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THE TAKABUKI ISSUE
By Gail Miyasaki

Last year when Matsua Takabuki was appoinied as a trustee of
the Bishop E<tate, Brian Casev wrote in The Honolulu News that
‘it may have sct the stage for a showdown between the haves and
the have-nots of the communiiy ™

Surcly the chief proponents of such a “showdown™ surfaced
an incredible coalition of Hawaiian civic, cultural, amd militant
groups in common protest against an appointee whose political
snd financiai alliances were fitinly enwrenched in the emerging
“New Establishment™ which included the  Hoins  political
machinery and big fand developing intereste of the Big Sia
tincluding Dillingham).

And surely no secent pofitical encounter put such a strain and
threat of expnsure of racial hostilities hetween Hawatians and
Japanese communities as the appointment of Takaluki. On the
istand of Malokai, it was repoarted that complaints wree made by
Hawaiians whn had their charge crediis cancelicd o many
Japanese-owned stores amd bu<ingsaos in seaction te: the Hawaitan
orprnizations’ move ta black Takabukhi's appointment

Casey saw then that tiwe possibility of the “showdown™ was
Takabuki's choice “alonc 1o make,” the choices, as he aw them,
being two-fold. 1} to became “a main force in closing the circle
of power begin in 1954 (by criending) “favors or special
considerations to all those named as probably influences in his
being appointed.™ or 2 to “change direction and dedicate his life
to helping the Mawaiian people and all the people of this State.”

THE PURPOSE OF THIS ARTICLE is to assess, troun 2 yoar's
perspective, why that showdown has not yet taken pli e,

Has it been because Takabuki has chosen the latter ronte that
Casey sugpested? At least one Hawaitan organization’s spokes-
man, who wr cwmnally engaged in the move to bloek Takabuki's
appointment - licves so. 1See box at right. THE HAWAIIANS),

Or is it that the “real issues™ of the Takabuki appeintment
have not been confronted or hase vet tn he raised by the
“have-nots?"

If so, what are the real issues?

BACKGROUND

AS A BEGINNING, some of
the issues raised thus far by the
appointment should be clarified
in historics! and recent perspec.
tive:

Who is Matsuo Takabuki?
Matsuo Takabuki, 49, described
as *‘a rough, tongh Woirld War Il
veteran,” is the son of plantation
immigrants in Waialua. In the
40's and 50's he returned as part
of the celebrated 442nd 1epi-
ment and entered iaw schinol at
the University of { hicago.

i awrence Fuchs, noted social
historian, wrote that Takabuki
on returning from the war “had
become aculely scusitive 1o dis-
crimination agunst the AlAs i
Hawmi" and had ‘“‘respondced
cagerly to (Jack) Bumns’ appeal
to cnter politics™ in 1950. Fuchs
notes Takabuki among the
“important additions to the
closely knit Burns clique” which
also included now Chief Justice
William Richardson.

By the time of the “1954
Democratic Revolution,” Taks-
buki, along with Dan Aoki, Dan

Inouve, and Mike Tokunaga. was
solidly in the Bums “camp”
which was oppied by  two
mayor factions in the Democratic
Party make-up then the 1T WU
and the “independents” which
included a young atlomey
named Ton Gill,

In 1952, Takabuki was
clecied to the Biad of Super-
visrs of the Terntory, fore-run-
nee of today's v Couneil,
Although never chaivman, Taka-
buki wiclded much power and
cuntrol as head of the dominant
Bures group. Thioughout most
of former Mavor Neal Blaisdell's
administration, Takabulbi
remained a "key fipgure w City
Hali.”

In his associations with big
business and industry, Takabuk:
has been cluefly linked to Chinn
Ho, head of Capitat lnvestment
Company. In faci, uatil his
appuintment as a traciee, Taka-
buki was wvice-president of
Chinn's company.

There was little doubt that
Takabuki possessed tremendous
experience, success, and foends
in real estale, finances, and poli-
tics. But such political and finan-
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cial associations also raised the
issue of the “qualifications™ of
Takabukt in refcience to (he
trusteeshup of the Bishop Estale.

