HAWAITAN ANNEXATION FROM A JAPANESE
POINT OF VIEW.

BY KEIJTRO NAKAMURA.

ITHERTO, Japan has always looked upon this country
H with a certain admiration, for the simple reason that
it had cherished a most highly commendable prinei-
ple of foreign relation, as set forth by George Washington :
«Observe good faith and justice toward all nations ; cultivate
peace and harmony with all.” Therefore, the tidings relat-
ing to the overturn of the native government of Hawaii by a
certain group of American people in 1892, and to the subse-
quent acceptance of the proposed annexation of the islands by
President Harrison, were received in Japan with considerable
astonishment. And now the revival of the same treaty has
caused double astonishment in Japan.

But the annexationists maintain that the United States is
not introducing any new feature to her foreign policy through
the proposed scheme of annexation, because this country has
for many years exercised a semi-protectoral influence over
Hawaii; because she has completely Americanized the Ha-
waiian civilization through the introduction of American cap-
ital, intellect, and belief ; and, finally, because the Hawaiians
themselves seek to become American citizens.

But here, in the first place, the protectoral power is an
entirely different thing from annexation; it does not even
pave a way toward that end. For, if it did, all South Amer-
ican republics, for the sake of self-defence, would be obliged
to denounce a quasi-protectoral policy of the United States,
which is named the-«Monroe doctrine.”

Secondly, whatever things are socially accomplished
through the introduction of capital, intellect, and belief
would not constitute any political claim. If,on the contrary,
such an absurd policy were established, the importation of
foreign capital and the work of foreign missions would
become instrumentalities for political aggrandizement, and
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the Oriental nations, such as China and Japan, would be
compelled to refuse such an importation.

Finally, the third reason advanced by the annexationists
scems to us a very nice diplomatic arrangement. Because
the present Hawaiian body politic consists of about 2,000
voters, most of whom are Americans, therefore, in the
negotiation of the treaty of annexation, one set of Ameri-
cans speak for Hawaii, while another set of Americans
speak for the United States. Such an arrangement seems to
us a fine political trick, which is far more clever than the
delicate schemes of Great Britain for gradual aggrandize-
ment of land.

Besides these, there is a stronger reason set forth by the
annexationists, that is, to check the growing influence and
ambition of the Japanese people in the Hawaiian Islands.

What is the influence of the Japanese inhabitants in
Hawaii? Truly, the Japanese inhabitants in the Sandwich
[slands ave steadily increasing in number; but they are
merely laboring people, the people who work under the
management of American capitalists. But, though they are
under the system of a republic, they have no political power,
because they cannot satisfy the property qualification for
franchise. Of course, some Japanese capitalists might immi-
grate into the islands to start a certain new industry, and
thus become citizens of Hawaii. But, even so, the number
of Japanese voters would likely be very small, since the
greater portion of the property in Hawaii is owned by the
white race. What, then, is to be feared about the Japanese
inhabitants in Hawaii? There is not the least possibility of
danger which might arise from them.

It is, indeed, very ridiculous to see so many American
papers speaking as if Japan were fostering some political
intrigue in Hawaii. Suppose Japan should take possession of
the islands by force ; what interest would she derive from them?
Since the economic and social fabrics are under the control
of Americans, annexation of the islands by Japan would by
no means promote any material interest she is seeking.
Japan, though anxious to colonize her people, would not
waste her power in gaining an inch of territory which would
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not yield her any material interest, or which she would not
be able to control. Therefore, the rumor that Japan has
a certain unworthy intention about Hawaii is altogether
unfounded.

It is very surprising, indeed, to see the United States
acting so seriously upon mere rumor. So far as the United
States is concerned, the proposed annexation would hardly
yield her any additional gain. For even under the govern-
ment of the native queen, the United States had always
exercised a great influence politically, socially, and commer-
cially, so that these islands were practically, though not in
name, owned by this country.

In such a case, however, the mere name is a very impor-
tant thing, and the transferring it from one country to the
other may involye most serious international complications.
On this very account, though England practically governs
Egypt, she cannot claim a sovereign right over her. The
absorption of one sovereignty by another is not such an easy
matter as the union of one private corporation with another;
for it -may involve the question of balance of power, and
when such a revolutional change is carried out by force it
means a menace to neighboring countries.

In the case of Hawaii, the United States has not used any
means of violence, but, as we have already seen, a certain
group of adventurers claiming citizenship of this country
have taken the right of sovereignty through violence from
the queen, and now the mother country has nearly been per-
suaded to count the islands among her own territories. If
such an attitude of the United States toward her neighbor-
ing islands in the Pacific Ocean should become established,
it means to the Japanese people something new and also
very alarming. They naturally construe this attitude of the
United States as an opening policy of colonial expansion ;
and even though neither the President nor the Secretary of
State may intend to establish this policy, it may nevertheless
become developed out of the present example set forth by
them. This policy means, of course, to get as many inches
of land as possible whenever any opportunity offers itself.
Therefore, it practically amounts to the same thing as a
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public announcement by the United States to follow the
example of Peter the Great of Russia, who is said to have
laid out a secret plan of political aggrandizement. Thus,
Japan is about to be flanked by aggressive nations on both
sides. Why should she not feel uncomfortable about the
new tide of things? This is the reason, I think, why the
Japanese minister said that the independence of Hawaii is
necessary for the good understanding between the powers
that have interests in the Pacific Ocean.

