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EVERY SO OFTEN, one happens upon stories that place one on the borders
of widely shared and generally aceepted academic boundaries. Occasionally,
these stories force a rethinking of the fundwmental assumptions of aca-
demic disciplines and collective understandings. More commonly, these
stories and experiences simply beg a more nuanced understanding of the
ways that communities, both historical and contemporary, are connected in
the modern world. For the past five years, my own rescarch has focused
on Josepa, a small religious community established in the desert of north-
western Utah in 1889 and abandoned twenty-cight years later, in 1917.
Transient, short-lived communities in rural nincteenth-century North
America are hardly uncommon, but this community, comprised of Native
Hawaiian converts to Mormonisim, possessed some (obviously) unique and
interesting qualities. As I sought to understand this community and to try
to place it into a larger historical and cultural framework, T came upon an
interesting problem. Was Iosepa part of the larger history of the U.S. West,
where it was located? Certainly it was. The development of Mormonism as
a uniquely American rvhgl()us tradition, defined by the “frontier experi-
ence,” was an undeniable and important part of Iosepa’s history. However,

this was also a community of indigenous Hawaiians. Their conversion to
Mormonism took place in Hawai'i, in a context radically different from
the one they found after their arrival in Utah, and their experience with
nineteenth-century racism in the western United States surely only served
to solidify their 1dent1t> as Hawaiians. In addition, Tosepa bridged the
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earliest communities of Native Hawaiians who settled in the Pacific
Northwest and the significant migration of Pacific Islanders who began to
settle in the western United States in the post-World War II era and in
that sense becomes an integral part of the larger narrative of the modern
Pacific diaspora to the United States. As a historian of the western United
States with an interest in U.S. expansion and imperialism in Oceania, study-
ing Losepa placed me on academic borders and caused me to reflect on the
ways that Oceania is integrated into both world and regional history. In this
article, I assess some of the ways that Hawai'i has been integrated into the
history of the western United States, identify some potential pitfalls in past
approaches to writing Hawai'i into the larger narrative of U.S. history, and
make a few suggestions as to how historians and scholars might proceed in
the future. My focus is on the historiography of the western United States,
not only because that is my own arca of expertise but also because recently,
it is scholars of this “American West” who have endeavored to include
Hawai'i into the larger narrative of U.S. history. Despite this narrow his-
toriographical focus, I hope that the ideas and obscrvations T express here
will resonate with those who care deeply abont the regional integrity of
Occania', and the ways that history can, intentionally and unintentionally,
colonize the past in ways that have a profound impact on the present.
For the majority of Western hist()ry’s existence as a (]iscipline Hawai'i
was not considered a part of the U.S. West. This began to change, albeit
slowly, in the early 1990s, when Western history nderwent « period of
intense revision and self-reflection. In 1992 ]()hn Whitchead responded to
a prevailing sentiment among many Western historians that Hawai'i lacks
a “commonly shared history” with the West. Iis article “Hawai'i: the First
and Last Far West?” makes a detailed and convincing argument for Hawai'i’s
inclusion as part of the U.S. West.? In 1997, W lntehead retraced the history
of the forces that brought both Alaska and Hawai'i under the pohtlcdl
influence of the United States in the nineteenth and twentieth centuries
and offered some thoughts on how both places might influence the Western
region in the future.* The Oxford History of the American West, published
in 1994, includes a chapter by Victoria Wyatt that highlights themes in the
history of both Hawai‘i and Alaska that resonate throughout the U.S. West.!
A sentence from Wyatt’s introduction lists the general arguments among
some scholars for including Hawaii in the history of the U.S. West:
“the convergence of indigenous peoples, European newcomers, and non-
European immigrants; dispossession of native pcoples, cconomic enter-
prises based on eastern U.S. or foreign capital; dependence on natural
resources for both industry and tourism: and tensions gencrated by a
substantial federal presence in regions far from the center of federal
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government.” Wyatt argues, and rightly so, that all these themes certainly
apply to both nineteenth- and twentieth-century Hawaiian history as well
as the history of the U.S. West. Walter Nugent’s 1999 synthesis Into the
West: The Story of Its People specifically includes Hawai'i, at least in the
twentieth century, and addresses thematic elements of Hawaii's history
throughout. However, Nugent’s survey of Western historians, writers, and
journalists the same year revealed that Hawai'i was not considered part of
the West by a majority of those surveyed, if they acknowledged it at all.?
Elliott Barkan, Paul Spickard, and other scholars of American immigration
have long recognized Hawai'i’s role as an entry point and, for many, a final
destination for East Asian immigrants and settlers. Barkan’s look at the
West from the perspective of immigration almost makes Hawaii more
Western than places like Montana, Utah, and Idaho; he locates Hawai'i as
part of the “Primary West,” one of the many places that people from other
places first encountered the dizzying complexity of race, cthnicity, class,
and gender that shaped the experiences of migrant populations in the West.
Hawaii's emergence in many synthetic accounts of Western hist()ry as an
important part of the U.S. West has, in the minds of many scholars of
the U.S. West, solidificd its position as politically, economically, and even
culturally part of the U.S. West. Interestingly enough, including Hawai'i
into the larger narrative of the American West allows Western historians
to revisit some of the debates that breathed new life into Western history
in the 1980s and 1990s, a fact certainly not lost on scholars interested in
the U.S. West.

