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MINUTES
ANNUAL MEETING
February 7, 1935

The annual meeting of the Hawaiian Historial Society was
held in the auditorium of the Library of Hawaii at 7:45 o'clock
on the evening of February 7, 1935, President Henry P. Judd
being in the chair.

The reports of the President, Treasurer, and Librarian were
read, accepted, and placed on file for the annual report of the
Society.

The report of the Nominating Committee was next read and

the nominees presented by the committee were duly elected, as
follows:

President, Rev. Henry P. Judd

Trustees (to serve until the annual meeting in 1937) :
Edwin H. Bryan, Jr.
Thomas W. Ellis
Walter F. Frear.

The following program was then presented:

Dr. Donald W. Rowland of the University of Hawaii dis-
coursed upon “The Establishment of the Republic of Hawaii.”

Mr. John F. G. Stokes, with the aid of charts, gave a talk
upon the subject, ““I'he Paternity and a Biographical Sketch of
Kaoleioku.” :

Professor Ralph S. Kuykendall of the University of Hawaii
presented a study of ““I'ne Earliest Japanese Labor Immigration
to Hawaii.” i

The meeting was then adjourned.

R. S. KUYKENDALL,

Secretary.



REPORT OF HENRY P. JUDD, PRESIDENT OF THE
HAWAITIAN HISTORICAL SOCIETY
FOR THE YEAR ENDING FEBRUARY 7, 1935 |

To the Members of the
Hawaiian Historical Society:

The past year has not been marked by any special activities
of a spectacular nature. The work of the Society has gone for-
ward quietly and our officers and members have done their part
in accomplishing the aims of the organization.

During the year there have been two centennial celebrations
which should be recorded here, first the founding of the Waioli
Mission in 1834 was celebrated on October 21, 1934 by a large
group from all parts of Kauai, together with relatives of the
Alexander family, founders of the mission. A most interesting
historical paper was read by Miss Mary E. Alexander, grand-
daughter of the late Rev. William P. Alexander, pioneer in Waioli.

The second celebration was in January, 1935 at which time
the centennial of the building oi the Baldwin House in Lahaina,
Maui, was observed with a fitting program, and a plaque placed
on the house to commemorate the event.

A most commendable feature of the past year has been the
publication of two noteworthy missionary biographies—of William
Patterson Alexander, already referred to as pioneer missionary
at Waioli, Kauai, and of Lowell and Abigail Smith, missionaries
on Molokai and Oahu. The Alexander book was done by Miss
Mary E. Alexander, while that of the Smiths was written by Mrs.
Walter F. Frear, granddaughter of the Smiths. The life of Lucy
G. Thurston was reprinted by “The Friend” as the two former
editions of this well-known biographpy are out of print. Other
biographies of the missionaries are to be undertaken in the next
few years and it is to be hoped that this fruitful field will arouse
an even greater interest in the history of these islands. As the
period of the early missionary days gradually fades away into
the long vista of history, it is important that an accurate chronicle
of the life and times of the veterans from 1820 onward be avail-
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able. A needed work is that of biographies of the missionary
mothers; their part is often overlooked in stressing the labors of
the missionary fathers.

A suggestion from the library authorities will soon come to the
Society in concrete form. It concerns a possible new location
of our rooms, involving moving from upstairs to the downstairs
location now being occupied by the “Hawaiiana Room” and the
room immediately mauka of that room. Balancing the advantages
and disadvantages of the proposed plan, it remains true that the
new arrangement would make our collections more available to
the general public and we would have considerable more publicity.
It is well that the Society should know at this time that such
a plan is under consideration.

It is increasingly evident that we should reach out and secure
a larger membership than is at present enrolled on our books.
As the late Bishop Restarick pointed out in one of his annual
reports as president a few years ago, if each member were able
to secure one new member during the year we should then have
a healthy membership roll.

Respectfully submitted,

HENRY P. JUDD,
President, Hawaiian Historical Society.
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TREASURER’S REPORT
February 20, 1934, to February 5, 1935

INCOME

Balance in Commercial Account

as of February 20, 1934. ... .. ] $ 44543
Initiation fees ...ocoooeeoeeeeene 5.00
1B 1T 291.00
Dues Kauai Historical Society..... 69.00
Sale of Reports and Publications... 4425
Interest on Olaa Bond... 30.00
Interest on Davies Bonds........ . 55.00
Dividend on von Hamm- Young stock.. 1492 $ 954.60

DISBURSEMENTS

Dues California Historical Society..
Dues Business Historical Society.....ooooooooiccees
Dues American Historical Association
Mellen Associates
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Hawaiian Printing Co.
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Purchase of books..
Industrial Chemical Co...
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Postage Stamps
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ENDOWMENT FUND
Balance on Savings Account February 20, 1934.... $ 039.67
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Dividends on von Hamm-Young stock................ e 4476 $1,101.94
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Ten Shares von Hamm-Young Preferred Stock.......
Cash—Commercial Account . . 24837
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Respectfully submitted,
THOMAS W. ELLIS,

Treasurer,

February 11th, 1935.
Audited and found correct:

D. W. ANDERSON.



REPORT OF THE LIBRARIAN
1934

To the Officers and Members of
the Hawaiian Historical Society

Ladies and Gentlemen:

Every year increases the importance of our library for his-
torical reference and research. It may be of interest to note a
few of the subjects involved.

