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INTRODUCTION

The Hawaiian Islande, discovered by an English sea captain in
1778 and subeequently coveted by several nations have been seeking
statehood for almost one hundred years. Interest among nmainland resi-
dents in statehood for Havaii, howvever, is the result of recent Congrese
sional committee investigations which have focused attention upon the
| prolonged struggle for vhat the proponents consider eqnai rights not ex-
isting under territorial status. The Orgemnic Act of 1900 provided &
territorial government, acceptable to the statehood proponents only as
e mere formality preceding adminsion as a State,

The writer's interest in the Hawaiian statehood movement stems
from & three~ysar residence in the Hawaiian Islands as a memdber of the
Armed Forces during VWorld War I1. The writer, like 60 many Americans,
had given 1little thought to the group of small islanda so far avaey prior
to becoming a tempprary resident, but personal contact with the perms-
nent regidents resulted in a curiosity about their desire for statehood
vhich was not satisfied by what could be found in books already written.
Hany writers have touched on the sublect in a sketchy way as a part of
a general history of Hawaii, or in & biased and limited way agqording
to their particular interests in political, economic or social factors.
The writer’'s curiosity developed into a strong interest in the complete
nistory of the movement. The purpose of this thesis, therefore, has been
to set down a factual account of the political, economic and socisl
factors in Hawaii which have directly influenced the problem of admitting

Hawaii as a State, and the actual legislative attempts in Congress to



pass an enabling act.

Special attention has been given to the statehood movement since
1935* la that year a Congressional investigating committee held hearings
in Hawaii pursuant to a statehood bill, the first serious consideration
given to such a bill. The first three chapters of this study are devoted
to essential historical facts, economic factors and social conditions In
Hawaii, a knowledge of which is necessary for a full understanding of the
concerted effort made by the statehood proponents and the opponents in
the years following that initial Congressional investigation in 1935*

The remaining chapters are concerned with the actual legislative consid-
eration which has been given in Congress, and a study of the groups in
the Hawaiian Islands and on the mainland who have supported or opposed
the Hawaiian statehood movement.

The bulk of the material contained in the following pages has
been selected from The Congressional Record, reports made by the Congres-
sional committees which have conducted investigations in connection with
Hawaiian statehood bills, the Hawaiian Governor's annual reports to the
Secretary of the Interior, publications by the Hawaiian Historical Com-
mission, and memoirs. Periodicals and newspapers have been the sources
of substantiating evidence of the general interest shown by mainland as
well as island residents in the current proposal of statehood which,

during the closing month of research, could become reality at any time



CHAPWR |
THE HISTORICAL BACKGROUND

On January 18, 1?78 Captain James Cook, the English explorer,
first sighted, the islands in the Pacific Ocean known as the Hawaiian
Islands, The history of these small dots of land in the vast, blue
ocean is a record of struggle, growth and intrigue of world consequence
scarcely conceivable when regarded in the light of their size. Only
eight of the chain of islands have ever been inhabited, and the entire
area of the islands is only 6,435 square miles, an area smaller than
that of all but three of the forty-eight American States. let, prior to
annexation by the United States in 1898, these volcanic creations of
nature represented to the great world powers a prize well worth posses-
sing.

I. FROM FEUDAL WARFARE AND DISUNITY
TO A CONSTITUTIONAL MONARCHY

At the time of their discovery by white men, the islands were
a unit only in the sense that the group was isolated from the rest of
the world by the vast expanse of ocean which surrounded it. Each island
was a kingdom, and there were wars of conquest waged almost constantly
as each king sought to add to his realm. Finally, in the year 1810, the

islands were united by King Kamehameha I, and the struggle for a place
in the family of nations began.l Kamehameha I had little thought for

X-Ftalph S. Kuykendall and A. Grove Day, Hawaii: A History (New
York: Prentlce-Hall, Inc., 1948), p. 29.
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the reet of thé world, but he and his successors were powerless to alter
the circumstances which were to make the Hawalian kingdéom the subject of
international concera. X

The feat of uniting the islends had been tried by other kings
vithout success. The statesmanship of Kamehameha was not a fleeting
ability. His succees did not end with merely conquering all the islands.
He was as masterful in aﬂminiatr&tion as he was in military strategy,
and his nine~ysar rule drovght peace and prosgperity to all his psople.
‘The governmental organization which he left his successors all but as-
sured & continuing prosperity. He drev closer to the throne religious
snd social controls, making his will felt in all activities withia his -
nevly formed kingdom, -

His gods had brought him to power and guarded him for years on the
throne of & growing kingdom, snd he would not forsake them. No
‘missionaries of Christianity arrived during his lifetime, and the
example of the foreigners that came in incressing aumbers to trade
with and settle in his realm did not give him a high respect for
the religion beyond his borders.?

The heir to the throne, liholiho, lacked his father's strength
of character, and inroads into the native customs vere made by the for-
eign visitors and settlers during his short, five-year reign. Kamehamsha
I had provided & strong, sound advisory group to serve the.throne and the

transition from father to son vas made without serious difficulites, al-

though certain of the chiefs plotted to prevent Iiholiho's acceasion.?

ZKuyken&all and Day, Hawaii: A History, p. 29.

v, . Alexander, "Overthrovw of the Ancient Tabu System in the

Hawaijen Islands,” Twenty-fifth Annual Report, Hawailan Historical Society
(Bonolulu, 1906), p. 20.



Disaffection among the chiefs was somevhat allayed, and significant
changas‘began to occur vhen Iiholiho, who took the name of Kamehameha II,
shared with his chiefs the monopoly on the sandalwood trade. The chiefs!
aevwly acquired wealth created among them a duying mania which sttracted
nany ‘foreign Yreders to the islands. The year 1820 also marked the are
rival of the firét'ﬁhrisbian missionaries from Hew Bngland.“ They cane
et the time when the native religion had already been severely shaiten by
Iinoliho’s disavowal of the native religiocus tabus which had besn so -
¢erefully guarded by Kamehameha I, The coming of the traders and the
migsionaries sowed the sesd of future arguments favoring the aunexation
of the Hawalian Islends to the United States. Kamshameha II showed more
inclination than hie -father had shown to atﬁempt to understand the world
represented by the traders and missionaries who came to Hawaii, and ne
made & trip to England to see end to learn. He died in 182k.wﬁile still
in Ehgland.5 leaving his successor, Kamehameha III, a throne threatened
by circumstances calling for e firm ruling hand.

Ag a‘resnlt of the increasing nuﬁbers of foreigners dwelling in
the islande, Kemehamehs 1II was confronted by the task of administering
a greatly altered social and political situstion through unwritten native
law, which was wholly inadequate in the circumstances. The contrasting

aocial and political concepts of the native and foreign cultures brought

“4. 7. Prear, "Hswaiian Statute Law,® Thirteenth Annual Beport.
Bawaitan Historical Society (Honolulw, 1906), p. 20.

5Kwkendall and Day, Hawaii: A History, p. 48,
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conflicts in matters involving the foreigners, who insisted upon protec—v
" %ion according to their own laws, "Hevealingly, the first laws printed
in the kingdom (1822) had bteen designed to control the misdeeds of de-
serters and rioting sailors ashore.“6 Constant threats of intervention
by foreigm powefa in behalf of their citizens in the islanis made the
‘king and his chiefs feel the need for being better informed about the
" polity of civilized countries, ®Ia 1839, a course of lectures on the
science of governments was delivered by the Reverend William Richards to
the chiefs at their request, ...“7 In the following year the Hawaiian
Kingdom adopted a constitution vwhich created a legislative body of rep-
regentatives elected by the people.a The evolving of a constitutional
goverament had consumed the first half of Kamehameha III's thirty years
as king. The latter half of hie reign was devoted to thes strusgle for
freedom from threatened foreign intervention and to a fight for recog-
nition by the powers of Hawaii's indepsndence.

II. THREATS OF FOREIGN CONTROL
PHRODUCED IHDEPENIENCE .
Yoreign intervention in Hawalian affairs hed not begun immedi-~
ately after discovery by Captain Cook. This Englishman did not satici-

pate the potential role of Hawaii in Pacific affairs and therefore made

6Ruykendall end Dey, Hawaii: A History, p. 5l.

74, P. Frear, "The Evolution of the Hawaiian Judiciary,® Papers

of the Hawaiisn Historical Society, No. 2 (Honolulu: The Hawaiian
Gazette Compaany, Printers, 1894}, p. 8.

81uid.
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no claims for his native land. For about two decades following Cook's -
landing, ships flying the flags of every rajor seafaring nation atoﬁpad
at the islands, but no particular desire for possession moved any nation
to attempt annexation., In fact, the first attempt at political waion
between Hawaiian territory and a foreign power was initiated by King Kame-
hameha I. In 1794 he and his chiefs, adboard the English ship Discovery,
ceded the island of Hawail to Great Britain, asking oaly that the land
be protected from foreign enomies and éhat the native government, religion
and customs be left untouched. This cession was never accepied by the
British government.9 ... but it led to & tradition of English supremacy
in the 4islands for some years.“lo There was open reaffirmation in 1822
of Hawaiian desire for English protection vhen Kamehameha II, in ac-
cepbing from that government the gift of a small schooner,

.ss Btated: "PThe vhole of these islands having been conguered by
ny father, I have succesded to the goveranment of them, and deg
leave to_place them all under the protection of your most excellent
na;iessy."ﬁ
The interest of other nations in the islands became gradually stronger,
however, and the British position in Hawaiian affairs dvindled %o & les~

ser significance. It will be Been in the following pages thal Russian

interest had its beginning in 1815, France appeared noticeably on the

93. D. Vestervelt, "Kamshameha's cession of the Island of Hawaii

to Great Britain in 1894,% Pwanty-second Annual Bepory, Hawmiian Histo-
ricsl Society (Honolulu; Parsdise of the Pacific Press, 1914), p. 22,

IOKuykendall and Day, Haweii: A History, p. 47.

Urvig.



gscene in 1819, and the United States became actively involved in 1826,

It was a Russian subject rather than the Russian government who
sought to meke the islands a part of Russia. Farly visite to Hawaii by
Russian ships were infrequent and wvere made for the sole purpose of get~
ting supplies. The Russian American Fur Company, with a man named Bara-
noff as governor, hai gained a monopoly of the fur trade in Alaska, and
the aim of the company was to secure supply basee in California and
Hawail. late in the year 1815 Baranoff sent Georg Anton Scheffer to the
islands to accomplish one-~half of that task. Scheffer was successful in
erecting a strong fort on the island of Kaumi after winning the favor of
the islend chief. His bold attempt to build a fort at Honolulu in 1816
brought the displeasure of Kamehameha I, vho drove him from the island.
Scheffer returned to Xanai where he prepared to remailn by force of arms
if necessary, In 1817, the chief of Kauai was finally convinced that
Scheffer was his enemy, and the Russians were driven from the 1eland.12
Scheffer returned $o Russia determined to convince the czar that Russia
should annex the islands, but he expsrienced repudiation rather than
acceptance of his actions.lB

The first attempt at settlement by a foreign group ended two
years before the initial French intervention ocecurred. As has already

been mentioned, Iiholiho failed to match his father's abilities, That

12w. D, Alexander, "The Proceedings of the Hussiane on Kauai,
1814-1816," Papers of the Hawaiian Historieal Society, No. § (Honolulu:
Havaiian Gazette Company, Printers, 1894), pp. 4-6.

rpsa, p. 13.
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fact, coupled with his youthfulness, created a strong temptation for one
of the chiefs, Rekuackalani, to lead a revolt in protest against the
breaking of the religlous tsbus. EKuykendall credits the captain of a
French ship anchored at Honolulu in 1819 with strengthening Iiholiho's
hold on the throne because the captain let it be known that he supported
King Idhnlihn.lu, Prench intervention really began in earnest about 1838,
tvelve years after the first French attempte to establish Catholic mis-
gions in Hawaii. The French government, considering itself the protec-
tor of all Catholic missionaries in the Pacific ares, gave Captain C, P,
?, leplace, commonder of the Artemise, instructions to collect repara-
tions for the numerous rgbnffs experienced by Catholic priests in the
islands.ls Protéstantism had been made virtually the state religion by
the chiefs and the years betwoen 1626 and 1838 were witness to their
fight to keep Catholicism out, 16 Byery Catholic priest was denied resi-
dence, and in the spring of 1837 the chiefs even defied the combined ef-
forts of British and French naval officers to keep two priests at Hono-
Iulu despite the fact that they had dsen banished by the chiefs, At
this time Kamehameha 1II signed an agreement with the commander of the
French warship Yenus, Oeptain du Petit-~-Thouars, to give Fremch subjects

all the rights enjoyed by sublects of any other nation, but he steadfastly

Wguykendall and Day, Hawaii: A History, p, 40.

5114, , ». 61

166. P, ¥rear, "Havaiian Statute law,® Thirteenth Annusl Report,
Haveiian Historical Socisty, p. 32.
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refused to concede on the issue involving the priéats and even placed a
ban on the teaching or practicing of Catholicism, When Captain leplace:
arrived in 1839, he charged that the Hawaiians had violated the treaty
nmade with Du Petit-Thouars and, under threat of immediate war, demanded
8 nev treaty providing that the Catholice receive the right to prectice
their religion and to acquire land in Honolulu on which to build a Ca=
tholic church, and that the Hawaiian government deposit $20,000 with
him to guarantee the good condust of that government. EKamehameha IXII
approved the treaty and soon was forced to sign a second treaty with
leplace giving F?enéhmen accused of crime in the islands the rigat to
trial by a jury selected by the French consul. In 1842 the Hawaiian king
sent envoys to France to negotiate a new treaty, and the problem of French
interference in Hawaiien affal:s was absorbed into the larger problem of
sacuring recoganition from the powers of Hawaiian 1ndap@ndence.17

The United Btates, like France, was drawn into Hawaiian affaizsv
by the desire to protect ite citizens. Farly in 1826 ljeutenant Percival,
commander of the United States warship Dolphin, secured from the kihg

scknowledgmént of private debts owed to American citizens as goverament

obligations. In the fall of the ssme year another United States naval
officer, Captain Thomas ap Catesby Jones, made %articles of arrangement®
which constitubted a rough treaty for the protection of American interests

in the islends, & document selected by the Hawaiion Committee for the
Conmemoration of the Piftieth Anniversary of the Annexation of Hawaii as

17%uykendall and Day, Hawaii: A History, pp. 59-62.



one of the ten important documents in Hawaiian hiatory.la Actually,
Americen ianfluence dates back before the above-mentioned official activ-
ities, American citizens were among the first vhite settlers in Hawaii.
Pwo Americens, John Young and Isaac Davis, served as advisers to Kamsha¥
meha I, directly contributing to his success in uniting the islands. The
American.missienar;es vere the teachers as well as the preachers of the
islands. The first representative of a foreign government in Hawaii was
an American trader who vas designated Amrican commercial agent in 1820.
By 1840 American influence was plainly very strong. Captain Wilkes,
~ United States naval officer, savw considerable evidence of Americen activ-
ities vhen he first visited Honolulu in September, 1840,
Honolulu exhibite, even at a distant view, many dwellings built in
the European style, ... To look upon it was, notwithstanding, a
source of pleasure as it gave evidence of a change being in progresas,
in vhich gome of our own countrymen are performing a prominent part,
It has for several years past boen their scene of action, snd bears
testimony to their spirit of entergrise. They still constitute the
majority of the foreign residents,l9
With all of these unofficial activities showing increasing American in~
fluence, it ie not surprising that Captain Wilkes reported a favorable
attitude toward the United States on the part of the Hawaiian monarch.

I nov found that his [Kamehameha III's] principle object in

1gEdwin H. Brysn, ®Heport of the Committee for the Commemoration
of the 50th Anniversary of the Annexation of Hawaii to the United States,”

Eifty-seventh Annual Report, Hawaiian Historical Society (Honolulu:
Honolulu Star-Bulletin, Ltd., 1949), p. 10.

19¢naries Wilkes, U.5.N., Harrative of the United States Ex-
ploring Expedition during the Years 1838 throuesh 1842, Vol. IIX
(Philadelphia: Ilea and Blanchard, 1845), p. 373.
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requesting an interview vith me vas, that he might renew and amplify
his treaty with the United States, for vhich purpose he thought it
probable that I might have had instructions. ¥When he found that
this was not the case, and that I had no official communication for
him, he was evidently disappointed; for he sppeared most desirous
to enter into a close friendship with the United States, and spoke
in the highest terms of the kind manner in which he had ever been
treated by our consul, Mr., Brinsmade, and the commanders of the
United States vessels of war that had visited his 1slends,?0 '

Diplomatic relations between Hawaii and the United States began
without fanfare in 1843 with the asppointment of a commissioner of diplo-
patic rather than consular rank, the first foreign representative of
that rank in Hawaii.zl This appointment followed closely upon the pre-
paration of a document by Secretary of State Webster which declared that:

no pover ought either to take possession of the islends as 2 con~
quest, or for the purpose of colonization, and that no pover ought
to seek for any undue control over the existing government, or aay
exclusive privileges or preferencee in matters of commerce.,
This document was handed on December 30, 1842 to the two Hawaiian envoys
who had come to Washington to procure United States recognition of Hawaii
as an independent nation., Vebster's statement did not prevent the oc-
currence of two sttempts in the 1840's tc annex Hawaii--one by a British
naval officer and the other by a French commander. These threats to her
sovereignty pointed up the precarjous position of the Hawaiian government

as an independent nation, ZEarly in 1843, lord Paulet, in command of the

20¢, Vilkes, Narrative of the United States Exploring Expedition,
1838-1842, Vol. 1V, p. 19.

2lamuel F. Bemis, A Diplomatic History of the United States (Hew
York: Henry Holt and Company, 1936), p. 3h8.

zzkuykendall and Day, Hawaii: A History, pp. 64-65.
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British warship Caryefort, as a move to. protect British interests "took
matters into his own hands and forced the provisional transfer of Hawaii
to & British Gomm.ssion. vhich governed. until July, 180‘43.? Lord Aberdeen,
the British Foreign Secretary, upon inguiry from the United.-states, dig~
~avowed the action and E&wﬁii 1;ma raturneé to its independent atatua.23
The French seizure in 1849 was made by Rear Admiral de Promelin, com-
mander of the French frigate la Pourguivante, and Secretary of State Clay-
ton informed the Hawaiisns "that the United States would not only mediate
'but remonstrate,’ Etalics in the original] and that while the United
States did not want $to seize the Islands it would not consent to allow
any other nation to take them, a2 The French restored the Hawaiian
government, but the Hawaiians remained apprehénaive through the years,

‘Belations between the two nations were cordial throﬁghout the

reign of Kamehameha 11I, so cordial, in fact, that the king, in time of
cerisis in 1854, had a treaty of annexation to the United States drawn up.
Two controversial points--annexstion as a state rather than &s & terri-
tory end the amount of an annual payment to the king. chiefs and of fi-
cials-~delayed the signing of the treaty, and the death of Kamehemeha III
on December 30, 1854 ended the first movement toward annexation.. There

ie some indication that the Hawaiians insisted upon the statehood provi-

zBSylvestex" K. Stevens, American Expansion in Hawaii, 1842-1898
(Harrisburg, Fennsylvania: Archives Publishing Company of Pennsylvania,
Inc.' 1945)’ Pp. 16”18.

2“11:1&.. pp. 50~-51.

—



. 12
sion at the suggestion of the British Minister Reeident at Honolulu who
vwas well aware that this would insure the feilure of the treaxy.as

Ramehamaha I1I achieved recognition of Hawaiian independence by
two of the powers late in 1843 vhen Great Britain and Frence signed a
joint declaration to that effect. The ﬂhitad‘stateg declined an invita-
tion to sign the declaration on the basis of American policy concerning
~ entangling alliances.zé ~ Secretary of State (alhoun, however, reaffirmed
ip the summer of 1844 the statement made by Webster in 1842. The need
for recognition of Hawaili's independence has been made more urgent by the
desires of forelign capitalists who wished to develop the sgriculture of
the islande, but who held back because of the unsettled future of thé
Hewaiian government.z?

During the years following Captain Cook's first visit to the
Havaiian Islande, geographic location gave the islands economic signifi-
cance as supply stations for the fur traders plying betueen the northwest

coast of America and China, The exchange media brought by the foreigners
were gune and ammunition, which the chiefs were aanxious to have for

vaging war against each other., The discovery of sandalwood, a commodity

255. D, Alexander, "The Uncompleted Treaty of Annexation of 1854,"

Papers of the Hawaijen Historical Society, No, 9 (Honolulu: Hawaiian
Gazette Company, Ltd., 1897), p. 20; Bemis, A Diplomatic History, p. 349.

tnonas &, Bailey, A Dinlomatic Higtory of the Americsn Pecple
(second edition; New York: F. S, Crofts and Company, 1944), p. 468.

27Kuyken&all and Day, Hewnii: A History, p. 63.



13

much desired in China, occured in 1790 and by 1811 its exportation was
the most significant factor in commercial activities in the islands.
During the American financ1;1 crisis of 1819 specie was scarce. The
sandalvood was very écceptable as 8 medium of exchange in China, snd the
result was an uninhibited run by the Yenkee traders on the au@ply in the
ialadds~~a run which depleted the supply and caused the sandalwood trade
to collapse about 1830, Por example, one single ship from Boston re-
méined at Honolulu for.eight months for trading purposes in 1819 and
left with $44,470 worth of sandalwoad.as location still favored the ige
lands. hovever, since the loss of the sandelwood trede was compensated
for by a vigorous trade with whalers who stopped for supplies. Their
demands for food stimulated the agricultural endeavors of the ialandera.29

_ All of the trading activities atiracted persons of many nation-
alities, thue producing the political situation vhich emphasized the
need for recognition of Hewali's independent status., Toward the close of
the 1830's the growing of sugar cane gave considerable promise of greatly
increased income, and the foreign capital which became_more readily
available vhen the political picture hed cleared gave an impetus to the
shift to a new, more solid economy based on agriculturse.

_ A significent proof to the general interest in agriculture at
the middle of the century vas the orgzanigation of the Royal Hawaiian

28y, D. Alexander, "Barly Trading in Havaii,® Papers of the

 Hawaiisn Historical Society, No. 11 (Honolulu: The Bulletin Publishing
Company, ILtd., 1904), p. 23.

2
gxuykendall and Day, Havaii: A History, m. 90.
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Agricultural Society, which included not only farmer, planters, and
graziers but also businessmen and government offictiels, all of whom
vere eaggr to gee the natural resources of the country developed

wisely.”
1f¥. FOUR BAYAIIAN HORARCHS-1855-1893

The death of Kamehamehe III marked the end of s#rong American
missionary influence and the beginning of a closer Hawailan-~British
relationship. The two kings who ruled from 1855 .to 1872, Kamehameha IV
(1854-1863) and Kemehemeha V (1863-1872), had visited England end the
United States and had returned to Havaii with & definite edmiration for
the British form of government and the English church, Both of them
worked during their respective reigns tovard stablising and improving
_ reiafiogs with other countries for the purpose of counteracting the tend-
ency toward political union with the United States vhich hed so nearly
reached completion in 1854.31

The last $two Kamehamehss were in accord as to the problem of
‘relations with the Uhited States. Their aim was to find a substitute for
annéxation which would procure for them the economic benefits which the
United States could provide. Sugar had bscome an important cash erop,
and many of the sugar planters, being Americans, were interested in any
arrangement which would open to the island industry duly-free markets in

the United States. A reciprocity treaty seemed to offer the solution and

3OKuykendall and Day, Hawaii: A History, p. 96.