There are some potential problems with this approach, however, and
scholars of the U.S. West must be aware of the pitfalls inherent in simply
including Hawai‘i (and, by extension, other parts of Oceania that currently
fall under U.S. influence) as a part of the U.S. West based on a set of
defining principles according to scholars in that field, whatever those may
be. In a recent essay, Chris Friday advocates a “fundamentally different
task than simply extending the West into the Pacific.” He advocates using
concepts such as space, place, and regionalisin in thinking about the Pacific
and the U.S. West, a useful model for recognizing that the so-called Pacific
region (a designation that usually all but ignores Oceania) is a historical
invention that relies on colonial relationships to sustain itself as a region.®
Generally speaking, T agree with this approach for several reasons. As a
historian with interests in the West, I am sympathetic toward the efforts of
many scholars to include Hawai'i in the regional story of the U.S. West in
the nineteenth and twentieth centuries. The history of the western United
States certainly has much to gain by including Hawai‘i in its story.” As
a historian with an interest in the history of Oceania, however, T feel it
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important to acknowledge two things: first, that Hawai'i has historically
been part of Occania for much longer than it has been a part of western
North America (in many ways, Hawai'i is culturally tied not to the U.S.
West but to Oceania and East Asia), and, second, that the history of U.S.
military and political influence in Hawai'i differs substantially from much
of the present-day U.S. West. Because of this, the nnphcdtl(ms for includ-
ing Hawai'i in the dominant narratives of the U.S. West leaves us in a situ-
ation not unlike being caught between Scylla and Charybdis. Leaving
Hawai‘i out of the story of U.S. expansion obscures the story of U.S. impe-
rialism in Hawai'i as well as the role of Hawai'i in the economic, political,
and social world of the nineteenth- and twentieth-century U.S. West.
However, narrating Hawai'i into the larger story of the West bears the
danger of naturalizing or even tacitly justifying its place under American
influence and unnooring it from its cultural and historical affiliation with
Oceania and the Pacific. For example, few scholars question California’s
current political status, although many criticize the racist justifications and
aggressive means by which it was ultimately acquired from Mexico by the
United States. Few scholars of the U.S. West applaud the mcthods by
which indigenous peoples were removed from their lands to make way
for White settlement, but ve ry few advocate restoring or even revisiting
questions of political boundaries in New Mexico, ,()I()I',.l(l(), or Nl()lltdlld,
for instance. Native Hawaiians arc currently engaged in a struggle for
recognition as the indigenous people in their homelands and to restore, in
some form, their sovereign nation. Unlike many First Nation peoples in the
continental United States and Alaska, in 1893 Native Hawaiians were a
single indigenous population unified politically under a representative con-
stitutional monarchy. The Kingdom of Hawai'i was recognized by Western
nations with a commercial, political, or military presence in Oceania. The
overthrow of the Hawaiian government was perpetrated by U.S. citizens
with the aid of a U.S. official and the U.S. military. The overthrow was
acknowledged by the U.S. government to have been an illegal act under
international law. Native Hawaiian citizens actively resisted the overthrow
of their government by petition and by attempting to influence public dis-
course on the issuc, and the U.S. government issuced a formal apology
for the 1893 overthrow in 1993.% Native Hawaiians continue to resist the
political presence of the United States in various ways. [f Hawai‘i becomes
an uncritically accepted part of the history of the U.S. West, do we risk
the same uncritical acceptance of its current political status as well? So the
question becomes, how do we responsibly include Hawai'i's story into the
larger regional history of the U.S. West without perpetuating a discourse
that invokes a sort of retroactive Manifest Destiny on a people and place
uctively engaged in resisting more than a century of U.S. ilnpcrialism?”
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I believe that a possible answer to how we might navigate this historical
problem lies in shifting our regional perspective. In the pages that follow,
I would like to suggest several ways to narrate Iawai'i into the larger
story of the western United States. These models shift the perspective on
Hawai'i’s relationship with the Ainerica West based on its inclusion in other
regions to which it is culturally and historically much more closely affilia-
ted. In addition, shifting our regional perspective regarding the historical
relationship between Hawai'i and the United States, as well as other nations
of Occania, offers a new perspective on U.S. history, especially the history
of the western United States, and challenges the east-west paradigm that
has long held sway on our collective historical and geographical imagina-
tion." I would humbly suggest that as scholars of the U.S. West we acknowl-
edge that Hawai'i lies not at the margins of North America (a regional
perspective perpetuated, at the most banal level, through the common
practice in Hawai'l of referring to the continental United States as the
“mainland”) but as central to the larger “Pacific world” that emerged at the
beginning of the nineteenth century. Viewing Hawai'i as a central location
in the Pacific in the nincteenth and twenticth centuries emphasizes both
its tics with the West as well as its much deeper historical and cultural ties
with the nations and peoples of Oceania. In arguing for Hawai'i’s central
position, I do not offer it as the most important, strategic, or profitable
location in the Pacific maritime trade. My goal in placing Hawai'i at the
center in this model is to demonstrate the importance of perspective in
writing history and to correct a pattern in world history that places Oceania
on various historically constructed peripheries, on both the eastern and the
western edges of the Pacific Ocean.