One worker desires information on the status of Hawaiian
women and the Kuhina-nui; another on the riot of 1874 when
David Kalakaua was elected king. A student in Lahaina writes
for material on missions in the South Seas, and another inquirer
on Maui for legends of Kolekole pass and the sacrifical stone.
Interest in the subject of early education has brought students to
the library for the history of Lahainaluna Seminary, the Wailuku
School for Girls and the Hilo Boarding School.

A letter from Chicago calls for information on Herman Mel-
ville in Honolulu ; another from Harrisburg, Penn. on the Gallician
immigrants of 1897, and what became of Dr. Nicholas Russell,
prominent coffee planter in Olaa, Hawaii, and one time President
of the Senate? Local people have come seeking a sketch of Mrs.
Bernice Pauahi Bishop; of the life of John A. Cummings; of the
life and character of Kamehameha IV. A writer calls for marine
disasters and Mark Twain’s account of the wreck of the “Hornet”
in 1866. The question of the nationality of John Young is
always with us, and correspondence on the subject increasing.

“Who was the first white man to make the ascent of Hale-
akala?”’ was solved with the aid of Miss Judd, librarian of the
Hawaiian Mission Children’s Society. She found an account of
the trip made by Rev. William Richards, Rev. Lorrin Andrews
and Rev. J. S. Green in August, 1828. This month our Governor
will cut a lei opening an automobile road to the summit of this
vast mountain, up which they toiled on foot more than' a
century ago.

It is gratifying to report on the interest shown in the pub-
lications of the Society. The Managing-editor of the Canadian
Historical Review requested a copy of our last report for review;
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a collector in Seattle ordered two copies of the same report,
because it contained Judge Howay's article on the ship “Eliza.”
A research worker in Berkeley is writing on Russians in the
Pacific and wants a copy of Paper No. 6, which contains Dr.
W. D. Alexander’s article “Proceedings of the Russians on
Kauai, 1814-1816.” 'The Huntington Library in California not
only sent an order for reports which they lacked, but applied for
membership. ‘Two book firms on the mainland sent requests for
a complete list of our publications, with contents and prices.
Typed lists were forwarded and have brought in orders.

Last March it was found necessary to send several hundred
volumes to the Industrial Chemical Co. for fumigation. Twenty-
two volumes of serials and continuations were sent to Kamehameha
School bindery, whose workmanship proved very satisfactory.

A few new titles have been secured through purchase and
gift: “Summer Cruising in the South Seas”, by Charles Warren
Stoddard ; “One Summer in Hawaii”, by Helen Mather ; “Wrecked
among Cannibals in the Fijis”, by William Endicott, a journal
kept in 1829, and printed by the Marine Research Society of
Salem, Mass. in 1923.

“The Life of Captain James Cook, the Circumnavigator”, by
Arthur Kitson which we bought, is supplemented by two pamphlets
recently published in Australia, and donated by Mr. John A.
Ferguson of Sydney. “Lieutenant James Cook and his Voyage
in H, M. Bark Endeavour”, by Frederick Watson, editor of
Historical Records of Australia; and “Captain Cook’s Cottage”,
by Hermon Gill, the story of the house in Yorkshire, England,
where James Cook lived as a boy, and which was bought at
auction, taken down and rebuilt in Fitzroy Gardens, Melbourne,
Australia, as a birthday gift to the city on her centenary.

A copy of “Around Cape Horn to Homnolulu on the Bark
‘Amy Turner’ in 1880”, by Dr. Lloyd Vernon Briggs of Boston,
of which only 550 copies were printed, was secured through a
second-hand catalog. It gives the experiences of a sixteen year
old boy on the long voyage, an interesting history of the “Amy
Turner”, once familiar in these waters, and impressions of Hono-
lulu society in the 80's. 7

To our small shelf of fiction, we have added “The Lord’s
Anointed”, by Ruth Eleanor McKee, a novel of Hawaii, which
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has aroused much interest in the human side of the pioneer
missionaries. It was a surprise to be remembered by the Ford
Motor Co. of Dearborn, Michigan. They sent us a copy of “The
Triumph of an Idea; the story of Henry Ford”, considered a
very fine account of the wonder-worker, and his Ford car.

When Mr. George A. Odgers, formerly a teacher in the
Kamehameha Schools, was preparing a thesis on “Education in
Hawaii, 1820-1893”, he was a frequent visitor at the library.
Through the courtesy of Miss Pringle, librarian of the University
of Hawaii, we have a typed copy of his manuscript, an im-
portant acquisition.

Two splendid gifts have been added to the biographical sec-
tion: “Lowell and Abigail, a Realistic Idyll”, the story of her

grandparents, Rev. ‘Lowell and Abigail Smith, by Mary Dilling-
" ham Frear, was presented by the author. “William Patterson
Alexander in Kentucky, The Marquesas, Hawaii,” by a grand-
daughter Mary Charlotte Alexander, was presented by Mrs. Emily
Alexander Baldwin, Mrs. Maud Baldwin Cook and the author.
Both biographies, compiled from journals and letters, and private-
ly printed, are invaluable historical records.

