The AFFs fear of the Yellow Peril are rooted in racist realist discourses that need to be rejected.
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Emerging from the context of the U.S.-China trade war, the 2019 targeted crackdown of Chinese American scientists certainly can be perceived as part and parcel of the Trump administration’s comprehensive plan to cripple China’s global economic advance. These specific attacks against individual scientists aim to stamp out China’s alleged practices in acquiring/extracting intellectual property—both scientific and technological—of U.S.-based researchers, the kind of intellectual property that could be commoditized and entered into the calculus of economic trade. Indeed, the fear of scientific espionage is fueled by the fear of loss of economic competition. In a global market driven by scientific-technological innovation, it is the potential loss of the commoditization of science and technology in the race for control of global market shares that drives this “witch hunt” for possible intellectual property theft and Chinese scientific espionage. Yet, despite their joint efforts, the NIH and the FBI seem to share divergent opinions of what might be the cause of NIH rule infractions. The NIH has attributed the main source of the problem to the scientists’ neglecting, willfully or not, to report their participation in China’s TTP program, which recruits U.S.-based scientists with substantial funding. While participation in the TTP program is not prohibited, the reporting of both their participation and funding are required. In some cases, scientists are charged for the failure to recount all the names of their foreign research collaborators. Others set up businesses in China and neglect to report those sources of income. Few seem to rise to the level worthy of removal from university posts. In an e-mail message sent to the campus community, Massachusetts YELLOW PERIL AND TECHNO-ORIENTALISM • SIU AND CHUN • 431 Institute of Technology (MIT) President L. Rafael Reif stated, “Looking at cases across the nation, small numbers of researchers of Chinese background may indeed have acted in bad faith, but they are the exception and very far from the rule. Yet faculty members, post-docs, research staff and students tell me that, in their dealings with government agencies, they now feel unfairly scrutinized, stigmatized and on edge—because of their Chinese ethnicity alone.”26 Scientists of all backgrounds now feel uneasy about foreign research collaborations, pointing to the contradiction between the long-standing encouragement to engage in global collaborations and the recent criminalization of those same collaborations. Thus far, only five scientists have been removed from two research institutions. Meanwhile, at least several universities, including MIT, Yale, Stanford, and UC Berkeley, have issued statements addressing the corrosive effects that heightened scrutiny and stigmatization of Chinese American scientists have had on the research community. The FBI, however, offers a much more dangerous theory. According to Bloomberg Business reporter Peter Waldman, FBI Director Christopher Wray, in an April speech given at the Council on Foreign Relations, “described the reason for the scrutiny of ethnic Chinese scientists. [Wray claims that] ‘China has pioneered a societal approach to stealing innovation in any way it can from a wide array of businesses, universities, and organizations.’ Everyone’s in on it . . . China’s intelligence services; its state-owned and what he called ‘ostensibly’ private enterprises; and the 130,000 Chinese graduate students and researchers who work and study in the US every year. ‘Put simply, China seems determined to steal its way up the economic ladder at our expense.’ . . . In Wray’s retelling, China’s challenge to the US today is unlike any this nation has faced. Whereas the Cold War was fought by armies and governments, the contest is being waged, on China’s side, by the ‘whole of society,’ the FBI director said, and the US needs its own whole-of-society response. But what does that look like in a society with more than 5 million citizens of Chinese descent, many of whom work in the very science and technology fields said to be under assault?”27 Wray’s message suggests that anyone of Chinese descent is a potential spy working for China. Herein lies both the logic and justification for racial profiling, as ethnicity alone is evidence enough for the potentiality of guilt and wrongdoing. Yet, this logic is deeply flawed, given that the category of ethnic Chinese encompasses a wide diversity of people with a broad spectrum of ideological leanings. Certainly, ethnic Chinese in Taiwan and Hong Kong may not always agree with, if not directly oppose, Chinese state ideology. Moreover, the message also suggests any and all (non-Chinese) 432 • 23.3 Americans should stand ready to respond to this widespread “societal attack.” Undoubtedly, these comments have heightened anxiety and fear among Chinese/Asian American scientists and engineers. A retired federal employee, Nancy Chen, commented during a panel discussion on this new academic climate at the University of Chicago, “The great fear is that history may repeat itself in this political climate, and Chinese Americans may be rounded up like Japanese Americans during WWII . . . The fear and worry is real.”28 The specter of Japanese American mass incarceration continues to haunt Asian Americans. Indeed, the