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There is not a truth existing which I fear or would wish unknown to the whole world.
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Our tropical paradise is a 
racial tinderbox.

by Duncan Hengest

Barack Obama is today the most 
prominent former resident of the 
state of Hawaii. His ability to 

appeal to voters of all races—especially 
to whites who want to be able to con-
gratulate themselves on their willingness 
to vote for a black—has highlighted 
the popular conception of Hawaii as 
a tropical multi-racial paradise. And, 
indeed, on the surface, things seem calm 
on the green, balmy archipelago, which 
received 7.5 million visitors in 2006. But 
all is not well. Hawaii is a tinderbox, 
with a population different from the rest 
of the country. It is the only state that has 
never had a white majority, and it has a 
powerful Asian political class that never 
loses sight of its ethnic interests. At the 
same time, Native Hawaiians are more 
restless than ever, and many support 
an increasingly truculent sovereignty 
movement. 

Rejected Many Times

In August 1959, President Eisen-
hower admitted Hawaii as the 50th state. 
From the White House, he proclaimed, 
“We know that she is ready to do her part 
to make this Union a stronger Nation.” 
Americans had rejected Hawaiian state-
hood many times before, but this time 
Ike was right on the political money. His 
contemporaries had a soft spot for the 
sunny Paciýc islands, and the Japanese 
attack on Pearl Harbor, like the fall of 
the Alamo, had been immortalized in the 
nation’s memory. 

It had taken a long ýght to get Hawaii 
into the Union. The territory ýrst applied 
for statehood in 1903, but was rejected, 
because Congress did not want a major-
ity non-white state. Over the years, Con-

gress repeatedly rejected its applications 
for the same reason. Lyndon Johnson, 
who became Senate majority leader in 
1954, blocked admission because he was 

afraid Hawaiian congressmen would 
vote to end segregation. He agreed to 
admission in 1959 only because Alaska 
had already come in earlier that year 
with a solid white majority.

Hawaii, therefore, had the second-
longest wait of any state between ap-

plication and admission: 56 years. Only 
New Mexico had a longer wait—62 
years—and did not get in until the 1910 
census showed it had a white majority.

What was an obstacle to statehood 
is now, of course, an ofýcial source of 

pride. As the City of Honolulu’s web-
site claims, “One of the greatest assets 
of the City and County of Honolulu is 
the ethnic, cultural, and social diversity 

of its population. The City and County 
of Honolulu takes great pride in this 
diversity . . . .” 

According to the census, in 2006, 
whites were 25 percent of the popula-
tion, Hawaiian Natives and Pacific 
Islanders were 22 percent, while the 
largest group was Asians at 42 percent 
(blacks are 3 percent and Hispanics are 
8 percent). It was, of course, whites who 
brought the Asians. 

When Calvinist missionaries first 
arrived in Hawaii it was a Polynesian 
kingdom. After converting most of the 
population, the missionaries stayed 
on as the governing elite and grew 
rich through real estate, shipping, and 
agriculture. Sugar planters imported 
Asians to work the cane ýelds, dramati-
cally changing the islands’ population. 
Congress passed a sugar tariff that left 
Hawaii out of the fold, and in 1893 

Continued on page 3

Hawaii is the only state 
that has never had a 

white majority, and it has 
a powerful Asian political 
class that never loses sight 

of its ethnic interests.

It’s not all for show.
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Letters from Readers
Sir ð I ýnd it difýcult to believe 

that “Professor” Bruce Baum expects 
us to take what he writes about race 
seriously (see “Race Is an Illusion,” AR, 
April 2008). Among the many majestic 
þaws in Mr. Baumôs work is his fail-
ure to understand that recent research 
has shown that Europeans are always 
genetically more similar to each other 
than they are to Africans or East Asians 
(and vice versa).  The deýnitive article 
on the subject is “Genetic Similarities 
Within and Between Human Popula-
tions,ò D. J. Witherspoon et al., Genetics 
Vol. 176, pp. 351-359, May, 2007. Dr. 
Witherspoon and his colleagues show 
that even with a very strict measurement 
of genetic overlap, an assay of more than 
1,000 gene markers will eliminate any 
overlap between people of the different 
major racial groups. 

For years, geneticists have been clas-
sifying people by race based on their 
genes alone. There are even commer-
cially-available tests that tell people 
their racial and sub-racial ancestry. To 
put it bluntly, Mr. Baum doesn’t know 
what he is talking about. 

Ted Sallis, Tampa, Fla.

Sir — In his review of Bruce Baum’s 
book on race, Mr. Jackson was right to 
point out that whites were simply ap-
plying to their own species the kind of 
scientiýc inquiry they were applying to 
plants and animals. He might also have 
noted that ancient peoples discovered 
“race” long before nasty 18th-century 
white people are supposed to have 
invented it. Sesostris I, a XIIth dynasty 
Egyptian Pharaoh of the 20th century 
BC, conquered parts of Nubia and set 

up a barrier at the border saying that 
no black could enter Egypt except as 
a slave. The Romans complained that 
the Mongoloid Huns they fought had 
“cakes” instead of faces. Arab slave 
traders reported that blacks were dull-
witted, highly-sexed, and endowed with 
a remarkable sense of rhythm. 

It is idiotic to claim that Europeans 
were the ýrst to notice race.

Carla Peters, Sarasota, Fla.

Sir — I read your account of Fred 
Reed’s remarks at the 2008 AR confer-
ence in the April issue with interest, and 
I am delighted to hear that Mr. Reed’s 
Mexico has improved so dramatically 
from the Mexico in which I lived for 
almost four years. I worked full time 
in Puerto Vallarta, but also traveled to 
many parts of the country, including 
Guadalajara, Mexico City, San Miguel 
de Allende, Morelia, Uruapan, and else-
where, from 1987 to 1991. I am þuent 
in Spanish and chose to live among the 
locals, far removed from the turistas. I 
found every stereotype of Mexico and 
Mexicans to be true. Mr. Reed claims 
that Mexico is “not crime-ridden and 
certain cities are safer than parts of the 
US”? Things certainly have changed. I 
was stripped of my jewelry regularly by 
the policia. This was called a mordida 
or “little bite,” and was exacted from 
citizen and foreigner alike.