The Transpacific Trade

Hawai'i's role in the transpacific trade, both early on as a supplier of trade
goods and later as a supplier of provisions for foreign ships and services for
foreign scamen, is well documented." The Pacific maritime trade emerged
in the last decade of the eighteenth century and was dominated commer-
cially by England and the United States after roughly 1830. Early efforts
by French, Russian, and Spanish entrepreneurs were ambitious but less
successful; those traders ultimately failed to link goods and markets between
eastern, western, and central Pacific ports. Hawai'i entered this trade
network as a supplier of agricultural products as well as a market for manu-
factured and luxury goods from Europe and China. The United States and
Britain struggled to dominate cmerging markets in Canton, California,
Mexico, South America, and Hawai'i. The British-owned Hudson Bay
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Company (HBC) purchased American John Jacob Astor’s failed Pacific Fur
Company in 1813. The HBC dominated the interior Columbia River fur
trade of the Northwest coast and under the dircction of George Simpson
expanded into exporting salmon and lumber from the region in addition
to furs. HBC trappers worked the Columbia and Snake rivers east to the
Rocky Mountains through a network of forts and agents and eventually
ranged as far south as northern California and north into present-day British
Columbia. Fort George, Fort Victoria, and Fort Vancouver all emerged as
HBC’s regional outposts and major settlements, and the HBC managed
transactions through local agents in Honolulu and Yerba Buena (San
Francisco). American traders took a different approach, working the coastal
fur trade from Vancouver Island north to the Russian Fur Company out-
post at Sitka, while they diversified their commercial activities with whaling
and sandalwood operations in Hawai'i and the southern Pacific and
maintained relationships in China. The HBC’s weak presence in East Asian
ports opened the way for American domination of the trade between the
Northwest coast, Honolulu, and China. HBC activitics in Canton were
discouraged by the provincial nature of the East India Company and their
jealous protection of the London market for East Asia’s regional commodi-
ties. California emerged after Mexican independence in1821 as a market
for American and British foodstuffs and manufactured goods and as a
source of hides and tallow; the hide and tallow trade remained the mainstay
of California’s export cconomy until 1846. Spanish ports in San Blas,
Acapulco, Lima, and Valparaiso were also common stops for ships heading
back and forth from Cape Horn."

