla Cinli-
Amerikallarin tarihsel ge¢misini okuyucuya sunmaktir. Bu calismada, “Irk”in
tarihsel bir dokiimii sunulduktan sonra, karma-irk iliskilerdeki artisin irk
ayrimciliginin bittigi anlamina gelmediginden bahsedilmektedir. Zira karma-
irk iliskiler Amerikan toplumunda hala “anormal” ve “gayrimesru” kabul
edilmektedir.

Karma-irk iliskilerin tartisilmas1 noktasinda onemli teoriler vardir.
Werner Sollors’in “riza” ve “soy” kavramlari, karma-irk iligskileri kesfetmekte
ve Cinli-Amerikah ailelerin yeni yapisimm anlamakta yardimcr olacak bu
teorilerden biridir. Baska bir teorik bakis acis1 ise “irk’’in sosyal bir “yap1”
oldugu ve bir olusum siirecine sahip oldugu olgusudur. Michael Omi ve Howard
Winant tarafindan ileri siiriilen bu teori, irk kavraminin biyolojik tanimlarinin
modasinin gectigini, ve bu tamimlarin Amerikan toplumunda irkin ne anlama
geldigini aciklayabilmek icin yeterli olmadigim anlatmaktadir. “Beyaz olma”
olgusu hakkindaki teorilere gelince, “beyazhik” bir irk kategorisinden ¢ok, diger
irk kategorilerinin iistiinde tutulan bir kavramla anlam bulur. Karma-irk
iliskiler, kimlik catismalar1 ve cagdas Cinli-Amerikan romaninda yeni aile
yapisi olan evlat edinme gibi konulan tartisarak, bu ¢alismanin amaci karma-
irk aileleri bir arada tutan kavram oldugu varsayillan “riza” yetersiz
kalmaktadir ve karma-irk ilislerin asil devamini saglayan “soy” kavramdir.

. Key Words: Riza, Soy, Sosyal bir olgu olarak Irk, Beyazlik, Karma-Irk
Iliskiler, Kimlik, Evlat Edinme.
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ABSTRACT
Doctoral Thesis

Defining Race: Mixed-Race Relationships in the Contemporary Chinese-
American Novel

Ozlem Karagoz

Dokuz Eyliil University
Institute of Social Sciences
Department of Western Language and Literature
American Culture and Literature Program

This dissertation aims to discuss mixed-race relationships under the
framework of contemporary Chinese-American novels. The founding ideal of
the American society is structured upon the fact that the distinctiveness of the
American nation stems from the mixing of different races into a nation called
Americans. The mixing of races in America was not that easy due to racism,
discrimination and social prejudices. The discussion of contemporary Chinese-
American novels suggests that mixed-race relationships in American society are
based on descent rather than the consent of individuals.

First, this study aims to provide the reader with a historical background
of Chinese-Americans for the purpose of demonstrating the uniqueness of their
experiences, starting with the reason of their immigration to America, and their
major roles in the development of American history. After presenting a
historical account of race, this dissertation discusses that the increase in mixed-
race relationships does not mean that racially discriminatory acts have come to
an end. Mixed-race relationships in American society are still considered
aberrant and illegitimate.

There are important theoretical aspects that support the discussion of
mixed-race relationships. The theories that will help to explore mixed-race
relationships and understand the new structure of the Chinese-American family
are concepts such as Werner Sollors’s concept of consent and descent. Another
theoretical aspect is the fact that race is a social construction and that it has a
formation process. The argument provided by Michael Omi and Howard
Winant reveal that biological definitions of race are out of date and are not
sufficient to explain the understanding of what race is in American society. In
terms of whiteness theories, whiteness is not a racial category, rather, whiteness
is defined as a concept which is superior to the other categories of race. With the
discussion of mixed-race relationships, identity conflicts and adoption as a new
family form in the contemporary Chinese-American novel, this study aims to
argue that consent does not hold mixed-race families together; rather it is
descent which supports the stability of a relationship.

Key Words: Consent, Descent, Racial as a social construction, whiteness,
mixed-race relationships, identity, adoption.
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INTRODUCTION

“Every society, every nation, and every civilization has been a kind of
melting pot and has thus contributed to the intermingling of races and new cultures
eventually emerge” (Park, 1950; 192). Taking this quotation as a starting point to
discuss how mixed-race relationships are perceived in American society, this
dissertation aims to discuss mixed-race relationships under the framework of
contemporary Chinese American novels. The founding ideal of American society is
structured upon the fact that America is a nation of immigrants. Beginning with
Crevecoeur’s “Letters From an American Farmer,” it has been emphasized that the
distinctiveness of the American nation stems from the mixing of different races and
nations into a nation called Americans. In fact, it is this diversity of races and nations
that makes America a unique nation. However, although the mixing of races is the
ideal description of the American nation, since Crevecoeur’s time, this in America
has not been easy throughout American history due to racism, discrimination and
social prejudices. In fact, the aura of conflict surrounding the increase in mixed-race
relationships is so significant in America that this sociological fact has led to the
development of mixed-race studies and mixed-race literature.

This dissertation aims to discuss the mixed-race characteristic of American
society in terms of the contemporary Chinese American novels. The discussion of
contemporary Chinese American novels under the framework of mixed-race
relationships in American society are based on descent rather than the consent of
individuals. Although mixed-race relationships should idealistically be based on the
consent of individuals, these relationships in American society are met with obstacles
related to descent. It is only when mixed-race relationships overcome these descent-
related obstacles that the relationship could be based on consent.

Chinese Americans are the leading group among the Asian race of
immigrants in America; their arrival has significant contributions to the development
of America as a nation. Though they have faced severe discrimination because of
their race, Chinese Americans have done their best with their hard work to be
accepted as Americans. However, the racism that the first generation faced has

continued in a different manner in the following generations. The American-born



Chinese could not change their racial features; that is why the Chinese Americans
were total foreigners in the eyes of the white Americans.

Chinese immigrants have been omitted from American history as if they have
had no impact on making America a developed nation. There is strong evidence to
the contrary, however. For example, during the construction of railroads, the Chinese
provided the major work force. However, they were not invited to the opening
ceremonies of the railroads. Their efforts have been omitted from history books and
as a community they have been neglected and left out of many of the protective
shields that provided a sense of Americanness.

Besides the racial attitudes that the Chinese immigrants faced, they also had
to cope with stereotypes related to malehood. Since the first immigrants were
predominantly male, who had left behind their families in China to have a better
income, the newly arrived male immigrants lived in bachelor communities. The
maleness of Chinese men was degraded by white Americans because of their
physical features. They were considered to lack physical strength which was ironic
since these men worked at railroad construction which necessitates great physical
strength.

Throughout American history, the Chinese, who have been a model minority
group with their hardworking character traits, faced racial discrimination in return for
their hard work. Although, the concept “model minority” is perceived as an
affirmative metaphor because with the world “model” the Asian-Americans are
presented as models to other non-white groups whereas it also refers to the fact that
they are doomed to be a minority in American society , whether they are American
citizens or not. Lately, the model minority myth is criticized for being an oppressive
element that forces all the Asian-Americans to be hard-working people.

Similar to the questioning of malehood, Asian women also faced physical
stereotypes. The Chinese and other Asian women were considered exotic, Oriental
sex objects by white Americans. Under these circumstances, it was very difficult for
the Chinese to form mixed-race families in America. When the Chinese got the
opportunity to form families, they preferred marrying people from their own race and
followed the Chinese family traditions of descent. Consequently, the first generation

had a more traditional Chinese family structure, where the men were the leader of the



household and women were expected to obey their husbands, taking care of chores in
the house and looking after the children. But later, the American-born, (second and
third generation) Chinese preferred not to stay close to Chinese traditions and family
structure. The American born Chinese individuals became more tolerant to mixed-
race relationships or marriages.

First, in the chapter titled “Historical Background” this study aims to provide
the reader with a historical background of Chinese Americans for the purpose of
demonstrating the uniqueness of their experiences, starting with the reason behind
their immigration to America, and their major roles in the development of American
history. In fact, this is an act of revealing the racial discrimination that the Chinese
have faced through centuries. Besides, it is an act of presenting how difficult it was
for Chinese men to form families after the race and gender quotas that the American
government had enforced upon them. Let alone mixed-race marriages, the first
Chinese immigrants could not even bring their families from China and had to live in
bachelor communities for extended periods of time. This status of bachelorhood
continued until the San Francisco earthquake (1906), after which the Chinese had an
illegal chance to bring their families to America. The Chinese, being the first group
of immigrants in America to be excluded on the basis of race, were torn apart from
their families in China. After the earthquake, since legal documents were lost, many
Chinese claimed that they had sons in China who were actually “paper sons” so that
another member of the family could immigrate to America.

The restriction that the Chinese immigrants faced was not only race related, it
was also gender related. The population of first generation of immigrants was
dominantly male. However, the most important difference between the first and the
second generation of Chinese Americans is that the first generation could barely
form families, whereas the second generation was luckier since the population of
women immigrants had increased. Therefore, the historical background in this
dissertation also intends to represent how family formation among the different
generation of Chinese immigrants has developed from a closed structure to a
structure which at least accepts the possibility of mixed-race marriages. Above all,
this chapter on the historical background aims to demonstrate that the United States

history, from its inception, is marked by racial and familial restrictions for the



Chinese. This part provides the reader with an overall understanding of racial
oppressions under different historical circumstances. It also enables us to
comprehend the fact that Chinese Americans have always been aware of the
uniqueness of their experiences and that they have been called the “model minority”
due to their hardworking character. Their incessant struggles started with their racial
features which set them apart and later continued with the accusations that they were
spies working for the Chinese government.

The historical background also aims to demonstrate that during the twentieth
century, the attitudes towards Chinese Americans changed depending on America’s
foreign policies. For example, during the Second World War, China was considered
an ally of America whereas Japan and people of Japanese descent in America were
considered enemies. Just a decade later, during the Cold War years, the positive
image of the Chinese citizens reversed into that of foreigners and aliens, since
communism was the threat to be spread by the Chinese in the United States. The
condition of Chinese Americans after the 1960s is twofold. To begin with, there are
some instances which are advantageous to the Chinese Americans. An example of an
affirmative development for the Chinese Americans is that with the Civil Rights
Movement and an atmosphere of racial consciousness, the immigration policy of
America was revised, abolishing racial discrimination in the immigration law.
However, there are also instances of racial discrimination or stereotypes attached to
them that continue even in the twenty-first century. The Chinese are still targets of
racial slurs and subtle and open racist discrimination. Similar to the decade of the
60s, the next decade, on the one hand continued racist attitudes, reminding the
Chinese Americans that they are not real Americans, and on the other hand, there
was also an optimistic environment in university campuses where student exchange
programs were supported. It is also in this period that mixed-race marriages slowly
increased among Chinese American population.

In the contemporary age, Chinese Americans are definitely luckier when
compared to their ancestors who immigrated to America during the nineteenth
century. For example, Chinese Americans are not doomed to work in laundries,

restaurants or other low paying jobs. On the contrary, they have the opportunity to



get a university degree and find a well paying job. This aspect is the bright side of
the situation while problems created in relation to race can still be observed.

In addition to documenting these new forms of racist attitudes, contemporary
period certainly shows unmistakable signs of development in terms of the socio-
economic standing of the Chinese Americans, but this does not rule out many
instances of deep-seated racial prejudice. While the new image of the Chinese
American is of one with a university degree and a well-paying job, rather than of
someone that is doomed to work in restaurants and laundries, subtler forms of
prejudice are directed against these people. As university degreed became accessible
to Chinese-Americans, the same opportunities are provided to other minority groups.
That is why; the access to a university degree of the opportunity to work at a white-
collar job is not a privilege that is presented to the Chinese-Americans.

Actually, the development of mixed-race marriages was not so sudden.
Mixed-race relationships have existed since the colonial days of America. However,
such relationships were banned and the limits of family formation were considered
proper only if the members of the same race got married. After the 1965 Immigration
Law came into effect, there occurred a significant increase in mixed-race
relationships because this law stopped enforcing quotas to the newly arriving
immigrants on the basis of race.

The increase in mixed-race relationships has changed the picture of the
American family. Until the 1950s, scenes of American family in popular culture
were totally white. The alternative to the all-white families came in the form of
families that consisted of members that belonged to the same race, be it African or
Asian races. This image, however, began to change in the representations of popular
culture and literature where mixed-race families began to appear. The focal point of
this dissertation is the period of time in which mixed-race relationships or marriages
are on the increase: All of the novels analyzed in this dissertation have been written
by contemporary Chinese American authors, and the time span of the setting in the
novels varies from the late 1960s to the contemporary age. Mixed-race relationships
have become a major theme that guides the development of contemporary Chinese

American literature.



The next chapter, “The Roots of Mixed-Race Relationships in the United
States” is an attempt to reveal that the existence of mixed-race relationships is not
something that has suddenly become widespread. In fact, mixed-race relationships,
though illegal, have always been an undeniable sociological fact of American
society. Although mixed-race relationships have been legally banned through
centuries, it was difficult for the officials to control relationships. The reason why
mixed-race relationships were banned is connected to the unique racial formation of
the United States. The first intention of this chapter is to trace the evolution of race
and its development in America. The emergence of race as a concept goes back to
the 1500s. Racism accelerated with Eurocentric tools during the eighteenth century
in Europe. The development of race as a concept which discriminates people is
rooted in the desire to establish power over the other. First, it was an economic factor
in colonial Europe to dominate poor countries, whereas in America, besides
economic factors, the first settlers emphasized the color difference between whites
and blacks in a rhetoric based on the superiority of the whites an ideology which
created a privileged class consisting of whites and outset the inferiority of other
races. During the colonial days of America, race was an issue which was briefly
structured upon being white or non-white. Since the colonial days, mixed-race
marriages were considered a threat to the dichotomy of white and non-white. As a
result of these relationships, now, race has become such a complex issue that the
discussion of race in contemporary American society surpasses the bipolarization
that racial prejudices are a matter of light skin tone or dark skin tone. With the
increase in mixed-race relationships, it has become an issue where strict borders
among skin colors cannot be drawn. The older understanding of race, aside from
classifying African-Americans as “colored” also categorized them as intellectually
inferior.

Mixed-race relationships faced resistance from the scientific ideas of the
eighteenth and nineteenth centuries. The eighteenth and nineteenth century scholars
classified human beings according to their biological characteristics. Scientists such
as Gobineau, Nott and Gliddon believed in scientific racism, emphasizing the
superiority of the white race. They also concluded that children who were the

product of mixed-race relationships were deficient beings due to the mixture of



different races. Similarly, Charles Darwin describes mixed-race relationships by
referring to the word hybrid. For him, being hybrid is a state of incompleteness or
deficiency.

After presenting a historical account of race, the next purpose of this chapter
is to show that the increase in mixed-race relationships does not mean that racially
discriminatory acts have come to an end. In fact, there are acts of racial
discrimination done to people of mixed-race descent even today. The most important
fallacy is that most of the modern scholars held the optimistic view that racism
would end after a sudden increase in mixed-race relationships and especially the
addition of the mixed-race category in the 2000 Census. The truth however is that
mixed-race relationships are still considered aberrant and illegitimate. The prejudice
towards mixed-race relationships or attempts to limit such relationships has
ideological reasons. These reasons stem from the fact that whiteness as a racial
ideology aims to protect its purity and eventually its superiority. The anti-
miscegenation laws, at first were put into effect to protect whiteness from mixing
with blacks. Later the enforcement of these laws led to the conclusion that colored
races should be isolated from mixing with the white race. For years, by enforcing
anti-miscegenation laws, the American governments tried to stop mixed-race
relationships until it was decided in 1958 that anti-miscegenation laws violated the
United States Constitution. The enforcement of anti-miscegenation laws reveals that
the racial formation of American society is structured upon whiteness.

The increase in mixed-race relationships or their recognition as legal bonds
has led to the theoretical discussions that aimed at analyzing them as a part of
American culture. One such discussion puts at its center the two opposite tendencies,
consent and descent. In the framework of mixed-race studies, Werner Sollors’s
theoretical book on the mixing of races and ethnicities, titled, Beyond Ethnicity:
Consent and Descent in American Culture, provides an infrastructure to the analysis
of mixed-race literature. For example, by analyzing mixed-race relationships, the
opportunity to question the debate of consent and descent in familial relations will be
revealed. The theoretical aspects such as consent, descent, the social construction of
race and whiteness as a racial category will help explore mixed-race relationships

and understand the new structure of the Chinese American family. The contemporary



Chinese American novels represent mixed-race relationships in which families
formed on consent continue to struggle with the conflicts created by the lack of
descent. This observation shows us that the ideal that relationships in American
society, lacking any kind of racial prejudice can only be structured upon consent only
when the two parties are white. Otherwise, in mixed-race relationships, concerns of
descent shadow the idealistic perspective of consent.

The consent of individuals is thus not enough in order to continue a mixed-
race relationship. In fact, couples that take part in a mixed-race relationship struggle
with generational ties of descent and the problems caused by the lack of a racial
consistency within the family. By referring to mixed-race relationships, we will
explore whether the idealism behind consent is applicable to the racial myths such as
the myth of the melting-pot. The analysis of mixed-race relationships questions
whether the formation of the racial structure in American society is parallel with
historical developments and whether this structure of racial formation is also valid
for non-whites. The study of contemporary Chinese-American novel suggests that
racial myths are only valid for white-white relationships.

In order to suggest a clearer understanding to the conflict between consent
and descent, the exploration of Michael Omi and Howard Winant’s theory of racial
formation will be useful. This theory also suggests that American society is a race-
conscious society and that the increase in mixed-race relationships or marriages does
not prevent racist attitudes. On the contrary, the existence of mixed-race relationships
creates a complicated situation in terms of defining the limits of racial categories.
According to Omi and Winant, American society is a race conscious society and that
is why “[w]e utilize race to provide clues about who a person is. This fact is made
painfully obvious when we encounter someone whom we cannot conveniently
racially categorize. . .” (Omi and Winant, 1994; 59). The argument provided by
Michael Omi and Howard Winant reveals that biological definitions of race are
proven inaccurate and are insufficient to explain the understanding of what race is in
American society. Besides, race is not just a category of skin color or physical
features in America, it is a characteristic which defines one’s identity even before

his/her gender. Omi and Winant call attention to the fact that race has always been



defined in relation to colored racial groups that exist in America, but that whiteness
should also be considered a racial category.

Whiteness in America is not perceived as a racial category by white
Americans; rather, whiteness is defined as unmarked. Whiteness is perceived as
natural and dominant as the norm; it is not considered a racial category. As such,
“[plerhaps all of us regardless of race have an unconscious tendency to accept white
culture as the majority culture as well as the favored culture. White is normal.
Whiteness is desirable” (Wu; 2002, 318). The development of whiteness theories was
crucial in race studies since whiteness was “[a] missing link in much of the social
scientific work on race has tended to be the inattention to whiteness as a racial
category” (Olumide; 2002, 30). Whiteness has been used to indicate “deserved
privilege or superiority” (Olumide; 2002, 30).

Mixed-race categories are the most important threat to the contention that
there are “pure” races whether they are white, black or yellow. Mixed-race
relationships thus complicate the simple categorization based on the binaries of white
and non-white. “Mixed race is the ideological enemy of pure race as a means of
social stratification” (Olumide; 2002, 2). Equating whiteness with non-white races is
degrading for the whites because in that case the purity and the superior condition of
the white race would be lost: In this respect, “whiteness behaves like other racial
criteria. Its advantages are claimed through the control of ideological production
which has normalized and universalized a fragment of ‘white culture’” (Olumide;
2002, 31). Just like the social construction of racial categories, whiteness will be
traced as a social construction.