Mr. Reed’s assertion that the “po-
lice are not omnipresent and that most 
people are not afraid of them” is not how 
it was when I lived there. I was arrested 
twice (for no apparent reason) and was 
magnanimously offered freedom in 
exchange for sexual favors. I declined, 
and was released several days later. I 
was lucky those favors were merely 

requested rather than demanded. One 
rich and powerful local I worked for had 
his Porsche stolen by a boy who worked 
as a “gofer” for our company. When my 
boss discovered who had stolen his car 
he had the policia take care of him. We 
never saw or heard from the boy again. 
This sort of thing happened all the time, 
and was discussed quite openly.

I can’t speak for today, but the 
Mexico of the late ’80s and early ’90s 
was most certainly a “hellhole.” The 
“mañana attitude” to which Mr. Reed 
refers was the main reason so many 
Americans and Canadians lived there. 
No one expected anything of you, so 
you felt like you were permanently on 
vacation. The “government services” 
Mr. Reed mentions were non-existent 
when I lived there. You were on your 
own for most things unless you had a lot 
of money with which to bribe yourself 
out of a jam.

I left Mexico because I noticed some-
thing very telling about the expatriates 
who chose to live there. Most found life 
in the US too difýcult, and preferred the 
“easy life.” Many had problems such as 
laziness, irresponsibility, alcoholism, 
drug use, etc. I was also mystiýed by 
their abandonment of their own coun-
try. My time in Mexico made me more 
patriotic. Whenever I hear someone 
complaining about the US, I suggest 
they live in a Third-World county for a 
while and see if their views don’t change 
dramatically.

Alice Rodgers, Felton, Calif.

Sir — I was fascinated to learn in 
the “O Tempora” section of your April 
issue that Louis Farrakhan is backing 
Barack Obama. This really does prove 
that race trumps all. The Nation of Is-
lam stands for separation of blacks and 
whites. Black Muslims are supposed 
to reject the idea that “the sons of the 
slaveholders can live together with the 
sons of the slaves,” and to believe that 
blacks must create their own societies 
and, eventually, their own country here 
in North America.

But now that it looks as though a half-
black has a chance to become the most 
powerful man in the country, Brother 
Farrakhan is changing his tune. So long 
as the sons of the slaves can rule over the 
sons of the slave masters, maybe there 
is something to be said for integration 
after all.

Carl Tucker, Madison, Wis.



American Renaissance                                                       - 3 -                                                                      May 2008

the planters organized a coup, and 
overthrew the monarchy. Hawaii was a 
nominally independent republic for ýve 
years until the United States annexed it 
as a territory in 1898.

Even by 1920, the great racialist 
writer Lothrop Stoddard could see that 
Asians were in the ascendency. As 
he wrote in The Rising Tide of Color: 
“These Asiatics arrived as agricultural 
laborers to work on the plantations. 
But they did not stay there. Saving their 
wages, they pushed vigorously into all 
the middle walks of life. The Hawaiian 
ýsherman and the American artisan or 
shopkeeper were alike ousted by ruth-
less undercutting.” He went on to warn 
that “the Americans are being literally 
encysted as a small and dwindling ar-
istocracy.” 

The aristocracy has continued to 
dwindle. Since statehood, all but one 
of Hawaii’s senators have been Asian. 
Today, Governor Linda Lingle and long-
time congressman Neil Abercrombie 
are two rare white faces in an otherwise 
Asianðlargely Japaneseðpolitical 
class. Asians are considered the model 
minority, but they have caused prob-
lems in the past and could do so in the 
future. 

After the attack on Pearl Harbor, a 
Japanese Zero pilot crash-landed on the 
island of Niihau, where several resident 
Japanese rallied to his defense and killed 
a Native Hawaiian before they were 
overpowered. Although the Japanese on 
Hawaii were not relocated, the islands 
were under martial law throughout the 
war for fear of Japanese disloyalty and 
spying.

Ever since the state joined the Union, 

Hawaii’s Asian lawmakers have fol-
lowed the liberal line on race. The 
1964 Civil Rights Act—a disaster for 
whitesðwas held up by ýlibustering 
Southern senators until a bi-partisan 

coalition led by Sen. Everett Dirksen 
of Illinois and Hawaii’s two Asian sena-
tors, Hiram Fong and Daniel Inouye, 
gathered the 60 votes necessary for 
cloture. The result was exactly what 
Lyndon Johnson had feared in 1954.

Daniel Inouye was decorated for 
combat in Italy during the Second World 
War, but his Japanese ethnic interests 
remain strong. He supported his fellow 
Japanese-American, Congressman Nor-
man Mineta of California, in the push 

to compensate the Japanese relocated 
during the war. This successful raid on 
the Treasury has been the precedent for 
everyone else who is claiming dam-
ages for the white man’s alleged past 
crimes. And Sen. Inouye is still not 
satisfied. His proposed S381 would 
draw up plans to compensate Japanese 
from Latin America who were either 
interned during the war or deported to 
Axis countries. Japanese-Peruvians, for 
example, who were in the US illegally 
and were pitched out could conceivably 
have a claim on us. Sen. Inouye has the 
strong support of his fellow senator 
from Hawaii, Daniel Akaka, who is of 
Chinese origin.

The two Hawaii senators also spon-
sored “the Apology Resolution,” passed 
by Congress on the 100th anniversary 
of the 1893 coup, in which the federal 
government offered “an apology to Na-
tive Hawaiians on behalf of the United 
States for the overthrow of the Kingdom 

of Hawaii.” Based on very suspect 
historical grounds, the bill passed the 
Senate after just one hour of debate with 
only ýve senators present. Three of the 
ýve spoke against the bill, with only 
Senators Akaka and Inouye in favor. 
There was no debate at all on the þoor 
of the House. 