Three very recent gifts should here be noted. When our
President, Rev. Henry P. Judd returned from Kauai last week,
he brought a copy of “Kula-o-Kapaa, 1883-1933", 'which is a
history of school and community, somewhat illustrated and dedi-
cated to the actors in school and sugar; compiled under the
direction of Mr. George S. Raymond, Principal of Kapaa School
on Kauai. It is a fine record of half a century of the activities
of a public school.

Hon. Walter F. Frear sent us two copies of his pamphlet,
“Anti-missionary Criticism, with Reference to Hawaii”, a scholarly
paper read before the Honolulu Social Science Association, Jan-
uary 7, 1935 and printed by request. “Japanese Cultural In-
fluences in Hawaii”, reprinted from the Proceedings of the Fifth
Pacific Science Congress held in Canada in 1933, is a most
acceptable gift from the author, Mr. John F. G. Stokes.

I wish to express publicly thanks and appreciation for all the
gifts and exchanges which add so much to our resources.

Respectiully submitted,
CAROLINE P. GREEN,
Librarian.
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THE ESTABLISHMENT OF THE
REPUBLIC OF HAWATII, 1893-1894

By DONALD W. ROWLAND
Assistant Professor of History, University of Hawaii

[Dr. Rowland’s study on this subject has been reserved for publication
in another place, but he has prepared the following abstract for publica-
tion in this Report.]

The Hawaiian monarchy was overthrown in January, 1893,
and a provisional government established in its place. The
revolution had as an objective immediate annexation to the United
States. A commission was sent to Washington and a treaty of
union negotiated, but before final action could be taken in the
American senate it was withdrawn by the incoming Cleveland
administration.

Some months of marking time then followed. The Provisional
Government remained in power in the islands, and still maintained
hope of annexation, or at least the establishment of a protectorate.
These hopes were ended when Cleveland attempted to bring about
a restoration of the monarchy.

Attempted restoration failed, but annexation was dead for the
time being. The leaders in Hawaii then turned to plans for a
more permanent form of government. This idea had been con-
sidered as early as August, 1893, but mainly as an aid to an-
nexation negotiations. Now it was necessary for Hawaii to
govern itself for an indefinite period, and it was desirable to
arrange a more representative system of administration. The
Executive Committee of the Provisional Government therefore
began to devote more and more attention to the idea.

The first definite public mention of reorganization occurred
late in January, 1894. At this time a more representative legis-
lative body was suggested ; this was followed by a suggestion that
the whole system be made more satisfactory. The Executive
Council was ready to go ahead by the middle of February, and an
act was therefore passed which authorized the calling of a con-
stitutional convention, some members of which would be elective.
Annexationists immediately organized an “American Union Party”
in preparation for the election, and nominated candidates. A few’
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independent candidates also entered the race, and some sub-
sequently won in the election. Due to the requirement of an oath
of allegiance to the Provisional Government, however, all members
of the convention were in accord with the general plans of the
administration. Control in the convention was assured in case
of need by the presence of a majority of appointed members who
were of the party in power.

The problems of the convention, as listed by a contemporary
observer, were (aside from the framework of government itself) :
dual or alien citizenship or suffrage, Japanese, Chinese, and pos-
sibly woman suffrage, Chinese immigration, contract labor, and
annexation. The convention had the experience of a considerable
constitutional history to guide it, and more particularly, a draft
constitution which had been prepared by the Executive Council
aided by leading citizens. While this draft was considerably
modified in detail by the convention, it was followed in principle.
The form of government, as finally arranged, was a republic of
the American type. The executive was decidedly weak, however,
and an advisory Council of State was added. Orientals were
excluded from the franchise by citizenship requirements. Control
of the government by the party of the revolution was insured
not only by an oath of allegiance but by fairly high property
qualifications for membership in the legislative bodies, and for
electors of the upper house. The convention in general lowered
qualifications set in the original draft. The constitution was
promulgated by the convention without reference to popular vote,
and the president was also named by the same body.

The Republic of Hawaii was officially established on July
4, 1894. While government in the new state was definitely under
the control of a particular group, the constitution had been
written with democratic principles in mind, and with attention to
the welfare of the islands as a whole.
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THE EARLIEST JAPANESE LABOR
IMMIGRATION TO HAWAII

By RALPH S. KUYKENDALL
Assistant Professor of History, University of Hawaii

[The article by Mr. Kuykendall has been published by the University of
Hawaii as No. 25 of its series of Occasional Papers, and may be obtained
from the Director of Information Service, University of Hawaii, at a
small charge. The following brief abstract has been prepared by Mr.
Kuykendall for this Report.]

This.study deals with the Japanese immigrants who came to
Hawaii as contract laborers in 1868. The enterprise was initiated
and arranged by Fugene M. Van Reed, who had a commission
as Hawaiian Consul General for Japan. Van Reed obtained per-
mission from the Shogunate officials at Kanagawa for the sending
of 350 Japanese laborers to Hawaii. “The laborers were recruited
by a Japanese contractor and had already gone on board the ship
when, as a result of civil war in Japan, the Shogunate officials
were replaced by officials of the Mikado. The latter recalled the
passports previously issued to the intending emigrants, and de-
clined to issue new passports except on conditions that Van Reed
would not accept. He finally informed the officials that he in-
tended to' send the laborers on the strength of the permission
previously given. About 150 were accordingly sent from Yoko-
hama on the Scioto, arriving at Honolulu on June 19, 1868.