Was the appointment a “poli-
tical payofl" that, said Tom Gill
i a sprech piven on Tune 22,
1971 at Tripler Ofiicers” Chuh,
“will nail down coonomic con-
teol for the present power elite
n a very teal way?”

Just how much “economic
control'” was possihle via the
Bihop Lstate?

What is the Bishop Fstate?
Mhstoncaliv. the Tishop | state
was a chanitable trust set up by
the will of Prncess UBermice
Pauahi Bishop, the last desren-
dant of the Kamchamehas The
Kamchamcha Schools, created
by the will, were to be tir
primary  bencficiary  of  the
income from the Estare’s fande,

Todwy, the Hachup -1ate is
the biggest privaie land owner in
the State of Hawair.

It owns about 77 of Jl land
ar the State, wath much of s
Oabu heldngs considered prime
readent:' hands, and hs assets
estimatcd at over %400 millinn,
s Statc wide land heldops of
approvimalely 369460 4o res are
merre than the area possessed by
the next two bie land owners
combinead the Parker Ranch and
tite DDamon kstate

Such concentrations ot eco-
nomic power in land and income
in nne etate raiscd! the issuc of
the nature of the trusteeship. in
Hawaii, where “Tand is the key
to wealth and power,” the trus-
teeship has heen viewed as “one
of the chowest political phums 1n
the State.”

The requirements  for  the
trusteeship have no ethnic quab-
fications  hat geqpiire that the
arpantee be nl Protestant fath,

Histonc b, | appointines 1y 1
the trusteeship have had indy -
tinns of “political mamipula-
tions.” The first tmstees to man- -
are the bstate -Samuel Damon,
William Owen Smith, Charles M,
Cooke, and Charles M. Hyde -
were nol of i{awaiian ancestry,
*vd morcover, were missionany

descendants  of wealth  and
power.
More recent appointces

(ncluding Takabuki} have been
mure reflective of todav's
“power clite and New Establish-
ment.,” ilung Wo Ching
appointcd 1n 1968, has been an
important name in real estate
and board chairman of Alcha
Airlires.
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Whoare the Hawaiians today?  put  affeels many  (raditional meel the chalirnge. _
In 1959 the year of Statehnod, a "lawaiian values meinding, for ~ What about the Bishop
part-i{awaiian teacher noted that some ol us, even the abiliy to Estate?

“there is a developing opininn
that something can he done 1o
help the Hawaiian people.™

Indeed in mndem times, the
Hawaiian people (including
those with only a fraction of
ethnic  Hawaiian ancestry but
who identify themselves with the
Hawaiian pecople) have been
characterized with sad statistics.
Although constituting less than
1'3 of the total population, the
Hawaiians  “*have the highest
rates in all the nepative statistics

drug abuse, prison records,
desertion rate, juvenile delin-
quents,”

But whiic the majority fall
into the lower strata of society,
two  particulacdy  significant
groups have emerged since State-
hood.

One is the growmme middle
class of Hawanans as the front-
runsing political force. replacing
the older Hawanan echite tradi-
tionally  assouiated with  mis-
sivnary and sugar planter haole
clite, the Republican Party, and
descendants of the Hawanan alii.
Many of this new group, while
stll atlached o the older Hawai-
ian values and traditions such as
the Kawaizhao Church and the
Kamehameha Schools, have been
influenced to change these insti-
tutions by the thoughts and
actions of the second group—
Hawaiian youth.

Althoungh local Hawaiian
youlhs still continue to wage
gang wars, drop out of school,
take drugs, many of them are
“*discovering a scnse of their own
unique identity” whose “spirit
of defisnce and protest Tocuses
on political fighting.”

Tom Gill in a recent speech
recognized them among the

“lopg-standing mnorities who-
E

have often been used and
shunted aside™ and as one of the
“new people™ who will bring
aboutl “the change (that) is
coming.”

But most of all, three signifi-
cant things should be noted
among mrmbers of Lhese two
gronps - they are 1) educated, 2)
viganized, and 3} progressive.