incarceration of over 120,000 Japanese Americans during WWII exemplifies the most wide-sweeping state-sanctioned response to yellow peril. War propaganda around the potential infiltration of Japanese military intelligence of the U.S. Pacific Coast incited popular fear and anger against people of Japanese descent in the United States. When President F. D. Roosevelt issued Executive Order 9066 to evacuate people of Japanese descent (citizenship notwithstanding) from the West Coast and to relocate them to concentration camps throughout the United States, an entire population of Japanese Americans—men, women, and children—became racially marked as potential enemies and threats to national security.29 Extending this order beyond the U.S. nation-state, the Roosevelt administration lobbied its Canadian and Latin American neighbors to adopt a similar strategy, with the stated aim of establishing hemispheric security. All but a few Axis-leaning Latin American countries instituted their own form and degree of surveillance, incarceration, and deportation of Japanese “enemy aliens.”30 Similarly, in this current context, the United States has been lobbying other nation-states to impose trade sanctions against China, end contracts, and hold China responsible for the pandemic. Yellow peril creates enemies of entire racialized-national populations; it does not care to differentiate variations within this “enemy” population. The case of Japanese American incarceration makes clear that citizenship matters little when pitted against the formidable racializing discourses of the yellow peril, especially when national loyalty is presumed to align unquestionably with racial-ethnic descent. During WWII, the geopolitics involving the United States and Japan directly affected the treatment of ethnic Japanese in the United States, namely, the removal and incarceration of an ethnic population mobilized by racist fear and without any substantiated evidence of real threat or wrongdoing. In this pandemic moment, the warnings of FBI Director Wray take on an ominous ring. This language of the “whole of society” attack by China powerfully invokes, once again, the image of yellow peril as an undifferentiated mass of Chinese threatening to overtake the West. This notion that YELLOW PERIL AND TECHNO-ORIENTALISM • SIU AND CHUN • 433 any Chinese—whether a student, a professor, an engineer, an executive, a neighbor, a U.S. citizen or not—can be a potential spy of the Chinese state resonates with the language that led to and eventually justified Japanese American incarceration. When aligned with the reference to “the Chinese virus,” we have an explosive image of the teeming, uncontainable bodies (yellow peril) of Chinese/Asian contagion—in the forms of both a biological virus (coronavirus) and a societal virus (scientific espionage)—circulating and contaminating everything and everyone within its reach. Certainly, unlike Japanese Americans in WWII, the strategy of containment for potential Chinese scientific espionage has focused on relatively quiet, isolated, and individualized removals rather than massive relocation and incarceration. Such a strategy has hindered public visibility and undermined collective response. Could it be that Wray’s call for a “whole of society” response actually is already being carried out through these variegated forms of responses that range from highly coordinated institutional removals of Chinese American scientists to interstate policy stand-offs to dispersed, irregular outbursts of violence against Chinese/Asian Americans? If the cases of Japanese American incarceration and the imprisonment of Dr. Wen Ho Lee offer any lessons, it is that ethnic Asians, perceived as perpetually foreign, are always subject to the rigged test of national loyalty. It matters not what factual evidence there is, if it exists at all. The machinations of the “yellow peril” rely on the perpetuated belief that ethnicity determines national loyalty and allegiance. Moreover, projected as an undifferentiated mass, Chinese/Asian Americans are represented as the servile minions that both embody and extend the anti-West and its efforts to dominate the “West.” Filtered through the U.S. racial lens, East Asian phenotype—no matter one’s ethnic background—is sufficient enough to provoke hate, anger, and violence. This was the fate of the aforementioned Burmese American family and the fate of Vincent Chin in the late 1980s, when he was beaten to death because his perpetrators had mistakenly assumed he was ethnic Japanese (Japan at that time was constructed as the main economic antagonist to the United States). No Asian American is safe from the current anti-China and Chinese/Asian American attacks. The enumerated cases of increasing violence experienced by Asians of all ethnic backgrounds attest to this reality. Technological Behemoth: the Racial Capitalist Frontier of Techno-Economic Warfare The American media coverage of Wuhan’s shutdown and the Chinese state’s deployment of surveillance technology to contain the virus through 434 • 23.3 contact tracing and quarantine enforcement measures offered the American public a preview of the PRC government at work. Enfolded in these stories are both the underlying admiration and fear around the Chinese state’s efficiency and efficacy in using technology for population control. Similarly, the same kind of admiration and fear are evident in American perceptions of China’s explosive economic