The article tells of the experiences of these Japanese laborers
in Hawaii and of the difficulties in which Van Reed found him-
self as a result of his action in this matter. Ultimately, an am-
bassador was sent by the Japanese government to Hawaii to settle
the affair with the Hawaiian government. An amicable adjust-
ment was made, part of the laborers being returned to Japan in
the spring of 1870 and part of them remaining to serve out their
three year contracts. At the expiration of the contracts, a small
number of the laborers were returned to Japan at the expense
of the Hawaiian government, but the greater part elected to remain
permanently in Hawaii and the Japanese government gave them
permission to do so.

An indication is also given of the relation between the labor
immigration question and the making of the first treaty between
Hawaii and Japan.



T

.

g
i
o

GOVERNESS RUTH KEELIK

KONIA, DAUGHTER OF SECOND WIFE BERNICE PAUAHI, DAUGHTER OF KONIA

DESCENDENTS OF KAOLEIOKU




_ b
. [T Ay 3 . oy 3
:I:_-‘-ll i |_|\1_.::".: |"|'|: R 7,1 t"l 1 m.f:l A |_
L " el T R
- i - L -
1 S0 Ty ST




_ KAOLEIOKU
PATERNITY AND BIOGRAPHICAL SKETCH

By JOHN F. G. STOKES

Introduction.......................
Paternity of Kaoleioku...................
Reconstruction of Modern Story........
Last Descendant of Kamehameha L.
Kaoleioku with Captain CooK......o.ooooeioomooooeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeae
Biographical Sketch... ..o,
SR S oo O I S S e L e SRR
INTRODUCTION®

“Who does not know that it is the first law of history that
it shall not dare to state anything which is false, and consequently
that it shall not shrink from stating anything that is true?”

Whatever the cause, many statements in Hawaiian history
are shown, by comparison with contemporary records, to be
either untrue or neo-mythic. Unfortunately such statements,
~ through lack of criticism and much repetition; are now accepted
as established history or fact, and so the errors are perpetuated.
In such uncritical repetition, the writer assumes his share of
responsibility.

Analyses of some of the points referred to have been published
by the Hawaiian Historical Society and elsewhere [50-53]. The
need of others is shown by the divergences from accepted fact
which strike the eye when reading the early journals. One of
these divergences suggested the preparation of this paper which,
if its representations are correct, will indicate that the last-known
descendent of Kamehameha I was Kamehameha V, and not
Bernice Pauahi (Mrs. Bishop) as stated and published in and
since 1884.

Obviously the subject is not capable of absolute proof because
it depends upon the recognition of the paternity of a chief who,
with his attributed fathers, died over a century ago. However,
a correlation of such facts as have been preserved will indicate

1 Grateful obligation is expressed for comments on the MS draft or for in-
formation furnished by many, including Mr. Bruce Cartwright, Mr. V, 8. K. Houston,
Col. C. P. Taukea, Miss Maude Jones, Rev. H. P. Judd, Professor R. S. Kuykendall,
Mrs. Mary Pukui, Mrs. A, P. Taylor, Mrs. Lahilahi Webb, Mr. Wm. F. Wilson and,
in part, the Bernice P. Bishop Estate.
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very strongly the growth of another neo-myth, and that the
earlier records are far more likely to be correct than the later
statements.

The chief mentioned is Kaoleioku, who died in 1818. He
was the maternal grandfather of Ruth (Luka) Keelikolani,
Governess of Hawaii island, and of Bernice Pauahi (Mrs. Bishop),
founder of the Kamehameha Schools. When mentioned in MSS
and publications predating 1843 and in many of later date, he is
recorded as the son of Kalaniopuu, king of Hawaii island. In
that year he is listed in a local history as the son of Kamehameha
I. By 1867, it is inferred that in 1791, Kamehameha proclaimed
as a fact his paternity of Kaoleioku. Later writers make the
matter more positive, until today it passes for history in most
quarters.’

The plan is to examine and discuss all available original
references to the paternity of Kaoleioku, and to offer such
reconstruction as the records indicate. ‘Then, with the identi-
fication of Kaoleioku as a friend of Captain Cook's in 1779, a
biographical outline of the chief will be given, embodying all the
scanty references to him which have been found.

Table I arranges the generally accepted relationships of the
chiefs to be mentioned, with queries leading to the point at issue.

In order to avoid unnecessary repetition, other points are listed
here as not seriously challenged, and therefore acceptable as his-
torically correct:

(1) Kalaniopuu (Kaleiopuu or Terreecboo) was king of
Hawaii island when Cook arrived.

(2) Kalaniopuu had two sons by his favorite and secondary
wife Kanekapolei.

(3) Kanekapolei was the mother of Keoua-kuahuula and
of Kaoleioku.