31:3319-0 o. pp. 105+09.
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both kings made concerted efforts during their respective reigns to con~
summate such & treaty, Neither was successful; in July, 1855, during
the reign of Kamehameha 1V, the augar planters of louisiana successfully
opposed ratification of a reciprocity treaty in the United States Senate,
and in 1870 a similar treaty, vhich had been drawn up and submitted three
'years earlier, was voted down by an spathetic, Southern-reconstruction-
harasgsed Senate,32

Kamehameha IV and Kamshameha V also were of like mind on the

matter of the constitutional monarchy provided for in the Constitution
of 1852,

In 1852, recognizing the defects of the bill of rights and con-
astitution of 1840, and having evidently made considerable progress
towards a real constitutionsl government, the King [Kamehameha III}
granted a constitution, vwhich is often spoken of as the first con-
stitution of Hawaji. Of course it is not the first, but it con-
tained in the declaration of rights a statement of the rights and
povers of the people, with limitations on the royal prerogratives
vhich perhaps firet made Hawaii a real constitutionsl monarchy, 2

The last two of the Kamehamehas objected to the restraint placed upon the
throne by the representative body which had teen provided in that consti-
tution, Kamehameha IV, having sworn to uphold the document, made legal
attempts to amend it to strengthen the throne but succeeded in putting

through only a2 few minor changes which did not by any means weeken the

3zJehn Patterson, "The United States end Hawaiian Reciprocity,”
The Pacific Historical Review, VII (1938), p. 18.

33&, R, Castle, YSketch of Constitutional History in Hawaii,?

Pyenty-third Annual Report, Hawaijan Historical Society (Honolulu:
Paradise of the Pacific Press, 1915), p. 17.
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power of the popularly elected House of Heopresentatives., His successor
showed his intent immediastely upon his accéssion by refusing to take the
prescribed oath at his 1nauguratxon._3u ¥When the conveation which he.
ecalled for the purpose of revising the constitution failed to provide
what he wanted, Kamehameha V abrogated the Constitution of 1852, prome
ising one of his own authorship. His document promulgated in 1864, re-
stored the throne %o a position of authority above the representative
assembly. The citizenry had liked the freedom which it had tasted, yet
the nev conastitution remained in effect during the whole of the reign of
its originator. Opposition was not completely absent, but it was neither
strong enough nor well enough organized to defy the king. It vas,
howe‘ver; the first flame to be applied to the pot of dissension which
vas to boil ove:b into revolution. The lest two Kamehamehas ruled Aine
years each, with records of successful diplomatic relations with the
world powers, secure agricultural-based economy, end relatively stable
eccnomy.35

The next king of the Hawaiian kingdom had the distinction of
being the peoples' choice. Kamehameha V had died on December 11, 1872
vithout naming an heir, and it became the responsibility of the legisla~

ture to elect & new ruler. Before that body met, & plebiscite was held,

H W, F. Frear, "Hawaiian Statute Iavw," Thirteenth Annual Report,
Hewajian Historical Soeiety, p. 52.

3 5Sain;t”ord B. Dole, "Thirty Days of Hawaiian History,® MQ!Z.

third Annual Heport, Hawaiien Historical Soclety, (Honolulu: Paradise
of the Pacific Press, 1915), p. 29.
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end the vote was almost unanimous for Iunalilo, a high ranking, popular
chief. When the legislature did neet, ite vote was in accord with the
will of the peoptua».36 *His reign, however, vas weak and contained signs
of iisi_ntegratioq, '.’._.?'37

Iunalilo's reign was short but significant. One yesr and twenty-
five days after he became king he was dead. In that time he contributed
to thé unrest begun by Kamehameha V., He restored through amendments the
spirit of the Comstitution of 1852, and he appointed cabinet members who,
wi@h one exception, were of American originl. The majority of the people
- approved the liberal constitution, but there was no prevailing desire
fo,r closer co-operation with the United States, a possibility definitely
"in view if the King's choice of cabinet members was any indication of
his sentiments. Iunalilo'm rule did not pass without the reéneval of ef-

forts to get the much-desired reciprocity treaty. Again there wes fail-
ure, but this time i} vas due to Hawaiilan opposition. A proposal to

cede the harbor of Pearl River was a part of this projected treaty, and

| the opposition on the homs front was atrong enough to defeat ratification,
A final contribution to the circumstances which were {0 shaps the future

was made by Iunalilo when he fafled to name an heit.38 1t vae necessary

%_Sa.nford B, Dole, "Thirty Days of Hawaiian History,? Twenty-
third Annusl Report, Howaitan Historical Society, p. 47.

374, B. Castle, "Sketch of Constitutional History,® Zwenty-third
Annusl Report, Hawaijan Historical Society, p. 19.

BBKwkend.all. and Day, Hewaii: A History, pp. 1h0-bi,
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once sgain for the legislature to elect the successor to the throne. The
choice which the legislators mede provided fuel for the fire of diesen-
sion, and during the next two decades, events fanned the flame into the
blaze that destroyed the monarchical government,

The Constitution of 1864 permitted a recourse by the King to a

system of what may be despribed as personal government, and in many

- . respects it afforded little or no encouragement or protsction to the

the mediun of their seprossntatives in the Iegistatures By o
Inmalilo's successgor "seized with avidity upon the political and personal
advantages which the situation afforded,® suppressing and stranguleting
anything remotely near the ideals of parliementary or responsible
gcmaz'nmeszcx%'..“.g

It should be noted here that the main problems of the Hawaiian-

- government were created by the diversity of nationalities represented in
the populace. It is also significant to recall that from the very begine-
ning of foreign infiltration the development of the social, political
and economic facets of Havaitan civilization was influenced openly as
well as subtly ﬁy men end women of American birth, When the legislators
made their choice of a successor to Lunalilo, it became just a matter of

time until American influsnce would bring about snnexation to the United

States. It shall suffice here to sketch briefly the evente vhich

39Glarence W. Ashford, "last Days of thelﬁawaiian Monarchy,®

Twenty-geventh Annual Report, Hawaiian Historical Society (Honolulu:
Paradise of the Pacific Press, 1919), p. 20.

%‘md‘;l' PP. 20‘21.
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precipitated the revolution and accomplished annexation,

Afser Lunalilo'e death on February 3, 1874, the legislature set
February 12 as the date for meeting to select the next king. In the in-
tervening time a contest for the throne developed between Queen Dowager
Emma and Kalakaua, the chief who had been defented by Iunalilo in the
election of 18‘??. Both von consid,erable' support among the natives. The
fomigners split, with the British favoring 'Queen Epma and the Americans
and others supporting Kalakaua.ul The legislature gselected the latter,
end the supporters of Queen Emma in Honolulu protested the choice with
violence. They attacked and wounded some of the legislators and sacked
the court house, To prevent successful rebellion, the new King and his
Minieter of Foreign Affairs requested marine troops of the American
minister end the British commissioner to restore order. The request was
granted and Kalaksus's seventeen-year reign got off to & stormy begine
ning based on a show of farce.hz

Of signal importance was the fulfillment by Kalakaua of the
dream 8o long in the thoughts of Hawaiians, the institution of a recipro-
city trsaty with ﬁhe United States, The strides which were made in the

economic and social phases of 1siand life as a result are not as impor-

tant to this consideration as are the political implications. The

quﬂzendall &nd Day, Hewaii: A History, p. 144,

"'zw. H, H. Southerlend, "Incidents connected with the Election

of Xing Kalakaua in Februsry, 1874," Zuenty-first Annual Repori, Hawal
Historical Society (Honolulu: Paradise of the Pacific Press, 1913),
pp. 12-15, Admiral Southerland was a midshipman at the time and was in

charge of Amsrican marines vho helped in quelling the riot.
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treaty vwas signed on January 30, 1875, ratified by the United States Sen-
ate a month and a half later after the addition of en amendment, and put
into operation on September 9, 1876.“3 The Senate amendﬁent was signifi-
‘cant in as much as it placed restrictions on the Hawaiian King in the
area of foreign relations. The reciprocity treaty according to Bemis,
was an attempt by the United States to prevent other nations from taking
over the islands by means other than annexation., President Grant had
stated that the United States did not want outposts
#4in the hsnde of those vho may at some future time use them to our
disadvantage.® This fixed policy was embodied in the treaty of com-
morcial reciprocity ... which provided that none of the territory
¢f the Hawaiian Islands should be leased or disposed of to any third
pover, and none of the privileﬁﬁp granted by the treaty should be
conferred on any other nation,
The treaty was to extend over a seven-year period, and it might be ter-
minated thereafter by either party by the giving of a one~-year notice
of intention to the other party.us The treaty was almost universally
approved by the island residents, but strong opposition in the United
‘States grew until, by 1883 when the treaty conld be ended by either coun=
try, continustion was seriously in daubt.ué The treaty, however, vas

extended another seven years with the addition of snother amendment.

T™is time the Hawaiian government gave exclusive right to the use of the

e “Ifnonas Batley, A Diplomatic History of the American Feople, .
8. |

bhs| . Bemis, A Diplomatic History, p. 349-50.

I&SMQ s Pe LPSlo

Yoguykendall and Day, Hawali: A History, p. 159-60.
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harbor of Pear.i River as a coaling atation to the United States, "Slowly
and inexorably Hawaii was being drawn within the orbit of Amsrican con~-
trol. "‘f? Pinal ratification vas delayed until the islanders had been
given assurance by the American government that Hawaiian indspendence
would not be impalired by the amendment to the traaty.ug

On the domestic scene, Kalakaua was working to make the power of
the throne supreme. He was a champlon of the absolutist ideas of Kameha~
meha ¥V, but instead of making a new constitution to achieve these ideas,
he used the right given him by the constitution to dismiss his cabinet
and to govern wiﬁhout it. PAn unrelenting struggle for politicsal pover
went. on during most of the reign of Kalakaua, and culminatsdrin & sériaa
of revolutions thet foretold the downfall of the monarchy in the follow-
ing mign.“‘"9 A secret politicsl organiration, known as the Havaiien
hggzg, wae formed about 1887 to reform the government by means of & more
1iberal constitution., Through the activities of the league, & mass meet-
ing on June 30, 1887, vhich could have bdecome a bloody riot, was held to
inform the king that a newv, more liberal constitution was the demand of
the people. The threat of violence was very real to Kalakaua for esrlier
in the month of June the league "practically threv off the mask end

assembled en masse® at the docks to receive and distribute arms and

47Batley, 4 Diplomatic History, p. 469.

48y ykendall and Day, Howaii: A History, p. 161.

i .
9Ib_i§.. p. 162,



22

ammunition}§° Sanford B, Dole, & prominent figure in the league and in
the revolution to come, wrote in his Memoirs, “Members of the league on
the other islands were generally in fevor of & radical policy and of an-
nexation to the United States."5' Kalakaua capitulated and signed the
constitution vhich members of the league drew up. The new constitution,
signed on July 6, 1887, placed the pover in the hands of'the legiseleture
~ end subjected all official acts of the king to the approval of the leg-
islature.sz Unrest continued, however, and it developed into a struggle
between the native Hawaiians supporting the king on the one hand, and
the foreign element, fighting through the Beform Party to hold the
ground gained through the Constitution of 1887 on the other. Kalakaua
died on January 20, 1891, and his sister, Iiliuokalani, Hcame to the
throne at & difficult moment in the history of Hawaii. ... a time of
great economic strees ... ‘Ené]political controversies ..."93

The new monarch had ruled as regent on two occasions during her
brother's reign, so she wvas not totelly unprepared for the task she

faced. She shared her brother's political ideas, was hostile to the

\ 506, W. Ashford, "last Days of the Hawaiian Monarchy," Zwenty-
" geventh Annua) Beport, Hawatian Historical Soclety, p. 23-24.

5)pndrew Farrell, ed., Sanford B. Dole's Memoirs of the Hewaifen
Rgvnlutigg {Honolulu: Advertiser Publishing Company., Itd., 1936),
p. 49, hereafter cited as Dole, Memoirs.

52guykendall end Day, Haweii: A History, p. 171.
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Constitution of 1887, and was strong-willed enough to seek a return to a
powerful monarchy. Her political troudbles wers magnified by economic
depression in Hawaii which resulted from & chenge in the United States
tariff policy in the McKinley tariff, & change which brought West Indian
sugar into competition with the Hawaiian, Political strife increased in
tempo, climaxing in January, 1893, vhen the Queen indicated that she in-
tended to replace the Constitution of 1887 with one of her own making.
An organization known as the Gammittae of Bafety snd composed of foreipgn-
born residents was determined that she do no such thing. Sanford B.
Dole, the men who was to be the first preeident of the Hawaiian Rapublic,
ﬁrote, 1 found the meeting ‘§f the Committes of Safety on January 16,
1895] unanimously in favor of setting aside the monarchy and establish-
ing & republican form of government, with the viev of eventual) annexa-
tion to the United Statee.'su The Hawaiian monarchy ended on January
17, 1893. The Committee of Safety took possession of the government
building and read a proclamation which wrote finis to the monarchy and
set up a Provisional Government headed by Sanford B. Dole.

The role in the overthrow of the monarchy played by the United
States has been arguéd interminably. The fact that American troops were
brought ashore and the American flag raised over the government building
on February lst gave rise to accusations that the United States had pre-~
cipitated and actively participated in the revolution. Mary Krout, an

American correspondent in the islands at the time, reported,

5“9919. Memoirs, pp. 76~77.



And when Captain Swinburne, in command of the Harines which were -
- Janded, was questioned, his reply was:

: ®*My orders sre to protect the legation, the Gonsulate, and

the lives and property of American citizens, and to assist in pre-

gerving order, I 40 not know how to interpret that; I can do it in

but one way. If the Queen calls upon ne to preserVe order I am
going to do 1t."55 4 .

The railsing of the Americsan fleg, according to Dole, was done at- the
request of the Provisional Government.

: The administration of public affairs proceeded smoothly, but
8%411l o feeling exiasted in ths councils thet conditions were un-
satiasfactory and that a more quieting influence than was possessed
by the Provisional Government was desirable. With this object in
view, a4 motion was adopted in the councils favoring & request to
the American Minister that he assume a gquasi protectorate of the
Hawaiian Islands, Mr. Stevens assented to the request and on the
1st of Ebbruegg raised the United States flag over the Government
Bui ldizlg E 3 *e 0

Alfred Stedman Hartwell, a member of the Hawaiian Judiciary at the time
of the revolution, attested to Mr, Stevens' innocence in the matter of
sharing in the scheme,
. There is no particle of foundation for the calummy that there was
a conspiracy betwsen the United States Minister, John L, Stevens,
and Thurston and his friends to bring about a disturbance ...
culminating in the overthrow of the monarchy and ennexation.57

Hartwell maintained that

The coup dtetat was mainly due to Lorrin A, Thurston, who was not
concerned with sugar men, whose vigorous mentality carried others

55!&&17 H. Erout, Hawaii and g Revolution (New York: Deodd,
Kead and Company, 1898), p. 86.

5Do1e, Memoirs, pp. 91-92.
57Alfred Stedman Hartwell, "Porty Years of Hawaii Hei," Fifty-

fourth Annual Beport, Hawaiien Historical Society (Honolulu: The
Honolulu Star-Bulletin, Itd., 1947), p. 21.
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not connected with planting interests along with him in his convic-
tion that the gueen's ggvernment had been s menace to the lives asnd
property of Americans.

Bailey, writing in receat yeare, took a dim view of the claimg that Ste-
vens was innocent of active participation in the plot, for he described
Stevens as "the notoriously proannexationist United States minister® and
said "the enthusiastic [ibalics inserteé} Stevens proclaimed Hawaii a
protectcrate.”sg
That the Provisional Government was only temporary is evidenced
by the promptness exhibited by that government in sending a delegation to
Washington to negotiate & treaty of ennexation. The men left Hawaii on
January 17, 1893, and arrived in Washington on February 3. The next day
they were intervieved by John Y. Foaster, Secretary of State under Pres-
ident Harrison, Iorrin Thurston, a member of the delegation, reported
In a preliminary discussion vith Secretary Foster, the commission
expressed a desire to have Hawaii annexed as & state., Hr. Foster
replied that he hed no personal objections, but he added thet our
nain problem was to secure annexation, and that whether- -Hawaii
should be annexed as a state or a territory was secondary, Undoubt-
edly, he continued, there would be opposition to annexation in any
form, and the opposition would find additionsal material ... upen
thich to object., Therefore he suggested that the status of Hewail
after annexation be'elim%satea from the treaty, ... The commission
accepted the suggestion,

In a peper read before the Hawaiian Historical Society in 1951, Charles

5851fred Stedman Hartwell, "Forty Years of Hawaii Nei," Fifty-
fourth Annual Report, Hawaijan Historical Society, p. 20.

5%Bailey, A Diplomatic History, p. 470.

_ 6°An¢rew Farrell, ed., lorrin A, Thurston's Memoirs of the
Hawaijan Bevolution (Homolulu: Advertiser Publishing Company, Ltd.,

1936), pp. 283-84,



B, Hunter tried to show that

The evidence is clear that there was no desire for statehood.on the
part of the Provisional Government and the sugar planters.

R ] * » L] . * A4 [ ] . & L] [ * . - . ® o - [ ] » - L L " .‘l » . - L] L 3

While the treaty of 1893 was withdrawn from the Senate by Cleve-
land and annexation haed to wait upon more propitious tinmes, the
Hawaiien oligarchy never changed its attitude toward statehood. Hen

- like Thurston, Dole, Kinney, ¥, O. Hunter, and others, after long

careers for the most part in Hggaii. vent to their deaths opposed

to statehood for Hawall ®now.® '
A treaty of annexation was signed on February 1%, 1893, and it was sub~
mitted to the Senate immediately. No action was taken, hovever, dbeckuse
President-elect Cleveland vas dus to take office shortly. ?0On March 7,
1893 [?residengl Cleveland sent a curt five~line message to the Senate in
vhich he resorted to the unusual step of withdrawing the treaty for ex-
amina&ion.”éz

President Cleveland showved no inclination to be friendly toward

the Provisional Government. He sent James H. Blount, specisl commission-
er, to investigate the circumstances surrounding the revolution. The
velidity of fhe report which Blount mede to Cleveland vas questioned on
the basis of his repuxation and the manner in which he conducted his in-

vestigation in Haweii. Bemis called him an "avoved emall-navy anti-
tmperialist,®®3 Mary Krout said that he never examined the papers of the

6lcharles H. Hunter, %Statehood and the Hawaiian Annexation Treaty

of 1893," Fifty-ninth Annual Heport, Hawaijan ;gtgr;cg; Society (Honolulu:
Advertiser Publishing Company, 1951), p. 11,

ézﬁailey, A Diplomatic Eistory, p. 472.

63Bem3.s, A Diplomatic History, p. k&g,
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American Consulate "so oblizingly offered,“6u and Bailey recorded thaf
®*Blount conducted an investigation of acknovledged thoroughneas.but dig-
puted 1mpartiality.“65 Kaving completed his investigation, Blount re-
turned to Washington to report to President Cleveland. Albert 5. Willis
then was sent by Cleveland to undo the revolution and restore Qaeen
Idliubkalani to the throne. Dole, as head of the Proviaional Government
stood firm, refustng to recognize any right on Cleveland'e part to inter—
fere, Cleveland submitted the guestion to Congress for decision, and the
Senate Committee on Foreign Helations ruled, according to Dole,

that the President of the United States hed no auxhorify to attempt

to reopen such determined questions, and to endeavor by any mesns

vhatsoever to overthrow the provigional government or to restore the

monarchy which it had dieplaced.
Without the support of Congrees, Clevelend had little choice but to
recognizé the new republic as did the other povera.67 Dole and the other
officials of the Provisional Goverament realized that annexation was im-
possible as long as Cleveland was President of the United States, and

they ca2lled a constitutional convention which was to ¢reate the Republic

of Hawatii.

6akroux. Hawaii and g Revolution, p. 148,

658a11ey, A Diplometig History, p. 472.

669013. ggggirs. p. 162,
67

Bemis, 4 Diplomatic History, p. 460.
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IV, ©THE RAWAILAN HEPUBLIC AND ANNEXATION

The constitutional convention met on iay 30, 1894 to congider the
docunent written largely by Sanford Dole and lorrin Thurston. Debate and
amendments produced a constitution rather unique in its contents but of-
fective enough to carry the Republic through its span of four years. The
ney constitution was promulgated énd nade effective on July k, 1894,
Article Twenty~three read,
Sanford B. Dole is hereby declared to be the President of the
Republic of Hawaili to hold office until and including the 3lst day
of December, 1900, and thsrggfter until a successor ghall have bsen
duly elected and qualified. ,
| The intent of the revolutionafy leaders still was to achieve

eventual smnexation to the United States. Proof of this fact can be

found in the Thirty-second Article of the Constitution of the Hepublic.
The President, with the approval of the Cabinet, is expressly
authorized and empowered to make a Treaty of Political or Commercial
Union between the Republic of Hawaii and tge United States of Ameriea,
subject %o the ratification of the Senate, 9

Mary Krout quoted a statement that she felt was typical of the reasons

for the desire for annexation among the islanders as it was prteased by

Hr, Gay, grandson of the firet owner of the Island of Niihau, and an un~

- qualified annexationist.

2] was & British subJect.”’hs said, *"and have a profound love
for Englich institutions., Personally, I vould have preferred the

.68Robert-e. Iydecker, compiler, Archives of Hawaii, Publication
1 (Honolulu: The Hawaiian Gazette Company, Ltd., 1918), p. 196.

691gid., p. 198.



29

protection of the English flag, but it is not practicable., The
Hawvaiian Ielands, by all the lawe of right and nature, are in sympa-
thy with the United States, to vhom they owe their institutions and
their civilization, People of other nationalities have simply
reaped the reward of the Americen enlightenment and Christianiszing.
Hith her markets freely open 80 us, our commercial and nationsl
prosperity will be aggured,®’

Misa Erout's interview with Mr. Gay took place in 1893, In 1897 Presi-
" dent Dole expressed to the Hawalian legiolature his reasons for seeking

annexation,

. The grounds for the adoption of this policy on the 17th day of
January, A. D. 1893, were: __ First, the oxisting local condition
under vhich the maintenance of stable government was beset with
great =nd increzeing difficulties, and the growing menace to the
small Hawvaiisn population involvid ian the impending immigration,
poesidbly unlimited, of races whose civilizetion wvas not in accord
with the established inetitutions of the country; second, the rapidly
developing of the great naval powers in the Pacific Ocean vhich
rendered permanence of the indcpendent government of the Hawasiien
Islands extremely uncertain; third, the importance of securing such
permanence of relations with the United States as would render pos~
gible the development of the resources of this country; and fourth,
an abiding conviection that it was for the best interests of all the
peoples of these islands,

All of these reasons for annoxation to the United States of
America stil% exist and subsequent events have emphasized their
1mportance.7

Proposals of annexation met with mixed reactions in the United
States, During the years of Cleveland's administration~-the period in
vhich the Hawaiians vwere certein that annexation would have to vait--

there was support from some areas, In 1893, a resolution in favor of

annexation ceme from the Colarado State Legiolature.’? In the seme year

7OMary Krout, Hawaii and a Revolution, p. 136.
7l1ydecker, Archives of Haweii, Publication 1, p. 238.

7zgggkgggg;ggg;ggg; Becord (VYashington, D. Ce: United States
@overnment Printing Office), Vol. 2, part 2, p. 1563. '
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.Representative Sanford of New York introduced a resolution relative to
annexation.73 In 1895 the Chamber of Commerce of Sen Francisco passed &
resolution favoring énnexation.7a Senator lLodge of Massachusetis was
actively behind the movement for annexation in 1895, introducing a res-
olution as vell as speaking for it on the floor of the Sen&te.75 Argus-
ments for annexation stressed the economic, political and etrategic
benefits which the islande would afford the United States.

The opposition within the United States during the period of the
Hawsiian Repubdblic was by no means insignificsnt. The opinions expressed
by Senator Pettigrew and Hepresentative Dinsmore typefied the opposition.
In & speech to the Senate in 1695 Senator Pettigrev said,

The cheirman of the Committee of Foreign Relations haé presented the
only argument beside the fear of Englanf yet presented. He says it
ig very essential that we should have the Haweiian éslands as a port
from which to protect the seals in the Bering Sea.’
From that point he proceeded to state strongly that he doubted the value
of the islands which were 2,000 miles further from the Bering Sea than
the ports slong the Northwest coast of the United States. He further
pointed to the lack of coal in the islands as reducing their value as &
naval base,

On June 11, 1898, while debating the joint resolution for

73@&9 Congressional Record, Vol. 24, part 2, p. 1027.
7&2@5 Congressional Record, Vol. 27, part 1, p. 620.
751p4d., part 2, p. 1167.