BATTLEGROUND

THi: MAKRINGS of a political
showduwn probably began with
a letter from The !lawaiians to
Chiel Justice William Richardson
on Apnl 6, 1971. The letter
stated thal "'the decisions aboul
the use {o which Estate land is

live where our lanul:es have lived
since Yawattans first came o
these islands.™ The ietter asked
tor qualifications and criteria in
the selection of a trustee.

On June 18, 197!, Matsuo
Takabuki was appuinted by the
State Supreme Court as the new
Bishop Estate trustee 1o replace
the late Herheri K. Keppeler who
had pas<ed away in March, 1971,

Hv Monday of the following
week, cnticis of  the new
appointment  was  voiced by
many Hawaiian orpanizations
and leadeis including:  the
Hawaiians. Kokuva Hawaii, The
Friends of the Kamehamcha
Schools, the Reverend Wil Kaina
of Chaa, and the Reverend
Abrabham Akaka of the Kawai-
ahao Churds aka called a
mass meeting of the beads of all
Hawatian oopamizations for Tues-
day eveming lune 23, 1971,

Takabuki made no cominent
to the duly press

Richard Lyman, Jr . president
of the Bishoyp Estate's board of
trustees, stated that “the trus
tees have no voice in the election
of a trustee” and dechned to
comment further, except o
reiterate the will.

A Bums administration aide
was geported lo “uite faith an
(the Supreme) Court.” and -aid
that the Governar would decline
to commment directly on Akaka's
statemenis made to the press

The Race issue. From ithe
heginning nf the meeting (alled
by Akaka which drew an incre-
dible crowd of ahout 700
Hawaiians_ there was a recogni-
tion that the Hawaiian conunu-
nily, regardless of its internal
deversity. was  being dealt a
“challenge™ as the “have-nots”
of the State

And  from the beginning,
there was a recognition that
Takabuki represented “‘certain
political and econumic vested

interests™  whose position of
being the “haves” had often
been at the expense of the

“have-nots.”

There was no queslion that
the Hawaiians were uniled on
their stand to deal with the
challenge. And there was little
question that the ‘'legal
approach” would be the stra-
tegy, aithough it was “preferred
that Takabuki resign.”

The big question was how 1o

And what about the man
Takabuki and what he repre-
sented?

The leadership of the Ad-Hoc
Conunittee generaily refvained
from “criticism of the workings
of the Bishop Estate” (see box
at  right, KOKUA HAWAID
which along with the Hawaian
Home: Commission was recog-
mzed as the “last two Hawaiian
thunge

When Assoctate Justice of the
Supremie Courl Kazuhisa Abe
earty tlns year came out with an
ndividual epirion on the “dis-
crimualory admissions policy”™
of the kamehameha Schools, 1t
anlv comphcated matters for the
¥ad cihup who received calls and
tetry urging ‘'the (Ad-ioc)
comimiktee to diop s law suit
against ths appointment
process.

There was preat fear among
the '[awanan community that
the Bishop Estale would “be lost
to them of the suit continued”
and if they continued to demand
State action

Tt was therefore agreed by the
tawyers for hoth sides, that the
suit be settled out of court,
according to Col. Curtis Kekoa
chatnin ol the Hoe Committee,
and 11 is at thes point presently.

As for Takabuki., he was
clearly seen as a member of the
“power elite {that i) “no dif-
ferent than the structure that
governed  {lawan’s ‘plantation
saciety” of a quarter century
ago " However. a crtical dif-
ference was that a quarler cen-
tury apno. that “elife™ was haole,
while today, some felt, it was
also Tapanese

Soon after the formation of
the Ad'loc Committee. repre-
sentatives went on radwo to com-
ment on the Takabuki appoint
ment. According to une of the
two proups that later withdrew
thewr suppart of the committee,
Takabuki was “denounced on
his race and religion.”