The three aspects of the theoretical background are, namely, racial formation
and the perception that race is a social construct, concepts of consent and descent
provided by Werner Sollors. Lastly, whiteness as a racial privilege will continuously
surface in the exploration of the themes of mixed-race relationships, identity
conflicts and adoption. Five novels by contemporary Chinese American writers will
be analyzed to prove that, conflicts between consent and descent, the social
construction of race and whiteness as a form of racial privilege is a web of intricate

relations in the discussion of mixed-race relationships.



The exploration of mixed-race relationships in contemporary Chinese
American novels will be discussed under three themes. First of all, mixed-race
relationships/marriages will be analyzed to reveal how concepts of consent and
descent affect the existence of such relationships. Next, the theme of identity
problems will reveal the conflicts that mixed-race identities struggle with, while also
trying to reconcile their Chinese and American identities. Lastly, transracial adoption
as a new form of extending the limits of mixed-race families in contemporary
American society will be analyzed.

All the novels that will be discussed in this dissertation are problematic in
terms of mixed-race relationships. The problematization of mixed-race relationships
will be analyzed in terms of consent and descent. Assuming that mixed-race
relationships are structured on consent, such relationships should not be haunted with
problems related to descent. However, mixed-race relationships and marriages stand
right at the juncture where consent and descent clash; therefore, it is in these
marriages and families that their larger question or dilemma could be resolved. The
present norms of the American society are far from achieving the mixed-race ideal
based on consent. Even if a relationship starts on the consent and love of individuals,
factors which can be symbolized by matters of descent continuously intrude in upon
relationship. In the examples which will be provided from five different novels, it
will be observed that consent is only valid in a relationship in which the members are
Caucasian. America stands for the ideal where two individuals, regardless of their
race should meet no obstacle as long as they decide to have a relationship. This
equation of consent and America, however, is not a fact in Chinese-white
relationships. While this is the ideal form of a consent based relationship, descent
factors cause trouble in a mixed-race relationship. Problems related to descent are
more concrete because, descent is related to bloodline, family line, last names, a
family structure in which parents are expected to have biological children and carry
on the traditions and the family name from one generation to the next. A family
based on descent is the norm that is accepted as natural. The rules of descent decree
that a mixed-race relationship would damage the purity of the family’s race line.
What is perceived as natural in familial relations is closely linked to what is being

described with descent. For instance, marrying a person of the same race, having
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biological children, the continuance of a bloodline are natural; however, mixed-race
relationships, adoption and relationships based on consent do not fit the norms of
naturalness. The characters who are the parents of young generation of Chinese
Americans believe that it is a parent’s duty to provide a marriage on the basis of
descent. The parents feel relieved only when they accomplish this task for their
children.

In addition to the difficulties of a mixed-race relationship, what makes this
type of relationship more complicated is the individual task of reconciliation between
a Chinese and an American identity. Generational gaps among Chinese Americans
complicate the identity issues. The first generation of Chinese Americans expects
their children to strongly follow the traditions of the Chinese family structure and
culture, like themselves. However, the second and third generations of Chinese
Americans try to be accepted as Americans even if their racial features doom them to
stay Chinese forever. From the point of American born Chinese people, it is fair of
them to act like Americans because China is an exotic place for them, a foreign
country which most of them have never visited. For the young generation of Chinese
Americans, trying to look white by bleaching their hair and wearing clothes that are
fashionable to the whites is a way of becoming or passing as an American. In all of
the novels, the only solution to the conflict between being Chinese or American is
accepting that their identities are composed of both Chinese and American culture.
Reconciliation between two different poles in a character’s identity is the only way
Chinese Americans could establish a peaceful life for themselves.

In the discussion about who is an American, it will be revealed that passing
the American citizenship test is not enough to be accepted as an American.
Theoretically, a person may pass the citizenship test and become an American citizen
on legal documents whereas in practical terms, they do not become real Americans
until they have the consent of the American society. This is a cultural acceptance
which is not defined by law. Similar to the identity conflict of Chinese Americans,
mixed-race identities also struggle with issues related to how their race should be
categorized. There is a consistent treatment of mixed-race characters as foreigners, as
if they are not Americans. During the analysis of the novels, it will be observed that

white American characters tend to question the Americanness of mixed-race
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characters since they are not perceived as real Americans. The exploration of identity
suggests that being a citizen of America is sometimes insufficient to be accepted as
“real” Americans.

The last theme that will be analyzed in terms of mixed-race relationships is
adoption, which will complete the previous themes of race and identity. The
discussion of adoption is especially important because, as if adoption does not
involve problems related to identity, transracial adoption is a more intricate matter in
the discussion of mixed-race relationships. Adopted identities search for their
descent. For adopted selthoods, descent describes their search for their biological
parents, the contradiction between nature and nurture. The adopted characters are in
a void in which they cannot anchor on to any sense of blood ties. Both adopted or an
orphan, Chinese American characters, feel as if they are walking on a slippery
ground, always in search of their descent, questioning who they are, who their
parents are, and why they were left by their biological parents. As the adopted
children of mixed-race relationships, they have no sense of a concrete, safe past.
Even if parents try not to change their attitudes, the controversy between being a
natural parent and a nurturer parents affects these families.

The discussion of mixed-race relationships in the contemporary Chinese
American novel suggests that by analyzing themes of consent and descent in mixed-
race relationships, identity conflicts and adoption as a new family form still does not
ideally hold families together only by consent. In fact, descent is still central to any
consideration of a mixed-race relationship or family formation. This dissertation
aims to assert that race is socially created. The thematic analysis of the novels will
reveal that whiteness shapes our ideas, prejudices related to other races. While
perceiving whiteness as a form of privilege, the American society tends to classify
other racial groups as unprivileged and as non-Americans. Therefore, the situation of
mixed-race identities is even more complicated since they do not fit strict borders of
racial categories. Also, in the exploration of the novels, it will be observed that the
increase in mixed-race relationships does not mean that racial discrimination is
coming to an end. In fact, racial discrimination continues in a different manner by

trying to present mixed-race relationships as not the norm but the exception.
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1. PART ONE: HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

“The story of the Chinese in America is the
story of a journey, from one of the world’s
oldest civilizations to one of its newest.”"

1.1. The Chinese in America

China is one of the oldest civilizations in the world. With its unique
characteristics and ancient culture, China still serves as an antithesis to the West. At
first sight, the flow of Chinese immigrants to America may seem like a random
adventure. However, there are strong push and pull factors that led the Chinese to
emigrate. The Chinese have a unique history of becoming Chinese Americans. This
process has two essential parts: The first part involves the reasons behind the
emigration and the second part, the conditions that awaited them once they settled in
America will be explored. There are vital reasons for the Chinese Americans to leave
behind their relatives, belongings and ancestors and settle in a country totally foreign
to them with its culture, language and society. Therefore, arrival in the United States
is not the end of the story for the Chinese Americans; in fact it is just the beginning
of' a new and even more complex story.

Historically, we can classify the immigration of the Chinese people into three
main waves. The first main flow of immigration was during the 1840’s known as the
California gold rush. This group of immigrants was considered to be cheap laborers
in the eyes of white employers and took part in the construction of the railroads. The
second wave of immigrants who arrived during the 1950s was composed of either
intellectuals or refugees. The second wave of immigrants was the reason for the
development of the term “model minority” referring to Chinese Americans. What
made the Chinese Americans a “model minority” was Chinese people’s hardworking
character. Yet even success has a price: “The great irony of the Chinese American
experience has been that success can be as dangerous as failure: whenever the ethnic
Chinese visibly excelled--whether as menial laborers, scholars, or businessmen--
efforts arouse simultaneously to depict their contributions not as a boon to white

America but as a threat” (Chang, 2003; xi). The third wave of immigrants, who

' Chang, Iris. (2003). The Chinese in America: A Narrative History. New York: Penguin Books.
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arrived in the second half of the twentieth century, includes all socio-economic
classes from China.

All of the three waves of immigrants have faced identity issues such as “a
sense of feeling different or alien, in their own country; of being subjected to greater
scrutiny and judged by higher standards than the general populace” (Chang, 2003; xi-
xii). No matter in which phase of immigration they arrived in America, all Chinese
immigrants confronted the prejudice that they were aliens because of their racial
features.

What were the conditions at home that made these people leave their home
and seek refuge in a new land? After all, China has one of the oldest civilizations and
traditions in the world. China is also a vast country which geographically has diverse
regions made up of different ethnicities and traditions. Despite this vastness, there has
always been one strong element that connected this diversity, which is written
language. Out of the disorder of different dialects spoken in various regions, only one
written language has emerged. The unification in written language helped written
official documents to be transported from one region to another even though the
Chinese had different spoken dialects. Language was a means of stabilizing control
over the country. The unification under one written language was crucial to keep
order in China. In order to understand the reasons that caused large numbers of
Chinese people to seek a new home in America, a glance at the “old country,” its

geographical, socio-economic, and cultural circumstances is needed.

1.2. The Old Country: Imperial China in the Nineteenth Century

Geographically a vast country, China is divided into three main regions:
namely, the China of the inland, the central China and the China of the coast.
Different classes of people lived in different regions. Those who lived in the inland
China had the worst survival conditions. Most of the poor people lived in this area
and they were mostly peasants whose muscle power was used in farms. The life cycle
of the peasants was always the same. Their muscle power was used in pushing plows,
planting rice by hand in ankle-deep water. These people spent all their lives under

heavy labor conditions. The only survival option for the peasants was working
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because rice, the staple crop of the region, provided them not only with wages, albeit

barely enough for survival, but with the only means of subsistence:

To survive hard times, some ate tree bark or even clay. Rice
was by no means the only crop the peasants grew, but it
evolved into China’s main food staple because of its
nutritional value and ability to sustain a huge population.
Rice could be harvested more frequently than wheat, and its
system of cultivation far predated historical Chinese
civilization. (Chang, 2003; 5)

Until the mid-nineteenth century the class which composed most of China was
the poor peasants, who focused on cultivating rice and wheat. The ruling class of
China isolated itself from the poor conditions of the peasants and lived in a totally
different world where the main criteria were luxury. The rich were both economically
and geographically secluded in the capital city of Beijing, which was the center of the
nation. The richness of the ruling class was symbolized with their monumental
architecture and grand works of art. For example, the ancient emperor’s palace called
the Forbidden City was such an architectural masterpiece that “within the Forbidden
City was a Chinese vision of paradise on earth” (Chang, 2003; 6). Another
architectural beauty of the Chinese is the Great Wall of China. The longest structure
on earth, the Great Wall of China was built with the purpose of protecting the Han
from foreign invasions. With their way of governing, the rulers of the Chinese people
caused an increase in the inequality between the rich and the poor.

In 1644 however, the Manchu rulers, managed to pass the Great Wall of
China and moved into the Forbidden City. They established their own ruling line, the
Qing dynasty. The governmental system of this new dynasty deepened the
inequalities among the rich and the poor. The Qing dynasty was so authoritative that
the Chinese people lived under oppression for years. The governors using absolute
power over the Chinese citizens were the epitomes of authoritarianism. The
wealthiest people lived in mansions with huge gardens. They had their private
libraries and art collections. In contrast to this glorious richness, some groups of
people were terribly poor. There were so many poor people that most of them died in

front of the doors of the rich people’s mansions begging for food.
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This income gap reached its peak in the nineteenth century with the
increasing signs of decadence, which also pointed towards the imminent downfall of
China as a world power. Chief among the reasons behind this downfall were
domestic factors. Many centuries before, China was a powerful civilization, which
medieval European countries admired. However, by the 1800’s the country was
isolated from the rest of the world. The Industrial Revolution triggered the
technological developments in Europe with which the Chinese civilization could not
keep up. Meanwhile, the Chinese population doubled between the years 1762 and
1846. While only 200 million people lived in China in 1762, in 1846 the number had
increased to 421 million. As a result of this population increase, farmers chopped
down entire forest areas near major rivers, which led to “soil erosion, causing serious
floods, which in turn brought famine and epidemics” (Chang, 2003; 14).

Besides the domestic reasons, there were also foreign impacts that made
China open to foreign exploitation by Western countries. For years, the Chinese
civilization had been the focus of Western countries for new market reasons. By the
early nineteenth century the British had introduced the dangerous drug opium. The
reason why the British imported opium to China was a trades plan. Since Britain was
buying tea from China they could not cope with the amount of money that they had
to pay to China. Therefore, in order to gain advantage in this long run of trade,
Britain "imported increasing amounts of opium into China. As more and more
Chinese became addicts, the balance of trade reversed” (Chan, 1991; 7). The Chinese
government tried to stop the trade of opium but they were unsuccessful. When the
British noticed the fact that the Chinese governors were trying to stop the opium
trade, they invaded the port cities of China. As a result of these attacks, the Qing
dynasty signed the Treaty of Nanking in 1842, “which forced the country to open its
ports to international trade, pay massive indemnities, and continue to allow the open
importation of opium” (Chang, 2003;15). Besides these conditions that the British
government enforced, China had to accept “Christian missionaries to preach in
various localities . . . and most damaging of all, grant not only Great Britain, but also
its allies, extraterritoriality, which made Westerners immune to Chinese law” (Chan,

1991; 7).
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Unfair treaties with the West inevitably caused disorder in the countryside,
when the Qing government transferred the burden of indemnities to the peasants,
forcing them to pay increased taxes. The peasants were already living in slave-like
conditions, and these new heavy taxes meant to them more load of work and more
oppression from their landlords. Under these circumstances, the peasants could not
stand the heavy load of work, and most of them sold all their belongings and even
their children in order to get out of debt. Such conditions under which people had to
live over the next decade left the population devastated and the land destroyed.

Under these circumstances the Chinese started hearing stories about the
wealth in America. The pull factor in America for the Chinese was the myth of the
Gold Mountain. When gold was discovered in California in 1848, a Chinese resident
in California wrote home a letter about it, and soon all the people in the Canton
region were talking about how to get to Gold Mountain with the hope of solving all
their problems. Soon all the men in the Canton region were preparing to leave. Short
of money, the Chinese borrowed money from their families or contacted a labor
agency that would provide them money in exchange for a claim of their forthcoming

earnings in America.

1.3. America: A New Hope

Being tired of oppressive leaders and difficult living conditions and working
like slaves, the Chinese people thought of immigrating to America after hearing
about the “Gold Mountain” which gained a legend of hope in the eyes of the
Chinese. Like many people from different countries of the world before them, for the
Chinese immigrants, America became a land of opportunity to provide them with not
only better circumstances of life but also opportunities that would enable them to

start a completely new life.

Thousands of people worldwide who found themselves
desperately trapped, without money, property, job, or future,
this land of wide open spaces, seemingly infinite resources
and unsettled territories held out the promise that here was a
place where a person could walk away from his or her past
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and begin again, reinvent himself or herself and give that new
self a better life. (Chang, 2003; 20)

There were other conditions which required hard work for low payments.
America’s geography seemed to be a vast natural resource where each individual
would have enough space of his/her own. Next to the Chinese people, nineteenth
century was a century of other ethnic groups of immigrants flowing to America with
the common hope that they would have a better future in this new land. For example,
“[m]ore than one million Irish immigrants in flight from their countries potato
famine arrived on America’s shores” (Chang, 2003; 21). The arrival of immigrants in
America from different nations worsened the survival conditions for the immigrants
since now the labor market had become highly competitive for the immigrants, for
the employers could replace them with newer immigrants who would work for less.
Hence, most of the Chinese immigrants desperate for a job, had to accept low wages
in order to survive. However, not every hope they cherished was going to become
true since nineteenth century conditions in America also needed extra effort for
survival. The optimistic stories of wealth that the Chinese heard about when they
were in China soon proved to be exaggerated rumors. The Chinese immigrants of the
nineteenth century did not have many options besides leaving their past in China and
starting a new struggle for survival in America after their arrival. They obviously did
not have a wide range of choices: They were either going to continue the desperate
struggle of survival, or they were truly going to believe in the American dream and
work hard for being wealthy.

In short, having left very poor conditions of survival in China, the Chinese
began a new struggle of endurance in America. The main obstacle for the newly
arrived immigrants was competition with other immigrant groups in search of a job.
The industrialization of America made survival more difficult for the immigrants,
although it provided more jobs for the predominantly unskilled immigrant population.
While the nation was becoming a technologically advanced, industrial country there
was a lot of work to be done in order to adjust to this process of change. When
mechanization was on the rise taking place in the East, the West of America needed

great numbers of physical labor power to convert the prairie into farmlands. The
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Chinese had arrived in America mainly as a result of the Western Expansion when the
news of the discovery of gold in 1848 spread all over the world. Hopes of being
wealthy were increasing, but the Chinese were not aware of the racial prejudice that
they were going to face. “For the Chinese headed for California from across the
Pacific, the greatest threat would come not from the harshness of nature but from the
cruelty of fellow humans and the racism endemic to their beloved ‘Gold Mountain’”
(Chang, 2003; 25). It was under such conditions when the first wave of Chinese
immigrants arrived in the United States. The first group of Chinese immigrants did
not cause a sense of threat for the Americans since they did not arrive in huge
numbers. Later, however, the increase in the number of Chinese immigrants
influenced racial politics and controversies.

These difficulties had never been mentioned in the glamorous advertisements
of America, which invited the Chinese laborers with promises of instant wealth. Since
the Chinese people had no other sources of information about the conditions in
America, advertisements of the companies who carried Chinese immigrants focused
on the superficial richness of the American land and other endless opportunities. The
advertisements emphasized that Americans were rich people, and once they arrived in
the United States, the Chinese immigrants would have the same opportunities as other
Americans and live in large houses and have no difficulty in obtaining food. In
reality, however, the conditions that they had to face were a far cry from the
descriptions in the advertisements. The Chinese immigrants’ American experience
was embedded in hardships at every stage, and it is thus not surprising that there were
many who could not survive.

Most of the newcomers to America planned going back to China after earning
some amount of money. Despite this initial plan of a temporary stay in America, most
of the Chinese immigrants later abandoned the idea of going back to China. The first
obstacle to overcome was the journey across the Pacific Ocean from China to the
United States. According to the weather conditions in the ocean they either traveled
by a boat or a steamer both of which were dangerous to cross the whole ocean. It took
about four to eight weeks’ time to arrive in the United States. For those who stayed in

America, there were three essential phases which are respectively journey and arrival
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in San Francisco, Gold Rushers and Gold Mountain, and the construction of the
transcontinental railroad.

As soon as the Chinese arrived, they spent years in search of gold because the
only hope they had for their future was discovering a gold mine and to build up an
existence in American society. While the Chinese were searching for gold, however,
they were living in poor conditions. They had to live in tents or other small places
like huts. Although many of the Chinese lost their hope of finding gold, there were a
few people lucky enough to discover a gold mine. Yet official racism intervened at
this point and even these lucky few could not have an easy survival and equal
opportunity as the white pioneers. As the government realized the fact that some
Chinese immigrants albeit a small number, were becoming rich, the government
officials thought that the valuable gold mines “should be reserved for Americans”
(Chang, 2003; 42). They even thought of excluding the Chinese by imposing heavy
taxes on them so that only white Americans could work in California gold mines.

In reality, finding gold in California mines was a very rare case for the
Chinese immigrants. In most cases, they were disillusioned since they could not be a
part of the “wealthy America” scene which they had seen in advertisements before
their arrival in America. The ones disillusioned with the idea of finding gold, had to
think of other ways of earning money. Some preferred making use of the Chinese
cuisine and opened Chinese restaurants, others provided domestic services such as
laundry washing and ironing. Most immigrants worked for low wages in America.
But the fact remained that even the small amount of money that they earned in a
month was the equivalent of several months’ payment in China. While the Chinese
immigrants were working hard to send money to their relatives in China, the people
in China were fascinated with the amount of money sent to them.