Even at the time, some people saw 
that the apology would unleash Native 
Hawaiian nationalism. When President 
Clinton signed it—apologies were his 

Continued from page 1

    American Renaissance is published monthly by the 
New Century Foundation. NCF is governed by section 
501 (c) (3) of the Internal Revenue Code; contributions 
to it are tax deductible.

Subscriptions to American Renaissance are $28.00 per year. First-class postage is 
an additional $8.00. Subscriptions to Canada (ýrst class) are $40.00. Subscriptions 
outside Canada and the U.S. (air mail) are $40.00. Back issues are $3.00 each. Foreign 
subscribers should send U.S. dollars or equivalent in convertible bank notes. 

Please make checks payable to: American Renaissance, P.O. Box 527, Oakton, VA 
22124. ISSN No. 1086-9905, Telephone: (703) 716-0900, Facsimile: (703) 716-0932, 
Web Page Address: www.AmRen.com

American Renaissance
Jared Taylor, Editor 

Stephen Webster, Assistant Editor 
Ronald N. Neff, Web Site Editor

Pearl Harbor: Some Hawaiians were roooting for the Japanese.



American Renaissance                                                       - 4 -                                                                      May 2008

Trouble in More
Paradises

Anyone who thinks tropical 
islands are immune to racial 
strife should consider Fiji. 

The island suffers from a simmer-
ing race war that has pitted the 
native Fijians against Indians the 
British imported in the 19th century 
to work in the ýelds. There are strik-
ing parallels between Hawaii and 
Fiji. Both have þags that sport the 
Union Jack. Both are tourist havens. 
Both have extensive agricultural 
industries specializing in tropical 
produce. Both native cultures came 
to Christianity in the 19th century, 
though there are some holdouts 
from the old faiths. Both islands 
fell to Anglo-Saxon governments. 
Both sets of foreign rulers planted 
the seeds for grief by importing a 
class of thrifty foreigners to work 
the plantations.

Britain stopped playing umpire 
between Fijians and Indians in 
1970, when it granted the country 
independence, and serious political 
trouble soon followed. Indians, who 
are a 38 percent minority, control 
much of the economy, but Fijians 
control the army. Fiji has had four 
coups in the last 20 years, most 
recently in December 2006. All 
were due to ethnic tension. Many 
of the best-educated Indians think 
they have no future in Fiji and have 
emigrated.

Before multiculturalists try to 
argue that the real root of the prob-
lem is Anglo-Saxon “racism,” they 
should look to New Caledonia, 
which is an overseas French ter-
ritory. Natives, known as Kanaks, 
are estimated to be 45 percent of the 
population, whites at 35 percent, 
with the rest a mix of Asians and 
Paciýc Islanders. There has long 
been tension between whites and 
Kanaks—sometimes violent—and 
the demographic balance is so 
politically charged that no ethnic 
population data have been released 
since 1996. Violence came to a head 
in 1988, and an agreement 10 years 
later provided for a referendum on 
independence to be held in 2014.

There is racial tension wherever 
there are races; palm trees, beaches, 
and sunshine are no antidote.

specialty—Sen. Slade Gorton of Wash-
ington likened it to Serbian nationalist 
propaganda before Yugoslavia’s civil 
war. He feared that the pattern of re-
sentments and appeasement that led 

to violence in Yugoslavia was being 
repeated, and warned that “this resolu-
tion is a signpost pointing toward that 
dark and bitter road.”

Road to Insurgency?

He was prescient. The independence 
movement has taken some ugly turns, 
as it sinks roots into an increasingly 
sharp native sense of alienation from 
the white man’s civilization. Although 
their own ancestors brought in Yankee 
missionaries, today’s Hawaiians are 
returning to traditional Polynesian gods. 
This has strange consequences. Hawaii 
should be the state with the cheapest 
energy because volcanic activity on the 
larger islands would be a good source 
for geothermal power. The volcanoes 
remain underdeveloped because of the 
resistance of Native Hawaiians who fear 
power stations will bother the goddess 
Pele. In the summer of 2007, Pele wor-
shipers celebrated an anti-geothermal 
victory after stopping development 
in Puna, on the big island of Hawaii. 
Hawaii may be the only place on earth 
where geothermal energy is sacriýced 
to religion. 

There are other cultural clashes. Most 
whites think sharks are a dangerous 
nuisance, but early Hawaiians wor-
shiped, cared for, and protected sharks 
as ’aumakua, or ancestral gods, while 
others depended on them as a source 

of food and tools. There are other sharp 
disagreements, since ancient Hawaiian 
beliefs can be dredged up to oppose just 
about anything whites take for granted: 
telescopes, taro plant research, ferry 
services, etc.

All of these conþicts feed the inde-
pendence movement, which has added 
a kind of guerrilla theater to its mix of 
pressure tactics. At the 2006 Statehood 
Day ceremony, for example, protesters 
heckled speakers at the Iolani Palace 
in Honolulu, calling for secession and 
restoration of the monarchy. The po-
lice kept their distance, and tensions 
mounted. A few politicians continued 
with the ceremony, but the band walked 
off early. 

One of the protesters was clearly 
high. When a female reporter asked him 
about his dilated pupils, he explained, “I 
can smoke ice if I want to. I belong to the 
Kingdom of Hawaii.” He then dropped 
his pants and exposed himself to the 
reporter and several children. 

Some would say Hawaii is already 
on the road to insurgency. The Hawai-
ian Sovereignty Movement has its own 
þag, its own legal foundation, its own 
religious interpretations of the “Prom-
ised Land,” as well as Internet-based 
propaganda (see Hawaii-nation.org). In 
2006, the University of Hawaii at Hilo 
surveyed Hawaiian natives and reached 
disquieting conclusions: ñWhile fewer 
than 6 percent thought violence was 
justifiable in pursuit of sovereignty, 
over 53 percent expressed the belief 

that it was inevitable. Of interest is the 
ýnding that less than one fourth of the 
sample reported that they think that the 
desire to gain sovereignty will not result 
in violence in the future.” 