(4) Keoua-kuahuula was publicly assassinated in the presence
of Kamehameha, who preserved Kaoleioku's life.

(5) Kaoleioku was the maternal grandfather of Governess
Ruth and Mrs. Bishop.’

2 Formerly believing the account to be true, because of the weight of authority
behind it, the writer has communicated it to very many people and also affirmed it
by publication [49].

3 Among Kalakaua's MSS is a note to the effect that Kalaikupule was the father
of Konia, Mrs. Bishop’s mother, A chief of this name was king of QOahu, and the
s{)ory is al;surd if the reference be to him. He died about 1795, and Konia was born
about 1807.
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TABLE II
PATERNITY OF KAOLEIOKU

References arranged in order of gathering or recording information

Kamehameha, the father. Date Kalaniopuu, the father

Assertion of paternity Affirmation
Clatmed by Kamehameha in 17971
Denial implied

§ Bell [2], apparently on

179:4 { Kamehameha's authority
Shaler [48] i O ..|..[ 1804
Cortiey [10] cccnmmmmne] O | w] « | 1818

1823 || Missionary information [15]
1820-41 || Bingham [5]

i 1827-46 | Malo, MS genealogies [37]
Dibble [13] . | e | e | X 1838-43

Wording of appomtment [7a] ........ Ol ..|..| 1855
1854-63 || Genealogy, Keawe's descend-
ants [23]
Kaoleioku's daughter [33, p. 13]....] O | .. | ... | 1857(?)

1857 ||The Polynesian [44]
1857 || Pacific Commercial Advertiser
1857 |[Royal notification [56]
[ 1865( ?) || Kalakaua, letter [27]
‘ 1865 |[Kalakaua, MS genealogies [28]
1865( ?) | Kalakaua, MS [29]

Kamakau [30] .o | X X || P-1867
British Consul [6a] ... 1868
British Consul [6b] ... e | || 1872
Fornander [18] ... X|X ‘ ?-1880

1883 | Genealogical Board [42a]
1883 _The Friend [20a]

The Friend [20b] ... S | X[ X[ 1884
Alexander [, pi 307] usvin X || 1891
?-1898 [ Queen Liliuokalani [35]
Emerson [16] oo XX 1902
Krout [33, p. 2-6] oo - | X | X || 1908
High Chiefess Kakaaniau [45b] O .. | 7-1920 (|High Chiefess Kekaaniau [45a]
Kuykendall [34a] . el s X || 1926
Stokes [49] oo X | 1930
Bishop Estate, letter [4a].............. w | - | X 1934
Current references in English....... - X)X 1935
Now accepted as fact by nearly Now accepted by some of
all of foreign blood and by X || 1935 the older Hawaiians

some Hawaiians

X—affirmation
O—denial
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Thus the problem is the dispute over Kaoleioku's paternity,
whether Kalaniopuu or Kamehameha.

ParerniTYy OF KAOLEIOKU

The references to this subject may be segregated into three
groups: (1) That affirming that Kamehameha was the father
of Kaoleioku, (2) That inferentially denying it, and (3) The
statements that Kalaniopuu was Kaoleioku’s father. Table II
lists the dates when the information was gathered or recorded,
and will serve as a summary of comparisons.

The earliest published reference to the paternity of Kaoleioku
by Kamehameha is given by Dibble [13, p. 202] in his history
issued in English in 1843:

Pauahi, a wife of Liholiho [Kamehameha II], daughtet.' of Kaolioku

[Kaoleioku], a son of Kamehameha I, which son was born before the
conquest [1782 or 1795].
Perhaps the news of the paternity was recent, because Dibble
omits reference to it in the English version of his history published
in 1839 [12] and also (a matter of greater significance) from
the version published in Hawaiian in 1838 [11]. Obviously,
Dibble did not receive the information until after 1838 —about
twenty years after the deaths of Kaoleioku and Kamehameha.

In 1867 Kamakau, a pupil of Dibble’s, writes that Kaoleioku
was the keiki makahiapo “‘first-born child” of Kamehameha
[30c]. Kamakau also states that Kanekapolei bore three sons,
twins named Keoua Kuahuula and Keoua Peeale' to Kalaniopuu,
and Pauli Kaoleioku to Kamehameha [30a, c].

Keoua-kuahuula and his younger brother Kaoleioku had for
" many years resisted Kamehameha’s attempts to conquer the whole
of Hawaii island, but finally agreed, on Kamehameha'’s invitation,
to surrender and make peace. On reaching Kamehameha at
Kawaihae, they found assembled his chiefs and soldiers before
whom Keoua-kuahuula was assassinated. Kaoleioku was spared,
as Kamakau describes [30b] :

O Pauli Kaoleioku hoi a me kona poe ma kona mau waa kaulua, ke
lana mai la no ma kahi kaawale. Hoouna aku la no hoi o Kamehameha me
ka peahi aku e pae mai i uka, aohe make o uka. Hoole mai la no hoi
o P. Kaoleioku, aole e pae i uka. Olelo aku hoi o Kalaimamahu ia
Kamehameha, “Ke hoole mai nei ke keiki a kaua, aole ka e pae i uka

nei, aia a loaa aku ke kanawai alaila pae mai i uka nei” Ke olelo ae
nei hoi o Keliimaikai, “E make no ia, ua make aku la no kona kaikuaana,