Of course, the United States does not, I imagine, intend
to make any violent change in her foreign policy as above-
mentioned and to create a new departure in her history, hitherto
free from political intrigue and aggressive movement. Let us
grant this, and let the Japanese minister withdraw his pro-
test relating indirectly to this particular point. Even then
Japan has another reason to complain against the proposed
annexation. It is this, that the annexation treaty totally
ignores the treaty rights that Japan has enjoyed in Hawalii.
When Japan was first asked to send her workingmen to
Hawaii, she demanded from the latter a careful consideration
in the way of protecting the personal rights of laborers. The
result was Hawaii’s promise to observe the principle of the
most favored nation in behalf of Japan. So the Hawaiian
government is bound, by virtue of that treaty, to treat the
Japanese people as well as the European. But now, in the
relation between Japan and the United States, this favor is
not guaranteed by the treaty,and in the matter of naturaliza-
tion this country discriminates against the Mongolian race,
including the Japanese inhabitants. Therefore, after the
absorption of Hawaii by the United States, Japan would
theoretically lose her privilege to be treated like any other
nation, and practically her people would lose their right to
become citizens of Hawaii. On this account, Japan cannot
overlook the coming event of annexation, for she is bound
to protect her treaty rights, the rights that have been
acquired in favor of her people.

Secretary Sherman, however, insists upon saying that,
whatever treaties exist between Hawaii and other nations
must be nullified as soon as the independence of the
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Hawaiian republic ceases to exist, and therefore the United
States will be under no obligation to respect the treaty rights
of Japan that she holds in the Hawaiian Islands.

This argument would hold good as soon as the annexation
shall have been completed, should other powers fail to make
any protest beforehand. But the present case is different. In
the first place, the independence of Hawaii does still exist, and
the annexation, though not yet completed, is in the way of
advance. In this juncture Japan reminds both Hawaii and
the United States to respect her treaty rights. Is this not
a reasonable demand? Has she not a right to make such
request either from Hawaii or from the United States?

Further, does not the annexation mean an absorption of
Hawaii by the United States while the former power bears
a certain condition of obligations? Would not the United
States then become slightly altered in her situation toward
other countries? Would she not have to enter into a new
relation with Japan? Truly, the United States and Japan
must negotiate a new treaty in order to meet the new state
of affairs. If it had been contemplated to do this contempo-
raneously with the conclusion of the annexation treaty, there
would never have been any unfortunate misunderstanding
between the two countries. It is, therefore, a great pity that
the diplomats of both parties failed to adopt such a measure
to bring about the desirable end.

One might say that it was not for the United States to .
propose a new treaty with Japan, for she is satisfied with the
present treaty, and will be so satisfied even after the absorp-
tion of Hawaii ; while, on the other hand, it is for the Japa-
nese minister to propose a new treaty if his country is not
satisfied that the present treaty should remain in force after the
consummation of the annexation of Hawaii. This is quite
right, and I admit it. But while the representatives of the
United States and Hawaii were negotiating the treaty of
annexation, the Secretary of State did not intimate to the
Japanese minister his intention, though he did so to the
ambassadors from other countries. This was one of the re-
grettable failures of diplomatic courtesy, for had the Japa-
nese minister known what was going on between the repre-
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sentatives of the two countries, he could have cordially made
a certain proposition to the government at Washington to
provide for the forthcoming change of affairs, and he would
likely have succeeded in negotiating a new treaty of friend-
ship with this country.

It is not as yet too late to resort to this measure. Cer-
tainly, to revive the diplomatic courtesy and to settle smoothly
the pending difficulty that exists between the two countries,
is much more desirable than to sow a seed of international
animosity which would eventually cause much unnecessary
expense to both parties.

Of course Japan would never nourish any ambition to
fight with this great republic, for she knows too well its
power and resources; but at the same time she would not
allow any party to snatch away her treaty rights. For it is
a question of right or wrong, and not a question involving
intricate political affairs in which a shrewd diplomatic skill
and national power are to be tested. Supposing Japan loses
all that she claims, it is not Japan that we should dishonor;
and supposing that she gains, it is not Japan that we should
praise. The whole moral responsibility in the pending ques-
tion lies with the people who are asked to respect a certain
human right, and whose moral pride has been for one hun-
dred years towering over every selfish nation on the face of
the earth.