The hub of all these commercial ventures in the Pacific became Hawai'i.
Beginning in the late eighteenth century, Hawai'i emerged as a central
location for refitting and resupplying foreign vessels in the burgeoning
transpacilic trade. The American North Pacific whaling flect wintered there
annually, and visiting ships could easily obtain provisions year-round.
Following a period of warfare in the islands between about 1782 and 1794,
the Hawaiian government emerged as a stable and hospitable polity that

spamed all the major islands except Kauai. Under the leadership of

Kamehameha I, Hawai'i eagerly participated in foreign trade and exported
raw materials like sandalwood and sold provisions to forcign ships.'

By 1830, the transpacific trade connected such geographically dispersed
Pacific ports as Honolulu, Canton, Fort George and Fort Vancouver,
Valparaiso, and Manila. American hide and tallow vessels visiting the
California coast long before San Francisco’s emergence as a commercial
and financial center after 1850 routinely used Hawai‘i as a place to obtain
both supplies and crew members. Native Hawaiians left Hawai'i in
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substantial numbers as sailors on whaling ships or as laborers in the fur
trade in Washington and Vancouver." Others went to California to work in
the gold diggings and came here to Utah as Mormon émigrés.” And some
left Hawai'i as Christian missionaries to other parts of Oceania.'®

Transpacific Labor and Immigration

From an immigration perspective, we can easily recognize Hawaii's central
position in the transpacific labor movement of the nineteenth and
early twentieth centuries, as Hawai'i became a destination for East Asian
ldburcrs some who eventually made their way to locations throughout the
American West and others who came to Hawai'i from places like California.
The rise in East Asian labor recruitment in Hawai'i corresponded with the
rise of sugar production in Hawai'i following the onset of the American
Civil War. The vast majority of East Asian sojourners and settlers in Hawai'i
between the carly 1860s and World War II labored on Hawaiian sugar
plantations. Even after the decline of the Hawaiian sugar industry, Hawai‘i
remained a “portal” for immigration to the western United States from East
Asia until the early 1980s."” Consider the stories of just one of the groups
of East Asian migrants to Hawai'i, the Chinese, in the century between
1850 and 1950. Their story demonstrates the profound regional ties that
connect Hawai'i with both the western United States and the western
Pacific.

The Chinese were the first large group of East Asian migrants to Hawai'i
in the nineteenth century. Chinese immigration to Hawai'i began as a
result of the burgeoning trdnslmclhc trade that linked Canton, Honolulu,
and West Coast ports in North and South America. Despite the Chinese
govermnent’s emigration ban, Chinese residents composed approximately
12 percent of the foreign population in Honolulu in 1828. Chinese settlers
continued to migrate to Hawai‘i throughout the first half of the nineteenth
century, marrying Hawaiian women and going into business for themselves,
often in sugar cultivation and other commercial endeavors. However, the
Chinese population in Hawai'i exploded after 1852 with the consolidation
of agricultural interests firmly placed in the hands of the Haole elite in
Hawai'i after the Mahele, a set of laws passed between 1846 and 1854 that
divided Hawaiian lands among chiefs, commoners, and the state and pri-
vatized large tracts of Hawaiian land for sale to non—Native Hawaiians. The
recruitinent of East Asian laborers to work on Hawaiian sugar plantations
began when the first Chinese contract laborers came to Hawai'i in 1852 to
work on sugar plantations in Kauai. The slow trickle of Chinese laborers
who came to Hawai‘i (from both China and the western United States)
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expanded exponentially in 1876 after Hawai'i signed the Reciprocity Treaty
with the United States, allowing for Hawai'i sugar to enter the U.S. duty
free. In 1882, when the United States enacted racist laws restricting Chi nese
immigration, many Chinese left the western United States [or Hawai'i as
well. Chinese immigration to IHawai‘i continued to expand until Hawai'i’s
annexation to the United States in 1898 extended the provisions of the 1882
Exclusion Act to the Hawaiian Islands. Many Chinese in Hawai'i between
1876 and 1898 also increased their personal landholdings and grew rice
commercially, which, like sugar, could be imported to the United States
duty free. After annexation, Chinesc in Hawai'i resisted exclusionary laws,
consolidated business networks and relationships, and negotiated the
early twentieth century Americanization campaigns through various shared
organizations and institutions. My intent is not to argue that the experience
of the Chinese in Hawai'i should represent the experience of East Asian
labor in Oceania but simply to demonstrate that Hawai'i has been a central
location for people moving through the Pacific throughout the nincteenth
and twenticth centuries and that its people have been part of the story of
western North America from the carly nineteenth century on.