As the Chinese community expanded especially in San Francisco, the whites
felt hatred and fear towards these immigrants. They felt disturbed by the fact that the
Chinese men were harder working than them and they were slowly managing to
organize new job opportunities for themselves. “In April, 1852, Governor John Bigler
called for an exclusionary law to bar future Chinese immigration” (Chang, 2003; 51).

This reaction was the first expression of anti-Chinese sentiment. He claimed heatedly:
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they are not of that kin that Americans can ever associate or
sympathize with. They are not of our people and never will
be, though they remain here forever. ... They do not mix
with our people, and it is undesirable that they should, for
nothing but degradation can result to us from the contact. . ..
It is of no advantage to us to have them here. They can never
become like us. (Quoted in Chang, 2003; 51-52)*

Next to such anti-Chinese sentiments, debates of Civil War were also
increasing. Therefore, the impact of the Chinese immigrants in the United States did
not assume much importance in the discussions in the Congress. Since for the time
being many American officials saw the Chinese as a source of manpower, the
Chinese immigrants were often regarded rather than a political threat, the major
source of labor during the construction of the Transcontinental Railroad, which was
to transform America throughout the nineteenth century.

The Civil War, which ended with the victory of the industrial North and the
resulting acceleration of Industrialization, increased the need for unskilled cheap
labor which the Chinese immigrants provided. They helped transform the Western
wilderness into farmlands and constituted significantly to the construction of
railroads.

After the decision of the Congress to construct a transcontinental railroad, two
companies took this task: The Central Pacific Railroad Corporation (from the West)
and The Union Pacific Railroad Corporation (from the East). “The goal was to meet
in the middle, connecting the nation with a continuous stretch of railroad tracks from
the Atlantic to the Pacific” (Chang, 2003; 54). The Central Pacific’s task was more
difficult than the Union Pacific because geographically, The Central Pacific had to
work on steep mountains. It was the Chinese labor “that helped make the
transcontinental railroad a reality” (Chang, 2003; 55). When the corporation
managers realized that the Chinese were hardworking people and worked for less than
the white workers, they brought more and more Chinese immigrants from China, and

in a short period of time their numbers reached thousands. With the flow of Chinese

%2 Iris Chang refers to two sources for this newspaper report in: San Francisco Daily Alta California,
May 21, 1853, p.2 as cited in Victor Low, The Unimpressible Race: A Century of Educational
Struggle by the Chinese in San Francisco. pp. 2-3; H. Brett Melendy, Chinese and Japanese
Americans, p. 30.
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railroad workers, they “represented 90 percent of the entire work force [and] . . . the
savings derived from the employment of Chinese rather than white workers was
enormous” (Takaki, 1989; 85).

The Chinese workers were chosen particularly for very difficult working
conditions such as geographical difficulties: the workers had to dig tunnels through
huge mountains. Sometimes the technology of the time such as gunpowder was not
enough to break through the mountains. In order to manage breaking through the
mountains, the company brought different solutions such as the use of nitroglycerin.
This was such an explosive that only experienced workers should have used it, but
many Chinese workers who had no such experiences died in explosions.

Though the Chinese often patiently endured harsh work conditions, there were
times when they rebelled against their employers about the wages they earned. For
instance, the Chinese rebelled in 1867 when their wages were not paid on a regular
basis since the corporation was on the verge of bankruptcy. Besides, while the
Chinese immigrants were working longer hours than the whites, the whites were paid
more money. In return, the company answered back very cruelly. They immediately
took the Chinese immigrants out of work and placed them with “freed American
blacks” (Chang, 2003; 62). When the Chinese workers understood that they would
not be able to survive without food or any shelter, they agreed to return to their jobs
on the railroad construction, a solution which the company also preferred.

In 1868, the Burlingame Treaty was signed, which allowed “‘free immigration
and emigration’ of the Chinese to the United States to ‘enjoy the same privileges,
immunities, and exemptions in respect to travel or residence, as may there be enjoyed
as the citizens or subjects of the most favored nation” (Takaki, 1989; 114).
Nevertheless, when the American government was amending its racist laws against
the Chinese, this time the source of racism was the white American public itself, for
the American citizens did not recognize the privileges mentioned in the treaty. The
Chinese were thus still subject to discrimination and racial prejudice. While the treaty
was supporting the immigration of the Chinese, the Americans continued their
oppositions to the increase of Chinese immigrants in America.

It is very clear that the transcontinental railroad is a success of Chinese labor.

When the railroad construction was completed in 1869 “the Central Pacific had built
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690 miles of track and the Union Pacific 1,086 miles” (Chang, 2003; 63). The two
coasts were now connected together. Before the construction of the railroad it took
four to six months going from east coast to the west coast. After its construction it
only took six days. Yet, “[d]espite their heroic feat, the Chinese were not invited to
the jubilant ceremonies that marked the completion of America’s first
transcontinental railroad” (Chan, 1991; 31). Not only that, but after the construction
had been completed, the Chinese workers were left insecure and jobless.

The Chinese were now scattered in the foreign lands of United States after
having completed their jobs in the railroad construction. In search of new job
opportunities, some immigrants continued working in mines for low wages. The

Chinese immigrants in America were still going to face new obstacles.

1.4. Spreading Across America

After completing the railroads, most of the valleys in California were turned
into agricultural areas, which meant that farm labor was going to be needed in order
to produce agricultural products. “Many white landowners were eager to use Chinese
labor because it was both inexpensive and self-sufficient” (Chang, 2003; 72). Not
only did the Chinese immigrants worked in the mines, railroad construction and
farms, they had also cleared all the swamps in the California area. Since the landscape
of main cities such as San Francisco changed after the period of Civil War, an era of
technological development and mass production renewed the job opportunities in the
cities. Factories were being established, the meat industry, tobacco and textile
industries flourished. The Chinese immigrants were able to find new jobs in these
newly emerging industries.

In the post-Civil War society, some Chinese went south. Some of them
worked as substitutes for former black slaves in southern cotton plantations.
Nonetheless, the plantation owners, rather than acting as employees to the Chinese
immigrants, acted toward them as if they were slaves to serve them as sires. “In a
culture that viewed blacks and Native Americans as having sprung from an inferior
culture, the Chinese quickly recognized that anyone associated with these two other

races was likely to be abused” (Chang, 2003; 94). The plantation owners wished to
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continue their old habits of putting people to work for endless hours for mere
subsistence although the Chinese workers were working on contract with scheduled
work hours. The Chinese were looking for ways to show their reaction to the rudely
behaving plantation owners. Under such conditions, many of the Chinese immigrants
ran away from plantations to other cities, so by the early 1900s there were scarcely
any Chinese workers left in the southern plantations.

The 1870s were crucial both in the history of America and for the Chinese
since the beginnings of hatred towards the increasing number of Chinese immigrants
established the view among white Americans that their job opportunities were taken
away by the Chinese population. The increasing number of immigrant workers also
affected the economic crisis in the country. While the gap between the rich and the
poor was widening, “the Chinese became the scapegoat, especially in regions where
they clustered in the greatest numbers” (Chang, 2003; 116). After the Civil War, the
approval of the fourteenth Amendment had guaranteed the right to vote and other
rights of citizenship for recently freed slaves. However, the Chinese immigrants were
withheld from voting or becoming citizens of United States unless they were born in
America. The attitude of the Americans to the Chinese immigrants was to take
political cautions to limit their numbers.

While there was such an anti-Chinese sentiment at both legal and public
levels, there was also a contrary tendency among some Americans who supported the
flow of new Chinese immigrants since they provided cheap labor for the country. To
provide the workforce needed, companies arranged ships to bring more immigrants
by passing out handbills such as: “It is a nice country. Better than this. No sickness
there and no danger of death. Come! Go at once. You cannot afford to wait. Don’t
heed the wife’s counsel or the threat of enemies. Be Chinamen, but go” (Chang,
2003; 97). As a result of these handbills and advertisements thousands of new
Chinese immigrants arrived in the United States only to increase the anti-Chinese
sentiments in this country. Density of the Chinese immigrant population in areas such
as California became a reason for manifold drawbacks.

Since most of the Chinese population lived in California, especially in this
state their conditions after the Civil War worsened because the soldiers who had

fought in the war were back home, which meant that they needed jobs to look after
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their families. The railroad construction had come to an end, so there were no visible
job opportunities left for the increasing population. Moreover, the completion of the
railroad became a negative effect on the local industries in California, since eastern
goods were now easily transported to the west coast. Still the California businessmen,
in a time of economic crisis preferred Chinese immigrants for the jobs “because they
were usually willing to work longer hours for less than half the pay” (Chang, 2003;
117-118). This increased the hostility of California’s white working classes towards
the Chinese laborers.

As a result of the Civil War, corporations now controlled industries and
manual labor lost its importance since every step of production was accomplished
through mass production with fewer workers. Thus, there were thousands of
unemployed people in the city, struggling to find a job, of which there were very few
left. All of these events gave way to the rise of anti-Chinese sentiments in all walks of
life all over America. In such an atmosphere, the American politicians now started to
look for ways to stop Chinese immigration. The idea of stopping Chinese
immigration into the United States became a major issue in political groups;
politicians started debating the consequences of such exclusion. The majority of white
American Congress members agreed that the Chinese should be excluded for twenty
years. A minority group of politicians wanted to remind the Congress about the
economic value of the Chinese immigrants and their contribution to the development
of the American West. These latter ideas, however, were not taken into consideration
seriously, because most of the members of the Congress believed in the supremacy of
whites. A Congress member named John F. Miller, who was famous for his anti-
Chinese sentiments asked the Congress to exclude the Chinese for 20 years. He
describes the Chinese people as “. . . machine-like [,]. . . of obtuse nerve, but little
affected by heat or cold, they are automatic engines of flesh and blood; they are
patient, stolid, unemotional. . . [and] herd together like beasts” (Quoted. in Chang,
2003; 130)°.

The proposal of excluding the Chinese for twenty years was rejected since the

Congress members thought of the importance of American and Chinese trade

* Quotes from the debate in Congress can be found in Andrew Gyory, Closing the Gate, p. 224-44.
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relations. The Americans feared that the Qing dynasty would shut down the Chinese
ports to American trade. Therefore, the Congress members thought that twenty years
of exclusion would be a very long time, and instead an exclusion of only Chinese
immigrants for ten years was agreed upon. This act was signed on May 6, 1882 and is
known as The Chinese Exclusion Act. Banning the entry of Chinese laborers and
preventing the formation of Chinese families, this act was the most visible form of
racial discrimination by excluding the Chinese entry into the United States.

When the Chinese Exclusion Act was put into practice, violence towards the
Chinese was also on the rise. For example, the white American population in many
states was urging the Chinese to leave the country. This public opinion found its
resonance also in new legal sanctions that were meant to deceive the Chinese
immigrants. In order to decrease the number of immigrants flowing from China to the
United States, two years after the Chinese Exclusion Act was signed, the Congress
amended that the Chinese who had been living in the United States before 1880
would be given a special certificate indicating that they could travel from America to
China and back again without any problems. What the Chinese did not know was that
this was a lie for sending the Chinese people away for good since their certificates
were denied when they came back to United States. This was one of the “(il)legal”
ways that America used in order to stop Chinese immigrants.

Legal measures continued to be taken against the possible flow of new
Chinese immigrants, but these measures made a qualitative distinction among the
Chinese. After the Exclusion Act expired in 1892, the Congress passed the Geary Act
in order to suspend Chinese immigration another ten years. According to this act, the
Chinese immigrants had to have their certificates of lawful residence. The important
factor about these acts is that they both excluded only the Chinese citizens who were
suitable for manual labor. Merchants, teachers and students were still eligible, but
their number was negligible. Still, it was only a limited number of people who were
allowed to enter the United States because education was a privilege designated for
the rich people in China who already lived comfortable lives in their home country
with hardly any intentions of leaving it for a prejudiced environment.

A court decision in this period known as the Toy Decision created a tension in

the diplomatic relations between United States and China. According to this decision,
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“Chinese immigrants denied entry to the United States, even if they alleged American
citizenship, could no longer gain access to the courts to appeal the decision” (Chang,
2003; 141). As a result of this decision the Chinese citizens in China started
protesting. They boycotted American companies in China and even gave up their jobs
in them, and, took out their children from American schools.

While the United States still kept the number of Chinese immigrants flowing
into the country very limited, a natural catastrophe changed the lives of Chinese
immigrants. The San Francisco earthquake of 1906, resulted in the total destruction of
the city, including the major buildings, and also the fire that broke out right after the
earthquake burned down most of the official documents, including birth and
citizenship records of the immigrants. Since the official records were lost, after this
catastrophe, the Chinese immigrants had the right to claim U.S. citizenship since
there was no record left to show where they were born. The Chinese immigrant also
had the option of telling “the American authorities that his wife in China had given
birth to a son, where in reality no child had been born, and then sell the legal
paperwork of this fictitious son to a young man eager to migrate to the United States”
(Chang, 2003; 146). The chance for the Chinese immigrants to claim that they had
fictitious sons in China led to the emergence of a term known as “paper sons.”

However, the authorities soon became aware of the fact that they were being
cheated. Strong precautions were taken by the American government to hold down
the number of Chinese immigrants entering the country. In order to prevent the cases
of paper sons, the government held the Chinese in custody at immigration centers
where they were interrogated. Angel Island was set up to be used as a detention center
to stop the flow of immigrants and to cross-examine the immigrants. The
interrogations were so long and detailed that the immigrants had to stay at Angel
Island for days while they were asked many questions about their families,
backgrounds, and relatives in China. The immigrants had to answer the questions
about their family tree consistently, sometimes facing the same question over and
over again.

The aftermath of the Chinese Exclusion Act turned America into a kind of
purgatory for the Chinese who felt ostracized in American culture and alienated from

China. Going back to China was no option, because they had to earn money to look
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after their families. Ironically, it might sound contradictory to see many more Chinese
people trying to enter the U.S. even after the stories of immigrants revealed some of
the reality in this country. Clearly, the immigrants were in search of gold and that
they became rich in a very short period of time and started running their own
businesses in America. Still their relatives chose to believe, sometimes based on
letters filled with straight lies that, that Chinese were wealthy. In fact, no matter how
difficult the conditions were in America, when the Chinese immigrants compared
their lives in America to those they had in China, they believed that America was the
land of freedom.

Meanwhile, the lives of Chinese were taking unusual turns in America due to
the particular conditions in this country. Probably part of the reason why their
relatives in China found it hard to believe that they were having financial hardships
was that most Chinese people in U:S: were beginning to start their small businesses as
restaurants, laundries. Yet this itself was a result of discriminatory laws in America.
For instance, the immigrants were the target of the 1913 Alien Land Act. With this
act, the ownership of lands for the immigrants was restricted. The Chinese had no
option left besides becoming farm laborers without owning any land. This act is one
of the main reasons why the Chinese immigrants searched for new job opportunities
and opened laundry shops or restaurants that cooked Chinese food. According to
Takaki, “self-employment was not an Asian ‘cultural trait’ or an occupation peculiar
to ‘strangers’ but a means of survival, a response to racial discrimination and
exclusion in the labor market” (Takaki, 1989; 13). Laundry business for the Chinese
was one of the main sources of self-employment. As Takaki notes, there were no
laundry businesses in China and therefore, he describes the laundry business as an
“American phenomenon” (Takaki, 1989; 92). The reason why most of the Chinese
men entered this business is that it requires little investment. As Takaki states, “the
requirements were minimal: a stove, trough, dry-room, sleeping, apartment, and sign”
(Takaki, 1989; 93). The Southern racial context also contributed to Chinese
immigrants’ becoming self-employed. Some of the immigrants in the South owned
grocery stores. The whites who did not want to see African Americans shopped from

the shops of Chinese Americans.
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The gender component of the demographics among the Chinese in America
contributed not only to the discrimination from the mainstream but to the ways
families were formed within the Chinese. American community from the earliest days
of Chinese immigration, the number of male immigrants had always dominated over
the number of female immigrants significantly. Most of the male immigrants were
forced to live in “bachelor societies.” This long-term and long-distance separation of
families turned out to be a tragedy since most of the male immigrants never saw their
children growing up to be adults in China. As a matter of fact, the most important
difference between the first generation of immigrants and the second generation was
in the formation of a family. The first wave of immigrants was dominantly male who
had left their families in China. However, the second wave of immigrants
concentrated in cities and sought employment in Chinatowns where they could also
form families. The Chinatowns are the examples of a community in which Chinese
families were formed. Especially with the immigration of some women population
after the San Francisco earthquake increased the number of families in Chinatowns.
Although the Immigration Act of 1924 forbade the entrance of Chinese females into
the United States.

Raising families against all odds did not put an end to the problems; on the
contrary it brought new and unforeseen ones that needed urgent solutions. For
example, it was not long before the immigrant families realized that even the public
education for their children would be a painful experience in America, because public
schools were dominantly white-American. Therefore, they were prejudiced against
other ethnic groups and segregated the Asians, American Indians and African-
Americans. Whenever the Chinese children were accepted to a Caucasian school with
the consent of the local community, they were accused of cheating in exams because
they were very successful students. Racism that the children had to cope with was
only one obstacle. Even when their success was accepted as a genuine fact, Chinese
children had problems of a different sort, for, attending integrated schools mostly
dominated by whites, created “confusion about their identity” (Chang, 2003; 178).
When the daughters came home from school, they were expected to act by the rules
of Chinese traditional upbringing where they were supposed to have domestic skills

such as sewing, cooking and cleaning. However, they were taught to be individuals
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rather than being obedient family members of the Chinese culture. The attendance of
Chinese-American children to integrated schools served to quicken their assimilation
and adaptation to American attitudes and values although the newly formed families
in Chinatowns continued their traditional structure of the Chinese family.

The clash between American and Chinese gender roles in the choice of
occupation was also a major source of problems. Within the families and the process
of family formation initially the choice of occupation was determined according to
gender roles in the newly-formed Chinese American families, according to which
women were expected to have home-based jobs. It was after World War 1 that the
American born second generation Chinese immigrants took part in labor-intensive
industries. As Chinese women adapted themselves to American culture, Chinese men
found the Americanized behavior of Chinese women immoral. Since marrying a
member of another ethnicity was totally out of the question many males wanted to
marry females from the homeland China. This in turn added to the discrimination that
the Chinese faced on the one hand and the strengthening of Chinese traditions on the
other. Thus their isolation from the mainstream American society became deeper.
With the Great Depression this isolation resulted in a short term trend of going back
to China.

The Great Depression struck America while everyone seemed to have money
and enjoyed a life filled with technological equipments of the period such as
“automobiles and radios, washing machines and vacuum cleaners” (Chang, 2003;
199). Because of this period’s economic breakdown, the survival conditions for the
Chinese Americans became harsher. During the period between the 1920’s and
1930’s, the first generation of immigrants told their American born children to use the
education and degrees that they had earned in America for careers in their homeland,
China. The Great Depression had deepened the gap between the white and non-white
races resulting in more severe racism among the whites on the one hand and a
stronger homesickness among the Chinese on the other. Therefore many wanted to
take their children back to China. Some parents believed that their children would
never earn the respect that they deserved in America even if they became doctors or

engineers. Their race would always be an obstacle in the race of success. For some

30



parents, it was a duty to serve their own country, and also for the respect they had for
their ancestors.

While America was struggling with the Great Depression, however, back in
China there was a more serious crisis. In 1931, Japan attacked China, capturing the
port city of Hong Kong. This port city was crucial in the connection between Chinese
immigrants in America and their families in China. After the outbreak of the
Japanese-Chinese war, the Chinese in America wanted to protest Japan’s attack on
China. They started protests in order to boycott Japanese goods sold in America. The
Chinese immigrants in America collected money in order to help the Chinese citizens
back home. During the 1930s even though most of the Chinese were born in America
and they could not personally identify themselves with China, they still tried to raise
funds and protested Japanese goods. Such dangerous conditions in the homeland are
responsible not only for the rise of patriotic feelings for China among the Chinese in
U.S. but also attempts at uniting families. Thus, some Chinese Americans decided to
bring their families to America.