The Class issue. More than
any other racial group in Hawaii
the Hawaiians, coming from a
subsistence cconomy whose
soclal and political systems were
based on cooperativn and com-
munalism, encountered the
greatest “adjustment” problem
to ther “tole in a stratified
society in which competition
and  private property wers
encouraged.”
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‘ The effects are still seen for

itodly's Hawaiians in  their
“'social disorganizabon” - crime
nate, broken homes, drug abuse,
Jscheol drop-outs.

.17 the Bishop Estate is recog-
mrcd as a polential “lawaiian
pullllc and economic strong-
:hold™ it should also be recog-
mzed in  Hawan's “‘stratified
'snclely that its trusiceship has
conslslenlly represented  “the
class interests of those with
‘wealth and power.” In the past
the trustees have been sugar
planters and missionaty inter
ests. Today, they are coming to
reflect the interests of the so-
czlled “New FEstablishment™ of

‘political, financial, and develop- _

‘ment groups.

1 Furthermore, if changes are
'to be made in the Hawanan
‘community, as for example,
‘transforming the Kam Schools
from “a hiphly regimented
"school”
50.000 past-Thawaitan children in
Hawaii 1o a “hberal curriculum
school for lugher education™ for
the majority of "fawanan chil-
dren, there must be & recogni-
tion on the part of Hawanans
and the larger local community,
that regardless of their income
level or place of residence, the
+Hawaiians as a group represent
the powerless class of “have-
nots” in this State, alienated and

for tess than 576 of some -

wsolated from the primary inter- -

ests of the
.ment.”

And that this “New Estabhish-
Ilmml" is not primarily Demo-
catic, not primanly haoles and
'Orientals but is bascd primarily,
as in the past, on common inter
iﬂ!l of wealth and power.

COMMON GROUND
The likening of today’s

“New Establish-
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“power elite”" to the old * planla‘
tion society power structure”
has s significant parallels

The old plantation system of

divide and conquer”’ main-
tained power by keeping the
racial groups segregated and
fighting among themsclves. In

1969 the Japanese struck on the

plantations of Gahu aione. They
lost the strike.

in 1920 the Japancse and
Filipmos both struck, but as
separate gronps. They did nol
recognized the commonality of
their aims.

When the ‘lawaian com
munity, regadless of the origin
of the statemcnts came out with
racial attacks on Takabuk: as a
Japanese, they only isolated
their struggle from the rest of
local community. Their
failure to solicit help and to

educate other ethnic groups
abowt their  issue  with the
appointment only further

isolated them.

Just as the Japanese workers
who struck for  “Japanese”
wages and housing and ignored
the working and living con-
ditions of the othe: races, the
Hawaziians [ailed to recognize
and take advantage of the impor-
tance of the Rishop Estate to all
people, as stated by Bertram
Kanbara:

“The Bishop Estate is one
of the world’s farpest and
most significant charitable
trusts, imposing on its
{rustees immense responsi-
bitity for the administra-
tion of holdings so vast
that the trustees’ activity
directly affects not only
the beneficiaries of the
trust, but the whole State
of Hawail." E
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AD- HUL COMMI T TEFE FOR A HAWAIIAN TRUSILE

.4u'nrJ:'ng to Col. Curlis Kekoa, chairman of the Ad-rioc
Commitice, “'the whole aim belund the corn:m’ncc was nol io
fight the appointee, but the appomnting process.’

“We are thinking ahead to the next appointment.” he said ina
recent inferview, “we have nothing against the man as a person.’

Kekoa explained that the Hawaiian people were primorily
Interested in having “the opportunity to be heard on matters
concerming them. ' The present appointment process for a trustee
“has no community voice. "

The prescnt appointment process of trustees to the Bishop
Estate dates hack to a 1917 ruling. According to Kekoa, the

" Supreme Court, as designated by Princess Bernice Pauahi Bishop's

will, appoints the trusiees.

Thercfore, the Ad-Hoc committee has filed a suit against the
Supreme Court and the trustees of the Bishop Estate in hope of
changing the appointment process and allowing a public hearing
of future appomtments,

The Ad-Hoc Committee views Takabuki's talents and cxpertise
with fgh regard, but felt that he could have “been hired as an
economic consultant™ for the Estate, rather than be appointed as
a frusice.