Looking at the West from the perspective ol immigration also shifts
Hawai'i from the periphery of the continental United States to the center
of the Pacific region. In a 2002 article, Elliot Barkan suggested a redefinition
of the American West from the perspective of imimigration. That redefini-
tion includes a spatial reconceptualization of the West. Barkan argued that
“the West™ consists of a primary arc of immigrant entry ports and destina-
tions extending to Texas, across New Mexico and Arizona, to California,
Oregon, Washington, and Alaska, out to Hawai'i.”"¥ Recognizing innmigra-
tion’s role in creating the West’s ethnic diversity, Donald Worster stated
that “the West has . .. been a place where white Americans ran smack into
the broader world.” With a spotlight on immigration, Worster and Barkan
evoked a similar kind of spatial repositioning: a sort of “exterior West,”
which includes Honolulu as a regional borderland where a global and
multiethnic population erases any notion of a clearly demarcated frontier.
In both of these observations, however, Hawaii remains a Far Western
outpost, an entry point for immigration like Houston, Seattle, or Los
Angcles. Popular discourses also depict Hawai'i as an outlying part of the
West where, presumably, tourists from the continental United States can
safely engage specters ol exotic Otherness."” A new conceptual map that
places Hawai‘i not as peripheral to North America but as central to the
Pacific and part of the global region of Oceania reveals Hawai'i's role as
4 way station for immigmnts who continue on castward to enter the
American West or who remain in Hawai'i as both settlers and sojourners.
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In addition (and equally important in my mind), this opens up a discussion
of immigration to the western United States that includes Pacific Islanders
as well.

Hawai'i’s role in the transnational Pacific Islander diaspora underscores
its central position in the Pacific as well as its position as part of the cultural
and geographic region of Occania. Hawai'i has emerged in the twentieth
century as a destination for transnational populations of Pacific Islanders
who have migrated to urban centers in Australia, Aotearoa/New Zealand,
and the United States.® Honolulu has the largest population of Pacific
Islanders of any U.S. city, and the majority of Pacific Islanders in the
United States reside in seven western states.? Samoans, Tongzms, Native
Hawaiians, Chamorros, and Marshall Islanders are all well represented in
cities throughout the western United States, including Los Angeles, Las
Vegas, Seattle, Salt Lake City, and San Francisco, and many of them cither
come through Hawai'i or rely on extended family networks located in
Hawai'i. Many diasporic Pacific Islanders boast family networks that span
the Pacific and connect the urban West to cities like Auckland and Sydney.
Within the larger group of diasporic Pacific Islanders that experience the
West as East, Native Hawaiians, despite their current political status, retain
strong cultural attachments to Oceania and Asia. This is not to say that the
political influence of the United States over the past century has had a
negligible effect on Hawai'i and its peoples culturally. Quite the opposite.
The emigration of Filipinos to Hawai'i as laborers on sugar plantations
beginning in 1906 is an example of the role of U.S. foreign and domestic
policy shaping Hawai'i's cultural landscape. The cmigration of Samoans
and Marshallese to and through Hawaii based on their home nations’
political relationship with the United States is another example. But these
demographic changes in Hawai‘i have only served to strengthen the cultural
ties of its people with global regions other than the U.S. West.