During World War II, the Chinese Americans benefited from the affirmative
description of their race. Although America wanted to remain neutral after the war
broke out, with the bombing of Pearl Harbor by the Japanese air forces, America
participated in the war. The bombing of Pearl Harbor changed the stereotypical
Chinese depictions immediately. “Suddenly the media began depicting the Chinese as
loyal, decent allies” (Chang, 2003; 222-223) whereas the Japanese were described as
“a race of evil spies and saboteurs” (Chang, 2003; 223). The period of World War II
was when the Chinese immigrants had the hope that they could fully be accepted into
the American society. Most of the Chinese were willing to take duty in the U.S. army.
Depending on where they were appointed, some were happily accepted among the
other soldiers whereas some had to face discrimination and prejudice, but as a whole
their wartime experiences helped “create a new national Chinese American
consciousness” (Chang, 2003; 232). One of the advantageous results of World War II
for the Chinese veterans was the passage of the 1945 War Brides Act that permitted
them to marry in China and bring their wives to the United States. This resulted in a
rapid and dramatic shift in the imbalance of gender ratios. The male dominance of the

Chinese population was stabilized with the increase in female immigrants.
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The fast changing political agenda of the United States affected the relations
with China on a national level. The postwar period had started in an environment in
which the Chinese citizens were favored by the mainstream Americans because of
their loyalty to the American government. However, this optimistic era did not last
long. Two new developments in foreign affairs affected how the Chinese were
perceived in America: the Cold War era and the establishment of a communist regime
in China. Chinese Americans faced accusations of being communists and helping
America’s enemies. Since China had become a communist country, those Chinese
Americans who were planning to go back to China had to give up the option of going
back home. They accepted the fact that they had to plan a future for themselves in
America. The Chinese Americans faced accusations of being disloyal to America
because of the nuclear weapons race between America and Soviet Russia. The
positive image of the Chinese Americans during World War II did not last long, for
Chinese Americans were considered threats to the American society during the next

few decades.

1.5 New Arrivals, New Lives: The Chaotic 1960s

The first half of the 1960s was a continuation of the post World War II period,
in which anti-Chinese discrimination remained strong, but in the second half of the
60s in which the Civil Rights Movement gained momentum, not only were the
African-Americans getting conscious about their civil rights and freedom, but also
other ethnic groups existing in the United States had lessons to take for their ethnic
group identities: “[T]he Civil Rights Movement had begun to awaken the moral
conscience of America, condemning racism in all of its forms, including immigration
policies. Equality for Americans logically implied equality for immigrants seeking
entry to America” (Takaki, 1989; 418).

The changing social and political atmosphere of American society has
affected the new generation of Chinese-Americans to be more American rather than
Chinese. With the increase of Chinese-American population, the new generation of
immigrants was more willing to extend their territory into city centers and university

campuses. In fact, some new immigrants of Chinese descent were not willing to go to
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Chinatowns so that they could adapt themselves more easily to American culture. As
Chang states, during the 1960s, “Many of these Chinese Americans saw themselves
first as Americans, albeit of Chinese descent, and their only real knowledge of the
‘old country’ came through stories they heard from their parents and grandparents”
(Chang, 2003; 262). In time, Chinese Americans tried to adapt themselves to the
Anglo-American norms of family and lifestyle. Many of the American-born Chinese
citizens were totally foreign to their ancestral Chinese culture.

While the Chinese-Americans were trying to blend themselves in the
American culture, in China there were new reasons that triggered immigration to
America. For example in China, the communist government in 1958 started a new
program called “Great Leap Forward.” This plan was an effort to increase industrial
output, but in contrast it resulted in great failure with “the worst famine in Chinese
history, possibly the worst in human history” (Chang, 2003; 263). Under this
condition in China, most of the Chinese wanted to immigrate to America.

On the American side, the most important and crucial development in the
immigration policy came with America’s revision of its immigration law with a new
Immigration and Nationality Act, also known as the Hart-Celler Act (1965). This act
abolished racial discrimination in the immigration law. With the passage of this act,
the number of Chinese immigrants increased dramatically. This act created a drastic
change in the future of America’s immigration policies. Since there were no more
restricting quotas on immigrant groups, the law “represented a sharp ideological
departure from the traditional view of America as homogenous white society”
(Takaki, 1989; 419). This act holds a significant place in the lives of Asian
immigrants because until the passage of the 1965 Immigration Act, the European
immigrants composed the largest portion of the statistics. After the passage of the
1965 Immigration Act, however, “one out of every two immigrants comes from Asia”
(Takaki, 1989; 420). The increase in the Chinese American population gave way for
new agreements to be signed between China and America especially during the 1970s
and 1980s.

The relation between China and U.S. also shaped the destinies of the people of
Chinese ancestry and the new immigrants from China in America especially after the

death of Mao, the legendary leader of China, whose term of leadership is nonetheless
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characterized by “starvation and repression” (Chang, 2003; 313). After the death of
Mao in 1976, Deng Xiaoping came to power during the 1980s. Deng was willing to
increase diplomatic relations with Western countries especially with the United
States. In America, during Ronald Reagan’s presidency, China and United States
signed agreements in order to “promote scientific, technological, and cultural
exchanges” (Chang, 2003; 314). Student exchange programs were financed by the
government during the twentieth century. However, earning university degrees in
America alone was not a sufficient criterion for being accepted as a part of the
American society. Therefore, the Chinese students tended to marry Anglo-Americans
so that they could become a part of the mainstream Americans. Yet the American
society was not tolerant to mixed-race marriages. Mixed-race marriages were
criticized: “Some American-born Chinese braved ridicule, gossip, and ostracism by
entering into interracial marriages, which in many states were banned entirely by anti
miscegenation laws” (Chang, 2003; 196).

All in all, the 1960s diverge in to aspects about the perception of the Chinese-
Americans in American society. The first of these aspects is that as a continuation of
World War II, Chinese-Americans had to struggle against discriminatory acts.
However, the second aspect, the Civil Rights Movement, just like influencing all
other racial and ethnic groups, has also influenced the Chinese-Americans in the
sense that rather than being stuck in their local communities or university campuses,
they wanted to expand their boundaries to the mainstream American culture and get a
share from the American Dream. While the Civil Rights Movement has provided a
sense of optimism, the more encompassing immigration law has led to the increase in
Chinese immigrants. However, this optimism of the Civil Rights Movement has not

created any tolerance about the perception of mixed-race marriages.

1.6. Decade of Fear: The 1990s

During the 1990s there were two distinct classes of Chinese immigrants. The
first group of immigrants was educated, and most of these immigrants became the

prominent intellectuals in universities whereas the second group of immigrants was

the uneducated, poor Chinese who were forced to work under miserable working
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conditions. The irony is that whether they were educated or not, both groups would
face a series of crises during the 1990s related to their Chinese ethnicity.

The first group of immigrants was highly educated at the best universities in
America. This young generation of intellectuals, after completing their education,
started working in important institutions such as National Laboratories. Having such
well-paid jobs could seem as if the Chinese Americans finally achieved the American
Dream, but there were other facts behind what was at first visible. In fact, Chinese
Americans faced prejudice under situations of investigation regardless of their
prestigious jobs. There were cases in which Chinese Americans were suspected of
being spies sharing top secret information with China. The most famous of these
unfair accusations or treatments was directed at Wen Ho Lee who worked as a
scientist at the Los Alamos National Laboratory. He was accused of spying for the
Republic of China and carrying over top-secret information about nuclear weapons.
After years of investigation, the jury found no proof that Wen Ho Lee was guilty. Yet,
being kept in jail during the investigation was enough of trouble and prejudice.

During Wen Ho Lee’s investigation, the media was also very biased. The
articles in the media created an atmosphere in which suspicion was on all of the
Chinese American scientists working at the national laboratories. Ironically, however,
an institution of high importance, such as the National Laboratory does not trust the
Chinese Americans working for them. The irony in the situation is that, while
Chinese Americans are categorized as a hardworking racial group who can take place
in high priority job positions, they are at the same time condemned to be foreigners
who can not be trusted by white Americans. “The Wen Ho Lee case shows how racial
profiling against Asian Americans comes from a severe lack of understanding and . . .
[how] Asian Americans are visible only in such stereotypes as ‘perpetual foreigners,’
‘overachiever,” and the ‘model minority’” (Fong, 2002; 2-3). As the quotation has
stated, the controversy about how the Chinese-Americans are “labeled” stems from
the clash of them model minority myth and the perpetual foreigners stereotype.
Despite cases of prejudice like the Wen Ho Lee case, by the end of the twentieth
century, Chinese immigrants constituted the largest group of foreign students in the

United States, mostly concentrated in science and engineering.
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In conclusion, no matter how hard the Chinese-Americans tried to be a part of
American society, their racial features have been a natural obstacle. The efforts of the
Chinese-Americans were mostly in vain since the American society easily
categorized them as foreigners. The attempts of the Chinese-Americans to have
themselves accepted as Americans was a very painful since the Chinese were marked
as different from the European immigrants by their “racial uniforms™* (Takaki, 1989;
13). Their physical features became a handicap, and they were easily stereotyped by
the Americans. Takaki describes the situation as follows: “they had qualities they
could not change or hide—the shape of their eyes, the color of their hair, the
complexion of their skin. They were subjected not only to cultural prejudice, or
ethnocentrism, but also racism” (Takaki, 1989; 13). During the 1990s, having a
university degree from famous universities or having prestigious jobs for Chinese-
Americans did not mean that they were going to be accepted as Americans. Instead,
having a prestigious job brought along with it a racial discrimination of suspicions
related to their racial features.

The characteristics of the Chinese people and the reasons that have led them
to immigrate to the United States have been discussed. Starting from the 1840s during
the California Gold Rush, Chinese people, still continue to immigrate to America
despite numerous exclusion laws. The most important reason that led the Chinese
people to immigrate to America was economic during the Gold Rush. The hope that
they could have better living standards and provide a better future to their families in
China increased the number of immigrants that arrived in America. The belief that
Chinese immigrants were going to be wealthy as soon as they arrived in California
was nothing but a superstition. The truth was that an optimistic definition of “Gold
Mountain” was superficial since no Chinese was lucky enough to become rich over
night. During the nineteenth century, the arrival of immigrants in America from
different nations hardened the survival conditions for the Chinese. In search of a job,
they had to accept the minimum wages offered to them in competition with other

immigrant groups.

* According to Ronald Takaki’s book Strangers From a Different Shore, the term “racial uniform”
belongs to sociologist Robert E. Park.
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No matter how hard they work, the racial features of the Chinese people have
determined how they have been treated. As a result of this anti-Chinese sentiment,
the Chinese Exclusion Law in 1882 has been the first law to limit immigration on the
basis of race. Besides being racially excluded from entering the United States, the
Chinese Americans were also denied citizenship rights. Under these restricting
circumstances, the Chinese Americans searched for new ways of survival in America
such as opening laundry shops or restaurants. The Exclusion Act of the nineteenth
century or other attempts of othering the Chinese Americans did not stop their
struggle in the American society. Even though they were now American-born
citizens of America, they still had to cope with prejudice and discrimination in the
twentieth century. Besides stereotypical descriptions of “model minority” and hard-
working overachievers, the Chinese people have clearly contributed to American
history. However, these contributions have been obscured behind racial
discrimination. Despite the low wages and long working hours, the most significant
contribution of the Chinese Americans had been during the construction of the
Transcontinental Railroad. After completing this task, many white Americans were
annoyed of the Chinese Americans since they were the cheapest labor force and took
away the jobs that could have been offered to the whites. The whites treated the
Chinese Americans as if the Chinese are doomed to be forever aliens in the
American society.

The Immigration Act of 1965 has become a turning point for the Asian
immigrants “allowing a quota of 20000 immigrants for each country and also the
entry of family members on a nonquota basis” (Takaki, 1989; 5). The Chinese were
forced to become aliens or outsiders due to the dominant white ideology which define
“America as a homogenous white society." The attitude toward Chinese Americans
has been hypocritical. For instance, while the railroads were under construction
Chinese American population was a need for the American society as a source of
cheap labor; however, later, due to the changes of American’s foreign and domestic
expectations, Chinese Americans were considered threats during the Cold War years.
Since the 1960s, American society has become more tolerant to diversity. This
environment also provided Chinese Americans the chance to integrate to American

society. With this integration, the Chinese Americans started interacting with the
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whites and started living out of their enclosed Chinatown communities. Beginning
with the 1960s, the interaction between the Chinese and most significantly the whites
increased and this led to the increase of mixed-race relationships. Such relationships
are not a new phenomenon in American society. Instead the existence of mixed-race
relationships has led to the enforcement of miscegenation laws as the following

chapter explores.
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2. THE ROOTS OF MIXED-RACE RELATIONSHIPS IN THE UNITED STATES

Race cannot be defined in a single way. The difficulty of racial discussions
stems from the variety of approaches. The main controversy over race has been on
whether it should be defined biologically or socially. The historical development of
race and how the concept of race has historically categorized people and
differentiated them from one another will be explored. The classification of people
according to their biology or physical appearance goes back to prehistorical times.
Later, the modern concept of race took place with the rise of Europe and the
colonization of lands including America. The discussion of race also involves the
controversy of mixed-race identities. Mixed-race relationships or identities are not a
new phenomenon, rather mixed-race relationships have existed since the beginning of
U.S. history.

The ultimate origin of the word is unknown; suggestions include Arabic "rais"
meaning “head,” and also “beginning” or “origin.” The etymological roots’ of the
word race can be traced in Middle French around 1500 to refer to “people of common
descent.” It was referred to in Italian from the word “razza” to mean “race, breed, and
lineage.” The meaning “tribe” or “nation” emerged in the seventeenth century. As a
term “racism” first appeared during the eighteenth century in Europe. In an age where
the European nations were trying to establish power dominance among one another,
one of the methods which they used to exploit some groups of people economically
was their racial features. “European scientists became obsessed with classifying all
things in nature and determining what place humans had in the mix. As more colonies
were established and more people enslaved, it was necessary to devise ‘proof” of the
inferiority on non-Europeans” (Texeria, Mary Thierry; 2003, 23). Under the guidance
of this Western ideology, more and more Europeans started to believe that the whites
were superior to other racial groups. Most of the Europeans who believed that they
were superior to colored races were mostly the settlers who had migrated to North

America in the colonial period.

* Online Etymology Dictionary. Ed. Douglas Harper. November 2001. 2 March 2007.
<http://www.etymonline/index.php?1=r.
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Among race scholars, the dominant view both in Europe and in the United
States during the end of the eighteenth century and at the beginning of the nineteenth
century was “scientific racism.” This term was used by scientists who believed that
race could only be explained by biological traits. One of the supporters of biological
racism was Joseph Arthur Comte de Gobineau who believed in the supremacy of the
white race. In his essay titled “Recapitulation: The Respective Characteristics of the
Three Great Races; The Superiority of the White Type, and Within This Type, Of the
Aryan Family,” he states:

Such is the lesson of history. It shows us that all civilizations
derive from the white race, that none can exist without its
help, and that a society is great and brilliant only so far as it
preserves the blood of the noble group that created it,
provided that this group itself belongs to the most illustrious
branch of our species. (Gobineau, 2004; 40-41)

Gobineau thus structures his argument on the supremacy of the white race like
many other followers of scientific racism. Interestingly, his explanation for the
supremacy of the white race was not related to color; he preferred using explanations
such as climate conditions and geographical location. He believed that superior races
produced superior cultures and that racial intermixtures resulted in the degradation of
the superior racial stock.

Among the followers of scientific racism who held similar views during the
nineteenth century were Josiah Clark Nott and George Robins Gliddon. These two
scientists exemplified how believers in biological racism reacted to mixed-race
relationships. These scientists reacted to the mulatto race. “Mulatto” was the first
term used to designate the children of a black and white relationship and they were
categorized as “the short lived of any class of the human race” (Nott and Gliddon,
2004; 42). Besides being considered unintelligent, mulattos were also considered to
lack physical power when compared to pure whites or African Americans.

However, it was not only the “white” scientists who opposed the mixing of
white and other races. Perhaps one of the most prominent African-American
nationalists was Martin R. Delany, who was an abolitionist opposing the mixing of

13

the African race with the white race: “... the races as such, especially white and
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black, are indestructible; that miscegenation are popularly understood--the running
out of two races, or several into a new race cannot take place” (Delany, 2004; 52). He
concludes his argument by stating that if mixed-race relationships occur, races lose
their purity and that “mixed race is an abnormal race” (Delany, 2004; 53).

Charles Darwin’s theory has a strong impact on race theories and theories on
mixed-race relationships. In his book The Origin of Species (1859), he refers to the
scientific theory that all species have evolved over time from common ancestors
through the process of natural selection. He also touches upon the subject of
hybridism. Although Darwin’s theory of evolution was revolutionary, in the case of
mixed-race relationships, his views did not differ from race theorists who considered
them illegitimate and the offspring defective and imperfect. During the nineteenth
century it was believed that each racial group had boundaries that they could not cross
over. This containment of races in their places served primarily to protect the

superiority of the white race:

Pure species have of course their organs of reproduction in a
perfect condition, yet when intercrossed they produce either
few or no offspring. Hybrids, on the other hand, have their
reproductive organs functionally impotent. . .In the first case
the two sexual elements which go to form the embryo are
perfect; in the second case they are either not at all
developed, or are imperfectly developed. (Darwin; 1909,
285-286)

During the nineteenth century, Darwin’s views in the field of anthropology
were revolutionary. It is clear that his scientific researches were considered
milestones for the study of races. Indeed, Darwin’s theory of evolution opened up a
new field of discussion in the twentieth century to go beyond biological
classifications of races. For instance, the European-American settlers address the
African race as inferior, so that they could exploit them as a labor force in the newly
colonized America. Later, the European immigrants emphasized so powerfully that
the Africans were inferior and brainwashed them into believing that they had no other
choice than obeying the rules of the “superior whites.” The white immigrants tried to

assimilate the Africans by “forbidding them to speak their own languages, taking
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away their religion and names, and convincing the lighter skinned slaves that they
were superior to the dark skinned slaves” (Texeria, Mary Thierry; 2003, 23). In this
manner, the whites tried to classify skin colors in a hierarchical way to emphasize
their own superiority to other races. During the colonial period, the discussion of race
was only limited to the European white settlers and the African American slaves who
were exploited because of their skin color.

During the colonial period, the discussion on race was polarized as white
versus black due to the labor division. According to this labor division, the slaves
were both economically and racially exploited. On the other hand, the whites thought
of themselves as a privileged group of people who were “selected” to create a “city
upon a hill.” In the colonial period being a slave was identified with being black. As
long as a person was non-white, the white race demonized them since they were a
threat to the purity of their white race and not much has changed since the colonial
period. Mixed-race relationships during the colonial period were limited since the
blacks were identified with slavery whereas, all white men were free. In order to
protect this division of labor whiteness needed to be protected. Maternal descent was
the criterion of acceptance for mixed-race children. The relationship between a white
man and a black woman used to fit the rules of maternal descent. As long as a black
man was not in a relationship with a white woman, the purity of the white blood was
protected.