Regarding the rcactions of the individual Haweiians against
Takahuki, Kckoa cxplained that those views expressed were
incorrectly attnbuted to the Ad-Hoc committee. e noted,
however, that the ' rracnon was representative and symbolic of
the Hawaiians" outrap="" in a number of ways:

1} the appointmicnt rcprescnted “continued domination and
conirol by non-Hawanans” of Hawaitan matters;

2) it represented “'the present power structure of the State
{and] the oppressed minorities;"”

3) and It symbohzed a “kind of red flag saying that no
Hawgiian was qualified for the position."”



 “THE HAWAIIANS

“The Hawaiions,” one of the lergest Hawaiian groups orga-

- nized in the State, initiated action on the Takn' ki appointment

. issue as an individual grganization by sending a letier o Supreme

Court Chief Justice William Richardson asking for the “criteria in

the eppofntment of a trusiee,”’ said Pa= Galdeira, State chairman
of the orgenization.

"The main concern of our organization,” scid Galdeira, “was

. due process int the appointment of a frusice.”
Having met with Takabuki personaily for five times, Galdeira
. Hated that "' can honestly say as far as | belicve Takabuki will be
*.an asset to the Bishop Estate.
I believe he'is sincere in his cfforts,” continued Galdeira, “in
- bringing Kam School to the kifr i poverty arcas. That's where I
see Taknbuki's hcarf isat. ™ A
Galdeira noted that since Tokabuki’s appointment, changes
. that he spoke of in talks with Galdeira are being made. Takabuld
plays “a big role in the use of the Estale’s assets {because) he's
got the 'know-how ', " said Galdeira.

The Hawaiians were the second organization to pull out of the .
larger Ad-Hoc Committee for a Hawaiian Trustee. The reason for
their withdrawal was that “their objection to him was not on the
basis of his being Japanese."' :

KOKUA HAWAIL

According to Joy Ahn, one of Kokua Hawaii's represeniatives
to the Ad-Hoc Committee, their organization "supported the idea
of opposing Taknhuki as a trustee (o the Bishop Estate, but for
different reasons.

“We felt that the Ad-Hoc Commitiee was in a strong position
to make a complefe assessment of the workings of the Estate,”
said Ms. Ahn, “and to poinl out that the administration was laxed
in i1s job to help the Hawaiian peaple, especially the poor.” ’

A press release issued last July when Kokue Hawanr withdrew
from the Ad-Hoc Committee stated that “Matsuo Takobuki is a
product of the system that causes people to be poor. We don't
need him. Takabuki is closely aligned with the State lcadership;
he has many questionable relationships with business and real
estare inferests.” .

In an interview held last week, Ms. Ahn explained that Kokua
Hawaii's involvement in the Takabuki issue was based on three
main concerns.

1) that the opportunity be created for “constructive criticism"’
of the workings of the Bishop Estate "in actually serving all of

* .« the Hawaiian people;” -

2} that oppatition to Takabuki be based on his political and '

L financial allianices “as a member of the ruling class” rather than

.on his “racial and religious background:" . :
3) and that the effort be made to unite and “involve the grass
., foots Hawglian communifies such as Nanakuli-Waianae and
-+ Kalihi-Palama" instead of “only those Hewnilans who were
members of Kawaishao Church and elumni of Kam Schools™ to
participate Iny the decisions of the Ad-Hoc.Commee.
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TAKABUKI

No comment.

(Matsuo Takabuki was called by reposter Miyasaki, requesting
. an interview fo discuss his views on his appointment to the I

Bishop Eslate In the context of this series on Hawailans-Japaness |
.. [pterethnic selations. He said that he "felt very strongly"’ that his - |
: .:uldng a stend” or “responding” to the “incident” would only « 1|

polarize the groups™ and “that ts' why 1 have kept silent during |
the procecdings, and would preffr not to comment.” Coag "
[ A W, !
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