763. ¥, Pettigrew, The Course of Empire. (New York: Boni and

IAveright, Inc., 1920), p. 18.
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annexation in the House, Representative Dinsmore argued that
1 am opposed to it, in the first place, at this time, because I de
not bvelieve that ve have any constitutional authority by the method
propesed to us now to take them. ... I do not believe that we have
the power to take them to ourselves except as & state, and I do not
believe that the people of these islsnds are suitable for citizen~
ahiy.77
Dinsmore also strongly suggested that annexation might have unfavorable
consequences if done at a time vhen the United States was fighting Spain.
When the furor over the benefits and the evils of the possessing
the Hawaiian Islands had spent itself, the House of Repreaéntatives acted
favorably on the Joint Resolution of Annexation on June 15, 1898, The
Senate added its approval on July 6th, and President McKinley signed the
meagsure on the following day. The transfer of sovereignty took place
on August 12, 1898, with the provigion that the present goverament of the
islands continue in power as the Hepublic of Hawaii until Congress could
meke some other provision for the governing of the islands. Such provi-
sion 41d not come until April 30, 1900, the date on vhich the President
sizned the Organic Act, the act to provide Hawaii with a territorial

government.78

722@3 Congressional Record, Vol. 31, part 6, pp. §776-77.

78Kuykendall and Day, Haweii: 4 History, p; 194,
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CHAPTER IX

THE JAPANESE IN HAVAII

/

The annexation of Hawaii to the United States was accomplished
despite the fact that opponents had brougnt to light all of the social,
economic and politicael problems which might make it undesirable to in-
clude the ielends as an integral part of the United States. Many of thege
problems, looming large at the time, faded into obscurity almost immedi-
ately after anﬁexation. Such was not the cane with the problem of the
Orientals in Hawaii-~especially the Japsnese element. In the House de~
bate over annexation, Representative Dinsmore of Arkansas had said, "I do
not believe that the people of these islends are sultable for citigen~
ship.”l All residents, (aucasians as well as Orientals, failed to mpet
the standards of American citizenship as Dinsmore sav them. Hovever, the
Japanese in Hawaii sOon_?ecame the center of controversy, and this group
of people has been called objectionable each time the question of state~
~ hood has been raised. The minority reports from the Senate Interior and
Insular Committee in 1950 emphasized the fact that the Japanese are still
80 considered in the minds of some Americans. "If Hawaii had been settled

and primerily populsted by Americans from the Mainland, theia might be no
great problem sbout admitting it as a state,"?

?ggg Congressional Record (WVashington, D. C,: United States
Government Printing Office), Vol. 31, part 6, p. 5777.

29%he Question of Hew States for Our Federal Union," Congressional
Digest, XXIX (November, 1950), 277.
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I. HIXED HEACTION TO PHEHCMEWAL INCREASE

Japanese immigration to Hawnil began in answer to an economic de~
mand. Isborers were needed in the expanding agriculture phase of Hawvaiian
development, and Japan, so recently opened %o foreign commerce, sppeared
te be an excellent source of supply of coatract laborers. On June 19,
1868, the first Japsnese laborers under contract arrived at Honolulu,
numbering about 150.3 This original group, according to xhykendailgn wes
recruited with the approval of the Japanese government but did not obtain
permission actuslly to leave Japan, and departed without permission. This
lack of Japanese approval of actual departure deferred for & aumber of
years any further immigration of Jepanese to Hawail,

Ronewed efforts by the Hawaiian planters te obtain cheap Japanese
labor came as & result of the imcreass of profits from agricultural.ac~
tivity resulting from the Reciprocity Treaty of 1876.5 They worked
through King Kalakaua, who had a personal reason for waanting Japanese
1mm1§ration to his kingdom. His visit to Jepan during his trip around
the world was devoted to fulfilling specific eobjective,

The original purpose of negotiation with Japan for 4mmigration of
Japanese to Havali was intended by Kalakaua to provide a %Japanese

JRalph S. Ruykendall, "The Barliest Japanese labor Immigration

to Hawaii,® Forty-third Annual Report, ggﬂg;;%g Historical Society
(Honolulu: The Printshop Company, Ltd., 1935), p. 14.

u&i&io

5899 supra, p. 20.
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orientatign for Hawaii as an antidcte to American influence in the
Islands.®

1f the minority opinion on statehood for Hawaii reported out of
committee in the Seanate during June, 1950, is typical, opponents of the

statehood movement are convinced that Kalakaua's objeciive has bean near-

The Japanese are by far the largest single racial group in the Islands.
ese From B comparison of birth rates, 1t is easy to forecast that
within 8 comparatively few years this one group with its own tradi-
tions will completely dominate the ecomomic, soclal and political

1ife of the lslands. :

The above expressed opinion is repetition of arguments that have been
repeated over and over ever since 1902, when Congress was petitioned by

a group of Hawvailan citizens as follows:

We, the undersigned citizens of the United States, do hereby
represent
. Pirst, That the present and fature prosperity [of the islands]
ees Gopends ... on the maintenance of the present high standard of

living ... :
Second. That this standard can not be maintained if the sphere

of the American mechanic is invaded by the hordes of Aasia, ...
ees 75 per cent of all the lsbor of the Hawaiian Islands, both
.ekilled and unskilled, is being performed entirely by Orientals.
[ﬁb requasﬁ] complete exclusion of both Japanese and chinesa or
their descendents from American territery.a

A study of the rate of increass in number among the Island Japa-

nese provides some Jjustification for the above-expressed fears smd

6? Kilarv Conroy, "The Japanese Immigration to Hawaii," ZFifty-

eighth Annual Report, Hawaliasn Historical Sggietx (Honolulu: The Adver-
tiser Pnblishing Company, ILtd., 1950), p. 8.

7uPhe Qusstion of New States for Our Federal Union,® Consres-
sional Digest, 29:277, November, 1950,

Pne Coneressional Becord, Vol. 35, pert b4, p. 3816.
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misgivings, Vhen the Organic.Act of 1900 gave Hawaii territorial status
the Japanese numbered 61,111,9 about thirty-nine per ceat of the total
population. Annexation brought an end to the immigration of Chinese, but
the Japanese continued to come until the passage of the JoLnaon Imhigra—
tion Act of 1924==in large numbers until the Gentlemen's Agreement be~
tveen Japan and the United States State Department was made in 1907, and
in a-trickle thereafter through the picture bride movement. The unmarried
Japanese men in the United States and its possessions were allowed to
chose a bride from pictﬁre post cards, end, after marriage by proxy in
Japan, vere allowed to bring their "picture brides” inside United States
boundries. The effectiveness of the control established by the Gentle-
men's Agreement of 1907 is reflected in the population figures. Lindlo
1n§1udes a chart in his book which shows that in 1910 the number of
Japanese in the islands had increased by 18,564 since 1900. Only one-
fifth of the additional Japenese were foreign born. fn the next decade
only'tirea per cent of the increase was foreign born, and each succeeding
ten~-yenr period has recorded a rapid decrease in the number of alien
Japanese.,

A further look at the rate of increase through the years of per-

sons of Japanese blood reveals that the ten-year period eshowing the

9Cencus Reports, Volume ) (Washington, D, C.: United States
Census Office, 1901), p. 487,

10
Andrev ¥W. Iind, Hawaii's Japanese (Princeton, New Jersey.
Princeton University Press, 1946), p. 1b.
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higheet increase was that from 1910 to 1920, which saw 2 jump of thirty-
seven per cent., The more obvious figures showing the Japanese populetion
to be more than ome-third of the total population at each census since
1900 caused much apprehension among those persons advocating the develop-
ment of an-American rather then an Oriental atmosphere in the islandis
before consenting to statehood. Those pereons who rebelled against the
thought of Oriental domination visualized the island-borp Japanese, pos-
sesaore of the right of suffrage, going to the poll in the near future
to control the islands through the ballot.

: .G:anﬁing'ﬁhat»no.Japanesa inmigrent can ever become naturalized,
nevertheless [@haré] remains the irrefragable lay and fact that
- every male Japanese, Hawaii dorn, by his birth is automatically a
citizen of the United States. Since practically every other person
. in all Hawaii i{s Jepanege, it is merely e matter of time when the
. Hawaii born Japanesge vote ... will be practically equal to all
- other votes combined. VYhen such time comes, it looks as if the
Japanese will have the dominant say in local politics. If Hawaii
should get statehood, & Jepanese governor of thEISbaxe of Hawaii
would be not merely probable but very possible.
The above worde of Jack London were written in 1916 when, per-
centage~wise, the Japaneee vers 88 near to being one~half the tobal
~ population as they hawevever_been. Hr. Iondon's vision of a Japanese
bloc was not based on the suffrage figures of that year since there were
only 179 Japanese registered voters as cpposed to 18,981 non~Japaneso.12

ﬁia predictions were not groundless, hovever, for the Japanese seldom

N inarmain london, Qur Hawsil (revised edition; New York: The
Macmillan Compeny, 1922), p. 30.

133ta§ehog§ for Hewni), Document Ho, 151. Senate Bocuménta. Vol.
I, Severity-fifth Jongress, second session (Washington, D, C.: United
States Government Printing Office, 1938), p. 32.
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married outside their own race. The gseed of raciael antagonism found fer-
tile soil in the minds of those who ghared Jack Iondon's opinions, and
it grew to such proportions as to croud out all other real objections to
Eaﬁaiiah‘statehood. The. reluctence of the Japanese $o marry outside
their own race, so said these people, was ample evidence of & sinister
" plot to populate the islends with Japanese, who would finally choke out
&1l but Jepanese culture,

In a sociologlcal study of interracial nerriage in Hawaii,
Romanzo Admas explained the Japanese pattern of marryi#g vithin their
race as a natural result of the large number of Japanese living in the
islands.
| The Japanese ethical eystem ... is based on ancestral worship.
¥ilial piety ranks high in the 1list of virtuss., Harriage ie under-
taken in the interest of the family end so according to old custom
the parents select wives for their sons and husbands for their
dauvghters. ¥Yhen the selection is made in this way marrieges with
persong of another race never take place.,
The ability to maintain this old custom can be attributed to the fact
that the ratio of women to men was higher in the Japanesé group than in
the general population. It has not been necessary for the Japanese males
to crose racial lines to select drides, PFerhape it is significant to
note here that World ¥War I1 may.haye created a situation leading to de-
struction of the Jepanese in-group marriage. Iind reports that

Prior to the war, parental disapproval kept the out-marriages among
Japanese brides to lees than one out of every ten or fifteen, 3By

I}Romanzo Adanms, Interracial Marriage in Hawail (New York: The
Macmillan Company, 1937), p. 161.
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the second year of the war, slightly more than one out of every five
brides of Japanese ancestry had broken the ancestral code to the eX~
tent of finding a non-Japanesge husband, veold

Scme of this deviant behavior was forgiven, but in most instences ¥"the
[hliagl parents dicowned and figuratively buried their recreant danghtar.ls
The willingness of the younger generation of Island~born Japanece to defy
its parents in such matters adds strength to statements made by William E.
Hull, Representative from Illinois, after he had toured all of the isglands

in 1928,

- If thers is any doubt in the minds of those vho live in the

States as to the loyalty of those vho live on the Hawaiian Islands,

it should be dispslled. Trus Americanism exiets ia every part of
each island and only from the fact that the older generation of the
Japenese require their children to attend a Japanese school after

the hours of publie school, there would be no interference with trus
Americanism from even this source, But the Japanese boy and girl

will soon rebel from attending Japanese schools and will becomo
thoroughly Americanized ...

11. THE YEL110Y FERIL

Phe apprehension over the flooding of Hawail by the Japanese ap-
parent during both the annexation negotiations and during World ¥War I1I
resulted in written and verbal protests from mainland residents and $s-~
land residents alike, The Caucasien group in Hawaii wae faced with the
problem of reconciling the economic need for laborers with political ex-

pediency. Thousands of Japanese laborers were neesded for the vork %o be

1404, Havaii's Jepanese, p. 196-97.
1v14., p. 197.
16coggrga839§a;‘negagg, Yol. 69, part 2, pp. 172425,
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done in the sugar industry, but the white residents foresaw in the wave
of Orientals a threat to their influsnce in lpolitical matters, An é.ttempt
by the vhites to protect their position was made while Haweii was still a
monerchy. The Constitution of 1887 which they had forced upon King
Ealekans provided: for the denial of the electoral rights to Orientals,i?
Phe Japanese government lodged no protest against the discriminatory
measures which followed until annexation to the United States was almost
a reality. The Hawaiian Republie

with its eyes on annexation and aware of American nisgivings over
the flooding of the islands vith Japanese, made a more positive move
tovard stemming it-~and succeeded in outraging Japaneee sensibili-
ties more than ever, CShiploads of Japanese, arriving in Honmolulu,

woere provented from landing, and the majority of the immigrants,
under one pretext or another were sent home. :

The phrase "American misgivings® used in the above quotation from My,
Barver's treatise may woll have beoen a refersnce 36 the sentiments echoed
in the Senate in a epeech by the Honorable B, ¥, Pettigrevw on June 23,
1898,
It #ill be noticed that there is an enormous increase of the Asiabtic
population. If you look at their commerce, you will find that there
haa been an enormous increase of commerce between these fslands and

Asia and a decrease of commerce between these islsnds and the United
States since 1890, V¥Why?! Because they want nothing that ve produce.19

In addition to the economic consideration presented by Senator Pettigrew,

17Joseph Barber, Jr., Haweii: Heatless Rampart (Mew York: The
Bobbe-Herrill Company, 1941), p. 129.

181014, p. 130-31. -

193. ¥, Peistigrew, The Course of Empire (New York: Boni and
Liveright, Inc., 1920), p. 14,
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there was the difference in the social structure which received attention
in the United States., 1Ian 1902, Senator Perkins stressed the contraste
between Oriental and Occidental civiliszations which would create untald
friction in Hawnil,
Personal freedom, the home, education, Christian ideals, respect for
ley and order, are found on one side; end on the other traffic in
human flesh, domestic 1ife which renders a home impossidle, a desire
for only that knowledge which may be at once coined into dollars, a
- contempt for our religlon as new, novel and without substaniial basie,

and no idea of the nmeaning of la &y other than a regulation to be
svaded by cunning or by bribery.

¥hile annexabion vas 8411l in the offing, the JaPanese governmant iu
1897 aent high ranking officials to Honoluln to seelk redresa and specific
1ndemnit£ss for the treatment accorded ths Japanese immigrants, - The
Hewaiian Government refused to maks any concession at first, but on the
récommenﬁéxion of the United States Government finally paid $75,000 to
the Tokyo Government "just eleven days before the establishment of Ameri-
¢an eévereignty.“zl When Hawaii became Amaricah aoil; the United States
inherited the problem of the "yellow peril® in Hawaii which prevented‘
cordial relations between Japan and the United States,

S¥or fifty ﬁears before the Busso-Japanese War, the relations
which existed betweén'the United States and Japan had been extremely

cordial, #%2

2081dney L. Gulick, The éggggggg Japsnese Problem (New York:
Charlea Seribner's Sons, 1914), p. 4.

21Joseph Barber, Jr., Hawaii: Restless Rempart, p. 130.

zzﬁeri’beth E. Cameron, et al., China, Japan, and the Powers (New
York: The Ronald Press Company, 1952), p. 340.
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The Russo-Japanese Yar ended the golden age in Japeaness~American
relations. From the time of Commodore Perry's mission of 1853-1854
to the outbreak of this conflict the United States had evidenced an
almost parental pride in the amazing tranaformation of her Far East-
ern protege. But as result of the astonishing victories of 1904-
1905 Japan emerged as a vorld powsr, and a tinge of jealousy, not
unmingled with suspicion and fear, began to affect the traditional
friendship between the two peoples.

During the years between 1906 and 1924, the United States pursusd an im-
migration policy which engendered further diplomatic problems.

The probvlem of Jspanese immigration was brought to & head when
the San Francisco Board of Education passed a segregation order which
required Chinese, Japanese, and Korean children to be kept away from the
other public school children.?! Bailey points out that the Metcalf re-
port showed only ninety-three Japsnese children enrolled in the San
Francisco schoels,25 but the Japaness regerded the Board order as being
directed toward the Japenese and protested strongly to the United States
Governnent. While Bailey devotes 331 pages to the erisis thus precie-
pitated, Cameron and associates summarize by saying that

The Roosevelt administration had to point out that this was & matter
over which the federal goverament had no Jurisdiction. However, it
took steps in 1907 and 1908 to remedy the situation which finally
proved acceptable to both the Japanese government and the San Fran-
ciscens., In the former year the Immigration Act of 1907 was amended

in such a way that Japanese laborers were prevented from entering
the United States by wvay of Hawaii, Msxico, and Canads, &s meny had

*23thomas A. Bailey, Theodore Roosevelt end the Japanese-Amsrican
Crisis (Stanford University, California: Stanford Univereity Press,

1934), p. v. '
2"'ﬂf:eamunmn. et al., China, Japan and the Povers, p. 2.

zsﬁailey. Theodore Roosevelt and the Javanese-American (risis,
P. 33. '
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been doing. This prompted the San Fraacisco School Board to remove
the restrictione which they had placed on Jepanese children ,.. In
1907-8 the so~called "Gentlemen’s Agreement® was vorked out between
the Japanese and American governments. Under thio arrangement the
Japanege suthorities promised not to issue any more passports to
Japanese laborers deeiring to come to the United States. In other
words, Japan itself would do the restricting, thereby saving face.26
Because of the grest preponderance of Japanese males in Hawaiil and on the
West coaest of the United States, thePGentlemen's Agreement® permitted
some immigration of Japasnegse vomsn under the “picture bride® system, and
the situation in California became worse instead of remaining static,
The practice continued, though vigorously protested by the Californians,
until 1920 when Fresident Wilson requested the Japanese Government to
discontinue issuing passports to the ®picture bridee."27
Relations between the United States and Japan vere severely
strained when Gongresa passed the Immigration Act of 1924, The Act cone-
tained a provision for the barring from entrence into the United States
aliens who were ineligible to citisenship. Although the exclusion ap-
plied to all Orientals, the Japanese were particularly indignant because
it had the effect of summarily abrogating the "Gentlemen's Agreement.®
Secretary of State Hughes, in an attempt to dispel the confusion of
thought about the "Gentlemen's Agreemsnt® which was revealed in the de-
bate on the Immigration bill, asked Ambassador Hanihara to draw up a

gtatement of Japan's conception of the Agreement. The opposite effect

%Gameron_. et al., China, Japan and The Powers. p. 342.

270h1toee Yenagn, Japen Since Perry (first edition; New York:
McGrew-Hill Book Company, Ine., 1949), p. 438.
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from that which Secretary Hughes had'hoped for resulted when Hanihara in-
cluded in his note the words "grave comsequences® in describing wﬁat the
complete exclusion might lead to in Japanese-American Relations. The bill
passed the Senate by a vote of seventy-one to four.za having already
passed the House six days early by a vote of 323 to 71.29
One of the strongest protests against statehood for Hawaii during
the pre-var years was mede in 1927 by W, A, Kinney, & man who was bora in
Havaii aad who had been one of the Hawaiian commissioners who negotiated
and signed the Treaty of Annexation after the Revolution of 1893, His
book, in general, is a vehement protest against the wanton destruction of
the native Hawailan race. Oroups other than the Orientals received their
part of his blast, but the Japanese bore the brunt of Kinney's attack
vhich was meant to show the wisdom of denying statehcod to Hawaii,
ess the Japanese, particularily, came with the set purpose of retura~
ing again to Japgn, apd are nov staying on past the time»for tgsir
return home, largely with thoughts of ultimate aggression, ...
Kinney was not satisfied that the United States could prevent the
Japanese bloc from controlling Hawaiian affairs through politics,
Most all of her povers exerciged locally vere conferred by Congreas,

and cannot be abridged or interfbrragluith even by the Federal Gov-
ernnent of the United States itself,

2Bpatley, A Diplomatic History, pp. 705-06.
zgcongggss;ogal Record, Vol. 65, ﬁart 6, p. 6258,

3OW- A, Kinney, Havaii's Camacity for Self Goverament All But
Destroyed (Salt lake City, Utah: Frank L. Jensen, Publisher, 1927}, p. 188,

31K1nney. Hawail's Capacity For Self Government, p. 35.
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He took a d4im view of Hawaii's capacity in 1926 for self goverament.

By reason of the controlling non-assimilable elements in its
population, unfitted to exercise the rights of American citisenship,
Hawaii is unquestionably now ngg fit for real self government sither
as a state or a territory, ...

Statehood, he felt, should come only after the Islands had been cleansed
of their Oriental taint,
The reconstruction of Hawaii, along demobratic lines, in the
- author's judgment necessitates .... formal creation of the entire
Haweliian group of Islands intoc & great military and naval United
States reservation to be governed by laws applicable to such terri-
tory, and to be run by a commission consisting, say of five mubers,
ese Upon development finally of the right kind of population. ...
Hawaii should be relieved from the status of a reservation ... and
started once more towardsg development as a demgpcratic commonweslth
along traditional lines. s>

T™wo incidents during the pre-war years, involving the question of

a "fit population for statehood," added fuel $o0 the ever-burning flame of
resentment tovward the Island Japanese, In September, 1928, the sﬁali son
of a prominent white family was kidnapped end murdered, and when the per-
petrator of the crime was found to be a youth of Japanese ancestry, santi?
ment waxed strong against all island Japaneso.Ju The second incidentew
the Massie case in 1931-~brought even stronger verdbal waraings about the
*Japanese menace," The attack by four young men upon the wife of &
United States naval officer brought the Hassie incident closer to the

Mainland residents than the other case cited, and it consequantly hampered

3281nney, Hawaii's Capacity for Self Government, p. 185-86.
331b;g,. p. 185-86, | A

3“xand. Hawaiils Japanese, p. 12k,



b5
more seriocusly the statshood.casuse. Ironically, only one of the four
youngz men who were accused of the crime vas of Japanese origin, bdbut once
again ihe ﬁumgrical.supsriority of that group loomed large in the uninds
of the fearful who pointed an accusing finger at the entire Japanese pop=~
ulation 35 '

Verbal defense of the Japanese failed to sway their accusers, do-
spite the fact that it is = matter of record that the,Japanése enjoyed an
enviable reputation as a group for carsful observance of the law. "The
Japanese in Hawaili have been notably law abiding. Their record in this
respect 18 the best in the whole populaticn."36 This statement dy &
sociologist is éubstantiated by the figures on crime eudmitted yeer after
year in the Hawaiian governor's report to the Secretary of the Interior.37

The later years of the 1930's sav a continual effort by the pro-
ponsnts of Hawéiian statehood to vindicate the Japanese element, Delegaxe'
King from Hawaii reed into the Becord in Congress & radio speech which he
made in 1936 over & nationnl notwork,

The paople of Japanese ancestry in Baéaii. a total of 148,972
persons, comprise 39 por cent of the total population. ... 40,617 are
aliens .., ineligzible to naturalisation., ... their average ags dbelng
about 55 ... [Ho increase in the number of aliens] since the Immigra-

tion Act of 1924 placed an absolute ben upon Japanese Immigration,
vhich had, with minor exceptione, already ceased in 1908. ... Mo

35Lind Bowaii's Jepanesge, p. 124,

36Edw1n G. Burrows, Hawaiian Amsricans, {Now Haven: Yale Univer-
8ity Press, l9h?) pe 127,

3? Eart of & mgg Governor of Hawaii, 1923-33 (VWashington, D, C.:
United States Government Printing Office), gg__;g



poas;blejgomhinatian, unAmerican in background, could control
locally.

