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Statehood For Hawaii 

By ROMANZO ADAMS 

There has been, in Hawaii, more or 

less talk about statehood for a long 
time. The Territorial Legislature of 

1931 passed a resolution memorializ- 

ing Congress and asking for state- 

hood. The Governor of the Territory 

vetoed the resolution on the ground 

that it was premature. More recently 
our Delegate in Congress has intro- 

duced in Congress a bill designed to 

result in Hawaii’s becoming a state. 

While it is practically certain that 

this bill will not become a law, it may 

be assumed that it represents a more 

advanced development of local opin- 

ion on the question and that the Con- 

gress of the United States will, in 
future years, give more attention to 

the question, granting statehood, per- 
haps, after the questions have been 

more fully considered. 

Since the question of statehood is 

likely to be before the people for a 
period of years it may be well to raise 

some of the questions that will have 
to be considered. There are, for the 

people of Hawaii, two main questions. 

(1) What are the advantages and the 
disadvantages that might be expect- 
ed to arise from statehood? (2) What 
are the probable obstacles to the se- 

curing of statehood and how can they 

be overcome? Of course, there wi!l be 
no occasion to ask the second ques- 

tion if the first is answered in such a 
way as to indicate that the disadvan- 
tages outweigh the advantages. It is 

probable, however, that the great ma- 

jority of the citizens of Hawaii will 
reach an opposite answer. The obsta- 

cles will, then, arise from the exist- 
ence of a different view on the part 
of many mainland people. 

The question of advantages may be 
considered from two points of view, 

the local Hawaiian, and the national. 

Would statehood be, on the whole, ad- 

vantageous to Hawaii? Would it be 

advantageous to the nation? If the 

people of Hawaii answer the {IPsE Of 

these questions affirmatively they 

will continue to seek a favorable de- 

cision on the part of Congress. If the 

American public answers the second 

affirmatively, it is probable that Con- 

eress will take favorable action. 

It may be admitted that commonly 

the laws passed by Congress and the 

administrative rules of the executive 

department at Washington have been 
applied equally to Hawaii. There are, 

however, a few cases where such jaws 

or administrative rules have been ap- 

plied unequally to Hawaii merely be- 

cause it is not a state. Taxes in sume 

instances have been collected of the 

citizens of Hawaii where citizens of 
states in a precisely corresponding 

position were exempt. Sometimes ap- 

propriations for public improvements 

for the benefit of all states have been 

denied to Hawaii although Hawaii 

was regularly taxed as were the states 

to pay the expense of such improve- 

ments. Very recently Hawaii’s quota 

for sugar production was fixed at 
a point about ten per cent below 

its average annual production in the 

most recent years, while the sugar 

producers in the states were given 

a quota somewhat above their average 

production in recent years. There is, 

much of the time, some apprehension 

in Hawaii that the acts of Congress 

will be discriminatory. This may hap- 

pen even when there is no intent. It 

is so easy for men in Washington to 

forget Hawaii. Much of the legisla- 

tion receives its final form in the 

Senate and Hawaii has no voice, much 

less a vote, in the Senate. Statehood 

would have some practical advantages 
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for Hawaii. There is also something 

that belongs to sentiment rather than 
to the more superficial practical con- 
siderations. When people participate 
in the democratic traditions of Amer- 

ica they tend to feel the need of 

full equality. They do not want to re- 

gard themselves as a subject people. 
They want to have the same rights as 

the other American people. They want 
the full benefit of the American Con- 
stitution and a voting right in mat- 
ters of national policy. As the peo- 

ple of Hawaii become more American 
in outlook and sentiment it is proba- 

ble that their attitude toward state- 
hood will be determined even more 
by sentiment than by considerations 
relating to the obvious practical ad- 

vantages. 

There is a question that is often 

asked by mainland people who give 

some attention to Hawaii and some- 

times by local people also. Are the 

citizens of Hawaii now and prospec- 

tively able to provide a government 
reasonably adequate to the needs of 

the local people and also adequate to 
meet its obligation to the nation? The 

doubt that is expressed in the ques- 

tion is based largely on the fact that 

the citizens of Hawaii now and even 
more in the near future, are so large- 

ly of immigrant ancestry and of an 

ancestry that has no tradition of po- 
litical experience. Very few of the 
immigrants to Hawaii were voters in 

their native lands. It has been ob- 

served in many countries that where 

politically inexperienced peoples ac- 

quire voting rights they do not exer- 

cise such rights in an advantageous 
way at first. Evidently political wis- 

dom is largely a matter of experience 

and tradition. What about the thou- 
sands of Hawaiian youth who will in 
the near future become voters? 

At this point I might make a state- 
ment of my own faith in the charac- 
ter of the young citizens of Hawaii, 

or I might make a statement of rea- 
sons for believing that they will mea- 

(5) 

sure up as nearly to mainland stand- 

ards as the mainland people do com- 
monly, but I will not do this. It is 

not needed by the people of Hawaii 
and it would be of little or no effect 

so far as mainland people are con- 
cerned. The thing that will eventual- 
ly convince the mainland is success- 
ful experience. 

When Hawaii became a Territory 
of the United States the number of 
men eligible to vote was not much, if 

any, above a tenth of the adult male 
population, the rest being aliens. By 
1920 nearly q third of the adults were 
citizens and by 1930, about 41 per 
cent. It is easy to see that the great 

majority of the people who do the 
work of Hawaii are still voiceless in 
the Territorial government. That is 
there has been no real test of the po- 
litical quality of the people generally. 

Not until the number of eligible vot- 

ers is equal to something not far from 
half of the population will sceptical 

mainland people consider that a fair 

test has been made. There were, for 
the 1934 election, approximately 70,- 

000 registered voters and nearly an- 
other 10,000 could have registered, If 

the numbers increase at the rate of 
about four thousand a year for ten 

years we will have a possible voting 
population of about 120,000—about a 

third of the total population, but over 
two thirds of the adult population. 

Among these, would be a sufficient 
number of the representatives of all 

ancestries including even the latest 

comers, the Filipinos,—a number suf- 
ficient to indicate the nature of their 

performance. 

Doubtless, this increase of voting 

strength will involve a redistribution 

of power. There will be some change 
in the personnel of political leader- 

_ ship. New issues will emerge and some 
old ones will be forgotten. If, in this 

ten year period, 19384-1944, the peo- 

ple of Hawaii shall be able to exer- 

cise the authority they now have, un- 

der the provisions of the Organic Act, 


