Statehood For Hawai

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 Hawali’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 will 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 first 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-
oress 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 faws
or administrative rules have been ap-
plied unequally to Hawaii merely be-
cause it is not a state. Taxes in some
instances have been collected of the
citizens of Hawaii where citizens of
states in a Dprecisely 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