Iind quotes 1t, General Charles D, Herron, commander of the Hawaiian De-
partment, as saying in 1939, "I am sold on the petriotism and Americani-
gation of the Hawaiian people as a whole.’*'?'9 Whén the Japangse bombed

- Pearl Kﬁrbor on December 7, 1941, the question of the loyalty of the
Japanese was still being debated. However, General Walter G, Short, Com-
manding General in Hawaii when Pearl Harbor vae bombed, did not launch
_out on a harsh program of suppression. General Order No. 5, issued on

,,‘Baqémber 8, forbade'Japanese aliens fourteen yesars of age and up t6 pose

’A}_sqssbfirearms. short wave receiving sets, codes, cameras, or maps of

United States installations, and they vwere reguired not to change resi-
dence, occupation or move ®from placo to place® without military pormise
 sion, Simultanecusly with General Order Ho. 5, the military promised

that the alien Japanese would not bo disturbed in their normal movemsnta

' as'lpng as they observed the law and the above restrictions., 0

111, YORID WAR II--A TEST BY FIRE

- The'early days of the war were trying ones for all of the inhabi~
‘tants of the Hawaiian Islands., The thoroughness with which the attack-

ers déstroyed the United States varships anchored in Pearl Harbdbor gave

38 ongressional Becard, Vol. 80, part b, pp. 4353-55.

391¢nd.‘ﬂawai;'g Japanege, p. 79.

: m;m_a_.. p. 69.
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rise to & flood of rumors of sabotage engineered by the lsland Japanese,
The other r&cial groups envisioned all sorts of treachery from the numer-
1c§11y dominant group., The Jépanése, in turn, feared a mass evacuation
of their race by the government, duplicating the action tsken on the Weai
Coast of the Mainland. Their loyalty was queationed when they destroyed
all semblances of Japanese culture in their homes in an attempt to avoid
being accused of disloyalty for ﬁeaaessing such cultural objests, and
also vhen they failed to desiroy these objects., The problem of mass
evacuation vas complicated by economic necessity, and in‘thé end it was
decided to gamble on the loyalty of the group in order to have the bene~
fit of Japanese labor in the alle-out war effeort,
The total number of Japanese actually held on suspicion during the
entire period of the war was only 1,440, and the number actually
interned and sent to camps on the mainland was 981, or about one
per cent of the adult Japanese populetion.l
Much has beea written in recent years vhich seems to provide
adequate evidence thet World tar II tried the Hawaiian Japanese and found
them not wanting. Supporters of the statehood movement point to the
record of the Japanege-American army units which fought in Furcpe and to
the overall support of the war effort h& the civilian Japanese in Hawaii
as undeniable proof of their right to full citizenship., It ahéil suffice .
to quote a Department of Interior publication to summarize the argumonts
of the proponents,

Hawaiians of all racial ancestries cooperated in preparing for

*“L14na, Haweii's Japanese, p. 73.
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cooperated in-preparing for and prosecuting the war, According to the
Federal Bureau of Investigation agent in charge at Honolulu, there
was not one single act of sabotage or fifth-column activity cogmitted
in Hewail before, during, or after the attack on Pearl Harbor, 2

IV. THE VAR PROVIDED HO BAIM

The 1mpreasivi record made by Hawaii's Japanese population during
the var surprisingly, perhaps, di6 not cause the opposition to chenge its
views, Testimony before the Congressional investigating committee in
1946 produced egually firm statements to the effect that the Japanese
peril was not ended, Alice K. Campboll, Democratic senator from Maui
County to the Territorial legislature, gave rather startling testimony in
viev of the fact thet she maintained that she vas elected to her office
by a Jepénese bloc in opposition to the Baldwin family, one of the Big
Five, who she claimed normally controlled politics on Maui.

The Japanese are largely in their second and third generation with

Shintoism still deeply impregnated into their very bloodstream, ...
The Japanese situation in the Territory is a sericus menace t¢

good American government,

Another islander exprecsed esentiments in the same year as damning as

those of Alice Campbell.

One influential business and political leader, commonly thought to be
very friendly to the Japanese ... referred to the group as follows
"The Japanese, I believe, are loyal to us, most of them, because ve
are in charge. 1 do believe that as soon as a Japansse soldier 1B
put on Hawaiian soil, the majority of the psople will de loyal Ja-
panese, 1 think they are Jjust riding ... riding on the fence ...

b2 ﬂnited States Department of Iaterior, Territory of Hawaji
(Washington, D. C.: United States Government Printing Office, 1948),

Pe 5
_gggggg_;_gg; Digest, 26:281, November, 1947.



L9
I have iived with them for 33 years. I know that even in the third
end fourth generation the Jap ic just as much a Jap as he wag a
~ thousand years ags. ... They are not becoming Americanized.
The minority report which was quoted earlier in the cwispter"'5 indicates
that the problem of admission of Bawsli as a state still hinges partially
on the presence of 80 many Japanese in the islands.

The defenders of the Japanese residents of the Islands have not
rested during the post-war years., On October 16, 1945, Congressman
Robert Hale of the State of Maine seid:

One of the obstacles which has stood in Hawaii's path $o0 state-
hood has been the large proportion of its population which consists
of Americens of Japanese ancestry. But Riley H., Allen, editor of the
Honolulu Btar-Bulletin ... shows dramatically how this picture has
bsen put in & new light by the var,

7 ... Americans of Jepanese ancestry have made so fine & record
in combat and in other vartime duties that 1t has become a matter of
national recognition. ... the very large influx of war workers from
the mainlond has drastically changed the population situation here.

Then in March, 1947 Julius 4, Krug, Secretary of the Interior, in glving
fifteen reasons for statehcod for Hawali said, ® ees the mixed racial
groups that compose the population present no obstacle to statehood, in
ny opinion.“a7 The Hajority report of the Senate Committee of Interior
end Insular Affairs in June, 1950, pointed to significant figures which
were meant to show that Hawaii's population vwas deserving of statehood.

v

“&Idnd. Hawaii's Japanese, p. 241,

s
SSQe supra, p. 34,

“6cong;gs§;ong; Record, Appendix, Vol. 91, part 13, pp. 4346-47.
! h?ggggggggggggg Digest, XXIX (November, 1947), 276. |
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A preponderant majority of the population of more than half a million
IS native born and of the total. 8? per cent, or 460,417, are Ameri-

can citizens. . 99.2 [per centj of all school children of.the
territory are native born American citizens. ... attendance at the
schools of Hawaii exceeds by far the average ratio in the Halted
States.™8

*The United States Congress still holds the fate of the Hawaliian
Statehood movement in the balance. Whether or not*the loyalty and .assim-
ilable qualities of the Hawaiian Japanese will need further proof can
only be a conjecture at the present. The statehood, proponents, it seems,
are more than willing to stake the future of the islands on the polygot
papulation which has shown the island”™ experiment in democracy to be well

grounded in American principles of government.

48 : .
UcEusmsaional Digest. XXXII (November, 1950), 278.



CHAPTER III

IEGISIATIVE ATTEMPTS AT ADMISSION
AS A STATE PRICR 70 1936
‘I’hroughm;t the years following annexation repeated attempté have

been made to induce Congress to admit Hawaii to Statehood. The most per-
sistent efforts have been made by those Hawaiian residents who ‘point to
the words "integral part of the United States®™ which are contained in
the Treaty of Annexation.l They believe th&t_territorial status was in-
"~ tended only to be s formality preceding statehood. They have not been
happy about the delay, and they have supported their request for state~
“hood by citing the Consitution.

In the Constitution, the provision looking to the admission of
new States is found in section 3 of Article IV, which merely says
that " ... new States may be admitted by Congress into the Union.®

No qualifications are set forth.2

Delay in granting statehood is, they feel, unwarranted discrimination.
1. THE OBGANIC ACT OF 1900--RESTRICTIVE IEGISIATION

In 1900 Congress passed the Organic Act vhich gave Hawaii terri-
torial status and outlined her form of government and the extent to which

her citizens could participate in the affairs of the United States,

-~

1ultus ¥, Prett, Expansionists of 1 1898 (Beltimors, Maryland:
The Johns Hopkins Press, 1936), p. 120. _

§ tatehood for Hawaii. arings Before the Subcommittee of the

use Committes on ._g_. erg;tor;eg, Oetober 7 to 18, 193%" (Washington,
D. C.: United States Printing Office, 1936), p. 7.

gUnit;ed States Statutes at large, Vol. 31, Fifty-sixth Congress,
. first session (Washington, D, C.: United States Government Printing

- Office, 1901), pp. 141-62,
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These limitations stated in the Act have become the basis for much agita~-
tion for statehood, since they have made possidle some discrimination
against Hawaii by Congressional legislation., In addition,

The organic act of a territory, having been enacted by Congress, may

be by it repealed or amended in important particplars, without the

people's consent and perhape to their detriment,
This was the testimony before the House subcommittee investigating the
statehood question in 1935 given by David L. Crawford, President of the
UniverQity of Hawaii at that time. He was speaking es a member of the
Citizens' Bipartisan Gomﬁittee, & group vhich

«es WAS organized by members of both Hepublican and Democrat pare

tias as well as citizens of the community, who take no part polis

tieslly but are interested in the velfare of the Territory as a
wvhole.

That committee supported statehood as & protection against ... legis-
lation fostered by ignorance, suspicion, racial prejudice and military
jtggoism."e

. The problem of discrimination as fostered by the Organic Act vas
a very real one. Victor 5. K. Houston, Hawaiian Delegate to Congress
from 1926 to 1932, told the House subcommittee in 1935, "I did not get
| around to the position where I felt that discrimination could not be
avoided except through Statehood until 1931; ...“7 Mr, Houston was re-

ferring to such incidents of discrimination as were ty@ifﬁed in one that

“Statenood For Hawsii, Subcommittes Hearings, 1935, p. 9.

5Ipsd., p. 1b.
6!3&@-- p. 25.
7Ivd., p. 97.
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oceurred in 1928, On 4pril 1Bth of that year Mr. Celler, Representative
from New York, on the floor of the House asked permission to extend his
remarks and to place in the Hecord the contents of some correspondence
between Delegate Houston and himself,

. My Dear Congressman: I note from the Record of yesterday [}pril
13] ess you vere yielded 10 minutes .., for r the ] purpose of making
some remarks on foreign investments made by American banks,
In the figures that you have inserted... there is listed in the
tabluation under the term "Country" both Alaska and Hawail.
+es By decision of the United States Supreme Court, Hawaii is
an 1ntegral part of the United States, and therefore any classifie
cation, be it only for convenience, vwhich segregates Hawail under
the general heading of "foreign investments® is wholly wrong and
lisble to do damage to the interests of the Territory, ...
Beprééénbative Celler concurred. ®The contention of the Delegate from
Hawaii is quite sound and it is vwrong to classify Hawaii in any way
other than that of & Territory of the United States,"’
Other more serious threats of discrimination occurring in the
early thirties were comsidered by the islanders as omens of darker days
Af statehood was not attained. For exasmple, on May 23, 1933, President
Boosevelt requested of Congress PBultable legislation temporarily asuse
pending that part of the law which requires the Governor of Hawaii to be

»10 Representative Ranklin introduced a

bill to amend the Grganid Act to that effect the next day.ll The bill

an actual resident of the islands.

Q_gg;ggggggg; Becord (VWashington D. C.: United States Govern-
ment Printing Office,) Vol. 69, part 6, p. 6730.

O1bi4.
Y4ows ttem in the New York Times, May 23, 1933.

llgoggggss;on§; Record, Vol. 77, part &, p, 4141,
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was regbmmendea by the Committee on Territéries. passed by the House, and
then rejected By the Senate after debate and & filibuster. It had taken
the combined efforts of all factions in Hawaii to "kill" the bill, and
the %vhole afféii ses gave island leaderé pauge for thought.‘lz |
ronawmg close on the heels of the above attempted legislation
came the Jones-~Costigan Amendment to the Agricultural Adjustment Act
passed in the early:part of i93u. Tﬁe pﬁrpose'of the amendment was to
set up Quotas for the sugar-groving areas. When the quotas were an-
nounced, Hawaii learned that she had dbeen classed with Cuba, the Philipw
pines, and Pusrto Rico as a 'foreign area'.“lB Many who hed before been
‘indifferent or oppcsed to statehood were novw converted to that cause.
They concluded {hat only as & state would the islands be safe from such

&iscrimination.lu

To many Hawaiians it seemed that Territorial status would con=-
tinue to work to their disadvantage by imposing full responsibilities
and duties of United States citizenship without providing full citizen~
ship privileges. The Hawaiian Legislature summarized the undesirable

“status of Hawaii as compared to the status of the several States in

Hawaii's Bill of Rights.

_ 12Joaeph Barber, Jr., Hawaii: Restless Rampart (New York: The
Bobbs~Merrill Company, 1941), p. 109.

1
' B&Iex&nder MacDonald, Revolt in Paradige (New York: Stephen
Daye, Inc., 194k), p. 207.

L% ’
Statehood for Hawaii, Subcommittee Hearings, 1933, p. 25-26.



55

oes this legislature conceives and understands that the principal
and material differences between the status of Hawaii and the status
of several states are as follows:

1. That certain officers of the Territory are appointeﬁ By the
President;

2. That the Territory of Haweii does not vote for President or
Vice President;

3. That the Territory of Hawaii is represented in Congress dy a
non-voting Delegate instead of by Senators and Representatives;

B, That the Territory of Hawaii operates unier a Constitution
(the Organic Act) enacted by Congress;

5. That the enactmants of its legislature are subject to be
repsaled or amended by the Congress. (In the 23 years since the
organization of the Territory of Hawail, this power has never been
exercised by Congress. )15

II. EARIY ATTEMPTS--A FAMILIAR
FROCEDURE DEVE LOFED

The proponents of statehood did not wait very long after annexa~-
tion to Begin petitioning Congress for the coveted role of a full fledged
pertner in the Union. On May 16, 1903, Delegate Ehlauianaole presented
in the House of Representatives a Joint resolution of the Territorial
Legislature asking that the people of that Territory be enabled to or-
ganise a State government.lé Nothing was ever reported out of committee,
The second attempt came in the next year when Mr. Kalanisnaole offered
in the House on Janusry 12 a memoriall’ from the Hawaiian iegislature,
The memorial was referréd, a8 vas the joint resoiution, to the CGommittee

on the Territories with the same results, establishing what proved to be

a pattern of "no action,”

Vstatenood for , Subcommittee 1935, p. 320.
___322_,2 Hewaii, Subcommittee Hearings,
ggggggasigna Becord, Yol. 37. part 1, p. 276.

17_.&%&*;953.9};&% Becord, Vol. 38, part 1, p. 685.
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K little more than seven years passed before Congress received
legislative notice of Haweii's continuing desire for a change iﬁ politi—
cal status, On Hay 16, 1911 the Senate heard a Jjoint regolufion from |
the Territorial legislature which contéined a reminder that
..; inmedistely following the ennexation by the United States, Can~

gress passed an organic law giving Hawaii the status of & territory
that hae been the traditional stepping-stone to statehood; .,,.18

On the same day in the House of nepresegtatives. the Record notes; |
By HMr, Clark of Missouri: Memorial from the legislature of
Hawaii requesting the paspage of a law admitting the Territory into
the Union as & State; ...
In both chambers of the legislature the plea fell on unsympathetic ears,
The Sixty-third Congress was in session when the next appeal
cane from the pe:aigtenx petitioner to the hoped-for benefactér. 1t vés
a concurrent resolution<C® from the Hawaiian leglslature preseated to thé
Senate by the Vice President early in 1913. It vas reintroduced in
December, 1915. The resolution vase similar to the one first passed in
Rawaii in 1903, and Jeseph Barber, Jr., commenting on the almost'machﬁni-
cal passing of resolu&iené for statehood, remarks that
So regular [}ié] did this occur that the representative who intro-

fluced the statehocod resolution in 1915 was moved to admonish his
fellows in thisg manner: %lat no member of the House treat the reso-

lution memorializing Congress as a joke; .,."

IBCOnggggsioggg Record, Vol., 47, part 2, pp. 1218-19,
190995;gss§ong; Record, Vol. 47, part 2, p. 1260,

O0onaressional Becord, Vol. 50, part 1, pp. 121-22.
2) rosepn Barver, Jr., Hewaii: Hebtless Rampart, p. 99.
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The next attempt was a billzg introduced in the House on February
11, 1919 by the Hawalian Delegate to Congress., On Junme 17 of the same
year the Senate heard a memoria123 on the subject, one which was read by
- the Speaker of the House on the same day.zu There was no deviation from
the eatablished pattern, sc Mr. Kalanianaole reintroduced his bill25 in
Pebruary, 1920, it.Qaé his last contribution to the drive for statehood,
since he died in 1922 without realizing bis dream.

Five years elapsed before the tenth "assault® was made, and this
time the Territorial legislature tried a different approach. On Decene
ﬁe: 10, 1925 the Senate was memorialized with a request that it make
poasible & probationary arrangement,

Whereas the repeated refusals of the Congress to consider cur
petitions for statehood Justify & conclusion that Congress does not
degm tEe Territory gufficiently qgglified to aasume the resppnsibilin
ties of full self government; ...

The joint resolution requested that Congress amend the Organic Act so
that the Hawaiian legislature would be allowed to amend the Organic Act”
" .. thereby in effect permitting the Territory to establish s probation-
‘ary State, ... This would provide an opportunity for the territory to

better prove to Congress their ability for self government.“27 The

22gongressional Record, Vol. 57, part 3, p. 3175.
zgcoggresa;ogg; Becord, Vol. 58, part 3, p. 2693.

mLmOo P. 2809.

zsgoggressiogg; Record, Vol., 59, part 3, p. 2383.

26Gcnggg§sgogg; Record, Vol. 67, part 1, p, 603.
2?;1. .
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Senate 4i6 not reciprocate, however, and the memorial suffered the fate
ofeits predecenssors,

Victor S, K, Houston, Delegate to Congress for six years begin~
aing in 1926, dia not rush into the task at hand. It h=s been mentioned
that Mr. Houston did not believe until 1931 that statehood was a neces-
sity. Thus, it wes not until December of that year that he made a def= .
'iniﬁe move., He introduced & bill in the Housezafon the ninth, one day
after the Senate had heard a joint resolution from the Hawaiian legis-
lature containing e draft of an Enabling dct that ilruston had‘drawn up
'fer its guidance.ag Still, Congress was not ready to consider the probe
1em.'

It was Delegate McCandless, successor to Kr, Houston, who made
the fourteenth azteﬁpt to secure.statehoodvfor Bawaii. His bi1130 uaaA
;ntroﬂuced in the.Kcuee in April, iéﬁu; Sentiment on the m;inland vas
rerheaps as unfavorable toward statehood as it héd aver been, &ue ﬂo the
unusual attenﬁion focused on the islands aé a result of the Massie case
‘and other almost equally unflattering incidents. Therefore, it was not

quite so strange that the bill died in commitiee.

III. H. R. 3034--A GLIMMER OF HOPE

There must have been rejoicing in the ®"Paradise of the Pacific"

2860g,gg_essigna; Record, Vol. 75, part 1, p. 265.

2?;9;;., pp. 645,
30%&&:_8'%;0&&1’ Becord, Vol. 78, part 7, ». 7727.



59
vhen the news arrived that the House Committee on the Territories was to
hold heerings on the statehood question. The year 1935 eeemed to hold
promise of final success. Hawaii had a new Delegate to Congress, Samuel
¥, King, and on January 7, he introduced " ... & bill {H. R, 3034) to
enable the people of Hawaii to form & constitution and a State govern-
ment to be admitted into the Union on an equal footing with the Stateé:
...“31 Action was not immediately token by the Committee on the Terri-
tories, and the Senate was once again presented with a joint reaalutianBz
from the Tﬁrritorial Eegislature‘on April 29, one month prior to the
initial committee hearing on H. R. 3034,

The House Committee on the Territories met on May 31, hearing
testimony from Delegate King. It was not an extended hearing dut it was
a significant one. Mr, King seid, "The Hawailan people as a whole will

~ mever be satisfied with any other political orgenization dut that of a

33

Sovereign State of the Union,® He tried to point out that statehood

for Hawaii would not be a caztastrophic step.

The people of Hawaii already share every burdea that is laid
upon the people of America. ...ths only difference the change of
status [from Territory to Statehood] would make is in Haweili's
participation in national elections, and in the deliberations of
the United States Congress, and the election rather than the

31&%&%5.&&9&& Record, Vol. 79, part 1, p. 178.
3zcoggggssgcg§; gggggg, Vol. 79, part 6, p. 6601,
PHearing Before the Commitbee on he Territories, House of

Representatives, May 31, 1935 (United States Covernment Printing Office,
1935), p. 5. _
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appointument of some of the Territorial uf:f'i.c:ers.y't '
Representative O'Malley from Wisconsin countered with an expression of
one of the most serious doubts vwhen he sald,

If Hawaii were to becom2 & State, of course, Hawaii would be the
first State that was not attached physically to the mainland, and
with the possibilities of international complications with a State
2,000 miles away from the mainland, those possibilities would be
very mggh more than they would be where the State ia a part of the
whole,””

The committee had & membership of twenty~three and only five of
them, aside from the chairman, directed any questions to Mr. King., A
subcommittee was named and further testimony was not heard until that
subcommittee had traveled to Hawaii to get an on-the-spot piecture of

conditions,

The sizxemember euhcommittee36 arrived at Honolulu on the sixth
of October, 1935, and began hearings the next day which continued through

In all, there were 105 wvitnesses vhose testimony was taken be-
fore said committee, 90 of said witnesses giving testimony favoring
a change for Hawaii from a Territory to s State,

L 4 L ] L » L] - . L] - - L] . . L] * » L] L - L L d * * *» - L[ - L] * . Ld - .

It is the opinion of the committee that it would be conservative
to state that a comfortable majority of the citigzens of the Terri-
tory of Hawaii favor statehood for the islands,

® @ e e & B8 0.0 & " & & & 8 B & 2 o B B & & o B % * @0 e & » s 2 o

%ﬁe,ar;ge: Befors the Committee on the Texritories, House of
Represent atives, Hay 31, 1935, p. 5.

351b;4.. p. 18.

36@he membereship of the subcommittee included Eugene B, Crowe,
Indlana, Chairman; Raymond J. Cannon, Wisconsin; J. J. Dempsey, Hew Hex~

ico; Ernest Iundeen, Minnesota; Jack Nichols, Oklahoma; Wilder King,
Dalegate from Hawaii,
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‘Your subcommittee is of the opinion, however, that considerable
further study is necessary befbre a favorable report be made on the
King bill, which is K. R . 034,37
Concurring were Representatives Crome, Dempsey, and Nichole. Representa-
tives lundeen and Gannon " .. Goncur,,, but are of the opinion that. H.R.
303& ve, by ths subcommittee. favoradbly reported to the main committea
for passage 4n the House of Represantatives.“38
?he apinion of the majority of the subcommittee stood. and the
glimmer of hope for Hawaii faded., Efforts for getﬁing Congreeaianal
approval of statehood were to continue. and undoubtedly the task was

undertaknn with a great deal more spirit, the proponents hawing taated

af more suceese than in early attempts.

-3735aeegggg_§g; Hawaiji, Subcommittee Hearings, 1935, p. 329.

P ma.
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CHAPTER IV

A S?upY GF &ROH“S OPPOSING STATEHOOD
SINCE 1935 '

The yoar 1935 closed without the addition of another star to the
American flag, buﬁ the faét that an Havaiian staﬁehﬁa& bill had received
the attention.of an investigating congrassibnal subcommittee gave an {im-
petus to the movément vhich has carried it thréugh the yeers,' Gertainly.
the inrestigation held in Hawaii in 1935 served as a knynote for a more
coneerte& effort by the proponents of statehood; and the opponents would
be no leas stimulated to summon forth their forces to match the result«
ing boom for statehood. 4 study of the records, however, does not re-
veal any impressive ligt of groups opposing the statehood movement,
During the 1937 hearings on the statehood bill, nineteen of the sixty-
g8ix witnesses vho testified were opposed to ataxehood.l In the 1940
statehood plebiscite held in response to the recommendation of the 1937
inveatigeting committee, one out of svery three Hawaiian voters wag op-

posed to statehood.Z Yet in spite of this significant number of

tatggoog for Hawaii. BSenate Report No. 1928, Eighty-first
Congress, second session (Vashington, D. C.: United States Goverament
Printing Office, 1950), p. 33.