Daniel Inouye.

Daniel Akaka.
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Friend or foe?

Congressional apologies only encour-
age extremism, and the federal govern-
ment continues unwittingly to aid in-
surgency. The State of Hawaii Ofýce of 
Hawaiian Affairs, one of two state agen-
cies that serve only Native Hawaiians, 
openly boasts there are more than 160 
federally funded programs exclusively 
for natives. How were those programs 
established? For decades, Daniel Inouye 
and Daniel Akaka served on the Senate 
Indian Affairs Committee. These were 
curious appointments, since there are no 
Indian tribes on Hawaii. Whenever bills 
came before the committee for special 
favors for Indians—housing, welfare, 
education, medicine—the two senators 
from Hawaii quietly added ñand Native 
Hawaiians” to the bill.

Multi-culturalism gives Native Ha-
waiians the moral authority to agitate 
for independence, and permits no reply 
from whites or the federal or state gov-
ernments. Lawmakers wrapped up in the 
cult of white guilt are about to recognize 
a separate Native Hawaiian government 
that would be able to organize and direct 
subversive action. To this end, Sen. 
Akaka is hard at work on the Native 
Hawaiian Government Reorganization 
Act of 2007, the House version of which 
has already passed. 

Supporters claim that a Native Hawai-
ian government would be no different 
from the tribal councils that run casinos 
on New England reservations. They are 
far off the mark. New England’s Indian 
tribes were smashed centuries ago, while 
Hawaiians are building towards a full-
þedged separatist movement.

Many whites fail to realize it, but 

many Native Hawaiians hate them. 
On Oahu, the town of Waimanalo is 
becoming a no-go area. As the Los 
Angeles Times noted in 2005, “ ‘Haole 
[white man], go home!’ and variations 
of whites-aren’t-welcome are occasion-
ally shouted from front porches as a 
reminder that this isn’t Waikiki. It’s a 
different world. Locals rule here.”

Locals rule in more and more areas, 
though mainlanders who go only to the 
tourist spots would never know it. Many 
Americans got their ýrst inkling 
of anti-white hostility only when 
MTV reported that when the 
musician Jewel lived in Hawaii 
for a few months as a child 
she was beaten up every day 
because she was white. Whites 
can live in peace in Hawaii if 
they attend private schools and 
live in secluded suburbs. One 
Hawaiian white told me that 
“you really can’t go to the public 
schools. The schools really just 
teach a gangster mentality.”

Schools have a tradition 
called “Kill Haole Day,” which 
means beating up whites on the 
last day of school. In 1999, when 
the state legislature considered 
hate-crimes legislation, the law was 
nearly derailed because of Kill Haole 
Day. Legislators noted that it was a 
long-standing tradition in some schools, 
and that unless it were completely elimi-
nated, tough hate-crimes legislation 
could make the state liable for attacks 
on whites. The bill was gutted.

A particularly nasty attack in 2006 
was linked to Kill Haole Day. Non-white 
students from Keaau High School on 
the big island skipped class to attack 
students at the Waters of Life Public 
Charter School in Hilo. First they broke 
into the Girl Scout ofýce and attacked 
a manager. Then they broke off a door 
and invaded a classroom where Waters 
of Life students were taking the Hawaii 
State Assessment exam. The Keaau 
students punched teachers and students, 
knocking them to the ground. A victim 
later wrote, “We were vulnerable and 
defenseless against such an unthink-
able, senseless, brutal assault. We are 
in shock. We are scared. We were ter-
rorized.” 

In February 2007, a family of Native 
Hawaiians beat an Army sergeant and 
his wife unconscious in front of their 
three-year-old daughter after a fender-
bender in a parking lot. The man’s 

windpipe was crushed, and he went into 
convulsions. In January of this year, on 
the big island, men described as ñPaciýc 
Islanders” beat up nine white campers in 
a beach park and told them to get off the 
island. In all these cases, the Hawaiian 
police either moved slowly or didn’t get 
involved at all. 

It is a serious matter when a large 
part of the population of a state is not 
of the founding stock, and where lead-
ers are claiming territorial sovereignty. 

Wars of insurgency are fought by slowly 
expanding areas that are outside govern-
ment control. What Bernard Fall wrote 
about Vietnam in 1965 is a description 
of a classic insurgency: “Saigon was 
deliberately encircled and cut off from 
the hinterland with a ‘wall’ of dead vil-
lage chiefs.” This is by no means the 
case in Hawaii, but no other state has 
the same potential. The time will come 
when pro-statehood Native Hawaiian 
politicians—already rare—will have to 
watch their backs. 

Insurgency is the most common form 
of war—and the most bitter. Insurgen-
cies don’t end with a neat treaty; their 
ýres are beaten down to embers that can 
alight in the future. The British have had 
trouble in Ireland for nearly 700 years. 

A Hawaiian insurgency could certain-
ly be contained. The state is still packed 
with soldiers and Marines, as well as the 
Paciýc Fleet. Even if the state and local 
police were overwhelmed, troops could 
quickly restore order. The feds should 
have a plan for this, and Hawaii should 
not be on the base-closure list.

At the same time, Hawaii should 
under no circumstances be allowed to 
accept a substantial number of refu-

Beaten up for being white.
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gees—especially Asians—who could 
spark a crisis. Lebanon’s civil war began 
when thousands of Palestinians were 
dumped in the area, overwhelming the 
social structure.

Independence?

Some whites would argue that Hawaii 
should be shucked off and given inde-
pendence, along with largely non-white 
Guam and Puerto Rico, but there are 
several arguments against this. First, 
Hawaii has great strategic value. Dur-
ing the War in the Paciýc, it was the 
front line for half of 1942, and Hawaii 
remains a key link in America’s outer 
defenses. It is a power-projection plat-
form that supports American interests 
in the Paciýc and Far East, and it has 

radar stations, sonar networks, and radio 
listening posts that endlessly search the 
Paciýc for hostile activity.

