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Introduction

Since the two closely related terms of race and race relations, used in this
paper, have been so variously defined and interpreted, it may be well to preface
what we have to say regarding Hawaii and the Pacific in the context of these
two terms by at least some working definitions of our own.

The term race, as applied to man, appears to have gained currency within
the social sciences as a consequence of the widespread and continuous contact
between Europeans and the darker complexioned peoples of the world during
the past two to three hundred years. The vigorous outward thrust of Europeans,
occasioned by the Commercial and Industrial revolutions, and the subsequent
and even more widespread mobilization of the populations of Asia and Africa
have brought about a meeting of peoples of sharply contrasted physical appeat-
ance and culture, unprecedented in the history of the world. It is as a result of
the sudden—almost traumatic—recognition of the existence of these newly
juxtaposed groupings of people that the conception of race has literally been
forced upon the attention of social scientists.

For race, as the social scientists somewhat ruefully concede, has its origin in
the biological sciences, and the efforts to harmonize the biological and social
conceptions of race have not been wholly satisfactory to either social scientists
or biologists. Granting that race, from the biological standpoint, designates a
population characterized by common, identifiable, and genetically transmitted
physical traits, the unassailable, albeit unfortunate, fact is that race as scientists
encounter it means something quite different. As the UNESCO experts were
forced to confess, “To most people, a race is any group of people whom they
choose to describe as a race. . . . For all practical social purposes, ‘race’ is not
so much a biological phenomenon as a social myth.”

The incontestable social reality from which the social scientist cannot escape
is that the people in many parts of the world, including the islands of the Pacific,
do classify one another into sharply differentiated groups, which they persist in
calling races, even though the identifying hall-marks are frequently cultural
rather than purely biological. As social scientists, we may prefer the term ethnic
groups, but as long as people generally continue to conceive of themselves and
others in terms of race, we have no alternative but to take account of these
facts. We may be justified therefore in defining race functionally as a group of
people who, because of commonly recognized external traits thought to be gen-
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