—

4 Tater shown to be an alternate name of Kaoleioku,
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oia no hoi kona moepuu o kona kaikaina. Ina no hoi e make oe, owau
aku no hoi kou moepuu Pane mai hoi o Kamehameha i ka hua o ke
ola, “E make hoi i ke aha ka kaua keiki 1 loaa i ko kaua wa heu ole?
E noho mai ana ko i ala makuahine me ke kapu a Kalaniopuw, a no ke
komo iloko o kona makuahine, loaa ka wmea e wmalama iloko o na la
popilikia. Oia hoi ka kaua ola nui o keia la.” Kahea mai la no hoi o
Kamehameha me ka i mai, “E Kalaimamahu, haawiia’ku ke kanawai no
ke keiki a kaua.”

On account of its ambiguity, the most important passage is
italicised. It has been submitted to seven Hawaiian interpreters,’
whose translations may be represented by two versions.

Pauli Kaoleioku and the people in his double canoce were afloat afar
off. Kamehameha beckoned with his hand to land—there is no death
ashore. Kaoleioku refused to land. Kalaimamahu® said to Kamehameha,
“Our child" refuses, he will not come ashore; when the amnesty is
assured, then he will land.” Keliimaikai then sald “He must die; his
elder brother having died, the companion-in-death should be the younger
brother. Were you to die, [ naturally would be your companion-in-death.”
Kamehameha replied with words of life, “Why should our child die,
begotten in the time of our hairlessness®?

(1) His mother was the wife of Kalaniopuu and because of inter-
course with his mother, was begotten the one who will guard us in the
days of distress. That is our great life-saving work these days.

(2) His mother was living “under the tabu of Kalaniopuu, and because
he was part of his mother, he was assured of protection in the days of
misfortune. Furthermore, he is our wmain preservation these days.”

Kamehameha then called out, saying, “O Kalaimamahu, let the
amnesty be proclaimed for our child.”

Despite the ambiguity of the language which, as the words
fall, might indicate that the paternity belonged to Kalaimamahu,
Kamehameha or Keliimaikai, or even some one else, most of the
interpreters came to the conclusion that Kamehameha intended
to mean that Kaoleioku was his. However, persisting through
both versions is the implication that Kamehameha preserved the
life of Kaoleioku, not because he was his son but because it would
be distinctly advantageous to their party to do so." This accords
with Kamehameha's behavior pattern, as discussed on p. 30.

% References Nos. 22; 24; 23; 26; 31; 34; 41.

9 Kalaimamahu was the elder brother of Kamehameha, and Keliimaikai, soon to
be mentioned, the younger.

T40ur child.” Thruufrhnut the passage, the term translated “our™ is the inclusive
first person dual, namely. *‘thy and my. “Qur child” has no necessary implication
that the child was begotten by one of the speakers, but is a reference to a younger
relative or friend by an older person (see quotation on pp. 23-4). In addition, under
the Hawaiian system, relatives of one generation are ‘“children” to those of previous
generation, “‘brothers or sisters” to each other, and “parents’” to those of the succeeding
generation. To designate one’s own child, the gualification “own’ is added

5 The Hawaiian exnressiuu is wa hru cle, “period of hairlessness,” but by extension
it has come to mean “prepuberty.” “infertility,” etc., and by further extension,
“virginity." 1t has gone so far’ that Keiki o ft: wa hew. ole becomes in part synonym-
ous with keiki makahiapae, “‘first-born child.’
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In his work, published in 1880, Fornander is very positive
in his statements concerning Kaoleiokou’s paternity [18, p. 312]:
(1) “It was bruited . . . at the time of his birth that Kamehameha
was his real father, and” (2) “in after life the latter so
acknowledged it.”

Concerning the first statement, Fornander alone publishes it,
and that more than a century after the event. No such note
appears on any of the genealogies examined.

Illustrating the second point, Fornander gives an account in

connection with the assassination of Keoua-kuahuula [18, p. 334] :

One of the versions of this tragedy, current among the last genera-
tion of the Hawaiians, was, that Keliimaikai, the younger brother of
Kamehameha, interceded for the life of Keoua, but in vain, and that
when the second division of Keoua's escort, in the charge of Kaoleioku,
arrived, Keliimaikai insisted that he should also be slain, saying to
Kamehameha, “You have killed my Hanai [foster child or parent], and
I will now kill yours.” To which Kamehameha replied, “He shall not
die; he is the child of my youth;” and ordered his elder brother Kalai-
mamahu to proclaim a cessation of the slaughter.

The Hawaiian text for this passage has not been found.
Perhaps it was not committed to writing, or the version may
have been an adaptation irom Kamakau’s account quoted above.
Kamakau was Fornander’s authority for very much material
published as historical.

All subsequent statements affirming Kamehameha's paternity
of Kaoleioku may be traced directly or indirectly to Fornander,
who, among the foreign residents and many Hawaiians was re-
garded as a very great authority on genealogical matters. It was
through him, more than any other that the paternity discussed
came to be so generally believed.