2Inid.
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opponents to statehood, Samuel Wilder King testified in 1946 that ®no
organized group hae yet appeared in opposibion.“3 His contention can be
supported by the fact that subsequent Congressional investigations made
the absence of organized opposition more conspicuous., ‘The commitiee
hearings in 1947 list no witnesses appearing in Opposition and only three
communicaﬁions expressing a negative attitude toward statehood for Ha-
wati.a Two investigations by congrassional committeea in 1948 did not
unee.rth much more opposition. yhen Senator (}uy Cordon of Oregon held
hearings in Hawali during January, 1948, only gixteen of 231 witnaeses
opposed statehood, On April 15, eight additional witnesses appeared
before the Sehaxe éubcommittee in Washington, none of whom were in op-
ﬁosition.s In 1949, “five witnecses testified,.noné in épposition.
.$hough two communiéaxions in opposition to th@ 1agiélatibn were re;
ceived .;.“6 | |

The Senatelinterior and Insular Affeirs Gommiitee held hearings
in Vashington the early part of May, [1950] heard 60 witnesses,

none in opposition, though several cowgunica&ions in opposibion to
statehood were inserted in the record,

~ 35 Statehood for Hawsii. Hearings before the gubcommittee of the
Commitiee on the Territories, the House of Reggesencgtives, §eventz

ninth cogg_z;gss. second gession, pursuant to H. B, 236 (Washington. D. C.:
United States Gnvarnmant Fwinting Office, 1946),.p. 31.

“S te .Beport Mo, 1928, Eighty-first Congress, second session,
34 Senase . I:1%
Pe 4,
Sen . .
Ibid., p. 35.

S1bia.
"Ibsd.. ». 3.
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Although some of the expressed opposition vas received from groups, most
of the statements ceme from individuals speaking for themselves, -

I. FBAR OF HEPRISAIS CITED AS REASON
: FOR IACK OF OPPOSITION

in 19#0. the statehood plebiscite showed th?t there were 22,428
Hawaiian “esidents who definitely did not want statehood for ﬁawaii.a
Where ‘were these people vhen the hearings vere being held? quossible
anegwer ig coniained in the records and reporis kept by the Congressional
committees making investigationa in congection with statehooa bilis for
Hawaii. One witness, before such & commitiee, Fredrick Charles Hart. a
retired Havy service men, was opp&sed to statehood in 1937 because of
the domination of the Hawaiian Islends by a group of business ergaéizaa
tions referred to as the Big rive.9 This group, siace it hae favored
st&tehna& since 1935, will be discussed at greater length in Chapter
Pive, and it ia only neceseary to mention here that there were nany who
opposed statehcod because of the monoply enjoyed by the Big Five. Sev~
eral other individuals testified in 1937 in the same vein. The report

made by the Senate commitiee after the hearings mede special note of the

situation.

Sﬂewa item in the New York Times, November 12, 1940,

gaﬁegoo For Hawaii. gg;gg efore the United States Con-
£ress g;g Qg;hteg. Seventy~-fifth _ggg;_gg Second segsion, pursuant
to Senate Concurrent Besolution 18 (Washington, D, €.: United States
Government Printing Office, 1938). p. 18,
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It was only natural ... that the corporate executives of Hawaii,
like the corporate executives of every State in the Union of the Uni-
ted States, should seek to influence the local legislative body. ...

This is the circumstance which caused several witnesses %o come
before the commission to chorge that the "Big Five® are in complete
control of the islands and that nothing is permitted to transpire
without their consent, HMembers of the committee were impressed by
the fact that wmany residents of the islands approached them privately
to express opinions with respect to the subject of the inguiry with
the expregsion thet they feared reprisals if they testified
publicly.,

The fear of raprtsal from another group was in evidence in 1946
a8 Tom Fong, & resident of the islands, wrote the following to the House
Committee on the Territories: SI, for one, would hate to see the day
Vv when a Yémamota or Okino is elected to Governor of Hawaii. I trust that
- you will treat this letter in a confidential mannar.”li' Again in 1948
'“_fbha'aame note of fear appeared in two lebters to Senator Hugh Butler of
Hebraska, Chairman of the Senate Committée on Interior and Insular Afe
fairs, One was a letter from; as Senator Bubler put it, a "promigent
- lawyer® who was a resident of Hawaii,

There are hundreds of people in the Terristory who are opposed to

Wétatehood, but because of fear of repris%%s. both political and
¢conomic, they must remailn inarticulate, '

wta encod for Hawaii. Document No, 151, Senate Documents, Vol,
I, Seventy-fifth Gongresa second and third sessions {Washington, D. C,:
United States Covernment Printing Office, 1938), p. 75.

liwmm gﬁ&iﬂ&%.&i@_‘““&wg&m
@egritgriea. Hou g of Regresgnggx;xgs, Seventy-ninth Co o first

session, pur t to H, R. 3643 (VWashington, D. C.: United Staﬁes Govern-
ment Printing foice. 1946), p. 29.

lzgggggggg;gggl Record (Washington, D. C.: United States Govern-
ment Printing Office), Vol. 94, part 6, p. 5930.
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The shove evidence is not conclusive proof that fear of political
and economic reprisals is the reason for the lack of more group opposition
than has appeared. but the fact remains that many more Hewaiians mad.e
theif stand agaiﬁst statehood through the secrecy 6f the ballot than have

been willing to express oppesition publicly.

1I. GROUP OPPOSITION WITHIN
FAINIAND (IGAWIZATIONS

There has not been a total lack of group opnosition to Hawaii's
aspiratiané for statehood. HMainland groups, not being dependent upon the
whiﬁs of the "Big Five™ for their continued existence, if that has been
the reason for no Hawaiian group opposition, hava.made some protéat .
apgainst giving Hawaii participation in the Union equal to that of the
geveral States. The year 1936 had scarcely begun before the llﬁﬁ Wom;n's
Patriotic Conference on National Defense p#ased a resolution calling on
the government to(dsny statehood to Hawaii, As originally drafted, the
group's resolution "gave the reason for such action, namely, that the
population of the islends was largely Asiatic with the Japanese holding
great political power in them.”la In the following year the American
Federation of labor Convention, meeting in Denver, %opposed inéorporation
of Hawaii into statehnod."lu

The action by the American Federation of ILabor mey have been in
response to the conditions describsd by Webb Waldron in the Amerigen

134ewe item in the Yew York Times, January 30, 1936.

lbﬂews iten in the Ney York Pimes, October 8, 1937.
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Hagazine.
ses & mechanic in Honolulu said to me, "I had & good job promised me
down the street here in a garage, $35 a week., Then a Jap comes along
and of fors to teke the job for $22 a week. He gets it. These Japs
are running down the vages all over these isiands., That's why I'm
ageinet atatshood,*

* * * - . . » * * L - * - * L] . L] - L3 . L] L] . . L L] [ ] . - - * L] - L]

I discovered a number of instances in which Japanese had appar-
ently brought wages down, in competitive jobs. This isg one thing
vhich persuades certain intelligent, clear-ehinking people of the
islands to favor the postponemeat of etatehood.

The eerly stand_taken by the American Federstion of labor in opposition
to statehood has not been reiterated in redent years, but that erganiza;
tion has not expressed itself in favor of statehood in recent years
either,

Other pre-World War Il group opposition, according to & 2&&1&1
Magagine writer, observiug the problem in 1946, included "Probinent mem-
. bers of bar assoclations, American legion epokesmen, the California
State Grange, and naval officers ..."}"S The Awmerican legion hae reversed
its position since World War II,’7 but the.others have not made further
statement and may still be ungympathetic toward Hawaili's aspirations,

When World War II had ended and was no longer & reason for post-
poning the admittance of Hawail to statehood, group oppoaition appeared

slong with renewed activity by proponents of statehood, The Sonoma

A 15Web’o Weldron, "A New Star in the Union,” Ihe American Magsazine,
CXXIII (April, 1937), 79. | -

léﬁoyt HcAffee, "Hawaii Bids for Statehood,® Travel, IXXVIIX
(December, 1946}, 11.

1735:3@5; te Renort NHo, 1928, Bighty-first Congrese, second session,
p. ko, ,
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County Eﬁalifbmiaﬂ Grange No. 1 objected in Jamuary, 1946, to giving
Howali full membership in the Union. The reason was one which wae as
old as the Hawalian statehood movement iteelf, |

eess Vhereas inasmuch as a large mrtion of the population of anau
is ineligible to citizenship, and inesmuch as these ineligibles weuld
be blanketed into citigenship by ecceptance of the ?erritory ag a
State: Therefore it is

Bssolved by this Sonoma County Pomona Granse No, 1, That vwe here-
in express our absolubte apnosition to granting such statehood until

guch time as the abcve-magtioned ineligidles can groperiy be exclud-
éd ' from citizenship; ... ‘

One monta later The California Joint Immigration Committee sent & letter

to the Feore Jowvmittee on the Territories which said in part,

. Ho hearing was held on this coast, and residents of Califernia,
Washington, and Oregon most certainly desire to be heard in opposie
tion. This committee intends to vigorously oppose the granting of
statehood to Hawali at this time.l9

Then on March 2, 1946 The Hative Somns of the Golden West added an appeal
to sustain the thinking of the California Joint Immigration Committee.
The board of grand officers (board of directors) of the Gread
Parlor of the Rative Sons of the Golden West in session assembled in
San Franeisco, Calif., respectfully request that action on the dills
to grant stablehood for Hawaii be deferred until testimony is. taken
from the people of the Pacific coast by a Congressional commi t tee, 20
The purpose of this study is to record the facts which have had
a bearing on the Hawaiian statehood movement. The above cited group op-

position s the total number of instances of that fom' of opposition

IBW en H, R, 3643, Seventy-ninth Congress, first session,
Pe M | :
‘ 19

ibid., p. 39

20rp1d., p. 6.
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which this writer hss discovered., Any attempt to say more than already
has been said concerning the reasons for the obvious lack of group opposi~
tion would be in the reslm of conjecture. A limited study of the argu-
ments for denying statehood advenced by individuals through the years
would be of more value. The remeining pages of this chapﬁer will contain
the statements of individuals who have contributed to the delay in giving

Hawaii statehood.

III. REASONS FGR DENYING STATEHOOD
REMAIN CONSISTEHT

| Those who have opposed statehood for Hawaii sinée 1935 cannot be
accused of inconsistence, for they have stated their reasons for opposing
the action which would add the forty-ninth star to the &mericaﬁ flag, and
| they have remained steadfast in their bvelief. The number of reasons has
been few, adding, perhaps, Yo the effectiveness of the opposition since
the argmnents nave been concentrated and have odbtained emphﬁsis from
repetition.

The most significant reason given has been considered at length
in Chapter Two, but for the sake of completeness, a fev additional exame
ples of the very strong feelings against the Asiatics--particularly the
Japanese~~in Hawaii are desirable. It was %he years prior to Yorld Var
- IT that produced the most frequent and most condemning statements against
the Japanase, Typical of the critical opinions is one reported by the
New York Times in November, 1937--~the opinion of Hajor Alexender Sidney

lanier, a Veterans' Administration employee. According to the Iimes,
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Major Lanier asserted that the racisl problem was & barrier to statehood,
end that the Japsanese children in Hawaii owed an allegience to Japan
"which they could not disavow if they would, and they would not if they
N _coul&."zl ‘

The post-war period has been marked by sharp criticism of the
Japanese element in spite of the outstanding record made by that group
during the war., Tvwo residente of the 1slends expressed as critical a
view after the end of the war es sny that had been expressed earlier.
HMre. Eamokila Campbell, Democratic Hational Committee woman, resigned her
post in January, 1946, to open an office in Honolulu to help disseminate
anti-gtatehood materials. ®Hrs. Campbell objects to statehood at this
time decause, she said, there is danger that Oriental segmente of the
population, voting &s a bloc, might hold political coatrol ..."22 Iate
in 1950 Ieonard Slater, writing from Honolulu for Newsweek, said, "A
[Ronolulu] bank offieial commented thua: 'We never should have taught
these Japs to kill white men in the war. Now they think they're as good
as ve are' ._.."23 An official recognition of the barrier to statehood
ereated by the pregence of the Asiatics in Hawaii is found in the report

of the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affsirs submitted on June

29, 1950, The report summarized the main objections of the opposition,

z%iews item in the Mew York Times, Hovember 28, 1937.

zzliews item in the New York Times, Jenuary 7, 1946,

ZBLeonard Slater, "Havaii: Stalled Statehood,” Newsweek, XXXVI
(November 27, 1950), 22,
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and one objection read, "That with the so-called Caucasians outnumbered,
political control will be in the hands of groups alien to our American
political traditions, culture, and way of 11!%.‘2b

The remaining objections named in the above-menticned report were:

(1) That Communists have great political and economic power in
the Territory. :

® & ®* ¢ ¢ & S & B & & & €6 S B e T & 8 S B " B S s & B 9 b & e e o
(3) Phat the Territory is “noncontiguous“ and hence outside the
pattern of the present Union of States,.<d : I
The question of Communism noted here as a deterring factor ia the latest
in the series of questions raised since 1935 conceraning the .fitness of
the Hawalian population for maintaining a government embodying American
denocratic prineiples, The question of the fitness of the Hawaiian pop-
ulation goes back to the fight in Congress over the annexation of Kawaii.zs
A disabled veteran, in testifying before a Congresaiénal cormittee in
1937 said,
There 18 no patriotism whare you can't get the Territory to funish
$2,500 for a soldiers homs, and you can't look to statehood to do
batter, ...7ou've got to put statehood off far enough so that these
kids nov in kindergarten aga 25 years old, end are schooled on the
proposition of patriotien, »
In o letter written in 1945 by a serviceman and signed by thirty-seven
other servicemen, the lack of patriotism was the reason given for favor-

ing the denial of statehood, "The traatment rendered to the service man

‘ 2“§egg¢e,§gng;§_§gm 1928, Eighty-first Congress, second session,
p. 8. _
251p4d.

26399 8Upra, pe. 31.

Z?Heargngg on Senate Concurrent Resolution No. 18, Seventy-fifth
Congress, second session, p. 23.
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alone has proven the fact that these people are not deserving of state-
hood."28 An Hasaiiaﬁ resident said in 1946, “,.. the caliber of men a-
vailable locally for our legislature and other public offices is low,
far too low for them to carry us into and through statehéod.“29 In 1950
Jden Ful Moo, exscutive vice president and general manager of Honolulu's
American Security Bank said,

We are not yet capabdle of makidg trué economic decisions. How many

of our citizens of Orieatal sncestry are members of the board of \

directors of leading houses of business in the Territory? How many

- -sit in on these meetings vhen financial decisions are made or poli-

cies established? Until these people reach that plane, I don't,

think they will be reedy to participate in national government.3°
These few statements are typical of the feelinga of many opponents of
statehood who do not accept the idea that Hawail has been a melting-pot
on the order of that in continental United States.

The third objection 1listed by the Senate Committee on Interior
and Insular Affeirs in its 1950 report also is as old as the statehood
movemant, The fact that Havaii ie separated from the malnland by 2,500
miles ¢of ocean has beoen an argument against statehood for two reasons.
The first reason centered avound the strategic importance of the islands

to American military defenses. That was stressed very strongly prior to

World War Il vhen Japan first bagan to show signs of agression in the

zeﬂaar;ggg on H, R, 3643, Seventy-ninth Congress, first session,
. P 25. ‘

29Hearings on He B, 236, House Subconmittes, Seventy-ninth Con-

gress, second session, p. 25U,

3°Héwa item in the Nev York Times, Decsabder 3, 1950.
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East., The periodical and newspaper writers of those years found that the
situation offered good copy on a controversial subject.

Haturally, it would be inappropriate for any United States Navy
or Army man to take an official position on statehood. But one of-
ficer at Paarl Harbor made a remark which bore on the matter, He
said, "In case of war, it might be easier for us to control the
jelands under the present setup than under statehood.?®

The above quotation eppeared in 1937. The same sentiments were expressed
in September, 19-?40, by Harold Oallender, reporting to the New York Times
from Bavaii,- 2 S@o;agt;g carried en article in the December 2, 1940
issue vhich emphasized the opinion of the military

Agside from the "Japanese msnace,® the U, S. Navy has ot-her reasons
for opposing statehood., ‘It believes that control of Hawaii as an oub-

post of Agerican defenses in the Pacific would not be as camplete and
dependable if the ‘I‘erritory became a State.

. L ] * L . L] . L 4 * L] L 4 [ . ] * » -2 . * * * L 3 * L ] L3 L L] . L . » . L4 .

The Army is not so worried about the Japanese., But it believes
the Islands should be put under a commission g,nv%nment. vith an
army-navy-civilian control set up in Vashington.-

Binee the end of World War II the defense argumenis have all but
disappeared, but the great distance sepsrating Hawaii from the coatinent
still disturbs meny individusls. Dr. Nicholas Murray Butler, the presi-
dent emeritus of Columbia University, wrote several letters in 1947 varne

ing of the destruction of the Union as it had been cqnceiveé and developed

through the long period of American history.
v

Jlyevy Waldran, "A New Star in the Undon,® p. 76.

32Rarold Callender. Spacial report to the Hew York Times, Septem-
ber 15, 1940.

33 "Seven Times Seven FBquals Hawaiian Statehood,”™ Scholastig,
XXXVII (December 2, 1940), 1li,
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Bo add outlying territory hundreds or thousands of miles away, with .
vhat certainly must be different interests from ours and very dif fer-
Z:;.g&ckgrotmd. might easily merk, as I said, the beginning of the
Still'anothe‘r consiéeration to be made concerning the distance between
K_awaii and the California coast was pointed out by & resident in the
Bawailan Islands. iﬁ. 1951,
Thic extension of the‘boundaries of the Ameriaan‘répﬁblic‘fa\rthvér.and
farther toward Asia disturbds me; if I were watching the development
from Asia's shores I am sure it would disturb me much more.-
Phough the ‘prOpanente say that because of mociern trarxsportatiyon Hawaii
is closer in matter _of time to the Hatzron's éapitol than California and
other western States were at the time of their admittance as States;v thé
precefient which Congress would set by admitting an island State is oﬁe
not to be established lightly. | -

Une other serious objection to granting Hawaii full membership
in the Union has been stressed only since 1947. It concerns the repre-
gsentation which Hawsii would have in the Senate. 4n editerial in the
Portland, Maine Presg Herald of July 3, 1947 ventured the opinion that
%there is some sense in the objection that [a,i; its present pogulation]-
Hawaii would have one Senator for each 35,000 voters, ..."36 A letter to
the editor of the Hew York Times two years later pointed out the inequal~-

ity which would exist if Havaii and its 500,000 peoplo were.represented

”Msa&em Becord, Vol. 93, part 3, p. 3833.

3SeBetraying the Americsn Ideal,® The Chrigbien Century, IXVIII
(Januvary 24, 1951), 103.

%W Record, Vol. 93, part 8, p. 10778.
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by two Senabtors while New York State has the same number of Senators for
15 million persons., The letter conéluded.'“Whatever nay hawe.been the
reasons for admitting new states with small populations, there is no
reason why such an inequality should be emphesized further, 457

There is some evidence that many of those gronpsvand individuals
who oppose immediate statehood would agree to Hawaii's eventual statehood.
The oppesition, meager as it seems to be, has delayed statehood andvper“
haps will have helped to prepare Eﬁﬁaii by enforcing a,lopger‘waiting
periocd, during thch tine the objectionable features of.ﬂavaii's politiw

eal, economic and social life are being altered,

3?A letter to the editor of the New York Times, July 24, 1945,
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A STUDY OF GROUPS SUPPORPING SPATEHOOD
1936 20 1953

The 1935 Congressional investlgation.‘though 1tifailed to produce
statehood for Hawaii, 4id produce concrete evidence of strong suéport-for
favorable action by Congress on a Hawsiian statehood bill, Subsequent
1nvestigations carried out in connection with Hawaiian statehood billg--
nine in all--have amassed evidence in support of statehood in such juan-
tities as to make it difficult to believe tha§ Hawaii still knocks at .
the door. In 1937 a joint Congressional committee, holding hearings on
the five major Hawaiian islands, %heard 66 witnesses, 47 of uhom.favored
statehood, and collected nearly 700 pages of testtmony;“l In 1946, after
an interim of nine years due to the 1nternaxional unrest‘invtha Pacific
area and the culmination of that unrest in World ¥ar II, a _House sub-
committee that visited Hawaii compiled 908 pages of testimony, statements
gnd exhibits contributed by "107 witnesses, 91 of vhom favored state-~
hood.ﬁz The voluminous report pro@uced by the 1946 investigation was
most significant since Horld Har 11, mccording to the proponenta‘of state~
hood, had substantiated beyond question Hawaii's claim to full membership

in the Union. The House Committee on Public Iends, meeting in Washington,

dStatenood for Hawaij. Senate Beport No. 1928, Fighty-first
Congress, second session (YWashington, D. C.: United States Government

Printing Office, 195C), p. 33.

“Inig.



D. €. in March 1947, made an addition of 310 pages to the materiasl on
hend after hearing the testimony of thirty-five witnesses, all ﬁrging

2 Three separate investigations in 1948

favorable action on statehood,
ihcérpor&ted 1nto the records the testimony of 239 witnesses., Of that
number 216 favoted statehood.& Then, in 1949, a-House suhcommiﬁtee héar&
five wttneeses teatify fbr statehood, but none in oppoaition.s and tﬁe
Senate commtttee on Interior and Insular Affairs. during hearings in Hay,
1950. heard sixty witnessces testify in favor of statehood while recaivb
ing no testimony against it.6
| The 454 testimonies advocating statehood were not given by an
;qual nuhbe: of witnesses, of courso, The overvhelming amount of favor-
able teatimony is indicative, however, of the séope of the group support,
Two examples emphasize how wide the scope is, and serve to keynote a
- gareful study of the group support vhich has been given to the Hawaiian
gtateheo& movenent. Oa Hovember 5, 1940, the Hawalian voiers went to the
polls to regioter their wishes through a statehood plebiscite. The plebe
iscite was held in response to a recommendétion by the 1937 Congressional

investigating committee that such a plebiscite be held in order to

?§ggg§g.§gggg§'§g& 1928, EBighty-first Congress, second session,

'égg;g.._p..35.
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ageertain the wishes of the Hawaiian pecple.7 The Hew York Times carried
a report of the results. "The Hawaiian Islands voted more than 2 to 1 in
favor of statehood in last week's plebiscite. The complate official

count: Yes, 46,174; No, 22,@28.”8 There were at that time 87,321 regis-

tered voeersg in the territorial populstion of h23.330.10 Ir terms of

per cent, eighty-two out of every one hundred Hawaiian voters responded
to the opportunity to go on record for or against statéhcod. More ine
dication of the wide scope of the group support is the ata&emenf made by
Semuel Wilder King to the Congressional iuvestigating committee in 19&6.
Mr, King was retired at the time but had served as Governor of Hawali and

as Hawailan Delegate to Congress,

I want to enphasive that statehood has never been a partisan or
class issue in Hawaii. The proponents of statehood include & major-
ity of every group, political, economic, or racial. The opposite is
true., Such opposition as exists cuts across party, class end race
1lines.

I can think of no political issue that arcuses such general
support. Both party platforme have favored steatehood; the leaders
ané candidates of both parties have invariably supported statehood,
Organiged labor has expressed itself as be&ind statehood.. Yo organ-
ized group has yet appeared in opposition.

mu Document No, 151, Senate Document, Yol, I,
Seventy-fifth Congress, third session (Vashington, D, €.: United States

Government Printing Office, 1938}, p. 95.

Bﬁbwa item in the Yew York Times, Hovember 15, 1940,

§tategogg for Hawali, Hearings before the subcommittee of the
Commi ttee on the Territories, the §;ggg4g§ egresentg&; e8, gvggtx—ngggg
Congress, second session, pursuant to House Resolution 236 (Washington,
D. C.: United States Government Printing Office, 1946), p. 725.