America has three major rivals in the 
Paciýc: the Japanese, the Russians, and 
the Chinese. Today, relations with Rus-
sia and Japan are peaceful, but there is 
potential for a clash with China. Hawaii 
will be an important part of any Ameri-
can military effort if there is conþict 
in the Far East (though the presence of 
large numbers of highly intelligent and 
potentially hostile Asians could compli-
cate a major campaign). A small, weak, 
Asian-run, independent Hawaii could 
even align itself with China. 

A successful Hawaiian independence 
effort could also bring out copycats in 
the Southwest, where immigration has 
been stoking separatist sentiment for 

years. 
If the United States intends to keep 

Hawaii, there should be a major effort 
to settle the state with North American 
whites. Whatever policies we pursue, 
the entire national conversation about 
Hawaii needs to change. The anti-white 
slant that colors the Federal Govern-
ment’s outlook is supplying, cartridge 
by cartridge, the ammunition for a future 
ýre ýght. It is high time we thought 
about how to turn Hawaii away from 
that “dark and bitter road” Sen. Gorton 
foresaw for it in 1993.

Duncan Hengest is a military con-
tractor who learned that Hawaii is not 
paradise when two Haoles who lived 
there told him about their experiences. 

Turning Up the Pressure
Asians join the racial spoils 
system.

by Stephen Webster

On Feb. 8, 2008, CNN’s 
“Anderson Cooper 360” 
ran a segment on the 

strong support Democratic presi-
dential candidate Hillary Clinton 
gets from Asian voters—in the 
California primary, they voted 
for her 3-1—which led reporter 
Gary Tuchman to ask why so few 
Asians support Barack Obama. 
The report left the impression that 
Asians (and Hispanics), most of 
whom are recent immigrants, do 
not want to vote for a black, and 
generally oppose “change.”

A week later, the program aired 
another segment on Asian support 
for Mrs. Clinton. This time, Gary 
Tuchman interviewed Dr. S.B. 
Woo, former Delaware lieuten-
ant governor and founder of the 
Asian political lobby, the 80-20 
Initiative. Dr. Woo claims it was 
his organization’s endorsement 
of Hillary Clinton that resulted 
in overwhelming Asian support, 
not their supposed fear of blacks 
or change.

Mr. Tuchman failed to mention 
in the program that between the 
two segments, CNN came under 

pressure to change its mind about why 
Asians support Mrs. Clinton. Shortly af-

ter the ýrst segment aired, Kathleen To, 
president of the 80-20 Initiative, sent its 

members a “Call to Action,” urging 
them to sign an on-line petition 
to CNN to take the video off its 
website and “do another segment 
with balanced reporting.” Miss To 
warned that any suggestion that 
Asians are afraid of a black candi-
date was “very serious” and “could 
cause racial disharmony between 
the black community and ours.” 

Two days later, 80-20 sent 
another “Call to Action,” noting 
that 1,250 members had already 
signed the petition, and urging 
more signatures. It was important 
to “keep up the pressure,” because 
“the resounding success of the 
petition is proof positive of our 
community’s newly established 
political cohesiveness—news for 
CNN!”

Three days later, 80-20 sent 
out a victory message, entitled 
“CNN airs OUR view on AsAm 
[Asian American] cohesiveness 
tonight.” It boasted that Dr. Woo 
had explained that it was the 80-20 
Initiative that is delivering Asian 
votes for Hillary Clinton.

Model Minority

Asians have often been de-
scribed as the “model minority.” 
They do well in school, commit 
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Mrs. Clinton takes the pledge.

few crimes, and rarely suffer from the 
degeneracy common among blacks 
and Hispanics. They have the highest 
incomes of any racial group and have 
made the fewest political demands 
upon the white majority. Japanese, 
Chinese, and Koreans have been 
particularly unobtrusive, and most 
socially and politically compatible 
with the majority. 

Over the past decade, however, 
Asians who, after Hispanics, are 
the fastest-growing racial group in 
the country, have begun to organize 
politically. Particularly since the 
presidential election of 2000, they 
have tried to build an explicitly pan-
Asian-American political bloc to 
promote their interests.

At the forefront of this effort is the 
80-20 Initiative. Founded in 1997, 80-20 
describes itself as “a national, nonpar-
tisan, Political Action Committee dedi-
cated to winning equal opportunity and 
justice for all Asian Americans through 
a SWING bloc vote” by which it hopes 
to deliver 80 percent of all Asian votes 
to candidates it endorses. 

80-20 lobbying takes place almost 
entirely by Internet and consists of 
mobilizing members by e-mail. 80-20 
claims it has 750,000 addresses, and in 
his interview on CNN, Dr. Woo claimed 
80-20 can reach 55 percent of the “Asian 
American community” within eight 
hours. In certain elections in certain dis-
tricts, any group that really could deliver 
80 percent of the Asian vote would wield 
considerable power.

One of 80-20’s standard complaints 
is that Asian-Americans do not get the 
high positions they deserve. To make 
this point, it runs ads like the one on 
the previous page, which appeared in 
the Washington Post in 2006. It used 
graphs to claim that Asians are only half 
as likely as non-Asians to be promoted 
to management levels in industry, and 
only one-third as likely to be promoted 
in the federal government. The group 
claims women, blacks, and Hispanics 
all do better than Asians. 80-20’s con-
clusion? Despite the ñdeep sacriýces 
of parents and sheer diligence by their 
children,” at current rates of progress, 
ñequal opportunity will not be reached 
in another 75 years.” 

