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During the first decades of the twentieth century, following the passage of the Dawes Allotment Act, U.S. Indian policy turned to “pulverizing the tribal mass,” and making Indians into U.S. citizens by allotting them individual parcels of land (and freeing the “surplus” for white settlers).  Although the Dawes Act did not apply to Indian Territory (what is now Oklahoma), the Five Civilized Tribes were eventually enrolled and allotted land in the years 1898-1907, a period that ended in Oklahoma statehood.  In order to be allotted land, one had to be enrolled as a citizen of one of the Five Tribes, and the ability to alienate an allotment depended on what kind of citizen one was.  The enrollment of Seminoles, Cherokees, Choctaws, Chickasaws and Creeks for the first time introduced the official identities of “full blood,” “half blood,” and “freedman” (designating Indians of African American ancestry).


A little over a decade later, at the very end of the allotment era, Hawai’ians debated land policy and the “rehabilitation” of the native Hawai’ian, who was feared to be “dying out.”  A similar policy of allotting individual plots of land to native Hawai’ians similarly introduced the question of who counted as a native Hawai’ian.


This paper will discuss the adjudication, litigation and legislative debate over native identity and citizenship in Indian Territory and in Hawai’i, focusing in particular on the relationship between land policy and the determination of identity.   Just as individual land ownership was rhetorically linked to citizenship in political discourse, it was the transformation of land use that introduced the necessity to demarcate identities that had been more fluid, and to exclude certain identities (such as mixed Black/Indian) from legal recognition.  The paper will also offer some general observations about the rise of Jim Crow during this period, and the comparison between citizenship in the Native American context and in the context of immigration and colonization.  