101pid., p. 655.
Nip44., pp. 30-31.
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-The Hawajiian Statehood Commission, the officiel organ of Hawaiian
supperters in 1951, summarized the reasons for statehood, reasons waiech
have been and still are the facts as. the proponents see them,

Hawaili shares the inberent right of every territory to advance to
- statehood ...
i Statehood is essential to the material progress of Hawaii, Of
even greater importance to its people, statehcod is indispensable to
- the full attainment of their rights and privileges as American
citizens,
Heasured by every criterion [used for admitting new States in the
- past] Hawaii is fully prepared for statehood.

Statehood would be in the neational interest,

The territorial form of government wae designed for immature, un-
developed mits of the American Commonwealth., It was never meant to
meet the complex economic, political, =2nd social requirements in
government that charscterize Hawaii today.l2

The St&tehood Commission singled out two economic aspects for special -
streas.

Saveral Congressional Acts have discriminated against Hawaii-
acts that might not have been passed had Hawail been represented in
the Congress by its full quota of Senators and Representaxives.l3
Situations such 25 created by the 1949 dock strike [a virtual stands-
8411l of economic actividy because of Hawaii's dependence upon sea

transportation)] might have been dealt with more easily with repre=-
sentation in Congress,?

The proponents of statehood, though they represeat a variety of special

interests, are united in an effort to answer the question put by one

125 ewaii, D.S.A., and Statehood (Honolulu: Haweiisn Statehood
Commission, 1951), p. 100.

1pid., 2. 9.

LN
ivid., p. 10.
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proponent, “éince we're the aqual of the States in so many peints of
fact, why should we be inferior in point of law??id
I. GROUP SUPPORT--AS POLYGOT AS
THE HAWAITIAN POPULATION

¥Yhen former Hawaiisn Governor King made the claim in l9h6'that
statehood had never been a partisan or class issue in Hawaii. he was not
expoﬁnding a myth 1f the records of the nine Cbngreéﬁional inveefigatlons
are an& criteria for judging his statement. Theie is ample evidence in
the foi'm of tastimonies. Btateiaents and exhibifs 4t0 show that boiitical.
gocial and economic groups. agree on the statehood issue, Probably the
best illustration of combined group support i.s the official commission
~«known by various titles since its inception in 1935 by Territorial
legislative actionlé-which has been responsible for presenting Hawaii's
cage before the people of the United States and Congress. The purpose
of this organization, like its title, has undergone change since its
creation in 1935. Delegate S. Y. King, testifying in 1937, said, "We
have an organi;zation called the Hawaii Equal Rights Commission ... The

Governor is chairman., The chief justice is a member, and the superin-

15L. M. Judd, "Hawaii States Her Case," Current History, IX
(July, 1940), k2.

6
. Hesrings on H, R, 236, House Subcommittee, Seventy-ninth

Congress, second seseion, p. 11
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tendent of public works is another member, *37  When asked by Senator Tom
(;onnally of Texes whether the Commission favored statehood, Mr. King re-
sponded, "No, of equal treatment for Hawaii, but not necessarily state-
hcod.‘”la That was in 'a.ccord with the title of the organigation, but in
1946, Governor Ingram M. Stainback, who as Governor was chairman of the
Equal Rights Gatﬁmission, told a Congressional committee., Alts primary
purpose is to support the movement for admission of the ‘Berritary to
stetehood. "1 In 1947 the Hawaiian legialature entitled it the Hawaiian
Statehood Commission.za signifying, perhaps, that Hawaii had become con-
vimed that equal rights for Hawaii were only obbainablé through state-
ho.ad.. | |

| The commission, as the official orgém oi‘. the Easa.&ianl sta’tehcod.
proponents, worked iﬁceasently prior to 1946 to compile statistics and
reports on every phase of life in the islands for presentation to the
Goﬁgx‘ess and the people of the United States, Some assistance in asccom=
plishing the commission's Yeducational program® came from individuals in

official positions who would be expected to spesk for statehood., Then,

- M5tatenood for Hawad. Hearings befors the United Stetes Con-
gress Joint Committee, Seventy-fifth Congress, second session, pursusnt
to Senate Congurrent Resolution 18 { (Wmshington, D. C,: United States
Government Printi ng Office, 1938), p. 217. o

18;

ibid.
wﬁg arings on H, H, 236, House subcomnmittee, Seventy-ninth Con-

gress, second session. D. 11.

208awaii. U.S.4., and Statehood, p. 1.
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in 1946, during the hearings before the Housé subcommittee, there vas &
flood of resolutions and memorials from groups in the ielands whose mem-
bers were active participanﬁs in all of bhg phages of Hawalian life here-
tofore known only as statistics and printed facts in Congressional rec-
ords-«the product of the Equal Rights Commission. The two major politi-
ecal parties of Hawaii delegated individuals to place on record before
the Congressional committge that "both parties have planks for statehood,
and are ardently for statehood.“21 The Board of Supervisor of thg City
and Gounty of Honolulu submitted & unanimous and eaineat plea for favor-
able action on H. R. 236.22 strergthening the claim that the statehood
‘issue in Havwaii 48 not a political football. Business registered a
favorsble vote through the testimony of H. R. Faye, Chairman of the Hono-

lulu Chamber of Commerce. Mr. Faye, in clarifying some of his statements,

said,

I refer to the poll that was tsken of the membership of the
 Chamber of Commerce, resulting in ballots being returned by 42 per
cent of the membership. The ballots returned indicate a vote of 509
in fevor of statehood, and 170 against it, which is a ration of 3 to
Based on this result of the membership poll, the board of direc-
tors of the Chamber of Commerce of Honolulu, at a board meeting held
on January 7, voted unanimously for immediate statehood, ces®

The Hawaiian Junior Chamber of Commerce, having gone on record in faver

2;He§giggs on B, R, 236, House gubcommittee, Seventy-ninth Congress,
second session, p. 28.

zzl.b;d.' p. 180

2 aa., v. 415,
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of statehood in August of 1944 ,2% reaffirmed its stand before the House
gubcommit tee .25

ﬁeﬁxbers of the professions in Haweii joined in the parade of

groups which marched to the Congressional hearings to urge full citisen~
ship. Heaton L. Wrenn, president of the Bar Association of Hawsii, pre=
sented a resolution from that group "unanimously recommending immediate
admission of Hawaii into thé Union as a State.“% The physicians of
Hawa,j.i displayed unanimity also when they approved without diseent a
statement urging statehood, to be presented dur»ixig the 1946 investigation
as the official stand of the Honolulu County Msdiocal Society. 27 The

teachers of Hawaii 414 not present a solid stand as did the other two
: ;ﬁrofeasion&; but the Hawasiian Education Association meeting is convention
&n_l?lt-é did o on record favériug immediate statehood for Hawaii.za
0f great significance was the tesgimony of Jack ¥, Hall on behalf
. of the Igterx;ational Iongshoremen's and Varehousemen's Union, boasting a

membership of 33,000 workers in Hawaiien industry.

M on He B. 2%, Houge subcommittee, Seventy-ninth Con-

gress, second session, p. 56.
®rbid., p. 380.

mm, .'. P 69.

;i.ig.ar..m on K, B, 3643, House Committes, Seventy-ninth Gongress,

second session, p. 57.
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The International Longshoremen's and Varechouseman's Union, herein-
after referred to as the UINU, is unqualifiedly on record for the
Territory of Hawaii being granted statehood at once. The internation-
el executive board of the UIWU at its meeting in Washington, D. C.,
in October 1945, unanimously endorsed immediste statehood for the
Territory. 29

Locally the demand of our membership is for statehood. nov.

The vhite~collar workers, in separate action, joined the industrial vork-
ers in their endorsement of statehood., The Hawaii section of the Ameri-
can Society of Civil Englmaﬁ.artz;30 end the Hawalian Government Employees!
‘Aesociationsl added resolutions to that effect to the volumnous records
compiled by the House subcommittee in 1946,

A concluding recitation of island groups who sent resolutions
vhich are recorded in the 1946 investigation emphasizes the interracial
tone of the island support of the statehood movement. The hearings on
H. R. 3643 contain resolutions in favor of statéhood f‘ramb the Honolulun
Branch, National Association for the Advancement of Colored People.32
The Yomen's Christian Temperance Union of Hawaua 3 and The Club 100«
Incorporated Association of Members of the One~Hundredth Infantry Bat-

talion,y" while the H, B, 236 hearings include resolutions of the same

-

s _
939 arings on H, R, 236, House subcommittee, Seventy-ninth Con-
egress, second session, p. 131.

: 0 Haarines on g,_ 3643, Sevgntz—nint_}; ongress, ﬁrst sessi.on.
p. 53.

A Hearings on H, B, 236, House snhcomtgee. Beventy-ninth Con-
gress, second session, p. 380.

2

3 Hear on H. H. x 3, Seventy-ninth Congress, first session,
p. 37.

B1via., . 73
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nature from the Hawaii Chinese CJivic Asseciation,35 the Filipino Federa-

tion of America3® and the Hawaii Civie Club.37
1I. SUPPORT FROM THE “BIG FIVE"

The Hawaiian Islands cannot be discussed very long vefore refer-
ence is made to the “ﬁlg Five", The term is one which has long been used
to identify five large Hawallan corporations~-sugar and pineapple factors
~-whoge control of the two dasic industries has made them controllers of
life in the islands. These corporations~-namely Alexander &;Ba.ldwin.
Itd., American Factors, Ltd,, Castle & Cooke, Itd., Theo H. Davies &
Company, Ltd. and C, Brever & Company, l4d.~-were business enterprises
established when the Amsrican missicnaries and their descendants were
shaping the Americanigation of the islande. The Uongressional joint com-
mittee on Hawaii points out the fact that the existence of the monoply
held by these five corporations is common knowledge. The controversies
aﬂse vhen any attempt is mede to determine how completely the "Big Five®
dominate 1life in the islands and whether the monoply heas helped or hine |
dered the economic, political, and social development of Hawaii.38 Dif-

ferences of opinion alse exiet on the matter of how statehood would

Bsﬁeariggg on H, R. 236, House subcommittes, Seventy-ninth Con~
gress, second session, p. 407.

%Mo. Pc BSGD
M Lpia.
38;3&!}3.*.2 Dogument Ho, 151, Seventy-fifth Congress, third session, '

P. 69.
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effect the control vhich the "Big Five" has maintained under territori#l_
government, Gormspondingly. the "Big Five" are concerned about their
position of control under statehood.

Vhy the corporate interests have so much at stake can best be
understood vhen the extent of their holdings and control s listed.

Army and Navy intelligence officers cooperate with the %Big Five®
sugar corporations to control and completely dominate the political,
economic and social life of the Hawaiisn Islands, according to a
report made to the National Labor Relations Board in 1937 by a board
attorney, E, J, Bagen, snd read today into the record of the Smith
Committee investigating the labot Board.

® e s ® ® & & & & ¢ B B B & e & X s B s 8 & " s & P s s s s 0 o

The 22-page confidential report ... asserted that the "Big Five"
controlled every activity on the island, including its. industries,
the sale of land, the banks, transportation, agencies for goods sold
to the population, the telephone system, the Police Department, as
vell as the Iegislative, the Executive, the judiciary, the bar, the
university, chumhesa the commander of the National Guard and the
election machinery,: ' ‘

The "Big Five®" has had too much at stake to remain neutral on the issuse
of statehood.

The consensus of opinion among writers of Hawaiian history seems
to be that the “Big Five® opposed the istatehood movement in the asrly
years, |

The question of the big interests being for statehood nas only
grown up since the Roosevelt administration, and prior to that time
they had control’ and they maintained 4t, I never heard anybody 81’ :
financial importance, prior to the Roosevelt regime, mention JH;.:3

The above statement was. made in testimony before the 1937 Congressional

39'Bpacia1 report to the New York Times, May 4, 1940.

yom on Senate Concurrent Resolution No, 18, Joint com-
mittee, Seventy-fifth, Congress, second session, p. 182,



87
{avestigating committee, and its author, Hal Henna, had really prefaced
tha. oplnions of later writers on the subject that "Hawaii's "Big Five®...
decid.ed on the statehood campaign after the AAA issued its first offshore
sm;ar quotaa. ni¥l Under the Jones-Costigan Amendment to the Agricultural
Adjustment Act . of 1933, Hawaii vas place(l &n the category of a foreign
country, making 115 appear to the Hawaiian sugar planters that territoriasl
.status wae going %o work an economic hardship on them, The conseqﬁences
of the discriminalory sugar quotas, coupled with the attempt in 1933 to
amend the Organic Act to make it possible for the President to appoint
a non~regident governor.l’a eccording to nléét of the writers, placed the
big interes_ts agnarei;r behind the statehood .movement,

Prior to 1946 there was no great amount of .gpen evidence of ac-
tive support of statehéod by the "Big Five,” but bits of written comment
appearing from time to time indicated that they were supporters nonethe-
less, A few examples of what was being written and spoken bgiveen the
yearsi’1936 azid 1946 show circumstantial evidence of support. In 1937 a
John F. G, Sfokes, vhen asked to list other Hawalian resicents -whovwo\zld
substantinte hie cleims before the Congressional committee that the big
interaests Qere pressing for etateth&. said that he could not name
specific individuals, dbut the feeling %in this community is that the fi-

nancial interests now desire statehcod for Hawaii, In a small commnity

by . | |
%Hmva‘.iian Statehood,” The Hew Revpublic, CIV (January 27, 1941),
101,

425ee Chapter 111, p. 53.
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like this, one another's views are known pretty well.“bj In that same
year an article appearing in the American Magazine tacitly suggested the
attitude of the "Big Five®,

On several sugar plantations I found that young Japanese of ability
were being put into technical and administrative Jobs,

: e can't put Japanese into the really top jobs,™ a plantation
manager told me. "Not yet, anyhow. They might give the wrong im-
pressgion, %e knov these boys are just as good American citisens aﬁu
ve are, But it might be hard to convinee & visiting Congreseman,®

13.1930 New York ?imes Correspondent Harold Callendar wrote from Honolulu,

Business interests here would like to have the islends represented in
fongress. Sugar producers believe that statehood would dring an end
to what they comnsider a discriminatory sugar~production quota ime
posed upon the ialanﬂs.“5 -

In the following year the Hav Beoublig carried the following statement
as a part of a discussion of the statehood movement,
The Gallup poll showing that Americaens with opinions favored
Hawaiian statehood twe to one i3 more than anything else a tribute
to the Pan Pacific Press Bureau, a department of Bowman, Deute,

Cummins, advertising agency for Kawaiian sugar and pinedpple
factore,

The 1946 Gongrass;onal investigation hes already been mentioned
a8 being most significant for the number of Hawailan groups who uged the

opportunity efforded by the hearings to speak out for immediate statehood.

Q3Hear;ngp on Senate Concurrent Resolution No, 18, Joint committee,
Seventy-fifth Congress, second session, p. 266,

““Hebh Waldron, ™A Newv Star in the Union," American Magazine,
| OXXIII (April, 1937), 79. ,

uSSpecial report to the New York Times, September 15, 1940.

ué"staiian Statehood,” ZThe New Republig, p. 101.
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Additional quotations from the 1946 hearings place the "Big Five" just
as solidly behind the movement. Chauncey B. Wightman, Secretary of the
Hewaiian Sugar Planters Association, representing thirty~four of the
thirty-five sugar plantations in the islands, said, |
It ie our conviction that the sugar workers and all other workers
in the Territory will respond beneficially to statehood status ...

We feel, in simple gystice. we are entitled to equal treatment along
with the 48 States. .
Producers in the other major industry, through resolutions passed by the
Pineapple Growers' Agsociation and the Pineappls Research Institute, ine

formed the CSngressional comnittee in 1946 that they too favored state~
hood for Hawaii.us Both of these major industries reiterated their posi-
tion to_a Congressional committee in 1950.“9 Randolph Seveir, vicee~
president of Castle end Cocke, Itd., made the following atatement on
behalf of the Matson Navigation Company:

If Hawaii is ready for statehood today--asnd we believe unqualifiedly

that it is--the responsibility may be underteken with full confi-

dence that Hawaii's sea and gér comperce are gbreast of the time

&nd a bulwark to the Nation,

- In addition to the above cited group support, a number of im-

portant members of "Big Five" corporations gave personal teatimony in

support of statehood., C. R, Kenenway.sl chairman of the board of the

bvﬁéaringg on H, R, 236, House gubcommittee, Seventy-ninth Con-
gress, second session, p. 564, '

MBrvid., p. 561

e—————i

Y94ews item in the Hew York Times, May &, 1950,

Soﬁeg;;iggg on H. R, 236, House subcommittee, Seventy-ninth Con-
gress, second session, p. 621,

5tpid., pp. 639-40.
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Hawaii Trust Compeny and e board member of eleven other corpoerations, H.
A, Baldwin,52 manager of the Maul Agricultural Compeny, ILtd. and holder
of six other corporate board positione, Stanley C. Kennedy,53 president
and genersl manasger of the Inter-Island Steam Navigation Compeny, amd
8, H. 0ast1e,5k on six corporation boerds, all testified in 1946 in. sup-

port of Hawaii's admiesion into the Union.
III. OROUP SUPPORT ON THR MAINLAND

The year 1946 was the golden year‘on the mainland as well as inr
the islaends for the Hawaiian siatehood caﬁse. Since there had been 11tt1e
in the way of group support in the islands prior to that year, it is not
sﬁrprising th&# group action "stateside® gaﬁ been negligible.‘ Theré was
also a parallel in the number of types of wainland arganizationq which
fegistered strong support for Hawaii's claime. Political, economic and
social groups are represented in the pages of the 1946 hearing report.
Writing for The American Hercuxry in that year, Daniel James, an anormau
tion~Bducetion officer on Qahu during World Wer II, said,

" wee Uhe Hawailans are tazking no chanées. They have éxperienced.tod

many failures in the past, Under the leadership of Delegate Farring-
ton they are now determined to make a do~-or-die attenpt.

5 zﬂear;gg.s on H, R, 236, House gubcommittee, Seventy—-ninth Con-
gress, second session, p. 63 .
rvid.;, v, 609,

sulbido. p. 6210

551)9.!1161 James, "Hawaii's Claims to Statehood,® The American
___g__ggx, IXIIX (September, 1946), 330.
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Iogically, the attempt would include the mustering of all possidle help
on the mainland.

Although there was no noteworthy group support before 1946, the
Congressional investigation &n 1937 and the statehood plebiscite held 4in
Hawaii in 1940 cazused some meinland residents to ponder the problem, Two
quotations, though uot‘the expreasions of organized groups, will serve %o
sunmarize the pre-World War II convictions of many individusls in conti-
nenfal United States. One of the very significent considerations before
World War II, as streesed in Chapter 11, was the quesbioﬁable loya;ty of
© the numerically superior Japanese population in the islands. In 1937 one
writer said, %I..am convinced now that, far from being insane, the admig~
sion of Hawaii would be the wisest thing this country ever did.“56 Asg he
 saw it, »

eo. Hawaii as American, though largely of Oriental blood will be a
‘iink betweern Fast and West, an interpreter between Occidental and
Orient., To incorporate within our borders s body of Citizens who
can interpret the Orient %o us is a matter of supreme importance.57
Iate in 1940 Hay Wilbur, writing for The Atlantic Moenthly, regarded the
step as inevitible & well as wise, |

The crux of ths problen of Hawalian statehood is the high preponder-
ance of Japanese in the population of the iglands.

Sooner or later we shall have to recognise that they are a part of
our body politic. The melting pot has done well in our country. It
will have to work along the Pacific as it has around the Atlentic,

56Webb Waldron, "A New Star in the Union?," American Magszine,
p. 37. .

5?121&-. p. 79,
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The sooner we bring these citigens of diverse origin into all the
iesggzs;bii;:;egaof statehood the better it will bve for our future
n acific,
With the war record made by Hawaii still fresh:in everyone's
mind, the group support in 1946 did not follow any one line of argumeat,
The arguments as outlined by the Hawailan Statehood Commisaion59 vere &c-
cepted by the mainland groups as sufficient grounds for making Hawaii the
fﬁrty—ninth'State. The first important political group te support the
movement was the Republican Hational Committee, in April, 1946, The del-
“egates to 2 meeting in ¥Washington, D, C., adopted & resclution calling
for "immediate sdmission of Hawaii as the fbrtyaninﬁh State ...néo This
was not the firet mention of Hawaii by the National Republican party. In
1940 the Republican platform contained the following statement:
- Hewali, sharing the nation's obligations equally with the several
States, is entitled to the fullest measure of home rule, and to
equality with the aQVeral Stg&sa 1n‘the gighﬁs of her citizens and
in the application of our national laws,
A recommendation of statehood for Hawaii was implied in the above party
plank, but the Republican party did not again couch the recommendation in
words with double meaning in 1945, The proposed Republican party plank

on the issue in 1948 was "eventual statehood,® and it was approved by the

5§Ray L, Wilbur, "Statehood for Hawaii,® ZThe Atlantic Monthly,
CIXVI (October, 1940), 496-97,

5950e Chapter ¥, p. 79.

60}!@\13 item in the New York Times, April 2, 1946,

618eggtg Report No, 1928, Eighty-first Congress, second session,

P. 39,
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Gonvention.62 In 1952 the Bepublican party platform returned to the party
stand of 1946 and proposed statehocd.63

Support did not come from the Democratic Hational Party until 1948.
The stand taken then was for immediate statehood for both Hawaii and Alas-
ka-.&b In 1950, the Democratic National Resolutions Committee reaffirmed
the statehood stand on statehood which was taken in 191}8.65 and the 1952
party platform reiterated that ata.nd.66 The inclusion of Alagks with
Havail is reminiscent of pre-Civil ¥War days when two States were admite
ted at & time in order %o maintain the Senatorial balance between slave
and free snétee. In the present instance it was a question of maintain-
ing party balance. In 1946 a correspondent for Newsweek wrote,

. The fact that the Islands almost invariably vote Republican in
their territoriel elections may be an obstacl g to statehood so long
as the Democmts have a majority in Ccmgress.s

The ¥ation for February 16, 1952 indicated the thinking of a number of

individuals. ®Since Alaska is normally Democratic and Hawaii Republican,

éaﬂews item in the Hew York Timss, June 23, 1948,
63ews stem in the Hew York Pimes, July 11, 1952,

61"Sggax§ Report Mo, 1928, Eighty-first Congrese, second session,
P. 39. ‘

651%% iten ix:x the M York Zimes, May 17, 1950.

§6News item in the New York Times, July 24, 1952,

67
Ernest XK. Iindley, "Hawaii, lb9th State?,® Newsweek, XXVIII

(July 22, 1946), 33.
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a 'package.deal! ought to bde feasibdle, «68
Political support vas further apparent in the nonpartisan support
given to the statehood movement by the Governors' National Conference.
That group first passed a resolution favoring statehood in its meeting at
Salt lake City, Utah, in July, 1947, and took similar action at its next
two canferenées.sg A fourth resolution in fsvor of admission paesed in
June, 1950, was emphasigzed by Governor Warren of California when he tes-
tified before the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs,
In testifying in person before the committee in support of H, R,
L9 and H. R. 331, Hon, Earl Varren, Governor of Galiforala, pointed
out t?at all resolutions adopted by the Conference had to be unani-
mous,
All four resolutiéns by the Governors! Conference, which ié coﬁpoaed of
all the governors of the forty-eight Sta%es, included Alaaka as well as
lﬁhﬁa&i ag beiﬁg deserving of statshood, auggestiﬁg that political bars
gains were involved., It has been suggested that such attempts td bring
both territories into the Union at the same time has deferred Hewaii's
edmittance. "... Southern Senators fear that Congressional delegations
from the new states would reinforce the proponents of civil rights.“71

The Vestern Governora' Conference also endorsed statehood for

GB"Tha Shape of Things,® The Nation, CIXXIV (Februery 16, 1952),
698&nate Beport No, 1928, Eighty-first Congress, second session,

?GM°O Pe 5
71"Tha Shape of Things," The Hation, Pebruary 16, 1952, p. 145,
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Hawaii, making 1% at the same time imperative that Alaska be granted full
membership in the Union along with Hawaii. The 1948 resolution from the
Yestern Governors said that it was wrgent to grant both territories state~
hood so as to "give to the world in this crucisl hour this further af-
firmative and tangible evidence of our democratic faith and profbesione"72
- The conference msmbership includes the chief executives of Hawaii and -
Alaske and eleven of the Far Vesteran States.73
Bditorial support for the Hawaiian statehood movement has been

strong since 1946,

Evidence was 1ntroduced into the hearings [@9&6] of a newspaper poll

recently completed which indicated favorable editorial comment in

support Rf the legislation [H. R. 49] in the newspapsrs of 37

States.’ ' ‘ : -
Benator Estes Xefau#er, Tennessee, on April 4, 1950, read into the Record
the following: "More than 300 editorials collected this year point out
overvhelming national support for statehood.”75

 Aetive support from chambers of commerce has been in evidence

since the end of Vorld War 11.76 Unusually strong support has come from

?21& special report from lawrence E, Davis to the New York Times,
April 24, 1948,

73Newa item in the New York Times, November: 9, 191&9.