Mixed-race relationships, in American society have existed since the colonial
period and were tolerated before mixed-race relationships in America were accepted
as legal. Although people now seem to be more tolerant to mixed-race relationships
as compared to the legal restrictions of the past, the statistical rates of increase in
mixed-race relationships do not prove that the American people are a less race
conscious society. Morning provides an example in his article titled “New Faces, Old

Faces: Counting the Multiracial Population Past and Present:”

In 1790, the first national census featured only one racial
label — “white” — although the accompanying “slave”
category was understood to denote blackness. In contrast, the
2000 census offered six main racial categories that could be
combined to yield 57 possible multiple race identities (U.S.
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Office of Management and Budget [OMB], 2000a).
(Morning, 2003; 42)

The quotation above not only shows that “race” in American society has been
defined differently according to the social circumstances of society, but also
indicates that race is not a static concept as can be understood from the variety of
racial categories provided in the census statistics in different decades.

In a society where the definition of “race” is a dynamic concept, what makes
the matter more complex is the existence of mixed-race relationships. The most
important dilemma among scholars is whether America has always been a mixed-
race nation or whether it has just become conscious of the mixed-race characteristic
of society. For example, DaCosta states that “according to conventional definitions
of race, people of mixed-race descent have existed in American society since its
inception, yet their multiraciality is not recognized by the state and has not served as
a basis for collective action” (DaCosta, 2003; 75). Similarly, Maria P.P. Root states
that the American nation has been blind to the fact that America has been a mixed-
race nation. Since, according to Root, perception of race has aimed to keep racial
designations stable, categories besides the monoracial ones have been considered
“illegitimate or pathological” (Root, 2003; 17). The U.S. Census Bureau “has
pretended that race mixing does not occur, is aberrant, or is not significant” (Root,
2003; 4). Therefore, the legitimate classifications of race have been limiting and
oppressing when the multiracial population is taken into consideration.

From the beginnings of U.S. history, race has been a fundamental aspect of
daily life of the American society since it was closely related to issues such as
“slavery and freedom, citizenship, enfranchisement, and property rights” (Morning,
2003; 50). Since the nineteenth century American scientists have been interested in
mixed-race population. However, their interest testified to their obsessive fear that
the purity of the white race was in danger. The mixing of other, non-white groups,
however, was not a concern on their part. African American slaves and Native
Americans were the first racial groups that had mixed-race identities. Both of these
groups were forced into assimilation so that they could “adapt” themselves to the

norms of the dominant white European immigrants.
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Yet as is to belie the white supremacists’ denial the mixing of white and non-
white races, the first category of mixed-race option, namely mulatto, was put in the
U.S. Census in 1850 in order to refer only to a black-white relationship and

American Indian race combination with other races:

In 1850, when the mulatto category was introduced on the
census schedule, enumerators were not given any direction
concerning who should be considered mulatto. It is likely that
census officials felt the designation to be self-evident,
especially in light of Forbes’s (1993) contention that in the
United States the word mulatto originally denoted all people
of mixed-race ancestry, not just those with white and black
origins. (Morning, 2003; 45)

The term mulatto derives from Spanish and Portuguese. “Mulato” meaning
“of mixed breed” literally meant “young mule” could be a possible allusion to hybrid
origin of mules®. For instance, during the colonial period, the African Americans and
Native Americans were kept under control since these were the two largest non-
white groups. They were kept under control because the whites wanted to protect
their “whiteness.” The protection of whiteness is an attempt to isolate the pure white

race from the intrusion of other non-white races:

This ‘gate-keeping’ social function of mixed-race groups
helps explain both the consistent interest of white Americans
in people of mixed-white and other ancestry and the variation
in the degree of importance attached to, as well as the ways
of classifying, multiracial groups. (Morning, 2003; 49)

The mulatto category in the U.S. census exemplifies the relationship between
multiracial records and concerns about the nature of whiteness. Such records
consistently emphasized that people of mixed-race descent were defective and lacked
intelligence. “Comparison of the fertility and mortality rates of mulattoes, blacks,
and whites would eventually be of great interest to scientists wishing to test theories
of ‘survival of the fittest’ and to asses the supposed benefits of slavery and later

racial segregation” (Morning; 2003, 49).

* http://www.etymonline.com/index.php?search=mulatto&sourceid=Mozilla-search
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The existence of a mixed-race population was thus used as a rhetorical tool by
the whites to support the argument of their superiority. Therefore, the anti-
miscegenation laws were passed by states to prohibit miscegenation. Even though
such laws were never enacted nation-wide, most of the states put into practice anti-

miscegenation laws beginning from the nineteenth century until the 1950s. As such,

miscegenation statutes criminalized interracial sex and
interracial marriage; such sex was, like all extramarital sex,
prohibited as fornication but generally accepted (by the
dominant culture) when occurring between white men and
black women. Statutes prohibiting interracial marriage did
not (arguably, nor were they meant to) deter white men from
engaging in sex with black women, especially with their
slaves; in fact they were positive economic incentives for
slave owners to do so, since the progeny of interracial
intercourse with white fathers would become the white
fathers’ property. (Saks, 2003; 11)

The enforcement of anti-miscegenation laws was justified by emphasizing
that such laws functioned to preserve the racial integrity of white citizens. Even if the
legitimate purpose of the miscegenation laws was to protect racial purity, the only
race that was kept pure was Caucasian. As Zabel states in his article, if the purpose
of such laws was to protect racial purity then the same should have been done in

other racial categories:

If racial purity is a desirable goal, then why are only
Caucasians protected, and why should a ‘pure Negro’ be
allowed to marry a person who is seven eighths Caucasian
and only one eighth Negro? This occurs not from a lack of
logic or from ignorance, but because these laws are designed
to preserve the purity of the majority Caucasian race — which
in itself is one aspect of their larger, unexpressed goal of
preserving what may think of as our ‘white American
culture.” ” (Zabel, 2000; 59)

Susan Koshy in her analysis of anti-miscegenation laws and the situation of
Asian Americans in the practice of these laws, suggests that by prohibiting mixed-
race relationships, “these laws defined it as deviant and dangerous and positioned the

sexuality of racialized others in opposition to white-middle class sexual practices and
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family values” (Koshy, 2004; 1). The anti-miscegenation laws were another way of
reaffirming that Asian Americans were doomed to be aliens in American society.

The Loving v. Virginia case has been a turning point in the history of
America’s anti-miscegenation policy. The ban on mixed-race marriages started
during the early colonial period, it had continued until the Loving v. Virginia
decision. In 1958, two residents of Virginia, Mildred Jeter, a Negro woman, and
Richard Loving, a white man married in the district of Colombia. In 1959, the couple
was found guilty and was sentenced to one year in jail; however, the trial judge
suspended the sentence for a period of 25 years on the condition that the Lovings
leave the state and not return to Virginia together for 25 years. In 1967, the United
States Supreme Court ruled that anti-miscegenation laws were unconstitutional. The
decision of the California Supreme Court justice Roger Traynor was that California’s
anti-miscegenation law violated the U.S. Constitution. He states in Perez v. Sharp
(1948) that “By restricting the individual’s right to marry on the basis of race alone,
they violate the equal protection of the laws clause of the United States Constitution”
(Perez v. Sharp, 44).

The discussion of race was thus polarized as white and non-white. All of the
racial and ethnic groups which were non-white were inferior in the eyes of the
dominant white race. Actually, the anti-miscegenation laws were enacted specifically
to protect whiteness. However, the protection of whiteness did not only consider
isolating only the African Americans from the whites. Instead, the protection of
whiteness meant isolating whiteness from all the rest of the racial groups such as
Asian Americans. Even though these laws were enforced to keep whites and blacks
apart at the beginning, later other racial groups “that threatened white sovereignty
and ownership of white women: Chinese Japanese, Filipinos, Hindus, Mexicans, and
Indians (Root, 2003; 6) were included in the exclusion of an interracial relationship.

After the U.S. Supreme Court abolished the anti-miscegenation laws, people
were no longer legally restricted in their relationships according to the criteria of
race. “Thus for the most part, as an unanticipated extension of the 1960s
integrationist thrust, interracial marriages have taken place in larger numbers in the
post-civil rights era than in any other time in U.S. history” (Williams-Leon, 2003;

160-161) However, the increase in mixed-race marriages does not prove that
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American society is not a race-conscious society. The only difference in late
twentieth century was that the biological understanding of race was outmoded;
instead a rationality method was preferred emphasizing the differences rather than
superiority or inferiority among races. The black/white dichotomy was softened to
shades of color but continued racism in a different way.

The historically significant development which affected the perception of
mixed-race relationships today in contemporary America is the Civil Rights
Movement. One of the consequences of the Civil Rights Movement was to redefine
race so that the meaning of race would be subverted, and it would not be limited to
the dominance of a specific group and the oppression of other minority groups.
However, as Williams states, “the promise and optimism ushered in by the civil
rights movement have all but evaporated” (Williams, 2003; 87). Williams mentions
in the article that there are three reasons for the changing trends in the perception of
mixed-race relationships. These are “new immigrant trends, increase in interracial
marriages and births and the publicizing of these developments” (Williams, 2003;
90). It is obvious that American society’s perception of race today is different from
the perception of race during the Civil Rights Movement. “If current demographic
trends persist, within the next 50 years, as everyone is currently categorized, whites
will no longer make up a majority of the U.S. population” (Williams; 2003, 90). In
other words, the optimism of the Civil Rights Era has evaporated. Moreover,
immigration, mixed-race marriages or publicizing these trends do not prevent
specific instances of racism.

Despite such resistance to mixed-race or multiracialism, American
perspectives on race and equality changed dramatically in the twentieth century. The
Supreme Court’s decision to abolish laws that banned interracial marriages in 1967,
transformed the attitudes of the American society towards mixed-race relationships.
Racial enumeration takes place today in a political and social context very different
from the one that existed when the mulatto or mixed-blood census categories were
introduced. Unlike in previous generations, now children are born into a context of
legal marriage in mixed-race relationships. Most important of all, “Of course, the

option to identify oneself as more than one race in the 2000 U.S. Census has been the
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single most important ‘official’ institutional act in the recent affirmation and
legitimization of ‘multiracialism’” (Edles; 2003, 222).

Historical facts such as colonialism, slavery, miscegenation laws, the
existence of other racial groups besides whites and blacks provides the conclusion
that mixed-race relations in American history have always existed. However, the
reality of mixed-race relations has been ignored and the reality of a race conscious
American society continues. Furthermore, although one aspect of the cultural
uniqueness of America stems from cultural and racial diversity, American society
tended to react to mixed-race relationships in a “tongue-in-cheek” manner. The
following paragraphs will consider aspects of contemporary views on mixed-race
relationships in the United States.

The mixing of people is one of the greatest themes of world history. The
history of the world is a story of people on the move: invading, conquering,
migrating and trading. The most famous historical statement that the future of
America depends on mixed-race marriages belongs to St. John de Crevecoeur. Just
before the American Revolution he had the vision for the future of the American
society that one of the uniqueness of America stems from the mixture of blood which

you can find in no other country:

What then is the American, this new man? He is neither an
European nor the descendant of an European; hence that
strange mixture of blood, which you will find in no other
country. I could point out to you a family whose grandfather
was an Englishman, whose wife was Dutch, whose son
married a French woman, and whose present four sons have
four wives of different nations. He is an American, who,
leaving behind him all his ancient prejudices and manners,
receives new ones from the new mode of life he has
embraced, the new government he obeys, and the new rank
he holds. (Crevecoeur, 1782; 826).

Crevecoeur was one of the first to state a vision of America in which only the
Europeans mostly Western Europeans were to come to America, get married to
people of different races and create a new mixed nation. Although Crevecoeur’s

opinion seems to be the ideal vision, the practical fact did not turn out to be as what
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Crevecoeur had foreseen. In the quotation above the emphasis on the mixed-race
marriage is on the members of the white race, even if they were from different
nations. However, no Africans, Native Americans and Asians were included in this
idealistic world of the melting pot.

In fact, what makes United States unique is the fact that, it is a nation of
immigrants who have gathered from such diverse origins. As Spickard states,
American people “bore every conceivable color, religion, and national heritage.
Within a generation or two after arriving here, most socialized and mated with
people who were not like them -- who did not share their color, their religion or their
national heritage” (Spickard; 1989, 4).

Newspaper articles such as “Interracial Marriages on the Increase” point out
that Unites States has shifted from being a “ ‘salad bowl’ - where racial groups
maintain separate identities and resist marrying outside their groups — to an updated
‘melting pot’, where they are far more open to relations, including marriage, with
people of a different race” (Lobe; 2005, 32). Another important signal that there will
be an increase in the number of people who define themselves as multiracial is that,
the number of people who already define themselves as multiracial belong to a young

age group:

Whereas only 1.9% of adults 18 years of age and older chose
more than one race to describe themselves, nearly 4% of
people younger than 18 were described by two or more races.
As a result, people younger than 18 years contributed 42 %
of all multiple-race responses even though they made up only
26% of the U.S. Population. (U.S Census Bureau, 2001b).
(Morning, 2003; 58)

In connection with Crevecoeur’s ideal of a nation of mixed people,
contemporary critic Maria P.P. Root provides information about the increase in
mixed-race individuals. She states in her article titled “Five Mixed-Race Identities:
From Relic to Revolution,” that “by 2050 those identifying themselves as multiracial
will account for 21% of the American population” (Root, Maria P.P.; 2003, 3). This

statement proves that even though America is a race conscious society, the racial
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borders among different racial groups will be blurring in the twenty first century due
to the increase in multiracial population.

One of the influential factors that led to the increase of multiracial population
is closely related to immigration. After the change in the immigration laws in 1965,
America has attracted more and more immigrants from all around the world.
Accelerating the effects of changing immigration patterns, there has been substantial
rise in the number of interracial marriages in the United States over the past 30 years.
“Such marriages grew from about 150,000 interracially married couples in 1960 to
1.4 million in 2000; these numbers continue to grow” (Williams; 2003, 91).

Most of the newly arriving immigrants have not faced a regulation in their
mother country where they had to check a race box in the census forms. Moreover,
most of the immigrants check the boxes arbitrarily, and they become race conscious

after their arrival in America:

Americans do not perceive race in the terms dictated by the
U.S Census Bureau. .. Unable to find a box that applied to
themselves . . . In 2000, over 15 million Americans selected
“Some Other Race.” Many of these people clearly did not
understand the Census Bureau’s mandates. (Williams, 2003;
90)

The U.S. Census Bureau statistics show that Asian Americans make up a
major portion of the multiracial population. For example, “of the 1.5 million
interracial marriages counted by the U.S. Census, 14% reported an African American
spouse, 22% reported a Native American/ Native Alaskan spouse, and 31% claimed
an Asian spouse. (Williams-Leon; 2003, 159). Besides, Williams-Leon also states
that nearly half of the interracial families defined “one parent as an Asian and the
other as white” (Williams-Leon; 2003, 165).

Nevertheless, the increase in mixed-race relationships does not mean that the
American society is not a race conscious society anymore. One of the scholars who
has emphasized that the American society has become more race conscious with the
increase in mixed-race relationships is Henry Yu. In his article titled, “Mixing
Bodies and Cultures: The Meaning of America’s Fascination With Sex Between

‘Orientals’ and ‘Whites,”” Yu states that the American society is a race conscious
s y
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society and that the markers of that awareness are physical differences such as skin
color, hair texture. Americans tend to classify or differentiate people in respect to
their physical characteristics as if these features stand for cultural differences. The
main controversy in the American society is that when Anglo-Americans see an
American born Chinese, they automatically equate his physical characteristics with
the fact that he’s non-American. Furthermore, Yu believes that we define the
physical characteristics of bodies as either “good” or “bad” according to the culture

we live in;

An awareness of the physical markers of biology is still part
of American consciousness, and so there remains a masked
connection between bodies and culture. It is only because of
our fine-tuned awareness of bodily difference that our
fascination with intercultural sex and marriage makes sense.
As long as Americans connect cultural difference, with
physical difference, we shall equate the racial with the
cultural, and we shall remain fascinated with the idea of sex
across racial boundaries. (Yu, 1998; 459)

Furthermore, Yu illustrates how our preconceived notions of race and their
connection with physical features create stereotypes. To exemplify this argument, he
refers to the famous golf player Tiger Woods since his racial background nearly
encompasses all the races. The case of Tiger Woods shows us that there have been
changes in how Americans classify concepts of race and culture. Being an African
American in physical appearance, he should not be playing golf since this sport is
designated to white upper-class male Americans. “As a child of multiracial heritage,
Woods added color to a sport that was traditionally preserved for those who were
white and rich. For its very significance as a bastion of hierarchy, golf had also
become a marker of the opposition to racial and class exclusion” (Yu; 2002, 7).
According to historical conceptions of race, Tiger Woods would be classified as
African American because of his dark complexion. However, the media emphasized
his mixed-race background as if trying to teach a lesson to all of the racial classes to
create the new icon of the American Dream. The fact that Tiger Woods was mixed
race was used by the media to give the message that each racial group has the

potential to live the American Dream.
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Tiger Woods and his presentation in the media demonstrate the changing
patterns in American society’s perception of race. In the past, race was a concept
which used to refer to physical differences among groups. This perspective of race
emphasized the biological differences among races such as skin color, hair texture, or
physiological differences such as genes, or blood characteristics. Contemporary
views on race, however, agree that race is a social construct. Furthermore,
rationalizing the superiority or the inferiority of races based on biology is now
considered inaccurate among contemporary anthropologists. Hoffman states the

complexity of determining the matters of race through biology alone:

On average there's 0.2 percent difference in genetic material
between any two randomly chosen people on Earth. Of that
diversity, 85 percent will be found within any local group of
people. . . More than half (9 percent) of the remaining 15
percent will be represented by differences between ethnic and
linguistic groups within a given race. . . Only 6 percent
represents differences between races. . . that's 6 percent of .2
percent. In other words, race accounts for only a minuscule
0.012 percent difference in our genetic material. (Hoffman,
hypertext)

To conclude, race has not been defined in one single way. There have been
contradictions whether it should be explained biologically or socially. At first, race
was a tool of power among distinguishing Europeans and non-Europeans. Later,
during the colonial period in America race categories were structured upon who was
white and non-white. Another purpose of this chapter was to provide instances of
mixed-race relationships from American history. The examples show that mixed-race
relationship is not a new concept and that such relationships have always existed.
The uniqueness of the American society in terms of race, stems from the fact that
America is a nation composed of different races. When historical examples are
analyzed, it is observed that American society has become more tolerant to mixed-
race relationships. However, this tolerance should not be equated with the lack of
racism. Instead, the existence of mixed-race relationships has increased an insincere

attitude to the discussion of race.
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3. THEORETICAL BACKGROUND

Race is the first thing that Americans notice when they meet somebody new
because they tend to believe that race provides clues about who they really are.
Therefore, when they meet somebody of mixed-race descent, people tend to feel
insecure due to the fact that they are not clearly provided with some stereotypical
clues of race. The American preoccupation with race has historical and social
significant implications. As Haney Lopez states in the introduction to his book titled
White By Law: The Legal Construction of Race, the physical appearance of
individuals, such as their hair and skin color, influences “whether we are figuratively
free or enslaved” (Haney Lopez; 1999, 3). It is clear that we interpret race according
to our own preconceived notions of race that have been historically shaped by
society.

