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The present article deals with the group which is usually considered
dominant in Hawaii, the Haoles. From the point of view of numbers how-
ever, they are not dominant, but a minority like every other group in Hawaii.
Because of their economic, political, and social dominance they sometimes
have to face a form .of opposition from all the other groups combined, and
acquire in this situation, besides intensified numerical subordination, also
the sociological role and psychological traits of a minority group. Further-
more, the Haole population can itself be broken into several separate min-
ority groups. The members of each, like persons from the non-Haole ethnic
groups, must find their natural place in the still evolving social structure
of Hawaii.

To look at the Haoles in this unusual perspective gives us an oppor-
tunity to understand their behavior somewhat more realistically. That at
least is the burden of this article. It is indeed just because Haoles tend to
be generally regarded as a dominant group that they may here quite ap-
propriately be considered a ‘‘neglected’”’ minority group.

Before proceeding with our discussion, we may note how the usual
emphasis on the dominance of the Haoles leads to futile controversy and
stands in the way of our understanding of the Island interracial scene. When
a group is ‘‘dominant,”’ the assumption is that it is ‘‘responsible’”’ or ‘‘to
blame’’ for a situation. For instance, the person who comes from the Main-
land with no preparation for the local system of race relations and with
previous experiences with persons of other races of an entirely different
sort, is frequently bewildered and shocked by-what he finds here, and con-
sequently begins to criticize the racially ‘‘careless’’ attitude of local
Haoles. Or, on the other hand, the newcomer may have expectations about
Hawaii’s racial harmony. When he runs into instances of discrimination,
he tends to find the local Haoles ‘‘at fault.”” There result many long but
vain arguments about whether the situation in Hawaii is ‘“‘improving’’ or
‘‘deteriorating’’ and whether the prejudice which is found here is to be at-
tributed to the kamaaina Haole or to the recent Haole or perchance to the
Oriental.

One concrete illustration of such a controversy must suffice. It oc-
curred in the pages of the Honolulu Record for January 27 and February 3,
1949, Frank Marshall Davis, a Negro journalist recently from the Main-
land, had encountered in Honolulu a ‘‘growing anti-Semitism,’”’ ‘‘an increas-
ing number of cafes, taverns and apartment buildings which ban Negroes,”’
a ‘“‘whispering campaign, intended to keep Japanese, Koreans, Chinese and
Filipinos divided,”” ‘‘white supremacy.”” He attributed these tendencies
mainly to the Mainland Haoles, who, he claimed, imported them from the
Mainland.

In the following number John E. Reinecke took issue with Davis. As a
result of his background of long residence in Hawaii, Dr. Reinecke made
three points, first, that whatever discriminatory practices existed on the
part of the Haoles in Hawaii were largely traceable not to the Mainland, but
to the plantation system; second, that members of the various ethnic groups
in Hawaii other than Haole have mutual prejudices which are in no sense
importations from the Mainland; and third, that ‘‘a good argument could be