: "mﬂgggg t on & B, 49, House gegort Ho. 194, the United States
House of Repregentatives, Bightieth Congress, first session (Washington,
D. C., United States Government Printing Office, March 27, 1947), p. 19.

P5Gongressional Record, Appendix, Vol. 96, part 8, p. 2507.

76333 Table I,
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 the West Coast cities, and this fact gives rise to considerable specula-
tion, since the West Coast area had been the scene of mass evacuation of
peopls of Japanese ancestry during the war period. Table I provides a
list of chambers of commerce supporting Hawaiian statehood znd shows the
preponderance of West Coast groups. Since all of the resolutions were.
very similar, it will suffice to quote only one. In a letter to the House
committeg on Territotiés. the Californis State Chamber of Commerce said,

_ Acting on a recommendation from a special committee, our board

of directors has gone on record in favor of the granting of stato-

hood to the Perritory of Hawaii, ... Ve feel that the report of the

larcode committee of fers inescepable proof of the desire of the

peoplg?of Hawaii for statehood and their ability for self govern-

ment,
In favoring statehood for Hawaii, the Portland, Oregon, Chamber of Come
herce inadvertently pointed up one of Havaii's major complaints against
territorial status--the‘faet that it was thought of by many Americans es
a foreign country. The Portland Chamber of Commerce turnes over the con-
:sideratlan of Havaiian statehood to its foreign trade [;talice net in the
originai] and shipping committee, and the Chamber gave support to state-
hood for Eawaii on the recommendation of that cbmmittee.?a

Closing references to mainland eupport of the Hawaiian statehood

movement can be confined to & notation of groups going on record in favor

"of it since 1349, Table II appeared as Appendix 7 in Senate Report 1928,

??Eggggggg'gg H, R, 3643, House Committee, Seventy-ninth Congress,
first seseion, p. 37,

MO! PO 39-
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81st Congress, 24 session., It was prepared for the information of the
Senate Committee by the Hawalisn Statehood Commission, which may pessibly
have suggested such resolutions to the groups listed., It indicates con~-
veniently the character and diversity of favoring groups which have par-
alleled the polygot character of the Hawvaiian group support. Those
groups which have come out in support since the compilation of the in- -
formation in Pable Il have added somevhat to the already existing diver-
sity. Speéifiaally. the Interracial Federation of Milwaukee County,

Wiaconsin.79 the National Federation of Business and Professional Woman.eo

the National Federation of ShippersBl and the National Grange& have been
added to the already impressive list of groups in the United States who
have identified themselves es proponente of Hawaiian statehood.

In view of the overvhelming group support both in Hévan and on
the mainland, as compared to the apparent lack of organiszed group opposi-
tion, the words of ¥Winston Churchill might be altered to the situation to

88y, "never have so few denied so much to so many."

7gcoggge§‘ sional Record, Vol, 96, part 8, p. 10765.

8°ﬂews item in the New York Pimes, July 5, 1952.

mﬁeus item in the New York Pimes, February 23, 1953.

2104,



TABIE I

CHAMBERS OF COMMERCE PASSIPS BESOLUTIONS IN 1946

City State Page Numbver®
Atlantic City Yev _Jérqey 46
Canton Ohio 4y
los Angeles California L1
Oskland California 54
Portland Oregon 39
Richmond Oalifornia 47
San Frencisco California 26
San Mateo - Califomia 47
San Pedro California 30
Seattle Washington 37
Tacona Vashington 40
Venice California 4o
California State Chamber

of Commerce . 37

*This is the page number of the published report, Hearings _@_qg_,, B, 3643,

Committee of the Territories, House of Representatives, 79th Congress,

1st session (Washington, D, C.: United States Government Printing

Office, 1946).
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TABI® II °

HATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS ADOPTING RESOLUTIONS

SUPPURTILG STATEROOPD FOR HAWAIIL

Asaociation Convention held Dates
1. American legion San Francisco, (alif, February, 1946
. fhiladelphia, P, Septemter, 1949
2. Anmerican National ILivestock Boise, Idaho Jan, 13-15, 1948
Association
3. American Veterans Committes National Convention, June l4-16, 1946
Dea Moines, lowa
L, American Water Works Asn, National Convention, June, 1948
5. Association of State and April, 1946
Territorial Health Officers ,
6. Chamber of Commerce of the Annual meeting Nov. 22, 1946; Apr. 28, 1948
United States, board of -
Directors
7. Committee of Maritime Unity San Francisco May 6-11, 1946
(went out of existence in
1949)
8. Congress of Industrial Hay 17-19, 1949
Organization, executive
board
9, Congress of the National National convention, Bpr. 10-12, 1947
Society of Delta Sigma Bho Chicago, I11l.
10. Disabled Anmerican Veterans Convention, las Vegas, Aug., 17-23, 1947

Nevada

Convention, Hew York~,
Convention, Cleveland,
Ohio

Aug. 15-21, 1948
Aug, 15-21, 1949

66



NATIONAL ORGANIZATIONS ADOPTING RESOLUTIONS

TABIE II {continued)

SUPPORTING STATEHOOD FOR HAWAIL

Women's Republican Clubs

I1l.

e ltc et —— - — — —— — e
Association Convention held Dates
11, General Conference of the Boston, Mass. May 10, 1948
Methodist Church '
12, General Council of Congrega- Convention, Oberlin, June 24, 1948
tional Christian Churches Chio '
'13. Governors' National Salt lake City, Utah July 17, 1947
' Conferencs Portsmouth, N. H, June 13-16, 1948
Colorado Springs, Colo. June 22, 1949
14. Interanational Asscciation Rochester, N. Y, July 18, 1946
for Identification '
15, International longshoremen's 7th biennial coanvention, Apr, 7-11, 1947
and Warehousements Union San Francisco
16. Kiwvanis Clud 36th annual convention, June 6-10, 1948
_ los Angeles, Calif. : ‘
17. Iions Intercational Philadelphia,. Pa. July 20, 1946
: New York City July 29, 1948
18. Naiional Associaticn of Atlantic City, N. J. Nov, 15, 1946
Real Estabe Boards
19. HNational Association of 14th annual convention Sept. 15-17, 1947
' Sanitarians Salt lake City, Utah
20. HNational Education Conveation at Buffalo, July, 1946
, Association New York )
2), Hational Federation of Convention at Chicago, March, 1947

001



PABIE II (continued)

HATICONAL OEGANIZATIONS ADOPTING IESOLUTICHS
SUPPORTING STATEHCOD FUR HAWAIY

Association Convention held Dates
22, Rational Society, Daughters of 55th Continental Congress, May 20-23, 1946
the American Revolution Atlantic City, K. J. : :
23, Railway Iahor Executive . s Apr. 27, 1349
. Association (motion)
24. Republican National Conmittee Washington, D. C. April, 1946
25, Soroptimists Clubs
26, Waited States Junior Chamber Tulsa, Okla, Auvg. 21, 1947
' of Commerce, board of C
directors
27. Veterans of Foreign Wars 5t. Iouis, Mo. Aug. 29-Sept. 3, 1948
Miami, Fla. Aug, 21-Sept. 26, 1949
28. VWorld Trade Committee ' February 1947
29. Young Women's Christian San Francisco March 14, 1949
: Association ’
30. Zonta Clubs of America Swampscott, Mass, June 1946
31. Astorneys General Assocc. 5t. Paul, Minn. Oete 13, 1949
National Grange Sacramento, Calif. Hov., 23, 1949

J2.

“This teble appeared as Appendix 7 in Hearines on H. B. 3643, 79%h Congress, lst gession, p. 40.
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CHAPTER VI
IEGISIATIVE ATTEMPRS SINGE 1935

The efforts of the several Hawaiian Delegates to Congrese, serving
during the years between 13500 and 1935, to get an Havaiien statehood b111
before Congress, as reported in Chapter 111, had been fruitless. The Con-
gressmen who aad irisi.ted Hawaii for an on~the~spot investigation in 1935
"found the Territory of Hawsii %o be a modern unit of the American com-
monwealth with a political, socizl, and economic structure of the highsst
'cype.“l They were not sufficiently impressed, howaver, to recommend
favorable action on H. R, 3034, statehood for Hawaii. ®By a close margin
of three %o two the bill failed to be reported favorably to the full com=

mittee, since the majority folt that further atudy was neceseary.?®?

.. 1936 TO 1946--A DECAIE OF
smwnﬂs ACTION
The partial success of 1935 must have seemed to the proponents of
statehood a sign of ultimate success, for there was no statehood bill in-

troduced in 1936. On the basis of the preponderance of favorable testi-

ISt_a_ter@ for Havaii. Hearings before the subcommittee of the
Committee on the Territories, the United States House of Representstives,
Seyenty-fourth Congress, firet session, on H, R. 3034 (Washington: United
States Goverament Printing Office, 1936), p. 329.

ZSt:gthQog for Hawaij. BSenate Report Ho. 1928, Eighty-first Cone
gress, second session {(Washington: United States Government Printing

Office, 1950), ». 33.
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mony given during the hearings on H., R, 3034, it was not unreasonsble for
the proponents te expeat favorable action in the second session of the
Seventy-fourth Congress. H, R, 3034 had received the attention of a Con-
gressional sﬁbcommittee. but it, like =all other Hawalian statehood bdillsa
up to that time, died in committee.

The process vas begun anev by Havailan Delegate King when he in-
troduced & statehood bill, H. R. 1523, in the opening days of the Seventy-
fifth Congress., It was assigned to committee.3 Mr. King later intro-
duced an identical bill in June of the sam® year--probvably as a reminder
~~yhich likewise was gent to commif-tee“ vhere it and H. R, 1523 died.
There was significant Congressional action in 1937 as a result of "Senate
Concurrent Resolution 18: To provide for the creation of a Joint Com-
mittee on Haw&u."s The House of Hepresentatives concurredé and the
joint committee was named. It wag to de

+eo composed of not to exceed tvelve Mambers of the Senate, to be
appointed by the President of the Senate, and not to exceed twelve -

Members of the House of Representatives and the Delegate from Hawail,
to be appointed by the Speaker of the House of Hepresentatives.,

3@_}3 Congressional Record (Washington, D, C.: The United States
Government Printing Office), Vol. 81, part 1, p. 32.

“ongressional Becond, Vol. 81, part 5, p. 5508,
560@5310::&; Rscord, Vol. 81, part 7, p. 7360.

6Goggg sgjonal Record, Vol. 81, part 9, p. 9625.

TStatehood for Haweil. Heeringe before the United States Con-
gress joint committee, Seventy-fifth Congress, gsecond segsion, pursuant
Lo Senate Concurrent Hesolution 18 (Washington, D. C.: United States
Government Printing Office, 1938), p. 1.
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The twenty-five membar Joint committee traveled to Hawaii where extensive
hearings were held, and the report, Senate Documentlﬂg,_ 151, Seventy-
fifth Congress, third session, conteins the committee's conclusions end
recompendations. ‘fhev committee said, "Hawaii has fu}.fillei every regui.ie-»
ment for statehood heretofore exacted from Territoﬁea.“s Yot the com-
mittee recommonded that a statehood plebiscite be held to establish def-
initely the wishes of the Hawvaiian people and that further study be made
in view of the disturbed condition of international affairs.’ Hawaii vas
8till without the coveted role of full participation in the Union when
1937 ended. | |

During the ensuing eight years there was no Congressiocnal sction
on Hawaiisn statehood bills. Delegate King introduced a bill ia 1939,°
another one in 194011 and tvo in 191&112 before Vorld War II began. The
plediecite recommended by the joint committee in 1937 was held in 1940,
vith & resulting vote qf_ two to one in favor of statel;oed.13 but the Ha~

vailans reaognized the situation &8 it was and set thé statehood issue

8 o o
_ Statehgod for Hawaii. Document No. 131, Sepate Documents Vol.
1, Seventy-fifth Congress, third session, (Washington, D. C.: United
States Government Printing Office, 1938), p. 94,

1044, . p. 95.

10
Longressional Hegoxd, Vol. 84, part 1, p. 27.

nmmm Record, Vol. 86, part 12, p. 13709.
12 : .
W ﬁﬁcg‘!g. Vol. 87‘ part 1. P 160

13
Congressionsl Record, Vol. 87, part 4, p. 4485,
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aside in an all-out effort to fight the war.

in 1942 Hawaii had a new Delegate to Congress. Joseph Farrington
assumed the responsibility of seeing that Congress did not forget Hawaii's
aspirations. During the war yeare he introduced statehcod pills which
met the fate of ali previous bi].is on the subject, but whether or not he
vas expecting 1ittle more than that, he did serve notice that he intended
to wage ac aggressive a fight es his predecessors.

11. 1946 MARKED THE BEGINNING OF STRONG
~ SUPPCBY TROM CONGRESSHMEN

From the time of annexation through World Var II. tha burden of
getting Congress to consider stateacod had fallen upon the Hawaiian Dele-
gate to Congress. From the close of the war to the present thére have
been increasing numbers of Congressman lining up in strongéupport of
the Hawaiian statehood movement, In 1946 the Hon. William ¥. Knowland,
Senator from California, introduced the statehood bill in the Senate,l¥
The vill died in committee, but Senetor Knowland had at least taken the
- first step vhich was to make him one of the most fervent advocates of
statehood for Hawaii., The significant Congressional action in 1946 was
the investigation held in Hawaii by a House subcommittee. The hearings

were the most extensive of the three held in Hawaii to that date, with
107 vitnesses testifying end filling 908 pages.l5 When the subcommittee

W -
Coneressional Record, Vol. 92, part 1, p. 1259.

15@% Beport Ho. 1928, Bighty~first Congress, second session,
p. 33 o
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reported to the House Committee on the Territories it said, %It is the

recammendation of this suboommittee that the bommtttee on Territories

give immediate consideration to legislation to admit Hawaii to stgtehood.“lé
' The second eession of the Seventy-ninth Congress ended before the Commit-
tee on Territories acted.

Fo time vas wasted in 1947 in getting bills into committee., 1In

the Senate, Senator Knowland reintroduced his bill,r? and Delegate Farw

rington, along with ten Representatives, introduced statehood bills in
the Houee of Representatives, 18 Host of the Representatives who intro-
duced bills haid served on invastigating committees which had traveled to
- Hawaii. On March 20 the Committee on Public Lands votsd unanimously to
report favorably to the House H, B, 43, Farrington's bill on -sba_.tehood.lg
On the basis of the voluminous testimony, exhibits, and factual
evidence consistently submitted to this and former Congressicnal
committees, the Committee on Public lands is unanimously coavinced
that the Territory of Hawaii has met every necessary requirement to

be admitted as a State of the Union. It therefore unsnimously recome

wende immediate approval of H. R. 49 by the House of Ia'unprtaemxz’mi'.i.wwaa.‘?(:a

Mmaw £ the Commitiee on the Territories,

United States House of &nswmﬁms Seventy-ninth Congress, second
snﬁsggg (Washington, D. 6,3 United States Government Printing Office,
1

9 )” Po 11.
17&&3&&&@.&%&2. Bacord, Yol. 93, part 1, p. 166.
18 ,
Ibid,, pp. 42-876.

199.9%&9.@.&&9.&%1 Begord, Vol. 93, vart 15, p. 36.

;B.ez.s:....a B, 49. House Report No. 134, the United States
House of Represen H;zgs Bightieth Congress, first session (Yashington,
D. G.: United States Government Printing Office, 1947}, p. 21.
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On May 15 H. B, 212 vas passed in the House, granting four hours of de~
bate.21 The debate took place on June 30 with twenty-six Reproeentat.ives
taking part., Twenty-two of them apoke in support of the bill. The de-
bate filled twenty pages of the ggm.zz At the close of debate a vote
was btaken and H. B. 49, providing for the admittance of Hawaii as a
State, vas passed: 195 yeas, 133 nays.2.3 In the Senate H, R, 49 was
sent to the Committee on Public La.nds.% vhere it remained for the bal-
ance of the first session of the Eightieth Congreess.

The efforts mede in 194B to admit Hawaii as the forty-ninth State
provide the most colorful episode in the entire movemsnt., A statshood
bill had finally passed the House, and the supreme effort to get Senate
approval wes to bs made, On April 2 the Senate Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs, in executive session,

... considered Hawaiian statehood bill, and the Cheirman of the Sub~

comaittee on Territories and Insular Affairs announced after the
meeting that his subcommittes would hold further hearings on the bill

beginning April 15.25
The hearings were held as sched.uléd. eight vitnesses being heard in favor

of the bill and fifty-three pages of testimony being recorded.ze Then,

219%953&%1 Begcord, Vol, 93, part 6, p. 7914,
22 1vid., pp. 7916441,

2329.2&!.:@.%&9.@9.1 Becord, Vol. 93, part 15, p. 323.

2l ,

Qongrescional Record, Vol. 93, part 6, p. 7969.
25'00 re Record, Vol. 94, part 14, p. 226,
%m Report No. 1928, Bighty-first Congress, second session,
p. 35.
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on May B, the committee deferred action by a seven to five wote, passing '
& resolution providing deferment which was offered by Senator Eugene D.
Millikin, Republicen of CQlorada.27 On May 10 Senator Enowland, in an
attempt to bring the bill before the Senate, submitted a resolution in
the Senate “providing for the withirawal from the Committee on Interior
and Insular Affairs House bill 49, the Hawaiian Statehood bill.‘"‘za Arthur
Erock of the Hew York Times reported the unofficial reaction to Senator
Kncowland's resolution, |

The Democrats on the Senate committee are willing to vote favor-
ably at once on the application for statehood of the Territory of
"Hawaii; it ie the committee Repudlicans who oppose. -Senatcr Know-
land, & Republican, broke the party front today by trying to have

‘the committee discharged. But in the cloakrooms the reasons for the

commlgtee line-up suggest that his party majority will not support

him
Senator Knowland's resolution, 5. Res, 232, was the order of business on
May 20.39 The drama of the situation is best seen through the words of
three Senators who spoke on that day prior to the vote., One was in favor
of discharging the committes. Senator Guy Cordon of Oregon who had made
a ons-pan investigation for the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs
in January, 1948, said,

I rise in support of the resolution offered by the Jjunicy Senator

27&9\13 item in the New York Times, May 9, 1948.

280 ongressional Becord, Vol. 94, part &, p. 5467.

29\ spectal report from Arthur Krock to the Mew York Times, May
11, 1948, :

Bocmressg onal Becord, 701. 94, part 5, p. 63.76.
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from California. ... I do not subscribe to the belief that legisla-
tive commitbees are established by the Senate for the purpose of
having their Jurisdiction taken from them and returned to the body
of the Senate. That should be done, Mr, President, only vwhen it can
. be said effirmatively that the committee ordinarily having Juris-
diction of the matter has itself, in effect renounced its jurisdio-
tion, when that committee has, in its jJudgment, concluded that as %o
the aession then current it has completed its labors with rsfbrence
to the subject in hand.

That situation preva%ls, Hr, President, vith reference to the
Haweiian statehood bill,% .
The second Senator, the Honorable Carl A. Hatch from Hew Mexico, who
should be gquoted %o depict the drama surrounding the Knowland resolution
vas & member of the Committee on Interior and Insular Affairs., He bew
lieved that more than just the Hawaiien statehood bill was involved, The
fact that he had been one of the committee vho voted to report the bill
out of commitiee is significant.
ese @ majority of the committee voted to sustein the motion asking
for additional consideration and the accumulation of further facts
before the committee acts on the bill, ... I am not ready to say
that my fellow members of the committee are not acting in good gaith
ees 1 shall not vote for a motion to discharge the committee,
This Senator wanted favérable action in the Senate on the Hawaiian bill,
but the method embodied in Knowland's resolution waa disagreeable to him,
Hugh Butler, Chairman of the Senate Committee on Interior and
Insular Affairs, and Senator from Hebraska, was the third Hamber of the
Senate vho needs $6 be quoted to complete the picture.

I wish to make the statement, frankly, that if there were no rea-
son for a further investigation of the situation in the Haweilan

31@&5&&31&5&& Becord, Vol. 94, part 5, p. 6164,

32
3 m., P 61?60
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Islands, I would be ready to report the bill to the Senaté today.
There ie definite reason for further inreatigation.33

The Senate Members, then, were asplit into at least three camps
" when Knowland's resolution calling for the discharging of the Committies
on Interior and Insular Affairs from further consideration of the Hawaiian
statehood bill wae put to a vote. Two of the three were not in sympathy
vith the spirit of Mr. Knovland's move in his attempt to ge! a hearing
on the floor of the Senate before the end of the current Congressional
session. The vote was tventy yeas and fifty-one naya,y" and the 1948
Hawaiian statehood bill died in cormittee,
II1. EFFORTS SINCE 1948 ALMOST
Al ANTICLIMAX

The tempo of the Hawaiian statehood movement did not slacken an
a result of the reversal suffered in the Senate in 1948, but that near-
success has not been matched for excitement or glamour since., When the
new Eighty-firast Congress convened in 1949, the statehood proponents in
Congress began the process anev. On January 3 Delegate Farrington and
Bepresentative Angell of Oregon introduced identical billa” vhile on
January 5 Senators Knowland and Cordon introduced in the Senate a bill of

identical language.% Within the periocd of a month four more statehood

3309;_:@;3157510&5; Record, Vol. 94, part 5, p. 6165.

%m. v Do 61?60

3 gongressional Record, Vol. 95, part 1, p. i
%coggx_;g gsional Hecord, Vol. 95, part 1, p. 4l.
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bills were offered in the Houee.37 The first committee action on any of
the bills was taken by the House Subcommittee on Territorial and Insular
Possessions on March 3, holding hearings in Washington. 8 The following
day the subcommitiee reported to the full committee, urging enaciment of
the statehood 1egislabion.39 The House Committee on Public ILands report-
ed the statehood bill to the Houee on March 10,  The sccoupanying re-
port said,

Known as the crossrosds of the Pacific, the Hswaiian Islands
would be under statehood in an even better position to further the
interests of all the Pacific peoples. Statehood would increase ime
mpasurably the prestige of America throughout the Orient,

The prompt enactment of H, R. 49, as amended, is recommended by
the Committee on Public Lands.

L] . L] L] » Ld L] » - » « L] L » L] L L ] * . & » . L} L] * o L L - * » *» »

The Committee amendments to H. Rholw ere of a minor nature, con-
sisting only of clarifying language.

From March 10 until August, the bill was ignored by the House Rules Com~

mittee. Then with tiise running out, Representatives Crawford of Michi.
gan.ul Miller of Califomia,uz Smith of l‘lisconein,m Peterson of Florida.m

B?Gongressiqnal Racord, Vel. 95, part 1, pp. 80, 95, 737, 819.

38 Sega.ﬁe 'Reg@t No. 1928, Eighty-_first Congress, second session,
P 35. .

Bg%mm Record, Vol 95, part 18, p. 118,

0
Beport on E, B, 49. House RBeport No. 254, the United States

House of Representatives, Eightv-first Consress, first session, Committee
on Public lande (Washington, D. C.: United States Government Printing

Officeg 19""9)‘ p. 7.

MW Record, Vol. 95, part 8, p. 10617.

214, p. 10875,
24’360%2 esgémﬂ Recgrd.. Yol. 95. pal‘t 9. Te 11460.