The pose of victim is not very con-
vincing for a group that has had such 
prominent successes, including high-
proýle entrepreneurial records in com-
panies such as Yahoo and Cisco Sys-

tems. Nor do the ofýcers of 80-20 seem 
to have been held back because they are 
Asian. The founder, Dr. Woo, was born 
in China in 1937 and immigrated to the 
US in 1955. He is professor emeritus of 

physics at the University of Delaware 
and served as lieutenant governor of 
Delaware from 1985 to 1989. Current 
president Kathleen To is a former cancer 
researcher at the University of Texas 
and retired foundation president who 
served on the New York Life Insurance 
Woman’s Advisory Board. She has been 
a regular writer for the Dallas Morn-
ing News, and was appointed honorary 
commercial attaché by former Texas 
governor Ann Richards. All officers 
and board members appear to have had 
distinguished careers and are hardly 
abject victims of the “glass ceiling” of 
which they complain.

This is nevertheless something of an 
obsession for 80-20. During the 2004 
election, it sent letters to each of the 
presidential candidates, asking for three 
promises. If elected, the new president 
would ýrst order the secretary of labor to 
hold hearings on discrimination against 
Asians. Second, if statistics suggest 
there was discrimination, he would have 
the labor departmentôs Ofýce of Federal 
Contract Compliance crack down on it. 
Third, two years later, he would meet 
with Asian-American leaders to discuss 
progress in ýghting that discrimination. 

80-20 people really seem to think 
they face unique barriers. As board 
member Frank Lee said in a statement 
this January, ñWe are truly ýghting for . 
. . rights already enjoyed by ALL Ameri-
cans except for Asian Americans.”

In 2004, John Edwards, John Kerry, 
Howard Dean, Joe Liebermann, and 
Dennis Kucinich all made the three 
promises 80-20 asked them to. Every 
Republican declined.

This year, 80-20 has extracted yet 
more promises. On June 1, 2007, it sent a 
“Presidential Candidate Questionnaire” 
by fax, e-mail, and priority mail to 
everyone in the race, Democrat and Re-

publican. It kept the promises from 
2004 about stamping out “discrimi-
nation,” and added three more about 
appointing Asian judges to the bench. 
In the ýrst version of the question-
naire, candidates had to promise to 
appoint at least two Asians as appeals 
court judges—none is Asian now—
and “consider” filling a Supreme 
Court vacancy with an Asian. At the 
district court level, 80-20 wanted an 
outright quota. Each candidate had 
to promise that during his ýrst term 
he would appoint enough Asians to 
boost their numbers to half their per-

centage of the population. That would 
be an increase from the present 6 to 
21 judges—a more than 300 percent 
increase—and would mean the president 
would have to send up a parade of Asian 
nominations. Candidates also had to 
promise to meet with Asian-American 
leaders to “review the progress in adding 
AsAm Federal judges.”

Chris Dodd, Joe Biden, and Mike 
Gravel all took the pledge in June 2007, 

just days after they got the question-
naire, and bound themselves to a quota 
for Asian judges. 

For six months, 80-20 got no more 
bites, and decided to lower its sights. 
Hillary Clinton’s people negotiated less 
binding terms. On Dec. 10, she signed 
what 80-20 calls a “revised” version. 
The promises to end “discrimination” 
against Asians were unchanged, but 
instead of an outright quota on judicial 
appointments, Mrs. Clinton promised to 
“seek to increase” in Asian nominations 
“until the current dismal situation is 

‘Dismal Situation’

Here are 80-20ôs ýgures for the 
current racial mix of federal 

judges:

Total: 875
Black: 88 or 10.7 percent
Hispanic: 54 or 6.5 percent
Asian: 6 or 0.7 percent

80-20 wants a quota for Asian-
American judges, but will settle for 
efforts to correct the “current dismal 
situation.”
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Mr. Obama takes the pledge, too.

signiýcantly remedied.ò The language 
of the promise goes on to explain: “To 
put things in perspective, not meaning 
to imply quota, presently there are 0.6% 
Asian Am. Federal judges, while the 
Asian Am. population is 4.5% . . . .ò 

Not imply quota? A quota is exactly 
what they wanted, but couldn’t get from 
Mrs. Clinton. What she promised is a 
quota in everything but name, however. 
She agreed that at both the district and 
the appeals level the current situation is 
“dismal,” and she promised to improve 
things ñsigniýcantlyò during her ýrst 
term. She has thus committed herself 
to openly race-based judicial appoint-
ments, and has promised to submit to a 
meeting within two years of taking ofýce 
in which Asian-American “leaders” will 
pressure her for yet more appointments. 
John Edwards and Bill Richardson later 
signed the same “revised” version.

What did Mrs. Clinton get in return? 
80-20’s endorsement before the Cali-
fornia primary, and a promise that the 
group would spend $30,000 on political 
ads for her in the Asian ethnic media. 
Mrs. Clinton won the Asian vote 3-1 

over Mr. Obama, and 80-20, of course, 
claimed credit.

The results of the California primary 
may have been what ýnally persuaded 
Barack Obama to take the pledge, but 
he has been the cagiest player of all. 
He swallowed the demands to correct 
“discrimination” against Asians with-
out a gurgle, but his people rewrote the 

questions about judicial appointments. 
He promised only that he will make 
it a “top priority” to appoint Asian-
Americans as district and appeals court 
judges. Presidents are, of course, busy 
people with lots of “top priorities,” so 
Mr. Obama got away with promising 
the least. (For the exact terms of each 

candidate’s promises see the 80-20 web 
page at www.80-20initiative.net.)

80-20 has duly endorsed every candi-
date who took the pledge, and so is now 
ofýcially neutral in the Democratic pri-
maries. Not one Republican candidate 
bothered to return the questionnaire, 
and John McCain shows no sign of 
doing so.

Let us be frank: 80-20’s “endorse-
ment” process has been cynical and even 
dishonest. It started by saying it would 
endorse only those candidates who made 
certain promises. Why, then, did it let 
Mrs. Clinton and Mr. Obama succes-
sively water down the promises others 
had already made? It cheated Senators 
Dodd, Biden and Gravel when it let Mrs. 
Clinton make weaker promises and then 
gave her the same endorsement it had 
given them—they were still in the race. 
It then cheated Mrs. Clinton when it let 
Mr. Obama sign an even weaker pledge 
to get the same endorsement. 80-20 is 
playing the candidates for fools and 
getting away with it. Needless to say, 
they have all been very quiet about how 
they were tricked and about the race-
based judicial appointments they have 
promised to make.