For the consideration of the second group of references, imply-
ing a denial of the truth of the first, it will be remembered that
Kamehameha is alleged to have proclaimed publicly his paternity
of Kaoleioku—"Proclaimed to the world”, as one enthusiast has
explained it. Since such a proclamation is said to have been
made in 1791, Shaler’s journal entry made on Hawaii in 1804 is
enlightening. The passage is quoted fully for later reference
[48] :

9 Through the death of his brother, Kaoleioku had become the representative of
the opposition party, which was still of consideration. Omne interpreter explained that

the ki[llin]g of Kaoleioku would be analagous to killing the goose that laid the golden
eggs [26].
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He [Kamehameha] is, however of a humane disposition, and has
ever used his best endeavours to soften the ferocity of his adherents.
By his own personal interference, he saved the life of the young brother
of Tuwarraho [Kiwalao], who is at this time in the full enjoyment of
his hereditary estates, and is treated by him with kindness, and the respect
due to his rank. As far as has been in his power, he has restored their
estates to the conquered chiefs, and he takes great pams to attach them
to him, by acts of kindness and indulgence:

Kiwalao was the eldest son of Kalaniopuu, by Kalola, and
the chief whose life was saved was clearly Kaoleioku. Had
Kamehameha claimed the latter as his son in 1791, the information
could not have been forgotten by 1804, when Shaler wrote his
account. The light of a king’s son is not hidden under a bushel.

The implication is somewhat similar in Corney’s account of
the mortuary rites over Kaoleioku in 1818 [10, pp. 86-8]. Corney
was an interested observer, and, since he had been visiting the
Hawaiian Islands since 1814, he was no stranger to Hawaiian
ways. Yet, he makes no mention that Kaoleioku was King
Kamehameha's son.

The matter of titles may be a guide. In 1855, Ruth Keeli-
kolani and Lot Kamehameha, said to have the same father, received
appointments to office from Kamehameha IV [7a]:

By Authority. . At a special Prlvy Council, ordered by the King,
on the 18th instant [Januar), 1855], it pleased His Majesty to make the
following further appointments, viz:

His Royal Highness General Prince Kamehameha to be Chamberlain,
in lieu of A. Paki, resigned.

Luka [Ruth] Keelikolani, Governess of Hawaii.

Lot Kamehameha and the king were full brothers, and grand-
sons of Kamehameha I through his daughter Kinau. Ruth was
the granddaughter of Kaoleioku through his daughter Pauahi.
Were Kaoleioku the son of Kamehameha, then Ruth would be
the second cousin of the king on the side of royalty, and one of
the few remaining descendents in the line of Kamehameha. Some
dignification of title might have been expected for Ruth were
she descended from Kamehameha.” _

Konia, Kaoleioku’s daughter, seems to have repudiated Ka-
mehameha as an ancestor. Gilman [33, p. 13] records her great

10 Notice of Mrs. Bishop's marriage in 1850 indicated that she was previously
known as ‘‘Miss” Bernice Pauahi. Ruth, then Coverness of Hawaii, was married in
1856 as ‘““her Excellencv.” In 1880, Fornander refers to Ruth as “Her Highness”
and to Mrs. Bishop as ‘“‘Hon.” [18, D, 313].  Alexander, in 1891, ignores both
designations, although applying “Princess to Likelike in the same paragraph L1,

306, 330]. It is obvious that the title ‘‘Princess’” found in more recent years
attached to the names of Ruth and Mrs. Bishop was only a courtesy title, and has.
been misleading.
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anger with a foreigner who had been compiling local genealogies.
As explained :

The trouble arose from the introduction (by one of the family) giving
as an ancestor a royal person not generally recognized as a leg!tlmate
ancestor, though the descendents were very ambitious to have it so
acknowledged.

In the *“royal person™ rejected by Konia, Kamehameha may be
recognized at once. Her direct denial is recorded by another
authority (cf. p. 25 below).

In 1872, during the last illness of Kamehameha V, the British
Consul discussed the possible succession in his official correspon-
dence. Two of the three candidates mentioned in the various
letters were [6b]:
the half-sister [Ruth] . . . has no royal blood . . . [but] amongst the

chiefs . . . is the favourite candidate, because she would place several
others in presumptive relation to the throne.

Prince William C. Lunalilo . . . is of the highest rank . . . undoubtedly
nearest to the throne . . . No one denies that Lunalilo has the best right
to the throne.

ITtalization has been added. In 1868, on the same subject,
.Kamehameha V is quoted as saying that Lunalilo “represents the
old line, and, as such, commands their [the natives] suffrage
[6a].

Alexander [1, p. 298] also agrees with these statements:
“Prince William C. Lunalilo was generally considered to be the
highest surviving chief by birth.” Since Alexander and all others
agree that Lunalilo was the grandson of Kamehameha’s brother
Kalaimamahu, it is clear that in 1872 Ruth and her grandfather
Kaoleioku were not believed to be descended from Kamehameha.
The consul’s note alone, namely no royal blood, should establish
that because “royalty” only began with this line (cf. p. 31).