Indigenous scholarship on this trans-Oceanian diaspora also reflects a
shift away from economic determinist models that assume a core—periphery
relationship between Oceania and surrounding regions toward models that
emphasize indigenous ways of understanding the diasporic experience. This
theorctical trajectory was set in motion by Epeli Hauwofa's 1994 article
“Our Sca of Islands,” which criticized the dominant discourses regarding
economic development and migration as “belittling” and charted a new
course for understanding Oceania both past and present. Since then,
indigenous scholars have advanced indigenous methodologies to address
indigenous peoples, places, and issues. Linda Tuhiwai-Smith’s 1999 book
Decolonizing Methodologies: Research and Indigenous Peoples both cri-
tiques colonial ways ol knowing and representing indigenous peoples, their
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cultures, and their histories and charts a course for how indigenous research-
ers might best approach their subjects from their own perspectives and
cultural frameworks. Although her work is intended for indigenous scholars
generally, her critiques of colonial methodologies and the pr()bloms inher-
ent in representing indigenous peop]e come {rom her position as a tangata

whenua woman. Her critiques originated in the posteolonial world of

Oceania. Tevita Ka'ili and Sa’iliemanu Lilomaiava-Doktor, two scholars
who work specifically on Tongan and Samoan diasporic communities,
respectively, have advanced theoretical frameworks for understanding both
sociospatial relationships as well as “population movement™ (as opposed
to the more idcologically laden term “migration”) using concepts (Va, Tauhi
va, and Malaga) but from Oceania.® By using indigenous concepts to
describe indigenous commumities, these scholars avoid the assumptions
that continue to pervade U.S. scholarly literature on migration and migrant
communities. Ka'ili also advocates jettisoning the use of the words “Pacific”
and “Oceania” in favor of “Moana,” which is not shared in all regional lin-
guistic traditions but is at least a term from the region that better reflects
regional sensibilities. Reading the work of these scholars (both of whom
work with communities in both Hawai‘i and the western United States), it
seems impossible to continue thinking in terms of the political boundaries
and economic influence of the United States pushing ever westward into
and over the people of Oceania. For these communities, they are pushing
the boundaries of their region and not the other way around.

Relocating Hawai'i away from the periphery of the U.S. West does not
diminish its role in the region’s history. In this model, Hawai'i’s ties to the
twentieth—century West can in fact become more apparent. However, its
ties within Oceania becore more visible, as do its ties to the region that it
has been attached to culturally and historically for a much longer time:
Occania. (If we were to shift our historical perspective to the sixteenth,
seventeenth, and early eighteenth centuries and before, it would perhaps
be more accurate to see Hawai'i not as central to a burgeoning Pacific trade
between North America and East Asia but as a remote outlier of Oceania.)
Contemporary cvidence of these strong cultural ties can be found in the
recent voyage of the Hokulea, Hawai'i's voyaging canoc, to Satawal to
present navigator Mau Piulug with a traditional Oceanian voyaging canoc
as a gesture of thanks for the sharing of cultural knowledge over the past
forty years that has made possible the resurgence of traditional long-
distance voyaging in Hawai'i and throughout Occania. The Hokulea, from
its inception to its earliest voyages to Tahiti in the late 1970s, validated
the cultural tics between Hawaii and other nations in Qceania even as
it inspired younger generations if indigenous Hawaiians to rediscover a
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cultural heritage obscured by the experience of American rule in the twen-
tieth century.” The diaspora of indigenous Hawaiians and Pacific Islanders
to urban areas in the western United States has been interpreted by Pacific
Islander scholars as a continuation of the voyaging and settlement tradition
of Pacific peoples.? From this perspective, the strong ties that Native
Hawaiians and Pacific Islanders have fostered with the American West are
an extension of their deeply rooted cultural and historical ties to Oceania.
In an essay surveying different approaches to Western history, Martin
Ridge referred to the psychological fault line that separates and defines
regions in the United States. He suggests an organizing principle for study-
ing the U.S. West based on the region as a “cultural phenomenon.” This
West is defined by “all the things that a group of people inhabiting a
common geographical arca do, the way they see things ... and their values
and symbols.” In Ridge’s model, T think, we can rea(hly see some of
the difficulties of uncritically including Hawai'i as part of the U.S. West.
Cultural ties to the West in Hawai'i are slippery and will presumably ebb
and flow based on the forces that expand or constrain the movement of
Pacific Islander people in and out of the West. And Hawai'i ‘s cultural and
historical ties to Oceania and East Asia will continue to foster a set of values
and symbols that will remain largely unintelligible to many (non—Pacific
Islander) residents of the western United States.”