A Record of Success?

80-20 claims that in both 2000 and 
2004 it came close to its goal of de-
livering 80 percent of the Asian vote 
to its chosen candidate. The initiative 
endorsed Al Gore in 2000, and takes 
credit for getting him 66 percent of the 
Asian vote, and 70 percent in California, 
ñwhere 80-20 speciýcally focused its 
efforts.ò In 2004, 80-20 endorsed John 
Kerry “with reservations,” but promised 
to give him a 30-point victory among 

Asians. The 80-20 website quotes a Los 
Angeles Times poll showing that the 
Asian vote went 64-34 for Kerry. Ac-
cording to another exit poll it cites, 75 
percent of Asians voted for Kerry. 80-20 
further notes that while black, Hispanic, 
and Jewish support for President Bush 
was up in 2004 over 2000, the group 

takes credit for lowering his support 
among Asians. 

Is this coincidence? Does 80-20 just 
ýgure out how Asians are likely to vote 
and then claim credit for it when they 
do? There is no way to tell, but the book 
Click on Democracy, by three Syracuse 
University professors, concluded that 
80-20 appeared to be “one of the most 
successful grassroots efforts to emerge 
from the 2000 political season.” 

Some 80-20 claims sound like empty 
boasting. The group says it persuaded 
Bill Clinton to make former con-
gressman Norman Mineta commerce 
secretary in 2000, thus making the 
Japanese-American the first Asian 
cabinet member. It also says it pressured 
George W. Bush to hold Mr. Mineta 
over in his cabinet as transportation 
secretary, and to appoint Elaine Chao 
as labor secretary. 

When it is not tormenting politicians, 
80-20 likes to police the media. In 2002, 
the Seattle Times ran the following 
headline about ýgure-skating: ñHughes 
Good as Gold: American Outshines 
Kwan, Slutskaya in Skating Surprise.” 
“Kwan” was Michelle Kwan, a skater 
born in the US. 80-20 says it got Seattle 
Times executive editor Mike Fancher to 
apologize personally for the implication 
that Miss Kwan was not American. In 
2004, 80-20 forced TNT sports analyst 
Steve Kerr to apologize for referring 
to Chinese NBA player Yao Ming as a 
“7’6” Chinaman.” 

In 2002, 80-20 took credit for per-
suading Abercrombie & Fitch to stop 
selling T-shirts it claimed were offen-
sive to Asians. One, for example, had 
cartoon Chinese men on it advertising 
Wong Brothers Laundry Service, phone 
number: 555-WONG. The company 

Don’t dare call him a Chinaman.
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motto was “Two Wongs can make it 
white.” Another T-shirt advertised 
“Wok ’n Bowl,” or “Chinese food and 
bowling.”

A Wise Strategy?

80-20 claims to be working for all 
ñAsAms,ò although ofýcers and board 
members are overwhelmingly Chinese, 
and Dr. Woo started 80-20 by soliciting 
fellow Chinese. The group has tried to 
cast a wider net, but without much suc-
cess. One of 80-20’s key claims—that 
Asians are victims of discrimination—
is not going to go down equally well 
with Filipinos, Indians, Samoans, and 
Japanese. Nor will all these groups 
obediently do what a largely Chinese 
organization tells them to.

One strategy for high-IQ North 
Asians could have been to emphasize 
their common interests with whites—
eliminating ñafýrmative action,ò pro-
moting tough sentences for criminals, 
keeping out illegal Mexicans—rather 
than acting like the NAACP or La Raza. 

Unlike blacks and Hispanics, Asians can 
make it on merit, and they are already 
heavily represented in many techni-
cal ýelds. If they insist on quotas for 
judges and CEOs, they could ýnd the 
tables turned on them in other areas. It 
will come at their expense (and at that 

of whites) if blacks and Hispanics get 
quotas in engineering and medicine. 
Many Asians are uncomfortable about 
joining their “black and brown brothers” 
against the white “oppressor.”

In the end, however, the advantages 
blacks and Hispanics gain from racial 
activism, bloc-voting, and an aggressive 
victim mentality may simply be too at-
tractive even for Asians to forgo. It may 
be, that as the United States continues 
to lose racial and cultural coherence, 
Asians will decide they have nothing to 
gain by informally allying themselves 

with whites and staying out of explicitly 
racial politics. Why should they line 
up with a majority that does not even 
defend its own interests?

At the same time, now that one Asian 
group has taken a prominent position as 
an explicitly race-based pressure group, 
it will be harder for less militant Asians 
to get support. The League of United 
Latin American Citizens (LULAC) 
has been around a lot longer than the 
National Council of La Raza. It used to 
emphasize assimilation and citizenship, 
but as soon as more radical groups came 
along and started getting money and at-
tention, LULAC became a carbon copy 
of La Raza. Many blacks and Hispan-
ics now think the way to get ahead is 
to shout “racism” rather than put their 
heads down and work. 

It looks as though Asians are be-
ginning to see things the same way. 
What was once a model minority may 
have ýnally decided that, in the age of 
“diversity,” power comes from racial 
solidarity. When will whites reach the 
same conclusion? 

80-20 is playing the can-
didates for fools and get-

ting away with it.

Who Are the Jews?
Jon Entine, Abraham’s Children: Race, Identity, and the DNA of tthe Chosen People,  

Grand Central Publishing, 2007, 420 pp. $27.99.
Using DNA to ýnd out.

reviewed by Thomas Jackson

Shelves of books have been written 
about Jewish history and identity, 
but many ancient accounts have 

been impossible to verify independently. 
Now, advances in DNA analysis have 
added much greater precision to our 
understanding of Jewish origins, and can 
be used to test many of the oral traditions 
Jews have passed on for millennia. Jon 
Entine’s Abraham’s Children is a good 
summary of recent work in this ýeld, 
and covers several other areas of genetic 
research, most notably Jewish diseases 
and Jewish intelligence. 