The first part of the theoretical background will focus on Werner Sollors’
theory of ethnicity which concentrates on two crucial concepts which are “consent”
and “descent.” Sollors explains the importance of these concepts especially by
referring to the fact that the American society has been a mixed-race society since
the beginning of colonial days. Actually, the main contradiction according to Sollors
is that while America is a country established by the consent of individuals, descent
is the norm which determines the foundation of families. The discourse in America
about the formation of families is based exclusively on consent. However, in such a
race-conscious society as America, descent is also the factor which directs the
creation of families. The concept of “consent” sheds light on the analysis of the
mixed-race relationships in the novels. Werner Sollors’s theory of “consent versus
descent” will be insightful to observe the contradiction between families of descent
and consent. Consent is valid when the parties of the relationship are both white
whereas when a white person is involved with a non-white to establish a family,
descent becomes of uttermost importance. In other words a sense of hypocrisy is
obvious in terms of mixed-race relationships in America. Americans only pay lip
service to consent whereas descent is the main criterion in white-non-white mixed-

race relationships.
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The second part of the theoretical infrastructures of this dissertation draws on
Michael Omi and Howard Winant’s theory of racial formation, according to which
race is a social construct rather than a purely biological categorization. Omi and
Winant’s theory of “racial formation” represents a break with the past since they
explain race as a process of social formation rather than a biological categorization.
Older models of race concluded that minority groups in the United States must adapt
themselves to the mainstream American culture. Nevertheless, as minority groups
tried to be accepted as Americans, they were perpetually perceived as foreigners
because of their physical features that marked them as members of a specific race.
The mindsets of Americans are programmed to classify people according to their
race. For example, an American-born Chinese is seen as a foreigner by white
Americans since that person has the racial features of an Asian though s/he has never
been to China. The most important distinction which makes the theory of racial
formation a social construct is that, biological explanations of race emphasized the
belief that racial distinctions are biologically inherent in the genes of humankind.

Whiteness as a category of race then will be the next concern in this chapter.
Whiteness is the norm by which other races are judged. Any other race is considered
to be a deviation from the norm; thus every mixed-race relationship threatens the
purity of the white race and points towards a deviation from the norm. When,
however, a mixed-race relationship does not include a white person, it is not
considered dangerous or threatening. When we consider a mixed-race relationship of
both from minority groups, this relationship is not considered to be problematic as
long as it does not “contaminate” the pure white race.

To conclude, this chapter draws a framework of the main theoretical aspects
that will be used that will be used as a guideline in the thematic discussion of the
novels. Firstly, concepts of “consent” and “descent” provided by Werner Sollors will
be insightful in the analysis of mixed-race relationships. Particularly, “consent” and
“descent” will reveal that race is still an issue of conflict in contemporary American
society. Secondly, the theory of “racial formation” provided by Michael Omi and
Howard Winant structure their argument on the fact that race is a social construct.
This theory will also be supportive in the sense that the perceptions of mixed-race

relationships are still hypocritical. Lastly, the discussion of whiteness as a racial
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privilege will expose the attitudes towards mixed-race relationships. The discussion

of whiteness reveals that mixed-race relationships are influenced by white norms.

3.1. Consent and Descent in the United States

Werner Sollors’ theory of ethnicity focuses primarily on the concepts of
consent and descent. Sollors traces the origins of these concepts back to the roots of
American history. The establishment of the United States as a new continent and its
break with the traditions and rules of Europe made America a unique continent.
What added to the uniqueness of this new nation was the fact that it was in search of
new ideas, new principles to guide it into the future. Therefore, it needed to break
away from Europe and its hereditary values, such as old-world hierarchy and propose
another alternative to them. Thus, Europe and rootedness are symbolized with the
concept of descent, and the core American values such as “the vision of a new people
of diverse nativities united in the fair pursuit of happiness” (Sollors; 1986, 4) are
symbolized with consent. Sollors defines these concepts as follows: “Descent
relations are those defined by anthropologists as relations of ‘substance’ (by blood or
nature); consent relations describe those of ‘law’ or ‘marriage’” (Sollors; 1986, 6).
Descent thus stands for stable concepts such as hereditary qualities and consent
refers to “our abilities as mature free agents . . . to choose our spouses, our destinies
and our political systems” (Sollors; 1986, 6).

Sollors discusses the uniqueness of American society by comparing it to other
mixed-race countries such as Cuba and Brazil. According to Sollors, what makes
America different from other mixed-race nations is America’s great emphasis on
consent. Throughout history, there have been nations which have defined their
greatness and power in terms of their single origin, being of one blood. In other
words, descent has been a source of pride for nations because it represents traditions,
hereditary values and a linear continuity of bloodline. However, such perspectives do
not foresee the rise of mixed-race relationships and continue to believe in the purity
of the assumed blood which stereotypically refers to whiteness. Meanwhile, consent
relations inevitably move towards mixed-race relationships and while explaining his

argument, Sollors differentiates between race and ethnicity; according to Sollors,
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race, “while sometimes facilitating external identification, is merely one aspect of
ethnicity” (Sollors; 1986, 36). In discussing a racially distinguishable group such as
the Chinese in America, the nature of relations between race and ethnicity and
consent and descent takes a particularly revealing meaning.

In order to illustrate the importance of consent and descent in American
culture, Sollors refers to the term melting-pot and Israel Zangwill’s play titled The
Melting Pot. Sollors states that, “More than any social or political theory, the rhetoric
of Zangwill’s play shaped American discourse on immigration and ethnicity.”
(Sollors; 1986, 66). Sollors states that “On the level of characters, hardness is related
to the past and the boundaries of descent: under the dispensation of ‘hardness’ people
are defined by the call of the blood” (Sollors; 1986, 69). From the way Zangwill
structures his play he believes that “American ideals are not transmitted by descent
but have to be embraced afresh, even if that requires opposing the actual descendants
of American founding fathers” (Sollors; 1986, 70).

Not surprisingly, in Zangwill’s play both protagonists who represent consent
is white. If one of the lovers had been a non-white person, then this relationship
would not have been idealized. The consent of individuals is only applicable to
relationships in which both parties are white. What makes a relationship of consent
problematic is when a white person is in a relationship with a person from a different
race. The problem is that the “purity” of the white race falls into danger. It is
debatable whether a piece of fiction depicting a love relationship between a white
and non-white person would, “sacralize loving consent as the abolition of prejudices
of descent” (Sollors; 1986, 72) as in the case of the lovers in Zangwill’s play. The
phrase “melting-pot” represents an idealized American nation living in peace with
people from various racial and ethnic backgrounds. As a matter of fact, in a mixed-
race relationship when one of the individuals is white, this means that the idealistic,
popular image of the “melting-pot” is not what it seems to be.

Involuntary descent relations are associated with blood whereas consent
relations are considered as a matter of choice and are symbolized by sexual
intercourse. In America, the importance attached to consent can be traced back to
some of the founding texts of American civilization, for instance, “The Declaration

of Independence.” This document not only declares the independence of a nation but
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also announces the principles of the newly established nation. Among these
principles “consent” holds a crucial place in the explanation of the power that people

have in determining the future or their nation:

We hold these truths to be self-evident, that all men are
created equal, that they are endowed by their Creator with
certain unalienable Rights, that among these are Life, Liberty
and the pursuit of Happiness. — That to secure these rights,
Governments are instituted among Men, deriving their just
powers from the consent of the governed. (Jefferson, 1776;
129)

Defining citizenship in terms of a social contract among consenting
individuals, the “Declaration of Independence” identifies national identity with order
of law and consent. Ethnic identity, on the other hand, is related to blood, nature and
consent. “American identity may take the place of a relationship ‘in law’ (like
‘husband, wife, step-, -in-law, etc.”) and ‘by blood’ (‘father, mother, brother, sister,
uncle, aunt, etc.”)” (Sollors; 1986, 151). Horace Kallen explains “descent” as a stable
and binding concept in his article titled “Democracy versus the Melting Pot: A Study
of American Nationality.” He states that “Men may change their clothes, their
politics, their wives, their religions, their philosophies, to a greater or lesser extent:
they cannot change their grandfathers” (Kallen; 1996, 91). Kallen perceives
“grandfathers” as a representative of blood whereas “wives” are defined by law.
American identity is often imagined as the act of making a conscious choice
symbolized by consent, as love and marriage, and ethnicity as unchallengeable
ancestry and descent. The clash between consent and descent increases as new
immigrants arrive in the United States. With the arrival of new immigrants, the
successors of the founding fathers were associated with lines of descent; whereas, the
newly arrived immigrants were with consent through which they would be a part of

American society:

In the world of Zangwill’s Melting-Pot, descent is secular
and temporal, consent is sacred and eternal. It follows
logically that the high priests of the cult of consent must be
immigrants whose line of descent has been disrupted—Iike
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that of the first New England settlers, whose tradition of
disruption and love is revitalized by the newcomers.
Immigrants could thus be portrayed as cultural newlyweds,
more enthusiastically and loyally in love with the country of
their choice than citizens-by-descent. (Sollors; 1896, 74)

Sollors develops his argument by creating a parallelism between the concept
of citizenship and love relationship based on consent. For a relationship defined by
consent he uses the term romantic relationship in which he means that personal
choice governs rather than descent. He further states that “the belief in romantic love
as the basis for marriage is clearly a cultural norm in America” (Sollors; 1986, 114).
Consent-based relationships are not problematic as long as it is a white-white
relationship. The examples that Sollors provide are not only between the people of the
white race. Through American history, the relationship between a white and a non-
white person has received societal approval as long as the white party, the privileged
side approved it. However, if the white parents did not give their consent to a mixed-
race relationship then, that would be counted as a force of assimilation or to stain the
white race. Hence, the idea that America is based on the ideal of consent and free will
of individuals proves to be no more than a mere lip service. In practice, however, it is
obvious that consent based mixed-race relationships are the privilege of the white
people only.

Melting-pot and mixed-race marriages or relationships are perceived as a
threat to ethnic and racial purity. The racial pursuit of individuals is very selfish since
everybody desires that one day people will look like themselves, resembling their
physical features. People do not think of sacrificing from themselves in resembling
the features of a different race from that of their own. During the nineteenth and
twentieth centuries people tended to reject mixed-race relationships since such
relationships for them symbolized “the loss the children” (Sollors; 1986, 224),
meaning that when their children choose partners from different races, the purity of
their own race is lost and their race is not sterile anymore.

In conclusion, Werner Sollors structures his theory of American ethnicity on
the concepts of consent and descent. The establishment of United States as a free

country is based on the consent of people as it has been stated in the Declaration of
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Independence. From Sollors’ point of view, consent is a characteristic which makes
America a unique nation among the other mixed-race countries. The founding of
America as a new nation was based on ideals such as freedom, opportunity and a
break with traditions. All of these values demonstrate that the seeds of America are
based on consent. However, the ideal that America will be a melting-pot nation has
not become proven in time. Otherwise, mixed-race relationships whether they
include a white partner or not, would be more welcome in America. Consent
relations describe relations of law or marriage, emphasizing the importance of
personal choice, rebirth and regeneration with romantic love and marriage. Descent
relations derive from blood or nature, emphasizing old world, place of birth and
heredity. Descent is stable and unchangeable.

In the novels that will be analyzed, paralleling Sollors’ discussions, characters
of old age will be representatives of descent whereas younger characters in mixed-
race relationships will prefer relationships of consent with the hope that they can
choose a future for themselves by their free will. Before going into the thematic
analysis of the novels, the next part of the theoretical background will discuss the
impact of whiteness as a racial power over the minority groups and how white

privilege and laws construct whiteness as the norm of the American society.

3.2. Racial Formation in the United States

Michael Omi and Howard Winant discuss their theory of racial formation in
their book titled Racial Formation in the United States: From the 1960s to the 1990s.
The core of Omi and Winant’s theory consists in the socially constructed meaning of
race. The authors suggest in their introduction that even though American society
had the potential to become a color-blind society, it has been far from achieving that
goal. On the contrary, they state, “even a cursory glance at American history reveals
that far from being color-blind, the United States has been an extremely ‘color-
conscious’ society” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 1). The authors claim that everybody in
American society has an opinion of what race is, but the varieties of definitions are

endless since race is a biased concept. Omi and Winant define race with reference to
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the social nature of race, the absence of any essential racial characteristics and the
historical flexibility of racial categories.

In their explanation of racial formation theory, Omi and Winant provide a
historical review of how race has become an issue of formation supported by social
circumstances. For example, during the colonial days of the American continent,
with the arrival of the European explorers, the distinction between the “old” world
and the “new” world took shape and “social distinctions and categorizations
fundamental to a racialized social structure, and to a discourse of race, began to
appear” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 61). The newcomers to America discovered people
different from themselves such as Native Americans. The meeting of people from
different races promoted a racially conscious perception and racial categorization
based on physical “deviation” from the white norms. After the arrival of the
Europeans in the American continent, especially with the increase in slave trade,
European immigrants thought of themselves as the privileged race. This racial
categorization “distinguished Europeans, as children of God, full-fledged human
beings, etc. from ‘Others’” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 61).

According to Omi and Winant there are three paradigms of race, which are

2 (13

“ethnicity”, “class” and “nation.” In the discussion of racial formation, Omi and
Winant analyze race as complex web of system interrelated with “ethnicity”, “class”
and “nation.” They categorize ethnicity under three subheadings in order to provide a
historical overview of how its definitions in American society have changed in time
according to the prejudices and dominant views. In their categorization of race, the
first time span of ethnicity starts in the nineteenth century and continues until 1930s.
Actually, the roots of this period of time can be traced back to the nineteenth century,
to the belief that biological race was the right explanation for racial categorization.
During this time period, people were strictly categorized according to biological
criteria. Each biologically defined race has its cultural norms, like being an African
American symbolizes inferiority. This type of classification meant that members of
each race were destined to accept the racial category that they belonged to and the
possible form of racism without questioning the arguments that blur the boundaries

between the binary oppositions of white and black and challenge the polarization of

races. It goes on saying that, “whites were considered the superior race. Racial
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intermixture was seen as a sin against nature which would lead to the creation of
‘biological throwbacks’” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 15).

In the next period, 1930s to 1965, as opposed to the categories of biological
racism, race was defined as a social category, as an alternative to the hierarchical
divisions of strict race categories. “Ethnicity was understood as the result of a group
formation process based on culture and descent” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 15). The
term ethnicity was born out of a social way of rationalizing differences among
people. The point of view that explained ethnicity in terms of social construct started
during the 1930s. For example, Carl Gustav Jung stated that heredity or biological
definitions were insufficient to understand the dynamics of the American society.
Furthermore, in his explanation, Jung does not classify the African Americans as
biologically inferior. Instead, he calls attention to the desire in each white man to

have qualities of blackness and vice versa:

Since the Negro lives within your cities and even within your
houses, he also lives within your skin, subconsciously.
Naturally it works both ways. Just as every Jew has a Christ
complex, so every Negro has a white complex, and every
white American a Negro Complex. The Negro, generally
speaking, would give anything to change his skin; so too, the
white man hates to admit that he has been touched by the
black. (Jung; 1930, 195)

Similar to Jung’s discussion of ethnicity as a social construct is the discussion
of ethnic identifications among the immigrant groups. For instance, Nahirny and
Fishman discuss the effects of ethnicity on generations of immigrants. According to
their argument there are generational gaps among immigrant groups. Regardless of

their race, the generational differences within a race were defined by ethnicity:

On the one hand, it has been observed that most immigrant
fathers desperately tried to instill in their sons their own (i.e.
the fathers’) love for allegiance to the ethnic heritage; on the
other hand, most of the sons of these immigrant fathers were
found determined to forget everything—the mother tongue
that left (or was rumoured to leave) so many traces in their
speech, the ‘strange’ customs that they were forced to
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practice at home, in church, or even in public places, etc.
(Nahirny and Fishman; 1965, 268)

Theories of ethnicity provided a ground for the development of assimilation
theories especially after 1965. Ethnicity-based theories of differentiation among
people were widely used to focus on the generation gaps within the same race of
people. Likewise, Howard Winant in his article titled, “Race and Race Theory” states
that all of the three paradigms discussed in the book Racial Formation are
reductionist although ethnicity-based theories were “generally the most mainstream
or moderate. They saw race as culturally grounded framework of collective identity”
(Winant; 2000, 178).

More recently, the post 1965 phase of ethnicity focuses on the assimilation
theories of Robert Park and Milton Gordon’s model of assimilation where all of the
ethnic groups in America pass through stages of adaptation to American society.
According to Gordon’s model of assimilation, ethnic groups pass through stages such
as behavioral assimilation and structural assimilation. Melting pot however, is not the
only metaphoric reference to the adaptation and assimilation process. Moreover,
Gordon names that there are three main ideological tendencies during the

29 <

assimilation process. These are “Anglo-conformity,” “the melting pot” and “cultural
pluralism.” Anglo-conformity is the ideological belief that the immigrant group must
adapt itself to the values and customs of the Anglo-American way of life. The
melting pot tendency is the belief that the cultures of the immigrant groups and the
host country blend into a new culture and new lifestyle. Gordon exemplifies the
assimilation process by using imaginary country names. He provides a host country
named “Sylvania” and a group of immigrants called “Mundovians.” Both the
Sylvians and the Mundovians accept new behavior patterns; an interchange of
customs take place, and a new cultural system evolves. “This is a cultural blend, the
result of the ‘melting pot,” which has melted down the cultures of the two groups in
the same societal container” (Gordon; 1964, 74). Lastly, cultural pluralism is the
“preservation of the communal life and significant portions of the culture of the later

immigrant groups within the context of American citizenship and political and

economic integration into American society” (Gordon; 1965, 85). The concept of
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cultural pluralism is closely linked to the issue of multiculturalism since both of these
concepts refer to the preservation of some cultural values where at the same time, the
immigrant also orients to American culture and values.

Of particular significance in the construction of race is the paradigm of class.
The class-based theories classified race in terms of group-based stratification and
economic competition. This view of class supports the creation of socially
constructed races. Classes are created by three different methods of inequality which
respectively are market (exchange), stratification (distribution) and class conflict
(production).

The market relations approach was not able to explain the reasons of racial
discrimination in business life. Besides it was believed that if the state did not
interrupt business life then racial discrimination would be eliminated: “the
monopolistic practices model suggests a society structured in the interests of all
whites, who gain thereby through a systematic transfer of resources from non-whites
in a wide variety of fields” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 25). Not surprisingly, as this
quotation illustrates, whites are racially advantageous compared to other racial
groups in terms of the opportunities provided to them just because of their skin color.
To sum up, this model “shares certain elements with nation-based analyses of race,
especially those which stress the operation of ‘white skin privilege’ or of a ‘colonial
labor principle’ which allocates rights and resources differentially to groups on the
basis of race” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 26).

Next, the stratification theory mainly deals with the distribution of resources.
Unequal distribution of resources result in economic division among non-white
races. Omi and Winant illustrate the stratification theory by focusing on the position
of the blacks after the Civil Rights Movement. Before the Civil Rights Movement the
blacks were segregated from social and economic resources. However, after the Civil
Rights Movement, “a black community . . . is stratified into a small privileged ‘class’
whose opportunities are equivalent to those of whites with similar high levels of
training and skills, and a massive black ‘underclass’ which is relegated to permanent
marginality” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 27). In other words, according to the

stratification theory, while the Civil Rights era could be perceived as a very
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optimistic era, this optimism was shared by only a small number of blacks; the rest of
the blacks still had to cope with problems of further degradation in society.

The last element of the class paradigm according to Omi and Winant is the
class conflict theory. Marxism is the most direct way of explaining the class conflict
theory. Although Marxism never directly addressed the issue of race, it is clear that
Marxism has an impact on class-based and nation-based paradigms of race. “Class
conflict theories of race in the 1960s, rooted in an idea central to Marxist analysis—
the concept of exploitation—posed a fundamental challenge to ethnicity theory”
(Omi and Winant; 1994, 29). The stimulating point about the defenders of the class
conflict theory is that they accept the fact that the structure of class relations causes
racial conflict. They further believe that ideologies of racial inferiority are rooted in
racially-defined economic interests. The class conflict theories in relation to race
focus on the principle of “divide and rule.” This first principle is the key notion to
keep people of various races powerless. Besides dividing and ruling them, exclusion
is the second principle which increases inequalities among people: “Despite the
diametric opposition of the two positions, there is an agreement between them on the
primacy of class conflict over racial conflict” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 30). Class
conflict supposes that racial conflicts occur because of the class conflict. The class
conflict theories thus base their arguments on economic inequalities among
races/classes.