In light of these issues, what are some of the practical ways historians
and scholars can include Hawai'i into the broader story of the U.S. West
in a way that recognizes Hawaii’s unique position both politically and
geographically?

First, Hawai'i opens the door for an expanded conversation about how
the West as a region has interacted with other global regions economically,
politically, and culturally. John Whitehcad observed that “diplomatic rather
than Western historians have claimed Hawai‘i as their own” in the sense
that diplomatic historians are almost by definition interested in the global
reach of national affairs.® This is due to Hawai‘i‘s central role in the redefi-
nition of the United States as a self-acknowledged imperial power in the
late nineteenth century as well the goal of U.S. military leaders to create
“an American lake” in the Pacific.?” In the case of Hawai‘i, Western his-
torians have an opportunity to think comparatively about themes that are
already familiar: conquest, territorial versus state gﬁovernment and the
p()htICdl status of indigenous people. Whitehead argues that “some native
Hawaiians might well feel that the inclusion of their islands in the American
West is yet one more act of dispossession” and that “Hawai‘i provides the
opportunity to come to grips with its western frontier.” However (and
depending upon the historical time period in question), recognizing Hawai'i
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as part of Oceania allows historians to see the way that regions both interact
and shift their boundarics histor ically. Hawai'i can become part of the

Pacific world both past and present in much the same way that scholars
have argued for an “Atlantic world,” with a sea that acts as a conduit, not
a barrier, for commerce, ideologics, and people.® Studying the West as an
integral part of the Pacific world creates new regional histories that change
our understanding of its cconomic and cultural development. In addition,
we can follow the lead of scholars like Gary Okihiro, whose recent path-
breaking book Island World: A History of Hawai'i and the United States
focuses on the ways that Hawaiians’ push eastward has influenced the
cultural and historical landscape of the United States in the nineteenth and
twentieth centuries.™ Hawai‘i should, as has been advocated, place scholars
of the U.S. West on “academic borders,” but they should be the borders
of other regional narratives, not merely of different subficlds of U.S.
history.*

Second, scholars of the U.S. West can play closer attention to the histo-
rics of Hawai'i being produced by Native Hawaiian scholars, Many ol these
new historics focus on Native Hawaiian resistance to U.S. impcrialism in
the nineteenth and twenticth centuries. Scholars like Lilikala Kame“cleihiwa,
Jonathan Kamakawiwo'ole Osorio, Noenoe Silva, Isaiah Ilelekunihi Walker,
Davianna Pomaika'i MacGregor, and others all focus their work on the
protracted resistance of Native Hawaiians to U.S. colonialism in Hawai'i in
the nineteenth and twenticth centuries. Jonathan Kamakawiwo'ole Osorio’s
work on the political transformation of the Hawaiian Kingdom in the
nineteenth century reveals the slow but steady “dismemberment” of the
Hawaiian nation by political transformation that replaced an indigenous-led
constitutional monarchy with a U.S.-dominated republic that took advan-
tage of a decimated indigcnous population outnumbered by increasing
waves of foreign settlers.” Nocnoce Silva’s work focuses on the resistance ()f
all classes of Native Hawaiians to the same processes Osorio describes
through popular media such as Hawaiian-language newspapers and grass-
roots political organization throughout all the islands.™ Davianna Pomaika’i
McGregor and Isaiah Helekunihi Walker focus their attention on continuity
and change in Hawaiian culture post-World War IT Hawai'i, respectively.™
All these scholars” work underscores the many ways Native Hawaiian
leaders looked to the colonial experiences of other Pacific Islanders to
develop strategies of resistance and accommodation to imperial powers
most beneficial to their people and nation. Many of these same Native
Hawaiian scholars, as well as community activists and leaders, continue to
build and maintain relationships with other indigenous peoples in the U.S.
West in order to assess potential models for asserting sovereignty, even as
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they reassert cultural and historic ties throughout Oceania. From the per-
spective of this scholarship, the relationship between the United States and
Hawai'i is quite simply the relationship between the colonizer and the colo-
nized, a familiar theme in the Pacific especially. These perspectives cannot
be ignored, and T would argue that they should take a center stage in any
(hscu.sslon of Hawai‘i and tho American West.