Mr. Entine is the author of the 2000 
book Taboo: Why Black Athletes Domi-
nate Sports and Why We’re Afraid to 
Talk About It (see review in AR, Feb. 
2000), in which he investigated the 
physical—and by implication genetic—
reasons why blacks dominate many 
sports. He therefore understands race 
and racial differences. He also knows the 
penalties for writing about the biologi-

cal distinctiveness of Jews or any other 
group, but plunges in bravely all the 

same. Abraham’s Children is not with-
out þaws, but any mass-market book 
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that takes group differences seriously 
is important.

Children of Israel?

Most Jews fall into two groups, Ash-
kenazi (European) or Sephardic (Middle 
Eastern). Are they the descendants of the 
Biblical Children of Israel? Because of 
where they lived and how they looked, 
Sephardic Jews always had a plausible 
link to the people who wrote the Old 
Testament, but there have been doubts 
about the origins of Ashkenazim. Of 
the non-Biblical theories about their 
origins, the best known is that they are 
descended from the Khazars, a Central 
Asian people said to have converted 
to Judaism in approximately the 8th 
century. 

DNA evidence of two kinds has been 
brought to bear on this question. DNA 
from the Y chromosome can be used to 
trace the male ancestry of a population, 
and mitochondrial DNA can be used to 
trace female ancestry. This approach 
works because both these kinds of DNA 
are passed from generation to generation 
without recombination, unlike all other 
DNA, which is mixed and recombined 
during reproduction. Of the 23 pairs of 
chromosomes, the pair found only in 
males, composed of a Y from the father 
and an X from the mother, does not 
recombine. This means the Y is passed 
from father to son without any changes 
other than those that appear through 
chance mutation. Because mutations 
occur on the Y at a predictable rate, by 
comparing the accumulated differences 
on their Ys it is possible to estimate 
how long ago two men had a common 
ancestor.

This method has been used to cal-
culate how far back we must go to ýnd 
a common ancestor of all men living 
today, and the ýgure seems to be around 
180,000 years. Of all the people on the 
planet, Bushmen appear to be most simi-
lar to that distant ancestor. Mutations 
have been constantly building up on the 
Y, and men of the same race or ethnic 
groups have similar sets of mutations.

What does the Y chromosome tell 
us about Jews? Mr. Entine reports that 
some of the early research in this area 
focused on the Cohanim or Jewish 
priestly class. According to the Bible, 
Moses’ older brother Aaron became 
the ýrst high priest, and only his male 
descendants could aspire to this role. 
After the Romans sacked the Second 

Temple in 70 AD the Cohanim lost their 
job, but Jews have handed down the oral 
tradition of priestly status ever since, 
and about 3 percent of Jewish men claim 
to be Cohanim. 

Geneticists have found a marker on 
the Y that is so closely associated with 
claims to be Cohanim that they call it 
the Cohen Modal Haplotype. The best 
estimates of mutation 
rates suggest the mark-
er originated about the 
time Aaron would have 
lived. Most Jewish 
men show evidence of 
several different male 
lineages, meaning that 
they are not descended 
from the same man, 
but the majority of 
Cohanim appear to 
trace their paternity to 
the same root. 

In one test of Co-
hanim claimants, no 
fewer than 98.5 per-
cent had the Cohen 
Modal  Haplotype. 
Wherever this marker 
came from, it is a sure 
sign of common de-
scent, and if it really 
does mean descent from Aaron’s time, it 
supports two extraordinary conclusions: 
that the oral tradition has been very 
durable and accurate, and that many 
generations of mothers were faithful to 
their husbands. 

Both Ashkenazim and Sephardim 
have the Cohen Modal Haplotype, as 
well as other markers that trace back 
to the Middle East, and this strongly 
supports the view that both groups 
originated in the area of Biblical Israel. 
The haplotype is not exclusive to Jews, 
however. A few Kurds, Armenians, 
Hungarians, and Italians—all of whom 
have had long association with Jewsð
carry the same marker, which suggests 
that some Cohanim either abandoned 
Judaism and assimilated, or had affairs 
with gentiles.

The other kind of DNA most useful 
for tracing ancestry is mitochondrial 
DNA (mtDNA). Mitochondria are en-
ergy-producing organelles outside the 
nucleus but within the cell, and contain 
their own primitive DNA. They are 
passed on only by the mother. Sperm 
cells contain mitochondria but it is only 
the nucleus of the sperm that fertilizes 
the egg. The cytoplasm of the fertilized 

egg therefore contains mtDNA only 
from the mother, which, like the Y 
chromosome, is passed on to succeed-
ing generations unchanged except for 
mutations. 

Again like the Y chromosome, muta-
tions accumulate at more or less predict-
able rates, so differences in mtDNA 
show how distantly related people are, 

and how far back one must go to ýnd a 
common mother. The best estimates are 
that the most recent common mother of 
all the world’s inhabitants lived about 
145,000 years ago. It should be noted 
that there was never a time when there 
was just one man or one woman. If an 
ancient man had no sons, that was the 
end of his line of Y DNA, and if an 
ancient woman had no daughters, her 
mtDNA ended with her sons. In either 
case, descendants could have gone on 
to contribute DNA to many succeeding 
generations, but not Y or mitochondrial 
DNA. 

The story of Jewish mtDNA is quite 
different from that of Y DNA; there are 
no distinctively Jewish lineages. Instead, 
the female ancestors of todayôs Jews ap-
pear to have been primarily the women 
among whom Diaspora Jews lived: 
Europeans for Ashkenazim and Middle 
Easterners for Sephardim. 

This is not to say Jews have not been 
endogamous. However, once the Jews 
dispersed from Palestine, many men 
appear to have taken gentile wives who 
adopted their husbands’ religion. This 

Photomicrograph of the X and Y 
chromosomes.