High Chiefess Kekaaniau was descended from Kamehameha's
eldest brother. She was a contemporary and school mate of
Kamehameha IV and V, Lunalilo, Kalakaua, Queen Emma, Mrs.
Bishop and others at the Royal School. Writing her memoirs in
1920, at the age of 85, after reading Kamakau, Fornander and
no doubt others on the subject, she states that Kaoleioku was
the son of Kalaniopuu [45a]. Then with quiet cynicism, she
gives this account of the episode at Kawaihae [45b]

“Refrain; no chief even of the highest rank shall endanger the life of

my keiki,” he [Kamehameha] proclaimed, referring to Kaoleioku. (“Kei-
ki” means an own son, a nephew, a cousin’s son, or even a friend's son.)
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The voice of authority saved the young man’s life. It also established
Kaoleioku's family thereafter as belonging to the Kamehameha line.

For the third group, the references affirming that Kalaniopuu
was Kaoleioku’s father may be followed in reverse chronological
order.

The opinion of High Chiefess Kekaaniau has just been given.
In 1934 another denial of the accepted story was received, and
was attributed to the late Miss Lucy Peabody, regarded as a
genealogist of note [43]. According to the account, Kaoleioku
was the son of Kalaniopuu by Kanekapolei, but, Kaoleioku's life
being in imminent danger, as Keliimaikai poised his javelin, Ka-
mehameha called out Na'u kela keiki o Kaoleioku, “That is my
son Kaoleioku.” According to the explanation, the claim was not
of paternity, but a resource because promptness was essential.
Foreigners who had observed Keliimaikai at practice with the
javelin, commented on the accuracy and force of his delivery.
The explanation has all the appearance of truth.

The late Queen Liliuokalani did not accept the modern story.
Quoting genealogies in her book, published in 1898, she repeats
Kamehameha-Kaoleioku line, taken from Alexander (who followed
Fornander), remarking [35]:

A comparison with those given in App. F will show that Mr.
Alexander’s able work is not entirely correct regarding the ancestry of
Mrs. Bishop and Queen Emma.

The genealogies the Queen approved gave Kalaniopuu as the
father of Kaoleioku.

In 1883, The Friend printed Ruth’s obituary, and stated that
“her [great] grandfather was King of Hawaii when Cook dis-
covered the islands.” 'This statement, of course, confirms the
Kalaniopuu-Kaoleioku line. However next year in Mrs, Bishop’s
obituary, The Friend gives the modern story, quoting Fornander.
The incident illustrates Fornander’s great influence.

In 1883 the official Board of Genealogies affirmed the correct-
ness of the Kalaniopuu-Kaoleioku line [42a].

About 1865, several private contributions on the subject were
made by Col. David (later King) Kalakaua, who was regarded
as a genealogist of authority. Governess Ruth had challenged
the right of Likelike (Kalakaua’s sister) to carry kahili—the
feathered standards indicating high chiefly rank. In a family
letter on the subject, he quotes many genealogies which give the
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Kalaniopuu-Kaoleioku line [27]. The same information occurs
in a book of genealogies written by Kalakaua in 1865 [28], and
in another of his books, undated but written about the same time
or soon after, is an account of the Kawaihae episode, in Hawaiian
[29].

Kalakaua says that there are many reasons for denying the
truth of the story, but admits that Kamehameha said during the
contention with Keliimaikai: e ola ka'u keiki o ka wa heu ole,
“My child of the hairless period shall live.” On hearing this
statement, the guardians of the king denied the paternity, for good
and sufficient Hawaiian reasons then presented. Kalakaua
finishes with two statements:

Kaoleioku had four fathers. Kalaiopuu, Keawemauhili, Kaumaku and
Kamehameha all had intercouse with the same woman Kanekapolei.

Konia's denial that she was descended from Kamehameha, but from
Kalaniopuu was frequently heard. Thus Kaoleioku told her: he was
not of Kamehameha, but indeed of Kalaiopuu. Also Kanekapolei said that
Kaoleioku was of Kalaiopuu and not of Kamehameha I.

The statement is weakened by bringing in the name of Kane-
kapolei, who was well on in years when Vancouver saw her in
1793 [54, 111, 247]. However, those writing in Hawaiian fre-
quently ignore quotation marks, and it may be read as though
Kaoleioku is quoting Kanekapolei. If so, no better authority on
the subject could be found than Kanekapolei herself.

A clear enough confirmation of Konia’s claim was provided
by Gilman in the passage quoted on p. 23 above. The “royal
person” she rejected from her genealogy could have been none but
Kamehameha, because no other name would have met the ambi-
tions of the descendents,

Kalakaua and his sister Liliuokalani represent the Kalakaua
dynasty. ‘They deny the Kamehameha-Kaoleioku genealogy.
Opinion in the time of Lunalilo, Kamehameha's grand-nephew
was similar. The five members of the Kamehameha dynasty, so
far as their opinions have been expressed in print, held to the view
that Kalaniopuu begat Kaoleioku, as will be noted.

Konia died in 1857. The published official notice was as
follows [56]:

Sir,

By order of His Majesty the King [Kamehameha IV], I hereby notify
vou that Konia, the widow of Paki, and grand-daughter of Kalaiopuu,

who was King of Hawaii at the time of Captain Cook and who is
mentioned by the latter under the name Terreeoboo, died . . .