Third, scholars of the U.S. West need to recognize Hawai'i’s place in
regi()nal histories of Oceania and the Pacific. The historical trajectory of
Hawai'i after the arrival of Europeans in 1778 parallels that of many Pacific
Islands nations, whether the colonizing nation in question was Britain,
France, Germany, New Zealand, or the United States. Viewed from this
perspective, Hawai'i’s history has far more in common with a place like
Aotearoa/New Zealand than it docs with the American West or the rest of
the United States. While [ormer colonized nations like Fiji, Samoa, Vanuatu,
or the Marshall Islands negotiated their independence after World War 11,
the United States and Britain have solidified and naturalized their control
over Hawaii and New Zealand, respectively. Yet, while the Maori in
New Zealand have successtully petitioned the government for redress based
on the 1840 Treaty of Waitangi, Native Hawaiians have not yet achieved
recognition by the U.S. governiment as the indigenous people of their lands
despite the 1993 Apology Bill acknowledging U.S. complicity in the illegal
overthrow of the Hawaiian government in 1893. Comparisons between
Mawaiian and New Zealand history also reveal the obsessively g ge()(rruphical
component of U.S. history that produces the “cast-to-west gaze”™: few other
imperial powers in the nmeteenth and twentieth centuries have included
such a profoundly geographical component in their early formulations of
empire. This geographical imagining of an expanding frontier that extends
its reach into the Pacific differs substantially from the way that Australian
and New Zealand scholars have written about the Pacific, if only because
the latter seem to more fully accept the colonial and imperial implications
of their political and economic hegemony in Oceania.

Scholars of Oceania recognize the cultural, linguistic, and historical ties
between Hawai‘i and the rest of Occania. Synthetic treatments of the his-
tory of the Oceania and the Pacific Islands include Hawai'i in comparative
discussions on indigenous rights, issues of land tenure, and discussions on
the development of economies based on agribusiness and tourism, common
themes throughout the history of Oceania.® The University of Hawai'i
Press remains one of the preeminent academic publishers of works on
Oceania and the Pacific. Native Hawaiian scholars and artists remain at the
forefront of issues of cultural anthenticity and representation in the Pacific.
Hawai'i is and will remain an important part of regional scholarship on
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Oceania and the Pacific. While its century-and-a-half history of dealing with
the United States remains an integral part of Hawaiian history, scholars
of Oceania will rightly continue to emphasize Native Hawaiians™ deep and
abiding cultural and historical connections with other indigenous peoples
throughout Oceania. For U.S. scholars as well as scholars of the western
United States, these regional ties are instructive. Scholars of the West
should look comparatively at Hawai'i versus other places in Oceania like
Samoa, which sends a nonvoting delegate to the U.S. Congress (like Hawai'i
did in the territorial period from 1900 to 1959); Guam; the former Trust
Territories of the Pacific Islands, including the Marshall Islands; and the
Federated States of Micronesia.”” Studying Hawai'i in the context of U.S.
imperialism in the late nineteenth century also opens possibilities for dis-
cussing comparative empires within Oceania, something that Walter Nugent
has explored for the rest of the American West.™

In conclusion, Hawai'i is best integrated into the history of the western
United States when it forces scholars to face the colonial and imperial
presence of the United States in Occania and the West’s relationship with
the Oceania and the larger Pacific world. While scholars of the U.S. West
can no longer afford to ignore Hawai'i in synthetic accounts of Western
history, Hawai'i (and the rest of Oceania) can hardly be thought of as a

frontier, or as the Far West, when we take into account the perspectives of

those who are indigenous to its soil or who have established it as a node in
the global movement of people from Oceania to the lands on its borders.
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