The last paradigm that supports the construction of race is nation. Nationalists
have participated in the defense of minority rights especially in the form of political
movements. The general purpose of such political organizations has been to focus on
the “failures of racial accommodation and integration” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 36).
The nation-based theories emphasize the infrastructure of colonialism and race. In
other words, racial dynamics are seen as products of colonialism. The difference of
the nation paradigm from the ethnicity paradigm is that nation provides a broader
variety of elements that cause racial oppression such as “inequality, political
disenfranchisement, territorial and institutional segregation, cultural domination”
(Omi and Winant, 1994, 37).

Colonialism started in the fifteenth century Europe and reached its peak

during the 19" century, resulting in debates on race and racism. If we are still
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preoccupied with race long after colonialism we have to acknowledge “the continuity
of racial oppression prevailing in colonialism’s heyday” (Omi and Winant; 1994,
37). Omi and Winant conclude, however, the similarity between “U.S. conditions
and colonial systems of discrimination composed of colonizers and colonized—
systems which made use of racial distinctions—does not automatically carry over
into postcolonial society” (Omi and Winant, 1994, 47). The authors emphasize that
circumstances in American society differ from those of other countries. In terms of
nation-based theories, America still continues racist attitudes towards people by
using nationhood as a tool of racism. For example, after 9/11, Arabs were treated
unfairly just because of their nationhood. People in America disregard nationhood
because they identify nationhood with race. The unfair treatment of people according
to their nation, race is also valid for Asian Americans. For instance, they do not try to
distinguish whether a person is of Chinese or Japanese descent. The race-conscious
American society neglects clues of nationhood and only focuses on the race, being an
Asian, when they “gaze” at a person.

All three paradigms of race: ethnicity, class and nation enhance racism. The
purpose of the paradigms is to assimilate the minority groups into the dominant
society. Those who follow class theories discuss race by structuring their arguments
on the concept of inequality. Practitioners of class theories focus their arguments on
the existence of a loser and a winner. Beyond making theoretical discussions of race,
the complexity of race starts when we try to classify people to racial categories.

Besides individual prejudices that shape our conceptions of race, Omi and
Winant propose that “the state is inherently racial” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 82). As
such, the state is a tool which increases the tension of racial prejudices; it is an
instrument which creates racial conflicts. Racial order is organized by the state and is
made forceful by the law. American history is full of examples and of cases in which
individuals have sued the state to define their individual racial category. In a
particularly important case a woman named Susie Guillory Phipps sued the
Louisiana Bureau of Vital Records in 1982 to change her racial classification from
black to white. She lost the case and the court decided that it was “the state’s right to
classify and quantify racial identity” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 53). This case

illustrates how the state plays a part in assigning race to individuals.
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While political authorities busy themselves with determining the
demarcations among races, scholars of race have difficulties on agreeing on a single
definition of race. Omi and Winant summarize the fact that the old theorists tended to
define race as something fixed, concrete and unchangeable. Contemporary critics,

however, defined race as an illusion and an ideological construct:

There is a continuous temptation to think of race as an
essence, as something fixed, concrete, and objective. And
there is also an opposite temptation: to imagine race as a
mere illusion, a purely ideological construct which some
ideal non-racist social order would eliminate. (Omi and
Winant; 1994, 54)

In order to suggest a solution to such a polarization of race definitions, Omi
and Winant define race as: “a concept which signifies and symbolizes social conflicts
and interests by referring to different types of human bodies” (Omi and Winant;
1994, 55). According to this definition, the purpose of racial differentiation is not
classifying human bodies. Instead, the main debates are social conflicts and personal
interests in establishing power over people who are physically different from one
another.

Omi and Winant claim that “for most of its existence both as a European
colony and as an independent nation, the U.S. was a racial dictatorship” (Omi and
Winant; 1994, 65). The type of dictatorship in America is based on the value
attached to whiteness. The acceptance of whiteness as “American” is supported by
law, and public institutions enforce such laws. Americans tend to categorize one
another according to racial categories that depend on closeness to or deviation from
the standard whiteness category; not only that, “[o]ur ability to interpret racial
meanings depends on preconceived notions of a racialized social structure” (Omi and
Winant; 1994, 59). Omi and Winant define race as a living organism which passes
through all stages of our lives not only on an individual level but also on institutional

levels:

Race is not only a matter of politics, economics, or culture,
but all of these “levels” of lived experience simultaneously. It
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is a pre-eminently social phenomenon, something which
suffuses each individual identity, each family and
community, yet equally penetrates state institutions and
market relationships (Omi and Winant; 1994, 99).

American society is governed by norms of how people are categorized
according to their race. The preconceived notions of race are personal matters of how
an individual categorizes other people on the basis of race. In this sense, Omi and
Winant state that American society is based on a racial social structure, since each
individual is brought up with a racial consciousness and the government enforces
whiteness as the racial norm of normalcy. In short, Michael Omi and Howard
Winant’s theory of racial formation emphasize the “centrality of race in American
society” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 138). The race relations in American society have
been reduced to a dichotomy of black-white relations. Simplifying race relations to
black-white dichotomy is wrong since “racial difference and racial identity are
unstable” (Omi and Winant; 1994, 157).

Scholars of race and ethnicity agree upon the idea that race and ethnicity are
not entirely inherent or natural traits although physical characteristics certainly have
a lot to do with how people categorize members of racial and ethnic groups.
Regarding the theory of racial formation, Haney Lopez states that, “advancing the
argument that race is a social process rather than a biological given, provides a
crucial break from past static notions of race” (Haney Lopez; 1999, 27). Rather,
researchers argue that racial and ethnic identities derive their meanings from social
and historical circumstances, which change in time. Lopez maintains that as “human
constructs, races constitute an integral part of a whole social fabric that includes
gender and class relations. Third, the meaning-systems surrounding race change
quickly rather than slowly” (Haney Lopez; 1999, 28). Hence, race is not hereditary;
instead, society attaches a significance to our appearance, “and in that system of
meanings lie to the origins of our race” (Haney Lopez; 1999, 38).

Omi and Winant mention three paradigms of race. These paradigms are:
ethnicity, class and nation. The ethnicity paradigm classifies ethnicity in three time
eras, one of which is the colonial period of time to the 1930s. During this period of

time, race was defined biologically under strict hierarchical categories. Between
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1930 and 1965, the definition of race changed direction from the biological
perspective to a social way of defining race. After 1965, theories of race and
ethnicity focused on assimilation in which the minority groups were adapted to the
mainstream American culture. During this period, race was analyzed as a mixture of
biology and social circumstances. The class paradigm of race increases racism since
stratification and economic distribution increases the inequalities in racial terms. The
whites are privileged since they have more upward mobility and the biggest portion
in the distribution of wealth. The nation paradigm is a product of colonialism. Lastly,
America is so much conditioned to evaluate people only with their racial appearance
that nationhood is not a criterion of differentiating a person from another.

In conclusion, Omi and Winant argue in their theory of racial formation that
America is a color-conscious society. This consciousness of race is socially created
both by individuals and by the state itself. What makes the theory of racial formation
different from other interpretations of race such as the biological explanations of race
is that, is that Omi and Winant explain that race is a social construction. In order to
support their argument, they refer to how ethnicity, class and nation support the
creation of race as asocial structure of American society. The theory of racial
formation will be insightful in the analysis of contemporary Chinese American
novels where the issue of mixed-race relationships will be discussed in terms of the

social construction of race.

3.3. The Construction of Whiteness as a Racial Privilege

When matters of race are in question among racial categories, whiteness is the
norm by which other races of color are defined. This, however, does not result from
the nature of races; rather society with its laws and legislation creates “whiteness” as
the norm. Such practices help hide the fact that whiteness itself is a social
construction subject to change under differing socio-economic and historical
contexts. Richard Delgado refers to the fact that whiteness was defined in opposition
to how non-white was defined. The opposition between white and non-white creates
also a boundary between the privileged and the oppressed. The white privilege to

which many scholars of white studies refer to involves the social advantages and
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benefits that come by being a part of the dominant race. Delgado defines white as “. .
. normative, maybe even a kind of property. It sets the standard” (Delgado; 2001,
76). Being an American is thus synonymous to being white. The white people tend to
neglect that whiteness is a racial category since they are conditioned to believe that
whiteness stands at the center and includes the ideal physical and cultural
characteristics.

We are so much conditioned to perceive whiteness as what is natural that,
most of the time whiteness is not referred to as a racial category in a similar way that
races of color are considered. Richard Dyer exemplifies this situation by pointing out
that we do not specifically refer to people who are white but instead to the
Chineseness of people that we know: “The sense of whites as non-raced is most
evident in the absence of reference to whiteness in the habitual speech and writing of
the white people in the West” (Dyer; 2000, 540). Similar to Richard Dyer’s idea,
Ruth Frankenberg summarizes the advantages of whiteness and how these practices

are unnamed:

First, whiteness is a location of structural advantage, of race
privilege. Second, it is a “standpoint,” a place from which
white people look at ourselves, at others, and at society.
Third, “whiteness” refers to a set of cultural practices that are
usually unmarked and unnamed. (Frankenberg; 2000, 447)

Similarly, Gregory Jay in his article titled “Who Invented White People?”
states that people have “created a blindness to whiteness, or been blinded by
whiteness itself” (Jay; 2007, 98). Since we have been blinded by whiteness, we
perceive whiteness as the norm, as the symbol of correctness and regularity. The
superiority of whiteness in the United States will continue as long as people continue
to prioritize whiteness in the discussion of race. Whenever issues of race or racism
are being discussed, all of the colored minority groups are always referred to in terms
of their relations to whites. It is actually whiteness which keeps racism alive in
America. Although the discriminatory laws of United States history have now mostly

become illegitimate, the legal definition of America as white has yet to be eradicated.
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An excellent discussion on the legal construction of whiteness can be found
in Ian Haney Lopez’s book White By Law: The Legal Construction of Race, which
maintains that American society has been shaped by forces of whiteness both legally
and in daily life experiences. He also argues that colorblindness is not the solution to
America’s problems of racism as long as legal forces serve as the supporters of white
supremacy: “. . . colorblindness, a legal construction that serves increasingly as the
most powerful ideology of race in the United States, will protect continued White
racial dominance in the decades to come” (Haney Lopez; 2006, xviii). The
perception of mixed-race relationships will continue to seen as “awkward” since
being colorblind to race in America is not the solution to end personal prejudices
related to race.

Ideologically, the white race is the dominant race which sets the norms in the
country, and America is considered a white country. In other words, whiteness has
become the unquestionable norm of American society where the naturalness of
whiteness is also supported by social and legal construction of whiteness. Whiteness,
a social construction has been naturalized and made into a criterion that precludes
questioning. Therefore, the biology of whiteness prevents any questioning of what
the truth or the norm is besides whiteness. The naturalness of whiteness and
accepting it without question is related to the fact that everybody is assumed to know
what white is. However, it is not nature itself that has historically constructed the

boundaries of Whiteness by deciding who was not white:

The construction of race thus occurs in part by the definition
of certain features as White, other features as Black, some as
Yellow, and so on. On this level, the prerequisite cases
demonstrate that law can construct races by setting the
standard by which features and ancestry should be read as
denoting a White or non-White person. (Haney Ldopez; 2006,
12)

There are various cases which represent that being colorblind is not a
sufficient way of ending racism, instead the American government supports different
ways of enforcing whiteness as the norm. A good example of how whiteness was

constructed could be observed in the Naturalization Law of 1790. This law restricted
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naturalization only to white persons. When this law was in practice, only the whites
could be American citizens. That whiteness here does not refer to skin color but a
socially constructed category can be seen by the fact that the Asian races, which have
light skin colors are not included in this category. In fact, with such changes in laws,
whiteness is socially constructed just as race is socially constructed: “Whiteness is
contingent, changeable, partial, inconstant, and ultimately social” (Haney Lopez;
2006, xxi). Thus, referring to court decisions, Lopez argues that whiteness is legally
constructed. To justify their decisions, courts based their facts on two criteria of
rationalization. These are “common knowledge” and “scientific evidence”
(biological explanation of race). The courts preferred rationalizing their decision by
“common knowledge” in cases such as when an Asian American applied for
citizenship; even though their skin color was white, they were rejected on the basis of
common knowledge since having a white skin color was not sufficient to be counted
as white. Scientific evidence, meaning biological racism, was used primarily to
rationalize the inferiority of African Americans. Zabel states that in the example of

African Americans,

. . courts have accepted, either explicitly or implicitly, two
erroneous assumptions in order to find a rational basis for the
laws: (1) the white race will be harmed by intermixing
because of its innate superiority over the Negro race and (2)
the progeny of Negro-white marriages are inferior. There is
no scientific evidence to sustain the assumption that the white
race is innately superior to the Negro race. (Zabel; 2000, 59)

This means that the courts did not provide a coherent reasoning in explaining
their decisions. The court decisions were reasoned on either common knowledge or
scientific racism. In this way, the court rationalized its argument to protect the purity
of the white race. “The social construction of the White race is manifest in the
Court’s repudiation of science and its installation of common knowledge as the
appropriate racial meter of Whiteness” (Haney Lopez; 2006, 7). Moreover, the laws
and court decisions not only protected the supremacy of the white race, it also

demonstrated that race was socially constructed. From Lopez’s point of view, the
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prerequisite laws determined the physical characteristics of being white and othering

the rest of the minority groups and even limiting their preference of a partner:

The prerequisite laws have directly shaped the physical
appearance of people in the United States by limiting
entrance to certain physical types and by altering the range of
marital choices available to people here. What we look like,
the literal and “racial” features we in this country exhibit, is
to a large extent the product of legal rules and decisions.
(Haney Lopez; 2006, 11)

Skin tone becomes a crucial element in defining one’s level of whiteness
since whiteness serves as a tool of power in American society. The white race was a
designated privileged position, people were categorized in a hierarchy based on how
similar they looked to whites; the shade of skin color was one of these criteria that
were used to determine this hierarchy. For instance, immigrants of Western and
Northern Europe were superior to other late comers such as the Italians and the
Eastern Europeans. Such instances show us that even shades of whiteness are
important in the American society to determine one’s limits of power.

From the days that the modern meaning of whiteness was created which were
during European colonialism, the Europeans felt the need of uniting under the white
race so that they could differentiate themselves from colored races. This was how the
Europeans upgraded themselves in comparison to colored races such as the Africans,
Asians or Native Americans. The African Americans went against the grain of the
melting-pot ideal since they were classified as inferiors by scientific knowledge. If
the ideal of the melting-pot was to create a fusion of all the races that exist on the
American continent, then Crevecoeur’s most quoted lines would also include the
Africans, Asians and Native Americans. Gregory Jay analyzes Crevecoeur’s
definition of the American race, which consists of white people: «. . . the descendants
of Europeans constructed a myth of themselves as a white race with special claim on
the answer to the question ‘What is an American?’. An American was a white man”
(Jay; 2007, 100).

Just as race is a social construct, whiteness then should be an illusion. If all

the colored races are born out of personal prejudices and conventional beliefs,
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whiteness cannot be anything different from the rest of the races. In other words, the
superiority or the privilege attached to whiteness is our creation. However, it is also
evident that as long as people continue to believe in the purity of the white race, they
will keep on insisting that whiteness is a privilege. In fact, it is impossible to think of
any race as pure. With the increase in mixed-race relationships and marriages, all
races have lost their purity long ago. Physical similarities and groupings are
misleading because they do not constitute proofs of lack of mixture with other races.
There are instances in which people look white but are mixed-race, so if only looking
white was enough for the consent of the society, then the Naturalization Laws back
in history would have accepted the Asian Americans as citizens of America.
“Historically, white people are an invented ‘race,” various Northern European ethnic
groups that form a powerful social coalition . . . Whiteness as an ideology derives
from the historical practice of institutionalizing ‘white supremacy’ (Jay; 2007, 101).

In the discussion of whiteness it is important to note the impact of Asian
Americans. After their arrival in the United States, whiteness had to be redefined
since their skin color was white, but their facial features did not classify them as
white. The Naturalization law which was put into practice in 1790 was not sufficient
to exclude Asians Americans from citizenship. “The definition of white identity,
thought to have been settled by defining precisely through the law who was black
and what the place of Native Americans was in the polity, had to be reopened and
more narrowly articulated to address the question of whether Asians could become
Americans” (Koshy; 2001, 165).

In conclusion, whiteness is the source of the systems that sets the whites as
superior and privileged while defining the other races as subordinate. Whiteness is a
social and legal creation. One would think that a "color blind" approach promises a
peaceful future for interracial relations, but actually, this "racelessness" is anything
but "color blindness" because many of the whites definitely do not see people of
color as raceless. Whites see themselves as the norm, free from race or ethnicity, and
non-whites as abnormal humans with race and ethnicity. Whiteness is set as the norm

that others have to measure themselves against.
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4. THE DEVELOPMENT OF MIXED-RACE RELATIONSHIPS IN THE
CONTEMPORARY CHINESE AMERICAN NOVEL

4.1. A Brief Introduction

The Chinese-American novel, inevitably takes the subject of mixed-race
relationships and marriages especially after the 1980s, the period marked by
multiculturalism debates. Some of these novels that typically represent the issue of
mixed-race relationships and that are analyzed in this study from this perspective are
Gish Jen’s The Love Wife, Paul Jeffrey Chan’s Eat Everything Before Your Die: A
Chinaman in the Counterculture, Shawn Wong’s American Knees, Kim Wong
Keltner’s The Dim Sum of All Things and David Wong Louie’s The Barbarians Are
Coming. Since the mixed-race issue initially involves marriages/relationships, this
first topic is discussed under the heading “Mixed Race Marriages/ Relationships”.
Next the issue shifts to the results of mixed-race relationships and marriages, namely
the children who embody racial markers and cultural habits. The problems specific to
their cases are dealt with in the next part entitled “Identity Crisis: Being Chinese
Becoming American”. Yet, another concern, especially in the contemporary
American society arises when adoption contributes to the mixing of races in the
family. The discussion of adoption from a variety of perspectives will be the subject
of the last part. “Adoption: New Extended Families”. The analysis of themes such as
mixed-race relationships, identity crisis, adoption and mixed-race babies proves that
race is a social construct in which mixed-race relationships are haunted by the power
of “descent” rather than being a “consent” relationship.

To begin with, Gish Jen’s The Love Wife (2004), sets forth the boundaries of
the new American family. The Wongs are a family formed through mixed-race
marriage, adoption and a mixed-race baby. Carnegie Wong, a Chinese American,
marries Janie Bailey, a white American, who is stereotypically called Blondie
through the novel. The family has two adopted daughters, the fifteen year-old Lizzy
and nine year-old Wendy. The biological son of the Wong family is the thirteen-

month-old Bailey. The family’s consent based happiness faces a breakdown with the
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arrival of Lan who is a distant relative. It is Mama Wong, Blondie’s mother in law
who organizes the coming of Lan to America.

Throughout the novel the difficulties of a mixed-race marriage are examined.
The relationship between Carnegie and Blondie, which perfectly exemplifies ties of
consent, is juxtaposed to ties of descent especially after the arrival of Lan, who
Blondie sees Lan as a rival, trying to take over her family with her Chinese manners
and racial look. The challenges that ties of consent have to confront are further
presented through the cases of adopted daughters of the Wong family, Lizzy and
Wendy who have no idea of their past, as if they have no roots. Not only are the
relationships between the adopted daughters but also those between adopted and
biological children complicate the structure of the mixed-race families.