development and global reach since the 1990s. And arguably, these same sentiments re-emerge when we read about the seemingly rapid success of Huawei Technologies, which has become the world’s largest telecommunications technology company, overtaking Western companies that were once household names, like Eriksson, Nokia, and Motorola. The exemplary case of Huawei brings our discussion of yellow peril into the explicit terrain of techno-Orientalism where the idea of the Chinese techno-virus—emerging at the nexus of technology, international trade, and cyber-security—is articulated through the racialized fear of Chinese technological domination achieved purportedly by stealing trade secrets, engaging unfair trade practices, and enabling Chinese state surveillance. What the case of Huawei illustrates is the extension of the “Chinese virus” trope that already exists in the domains of public health (as biological pathogen) and research institutions (scientist-spy) into the realm of everyday consumer technologies. Our point in discussing Huawei is not to defend it or to judge its activities. Rather, we want to call attention to the increasing significance of media/communications technologies as sites of interstate techno-economic-security struggles (in addition to already existing corporate surveillance). Toward that end, the Huawei example clearly shows the entwined issues and discourses of technology, international trade, and cybersecurity, all of which are filtered through and constitutive of the racializing techniques of the “Chinese virus.” Between January 2019 and February 2020, the U.S. Department of Justice filed three indictments against Huawei and its subsidiaries. That Huawei is the first foreign company of recent memory that is singled out by the United States for charges related to sanctions violations, conspiracy to steal trade secrets from American companies (including source code and wireless technology manuals), and federal racketeering (including fraud, obstruction of justice, money laundering) is noteworthy in itself. This last charge of racketeering is used historically to address organized crime (i.e. mafias) and points to the U.S. government’s intended juridical delegitimization of Huawei as an irrational institution mired in secrecy and an unlawful global corporation that cannot be trusted. In response to these allegations, Huawei accused the Department of Justice of exercising a form of political persecution and asserted that “[the charges] are based YELLOW PERIL AND TECHNO-ORIENTALISM • SIU AND CHUN • 435 largely on resolved civil disputes from the last twenty years that have been previously settled, litigated, and in some cases, rejected by federal judges and juries.”31 The case will likely take years to resolve, but its function will become apparent by the ensuing interstate trade and diplomatic negotiations between China and the United States. Meanwhile, the White House and various U.S. state departments have begun to exert pressure on both domestic institutions and allied nation-states to end contracts and research collaborations with Huawei. For instance, the U.S. Department of Commerce in 2019 blacklisted the firm on charges of intellectual property theft and barred U.S. companies from selling products to Huawei without federal authorization.32 Also, as discussed in the above section, the FBI has placed pressure on universities to increase oversight of Chinese American researchers and to divest from research collaborations funded by Huawei and other Chinese firms. Multiple universities, including MIT, Stanford University, and the University of Illinois, have terminated research partnerships with Huawei.33 In addition to these domestic pressures, U.S. officials have asked allied nation-states to cancel any existing contracts with Huawei, especially ones that involve using the firm’s equipment for developing 5G wireless networks. Cybersecurity serves as the stated rationale, conjuring the potential of the Chinese Communist Party through its ties to the firm to engage in cyber surveillance/espionage by intercepting individual, corporate, and government data flowing through the 5G wireless networks. According to this logic, the “Chinese/Asian contagion” manifest as “Chinese/Asian espionage” can now be hardwired into the infrastructural fabric of our telecommunications systems through which data will travel from our phones, computers, online accounts, and other kinds of technologies to Chinese companies and, potentially, the Chinese state. The assertion is that the use of Huawei’s equipment will create massive security vulnerabilities not just to U.S. intelligence but also to American individuals whose personal information can be captured and used for endless possibilities of commoditization. It is also argued that Chinese technology integration into any Western cyber infrastructure project “would give China the upper hand in any potential cyber war.”34 Recently, this racialized fear of Chinese technology has materialized with intensified urgency in the privacy debates surrounding the immensely popular video-sharing platform, TikTok, and its Chinese parent company, ByteDance. With over 100 million users in the United States alone, TikTok has ascended to social media ubiquity, exacerbating American anxieties around China’s technological dominance.35 Rehearsing much of the same rhetoric used to condemn Huawei, U.S. lawmakers have argued that TikTok 436 • 23.3 poses a threat to the “national security, foreign policy, and economy of the United States,” citing concerns over TikTok’s handling of user data and the company’s alleged allegiance to the Chinese government.36 Indeed, in early August 2020, the Trump administration released an executive order that would effectively ban the social media app from the United States if ByteDance failed to address concerns regarding the app’s surveillance mechanisms, including the Chinese Communist Party’s “access to Americans’ personal and proprietary information . . . ”37 Worth noting is the fact that TikTok was the platform of choice used by K-pop fans to flood the Trump campaign with fake ticket reservations to the Tulsa, Oklahoma, rally. The spectacular embarrassment of a half-empty arena no doubt left an impression on the White House. However, even as the U.S. government is accusing Chinese corporations like ByteDance and Huawei of colluding with the state, it too is expanding collaborations with U.S. technology companies. For instance, in 2019, Microsoft was awarded a $10 billion contract from the Department of Defense to update and transform the U.S. military’s cloud computing infrastructure. The project, known as the Joint Enterprise Defense Infrastructure (JEDI), is the Pentagon’s largest technology contract to date38 and represents the growing relationship between the high-tech industry and the military. Ironically, these are the very same nationalistic ties that the U.S. government has accused TikTok of advancing. The strategic framing of potential foreign violation of individual privacy is part and parcel of the racialized construction of the “Chinese/ Asian techno-virus” as a danger to both American liberal personhood and national capitalist democracy. Indeed, the potentiality for China to gain the upper hand in any possible cyber and technological war with the United States compounds the economic threat that conglomerates like Huawei and ByteDance pose to U.S. global capitalism. The perceived dual dangers of compromised national security and economic competition—as embodied by Chinese transnational tech firms—positions Chinese technology, its commoditization, and its capture of the global market as evidence of China’s advance in “techno-economic warfare.” In this way, the specter of the Chinese/Asian threat is central, if not necessary, to legitimizing the insistence of American hegemony. Conclusion The unprecedented havoc caused by the coronavirus offers us an opportunity to pause and take note of both the deepening fractions within the YELLOW PERIL AND TECHNO-ORIENTALISM • SIU AND CHUN • 437 U.S. and the shifting dynamics between the national and the global. At the time of writing, on July 29, 2020, the virus has infected more than 17 million and has killed upwards of 667,000 people globally.39 The disproportionate impact on U.S. communities of color—Black, Native American, Latinx, and Asian American—has revealed the deep historical and structural inequalities that have shaped the profoundly unjust outcomes. Meanwhile, the racialization of the coronavirus as a “Chinese virus” has given rise to anti-Asian aggression globally. While this pandemic moment compels us to critically interrogate the construction of the contagion, our goal is not to focus solely on the racialization of the pathogen but to situate this particular discourse of the Chinese/Asian viral threat within the broader context of the U.S.-China trade war. The essay has examined how the ideology of yellow peril has been playing out in current techno-Orientalist discourses of disease, scientific espionage, and cybersecurity. Although this multivalent Chinese/Asian viral threat is the most recent iteration of yellow peril, it emerges from and is made possible by an already existing repertoire of racial tropes that are now coalescing to forge the consolidated phantasm of the Chinese contagion, spy, and technological behemoth as national security threat. All along, our goal has been to illuminate the intensive and enduring ideological work that undergirds the shifting political-economic agenda of U.S. racial capitalism. We conclude this essay by returning to the ever-unfolding scenario of this techno-Orientalist moment. The recent legislations restricting entry of certain international graduate students to the United States and prohibiting U.S. residency to all international students whose curriculum is fully based on remote learning reflect not only the continuation but also the extension of the anti-China campaign into immigration policies. Reminiscent of the late nineteenth century anti-Chinese era, we are witnessing a similar consolidation of racial tropes that have constructed Chinese bodies as presenting multiple forms of threat. Yet, unlike the previous era, such policies are targeting the educated elite rather than the working class. The effects, however, have been similar in instilling fear and anxiety, though of different kinds, among both Chinese and non-Chinese Americans alike. As we enter into the unchartered territory of this next phase of the U.S.- China face-off, what will be the position of Chinese/Asian Americans in this national and global order? If crisis moments offer an opportunity to reimagine, transform, and rebuild, what kind of future do we want when we emerge from this current “crisis”? 438 • 23.3 Acknowledgements Lok Siu thanks Sandhya Shukla and Kathy Chetkovich for their generative feedback.
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