“nd., p. 11571
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Marshall of Minnesots,*5 and Bosone of Uten™ a1l callea for tmediate,
favorable action on H, R, 49, during the month of Aungust. In spite of
the earnest insistence that delay was no longer necessary, Hawaii was
still a Territory when the first session of the Eighty-first Congress
ad journed on October 19, 1949,

Though the members of the Eighty~first Congress had ssemed un~
moved by the pleas of the proponents of statehood during the closing days
of the first session, they vasted little time in restarting the mechan-
4ee in the second session, On Janua.ry}, 1950, the House passed H. R,
218, providing for two hours for dedate on H. R, 49, reported favorably
by the Committee on Public lands 4in 1949.“7 Consideration wapg begun on
March 3,"8 and on March 7 the House of Representatives ®voted 261 yeas
to 110 nays, to pass H, R, 49, providing Statchood for Bauau.“% In the
Senate hearings which were held by that body's Committee on Interior and
Insular Affaire, beginning on lay 1, Delegate Farrington analyszed the
House vote, '

Those voting for the bill this year included an overvholming e~

Jority of both Domocratic end Ropublican Members of the House,
An analysis of the vote prepared by the Havaii Statehood Commip-

gion shows the folloving:
In 37 State delegations, a majority voted for statehood for

QSW m’ Vol, 950 ywt 9& P 11691-
%LD.L@.-. p. 11934,

by
Congressional Record, Vel. 96, part 20, p. 32,

%m.. p. 140,
490onerossional Becord, Vol. 96, part 20, p. 149,
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Yourteen States voted unanimously for statehood for Hawaii.
'Of the 7 large States, only Texas, with 15 votes. cast, recorded

a majority against statchood,

S The vote of the California representation showed 16 for state~
hood and 1 against,
~ In Illinois, 21 voted for statehood and 3 against, and 2 not
voting.
Michigan, 12 for statehood and 4 against, with 1 not voting.
Fev York cast 27 votes for statehood and 8 agajinst, with 10 not

voting, S S
Ohio gave 16 votes for otatehood, S against, and 2 not voting.

For Pennsylvania, 22 voted for statehood end 9 against, with 2
not voting.

I mention the large States particularly because it vas argued
extensively in the House that the larger States were opposed to
statehood on the grounds that it would dilute the representation in
the United States Senags. 1% 1o ovident that Members of the House
did not feel that way. .

The hearings before the Senate Committee on Interior and Insular
Affairs vhich began on Hay 1 lasted until May 5.51 Yhen the Commitﬁee
met on May 26, H., R, 49 was discuseed and June 12 was agreed to as the
date to take = vote,7° The Committes met on that date and coneidered
amendment s, but took no final at:i'.i.oz,;.s:3 After two more postponsments,
the committee finally voted on June 28 to report the bill with amend-

monts.su The report, Senate Report o, 1928, contained the following

SOSe.gte Report Ho. 1928, Eighty-first Congresc, second session,
P. 5 '

Slw HBogord, YOIf 96, part 290 P. 310,

’Iutd., p. 375,

53&“?. s Po “'7100

Suwgq p. L6k,
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conclusions, subscribed to by all committec Hembers oxcept Sonator Hugh

Butler:

A greater amount of information regarding Hawaii was availabls to
the committee than has been the case in the admission of any other
Territory. Every offort vas made to go into all of tho issues thorough-
ly, end %o give objective, impartial conoidoration to all of the ob-
Jeactions presented.,

After the formal hoarings were concluded. the committee met 4n
éxecutive session over a period of 2 weeks to consider the evidence
and to scrutinize the languege of the bill in the light of the facts
doveloped. VYhere needed, amendnents have been made.

As a result, the committec is convincosd thate
. (1) Tho admisoion of Hawaii into the Union as a State
18 4n the best interests of tho Nation and the Torritory.

- {2) The Torritory msets all of the traditional re-
quirements for ntatehood, and, as a Btate, would make
valuable contributions to the Nation and to the world.

(3) In the curront clash of political and oconomic
jdeolozies upon the world stago, the admission of Hawaidl -
as & State would be a practical demonstration, in the very
area in vhich comrunism io making a determined drive to
vin adherence to ito totalitarian principles, that the
United States i3 holding aloft for all of the worid the
banner of political and occonomic democracy.

: Therefore, conocious of their responeibility as lmbers of
the Senate of the Dighty~firot Uongrossc to the Senate and to tho
Hation, the committee recommanio that the Senate coantinue the pattern
under wvhich America has grg?x great and approve this legislation to
admit Hawvaii to statehood, :

Tho statehood bill was only two steps short of becoming lev and therc was
ample time for the Senate to consider it since the sacond soseion of the
Bighty~-first Congrees was in sescion until Dacember, It was on the calgn-
dar in September but was allowed to go over on the objection of Senafor

HYalter F. George of _-‘Qggrgia.sé The final opportunity for Senate approval

3 5§_Mg Report Ho. 1928, Bighty-first Congress, second session,
pP. 14, '

% Gongrossional Becord, Vol. 96, part 11, p. 14698.
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occurred on Dscembsr 15, but soveral Senators responded with "0ver, 837
The prospect for the statehocod proponsnts for the nsvw Congress was to
bogin again the stope 50 often taken in tho past,

Almost immdiately after the nsv Eighty-sceond Congress had con-
yened, the yr,opbnenta vere at work.to make 1951 the yeér of victory. How~
vaiian %hg&ie Farrington introducod his nov almost traditional H., R, 49
on January 3,%° vhile Senstor O'Mahoney offered S. 49 in tho Senate on
#anuary 8, the biil being the cocpémﬂve offort of Senator O'lMahonoy and
tmty other Senatorn.sg Senate action bega.n boafore the end 91‘ January,

.I the Commit tee on Inteﬁor and Insular Affairs diacussingv 5. 49 without
 making any attempt to hold a vote.5% 0n Februsry 20 the comnittee voted
sevon to ai.x against holding !‘m-ther h:e.rtnga on 8. by and aloo docidad

| o vote as the next maeti.ng of tho committee on uhether to report the
| ’bzll.s_ '.l'here' vas some delay while the committee made amendments and the
vote to report the 'bili d4d not occur until April 3. The count was nine
to fcur to report the bill favo‘iably.sz Fhe roport to the body of tho

. Senate vas not made until May 7, mors than a month after the Iaterior and

'579_9__5&% Begord, Vol. 96, part 12, p. 16598.
_ﬁwm Yol. 97, part 1. p. 28. .
”m.. P 8’?. :

w___gg;g Yol. 97, part 17, p. 23.

L.é.sl-. P 7.
62 '
Ibid., ». 16_9'
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Incular Affairs Committoe hed madc its docision to recormsnd favorable
a.ction.63 Tho majority report callod attention to the fact that 5, 49
vas eponsored by twenty-one Senatore of both political parties and rep-
resenting every section of the United Sta_tan.“ 8. 49 had the distince
| tion o:‘ having reached the Senate floor earlier in a Congressional sos-
sion than any of its predonpsors, giving the Senate more time to act on a
otatehood bill. The additional longth of time, hovever, failed to pro-
{iuca result'e. The bill vas the crder of bﬁsinens tvo times during the
remainder of the first sossion of the Bighty-second Congress without & |
call for a vote, On Hay 17 Senator Allen J, Bllender gf Iouipiana called
for it to go ovet,65 Ssnator Pat lHcCarran of Nevada objected when ths

bill camwe up on June 21.66

ond egein on October 11, along with Senator
Richard B, Ruseall of Georgia.é'? At the close of the first sossion of
the Eighty-second Congross Ssnator O'lishoney promised as Chairman of the
Committee on Interieor and Insular Affaire to take the earliest practi-

cable step in the next sésai.on to get Senate consideration of the Hawajiian

6. o

:’W Becord, Vol. 97, part 17, p. 257
S4svatonod for Bavail, Senate Report Mo. JMk, Bishty~socond Con-
egress, Iirst session (Waehington, D. C.: United Staies Government Print-
ing Office, 1951), p. 2.

6
5925@9.92&%; Becord. Vol. 97, part b, p. 5427.
%W Recopd, Vol. 97, part 5, p. 6847,
67 |
Congressional Bacord, Vol. 97, part 10, p. 14942
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statehood legielation,58

Action in the second sossion of the Eighty-second Congress .did
come at an oarly date, but it was not the action desired by the proponeats
of statehood. S. 49 was on the calendar on Jeauary 24, 1952 and several
Senators responded with "Over® vhen the bill was presented for acti.on.69
On February 27 Senator Enovland askod for immediate consideration of the
vill without éncce‘ea.% and on May 14 mede inquiry as to vhen the Vblll :
was to be the order of 'businesn.?l The anewer to Senaior Enovland's in-
quiry came on July 3 and Senator MeCarran of Nevada wrote finis to ths
1952 version of the Hawaiian ctatehood leglslation by "odbJesting® and
thus allowing the bill to go over Just prior to adjournment of congrese.72

During the years éhen the Hawaiian statehood movement bocame more
prdminenthr an issue of national interest, strong support from pudblic
opinion, newspaper editors, and the exedutive branch of the national
government developed. In 1951, The Puhlic Opinion Quartexrly reported a
comparison of percentage'ﬂguﬁes covering a ten year period which indi-
cated an increase from forty-eight to seventyeone per cent in favor of

and a deorecse from twenty-three to twolve per cent opposed to statehood
for Havaii.” The editorial support given by the lisw York Iimes was

S8goneresatonal Bacord, Yol. 97, part 10, p. 13652,
6900nerasstonal Regord, Yol. 98, no. 12, p. 480,
7°g_cmm Record, Vol. 98, no. 30, p. 1563,
Mgoneresaional Becord, Vol. 98, no. 82, p. 5233.

"2goneressional Record, Vol. 98, no. 119, p. 9179,

' ?B“E‘he Quaéter's Polls,® The Public Opinion Quarterly, XV (Spring
of 1950}, 178,
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ropresentative of the editorial support throughout the country,
Hawaii's long record of orderly goveranment and its people's outstand-
ing record of orderly living have shown it to be as capable of order-
ing its own affairs as any state in the Union. Hawaii has been a
Territory since 1898. For forty-five gﬁars it has sought statehood.
It is high time that this was granted. :
Senator Kefauver of Tennecssee stressed the editorial support in a state-
msnt on the floor of the Senate in April, 1950. ®Hore than 300 editori-
als collected this ysar point out overwvhelming national support for
statehood, n?5 President Franklin D. Roosevelt was noncommital on state-
hood, but in 1934, he had eaid, in an address to the people of Hawaii,
The prodlems you are solving are the problems of the whole nation
and your administration in Yashington gu.l oot forget you are in very
. truth an integral part of the nation, S
President Trumen endorsed Hawalian statehood in his nessage Lo Congrese
in 1948 and it has deen 2 part of his civil rights progrsm.” Vice Prog-
ident Barkley added his endorsement in 1952 vhen, in view of a prolonged
absence from the presiding of ficer's chair in the Senate, he said,
if a tie vote should develop during my temporary a‘bseime. I would, 1f
present, cast a vote vhich would mean statehood for both Alaska and

Hawnii, 78

Mga1tortal in the Hew York g:_t_ggp_. May 7, 1948,
750 ongressional Begord,Vol. 96, part ll#. Pe 2507.
%News itom in the Hew York M July 29. 193!&

7'78@:3 Infra, p. 120.

78602}335’882% Record, Vol. 98, No. 19, p. 8%%.
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IV, STRQG SUPPORT BY COROBEESSIZY HDUIRALIZND
BY A NINCRITY GROUP OF CONGHESSMEN

Yhen the House of Roprosontativos pacsed the Haweiian otatehood
b4ll on March 7, 1950, the more than two to one ratio-in favor is an in-
dication of the strong support of Hawniian ctatehood ameng many Congresse
men, It ic important im thio atudy of tho statchood movewont %o consider
the reasons for failure in viovr of that otrong Congressional oupport.
The writers vho cover the political oeeno, beginning in 1947, have strong~
1y hinted and openly maintained the opinion that a blos of Southern Demo-
erate have denied statehood to Hawaii on the basis of the iaterracial
maks~up of the Hawaiian population. In the July 14, 1947 issus of Newg
Maele, Prince H. Preston, Jr., Georgia Democrat, was quoted as objecting
to_ Hawaifan statehood bocause it would make “oitigens with equal rights
with you and me of 180,000 Japansese people."?g Iate in Dacember, 1947,
a report in Time Magagine reforred to ",.. the Southern Senater [not
tdentified] vho, thinking of anti-poll and anti-lynching lavs, told [Ha~
waiian Delegaté] Farrington dourly, “Lknov hov your psople would vote, 1080

Yhen Praei‘dont Tromen réferred to Eﬁmiian statehood in his mege
sage to Congrese of January 8, 1948 as part of his civil rights program,
there wan merked increase in opposition from the Southern Democrats,

e oo Southern members of Congress are said to be determined to lmep

79vHewait: Ster for Good Bohavior," Rewswok, XEX (July 14,
1947), 25.

8 ,
O”Knock at the Door," DTime Masagine, L (Docember 22, 1947), 25,



120
out of the Senate four cdditional votes v éih might be expocted to b
cast in favor of civil rights logislation,
The above concept of Southern Democratic opposition, apmaring late in
1950 in a _A;;_g__g_;a__n, m editorial. wvas echoed m an artiole covering
the opanzng oeasion of the Eighty-oecond Gongrens vhich appemd in the
Kew Yorg Times on Janmy 9. 1952 82 0. P. ?msell. 83\-: York i‘mea
corrospondent in Wasb.ington. observod Le.te in January. 1952. that
" Aduittance of Haweil snd Alaska o the Union wouwld add four
Senate votes to the present ninoty-six. Alaska and Hawaii are con- .
sidered by & large segment of the Senate as Plideral.” Among
Bouthera Democratse, it is held that both probdadbly would vote to
tighten the prosont Senate rule on filibusters and mrobably effect
their ond., The filibuster is the remaining Southera weapon against
Feir Desl programs.
Iz the followving month, ! Mgg gald, “Sauthern Sanatera faar that
congmasional delogatione from the nsv Sta.tes would reinfarce the pro-
ponents of civil rlghta. o84 Again in March, wm_l sarried further
evidence of the belief that the Southern Senators objected becauso "Re-
pu'bncan Hawaii would senn reproaantats.von favoring ... Esivil ri@tn]

ainee its population 1s predomimtly non-Causasian. a85

Blugyasenood Blocked by Rectal Tosues,” Christisn g_mm xxvn
(Fovember 29, 1950), 1413,

anewe item in tho Hay York Siman, January 9, 1952.

A special report from C, P, Trussell to the Nev York Pimes,
Janvary 23, 1952, :
m‘?he 8h‘épa of Things,® The Nation, CIXXIV (Fobruary 16, 1952),
11'1’50 ’

85654111 Only Tortyeoight,® Commonvesl, OV (March k, 1952), 556,
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-~ Senntor Hugh Butler of Hebraska has haen. since 1948, outapokenly
oppoaed to Hawaii.ax; oté»tehood. Hiag masons, as summarized in the 1950
Senate B;eport No. 1928, inclule obJaction to the extent of communistic
1nfiltratien i.nto ﬂawaiian labor grc:n.wps.a6 Houevor, ‘he vas accmsed by
Delegate Eb,rrington of apposing statehood on the baais of race pre,juﬂice.
ai,ded and abetted by Dixiecrate.S? |
The aupposition might be made, a;’ter nbts.ng the 'patbern in the
uritings of many vauthors smd reporters vho placa'_ the responsibility on
the Southern Demogrgtab- that it seemed logical and therefore would be
good. 5copy. 8 A br:.ef' analysis of Congressional action on recent Hawa.iian
ataﬁehoo& legj.elation ;ioes. however, reveal a foundation for their opin-
ion. In 1947, whan.th;a House dobated aﬁd passed H, R, 49, three of the
four. Represent atives vwho spoke against the legislation were Souehern |
bemocrats.aa After the iiowae hed passed H, B, 49 in 1950 by & vote of
261 to 110, Delegate ?arrﬂ.ngtnan analysed the vote end found that th&rty-
seven States had _east majority votes in favor of statehood, 89 Tho eleven

States vho voted in the majority against statohood were, vith two

%Senag‘ e m Ho. 1928, Eighty~first Congress, second session,

B7%ewe item in the Hoy York Timss, July 22, 1950.
SBMM Record, Vol. 93, part 6, pp. 7916-l1.

8
98ee Chapter VI, p. 112,



122
exceptions, Southern States.9°
§ince there has been no floor vote in the Senate on Hawaiien state-
hood legislation, no comparison like the abeve one on the House vote is
possible, Neither have the Southern Senstors been "free speaking® on the
floor of the Senate, Yet it has been indicated earlier in this chapter
v"-bhat the Sout&ernl Seﬁaiofa have been thé méat ffequeﬁt ﬁéeré of the word
Pover® whénevqr en Havaiian statehood bill has been the order of busineus,
The writer wiches to make no commont on the merits of any srgument con-
- .dsmniug the péwer of the minority in the provontion éf Hawalian statehood.
In the future when Hawaii is a State, perhaps the minority will be cred-
" $8ed with enforeing a waiting period for Havaii waich provided amplé timo
to get rid of the :objeetionabla featres whigh have been pointed ocut for

80 many yaars.
90 , ' nen fu _
Conereseional Quarterly, Vol. 6, 1950 (Washington, T.{.:

- Congressional Quarterly Newve Foatures), pp. 552-53. Tho Southern Statos

' sasting majority votes againet Hawaitan statehood vers, Alebama, Arkanscas,
~ Georgila, Maryland, Mississippt, North Caroline, Pennessco, Texas and
" 'Virginla., The othér two Btates not supporting statehood vere Arisena and
' New Eampshire.
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" GHAPPER VII
" SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

. Yhen Hawaii was annexed by the United States in 1898, the expsc-
tation of the leaders of the revolt vhich had destroyed the Hawaiian
monarchy was that statehood would be the ultimate result. . At the closs
of 1952 Hawail was still a Territory of the United States, governed in
the same manner that had been provided by Congress in the Organic' Act of
1900, - The study of the Hawaiiasn statohood movoment has boon nade by the
guthor in an offort to discover, if possible, whether or not the expsce
tation of statehood hes been a ons-sided hope, vwhat elemesnts of the
population in Hawaii have supported the statehood movement, from where
the opposition has come, snd vhat circumstances and consequences result-
ing from the addiiion of the forty~-ninth Stale have dsen anticipated
vhile the subject has been an issue beforo Congress end the Jmerican
people.

Initial interest on the part of the writer was the result of a
three-year rosidence in the Havaiian Islands. After having witnessed what
seened to be remarkable Americanization of a population composed of nus
morous races, it seemed to him rather inconceivable taat Hawaii was not
already a State. The purpose of the study has not been to beat the drum
for statehood, but rather to fill the need for a factual account of the
currents and un&eréurrema which have mave_é. tho statehood issue through
80 many yeers. Hany writers have éﬁ:preaaed opinions on small facets of

the issue without meking any complete analysis. The wiiter doss not -
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purport to have made an exhauative etudy. Certain facts have coms to
1ight, hovever, which do cast some light on the Hawvaiian Statchood movoe
ment through its long existenco.

Goographic location catapultod the Hawailan Islands into inter-
national affairs soon after its discovery by vhite men in 1778, Its
economic importance at first vas recognised by all of the great eseafaring
povors as & supﬁy stop for their commsrcial sailing vessole, By 1854
gsoveral of the great povers had mado attempts at controlling the Hawaiian
Iolands, a circumstance which gave birth to the movement to Jjoin the is-
lande to the United States as a statc. Amsrican influsnce had bsen at
work as the political, economic and social institutions of tho islands
vere developing. When the Far East began $o0 show signs of ue_eki.m & nev
role in world affairs, the United Statos beceme interested in Havali as
a military ouitpost needed for dofense purposes. Hawvaiits stratogic de~
fense position has been & constant considerstion in the problem of ad-
mitting Havaid as a State, The bone of contention has besn vhether Ha-
wvail would provide a botter dofense poaition as & territory or as é, State,

Po the Havaiian Island rcesident, the problem has centercd in oo
einl, political and economic inequalities imposed upon thom by the ter-
ritorial status assigned by the Organic Act of 1900. The ilssu2 as the
Hawaiian resident sees it hes not chenged materially since 1935 vhen
David L, Crawford, speaking before the 1935 Congressionsl investigzating
commitiee, said, -

ces the territorial form of government, not being set out in the

Constitution, is recognised as a transitional or temparary ferm. The
organic asct of a territory, having boen enacted by Congress, may be
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. repealed or amended in important pnrttcglaru. vithout the people's
conoont and perhaps to their dotrimont.®

Tho Bank:in bill to amnd the Or@nic Aot of 1900 4in tho matter of tho
appointmant of the Governor of ﬂawan end the Jonas—caatigan Amandment
tp ;l;e_Agri_cultml Adjustnent Act passed in 1934 have been cited by pro-
ponents of ‘staﬁehéod ag conelgmzve ovidence of the inhorent dangors in a
territorxal form of government, |

o The msaarch in eonnection with thio atmly hag d&acloned. a etrik-
ing 1aek of_organ;ze& group oppoqition to statehood in contraet to voh-
ninous _}ev!.d.enee coﬁpilad from the teotimony, resolutions, and oommica-
tions qf alvaried .a_mi numerous list ‘of organised groups favoring stato-
hood. ’Ehe eppoéttion hes been confined largely to the effarts of indi-
viduals. Sinco 1946 the most offective oppﬁaition has como from Southora
Senators vho have opposed the admittance of Hawaii to prevent, according
to pesriocdical snd neﬁnpaper writers observing the political oceons, the
addition of two more Senators who would support & civil rights progranm,
In addition to the Southern B_emoc‘ratic bloc, Sehator Hugh Butl;r of Nebrag-
ka has prevented ﬁavaiim statohood through his position as chairman of
the Sonate Gommittee on Interior and Inénlar Affairs, He has raised tho
1»3912; of the threat of communism, maintaining that "by donying immadiate
statehood to Havati, we are donying tho Communists an oarly opportunity

Lstatenood for Havaii. Boaringe Bofore the Subosmites of Sho
House Coumititee on the Territorieo, October 7 io ;ﬁ,, 1935 (Hashington.
D, 0.. United Stahaa Printing Office), p. 7.
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Yo dominate a new Stata. a2 Btancs in the ortginal] The racial.issus aovy
boi.ng -atroésed by tho Southern Democratic oppoaition is one vhich has
boen pm'enent from the begtnning of tho statehood movenment, chapter i‘uo
docs not eonte.in a complete ascount of the campaign to dinaredit the
Japanese group in Hawaii, but it 4indicates somevhat the extent to uhich'
f.he opiaositi on has ueed the siﬁ:aﬁon If.o poatpone vatlat'ehood‘. Ironica;lly,
the Gmwauians novw naaking statohood wore responsible for bring!.ng to
Hawau the raci.al group vhich has throughout the years heen one of the
most important reagsons given for donying statehood., The Japanese had bean
brought into Havaii. to dovelop Havaii's sugar imustry, and the bonefitn
which statehood woum hrtng the nugar planters oro boyond rea.ch tmts.l tho
right people can de convincod that the Orientals in Hawaii are not &
ﬁ;zard and a 'riak. |

Purther otudy of tho Hewaiian statohood movemont could provide
é.ddifional fects 4if 4t vére posoible to study the records af. the Congroo-
sional conmittees to which the numarous Hawaiisn statohood bills have boen
referred since the fir‘st one in 1903, | The reports made by tha various
{nvostigating comnitteos no doubt provide sccurate evidence on the 188\238
: involvod. but they do not 1nd1cato the thinki.ng of the Congrotsmon sarving
on the committees which failcd to report out the stetehood bills., An in-

vestigation of tho history and fate of the 1953 statehood bill would pro-

vide further enlighteament,

Statogogg for Hawaii, Senate Report Ho. 1928, Bighty-firat Con-
gronss, oecond sossion (ﬁashington, D. Cot Unitod States Governmont

Printing Office, 1950), p. 58.
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