The next novel, Paul Jeffery Chan’s Eat Everything Before You Die: A
Chinaman in the Counterculture (2004), focuses on Christopher Columbus Wong, a
grown orphan, and his quest to uncover his origins and process his life experiences:
growing up in San Francisco’s Chinatown in the 1950’s and going to university
during Vietnam War. There is a wide variety of characters among Christopher’s
“fake” or constructed family formed by consent. For example, there is dying Uncle
Lincoln, who might be Wong’s father, Peter his gay older brother, Auntie Mary,
known to kill pigeons from her balcony with slingshot frozen peas, and lastly
Wong’s father-figure, Reverend Candlewick, who was defrocked for pedophilia.

In discussing the limits of family, the novel presents a family formed not
according to a common bloodline or descent but one formed on consent. Instead of
ties of consent, what keeps this group of characters together is their common point of
being “losers” in contemporary American society. As in the former novel, in Eat
Everything, too, adoption is used to define alternative ties. Yet the darker side to
adoption prevents this issue from being idealized, for adoption is used as a tool of
trading people from China to the United States. In connection with adoption, the
theme of identity reveals itself as a problematic issue for the adopted characters in
the novel. These adopted identities, paper identities are also in search of a rooted
past. This is the only way they could feel safe in the Counterculture of America for
survival in such an experimental society of the 70s is not that easy. In terms of

identity, the first generation of immigrants are characters who have arrived in the
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United States as paper sons. They construct new selthoods to survive but identities
made of “paper” do not last long and are open to destruction.

The next novel is Shawn Wong’s American Knees (1995), which is about a
character named Raymond Ding, a 37-year-old assistant at Jack London’s College,
Office of Minority Affairs. Recently divorced from a Chinese woman, Raymond
questions how race and ethnicity become determining factors in the lives of
individuals. With Raymond’s divorce from his Chinese wife, his families’
expectations of a loyal son are not fulfilled. His divorce places him between either
clinging on closely to his ancestral ties and bloodline or going after his love for a
photojournalist named Aurora Crane of half-Japanese half-Irish descent.

Ironically, while trying to shed his descent ties, Raymond is so conscious of
his ethnicity that during his relationship with Aurora, he constantly calls her attention
to her Japanese past, by interrogating her about the traumatic experiences that her
family went through in internment camps. At the beginning of the relationship, this
was a difficult task for Aurora who preferred focusing on the “white” part of her
identity. Through their relationship, the novel provides insightful discussions on race.
Thematically, this novel explores Aurora Crane’s mixed-race identity and her mixed-
race relationship with Raymond Ding. Another theme emphasized in the novel is the
identity crisis. Being Chinese and becoming American is a difficult process starting
in childhood. This conflict of either staying Chinese or becoming American
continues in Raymond’s family relationships. He is only expected to be an American
in terms of wealth. In his marriage and family life, Raymond’s family presupposes
that he should be a Chinese man, in other words a loyal son fulfilling his parents’
expectations.

Next, in Kim Wong Keltner’s novel The Dim Sum of All Things (2004)
Lindsey Owyang is a Chinese American who is in her twenties, a third generation
American-born Chinese. The Dim Sum of All Things centers on the life and
insecurities of this woman who does not seem to fully appreciate her Chinese
heritage. She works as a receptionist at the politically correct magazine where
employees are tested to ensure that they are not meat-eaters. Since childhood she did
not want to be related to anything Chinese. For example, she told her friends that she

hated Chinese food and would prefer a pizza. Lindsey is what her brother calls a
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Twinkie "yellow on the outside, but a total white girl inside" (Keltner, 2004; 34).
Indeed, however, as hard as she tries to seem American with her tastes, she cannot
stand the fact that white men see Asian women as Oriental sex objects, until she falls
in love with a white man named Michael Cartier, the magazine’s travel editor. While
trying to keep herself safe from white men who perceive her as an oriental sex
object, she also rejects being with a Chinese American man who demands that she
should be a subservient domestic woman. With these conflicts in her mind, she also
has to put up with blind dates with Asian American men arranged by her
grandmother.

This novel focuses not only on the mixed-race relationship particularly
between Lindsey and Michael but also on the generational gaps among family
members of Chinese descent. The first generation represented by Lindsey’s
grandmother is devoted to her Chinese traditions with the food she eats and the way
her house is decorated. However, the second generation represented by Lindsey’s
parents, tries to be both Chinese and American. Finally, Lindsey, a third generation
member, acts totally American and specifically stays away from anything related to
her Chinese heritage until she visits China with her grandmother. In terms of the
identity theme, the novel sets a compromise between Lindsey’s neglected Chinese
heritage and the American side which she has tried to overemphasize. Another
important racial theme emphasized in the novel is how Chinese see the whites and
vice a versa.

Similar to Shawn Wong’s novel, David Wong Louie’s The Barbarians Are
Coming (2000), is about the conflict of a young man who is torn between the forces
of either pleasing his family, who hoped he would become a doctor and marry a
Chinese woman, or becoming a chef and pursuing his love with a Jewish girl from
Connecticut. Sterling Lung is the narrator of the novel. He is a recent graduate of the
Culinary Institute of America, and he cooks lunches at a Wasp ladies’ club in
Connecticut. Meanwhile, Sterling’s parents conspire to import a picture bride, Yuk,
from Hong Kong for him to marry and carry on the Lung bloodline. By focusing on
the father-son relationship between Sterling and Genius, the novel aims to discuss
generational gaps and its connection to the clash between consent and descent.

Similar the to arrival of Lan in The Love Wife, Yuk’s arrival in America is presented
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as a resolution to Sterling’s inner conflicts of consent and descent. Sterling’s parents
bring Yuk (descent) to establish a consent relationship. Among generational gaps,
there are push and pull factors. For instance, the arrival of Chinese brides is a force
which injects Chinese culture to the Americanized characters. At the same time, his
girlfriend Bliss, a Jewish dental student announces that she is pregnant with
Sterling’s child. But at this point the father falls ill with cancer causing to postpone
their marriage. During his entire life, Sterling has been rebelling against his culture
and his parents. Instead of becoming a doctor as his family wished, he majored in art
history, and then trains to become a French chef. This is the reward for his parents
for their sacrifice, leaving home for America. He has proved to be a particular
disappointment to his father, with whom his relationship has always been remote and
cold. At the heart of Sterling’s failings is his troubled and distant relationship with
his father, Genius, who is devoted to the Chinese laundry he runs.

While discussing the clash of consent and descent in mixed-race
relationships, by focusing on The Barbarians Are Coming, it is obvious that in this
novel, the consent of individuals may from time to time be insufficient for the
maintenance of a mixed-race marriage. In terms of the theme of identity, the
generational difference between Sterling and Genius, investigates the conflict of
following Chinese traditions as in Genius’s case or as Sterling tries to adapt
American values and manners. Sterling, an American born Chinese has especially
ran away from dating Chinese girls meanwhile his parents expect him to marry a
Chinese picture bride, not even born in America and has not been exposed to the
American culture. Another issue while focusing on the theme of identity is how
Sterling’s father has created a life for himself and his family out of fictitious
documents. Sterling’s father was one of the paper sons who have immigrated to the
United States.

In conclusion, during the discussion of the novels mentioned above, there are
three important themes that will be emphasized. The first one is generational gaps.
By referring to generational gaps, the analysis of these novels point out that tie of
descent is protected by the old generation of Chinese-American characters. Also, in
order to provide a protection of descent for their children, Chinese spouses attempt to

organize arranged marriages for them. Besides the parents’ concern of a descent
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marriage, they also have expectations about their careers. For instance, all of the
Chinese-American parents expect their children to have prestigious jobs, however,
not always is this expectation made true by their children. The second aspect that is
worth noticing is emphasized in the formation of new families. The main point of
clash in the discussion of forming new families is between consent and descent.
Consent based marriages or relationships are problematic since white spouse’s
conflict with the Chinese one. Another aspect that makes this issue more problematic
is picture brides. As if mixed-race relationships are no complicated, the parents of
Chinese-American characters do not resist bringing picture brides from China. There
are also obstacles related to stereotypes. For example, white men stereotype Chinese
women as Oriental sex dolls. The third issue as an outcome of mixed-race marriages,
mixed-race children brings forth new sensibilities about having being mixed-race.
The most important characteristic about mixed-race children is their divided
sensibilities and their loyalty to their parents’ race. Also, some mixed-race characters
involve the problematic issue of “looking white” whereas they are also expected to
be faithful to their colored race. Another result of mixed-race relationships is
adoption. In mixed-race relationships, the act of adopting a child is an act of consent
where the adopting parents give their consent to adopt a child of Chinese descent.
The complications of interracial adoption and its effect to the identity of adopted

children with parents of a mixed-race marriage will be discussed.
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4.2. Mixed Race Marriage / Relationships

In Gish Jen’s novel The Love Wife, Carnegie Wong and Janie Bailey are
mixed-race married couple. They have two adopted daughters and just when they are
going to have their first biological son, Carnegie’s mother named Mama Wong
decides to bring a distant relative from China to help Blondie look after the children.
At first sight, Carnegie and Blondie’s marriage is by Sollors’ standards a relationship
based on consent. According to Blondie’s narration, her family was an
“improvisation” (Jen, 2004; 3) which their neighbor claims to be “the new American
family” (Jen, 2004; 3). Their marriage continues happily until the intrusion of Mama
Wong, the person who is not happy with this composition of Anglo-Saxon and
Chinese family. When Mama Wong decides to bring Lan to America, it is revealed
that marriage is something more complex beyond the consent of individuals.

The story of how Carnegie and Blondie have gotten married reverses the
order of events that lead to marriage in romantic love in the sense that lovers are
expected to first fall in love with each other, than get married and finally have
biological children. During university years, Carnegie was living with his mother
who called him “the last real Chinese son in America” (Jen, 2004; 58). She was so
proud of her son being obedient until he met Blondie. What brings Blondie and
Carnegie is the discovery of a baby left alone. It is actually a classmate of Carnegie
who finds out that an “Oriental baby” (Jen, 2004; 60) has been left on the steps of a
church. It is the first time that Carnegie experiences holding a baby in his hands, and
out of this experience he feels “what a civilized being” (Jen, 2004; 60) he is.
Carnegie clutches the baby since he is immediately attached to it. Carnegie’s
marriage proposal to Blondie is prompted by his desire to adopt and raise this child
in a family atmosphere: “Let’s get married and have this baby” (Jen, 2004; 61). In
other words, Carnegie grabs Blondie as the person closest to him at that particular
moment, not particularly because he is in love with her. It would not therefore, be
wrong to say that the love affair in this novel is actually between Carnegie and the
baby, not between Carnegie and Blondie. The bond that keeps Blondie and Carnegie

together is their consent on looking after the baby. Mama Wong as a character who
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represents the continuance of Chinese traditions naturally opposes the marriage of

Carnegie and Blondie.

From Mama Wong’s perspective, Carnegie and Blondie’s mixed-race
marriage is not a source of pride. As an old lady strongly connected to her Chinese
traditions and cultural values, and probably with the effect of her Alzheimer illness,
she never feels happy with Blondie being his son’s wife. She cannot accept that her
son prefers to marry an Anglo Saxon American woman. According to Mama Wong’s
expectations, her son should marry a Chinese-American woman. The arrival of Lan
is like Mama Wong’s last effort to provide a slow penetration of Chinese values and
traditions into the family. Mama Wong clearly states her feelings to Blondie: “What?
You think you are white? You are Wong! Wong! Wong! she would say, banging her
hand on her mattress. Or else: Two Wongs — two Wongs — two — don’t make a white!”
(Jen, 2004; 28).

Taking her stand, thus, Mama Wong tries to create a territory for herself and
her son, leaving out Blondie. The only way she can achieve this is by the power of
language. For instance, when Mama Wong is unhappy about something, she
continuously mumbles in Chinese in the house. Even though Blondie knows some
Chinese, she can not figure out what she says. Blondie describes her feelings of
exclusion when she complains about the mere sounds of Chinese: “That
argumentative, sibilant sound, irregular and explosive, like firecrackers. I wished she
had taught me to speak it. But she never did. Could she ever have said why?” (Jen,
2004; 28). By not teaching the language she speaks, Mama Wong creates a kind of
territory only designated for herself and her son, for language is the only weapon she
has to create and continue the private relationship she has with her son even after his

marriage to Blondie.

According to the Chinese cultural understanding of motherhood, represented
by Mama Wong, Blondie should be a housewife and only take care of her child and
focus on daily house chores. Therefore, Mama Wong is always criticizing her son
and accusing Blondie of not looking after her kids and of being selfish because of her
American lifestyle. Blondie, however, has a job, so her time with her children is

limited. Besides criticizing Blondie for not spending more time with her children, her
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main concern, however, is taking herself into protection by making sure that she has
a brides who will take care of her:

What happen? In the end, you don’t even take care of me?

Since when you have to pay outside people take care of your

mother? What is Blondie doing, tell me. Work outside for

what? | can tell you, she is not work for money. She is work

for herself! Make everybody suffer. Even her own kids, she

do not take care of them. Your mother took care of you your

whole life. Struggle so hard. For what, tell me. For what? . .

. Throw mother out like garbage, waste money besides (Jen,
2004; 32).

The most important thing for Mama Wong is to marry her son to a Chinese-
American girl who, unlike Blondie, is brought up as a Chinese woman who is willing
to dedicate her life to the happiness of her husband and family. Before Carnegie and
Blondie gets married, Mama Wong tries everything to prevent this marriage. For
example, she offers her son one million dollars so that he will not marry Blondie. She
even tells her son that she can still see Blondie and go to the movies with her. As
long as Carnegie and Blondie’s relationship is not legitimized it is not a problem for
Mama Wong for her son to spend time with Blondie. “You can still go out to dinner.
But on the paper, name is somebody else. I find you nice Chinese girl, she is going to
make everybody feel so nice” (Jen, 2004; 72).

Since Mama Wong fails to prevent this marriage, the best she can do is to add
to it more Chinese elements. Lan is this element that Mama Wong wants to inject
into the marriage of Carnegie and Blondie. While the family is waiting for Lan to
arrive at the airport, Blondie continuously says that Lan is coming “from a little town
some place between Shangai and Beijing” (Jen, 2004; 9). This repetition is a
representation of Blondie’s fear that Lan’s arrival will take over her position as the
mother of the family. Blondie repeats that Lan is coming from China so insistently
that, even her adopted daughter notices it and says: “. . . Mom keeps going over the
thing anyway like it’s what to do in case of a fire or something” (Jen, 2004; 9). As if
to comfort herself with the thought, Blondie also tells her children that Lan will be
with them only for a “couple of years” (Jen, 2004; 9), hoping that her stay will be

temporary. Deep inside, however, Blondie does not perceive Lan only and merely as
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a nanny; she thinks that she is sent as Carnegie’s second and/or optional wife. She
vehemently complains about Mama Wong’s arrangement to Carnegie, revealing her

true fears:

‘- A second wife, I said. Only your mother.

- What second wife?

- Only your mother, I said would send us, from her grave,
the wife you should have married.” (Jen, 2004; 195)

At the other end of things, Lan’s task is not easy. At first, she does not feel
that she is accepted as a member of the Wong family. Although the Wong family is a
family of consent, Lan never gets the consent of Blondie to be a part of their family.
Such an observation leads Lan to think that she is merely a babysitter who is there
for a temporary stay. She stays at the limbo between China and America, leaving one
but never being admitted into the next. She questions the reason why she was
brought to America: “Why was | brought here? Because Carnegie’s mother wanted
me to come, they said. But | wondered, what was the real reason? What did they
want from me?” (Jen, 2004; 49). After the death of Mama Wong, it is revealed that
she had stated in her will that a nanny named Lan would come to live with the Wong

family so that the children would not lose their Chinese identity.

In fact, Mama Wong’s death and Lan’s arrival create some profound changes
in the relationship between Carnegie and Blondie. According to Blondie, sending
Lan from China to the United States is Mama Wong’s last attempt of creating a
family out of descent. Lan is the “proper” wife that Carnegie should have married
and Blondie is aware of that. With Lan’s arrival, Blondie is concerned that their
marriage could break down if Carnegie gets caught up in the attraction of descent.
Her fears are painfully realized, for Mama Wong looms large in Carnegie’s psyche
after her death. Carnegie, before his mother’s death was not a man who focused on
his Chinese identity. After the death of Mama Wong, however, he wants his three
children to be brought up with an awareness of Chinese heritage. Even his adopted
daughter Wendy is aware of this change, but she sees no risk of being bothered by
her father because they already look Chinese. Carnegie focuses on his biological son

Bailey so that his Anglo-American features do not prevent him from learning about
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his Chinese heritage: “I want Bailey to be Bailey Wong, not Bailey Bailey” (Jen,
2004; 204).

Rather than the physical appearance of their biological son, Blondie seems to
the character who is most concerned about feeling like an outsider because of
physical similarities of Chinese characters. In an attempt to explore the limits of the
new American family, Jen demonstrates its differences from the Anglo-Saxon
family. Blondie is probably the most “divided” character between these two family
formations. In this family characters with Asian physical characteristics dominate, so
Blondie looks among them like an outsider. Blondie starts believing that in the
“picture” of the family that she lives in, she looks like an outsider who has merely
come to visit the family. Blondie, by hoping that Lan’s stay will be temporary
resembles, the arrival of Chinese sojourners to America in the nineteenth century. In
fact, Mama Wong’s aim by bringing Lan to America is not for a temporary stay,

instead it is intended to be permanent:

But here it was still, and how odd our family looked in it — all
those heads of black hair, with just two heads of blond.

The Wongs and the Baileys.

Any passerby would have thought that Lan and Carnegie
were the husband and wife of the family, and that I was
visiting with my son, Bailey. (Jen, 2004; 245)

As much as a picture seems to make Blondie feel like an outsider, in fact, the
components of the new American family come from completely different origins and
races. Although she herself has contributed to the makeup of this radical change in
the family it baffles Blondie, for she and her son stands out in the family picture as
the “white”. This picture is a reversal of the situation in American society, in which
whiteness sets the norm, and white people are born with privileges. Thus, the new
family pushes the limits of consent further and while doing this however, a yet larger
definition of descent also comes into existence: families between racially similar
people in fact continue in the line of descent in the multiracial American society
whereas marriages between racially dissimilar people add a new definition to the

meaning and perception of consent relations.
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When making a decision of marriage with Carnegie, Blondie at first, does not
think of problems that would be the outcome of descent. For Blondie, their own
consent is initially enough for a marriage between the two. Later Lan’s arrival leads
Blondie to question things that she had not seen as a problem before. At the
beginning of their marriage, Blondie does not think about what the people
surrounding them would think of this marriage, but now she understands how people
see this marriage differently In terms of how the concept of marriage is defined as a
consent relationship. However, it should be pointed out that arranged marriages and
the marriages of people from the same race are also considered a relationship of
descent In which ever way a marriage is structured, the power of descent secretly

leaks into it:

I am embarrassed to admit that I did not think much then
about what it meant to be surrounded—what it meant to be
outnumbered. I did notice that people did not talk about his
nobility in marrying me. And I did correct them when they
talked about my nobility in marrying him, especially since he
came with Lizzy. How open to difference! they said all the
time. How loving! How willing to take risks! (Jen, 2004; 247)

What strikes Blondie at the early stages of their marriage is her ignorance of
the price of raising a mixed-race family. She not only sees the emptiness of her
presumptuous nobility but she also confronts the fears that poison white
supremacists’ nightmares: one day the white race may be in minority only to
disappear gradually. She realizes her act threatens the very standards of “normalcy”
and “propriety,” a white dominated society.

In the marriage of Blondie and Carnegie, it is racial similarity rather than
blood tie that holds the family together. The only people who are left out according
to racial similarity is Blondie and her biological son. While analyzing this family, Jen
problematizes consent and descent. In this respect, the formation of this family is
beyond what can be explained with blood ties. Racial similarity rather than meaning
blood ties in this family becomes a symbol of descent. The meaning of the word
descent thus broadened to include relatedness between those who have racial

similarity. According to Bl